SKETCH AGENDA
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November 12, 2014
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Tuesday. November 11, 2014

3:00pm Commission Retreat
Sheraton Grand Sacramento
Falor Room
1230 J St
Sacramento, CA

6:30pm Commissioner’s Dinner
Esquire Grill
1213 K St,
Sacramento, CA

Wednesday. November 12, 2014

11:30AM Commission Lunch
1120 N Street Room 2225
Sacramento, CA

1:30PM Commission Meeting
CalEPA Building
Byron Sher Auditorium
1001 | Street, 2nd Floor
Sacramento, CA

CLOSED SESSION
The Commission will meet in closed session pursuant to Government Code Section 11126, Subdivisions (a)(1), (a)(4), and
(b), for the purpose of taking actions concerning the selection of a new Executive Director.

NOTE: The Commission will convene in Open Session and then move immediately into Closed Session. Fol-
lowing the Closed Session, the Commission will reconvene in Open Session.

To view the live webcast of this meeting, please visit:
http://msmedia.dot.ca.gov/channel2 or http://www.ustream.tv/channel/california-transportation-commission

NOTICE: Times identified on the following agenda are estimates only. The Commission has the discretion to take up agenda items out of sequence and
on either day of the two-day meeting, except for those agenda items bearing the notation “TIMED ITEM.” TIMED ITEMS which may not be heard prior to
the Time scheduled but may be heard at, or anytime after the Time scheduled. The Commission may adjourn earlier than estimated on either day.

Next regularly scheduled CTC Meeting is on December 10, 2014 in Riverside (Subject to change)
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1:30pm | GENERAL BUSINESS
1 Roll Call 11 Carl Guardino I C
CLOSED SESSION
The Commission will meet in closed session pursuant to Government Code Section 11126, Subdivisions (a)(1),
(a)(4), and (b), for the purpose of taking actions concerning the selection of a new Executive Director.
NOTE: The Commission will convene in Open Session and then move immediately into Closed Session.
Following the Closed Session, the Commission will reconvene in Open Session.
POLICY MATTERS :
Adoption of 2014 Active Transportation Program — Metropolitan 4.2 Laurel Janssen A | C
2 Planning Organization Component Laurie Waters
Resolution G-14-25
Technical Adjustment to the 2014 Active Transportation Program 4.3 Laurel Janssen A | C
3 (ATP) - Statewide and Small Urban & Rural Components Laurie Waters
Resolution G-14-26, Amending Resolution G-14-17
4 Road Usage Charge Technical Advisory Committee & Pilot 4.1 Laura Pennebaker A |C
Program Implementation Considerations
QTHER MATTERS/ PUBLIC COMMENT 6.

Adiourn
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CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS cTC Meeting:  November 12, 2014

Reference No.: 4.2
Action

ANDRE BOUTROS
Executive Director

ADOPTION OF 2014 ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (ATP) METROPOLITAN
PLANNING ORGANIZATION (MPO) COMPONENT
RESOLUTION G-14-25

ISSUE:

Should the Commission adopt the 2014 Active Transportation Program (ATP) Metropolitan
Planning Organization (MPO) (40%) component as recommended by staff?

RECOMMENDATION:

Commission staff recommends that the Commission adopt the 2014 ATP MPO component, with the
exception of the San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG) program, in accordance with
the attached resolution and the staff recommendations, noting any specific changes, corrections, or
exceptions to staff recommendations. SANDAG requested to defer their program recommendation
until the December 10, 2014 Commission meeting.

The staff recommendations are based on consistency with the ATP MPO competitive program
project selection criteria set forth in the 2014 ATP Guidelines and the following:

Funding levels identified in the 2014 ATP Fund Estimate;
Eligibility for the program;

MPO multidisciplinary advisory group scores; and
Statutory requirements

In summary, staff recommends that ATP funds of $133,674,000 be programmed to 114 projects
valued at $607,709,000. This recommendation includes ATP funds totaling $107,357,000 (80% of
$133,674,000) for 89 projects benefiting disadvantaged communities. Additionally, 65 of the 114
projects are designated as state-only funded. State-only funding designations apply only to 2014
ATP funds programmed on this list.

These recommendations are not authorization to begin work on a project. Contracts may not
be awarded and/or work cannot begin until an allocation is approved by the Commission for a
project in the adopted program.
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BACKGROUND:

Legislation creating and requiring the Commission to adopt the ATP was signed by the Governor on
September 26, 2013. The Commission adopted the Fund Estimate for the 2014 ATP in December
2013 (updated in August 2014) and program guidelines in March 2014. The 2014 ATP includes two
years of programming, 2014-15 and 2015-16, with $368.1 million in funding capacity for the
following program components:

e Statewide (50% or $184.05 million)

o Safe-Routes-to-School ( $72 million with $21.6 million for non-infrastructure)
e Small Urban & Rural (10% or $36.81 million)
e Large MPO (40% or $147.24 million)

* A minimum 25% (92.02) of all ATP funds must benefit disadvantaged communities.

The Commission adopted the Statewide (50%) and Small Urban and Rural (10%) ATP components
on August 20, 2014. Projects not programmed in the statewide competitive component were
distributed to large MPOs based on location. MPOs were required to submit their programming
recommendations to the Commission by September 30, 2014.

The nine large urban MPOs comprising the ATP MPO component were authorized to defer project
selection to the Commission or administer a supplemental specific call for projects. MPOs electing
to administer a supplemental call for projects were required to include projects not selected through
the statewide ATP competitive component in their programming decisions. Six of the nine MPOs
chose to conduct a supplemental call for projects.

MPOs were provided the option to apply the statewide competitive project selection criteria or
propose different project selection criteria if approved by the Commission. The Commission
approved amendments to the 2014 ATP guidelines allowing different project selection criteria for
the following MPOs: Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC), Sacramento Area Council of
Governments (SACOGQG), San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG), Southern California
Association of Governments (SCAG), Fresno Council of Governments (FCOG), San Joaquin
Council of Governments (SJCOGQG), and Tulare County Association of Governments (TCAG). The
Kern Council of Governments (KernCOG) and Stanislaus Council of Governments (StanCOG) did
not propose amendments to the 2014 ATP guidelines.

Commission staff reviewed MPO program submittals for consistency with the ATP guidelines and
overall project eligibility. MPO program recommendations were supported by an explanation of the
project selection methodology applied and a list of the multidisciplinary advisory group members
that assisted in project evaluations. Several MPOs provided project contingency lists adopted in the
event of project delivery failure. To be eligible for ATP funds, upon MPO notification of project
delivery failure, the Commission must first approve an amendment to delete the programmed project
and add a project identified on the contingency list into the MPO program. Projects identified on an
MPO adopted contingency list are valid for consideration by the Commission only until the next
project cycle application deadline.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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The MPO program recommendations include significant active transportation projects throughout
the state. Examples include:

Fresno Council of Governments

City of Coalinga - Active Transportation Plan - $240,000. This project will develop a
comprehensive active transportation plan to increase biking and walking, provide non-
motorized travel infrastructure to support the projected population growth, and provide safer,
walkable streets for approximately 7,900 students (kindergarten through college) who travel
to school each day in Coalinga. The City is in desperate need of a comprehensive plan to
make their streets complete, with safer conditions for alternative modes of transportation.
The City has unigue conditions that, with the right plan, will be ideal for recreational and
practical infrastructure for pedestrians and cyclists. This project will benefit a disadvantaged
community.

City of Kerman - Pedestrian Safety Improvements at VVarious Locations - $250,000. As a
small rural community, the City has a large portion of residents who rely on walking and
bicycling as their primary modes of transportation. In addition, Kerman Unified School
District (KUSD) does not provide school bus services within the City limits and the majority
of students reside within one mile of their school. Due to these factors, the City also has a
large portion of students who either walk or bicycle to school. This project will address
existing safety hazards for pedestrians at street crossings adjacent to public schools within
Kerman Unified School District. Through an increase in safety for students who bicycle and
walk to school, the project has the potential to reduce injuries and fatalities. The project will
construct curb bulb-outs to increase the safety of students at each location. This project will
benefit a disadvantaged community.

Kern Council of Governments

Kern Council of Governments - $3,643,000. Kern Council of Governments approved seven
active transportation projects that were reviewed and ranked but not funded through the
statewide competitive process. The projects will provide safer access to schools, retail centers
and transit stops by constructing sidewalks, bike lanes and street lighting. The projects will
provide benefits to disadvantaged communities, improving the quality of life, health and
safety of residents in the communities of Arvin, Bakersfield, Mojave, Tehachapi and Wasco.

Metropolitan Transportation Commission

San Francisco Bay Trail, Pinole Shores to Bay Front Park - $4,000,000. The project will
construct a roughly 0.5 mile section of the San Francisco Bay Trail in Pinole by extending an
existing Class | paved trail from Pinole Shores east, over the UP Railroad tracks via a new
bridge to connect to an existing path in Bay Front Park. The project replaces a four mile trip
on surface roads with a grade separated Class I facility under 1 mile in length, and provides
safe access across railroad tracks to Bay Front Park.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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Sacramento Area Council of Governments

Ella Elementary Safe Routes to School Project, Yuba County - $1,195,000. This project
designs and constructs comprehensive bicycle and pedestrian improvements, including bike
lanes and a raised median island, in the rural Olivehurst community. The project will increase
active transportation mobility and safety around and leading to Ella Elementary and address
community-identified safety concerns. This project will benefit a disadvantaged community.

Mather Rails to Trails Project, City of Rancho Cordova - $2,083,000. This project constructs
a Class | multi-use trail alongside a Union Pacific Spur between the Sacramento Regional
Transit Mather/Mills Light Rail Station and the Mather Field Airport. The project

will enhance mobility in a region-designated transit priority area for a wide variety of
potential and existing users including those traveling to and from the light rail station, the
Sacramento Veteran’s Administration Hospital, nearby business parks, and residential areas.
The project will also eliminate a barrier to active transportation by providing a dedicated
bicycle and pedestrian facility crossing U.S. Route 50. This project will benefit a
disadvantaged community.

San Joaquin Council of Governments

Calaveras River Bike Path Improvement Project, City of Stockton, San Joaquin County -
$720,000. This project will provide safety, ADA, and bike path improvements to
approximately 6.7 miles of Class | Bike Path along the Calaveras River. The improvements
will improve access, safety, and mobility for bicyclists and pedestrians, benefit a
disadvantaged community, and improve overall bicycle and pedestrian connectivity within
the City.

Mount Diablo/Mount Oso/C Street Sidewalk Improvements, City of Tracy, San Joaquin
County - $760,000. This project will construct sidewalks to provide a safe, uninterrupted
route for children walking to school and improve connectivity to downtown as well as a new
transit center. This project will benefit a disadvantaged community.

Southern California Association of Governments

Expo Line Pedestrian Improvements - $2,311,000. This project will improve cross-walks,
sidewalks, pedestrian lighting, and ADA access ramps as well as add pedestrian amenities
such as landscaping, street trees, and benches within a % mile of the La Cienega Blvd., La
Brea Ave., and Crenshaw Blvd. Metro stations. The project provides first/last mile
improvements for residents in disadvantaged communities, thus improving modal options
and ease of mobility. This project will benefit a disadvantaged community.

Orange County Loop - $6,480,000. ATP funds will close several critical gaps in a 66 mile
trail for the community to bike, walk and connect to some of California’s most scenic
beaches and inland reaches. The following projects capture $6.4 million to leverage $7.5
million to continue constructing a truly regional active transportation facility:

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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The Tracks at Brea Segments 2 and 3

The Tracks at Brea Segment 4

La Habra Union Pacific Rail Line Bikeway
County Bicycle Loop, Segments F and H
Bicycle Loop Segment D

O O O O O

Stanislaus Council of Governments

e The City of Modesto Class 1 Bicycle Path - $630,000. This project will construct a 2.2 mile
path including lighting, landscaping, traffic control devices and traffic signal modifications.
The project will provide a direct link between the Modesto Junior College (MJC) east and
west campuses for cyclists and pedestrians. There is currently no reasonable route for cyclists
or pedestrians to commute between the two primary Junior College facilities, which require
crossing over both State Route 99 and Union Pacific Rail Road tracks. The new path will
provide a safe facility encouraging active modes of transportation between the campuses.
This project will benefit a disadvantaged community.

Tulare Council of Governments

e Comprehensive Active Transportation Initiative, City of Farmersville - $261,000. The
project will close sidewalk gaps along a section of South Farmersville Boulevard providing a
safer route of travel for pedestrians and bicyclists. The project is in close vicinity to two
elementary schools and a senior housing community. This project will benefit a
disadvantaged community.

e Class Il and 11l Bike Lanes, City of Dinuba - $261,000. The project will implement the first
phase of the City of Dinuba's Bicycle System Plan. The project includes Class Il and 111 bike
routes along selected city streets, installation of bike lockers at the City's transit station,
dissemination of bicycle safety information, and transportation corridor signage
enhancements. This project will benefit a disadvantaged community.

The following tables show the summary of proposed programming recommendations:

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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Overall Programming Recommendation (Amounts in $1000s)
Under
MPO Projects 14-15 15-16 Total B
Target
Target
FCOG 15 1,679 2,254 3,933 4,031 98
KCOG 7 949 2,693 3,642 3,638 (4)
MTC 11 6,534 24,445 30,979 30,980 1
SACOG 11 2,032 7,768 9,800 9,855 55
SANDAG - - - 13,410 13,410
SCAG 54 13,788 64,418 78,206 78,205 (1)
SICOG 5 204 2,765 2,969 2,969 -
StanCOG 157 2,072 2,229 2,229 -
TCAG 7 1,037 879 1,916 1,916 -
Total 114 26,380 107,294 133,674 147,233 13,559
Cumulative Programmed 26,380 133,674
Cumulative Capacity 99,352 147,233
Cumulative Ur?der (Over) Fund 72,972 13,559
Estimate
DAC Requirements (Amounts in $1000s)
Fund Under
MPO Projects | Total Est (Over)
Target Target
FCOG 13 3,498 1,008 | (2,490)
KCOG 7 3,326 910 | (2,416)
MTC 10 21,668 7,744 | (13,924)
SACOG 6 7,608 2,464 | (5,144)
SANDAG 0 - 3,352 3,352
SCAG 38 64,654 | 19,551 | (45,103)
SICOG 4 2,458 742 | (1,716)
StanCOG 4 2,229 557 | (1,672)
TCAG 7 1,916 479 | (1,437)
Total 89 107,357 | 36,807 | (70,550)

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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FUND ESTIMATE AND GUIDELINES FOR THE 2014 ATP

The development of the 2014 ATP began with the Commission’s adoption of the 2014 ATP Fund
Estimate on December 13, 2013, the adoption of the ATP guidelines on March 20, 2014, and a Fund
Estimate amendment (adding $9 million) adopted on August 20, 2014.

2014 ATP Fund Estimate

The 2014 ATP Fund Estimate covered the two-year period of the 2014 ATP, 2014-15 and 2015-16,
with an estimated total new programming capacity of $359.1 million. This capacity includes three
years (2013-14, 2014-15, and 2015-16) of estimated state and federal funds. The amended 2014
ATP Fund Estimate adds $9 million to the original estimate, for a new total program capacity of
$368.1 million. Fifty percent of the total ($184.05) is set aside for the statewide competitive
component, ten percent ($36.81) is set aside for the small urban and rural competitive component,
and forty percent ($147.24) is set aside for the large MPO competitive component.

SUMMARY OF 2014 ATP CAPACITY

(% in millions)
New Added

Capacity | Capacity Total
State Highway Account $102,600 $9,000 | $111,600
Federal Transportation Alternative Program 190,950 190,950
(TAP)
Federal TAP Recreational Trails 5,700 5,700
Other Federal 59,850 59,850
Total (may not match FE due to rounding) $ 359,100 $9,000 | $368,100

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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ATP Guidelines
Policies and Procedures Specific to the 2014 ATP

The following specific policies and procedures address the particular circumstances of the 2014
ATP:

Schedule. The following schedule lists the major milestones for the development and adoption of
the 2014 ATP:

Commission adopts Fund Estimate December 11, 2013
Commission adopts ATP Guidelines March 20, 2014
Call for projects March 21, 2014
Applications due to Caltrans May 21, 2014
Commission Approves/Rejects MPO Optional Guidelines  June 25, 2014

CTC Staff recommendations for Statewide and Small August 8, 2014

Urban and Rural Components
Commission adopts Statewide and Small Urban and Rural ~ August 20, 2014

Components
MPO programming recommendations to CTC September 30, 2014
Commission adopts MPO selected projects November 12, 2014

ATP Fund Estimate. The program capacity for the 2014 ATP Fund Estimate was based on Senate
Bill 99 and Assembly Bill 101, along with the Federal Highway Administration, Commission and
California State Transportation Agency Guidance. The Administration proposed the ATP in the
January 2013 Governor’s Budget proposal, but due to the complex nature of the program, and the
scope of the changes proposed, the Legislature chose to defer action on this proposal when adopting
the June 15th Budget package and instead froze funds for these purposes and inserted intent
language that the ATP would be developed before the end of the 2014 legislative session.

In addition, an amended Fund Estimate was adopted at the August 20, 2014 CTC meeting to include
the addition of $9 million in state funds identified for the program in the 2014-15 state budget.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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ATTACHMENTS TO 2014 ATP MPO STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS

MPO Component, Staff Recommendation. Includes the proposed new programming for the MPO

component by MPO and by County with the exception of SANDAG. SANDAG has requested to
defer their program recommendation until the December 10, 2014 Commission meeting.

MPO Submittals

Fresno Council of Governments

Kern Council of Governments

Metropolitan Transportation Commission
Sacramento Area Council of Governments

San Joaquin Council of Governments

Southern California Association of Governments
Stanislaus Council of Governments

Tulare County Association of Governments

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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November 12, 2014

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Adoption of 2014 Active Transportation Program
Metropolitan Planning Organization Component

Resolution No. G-14-25

WHEREAS Streets and Highways Code Section 2384 requires the California Transportation
Commission to adopt a program of projects to receive allocations under the Active Transportation
Program (ATP), and

WHEREAS pursuant to Section 2384, the 2014 ATP is a two-year program covering program
years 2014-15 and 2015-16, and

WHEREAS pursuant to Section 2381, the program will be funded by state and federal funds from
appropriations in the annual budget, as estimated in the ATP Fund Estimate adopted by the
Commission on December 13, 2013, with an amendment adopted on August 20, 2014, and

WHEREAS pursuant to Section 2382, the Commission adopted ATP guidelines, to be applicable
to the 2014 ATP development process on March 20, 2014, and adopted Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPQO) amended guidelines on May 21, 2014 and June 25, 2014, and

WHEREAS the 2014 ATP Fund Estimate (with amendment) provided $368.079 million in ATP
programming capacity to be apportioned to Statewide (50%), Small Urban & Rural (10%) and
MPO (40%) components, and

WHEREAS pursuant to Section 2382(c), no less than 25% of overall program funds will benefit
disadvantaged communities during each program cycle, and

WHEREAS the total amount programmed in each fiscal year may not exceed the amount
specified in the adopted Fund Estimate, and

WHEREAS the Commission adopted the 2014 ATP, Statewide and Small Urban & Rural
components on August 20, 2014 consisting of 148 projects totaling $220,848,000 of ATP funds,
and

WHEREAS the Commission staff recommendations for the 2014 ATP MPO component were
published and made available to the Commission, the Department, regional transportation
agencies, and county transportation commissions on October 31, 2014, and

WHEREAS the San Diego Association of Governments requested their program
recommendations be deferred to a later meeting and, therefore, Commission staff
recommendations for the 2014 ATP MPO component do not include the San Diego Association
of Governments program, and

WHEREAS the staff recommendations conform to the Fund Estimate and other requirements of
statute for the ATP.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation Commission hereby
adopts the 2014 ATP MPO component, to include the program described in the staff
recommendations, including the attachments to this resolution, and
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2.13

2.14

2.15

2.16

2.17

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that having a project included in the adopted 2014 ATP MPO
component is not authorization to begin work on that project. Contracts may not be awarded
and/or work cannot begin until an allocation is approved by the Commission for a project in the
adopted program, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that designation of State-only funding applies only to 2014 ATP
funds, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the MPO contingency lists are not recommended for
programming and are included for information only, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that if available funding is less than assumed in the Fund
Estimate, the Commission may be forced to delay or restrict allocations using interim allocation
plans, or, if available funding proves to be greater than assumed, it may be possible to allocate
funding to some projects earlier than the year programmed, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Commission staff, in consultation with the Department and
regional agencies, is authorized to make further technical changes in cost, schedules, and
descriptions for projects in the 2014 ATP MPO component, consistent with the Fund Estimate, in
order to reflect the most current information, or to clarify the Commission’s programming
commitments, with report of any substantive changes back to the Commission for approval at the
December 10, 2014 meeting.
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2014 Active Transportation Program - MPO Component
CTC STAFF RECOMMENDATION

($1,000s)
Total Total
ID MPO Co Agency Project Title Project Fund SOF 14-15 15-16 RW CON PAED PSE DAC Plan SRTS SRTS-NI
Cost Request

MOO1(FCOG |FRE |Clovis Enterprise Canal Trail/Ped Over SR 168 190 168 | SOF 168 168
0286(FCOG [FRE [Coalinga City Active Transportation Plan 240 240 | SOF 240 240 240 240
0289(FCOG [FRE [Fowler Merced St Ped Facilities from 3rd St to 5th St 302 267 | SOF 267 267
0290|FCOG [FRE [Fresno Butler Ave Bicycle Lane 274 197 197 164 33 197
MO002 [FCOG [FRE [Fresno Bicycle/Pedestrian Master Plan Update 250 221 221 221 221 221
MOO3|FCOG [FRE |[Fresno Sidewalks on Hughes Ave from Hedges to Floradora 234 208 81 127 71 127 10 208 208
MO004[FCOG [FRE [Fresno Traffic Signal Installation at Clinton and Thorne 477 424 35 389 389 35 424 424
0293|FCOG |FRE [Fresno - PARCS Pedestrian Bike Safety Education Program 255 250 | SOF 250 250 250 250 250 250
MO006|FCOG [FRE [Fresno Co ADA path on Grove and Jensen Avenues from Ninth St to Cedar Ave 448 448 40 408 61 247 40 100 448
MO007[FCOG [FRE [Fresno Co Dunlap Lighted Crosswalk 162 162 32 130 118 44 162 162
MOO8[FCOG [FRE [Fresno Co Mt. Whitney Paved Ped Bikeway from Granland to Garfield 141 141 30 111 61 30 50 141
MO09(FCOG |FRE |Fresno Co Riverdale Pedestrian Path; Hazel from Mt. Whitney to Stathem 503 503 40 463 35 308 40 120 503 503
0295|FCOG |FRE |Kerman Pedestrian Safety Improvements at Various Locations 250 250 | SOF 250 224 4 22 250 250
0297|FCOG |FRE [Mendota USD Mendota Elementary Ped Improvements 254 254 | SOF 25 229 229 25 254 254
MO10|FCOG [FRE [Parlier Manning Ave SRTS Connectivity 358 200 | SOF 200 180 3 17 200 200
0304|KCOG |KER |Arvin T02 Sidewalk Improvements 680 680 | SOF 680 580 5 95 680 680
0314|KCOG |KER [Kern Co Stiem Middle School Ped Improvements 150 125 125 125 125 125
0317|KCOG [KER [Kern Co Mojave Ped Improvements 640 565 565 249 249
0581[KCOG [KER [Tehachapi SRTS 900 900 120 780 50 780 5 65 900 900
0328|KCOG |KER [Wasco Karl Clemens & Thomas Jefferson Schools Ped Improvements 306 306 | SOF 33 273 12 273 2 19 306 306
0330|KCOG [KER [Wasco JL Prueitt Ped Improvements 473 473 53 420 22 420 2 29 473 473
0331|KCOG |[KER |Wasco Hwy 43 Ped Lighting 593 593 [ SOF 63 530 24 530 5 34 593
0111|MTC ALA [Alameda Cross Alameda Trail (includes SRTS component) 2,520 2,231 226 2,005 2,005 226 2,231 718 123
0115|MTC ALA |Alameda Co Be Oakland, Be Active: A Comprehensive SRTS Program 988 988 | SOF 988 988 988 988 988
0124{MTC ALA  [Berkeley SRTS Improvements for LeConte Elementary 758 682 82 600 600 82 682 682
0130|MTC ALA |Livermore Marylin Ave Elementary SRTS 359 358 | SOF 358 275 83 359 358
0138(MTC ALA |Oakland Lake Merritt to Bay Trail Bicycle Ped Gap Closure Project 16,212 3,210 | SOF 3,210 325 2,885 3,210
0147 |MTC CcC CCTA Riverside Ave Ped Overcrossing 4,885 682 682 682 341
0148|MTC CcC East Bay Regional Park District | San Francisco Bay Trail, Pinole Shores to Bay Front Park 7,100 4,000 4,000 4,000
0192|MTC SCL |VTA VTA's Central and South County Bicycle Corridor Plan 500 443 | SOF 443 443 443 443
0208|MTC SM San Mateo City of San Mateo SRTS Program 2,515 2,515 795 1,720 2,110 405 629 2,515 390
0224|MTC SON |Santa Rosa Jennings Ave Bicycle and Ped Crossing at the SMART Railroad Tracks 9,568 8,157 8,157 7,371 786 8,157 21
0231|MTC VAR |MTC Bay Area Bike Share Expansion 19,831 7,713 7,713 7,713 4,628
0057|SACOG (ED EDCTC Western El Dorado County Bike Travel Opportunities Map 57 50 [ SOF 50 50
MO11|SACOG [PLA |Auburn Nevada St Pedestrian & Bicycle Facilities 1,648 799 799 799
0070|SACOG [PLA |Colfax N. Main Street Bike Route Project 299 264 | SOF 44 220 220 44
MO012 [SACOG [SAC [Folsom Oak Parkway Trail Undercrossing and Johnny Cash Trail Connection Project 1,121 992 | SOF 35 957 882 35 75
0079|SACOG [SAC |Galt South Galt SRTS 2,150 1,800 1,800 1,800 1,800 1,800
0082|SACOG [SAC [Rancho Cordova Mather Rails to Trails Project 2,525 2,083 2,083 2,083 2,083
MO013[SACOG |SAC |Sacramento Co El Camino Ave Phase 2 - Street and Sidewalk Improvements 1,923 1,692 1,692 1,692 1,692
MO016|SACOG [SAC [West Sacramento Cycle Track 645 87 | SOF 27 60 5 27 55
0097|SACOG [SUT [Yuba City Franklin Road Improvements 393 313 | SOF 313 313 313 313
MO014|SACOG [YOL [West Sacramento Citywide Bike Lane Gap Closures 593 525 | SOF 124 401 401 124 525
0108|SACOG |YUB |Yuba Co Ella Elementary SRTS Project 1,350 1,195 | SOF 60 1,135 1,035 60 100 1,195 1,195
0643[SCAG [IMP [El Centro Prepare ATP/SR2S Plan and make bike/ped improvements 797 797 | SOF 797 738 59 797 150 797 150
0473|SCAG (LA Alameda Corridor East  |SGV Regional Active Transportation Planning Initiative 643 643 | SOF 643 643
0376|SCAG (LA Baldwin Park Maine Ave Corridor Complete Streets Improvement 3,651 2,201 | SOF 2,201 2,201 2,201 2,201
0383|SCAG LA Covina Covina Bicycle Network 1,048 839 | SOF 839 839 839
0393[SCAG [LA Glendale Citywide Safety Education Initiative 500 500 | SOF 500 500 500
0399|SCAG (LA Huntington Park Randolph St Shared Use Bik/Trail Rails to Trails Project Study 400 400 | SOF 400 400 400
0400|SCAG LA Huntington Park State Street Complete Street 1,184 1,184 | SOF 1,184 1,163 21 1,184
0406|SCAG  [LA Lancaster SRTS - Master Plan 366 322 | SOF 322 322 322 322 322 95
0426|SCAG  [LA Los Angeles Expo Line Ped Improv, Crenshaw-City Lim. 2,890 2,311 178 2,133 2,133 178 2,311
0437|SCAG LA Los Angeles LA River Bike Path, Headwaters, Owensmouth-Mason 6,136 5,432 5,432 5,432 5,432
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2014 Active Transportation Program - MPO Component
CTC STAFF RECOMMENDATION

($1,000s)
Total Total
ID MPO Co Agency Project Title Project Fund SOF 14-15 15-16 RW CON PAED PSE DAC Plan SRTS SRTS-NI
Cost Request

0439|SCAG (LA Los Angeles Sixth St Viaduct Replacement, Bike/Ped Facilities 421,815 2,552 500 2,052 2,052 500 2,552

0440|SCAG  [LA Los Angeles San Fernando Rd Bike Path, Ph 3 25,430 21,195 21,195 21,195 21,195

0453|SCAG  [LA MTA Metro Blue Line First/Last Mile Plan 280 280 | SOF 280 280 280 280

0456 |SCAG LA Norwalk Foster Road Side Panel SRTS Improvement Project 2,208 2,208 100 2,108 2,108 100 2,208 2,208 30

0476|SCAG (LA Santa Clarita Sierra Hwy Ped & Bicycle Bridge and Street Improvements 3,229 1,402 1,402 1,402 1,402 1,402

0479|SCAG (LA Santa Monica 4th St Bike/Ped upgrades 750 600 | SOF 600 600 600

0489|SCAG (LA Vernon City of Vernon Bicycle Master Plan 60 53 | SOF 53 53 53 53

0709|SCAG |ORA |Anaheim Anaheim Coves Northern Extension 832 832 | SOF 832 832 832

0711|SCAG |ORA (Brea The Tracks at Brea, Segment 4 3,026 2,484 2,484 2,484

0712|SCAG [ORA (Brea The Tracks at Brea, Segments 2 & 3 2,889 2,557 2,557 2,557

0714|SCAG |ORA [Costa Mesa West 19th Street Bicycle Trail Project 1,704 1,319 1,319 1,319 1,319

0716|SCAG [ORA [Cypress Cerritos Ave Bike Corridor Improvements 714 632 | SOF 632 632

0720(SCAG [ORA [Garden Grove Harbor & Twintree HAWK 160 160 | SOF 160 160 160

0726|SCAG |ORA |[Irvine Citywide Bicycle, Ped, Motorist Safety Program 500 500 | SOF 500 500

0727(SCAG [ORA [La Habra Union Pacific Rail Line Bikeway 800 708 | SOF 708 708

0728|SCAG |ORA |Laguna Hills La Paz Sidewalk Widening 540 478 | SOF 478 89 345 44 478 478

0734|SCAG |ORA |OCTA Orange County Sidewalk Inventory 185 163 | SOF 163 163 163 163

0743|SCAG [ORA [Orange Co Bicycle Loop - Segment D 300 266 | SOF 266 266

0744[SCAG [ORA [Orange Co Lambert Road Bikeway Project 445 394 | SOF 394 394 89

0745|SCAG [ORA [Orange Co County Bicycle Loop, Segments F and H 525 465 | SOF 465 465

0747|SCAG |ORA [San Clemente Concordia School Ped/Bike Improv. 1,180 126 | SOF 126 32 94 126

0749|SCAG [ORA [San Juan Capistrano San Juan Capistrano Bikeway Gap Closure 553 437 | SOF 53 384 384 53

0753|SCAG |[ORA [Santa Ana Monte Vista Elementary SRTS Enhancements 430 430 | SOF 30 400 400 30 430

0761|SCAG |[ORA (Santa Ana Maple Bicycle Trail Safety Enhancements 1,101 1,101 | SOF 82 1,019 1,019 82 1,101 1,101

0571[SCAG [RIV  [Coachella ATP Improvements 1,764 1,764 100 1,664 1,664 100 1,764 1,764

0517|SCAG [RIV Riverside lowa Ave and Martin Luther King Blvd Bike Improvements 332 268 | SOF - 268 268

0521|SCAG [RIV Riverside Wells/Arlanza Sidewalk Improvement 1,961 1,782 1,782 1,782

0522|SCAG [RIV Riverside Norte Vista Sidewalk Improvement 2,833 1,822 1,822 1,822 1,822 1,822

0525|SCAG  [RIV  |Riverside Co Avenida Rambla Sidewalk Safety Improvements 356 356 [ SOF 85 271 271 35 50 356 356

0527|SCAG  [RIV Riverside Co Clark St Sidewalk and Intersection Safety Improvements 721 721 | SOF 200 521 177 200 344 721 200

0530(SCAG [RIV  [Riverside Co Grapefruit Blvd/4th St Ped and Roadway Safety Improvements 2,300 2,300 143 2,157 10 1,860 143 287 2,300

0570|SCAG |RIV  [State Coastal Conservancy [Santa Ana River Trail and Parkway 218 197 | SOF 197 197 197

0534[SCAG [RIV  [Western Riverside COG |Wester Riverside County Subregional Active Transportation Plan 333 333 | SOF 333 333 333 333

0539|SCAG [SBD |Apple Valley Mojave Riverwalk South 963 923 | SOF 923 923 923

0541[SCAG [SBD [Barstow City of Barstow's Active Transportation Plan 300 300 | SOF 300 300 300 200 100 100

0545|SCAG  [SBD |Chino Hills Los Serranos SRTS 1,732 1,732 119 1,613 1,613 119 1,732

0547|SCAG  |SBD |Fontana City of Fontana SRTS 1,624 1,624 166 1,458 50 1,458 116 1,624 1,624

0558|SCAG  [SBD  [Rim of the World Recreation and Park |Rim of the World Active Transportation Program 285 285 | SOF 285 285 285 285

0536|SCAG  [SBD |SANBAG SANBAG Points of Interest Ped Plan 400 400 | SOF 400 400 400 400

0565|SCAG  [SBD |Victorville Interagency SRTS 4,097 4,097 505 3,592 30 3,592 100 375 4,097 4,097

0495|SCAG [VEN [Oxnard Oxnard Blvd Bike Lanes 1,372 57 | SOF 57 57

0497|SCAG |VEN [Santa Paula 10th St (SR 150) Bicycle and Ped Improvements 635 577 | SOF 577 577 577

0498(SCAG [VEN [Simi Valley Arroyo Simi Greenway Bike Trail Phase 3 1,330 1,197 77 1,120 1,120 9 68 1,197 1,197

0502|SCAG [VEN [Ventura Westside Ped and Bicycle Facility Improvements 1,500 1,500 200 1,300 1,300 10 190 1,500 1,500

0602 [SICOG (S) Lathrop 5th Street Sidewalk Improvements 640 640 | SOF 75 565 565 30 45 640 640

0604|SICOG (SJ Ripon River Rd Sidewalk and Intersection Improvements 1,227 475 475 475 475

0614(SICOG (S) Stockton McKinley Elementary SRTS 453 374 374 374 374 374

0620|SJCOG (SJ Stockton Calaveras River Bike Path Improvement Project 720 720 | SOF 129 591 591 129 684

0630(SICOG (S) Tracy Mount Diablo Ave/Mount Oso Ave/C St Sidewalk Improvements 1,166 760 760 760 760 760

0631|StanCOG [STA  |Ceres SRTS on Don Pedro Road and Nadine Ave - Multiple Schools 373 373 | SOF 52 321 321 52 373 373

MO15 [StanCOG |STA Ceres SRTS on Hackett & Kinser Road (Sinclear Elementary School & Blaker-Kinser Junior High School) 818 818 69 749 749 69 818 818

0633|StanCOG [STA  |Hughson Fox Rd Ped Improvements 408 408 | SOF 408 408 408 408

0634 |StanCOG [STA  |Modesto Modesto Jr College Class 1 Bike Path (Phase I1) 700 630 36 594 36 512 82 630

0337|TCAG [TUL |Dinuba Class Il and Ill Bike Lanes 344 261 | SOF 261 261 261 261 122
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0342|TCAG |TUL [Farmersville Farmersville Comprehensive Active Transportation Initiative 350 261 | SOF 261 261 261
0343|TCAG [TUL |Porterville Garden Ave Ped Access Corridor 589 232 232 232 232
0359|TCAG |TUL |[Tulare Co Tooleville Sidewalk Improvement 414 379 379 379 379 379 5
0360(TCAG [TUL [Tulare Co Terra Bella Sidewalk Improvements 417 397 397 397 397 397 5
0371|TCAG [TUL |[Visalia Mill Creek Trail Downtown Corridor 454 141 | SOF 141 141 141
0374|(TCAG [TUL [Woodlake SRTS improvements 289 245 | SOF 245 245 245 245
TOTAL| 607,709 133,674 26,380 | 107,294 1,705 121,130 1,875 8,480 107,357 3,508 42,051 2,279
SOF: State-only Funding. Designations apply only to 2014 ATP funds programmed on this list. Future phases may be designated differently.
RW: Right of Way Phase
CON: Construction Phase
PAED: Project Approval/Environmental Document Phase
PSE: Plans, Specifications & Estimate Phase
DAC: Benefit to Disadvantaged Communities
Plan: Active Transportation Plan
SRTS: Safe Routes to School
NI: Non-Infrastructure
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FRESNO COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

SUBMITTAL



F?%Sﬁ% QG@?’%C}E OAE Tubere S, Ste. HN tel S8Y-72%.4748
of G@V@-?’ﬂ?ﬁ@ﬁt@ Frasnc, Calformia 93727 fax 559-233-5645

September 30, 2014

Mr. Andre Boutros, Executive Director
California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

Attention: David Giongco

Subject: Fresno Council of Governments Regional Competitive Active Transportation
Program of Prejects '

Mr. Giongeo:

SB 99 created the ATP focusing state and federal funds toward projects that improve
public health and reduce greenhouse gas emissions. Project categories for these funds
mainly include pedestrian and bike facilities or programs that enhance or encourage
walking and bicycling.

The California Transportation Commission approved the Fresno Council of Governments
{(Fresno COG) Regional Competitive Active Transportation Program (ATP) Guidelines
on June 26, 2014. The Regional Competitive ATP Call for Projects was released the same
day the guidelines were approved and closed on August 27, 2014, Thirty projects were
submitted to the Fresno COG, fifteen of which are being recommended for funding for a
total of $3.9 million. The Fresno COG Policy Board approved the recommended project
list for the Fresno COG Regional Competitive ATP on September 25, 2014

In administering a competitive selection process, Fresno COG is recommending fifleen
projects for programming that represent a broad spectrum of benefits to bicyclists and
pedestrians. Four of the fifteen projects recommended for funding are plans that will
enhance walking or bicycling by providing detail on future infrastructure projects and
safety programs, while seven of the projects are specific to providing Safe Routes to
Schools for students walking and bicyclingto school and will provide a safety element to
decrease the high accident rates throughout the Fresno County region. Of the eleven
infrastructure projects on the recommended list, seven are pedestrian specific such as
sidewalks and ADA improvements, two will provide safe and reliable alternatives to
driving by funding the construction of bike lanes, and the other two represent a
combination of bicycle and pedestrian improvements such as trail in areas that are
disadvantaged. The ATP guidelines require that at east 25% of the funds be directed to
benefit projects in disadvantaged communities; however, the Fresno County region is
recommending a proiect list that will provide much more direct benefit to disadvantaged
communities. The Fresno COG Policy Board is recommending a program of funds that




directs 89.9% of the total award benefit projects in disadvantaged communities.

The submittal of the herein rccommended program of projects meets all of the
requirements set-forth by the 2014 ATP Guidelines that were adopted by the Callfomla
Transportation Commission on March 20, 2014.

Included with this letter are the following attachments;

Attachment A — List of the Fresno COG Regional Competitive ATP Multi-Disciplinary
Advisory Group members

Attachment B — Recommended Program of Projects

Attachment C ~ Complete List of Submitted Projects

Attachment D) — Minute Excerpt from the Fresno COG Policy Board mecting on
September 25, 2014 approving the recommendation of the Regional Competitive ATP
Program of Projects

This inlormation is aiso available online at the Fresno COG website at
\‘\-"Vv"\’\-’.fi‘@Sl'!OCOEl.O]"E{.

If any additional information is needed or if you should have any questions or comments,
please feel free to call Melissa Garza at (559) 233-4148, ext. 210.

Sincercly,

Tony Boren, Executive Dircctor
Fresno Council of Governmenis
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Fresno COG Policy Board
fMinute Excerpt

Date: Thursday, September 25, 2014
Time: 5:30PM

Place: COG Sequoia Conference Room
2035 Tulare St., Suite 281, Fresno, CA

Members Attending: Mavor bynne Ashbeck, City of Clovis
Councitmember Ron Lander, City of Coalinga
Maydr Marcia Sabilan, City of Firebaugh
Mayor David Cardenas, City of Fowler
Councilmember Clinton Glivier, City of Fresno
Mayor Sylvia Chavez, City of Huron
Mavyor Gary Yep, City of Kerman
Mavor Chet Reilly, City of Kingsburg
Mavyor Robert Silva, City of Mendota
Mayor Gabriel limenez, City of Orange Cove
Mavyor Armando Lopez, City of Parlier
Mayor Rebert Beck, City of Reedley
Mayor Amarpreet Dhaliwal, City of San loaguin
Councilmember George Rodriguez Ciy of Selma
Supervisor ludith Case-McNairy, County of Fresno

Gail Miller, Calirans
Arthur Wille, Legal Counsel
Tony Boran, Executive Director

Absent: Mayor Joshua Mitchell, City of Sanger

QUORUM: At the start of the meeting there were 15 mambers present representing 97.40% of the
population and there was a quorum to conduct business. {Clovis, Coalinga, Firebaugh, Fresno, Fowler,
Huron, Kerman, Kingsburg, Mendota, Orange Cove, Parlier, Reedley, San Joaquin, Selma and Fresno
County)

Mayor Bhaliwal {San loaquin, Chair, called the meeting to order at 5:30 pm.

QUORUM: Mavor Pro Tem Rodriguez {(Selma) left the meeting at 5:37 PM. There were 14 members
present representing 94.02% of the population.



i " TRANSPORTATION ACTION / DISCUSSION JTEMS

A, Fresno C0G Re ional Competitive Active Transportation Pro ram {ATP) Project
Recommendations [Char in/Garzal IAPPROVE]

Melissa Garza {FCOG) presented this item. The Fresno COG Regional Competitive Active Transportation
Program [ATP) Cycle § Call for Projects closed on August 27, 2014. A total of 30 projects were submitted
to Fresno COG totaling $15.9 million in requested ATP funds. The Fresno COG region has $3.9 million
available to award. Ten representatives of the Multi-Disciplinary Advisory Group (MAG) Committee met
on Monday, September 8, 2014 to score the projects and draft a list of projects to be recommended for
funding. The list of project evaluators and the agencylies) they represent were included in the meeting
package.

The project recommendations were approved by the TTC/PAC on September 12, 2014, Following Policy
Board action on September 25, 2014 the project list will be submitted to the California Transportation
Commission by September 30" for adoption at their November 12% meeting in Sacramento. Following
adoption of the Fresno COG Regional Competitive ATP, projects will be programmed in the 2015 Federal
Transportation improvement Program (FTIP} by February 2015 so that they can commence immediately.

Ms. Garza noted that if there are any questions to please contact Lindsey Chargin or Ms. Garza at 559-
233-4148.

Supenrvisor Judy Case-McNairy thanked staff for the work involved in the project selection process
aspecially given the short amount of time allowed. Ms. Garza reported to the Policy Board that the law
that created the ATP requires that 25% of the apportioned funds benefit disadvantaged communities. in
our region, 89.9% of the funds will benefit disadvantaged communities. She also reported that the TTC -
and other project sponsors have asked ahout the next call for projects for the State and she stated that

it is expected that the next statewide call wil be in March of 2015 with a regional call thereafter.

Following an expressed opportunity for public comment, a motion was made by Supervisor Judy Case
McNairy {Fresno County) and seconded by Mayor Robert Sitva {Mendota} to approve the Fresno COG
Regional Competitive Active Transportation Program [ATP} Projects as recommended by the Fresno COG
Regional Competitive Active Transportation Program (ATP) Multi-Disciplinary Advisory Group {(MAG)
Scoring Committee. A vote was called for and the motion carried.

Respectfully submitted,

Tony Boren, Executive Director
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Kern Coundl
of Goverrmerntis

September 30, 2014

California Transportation Commission
Andre Boutros, Executive Director
1120 N Street, Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

Atin: Laurel Janssen, Deputy Director

Dear Mr. Boutros:

This letter serves as fransmittal of the Kern Council of Governments Active
Transportation Program (ATP) projects for consideration by the California
Transportation Commission.

Our methodology for selecting Regional share projects was to use the same scoring
and ranking criteria developed and used by the California Transportation Cormmission.
The projects that have been selected for the Regional share of the ATP are determined
by their ranking in the state-wide completion. All of the selected projects provide needed
infrastructure improvements in economically Disadvantaged Communities with the
exception of an infrastructure project around a public school within Bakersfield. 90.79%
of funding for Regional Share projects is directed to Disadvantaged Communities. Al
of the Regional share projects are Safe Routes to School related, except a pedestnan
lighting project across a busy State Highway. Our review team inciuded the City
Engineer for the City of Tehachapi, the Acting Public Works Director for the City of
Wagsco, the Office Engineer for the County of Kern as well as the Operations Manager
for the Golden Empire Transit District (although this member was unabie to attend the
review meeting). We continued down the list until the available funding was exhausted.

An error was discovered in our ranking order after the proposed ATP Program of
Projects was submitted to the Kern Council of Governments for their affirmation. The
Bakersfield Bike Lanes and Route Project, Group B requesting $270,000 was
recommended for funding because a clerical error indicated that the project’s score was
higher than the actual score. This project has been deleted from the requested projects
to be funded. The next project on the list, the Mojave Pedestrian Improvement Project
sponsored by the County of Kern, is now recommended for approval although the
amount of available ATP funding is less than the requested amount.

Because of time constraints, a revised project budget description for the Mojave
Pedestrian iImprovement Project has not been developed. We hope to move this

Hern Courncil of Govermments

CAG TG Seen, Suite 200, Bokerdheld, Coifuirea S3301 (6611 861-2191 Facsmie 16617 324-B215 TIV b6 832-7433 wewnw xerncog oo



project forward through our standard technical review committee to Board approval
process at the Kern Council of Government's November 20, 2014,  Assuming approval

by the Council we anticipate bringing this project to the CTC at their December 10, 2014
meeting. '

Attached is a spreadsheet with the Regional share recommendations in the format
presented by the California Transportation Commission as to Total Project Cost, ATP
funding requested and the fiscal year the funding is anticipated to be needed.
Additional information related fo the type of project (SRTS, Planning, etc. is also
included.

We did not receive applications after the State-wide submittal deadline. There have
been no requests to change funding scenarios from the submitted applications, nor from
the applicants who have been awarded funding.

A Minute Order from the Kern Councit of Government’s meeting of September 18, 2014
for the recommended projects is also included in this transmittal. We have previously
sent the agenda item presented at the meeting, although it includes the Bakersfield
Bikelanes and Routes Group B project and does not mention the Mojave Pedestrian
improvement Project that we now desire to be partially financed by ATP funding.

If additional information or clarification is required please contact Peter Smith, Senior
Planner.

Sincerely,

Ahron Hakimi,
Executive Director

Attachments: Regional Share Recommendations
Minute Order 14-03, Affirming Board Action
Staff Report of September 18, 2014 Board meeting re: ATP projects.
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Kerry Councll
of Governments

September 18, 2014

TO: Transportation Planning Policy Committee
EROM: Ahron Hakiri ‘%}r
Executive Diraclor

By:  Peter Smith, @W%
Senior Planner P

SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER V.
FY 2014-2016 ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM PROJECTS

RESCRIFTION:

The State of California, through the Department of Transportation, administers the Active Transportation
Program {ATP). The ATP funds projects that support non- motorized transportation activities such as
walking and biking, provide education and infrastructure to assure safe routes o schools and supports
ptanning efforts to support and encourage physically active transporiation. $360,000,000 is available
statewide to fund the ATP, The Transportation Technical Advisary Committes has reviewed this item.

DISCUSSION;

A statewide Cali-for Projects for the ATP was announced on March 21, 2014, with a submittal deadline of
May 21, 2014. Thirty-eight (38) project proposals were submitted from the Kem CQG region (771
statowide). Each project was reviewed and ranked by expert evaiuators chosen by the Depariment of

Transportation. The results of tha evaluation were released on August 8, 2014. The following Kern COG
region projects were funded.

Agency Project Description Funding

State-funded

Delano Safety and Education for an Active Delano School Community $392,463
Wasco Paim Ave. Elementary Schoot Padestrian infrastructure imp. $458,181
Wasco Burke Flementary School Bike and Pedestrian infrastructure fmp. $1,784,604
Kem County  Horace Mann Pedestrian Improvements $310,000
Kem County  Highland Elementary Pedestrian Improvements $275.000
Tehachapi Valley Bivd. Bikeways Facilities Project Phase I} $1,282,600

State Funded Total: $4,622,238

Heorry Councilt of Governmenis
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Kern COG funded

Wasco Clemens and Jefferson School Bike and Pedestrian Improvements 306,827
Kern County  Walter Stiem Middle School Pedestrian Improvements $125,000
Arvin Sidewalk Improvernents at Various Locations $680,000
Wasco Highway 43 Pedestrian Lighting $593,565
Wasco Prueitt Flementary School Bike and Pedestrian Improvements $473,136
Bakersfeld Bike Lane and Route Projects Group B {(West) $270,000
Bakersfield Safe Routes to Schoot mprovements-Frank West Schoal $311,850
Tehachapi Safe Routes to School Gap Closure Project $684,622

Kern COG Funded Total: $3,643,000
Kern Region ATP Grand Total: $8,165,238
The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee unanimously recommended approval of this Hem.
ACTION;

Approve Fiscal Year 2014-2016 Active Transportation Program of Projects VOICE VOTE



BEFORE THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN

MINUTE ORDER NO. 14-03

in the matter of:

Fiscal Year 2014-15 Active Transportation Proaram Projects

I, Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director of the Kern Councll of Governments,
do hereby certify that the following Minute Order proposed by Councilor Holloway
and seconded by Councilor Pascual was duly passed by said Council at an
official meeting on the 18" day of September 2014.

AYES: Flores, B. Smith, Wood, Pascual, Wilke, Cantu, Holloway, Krier,
Johnston, P. Smith, Wegman, Miller, Henderson

NOES: None
ABSTAIN:  None

ABSENT: Hanson, Linder, Couch, Scrivner

Ahran Hakimi,
Executive Diractor
Kern Council of Governmenis

MINUTE ORDER

TO APROVE FISCAL YEAR 2014-15 ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM
PROJECTS



METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

SUBMITTAL



MG Bosolution No. 4132, Revised

For the Nine-County San Francisco Bay Area Region
Fiscal Year 2014-15 and FY 2015-16

METROPOLITAN
TRANSPORTATION

COMMISSION

September 24, 2014

hitp:/fwww.mic.ca.gov

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Joseph P. Bort MetroCenter « 101 Eighth Street e Qakland, CA 94607-4700
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QOctober 1, 2014

Andre Boutros, Executive Director
California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street, Room 2221 - M8 52
Sacramento, CA 95814

Attention: Laure! Janssen

Dear Mr. Boutros:

With this letter, ] am pleased to transmit MTC’s proposed projects for the 2014
Regional Active Transportation Program (rATP).

The 2014 ATP Fund Estimate, as revised, included about $31 million of
programming capacity to the region. Following the Call for Projects, MTC staff
received over 120 applications, requesting over $200 million. Based on a thorough
evaluation by MTC’s multi-disciplinary evaluation committee, MTC adopted the
rATP on September 24, 2014.

As identified in our Regional Guidelines, adopted in April 2014, MTC also adopied a
list of contingency projects in case there are any project failures or savings. The
Contingeney List includes four projects fotaling $2.9 million.

Please feel free to contact me at {510) 817-5722, or Kenneth Kao of my staff at (510}
817-5768 if you need further information about our proposal. We look forward 1o
working with you in finalizing the 2014 rtATP.

Sincerely,

Ihine Riheeo—

Anne Richman
Director
Programuming & Allocations Section

ARKK

oc: Ray Zhang, Caltrans HQ
Bijan Sartipi, Caltrans District 4

IPROJECTHFunding T4-MAP21\MAPZ | - TAP and ATRATP\Regional ATF\Final Submiitah0}_2014 RTiP Transmiitel
Letter.doc



2014 REGIONAL ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (RATP)

INTRODUCTION

@ Wetrapolitan Transportation Commission September 24, 2014




METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
2014 REGIONAL ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (RATP)

INTRODUCTION
SEPTEMBER 24, 2014

Attached is the Metropolitan Transportation Commission’s (MTC’s) proposal for the
2014 Regional Active Transportation Program (rATP). The State established the Active
Transportation Program (ATP) in September 2013. The ATP funding is distributed as
follows:

s 50% to the state for a statewide competitive program (“Statewide Competitive
ATP™,

e 10% to the small urban and rural area competitive program to be managed by the
state; and

e  40% to the large urbanized area competitive program, with funding distributed by

population and managed by the Metropolitan Planning Organization (“Regional
ATP™).

MTC is responsible for developing the region’s guidelines for the Regional ATP, and for
submitting the projects to the California Transportation Commission (CTC) for adoption.
CTC approved MTC’s Regional ATP Guidelines in May 2014, and applications for the
Regional Program were due to MTC on July 24, 2014, About $31 million is available for
programming under the 2014 (Cycle 1) Regional ATP.

MTC received 127 applications totaling over $200 million in response to the Regional
ATP Call for Projects. Of these, staff disqualified three applications due to missing
application components, and the State funded eleven applications though the Statewide
Competitive ATP. MTC staff worked with a multi-disciplinary group of evaluators to
score and rank the applications.

MTC’s 2014 rATP submittal includes the following sections:

o 2014 rATP Project List

s MTC Regional ATP Guidelines and Program Adoption- MTC Resolution No. 4132,
Revised

e  Project Programming Request (PPR) Forms for all projects

The projects are consistent with the Guidelines set forth in MTC Resolution No. 4132,
Revised, the Statewide ATP Guidelines adopted by the CTC in March 2014, and MTC’s
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), Plan Bay Area, which was developed pursuant {o
Government Code Section 65080.



METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
2014 REGIONAL ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM INTRODUCTION

2014 rATP Project Screening

MTC staff performed an initial screening check on all received projects and determined

that three project applications did not include a Supplemental Regional Application with
the application package. These projects were located in the City of San Jose and City of
Saratoga. MTC staff notified the sponsors and evaluators did not score these disqualified
applications.

Further, applications submitted by Alameda County Public Works (solely sponsored by
ACPW), City of San Jose, and City of Albany were received later than the 4:00 PM
deadiine on July 24. The evaluators still reviewed these applications; however, none of
the projects scored high enough to be recommended for funding. Note, the
ACPW/Alameda County Public Health Department project was received before the 4:00
PM deadline.

Application Summary
The applications MTC received for the Regional ATP Call for Projects are broken down by
county in Table i, below. The full list is included in Attachment 1 to this Introduction.

Table 1; Applications Received by Coun

Alameda 36 28.3% $46,340 23.5%
Contra Costa 19 15.0% 530,301 13.4%
Marin 16 12.6% $17,793 9.0%
Napa 3 2.4% $4.207 2.1%
San Francisco 9 7.1% $13,160 6.7%
San Mateo 13 10.2% $27.755 i4.1%
Santa Clara 17 13.4% $21,004 10.7%
Solano 7 5.5% $11,255 53.7%
Sonoma 6 4.7% $13,282 6.7%
Regional (ALA, SF,

SM, SCL $11,863

Project Selection

Per the State Competitive ATP Guidelines, MTC solicited volunteer assistance 1o
evaluate the Regional ATP program. This multi-disciplinary committee evaluated the
applications recommended a list of projects to MTC. The 18-member advisory committee
was composed of staff representatives from MTC, county and city government, transit
operators, and non-profit advocacy organizations {see Attachment 2 for the list of
agencies that the advisory committee members represented). Each application was scored
by two members of the advisory committee.

Page 2 of &



METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
2014 REGIONAL ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM INTRODUCTION

The MTC review feam used the same evaluation form and scoring criteria from Statewide
Competitive ATP, plus an additional 10 maximum points for regional priorities, such as
bike share expansion, Bay Trail and Regional Bike Network build-out, gap closures in
the Regional Bike Network, and multi-jurisdictional projects. The scores of the two
reviewers were averaged based on sum of the state and regional criteria. Projects were
ranked by their final score and all the top scoring projects were summed by their ATP
request to the amount available.

In order to ensure an objective review, staff assigned applications outside of the
evaluator’s home county when possible, and did not assign any applications submitted by
the evaluator’s agency.

Statewide Competitive ATP Results

While the evaluation panel was reviewing the Regional ATP applications, the California
Transportation Commission (CTC) released the staff recommendations for the Statewide
Competitive ATP. The CTC adopted the Statewide ATP list of projects on August 20,
2014. The projects funded are listed in Table 2, below. Those projects that State funded
were removed from further Regional ATP evaluation.

Table 2: Approved Statewide ATP Projects in the Bay Area
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Alameda Alameda CTC | East Bay Greenway $2,656
Alameda Albany San Pablo / Buchanan Complete Streets $335
International Bivd Pedestrian Lighting
Alameda Oakland and Sidewalk Repair $2,481
Laurel, Mills, Maxwell Park, and
Seminary Active Transportation
Alameda Oakland Comnections $3,598
Napa NCTPA Napa Vine Trail Phase 2 $3,600
San Francisco Safe Routes to Scheol
San Francisco | SF DPH (SRTS) (Non-Infrastructure} $590
San Francisco | SF DPW John Yehall Chin SRTS $514
San Francisco | SF MTA SF Safer Streets £2,000
San Mateo Fast Palo Alto | US-101 Pedestrian/Bike Gvercrossing $8,600
San Mateo Co.
Office of San Mateo County SRTS for Health and
San Mateo Education Wellness $900
Solano County SRTS — Ingraining
Walking and Rolling into the School
Solano STA
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Regional ATP Project Selection

Based on the average score of both evaluators per application, MTC ranked all
responsive applications in from highest to lowest. MTC approved funding the highest-
scoring projects, which are detailed in Table 3 below. Further analysis of the adopted
rATP is included in Table 4.

There were four projects that scored “88.0.” Among these, staff prioritized projects with
the highest regional score. Based on this approach, MTC funded the City of Berkeley’s
LeConte Elementary SRTS project at its requested amount of $682,000, and the Contra
Costa Transportation Authority’s Riverside Ave. Pedestrian Overcrossing Replacement
project at a lower-than-requested amount of $682,000. CCTA has committed to
delivering the project at the lower funding amount. This $1.4 million in funding comes
from otherwise unprogrammed balance and from a reduced funding amount for Bike
Share Expansion.

Table 3: MTC’s Adopted 2014 (Cycle 1) Regi

ameda {County);
Alameda Co Public | Comprehensive Safe Routes to School

Alameda | Health Program 988
Cross Alameda Trail {includes SRTS

Alameda | Alameda (City) component) $2,231

-1 Safe Routes to School Improvements for

Alameda | Berkeley LeConte Elementary $682
Marylin Avenue Elementary Safe

Alameda | Livermore Routes to School $358
Lake Merritt to Bay Trail Bicycle

Alameda | Oakland Pedestrian Gap (PS&E/ROW) $3,210

Contra | Contra Costa Riverside Ave. Pedestrian Overcrossing

Costa Transportation Auth. | Replacement $682

Contra | East Bay Regional San Francisco Bay Trail, Pinole Shores

Costa Park District to Bay Front Park $4,000

Regional | MTC Bay Area Bike Share Expansion $7,713

San City of San Mateo Safe Routes to

Mateo San Mateo (City) School Program $2,515

Santa VTA’s Central and South Ceunty

Clara VTA Bicycle Corridor Plan $443
Jennings Avenue Bicycle and Pedestrian
Crossing at the SMART Raiiroad

Sopoma | Santa Rosa Tracks

Page 4 of 6
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Table 4: MTC Regional ATP - Analysis

Alameda 5 45.5% 7.469 24.1%
Contra Costa 2 18.2% 4,682 15.1%
Marin 0 0.0% ' 0.0%
Napa 0 0.0% 0.0%
San Francisco 0 0.0% 0.0%
San Mateo 1 9.1% 2,515 8.1%
Santa Clara 1 9.1% 443 1.4%
Solano 0 0.0% 0.0%
Sonoma 1 9.1% 8,157 26.3%
Regional {ALA, SF,

Regrional Bike Share Expansion Project

MTC approved $7.7 million for the Regional Bike Share Expansion project. Since this
project is sponsored by MTC, MTC ensured impartial review of the Bike Share
Expansion project by assigning evaluation to scoring commitiee members located outside
of the proposed expansion area (namely, North Bay counties). The $7.7 miilion approved
for bike share expansion represents a 35% reduction from the $11.9 million requested
from both the Statewide and Regional Competitive ATP programs. The reduction
climinates funding for marketing, which staff believes could be funded with federal
funds, and a roughly 40% reduction in project scope. MTC believes the project benefits
of encouraging active transportation and improved safety are retained at this lower
funding level.

Broad Spectrum of Projects Benefiting Bicyclists and Pedestrians

The selected project fist of 11 projects represents a broad spectrum of projects that
benefit pedestrians and bicyclists. Funding includes almost $15 million of rATP funds for
projects that promote safe walking and bicycling to schools (Safe Routes to School type
projects). Other project types include regional project trail connections and completions
(including the Cross Alameda Trail {(Alameda County) and Bay Trail Connections in
Pinole (Contra Costa County) and Oakland (Alameda County)), bicycle corridor planning
(Santa Clara County), and expansion of the regional bike share program (Regionwide).

Contingency Project List

As approved in MTC’s Regional ATP Guidelines, MTC also adopted a list of
contingency projects, ranked in priority order based on the project’s evaluation score.
MTC intends to fund projects on the contingency list should there be any project failures
or savings in the 2014 (Cycle 1) Regional ATP. This will ensure that the Regional ATP
will fully use all ATP funds, and that no ATP funds are lost to the region. The list of
contingency projects is listed under Table 5, below.

Page 5 of 6
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Table 5: MTC Regional ATP — Contingency List

International Boulevard

88.0 | Alameda | Oakiand | Pedestrian Refuges Project $602
San SF Citywide Bicycle

88.0 | Francisco | SF MTA Wayfinding $792
San

87.5 | Francisco | SF DPW Redding SRTS (ENV/PS&E) $784
Contra Contra Costa Rio Vista Pedestrian

87.0 | Costa County Connection $689

Consistency with ATP Fund Estimate

The ATP Fund Estimate (FE) prescribed funding amounts by type and by year, and also
included a minimum amount of funds that must be programmed to projects that benefit
disadvantaged communities. In the MTC region, the Regional ATP Guidelines specifies
that MTC’s Communities of Concern (COC) definition will be used to meet the
disadvantaged communify target. Table 6 details the programming amounts against the
targets in the ATP FE. Note that 69% of regional ATP funding benefit Communities of
Concern, greatly exceeding the 25% target. While there is no regional target for Safe
Routes to Schools projects, 47% of regional ATP funding benefit SRTS type projects.

ith ATP Fund Estimate ($1,600

MTC Regional ATP 2,534 28,445 30,9791 30,979 0
Benefit to Communities of

Concern (Disadvantaged

Communities) 1,938 19,371 21,309 7,745 (13,564)
Safe Routes to Schools | 1,103 | 13,522 14,625 N/A N/A

Page 6 of 6
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Metropolitan Transportation Commission
2014 Active Transportation Program - Regional Share
List of Project Evaluators

Attachment 2

Affiliation

Description

ABAG Bay Trail Project

Recreation Trails

Atameda County Transpon‘atson Commission

Comaestion Mamamarmar: Agency

Bay Area Rap[d Transit

Transit

Ca!:fornla Waiks

Safe Routes to Schoo[/?edestnan sa

fety

Changetab Solutions Public Health
City of Menlo Park City
City of San Mateo City

City/County Ass'n of Gov'ts of San MateoCounty

Congestion Management Agency

Contra Costa County Health Services

Pubiic Health

Metropohtan Transportat;on Commtss:on {1)

Metropohtan ?lannsng Organrzatzon__________'__

Metropofitan Transportation Commission (2]

Napa County Transportation Planning Agency

Congestion Management Agency

Policy Advisory Council (1)

Policy Advisory Council {2)

San Francisco Couniy Transportation Authonty

Poi;cy Adv;sow Councﬁ/?aratransat )
__?ubhc Heatth

Congest;on Management Agency

Solano Transporiation Authority

Congestion Management Agency

Transportation Authority of Marin

Congestion Management Agency

Santa Clara Valley 'frar:spor’tat:on Authorrty

Congestion Management Agency
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PROJECT SUMMARY LIST
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2014 REGIONAL ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (RATP)

GUIDELINES:
POLICIES, PROCEDURES AND PROJECT SELECTION CRITERIA

2014 REGIONAL ATP ADOPTION

MTC RESOLUTION NO. 4132, REVISED

@ #etropolitan Transportation Commission September 24, 2014




Date: April 23,2014
W.L: 1512
Referred by: PAC
Revised: 09/24/14-C

ABSTRACT
Resolution No. 4132, Revised

This resolution adopts the Active Transportation Program {(ATP) Regional Competitive Program
Guidelines and Program of Projects for the San Francisco Bay Area, for submission to the
California Transportation Commission (CTC), consistent with the provisions of Senate Bill 99
and Assembly Bill 101.

This resolution includes the following attachments:

Attachment A — Guidelines: Policies, Procedures and Project Selection Criteria

Attachment B — Regional Competitive Active Transportation Program Funding

This resolution was amended via Commission Action on Septemtber 24, 2014 to adopt
Attachment B, the 2014 Regional Competitive Active Transportation Program of Projects.

Further discussion of these actions is contained in the MTC Executive Director’s Memorandum
to the MTC Programming and Allocations Committee dated April 9, 2014 and September 10,
2014.



Date: April 23,2014
Wi 1512
Referred by: PAC

RE: Adontion of Resicnal Competifive Active Transportation Program {ATP)
Guidelines and Program of Projects

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
RESOLUTION NO. 4132

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) is the regional
transportation planning agency for the San Francisco Bay Area pursuant to Government Code
Section 66500 ef seq.; and

WHEREAS, MTC has adopted and pericdically revises, pursuant to Government Code
Sections 66508 and 65080, a Regional Transportation Plan (RTP); and

WHEREAS, MTC is the designated Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPQO) for the
nine-county San Francisco Bay Area region and is required to prepare and endorse a
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) which includes federal funds; and

WHEREAS, MTC is the designated recipient for federal funding administered by the
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) assigned to the MPO/RTPA of the San Francisco Bay
Area for the programming of projects (regional federal funds); and

WHEREAS, the California State Legislature passed and the Governor signed into law
Senate Bill 99 (Chapter 359, Statutes 2013) and Assembly Bill 101 (Chapter 354, Statutes 2013),
gstablishing the Active Transportation Program (ATP); and

WHEREAS, MTC adopts, pursuant to Streets and Highways Code Section 2381{a)(1), an
Active Transportation Program of Projects using a competitive process consistent with
guidelines adopted by the California Transportation Commission (CTC) pursuant to Streets and
Highways Code Section 2382(a), that is submitted to the CTC and the Califoria Department of
Transportation (Caltrans); and

WHEREAS, MTC has developed, in cooperation with CTC, Caltrans, operators of
publicly owned mass transportation services, congestion management agencies, countywide
transportation planning agencies, and local governments, guidelines to be used in the
development of the ATP; and



MTC Resolution No. 4132
Page 2

WHEREAS, a multi-disciplinary advisory group evaluates and recommends candidate
ATP projects for MTC inclusion in the Active Transportation Program of Projects; and

- WHEREAS, the ATP is subject to public review and comment; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED, that MTC approves the guidelines to be used in the evaluation of candidate
projects for inclusion in the ATP, as set forth in Attachment A of this resclution, and be it further

RESOLVED, that MTC approves the Active Transportation Program of Projects, as set
forth in Atfachment B of this resolution, and be it further

RESOLVED that the Executive Director or designee can make technical adjustrnents and
other non-gsubstantial revisions; and be it further

RESOLVED that the Executive Director or designee is authorized to revise Attachment

R as necessary to reflect the programming of projects as the projects are selected; and be it
further

RESOLVED, that the Executive Director sball forward a copy of this resolution, and
such other information as may be required to the CTC, Caltrans, and to such other agencies as
may be appropriate.

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Qrsiboi (OB

Amy Rei@/orth, Chair

The above resolution was entered

into by the Metropolitan Transporiation
Commission at a regular meeting of
the Commission held in Oakland,
California, on April 23, 2014,
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Qctober 1, 2014

Mr. Andre Boutros
{120 N Street

Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re:  Sacramento Area Council of Governments® Six-County Regional Active
Transportation Program (SACOG Regional ATP)

Dear Mr. Boutros:

I am pleased to present the Sacramento Area Council of Governments’ Six-County
Regional Active Transportation Program (SACOG Regional ATP) project list to the
California Transportation Commission for adoption. The recommended project list was
unanimously approved by the SACOG Board of Directors on September 17, 2014. The
projecis will support active transportation by improving safety, access, and mobility for
bicyclists and pedestrians of all capabilities, including school children.

The SACOG Regional ATP received 45 project nominations from 23 project sponsors
requesting a total of $48 million for competitive funding. SACOG staff administered a
competitive selection process to develop the recommended project list which includes a
broad spectrum of projects to benefit pedestrians and bicyclists in our region. The final
recommendations approved by the Board are consistent with the recommendations from
a multi-disciplinary SACOG Regional ATP Working Group comprised of volunteers
with expertise in bicycle and pedestrian transportation, engineering, public health, Safe
Routes to School, transit, air guality, community groups, and land use planning. More
details about the evaluation process, members of the working group, and the wide array
of benefits anticipated from these projects can be found in the attached SACOG Board
item and project list for ATP funds,

If you have questions or concerns please contact Renée Devere-Oki at 916.340.6219 or
rdevere-Okif@sacog.org,

T

Mike McKeever
Chief Executive Officer

Attachments: SACOG Regional ATP Project List
SACOG Board item for the SACOG Regional ATP Funding
Recommendations
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QOctober 15,2014

Mr. Andre Boutros
1120'N Street

Room 2221 {(MS-32)
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Boulros:

I am pleased to present a new project as part of the Sacramento Area Council.of
Governments” Six-County Regional Active Transportation Program (SACOG
Regional ATP) projeet list to the California Transportation Commission for
adoption. The SACOG Board of Directors unanimously approved a list of projecs
and a conlingent project list in priority order on Seplember 17, 2014, The {inal
recommendations approved by the Board are consistent with the recommendations
from a multi-disciplinary SACOG Regional ATP Working Group. The broad
spectrum of projects recommended will support active transportation by improving
safety, access, and mobility for bicyelists and pedestrians of all capabilities.

Inan effort to maximize the $9.8 million of ATP funds SACOG was charged with

competi tweiy disuributing, stafTl has worked with project sponsors and identified cost
savings in advance of programming ATP. This effort allowed the addition of pre-
construction work on the first priority project from our Regional ATP Contingency
List, the City of West Sacramento’s “West Capito] Avenue Cycle Track™ The
attached revised programuming list shows the funding awards and years-of allocation
for SACOG Regional ATP projects. The City of West. Sacramento s Regional ATP
application is also included for CTC s reference.

If you have questions or concerns please contact Renée Devere-Oki at 916.340.6219 or
rdevere-oki@sacog.org.

Sincerely,

. & Y

<
o _/(,-;(;//j,‘ i
{/’, Ry

Mike McKeever

Chiel Executive Officer
MM:lo

Attachments: SACOG Regional ATP Programming List
“West Capitol Avenue Cycle Track™ application
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ltem #14-9-10
SACOG Board of Directors Action

September 11, 2014
Six-County Regional Active Transportation Program Funding Recommendations
{ssue: How should SACOG invest Regional Active Transportation Program funds?

Recommendation: The Transportation Committee recommends by majority vote {Hagen dissented} that the Board
approve the Regional Active Transportation Program (ATP) project list, authorize the Chief Executive Officer to
develop ATP transmittal documentation and submit the Program to the California Transportation Commission {(CTC),
and direct staff to prepare the required Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP) amendments.

Committee Action/Discussion: Pursuant to the passage of Senate Bill 99 and Assembly Bill 101, the Active
Transportation Program {ATP) was created and is being administered by Caltrans and the California Transportation
Commission {CTC). The ATP combines many federal and state funding streams previously used for bicycle,
pedestrian, safety, and other related purposes into one funding stream with broad eligibilities. Approximately $368

million has been budgeted for ATP projects across the state over the next three years, beginning with fiscal year (FY)
2014,

At the Transportation Committee meeting, the Regional ATP list was approved by majority {Director Hagen
dissenting). After discussion of the State ATP program resulis, a request was made to have staff provide an analysis
on SACOG specific results. During the course of discussion on the Regional ATP program, Director Hagen
guestioned the process for removing projects fiom the Consideration List {Attachment C, Figure C.3), with specific
focus on the “US Highway 50/Weber Creek Bridge Bicycle and Pedesirian Path,” noting its initial score was high
{Attachment C, Figure C.1). The Committee also had a robust discussion on oppertunities for ATP Cycle 2
improvements for both the State and Regional programs; staff will return to the Committes to follow up on this process
and analysis discussion in advance of the spring 2015 call for projects.

ATP Background
ATP funding is divided into three components and is distributed as follows:
= 50 percent to the state for a statewide competitive program;
= 10 percent to small urban and rural regions with populations of 200,000 or less for the small urban and rural
area competitive program; and
w40 percent to Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO}) in urban areas with populations greater than
200,000 for the large urbanized area competitive program.

Per statewide ATP guidelines, the goals of the ATP are to:
® Increase the proportion of trips accomplished by biking and walking;
& Increase the safety and mobility of non-motorized users;
8 Advance the active transportation efforts of regional agenicies to achieve greenhouse gas reduction goals as
established pursuant to SB 375 (C728, §2008) and SB 391 {C585, §2009);
& Ephance public health, including reduction of childhood obesity, through the use of programs including but
not limited to projects eligible for Safe Routes to School Program funding;
#  Ensure that disadvantaged communities fully share in the benefits of the program; and

Provide a broad spectrum of projects to benefit many types of active transportation users.



State ATP

Fifty percent of the funding available over the next three years (3184 million) is in the process of being competitively
awarded for projects selected by the CTC on a statewide basis; in the SACOG region, 45 applications were submitied
for $48 million of funds. The CTC approved the list of projects for Statewide ATP funds on August 20, 2014. Seven
applications from the SACOG region were awarded a total $6.5 million {Attachment F). Projects that were not
successtul in the State ATP were eligible to compete in the Regional ATP funding program described below.

Regional ATP

As the MPO, SACOG is responsible for the selection and recommendation of up to $9.8 million in ATP projects
within the six-county region. This Regional ATP funding program was implemented collaboratively between SACCG,
£l Dorade County Transporiation Commission (EDCTC), and Placer County Transportation Planning Agency
(PCTPA). Staff engaged Board committees on the development of the Regional ATP guidelines from January through
March 2014 with approval by the SACOG Board on April 20, 2014. The six-county call for projects was issued May
22 foliowing the CTC’s approval of the Regional ATP Guidelines {(Attachment E). Applicants had until July 29, 2014,

to submit applications and supplemental application information, which was requested from statewide ATP applicants
who elected to compete in the regional program.

After the projects recommended for Statewide ATP funding were removed from the applicant peol, the Regional ATP
received 45 project nominations (32 from the Statewide ATP and 13 new projects) from 23 project sponsors requesting
a total of $48 million for competitive funding. Ten projects totaling $9,863,700 are recommended for Regional ATP
funding. Recommendations are shown in Attachment A, with the evaluation process described below.

Project Evaluation

All project applications were screened for compliance with the efigibility criteria identified in the Regional ATP
Guidetines by SACOG, EDCTC and PCTPA staff; all projects submitted were deemed eligible to compete for funding.
Projects were then evaluated by an 11-member multidisciplinary Regional ATP Working Group (Attachment D)
comprised of volunteers from around the region with expertise in bicycle and pedestrian transporiation, engineering,
public health, Safe Routes to School, transit, air quality, community groups, and land use planning. The Working

Group evaluated projects in accordance with the project scoring criteria from the adopted Regional ATP Guidelines,
excerpted below:

% [ncrease walking and bicycling through targeted strategies: increasing access to fransit services, increasing
access to schools, eliminating gaps or removing barriers in the bicycle/pedestrian network, and compieting
facilities (0-30 points)

= Reduce the number and/or rate of pedestrian and bicyclist fatalities and injuries (0-25 points)

= Improve public health through the targeting of populations with high risk factors for obesity, physical
inactivity, asthma or other health issues {0-10 points}

Demonstrates cost effectiveness, which is achieved by minimizing projected capital and operating
expenditures while offering strong performance benefits (G-10 points)

Provides benefit to a disadvantaged community and includes project features that provide benefit for members
of this community {0-10 points)

Project advances active transportation efforts to achieve greenhouse gas reduction goals through reduciag or
shortening vehicle trips today and over time, as established pursuant to SB 375 and 8B 391 {0-10 points)

= Other considerations: project demonstrates readiness to deliver within the ATP schedule, performance on past

grants and/or Federal Aid Projects, and strong support by stakeholders in the community in which the project
is located (0-10)

Regional ATF Funding Recommendation

The Working Group was charged with developing a funding recommendation to SACOG staff. The resulting
recomimendation includes a variety of active transportation projects totaling $9.8 million. In compliance with the
Statewide ATP Guidelines, $2.45 million {one quarter of the regional share) must be spent on projects that benefita
disadvantaged community as defined by the Statewide ATP guidelines. The project recommendations include $6
miifion in projects (supporting at least five jurisdictions) that benefit disadvantaged communities, which exceeds the
minimum requirement. MPOs must demonstrate to CTC that the regional funding benefits a broad spectrum of

projects to benefit active transportation users, and staff is confident the recommended project list meets this
requirement.



A contingent project list was also developed by the Working Group in the event of delivery failure by any of the
recommended projects. Projects awarded ATP funding must be ready to allocate funds within FY 2014-15or FY
2015-16, and complete construction within the next three fiscal years. ATP projects will be closely moenitored to
ensure timely delivery within the identified constraints of the program. In the event that a project is unable to allocate
the awarded funds within the timeframe identified by the CTC or obtain an extension, a project on the contingency list
would receive ATP funds in its place. In this instance, the project that failed fo meet its delivery timeline would forfeit
their ATP funds and would have to compete again to receive funds from the ATP or any other funding source.
inclusion on the contingent list is not a guarantee of funding, and projects on the list would need to re-compete in ATP
Cycle 2 (anticipated in spring of 2015) or other funding rounds to receive funds. Projects would be removed if they
are awarded funds through the state or regional ATP Cycle 2 cal for projects, or from another funding source. The
contingent list would expire after the approval of ATP Cycle 2 projects, when there will be a larger pool of ATP-
funded projects to minimize the impact of project delivery failure.

Staff recommends adoption of the Working Group recommendations { Attachment A). For further detail, recommended
projects and final scoring are described in Attachment B. The full evaluation process is described in Attachment C,
including detail on the successive steps taken to reduce the 45 applications to the recommended list of 10 projects,
Project sponsors will have the opportunity to discuss previously submitted and new proposed projects with SACOG
staff to build strong applications for subsequent ATP funding rounds, and technical assistance will continue to be
offered.

Programming Schedule

The Transportation Committee recommendation wilt go to the SACOG Board for approval at its September 18
meeting. Following Board approval, staff will provide the CTC with approved funding recommendations by the
September 30 deadline. The CTC is scheduled to adopt projects using regional ATF funds at ifs meeting on November
12. Projects in the SACOG region will then need to be amended into the MTIP. Projects must be prepared to allocate
ATP funds through the CTC process within two years and spend the funding within three years following allocation.

Approved by:

Mike McKeever
Chief Executive Officer

MMRIDOLSH:VSCigg

Attachments:  A~List of funding recommendations for $9.8 million in competitive funding
B—Regional ATP Project Award Recommendations Final Scoring and Notes
C—Working Group evaluation process
D—ATP Working Group Roster
E—Approved Regional ATP Guidelines
F—State ATP Awards Project List

Key Staff Sharon Sprowls, Senior Program Specialist, {916} 340-6235
Reneé DeVere-Oki, Team Manager of Programming & Project Delivery, (516) 340-6219
Lacey Symons-Holtzen, Team Manager of Active Transportation, (916) 340-6212
Victoria 8. Cacciatore, Project Coordinator of Active Transportation, {916) 340-6214
Amy Martin, Transportation Planner, (916) 319.5182



Attachment A
Regional ATP Recommended Funding List (in ranking order)

In total, 18 projects are recommended for $9.8 million in Regional ATP funding. Projects are recommended for funding at the full amount
requested. This project list and contingent list were approved unanimousiy by the Regional ATP Working Group.

SUT City of Yuba City Franklin Road Improvements $312,500 $393.000

YOL City of West Sacramento Citywide Bike Lane Gap Closures $524,600 $592,600

SAC City of Rancho Cordova Mather Rails to Trails Project $2,234,500 $2.524,021

SAC City of Galt South Galt Safe Routes to Schools $1,800,000 $2,150,000
El Camino Avenue Phase 2 - Street and Sidewalk

SAC Sacramento County Improvements $1,691,860 $1,922.800
Oak Parkway Trail Uindercrossing and Johany Cash

SAC City of Folsom Trail Connection Project £992.000 $1,121,000

YUB Yuba County Ella Elementary School Safe Routes to School Project $1,195,000 $1.350,000

£l Dorado County

ELD Transportation Commission  Western Slope Bicycle Travel Opportunities Map $50,000 $56,478

PLA City of Aubarn Nevada Street Pedestrian & Bicycle Facilities §799,000 $1,648,000

PLA City of Colfax North Main Street Bike Route Prolect $204,300 $298,544
Total Recommended $9,863,700

1 ATP Conti Li

d

YOL City of West Sacramento West Capitol Avenue Cycele Track $571,000 $645,600

SUT City of Live Qak Recreational Trail Phase 2 $791,560 $894,000

YOI City of Davis Safe Routes to School Improvement Project $741,700 $876,588




Attachment B

Regional ATP Project Award Recommendations Final Scoring and Notes

The following provides a more detailed summary of the projects recommended for Regional
ATP funding, those on the recommended contingency list, and projects that were removed from
consideration in the final scoring round. For a complete discussion of the evaluation process, see
Attachment C,

Page 1 of 18



ATP Funding Recommendatiou List

City of Yuba City $312,500 Recommendation
Franklin Road Improvements $393,000 Total Cost

The project would add a crosswalk, Class 11 bicycle lanes, and fill in sidewalk gaps on Franklin
Road between Waltonn Avenue and Harding Road. The purpose of the project is to increase the

safety of active transportation users across and on Franklin Road by adding crossing treatments
and extending the east/west bicycle network.

A 1 Project's ability to increase walking & biking (up to 30 points) 21
B | Project's ability to reduce injuries & fatalities (up to 25 points) 18
C | Project's ability to reduce GHG, support placemaking strategies (up to 10

points) 7
D | Project’s Cost Effectiveness (up to 10 points) 9
E | Project’s ability to improve public health (up to 10 points) 7
F | Project benefitting a Disadvantaged Community (up to 10 points) 10
G | Other (public cutreach, past performance, project deliverability) (up to 10

points} 8
Total Score (of 95 points, omitting points from criteria F) 70
Total Score (of 105 points, all criteria categories included) 80

Page 2 0f 18



City of West Sacramento
Citywide Bike Lane Gap Closures

$524,600 Recommendation
$392,600 Total Cost

The project would construct approximately 10.3 miles of new bike lanes citywide by filling in
bicycle lane gaps on West Capitol Avenue, Enterprise Boulevard, Linden Road/Redwood
Avenue, Jefferson Boulevard, Lighthouse Drive, Reed Avenue, Gateway Drive, Lake
Washington Drive, and 15th Street. The purpose of the project is to create a stronger bicycle
network by bringing the total percentage of major roads with bicycle facilities up to 92% in the
City of West Sacramento.

A | Project’s ability to increase walking & biking (up to 30 points) 23
B | Project's ability to reduce injuries & fatalities (up to 25 points) 17
C | Project's ability to reduce GHG, support placemaking strategies (up to 10

Poinis) 7
D | Project's Cost Effectiveness {(up to 10 points) 8
E | Project's ability to improve public health (up to 10 points) 7
F | Project benefitting a Disadvantaged Community {up to 10 points) 9
G | Other {public outreach, past performance, project deliverability) (up to 10

points) 8
Tota} Score {of 95 points, omitting points from criteria I ) 70
Total Score (of 105 points, all criteria categories included) 79
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City of Rancho Cordova : $2,234,500 Recommendation
Mather Rails to Trails Project 2,524,021 Total Cost

The project would construct a Class I multi-use trail alongside a Union Pacific Spur between the
Sacramento Regional Transit Mather/Mills Light Rail Station and the Mather Field Airport. The.
purpose of the project is to enhance mobility in a transit priority area for a wide variety of
potential and existing users—including those traveling to and from the light rail station, the
Sacramento Veteran’s Administration Hospital, nearby business parks, and residential areas—
while eliminating a barrier to active transportation by providing a dedicated bicycle and
pedestrian facility crossing U.S. Route 50.

A | Project's ability to increase walking & biking (up to 30 points) 22
B | Project's ability to reduce injuries & fatalities (up o 23 points) 20
C | Project’s ability to reduce GHG, support placemaking strategies (up to 10

points} 6
D | Project's Cost Effectiveness {up to 10 points) 8
E | Project's ability to improve public health (up to 10 points) 5
F | Proiect benefitting a Disadvantaged Community (up to 10 points) 9
G | Other (pubiic outreach, past performance, project deliverability) (up to 10

points} 6
Total Score (of 25 points, omitting points from criteria F ) 67
Total Score (of 105 points, ali eriteria categories included) 76
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City of Galt $1,800,000 Recommendation
South Galt Safe Routes to School $2,150,000 Total Cost

This project would construct bicycle and pedestrian improvements on seven streets adjacent to,
or near, Greer Elementary, Valley Oaks Elementary, and Galt High School, including flashing
beacons, Class I bicycle lanes, new crosswalks, and pedestrian bulb-outs and islands. The
purpose of the project is o increase the safety for active transportation users, and to fill gaps in
the active transportation network to enable safer, continuous travel on foot or by bike.

A
B | Project’s ability to reduce injuries & fatalities {up to 25 points)
C | Project’s ability to reduce GHG, support placemaking strategies (up to 10

poinis) 5
D | Project’'s Cost Effectiveness (up to 10 points) 6
E | Project's ability to improve public health (up to 10 points) 8
F | Project benefitting a Disadvantaged Community {(up to 10 points) 8
G | Other {public outreach, past performance, project deliverability) (up to 10

points) 7
Total Score (of 95 points, omitting points from criteria F ) 65
Total Score (of 105 points, all criteria categories included) 73
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Sacramento County
El Camino Avenue Phase 2: Street and Sidewalk Improvements

$1.691,800 Recommendation
$1,922,800 Total Cost

The project would construct Class 1T bicycle lanes and sidewalks, and modify traffic signals to
accommodate pedestrian and bicycle transportation on El Camino Avenue from Watt Avenue to
Vera Way. The purpose of the project is to create a safer active transportation route where there
are currently incomplete facilities, and to complete a 1.5 mile complete street corridor on E
Camino Avenue from Wait Avenue to Mission Way.

roj y walking & biking (up to 30 points) 17

B | Project's ability to reduce injuries & fatalities (up to 25 points) 20
C | Project's ability to reduce GHG, support placemaking strategies (up to i6

pOoInts) 6

D | Project's Cost Effectiveness (up to 10 points) 6

E | Project's ability to improve public health (up to 10 points) 6

F | Project benefitting a Disadvantaged Community (up to 10 points) 9
G | Other (public outreach, past performance, project deliverability) {up to 10

points) 8

Total Score {of 95 peints, omitting points from criteria ¥ ) 63

Total Score (of 105 points, all criteria categories included) 72
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City of Folsom $992,0600 Recommendation
QOak Parkway Trail Undercrossing & $1,121,000 Total Cost
Johnny Cash Trail Connection Project

The project would construct a grade separated crossing of Natoma St, connecting Oak Parkway
Trail with the Johnny Cash and Historic Powerhouse Trails. The purpose of the project is to
overcome the barrier of a higher-speed road by creating a connection between existing multi-use
trails in residential neighborhoods and other trail segments currently under development adjacent
to schools, employment centers, and transit stations, and to further expand the off-road active
transportation network in the City of Folsom.

A | Project's ability to increase walking & biking (up to 30 points) 20
B | Project's ability to reduce injuries & fatalities {up to 25 poinis) 16
C | Project’s ability to reduce GHG, support placemaking strategies (up to 10

points) 6
D | Project's Cost Effectiveness (up to 16 points) 7
E | Project's ability to improve public health (up to 10 points) 5
F | Project benefitting a Disadvantaged Community (up to 10 points) 2
G | Other {public outreach, past performance, project deliverability) (up to 10

points) ' 7
Total Score (of 95 points, omitting points from criteria ¥) 61
Total Score (of 105 points, all criteria categories included) 63

Page 7 of 18



Yiuba County $1,195,000 Recommendation
Elia Elementary Schoo! Safe Routes to School Project $1,350,000 Total Cost

The project would add bicycle lanes, curbs and curb ramps, gutters, sidewalks, storm drains, and
a raised median island on Seventh Avenue from Olivehurst Avenue to Powerline Road. The
purpose of the project is to increase active transportation mobility and safety by improving
Seventh Avenue around and leading to Ella Elementary and addressing community-identified
safety concerns.

Proj ability to increase walking & biking (up to 30 points) 18
B | Project’s ability to reduce injuries & fatalities (up to 25 points) i5
C 1| Project’s ability to reduce GHG, support piacemaking strategies (up to 10

points) 5
D | Project’s Cost Effectiveness (up to 10 points) 7
E | Project's ability to improve public health (up to 10 points) 8
F | Project benefitting a Disadvantaged Community (up to 10 points) 10
G | Other (public outreach, past performance, project deliverability) (up to 10

points) 5
Total Score {of 95 points, omitting points from criteria ¥ ) 58
Total Score (of 105 points, all criteria categories included) 68
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El Dorado County Transportation Commission $50,000 Recommendation
Western Slope Bicycle Travel Opportunities Map $56,478 Total Cost

The project would develop, print, and make available online a comprehensive bicycle travel
opportanities map for the western slope of El Dorado County, juxtaposing the existing cycling
infrastructure with destinations such as transit stations and schools while also identifying safety
tips for cyclists. The purpose of the project is to encourage increased and safer biking among
residents and visitors by closing an information gap about existing infrastructure and destinations
reachable by bicycle.

A | Project's ability to increase walking & biking (up to 30 points)

B | Project's ability to reduce injuries & fatalities (up to 25 points) i3

C | Project's ability to reduce GHG, support placemaking strategies (up to 10 5
points)

D | Project’s Cost Effectiveness (up to 10 points) 7

E | Project's ability to improve public health (up to 10 points) 5

F | Project benefitting a Disadvantaged Community (up to 10 points) 4

G | Other (public outreach, past performance, project deliverability) (up to 10 2
poInts)

Total Score {of 95 points, omitting points from criteria F ) 58

Total Score (of 105 points, all eriteria categories included) 62

Page 3 of 18



City of Aubuwrn $799,000 Recommendation
Nevada Street Pedestrian & Bicycle Facilities $1,648,000 Total Cost

The project would add bicycle lanes and sidewalk on Nevada Street from Placer Sireet {o
Fulweiler Avenue. The purpose of the project is to increase safety by adding dedicated facilities
for active transportation users and to increase access to and from the City’s multimodal station,
Oid Town Auburn, five public schools, and residential neighborhoods.

A | Project's ability to increase walking & biking (up to 30 points) 17
B | Project's ability to reduce injuries & fatalities (up to 25 points) 15
C 1 Project’s ability to reduce GHG, support placemaking strategies (up to 10

points) 5
D | Project's Cost Effectiveness {up to 10 points) 8
E | Project's ability to improve pubtic health (up 10 10 points) 4
F | Project benefitting a Disadvantaged Community (up to 10 points) 7
G | Other (public outreach, past performance, project deliverability) (up to 10

poinis) 7
Total Score (of 95 points, omitting points from criteria ¥ ) 56
Total Score (of 105 points, all criteria eategories included) 63
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City of Colfax $264,300 Recommendation
North Main Street Bike Route Project $298,544 Total Cost

The project would create a continuous bike route on North Main Street between West Grass
Valley Street and Highway 174 through restriping, route repair, widening to accommodate bike
lanes when feasible, and adding bike-friendly grates, bike parking, and other features to enhance
the environment for active transportation. The purpose of the project is to create a safer bicycle
route throughout the City of Colfax and to the Depot Transit Center.

A | Project's ability to increase walking & biking (up to 30 points) 16
B | Project’s ability to reduce injuries & fatalities (up to 235 points) 14
C | Project’s ability to reduce GHG, support placemaking strategies (up to 10

points) 5
D | Project's Cost Effectiveness (up to 10 points) 8
E | Project’s ability to improve public health (up to 10 points) 3
F | Project benefitting a Disadvantaged Community (up to 10 points) 3
G | Other (public outreach, past performance, project deliverability) (up to 10

pOInts} 7
Total Score (of 95 points, omitting points from criferia ¥ ) 33
Total Score {of 103 points, all criteria categories included) 56
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ATP Recommended Contingency List

These projects are identified for funding in the event any project in the above recommended hist
is unable to meet the required delivery schedule. The below projects will remain available to
program for Cycle 1 Regional ATP funding until the CTC adoption of Regional ATP Cycle 2.
Inclusion on the contingent list does not guarantee funding in ATP Cycle 1 or in future funding
rounds. Project sponsors are encouraged to apply to ATP Cycle 2 and other funding sources to
fund these projects.

City of West Sacramento $571,000 Request
West Capitol Ave Cycle Track $645,000 Total Cost

The project would construct a raised cycle track on West Capitol Avenue between 5th Street and
Garden Street, and reconfigure the intersections of West Capitol Avenue at 5th Street and at
Garden Street, including removing a signalized intersection, to improve public safety and to
support these changes to the public right-of-way, and add pedestrian improvements. The purpose
of the project is to increase active transportation mobility adjacent to a transit priority area by
prioritizing bicycle and pedestrian movement through facility design.

A | Project’s ability to increase walking & biking (up to 30 points) 16
B | Project’s ability to reduce injuries & fatalities (up to 25 points) i2
C | Project's ability to reduce GHG, support placemaking strategies {up to 10

points) 6
D | Project’s Cost Effectiveness (up to 10 pomts) 7
E | Project's ability to improve public health (up to 10 points) 7
F | Project benefitting a Disadvantaged Community (up to 10 points) 7
G | Other (public outreach, past performance, project deliverability) (up to 10

points) 7
Total Score (of 95 points, omitting points from criteria F ) 55
Total Score (of 105 points, all criteria categories included) 62
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City of Live Oak $791,500 Request
Recreational Trail Phase 2 $894.000 Total Cost

The project would construct phase 2 of the Live Oak Community Trail from the terminus of
Phase 1 on Elm Street to the southern terminus of phase 3 at Pennington Road and O Street. The
purpose of the project is to increase active transportation mobility and develop a public space
that facilitates creative patterns of activities.

A | Project's ability to increase walking & biking (up to 30 points) 17
B | Project's ability to reduce injuries & fatalities (up to 25 points) 14
C | Project's ability to reduce GHG, support placemaking strategies (up to 10

points) 3
D | Project's Cost Effectiveness (up to 10 points) 6
E | Proiect's ability to improve public health (up to 10 points) 6
F | Project benefitting a Disadvantaged Community (up to 10 points) 9
G | Other (public outreach, past performance, project deliverability) (up to 10

points) 7
Total Score (of 95 points, omitting points from criteria F ) 55
Taotal Score (of 105 points, all criteria categories included) 64
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City of Davis $741,700 Request
Safe Routes to School Improvement Project $876,588 Total Cost

The project would construct pedestrian refuges, curb extensions, and curb ramps; relocate
crosswalks; restripe traffic lanes and crosswalks; and add high visibility treatments around four
elementary schools—DBirch, Cesar Chavez, North Davis, and Pioneer. The purpose of the project
is to address documented safety concerns and improve active transportation access to the
targeted schools.

A | Project's ability to increase walking & biking (up to 30 points) 18
B | Project's ability to reduce injuries & fatalities (up to 25 points) i5
C | Project's ability to reduce GHG, support placemaking strategies {up to 16

points) 4
D | Project’s Cost Effectiveness (up to 10 points) 7
E | Project's ability to improve public heaith (up to 10 points) 5
F | Project benefitting a Disadvantaged Community (up to 10 points) |
G | Other (public outreach, past performance, project deliverability) (up to 10

points} 7
Total Score {of 95 points, omitting points from criteria F ) 56
Total Score (of 105 peints, all eriteria categories included) 57
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Consideration Projects Not Recommended for ATP Cycle 1 Funding

The following projects were included for consideration but not ultimately recommended for
funding in this Regional ATP funding round.

City of West Sacramento $838,407 Request
Sycamore Phase 2 $947,031 Total Cost

The project would complete the preliminary engineering and right-of-way phases for a bicycle
and pedestrian overpass over US 50 connecting the future Tony Lopes Park to Westmore Oaks
Elementary School. The purpose of the project Is to eliminate the barrier of crossing US 50 fora
broad range of potential users with varying comfort levels.

A | Project's ability to increase walking & biking (up to 30 points) 17

B | Project's ability to reduce injuries & fatalities (up to 25 points) 15

C | Project's ability to reduce GHG, support placemaking strategies (up to 10 4
poinis)

D | Project's Cost Effectiveness (up to 10 points) 6

E | Project's ability to improve public health (up to 10 points) 7

F | Project benefitting a Disadvantaged Community (up to 10 points) 7

G | Other (public outreach, past performance, project deliverability) (up to 10 6
points)

Total Score {of 95 points, omitting points from criteria ¥) 55

Total Score (of 105 points, all criteria categories included) 62
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City of Elk Grove $2,021,000 Request
Laguna Creek Trail & Bruceville Road SRTS Improvements $2,283,000 Total Cost

The project would construct multiple trail extensions and gap closures of the Laguna Creek Trail
south of Sheldon Road from Lewis Stein Road to west of Bruceville Road, and fill in sidewalk
gaps along Bruceville Road between Sheldon Road and Laguna Boulevard. The purpose of the
project is to fill in gaps in the City’s multi-use trail system and to increase access 0 schools at
Laguna Boulevard and Bruceville Road.

ject's ability walking & biking (up to 30 points) 8

B | Project's ability to reduce injuries & fatalities (up to 25 points) i3

C | Project's ability to reduce GHG, support placemaking strategies (up to 10 5
points)

D | Project's Cost Effectiveness (up to 10 points) 8

E | Project's ability to improve public health (up to 10 points) 5

F | Project benefitting a Disadvantaged Community (up to 10 points) 7

G | Other (public outreach, past performance, project deliverability) {up to 10 7
points)

Yotal Score {of 95 points, omitting points from criteria F ) 56

Total Score {of 105 points, all criteria categories included) 63
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Sacramento County $2,100,000 Request
Fair Oaks Boulevard Improvements Stanley Avenue to North Avenue $2,373,000 Total Cost

The project would construct sidewatks and ADA upgrades, a landscaped median, Class il bike
tanes; modify the traffic signal at Stanley Avenue and North Avenue; and improve existing bus
stops by adding bus shelters and pullouts on Fair Oaks Blvd. from Stanley Avenue to North
Avenue. The purpose of the project is to construct the final segment of several previously funded
and interconnected roadway projects within the “Main Street District” of the Fair Oaks
Boulevard corridor in downtown Carmichael, from Marconi Avenue o Engle Avenue.

A | Project's ability to increase walking & biking (up to 30 points) 16

B | Project's ability to reduce injuries & fatalities (up o 25 points) ‘ il

C | Project's ability to reduce GHG, support placemaking strategies {(up to 10 6
points)

D | Project's Cost Effectiveness {up to 10 points) 7

E | Project's ability to improve public health (up to 10 points) 5

F 1 Project benefitting a Disadvantaged Community {up to 10 points} 7

G | Other {public outreach, past performance, project deliverability) (up to 10 7
POinis)

Total Score (of 95 points, omitting points from criferia ¥ ) 52

Total Score (of 103 points, all criteria categories included) 59

Page 17 of 18



Sacramento County | $1,079,000 Request
Arcade Creek Bicycle & Pedestrian Crossing Cycle 1 $1,290,000 Total Cost

The project would design and construct a Class I multi-use crossing over Arcade Creek from
Winding Way at Walnut Ave to American River College. The purpose of the project is to
provide active transportation access directly to American River Community College, extending
the reach of on-street bicycle facilities south of the project area.

A | Project's ability to increase walking & biking (30 points) i6
B | Project's ability to reduce injuries & fatalities (25 poinis) it
C | Project's ability to reduce GHG, support placemaking strategies (10 points) 6
D | Project's Cost Effectiveness (10 points) 7
E | Project's ability to improve public health (10 points) 5
F | Project benefitting a Disadvantaged Community (10 points) 7
G | Other (public outreach, past performance, project deliverability) (10 7
points)
Total Score (of 95 points, omitting points from criteria ¥ ) 52
Total Score (of 105 points, all criteria categories included) 59
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Attachment C
Regional ATP Working Group Project Evaluation Process

The ATP Working Group was tasked with developing a recommended $9.8 million fist of
projects out of 45 projects requesting $48 million. The process and Working Group make-up was
defined in the ATP Policy Framework. The Working Group was comprised of one staff person
each from SACOG, EDCTC, and PCTPA, as weli as eight volunteers from around the region
with a variety of applicable fields of expertise. The full Working Group composition is detailed
in Attachment D. The evaluation process involved quantitative scoring on the criteria approved
in the Regional ATP Guidelines (Attachment E), as well as qualitative discussion and analysis.

Working Group members were convened during August 11-15 for three four-hour meetings.
The Working Group meetings were facilitated by non-voting SACOG staff. Working Group
members whose agencies applied to the Regional ATP, were partners on an application, or had
other stated conflicts of interest did not score their own projects and were asked to leave the
room when their projects were discussed. The final recommended funding list and contingency
list {Attachment A) were approved unanimously.

The following five lists were utilized both to evaluate projects and develop a final funding
recommendation:

»  95-point List—Initial Working Group rankings of all projects using all criterion except
the 10 points for Disadvantaged Communities (maximum of 95 points possible};

e ]05-point Lisi— Initial Working Group rankings of all projects, including the 10 points
for Disadvantaged Communities (maximum of 105 points possible);

¢ Consideration List—a list of projects that scored above 60 points initially or were
nominated for consideration by two Working Group members if the project’s initial score
was below 60 points;

e Not for Consideration List—a list of projects that scored below 60 points during the
initial scoring process, or were nominated for removal from consideration by a
supermajority of Working Group members following thorough discussion and evaluation;

o ATP Funding Recommendation List—the final list of projects the Working Group
recommended for funding, including contingency projects in the event of late project
delivery.

The process for scoring projects and developing the recommended project list is described in
detail below.

Step 1: Eligibility and Initial Scoring

Staff from SACOG, EDCTC, and PCTPA screened all project applications utilizing the eight
project criteria outlined in the Regional ATP Guidelines and determined that all applications
were eligible to compete for funding. Each application was then reviewed by five to six
evaluators prior to the first Working Group meeting and scored on the approved seven scoring
criteria. SACOG and PCTPA staff reviewed and scored all 45 eligibie applications; EDCTC
scored ail but their own project. The other eight Working Group members each initially reviewed
and scored approximately 20 applications prior to meeting on Working Group Day 1.

Step 2: 95-Point and 105-Point Lists Reviewed

At the first meeting, all of the scores (using both 95-point and 105-point lists) were ccmplied and
reviewed by the Working Group (Figure C.1).
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Step 3: Consideration and Non-Consideration Lists
After review of the 95- and 105-point lists, a 60-point threshold was chosen as a natural
breakpoint in project scores, and generated a diverse list of nearly $24 million worth of funding
requests (over haif of the amount requested through submitted applications) for further Working
Group discussion. Projects that scored over 60 points were moved to a Consideration List,

Projects that scored below 60 points on the 95-point scale were moved to a Nof for
Consideration List.

Between the Day 1 and Day 2 meetings, all Working Group members were asked to review
project applications on the Consideration List, as well as revisit any projects on the Nof for
Considerarion List while re-reviewing applications. Any project on the Not for Consideration
List could be nominated by two Working Group members for movement to the Consideration
List at any point during the first two meetings.

Below are the 24 projects requesting a total $26 million that scored below 60 points and were not
nominated to move to the Consideration List.

oomis Town Center
Implementation Plan - Phase 2

$965,000

$1,120,000

SAC City of Elk Grove Safe Routes to School Sidewalk $1,076,000 $1,216,000
Improvements

SAC City of Sacramento  North Natomas Bike Path $481,000 $540,000
Reconstruction

YUB  Yuba County Linda Elementary School Safe $865,000  $964,600
Routes to Schoo! Project

YOL City of Woodland Bicycle and Pedestrian $2,096,560 $2,368,192
Enhancement Project

SAC Sacramento County Rosemont HS Branch Cir Rd 51,800,000 $2,006,600
Bicycle & Ped Improvements

SAC City of EIk Grove  Laguna Creek Trail Under- $1,839,0600 $2,077,000
crossings at Waterman & Bond Rd.

SAC City of Sacramento  El Camino Avenue Sidewalk $689,516  $1,126,420
Improvements

PLA Piacer County Auburn Folsom Road Pedestrian $739,000 $1,080,278
and Bicyele Improvements Project

SAC City of Rancho Anatolia Bike Trail $1,000,000 $1,347,000

Cordova

SUT City of Live Qak Community Trail Phase 4 $425,000  $480,000

SAC City of Sacramento  Public Bike Parking $251,000  $284,000

SAC City of Rancho Rancho Cordova Safe and Active $490,650 $490,650

Cordova Routes to School Project
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ity of Wes 1,723,679  $1,947,000
Sacramento
SAC City of Rancho Cordova Park Safe Routes to $3,043,000  $3,625,000
Cordova School Project
SUT City of Live Oak Kola Street Safe Routes to School, $632,9%0 $715,000
Cycle |
SAC City of Sacramento  North Laguna Creek Bike Path $568,000  $638,000
Reconstruction
YOL  City of West Sycamore Phase 3 $615,284  $695,000
Sacramento
YOL University of Russell Corridor Active $3,878,000 $4,616,700
California Transportation Improvement
Project
ELD City of Placerviile Combeilack Road Safe Routes to $242,149 $280,000
Schools Project
SAC City of Elk Grove Power Line Trail/Hudson Basin $1,791,000 $2,023,000
Trailhead Improvements
SUT City of Live Oak Pedestrian Improvement Plan $126,000  $140,453
SAC Sacramento Active Transportation Study $177.,000 $200,000
Regional Transit
District
ELD El Dorado County  ADA Plan £230,000 $260,000

Step 4: Discussion of Consideration List
Working Group Day 1 and Day 2 consisted of thoroughly evaluating each project that scored
higher than 60 points, or that was moved from the Nof for Consideration List to the

Consideration List, based on the project’s merits as outlined in the approved Regional ATP
Cluidelines:

Increase walking and bicycling through targeted strategies: increasing access to transit
services, increasing access to schools, eliminating gaps or removing barriers in the
bicycle/pedestrian network, and completing facilities (0-30 points)

Reduce the number and/or rate of pedestrian and bicyclist fatalities and injuries (0-25
points)

Improve public health through the targeting of populations with high risk factors for
obesity, physical inactivity, asthma or other health issues (0-10 points)

Demonstrates cost effectiveness, which is achieved by minimizing projected capital and
operating expenditures while offering strong performance benefits (0-10 points)
Provides benefit to a disadvantaged community and includes project features that provide
benefit for members of this community (0-10 points)
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s Project advances active transportation efforts to achieve greenhouse gas reduction goals
through reducing or shortening vehicle trips today and over time, as established pursuant
o SB 375 and SB 391 {(0-10 points)

e Other considerations: project demonstrates readiness to deliver within the ATP schedule,
performance on past grants and/or Federal Aid Projects, and strong suppott by
stakeholders in the community- in which the project is located (0-10 points)

At the end of Day 2, and prior to final scoring, four projects requesting approximately $4 million
were moved from the Consideration List to the Not for Consideration list. These projects were
initially scored and discussed by the Working Group during the first two days and were
determined to be less competitive than the rest of the projects on the Consideration list.

Following a supermajority vote, the following projects (Figure C.3) were moved to the Nof for
Consideration list.

ELD El Dorado  US Highway 50/Weber Creek $1,058,159 $1,452,205

County Bridge Bicycle and Pedestrian
Path _

PLA City of Downtown Pedestrian Bridge $2,487,000 $2,809,000
Roseville

PLA City of Moore Road Bike Path $373,000 $457 877
Lincoln Connectivity

SAC City of Front Street Bike Lanes $256,000 $289,000
Sacramento

The final Consideration List was then comprised of 17 projects requesting $18 million (Figure

C.4). These projects were re-scored by Working Group members after Day 2, and discussed and
evaluated on Day 3.

Fi C.4: Day 3 Considerati

y .} 2 *
Cordova
YOL City of West West Capitol Ave Cycle Track $557,739 $630,000
Sacramento
SAC Sacramento E} Camino Avenue Phase 2 ~ $1,691,800 $1,922.800
County Street and Sidewalk
Improvements
SAC Sacramento Fair Qzaks Boulevard $2,100,0600 $2,373,000
County Improvements Stanley Avenue
to North Avenue {FOBI)
SAC City of Galt South Galt Safe Routes to $1,800,000 $2,150,000
Schools
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YOl City of Davis afe Routes to Schoo s ,
Improvement Project
SUT City of Yuba  Franklin Road Improvements $312,500 $393,000
City
YOL City of West Sycamore Phase 2 $838,407 $947.031
Sacramento
YUB - Yuba County Elia Elementary Schooi Safe $1,195,060 $1,350,000
Routes to Schoo! Project
SAC City of Folsom  Oak Parkway Trail $996,000 $1,121,000
Undercrossing and Johnny
Cash T rail Connection Project
SAC Sacramento Arcade Creek Bicycle and $1,075,600 $1,290,000
County Pedestrian Crossing, Cycle |
YOL City of West Citywide Bike Lane Gap $524,629 $592,600
Sacramento Closures
SAC City of Elk Laguna Creek Trail and $2.,021,000 $2,283,000
Grove Bruceville Road SRTS
Improvements
SUT City of Live Recreational Trail Phase 2 $791,458 $894,000
Qak
ELD El Dorado Western Slope Bicycle Travel $50,000 $56,478
County Opportunities Map
Transportation
Comimission
PLA City of Auburn  Nevada Street Pedestrian & $799,000 $1,648,000
Bicycle Facilities
PLA City of Colfax  North Main Street Bike Route $264,301 $298,544

Project

Step 5: Final Scoring and Development of Recommendation List
All projects in the above Consideration List (Figure C.4) were re-scored and re-ranked by the
Working Group and the results were presented using both a 95-peint list and a 105-point list.
Both lists ranked the same top seven projects requesting a total of $8.8 million (Figure C.3).
These top-scoring projects on both lists included five projects that scored a minimum eight out of
ten points in the Disadvantaged Community criterion, which resulted in approximately $6
million out of the $9.8 million benefitting disadvantaged communities.
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Figure C.5: Day 3°s top-ranking proiects on Consideration List in ranking order, moved to Fund list

SUT City of Yuba City  Franklin Road $312,500  $393,600
Improvements
YOL City of West Citywide Bike Lane Gap $524,629  $592.600
Sacramento Closures
SAC City of Rancho Mather Rails to Trails $2,234,316 $2,524,021
Cordova Project
SAC City of Galt South Galt Safe Routes to $1,800,000 $2,150,0600
Schools
SAC Sacramento County El Camino Avenue Phase $1,691,800 $1,922,800
2 - Street and Sidewalk
improvements
SAC City of Folsom Qak Parkway Trail $996,000 $1,121,000
Undercrossing and Johnny
Cash Trail Connection
Project
YUuB Yuba County Eila Elementary $1,195,000  $1,350,660
School Safe Routes to
School Project

- The ten remaining projects on the Consideration List {Figure C.6) were discussed and evaluated
for funding with the remaining $1.1 million. To whittle down the list, the Working Group
evaluated each project’s merits based on the scoring criteria and in comparison to competing
projects. The group eliminated projects one at a time using a supermajority vote.
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El Dorado County  Western Slope Bicycle Travel $50,000 $56,478
Transportation Opportunities Map
Commission
YOL City of Davis Safe Routes to School $741,728 $876,588
Improvement Project
PLA City of Auburn Nevada Street Pedestrian & $799,000 $1,648,000
Bicycle Facilities
YOL City of West West Capitol Ave Cycle Track $557,739 $630,000
Sacramento
SUt City of Live Oak Recreational Trail Phase $791,458 $894,000
YOL City of West Sycamore Phase 2 $838,407 $947,031
Sacramento
SAC City of Elk Grove Laguna Creek Trail and Bruceville $2,021,000  $2,283,000
Road SRTS Improvements
PLA City of Colfax North Main Street Bike Route $264,301 $298,544
Project
SAC Sacramento County  Fair Oaks Boulevard $2,100,000  $2,373,000
Improvements Stanley Avenue to
_______ | o Notth Avenue (FOBY
SAC Sacramento County  Arcade Creek Bicycle and $1,079,6060  $1,250,000
Pedestrian Crossing, Cycle |

After much discussion, the Working Group recommended three additional projects totaling $1.1
miliion (Figure C.7) to complete the $9.8 million ATP Funding Recommendation list.

Figure C.7- Final additions to the ATP Funding Recommendation list

ELD ! El Dorado County Western Slope Bicycle $50,000 $56,478
Transportation Travel Opportunities Map
(ommission
PLA City of Auburn Nevada Street Pedestrian & $799,000 $1,648,000
Bicycle Facilities
PLA City of Colfax N. Main Street Bike Route $264,300  $298,544
Project

The next highest-ranking projects were recommended for ATP funding contingency in the event
any project in the above recommended list is unable fo meet the required delivery schedule.
{Figure C.8). The below projects will remain available to program for Cycle 1 Regional ATP
funding until the CTC adoption of Regional ATP Cycle 2. Inclusion on the contingent list does
not guarantee funding in ATP Cycle 1 or in future funding rounds. Project sponsors are
encouraged apply to ATP Cycle 2 and other funding sources to fund these projects.
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y L] a
B Sacramento
SUT City of Live Qak  Recreational Trail Phase 2 $791,500  $894,000
YOL City of Davis Safe Routes to School Improvement $741,700 $876,588
Proiect

The final ATP Funding Recommendation and Contingency lists were unanimously approved by
the Working Group. SACOG staff have reviewed these projects and determined that the projects
appear 1o be eligible and capable of meeting programming deadlines. Following Board approval,
the project list will be submitted to the CTC for adoption.

Projects awarded ATP funding must be ready to allocate funds through the CTC within FY
2014-15 or FY 2015-16, and complete construction within the next three fiscal years. These
projects will be closely monitored to ensure timely delivery within the identified constraints of
the program; in the event that a project is unable to allocate the awarded funds within the
timeframe identified by the CTC or obtain an extension, a project on the contingency list would
allocate ATP funds in its place. In this instance, the project that failed to meet its delivery
timeline would forfeit their ATP funds and would have to compete again to receive funds from
the ATP or any other funding source.
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Attachment D

Regional ATP Working Group Roster

Name

Jerry Barton®
Ben Deal
Victoria Cacciatore®
Victoria Custodio
Chris Dougherty
Aaron Hoyt*
Sondra Spaethe
Kori Titus

Sarah Underwood
Ron Vicari

Jeff Werner

Affiliation

El Dorado County Transportation Commission

Yuba Area Bicycle Advocates

Sacramento Area Councit of Governments
SRTS Technical Assistance Resource Center

City of West Sacramento

Placer County Transportation Planning Agency
Feather River Air Quality Management District

Breathe CA

Health Education Coungil
Sacramento County DOT
City of Elk Grove

*member of Regional ATP Team

Expertise

Land Use Planning
Bike/Ped Advocacy
Transit

Bike/Ped Advocacy
Bike/Ped Planning
Bike/Ped Planning
Air Quality
Community Groups
Public Heaith
Project Engineer
Project Engineer



Attachment £

FINAL 2014 6-COUNTY REGIONAL ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM GUIDELINES

The purpose of this funding program is to implement
strategies that increase and atiract active transportation
users and provide facilities for walking and biking in
urban, suburban and rural portions of the region and to
provide conhections between them. Projects and
programs funded through this program are consistent
with the vision of the Blueprint and support the
implementation of the long-range transportation plans
for the El Dorado County Transportation Commission
{EDCTC), the Placer County Transporfation Planning
Agency [PCTPA) and the Sacramento Area Council of
Governments {SACOG).

In order fo help implement active transportation projects
in the six-county region, EDCTC, PCTPA, and SACOG
invest regional funds regularly for infrastructure and non-
infrastructure projects. ATP funds from the State of
California provide an important new funding source for
active transportation projects.

PROGRAM GOALS

California Senate Bill {SB} 39 establishes California’s ATP
program with six program goals that provide a
foundation for the state and regional ATP programs:

= Increase the proportion of trips accomplished by
biking and walking;

v increass the safety and mobility of non-
motorized users;

= Advance the active transporiation efforts of
regional agencies to achieve greenhouse gas
reduction goals as established pursuant to S8
375 {C728, §2008) and 5B 391 (C585, §2009);

= Enhance public health, including reduction of
childhood obesity, through the use of programs
including but not limited to projects eligible for
Safe Routes to School Program funding;

«  Ensure that disadvantaged communities fully
share in the benefits of the program; and

= Provige a broad spectrum of projects to benefit
many types of active transportation users.

ELIGIBLE PROJECT TYPES

The infrastructure projects eligible for this funding
program are fargely derived from the SACOG Regional
Bicycle, Pedastrian and Trails Master Plan {Master Plan}
that is amended every two years, with the last update in
Hune 2013, The Master Plan provides an expansive set of
policies and projects for regional bicycle and pedestrian
pianning efforts across the six-county SACOG region, and
was developed through a working group and approved
by the Regional Bicycle and Pedestrian  Advisory
Committee and SACOG Board of Directors. Additionally,
bicycle and pedestrian projects included in the Regional
Transportation Plans {RTPs) for EDCTC or PCTPA are also
eligible. Projects must support the performance
cutcomes identified in the sections below.

Non-infrastructure projects eligible for funding meet at
least one of two criteria: (1} Encourage biking and
walking through public information, education, training,
and awareness {2) Perform studies and develop plans
that suppori one or more of the project performance
outcomes identified in the section below.

The ATP is a State of California identified program
implemented by the California Transportation
Commission. As such the main source of revenue is a
compilation of state and federal funding. The majority of
projects will need to meet the requirements from the
Moving Abead for Progress in the 21st Century (MAP-21).
Projects must meet eligibility requirements specific to
the ATP funding source provided.

INELIGIBLE PROJECT TYPES

Projects in new developments that are considered “good
practices” according to FHWA guidelines, bicycle and
pedestrian  facility maintenance, longterm  staff
positions, fransit operations, law enforcement, and
bicycle racks for carpools, vanpools, or private vehicles.

PROJECT SELECTION PROCESS

A Regional ATP Team comprised of representatives from
the three involved regional transportation planning
Agencies {RTPAs) in the region (EDCTE, PCTPA, SACOG)
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will screen applications for eligihility. Applications will ha
removed from the competitive process if found ineligible
hased on the guidelines below. Projects not selected for
programming in the statewide comipetition, but deemed
eligible for the state program will be considered;
applicants will be encouraged to submit a supplemental
application.

Mext, the Regional ATP Team forwards the eligible
applications to the ATP Working Group {see helow for
the composition of this Group}. The Working Group then
prioritizes and ranks the applications, according to its
own process, but does not discard any applications.
Working Group members will not vole or comment on
applications frem their own organizations. The Working
Group and/or Regional ATP Team staff reserves the right
to contact applicants during this project selection process
for additionat information. The Working Group makes its
recommendations to the Regional ATP Team. The Work
Group will be multidisciplinary in nature and members
should represent diverse geography. One Regional ATP
Team representative from EDCTC, PCTPA and SACOG will
participate on the Working Group.

Working Group Membership

Expertise Recruited from Number
Land Us

an N Planners’ Committes 1
Planners
Project Regichat Planning 5
Engineers Partnership

4
Bicycle . .
P;Cgestiian Bicycle & Pedestrian {2 advocates,
) Advisory Commiittee 2 planners/
Planning .
engineers}
Air Quality Air Districts 1
Public Health Public Heaith 1
Representative
Transit Transni{ Coordinating 4
Committee

Community Regional Community 1
Groups Based COrganizations )
Total 13

The appiication process wilt be specific to the ATP. The
Regional ATP Team in conjunction with the ATP Working
Group will go through the ranking process to insure that
25% of available funds are dedicated fo proiects and
programs benefiting Disadvantaged Communities as
identified in the State Guidelines. Following this step, the
projects will ranked on & 95 point scale without the 10
points for the Disadvantaged Communities criteria.
Projects will be ranked and selected for the remaining
75% of funding utilizing both lists for reference.
Discretion will be placed on the Working Group and
Regional ATP team to select 2 comprehensive package of
projects.

PROJECT SCREENING

To be selected for funding, & proiect or program must
meet the following screening criteria:

1. infrastructure Project s a planned project
included in the SACOG Master Plan or the
Regional Transportation Plan for EDCTC or
BCTPA. Only under special circumstances
wilt an application be considered that is not
listed in one of these sources.

2. Neon-infrastructure Project meets at least one
of two ehigibifity requirements identified in
the preceding section.

3. Project must be ready for inclesion into the
Metropolitan Transportation Improvement
Program, with project scope and cost. The
project application may include the cost of
preparing environmental documents. When
project design, right-of-way or construction
are programmed before the implementing
agency completes the environmentasl
process, updated cost estimates, updated
analysis of the projects cost effectiveness,
and updated analysis of the project’s ability
to further the goals of the program must be
submitted to appropriate RTPA {EDCIC,
PCTPA, or SACOG) following completion of
the environmental process for  re-
evaluation.

& Project is eligible for appropriate funding
sources (i.e. TAP, HSIP, State Highway
Account funds, Recreation Trails).
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5. Project meets the minimum dolar amount for
an infrastructure or non-infrastructure
projects and includes at least an 11.47%
local match; application is to all project
categories.

a. Infrastructure project minimum s
S278,675 (5254,000 funding request +
$28,675 locat match). The
recommended infrastructure maximum
project request is $3 million, but there
is no maximum total project cost.

b. Non-infrastructure project minimum is
555,735 (550,000 funding reguest +
$5,735 local match}.

c. Public agencies applying for funding for
smaller projects may want 1o consider
combining projects to meet the project
minimum  thresholds, or consider a
larger, multi-year program or project.

6. Public Participation & Planning, Project
applicant must clearly demonstrate how a
community-based  public  participation
process resulted in the identification and
prioritization of the proposed project
Inciusion of relevant notlces and materifals.

7. Partnering with  Community Conservation
Corps. Froject proponent must
demonstrate that the California

Conservation Corps or a qualified

commiunity conservation corps, was sought

out to participate as a partner to undertake
the project; or provide demonstration of
the cost effectiveness clause 23 CFR

635.204 and provide the relevant

documentation.

8. Projects are not part of developer-funded basic
good practices.

In addition to how projects address the program goals
discussed  above, helow are scoring  criteria
considerations that will be used by the Working Group
and the Reglonal ATP Team to make funding
recommendations to the SACOG Board.

PROJECT SCORING

Projects will be scored based on the criteria described in
the state ATP guidelines with minor modifications as
described below.

Project Performance Qutcomes {0-95 points}

1. Project has potential to increase watking and
bicycling through targeted strategies:
increasing access to transit services,
increasing access o schools, eliminating
gaps or removing Darriers in the
bicycle/pedestrian network, and completing
facilities. 0~30 points

2. Project has the potential to reduce the number
andfor rate of pedestrian and bicydlist
fatalities and injuries. 0-25 points

3. Project improves public health through the
targeting of populations with high risk
factors for obesity, physical inactivity,
asthma or other health issues. 0-10 points

4, Project demonsirates cost effectiveness, which
is achieved by minimizing projected capital
and operating expenditures while offering
strong performance benefits. 0-10 points

5. Project provides benefit to a disadvantaged
community and incudes project features
that provide benefit for members of this
community. 8-10 points {Please reference
the project selection process section.}

6. Project advances active transportation efforts to
achieve greenhouse gas reduction goals
through reducing or shortening vehicle trips
today and over time, as established
pursuant to SB 375 and SB 331. 8-10 points

QOther Considerations {0-10 points)

7. Performance on Past Grants and/or Federal Aid
Projects. Applications from agencies with
good performance on delivering prior
projects or programs are most likely to
succeed with an ATP project award.

8. Project sponsor demonstrates readiness o
move forward on a timely schedule with the
groposed project {i.e. application provides
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clear schedule, cost, and partnerships to
defiver the project}.

9. Preject applicant demonstrates evidence of
strong support by stakeholders in the
community in which the project is located,

Pogedofd
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September 30, 2014

Mr. Andre Boutros

Executive Director

California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street

Room 2221 {MS-52)

Sacramento, CA 95814

SUBJECT: SJCOG Regional Component of the Cycie 1 2014
' Active Transportation Program

BDlear Mr. Boutros:

On September 23, 2014 the San Joaquin Council of Governments {(SICOG) Board
of Directors adopted the SICOG Regional Component of the Active
Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle 1. As per the ATP fund estimate adopted by
the California Transportation Commission on August 20%, $2.965,000 is available
for SJICOG to program to ATP proiects. In addition SICOG allocated $1.5 million
in RSTP funds to match the ATP funds to incredse the amount of funding
available. As required by the ATP Guidelines, on September 2, 2014 SICOG
convened a multi-disciplinary advisory scoring committee. The committee
recommended funding eight projects, and that recommendation was unanimously
adopted by the SICOG Board. Five of these projects received ATP funds, with
$2,383,000 (80.3%) of the funds benefitting disadvantaged communities:

City of Lathrop: 5% Street Sidewalk Improvements

City of Ripon: River Road Sidewalk and Intersection Improvements
City of Stockton: McKinley Elementary SRTS

City of Stockton: Calaveras River Bike Path Improvements

City of Tracy: Mount Diablo/Mount Oso/C Street Sidewalk Improvements

These recommendations will provide a broad spectrum of projects to benefit
pedestrians and bicyclists, including students walking and cycling 1o school.

The City of Stockton is requesting that their Calaveras River Bike Path be
allocated State-Only funds by the CTC.



September 30, 2014

Mr. Andre Boutros
SICOG 2014 ATP Cycle 1
Page 2 of 2

The following required documentation is enclosed:

Attachment 1: Spreadsheet of SICOG ATP Regional Component
Attachroent 2: Revised Project Programming Requests (PPRs)
Attachment 3: Exhibit 22-F Request for State-Only ATP Funding
Attachment 4: SICOG ATP Scoring Committee Membership

Attachment 5; 8JICOG ATP Projects Disadvantaged Communities Criteria

If you have any questions regarding these projects, please feel free to contact me at
(209) 235-0442.

Sincerely,

DIANE NGUYEN
Deputy Director
Planning, Programming, and Project Delivery

Enclosures
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EXHIBIT 22.8%

Local Asslstance Program Guidelines
Request For State-Only ATP Funding

4.  Status of Construction
%) Proposed Advertising Date: 04/15/15
by Proposed Contract and Construction Award Dates: 07/08/15
D. Total Project Funding Plan by Fiscal Year {list afl funding sources & anticipated fund usage by
year include ali phases} '
Fiscal Year 14/15
PS&E Phase - $129,000 ATP Cyele | funds
Fiscal Year 15/16
Construction Phase —~ $591,000 ATP Cycle | funds

E. Swafe specific reasons for requesting State-Only fund and why Federal funds shouid ot be used
on the project.

Allocating State-Culy funds to this project will altow the City of Sitockton to expedite
delivery of a major bike corridor in the region. The use of Federal funds on this project
may add procedural and design requirements that will take longer than a state-only
process. The possible result is missing a narrow window for the type of proposed
pavermnent improvements which requite ideal working temperatures to cure. Missing this
window would delay the ability to starf and compiete the project and therefore delay the

implementation of safety, mobility, and ADA benefis for users on this corridor.

REGIONAL AGENCY CONCURREI-\FCE:

The San Joaguin Conncll of Governments concurs with this request for an exceptiou to the Project
Funding Policy.

s

Diane Nguyen, Deputy Divector -

San).?in Council of Governments
[ -

City of Stockton

Page 22-2
September 15,2013 : DLA-OB 1437



SJCOG 2014 Active Transporiation Advisory Committee Membership

As required by the State Active Transportation Program Guidelines, on Tuesday
September 2™ SICOG eonvened a multi-disciplinary advisory commitlee to assist in the project
selection process. The committee seored the 235 projects SJCOG received Tor the regional portion
and was charged with developing a funding reeommendation for SJCOG staff.

Name Organization Title Expertise
_ Director of Yy
David Gareia The Cort Group Community ll?ﬁll Development
_ Bike/Ped Advocacy
Development
Catholic Charities Environmental Disadvantaged

Katelyn Roedner Sutter Justice

Program Manager

San Joaquin County Research and Grant
Office of Rducation Development SRTS Grants

Program Manager

Diocese of Stockton Communities

MNeu Hendrieks

San Joaguin County
Public Health Services
San foaquin
Bike Coalition

William Mitchell Director Publie Health

Kristine Williams Executive Director | Bicycle Advocacy

The Committee members were advised by SICOG staff familiar with active transportation, land
use, and projeet programming and delivery.

. _ o Deputy Director for Planning,
I
Diane Nguyen SICOG Programming, Project Delivery
Kim Anderson SICOG Senior Regional Planner
David Ripperda SICOG Regional Planner

The resulting recommendation included eight active transportation projects totaling $2,969,000
in Active Transportation Program funds and $1,500,000 in Regional Surface Transportation
Program (RSTP) funds that SICOG used to supplement the ATP funds. The reeommended
projects were adopted by the SICOG Board of Direetors on September 25, 2014.
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September 2014
SICOG Board

STAFF REPORT

SUBJECT: 2014 Active Transportation Program (ATP)
Funding Recommendations for Fiscal Year
2014/2015 and 2015/16

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the 2014 Active Transportation
Program (ATP) Project Funding
Recommendations

DISCUSSION:
OVERVIEW:

The San Joaquin Council of Governments (SICOG) has completed the Active Transportation
Program (ATP) Project Selection Process. An Active Transportation Multidisciplinary
Committee was established, per state guidelines, which reviewed the projects and developed a
programming recommendation for the $4.47 mullion 1 available funds. Of that amount, $1.5
million is from SICOG’s Regional Share of the Surface Transportation Program (STP) which
served to augment the ATP funds in order to fund more project applications.

RECOMMENDATION:

Recommend that the SICOG Board approve the Scoring Committee’s 2014 ATP funding
recomimendations for Fiscal Years 2014/2015 and 2015/20186, as identified in Attachment A.
Included in the fimding recommendation is also a recommendation of priority projects in the event
of cost savings or non-deliverable projects from the funded list.

FISCAL IMPACT:

Approval of the 2014 ATP funding will result in $4.47 million in projects to be programmed in the
Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP).

BACKGROUND:
What is the Active Transportation Program?

The Active Transportation Program (ATP) was created in 2013 by Senate Bill 99 and Assembly
Bill 101 to promote the increased use of active modes of transportation, such as biking & walking.

The ATP consolidates funding from the federal Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP), the
federal Safe Routes to School (SRTS) program, the state Safe Routes to School (SR2S) program,



and the state Bicycle Transportation Account (BTA). Consistent with the federal TAP
requirements, the ATP Guidelines distribute the total annual funding capacity between three
separate programs with 10% going to small urban/rural areas with populations of 200,000 or less,
40% going to Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO) in urban areas with populations greater
than 200,000 and 50% going to a statewide program. All funding must be competitively awarded
with the requirement that 25% of the funds in each program benefit disadvantaged communities.

Why are there two calls for projects in this program?

The ATP has two separate grant processes—one led by the State and the other led by the MPO.

As shown in Exhibit A, 29 applications from the region made up the approximately 770
applications statewide which competed for approximately $180 million in statewide ATP funds.

On August 26" the California Transportation Commission awarded $3,022,000 in ATP funding
for four projects from the City of Stockton, as shown in Attachment E.

The remaining 25 applications not funded in the State level competitive process were considered
for the supplemental regional funding opportunity. SJICOG also held a supplemental call for
projects for the regional funding pool of $2.97 million in June 2014; no additional project
applications (not previously submitted to the state process) were received.



Exhibit A: Active Transportation Program Process




Regional ATP Funding Recommendation

As required by the State ATP Guidelines, the remaining 25 projects were scored by a
multi-disciplinary committee on Tuesday September 2 to assist in the project selection process.
The list of committee members is included in Attachment B. The committee evaluated projects in
accordance with the State ATP Guidelines. The Scoring committee evaluated project merits by
examining the following:

¢ Increase the proportion of trips accomplished by biking and walking;
Increase the safety and mobility of non-motorized users;
Advance the active transportation efforts of regional agencies to achieve greenhouse gas
reduction goals as established pursuant to SB 375;
¢ Enhance public health, including reduction of childhood obesity, through the usc of
programs including but not limited to projects eligible for Safe Routes to School Program
funding;
Projects that are either in large urban, small urban or rural areas.
Ensure that disadvantaged communities fully share in the benefits of the program; and
Provide a broad spectrum of projects to benefit many types of active transportation users.
Increase walking and bicycling through targeted strategies: increasing access to transit
services, increasing access to schools, eliminating gaps or removing barriers in the
bicycle/pedestrian network, and completing facilities
Reduce the number and/or rate of pedestrian and bicyclist fatalities and injuries
Identification of the community-based public participation process that culminated in the
project proposal, which may include noticed meetings and consultation with jocal
stakeholders. '
e Improve public health through the targeting of populations with high risk factors for
obesity, physical inactivity, asthma or other health issues
¢ Provides benefit to a disadvantaged community and includes project features that provide
benefit for members of this community (one quarter of the region’s ATP funds must be
spent in a disadvantaged community).
Use of the California Conservation Corps
Applicant’s performance on past grants

® @ & &

The Scoring Committee ranked the projects and then made a programming recommendation.
Please refer to Attachment A for the details of the recommendation which includes a
recommendation for a “back up” list of projects should cost savings or non-delivery issues arise.

The Scoring Committee used their discretion in emphasizing geographic equity and “bang for the
buck” in making the programming recommendation. In doing so, eight projects were
recommended for funding that enabled every jurisdiction who applied to get some funding. Strong
considerations by the Scoring Commitice also included projects which would be constructed in
this grant cycle, projects which benefitted disadvantaged communities and/or provided safe routes
to schools. There was recognition that several applications did not include construction funding
requests and, in two cases, the Scoring Comimittee recommended funding o jumpstart the
environmental phase of those projects as the project applicants sought funding from other future
grant opportunities.



SICOG staff supports the Multidisciplinary Scoring Committee’s recommendations, including the
contingency list, and recomimends consideration for approval.

COMMITTEE ACTIONS:

Technical Advisory Committee — Unanimously approved the scoring committee funding
recommendations.

Management & Finance Comuiiftee — Unanimously approved the scoring comimitiee
funding recommendations.

Citizens Advisory Committee — Unanimously approved the scoring commitiee funding
recommendations.

The Executive Commitiee will hear the item on September 19; any discussion or action by the
commiitee wili be reported verbaily at the September 25th meeting.

NEXT STEPS/SCHEDULE:
¢ CTC adopted statewide ATP projects August 20, 2014
o SJCOG Board approve RSTP Programming for ATP August 28, 2014
e ATP Advisory Committee determined funding recommendations September 2, 2014
s SJCOG Board considers adoption of regional ATP projects September 25, 2014
s SJCOG regional project recommendations due to CTC September 30, 2014
o CTC adopts MPO project recommendations November 12, 2014
ATTACHMENTS:

A. Muitidisciplinary Scoring Committee’s Regional ATP Project Recommendations,

ncluding a Contingency Project List

B. ATP Advisory Commitiee Membership

C. Ranked list of ATP Project Scores (by Multidisciplinary Scoring Committee)

D. State ATP Awards Project List

Prepared By: Kim dnderson, Senior Regional Planner; David Ripperda, Regional Planner



Attachment A

ATP Multidisciplinary Scoring Committee Recommended Regional Funding

Lathrop 5th Streat Sidewatk $640,000 $640,000 $640,000 Project is fully funded

Improvements " through Construction

- Funding for E&P Phase. " -

i._o__di 'Pedestrian and : _5?_,6_62369

Bl ) [ _ L rUTRsran A TnsiEEn
B cyr:e vercrcssmg_ Tl - Phase not requested,
River Road Sidewalk s s
Ripon and intersection $550,000 $550,000 $1,227,000 Frojectis fully funded
through Construction
!mprovements
ﬂewHope'-_-' R R T S Pl
San Joaguin - EIemeﬂtarySchool L e aan L g j- Projectisfullyfunded :
County ' tEDRadarSpeed -~ . $93°°° L ess000 593 000 through Constmctzon
o Feedback Qevices ' o o '
McKinley Elementary Project is fully funded
Stockton Safe Routes to School $453,000 3453,000 5453,000 through Construction
L S o e : o o FundmgforE&PPhase.
L MinerAvenue = . - . S PS&E Phase not funded,
Stock_to_n_ ' _-"Cglafnple_te_St_regt S 5851'600 o $2:__?U;Q§? B '-;,_'_‘-?23_492 GGOF ndsfchonstructlon
S o " Phase nof requasted,
Calaveras River
Bicycle and Project is fully funded
Stockt X . A
ouxton Pedestrian Path 5720,000 »720,000 »720,000 throtigh Construction
_ Rehabilltation |
A Mt oiahicht Osé{ e - L Pm;ectls fuiiy funded L
Tracy L o TERR R : $966,0 11
ey, L5t improvements " . . $966,000. - 2965000 $ 65008 through Co nstmciion

ATP Multidisciplinary Scoring Committee
Recommended ATP Contingency Project List {in priority order}
in the event of cost savings or non-deliverable projects

. Funding for costs related
1
Stockton  1aewalks to School . $1,368,000 $1,368,000 to only Washington
Instaltation

Elementary improvements
‘Stockton © - RydeBridge - w L hiiilgsgep00 t it TU8ER8000 o ouiiini S T



multi-disciplinary advisory committee on Tuesday September 2™ to assist in the project selection

Attachment B

2014 Active Transportation Advisory Committee Membership

As required by the State ATP Guidelines, the remaining 23 projects were scored by a

process.
Name Organization Title Expertise
Director of
David Garcia The Cort Group Community In.ﬁﬁ Development,
Bike/Ped Advocacy
Development
: Environmental . ,
Katelyn Roedner | tic Charities Justice Disadvantaged
Sutter Communities

Program Manager

San Joaquin County

Research and Grant

Nou Hendricks Office of Education Development SRTS Grants
Program Manager
San Joaquin County
William Mitchell Public Health Director Public Health
: Services
oo orie San Joaquin County o . Bicycle
Kristine Williams Bike%oaii ton Executive Director Transportation/Advocacy

The Committee members were advised by SICOG staff familiar with active transportation, fand
use, and project programming and delivery.

. _ Deputy Director for Planning,
Diane Nguyen S1C0G Programming, Project Delivery
Kim Anderson SICOG Senior Regional Planner

David Ripperda SICOG Regional Planner

The Advisory Commitiee was charged with developing a funding recommendation to SICOG
staff. The resulting recommendation inciudes a variety of active transportation projects totaling
$4.47 million. The committee’s final funding recommendations are summarized in Attachiment

A,




Attachment C

ATP Projects Ranked by Average Score

McKintey :

Stackton Elementary Safe 76.75 1 $453,000 $453,000
'Routes to 5chool

L Ca!averas River .

5tockton ' _.':f-_PEdeStrian Path
“Rehabilitation -
Stockton Miner Avenue 74.60 3 $2,811,000 $861,000
S . Comp!ete Street o . o . o o o
March Lane EBMUD - SR L
Stockton  _ Bicydle &PedPath  67.00 . 4 - $1681000 -
I Rehabihtatmn SR [ T

Fl Dorado Street
Stockion Pedestrian Access 66.80 5 $3,240,000 -
Rehabilitation

T Comblate Stric T

Stockton __p::e__e_Stfg_gfs___ 6640 - 6 . $396000 - -
Ped Improvements

Stockton at Five Downtown 66.00 7 $514,000 -

Crosswalks

RRARIREE March Lane EBMUD T T
Stockton 'i‘rai! Greenscape ﬁ_:_"6_S__.0__O ) 8 52,288,000 L
So i ‘Phase2 T A ORI E SR

Pedestrian Master
Plan & ADA
Stockton Accessible Bridge 61.75 9 $749,000 -

Improvements

Stockton 6125 10 $1.368,000
Roblinhood Drive
Stockton  2ndClaremontAve o o 11 $683,000 ;
Rike Lane :
lnsta!!atlon



Lodi

 Stockton

Tracy

' " improvements

S5an Joaquin
County

Lathrop . >thStreet Sidewalk
L TPEMOP L improvements |

Stockton

San joaquin -
“County .. -

Stockton

Century Blivd/UPRR
Pedestrian and
Bicycle
Qvercrossing

" ‘Bike Pushbutton : =

Mt Diablo/Mt Oso/
C 5t. improvements

New Hope
Elementary School
LED Radar Speed
Feedback Devices

Pacific Avenus
Sidewalk Gap
Closure

| Woodbridge -
_ ‘School Access .

~improvements
Neighborhood
Traffic

Management
Program and Five

Raised Crosswalks

56.00

55.00

53.25

Sthstreet Sidewalk ., )5

51.25

49.00

" LincolnElementary |

San Joaquin

County

‘Peltier Road
Bike/Wine Trail

46.25

12

15

17

19

23

$1,062,360

|$456,000 . ¢

$966,000

$550000

$93,000

$400,000.

$548,000

$1,483,000

$186,000

$966,000

493,000

. $640,000

U S0 e



New Haven
San Joaquin  Elementary School
County LED Radar Speed
Feedback Devices

36.50 25 $93,000 -




Attachment D

Stockton ATP Projects awarded Statewide Funding

Rehab portions of existing
bikeway, install in-ground bike
racks, ADA accessibility
improvements, install exercise
~equipment, drinking fountains,
irrigation, landscaping

Stockton  San Joaquin Trail $1,394,000 $1479,000

R ' "'-‘_‘Perform pubitc outreachand = ot
lcycte Master redesign the Stockton Btcycie R At

Stockton .' .'Pian Update Network. Rewr_tte the B;cycle R 5550'000 $550'000
‘Master Plan. ' '
Remove 1,200 lineal feet of

Stockton Sidewalk ep $728,000 $728,000

rubberized asphalt sidewalks
and concrete curb ramps. fnstall
bike racks.

o _Coordmate with four school P TE TOT FONE T

e districts, perform public | ] L
Sa eRoutesto 3 ._:5.359’990_

Reconstruction

Stockfon ‘outreach, create a Safe. Routes to $350000
School Plan . e LTI

3 _Schoo! Pian for ai[ schools w&thm_ i

Note: These projects are fully funded



SAN JOAQUIN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

555 E. Wheber Avenue » Stockion, Californic 95202

209.235.0600 + 209.235.0438 (fx)

Wit sjeog. org
Steve Direser
CHALR
Anthany Sifoa
VICE CHATR
Andrew T Chesley
EAECUTIVE DIRRSTOR
Member Agencies
LIiTIES OF
e Whereas, the SICOG Board of Directors has accepted the staff report under
Lo, authority of Minute Resolution No. 13-04 approved by the SICOG Board of
e Directors meeting on September 23, 2014,
H'PDCKT(;H_
TRACY, Agenda Jtem #6B
AMD
THtE COUNTY DF . . . . .
RAN JoAQULN 2014 Active Transportation Program (ATP) Fonding Recommendations for Fiscal

Year 201472013 and 2015/2016

Tt was moved/seconded (Villapudua/Ives) to approve the 2014 Active
Transportation Program (ATF) Project Funding Recommendations. Motion
passed unanimously (10/0} by voice vote.

- R I
ROSIE G. GUTIERREZ
Office Services Supervisor

Date: October 6, 2014
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

ASSOCIATION of
GOVERNMENTS

Main Office
218 West Seventh Street
tdth Floor
Las Angeles, California
90173435

T3 2361800
213} 236-1825

WWEWACAG.CAgDY

Officars
Prasldent
Carl Morehouwse. San Buensventum

First Vice President
Cheryl Viegas-Watkes, Bl Cantro

Second Vice President
Wichele Mardnez, Santa Anz

brewnediste Fast President
Gveg Pernis, Cathedeal Coy

Executive/Administration
Camnittes Chalr

Carl Morehouse, San Buenaventiaa

Poilcy Committee Chalrs

Cammmunity, Ecopomic and
Human Developrment
Margaret Fintoy, Dusete

Energy & Environment
Beborah Roberton, fialto

Transportation
Al Wapner San Bernarding
Assucisted Goveroments

Andre Boutros

California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street, Room 2221 {MS-52}
Sacramento, CA 95814

Phone: {916} 654-4245

October, B 2014
Dear Mr. Boutros,

The Southern California Association of Governments {SCAG) is pleased to subtnit to you
the SCAG Active Transportation Program (ATP} Regional Project List for consideration
and approval by the California Transportation Commission as part of the November 12,
2014 CTC meeting.

The development of this project list was done in collaboration with California
Trangportation Commission, Calfrans, VYentura County Transportation Comunission, los
Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority, Riverside Transportation
Cominission, San Bernardino Associated Governments, Orange County Transportation
Corninission and imperial County Transportation Commission.

On April 2, 2014, the SCAG Regionai Council approved the 2014 Active Transportation
Program: Regional Project Selection Process, which outlined the process for selecting
projects to receive funding from the SCAG region's share, approximately 578 miltion, of
the MPOs allocation. As required by SB-89, the Regionaf Project Selection Process was
develoged in collaboration with and approved by the CEOs of the County Transportation
Comunissions on February 21, 2014 and adopted by the California Transportation
Comunission on june 25, 2014, Key elements of the selection process inciude:

s Projects not selected from the stalewide competition were considered for
funding in the regional program. SCAG did not issue a separate Call for Projects.

o initial project scoring was compieted as part of the statewide competition
managet by Caltrans.,

¢ Each county had the abi?ify to modify preliminary scores by adding up to 16
poirts to projects that are consistent with local and regional plans within each
county, as adopted by the respective county transportation commission,

= Geographic equity was achieved by establishing a preliminary recommended
funding list that dedicates no less than 95% of the total regional funds to
implementation Projects proportionate to the popuiation of each county.
Implementation Projects included capital projects as welf as non-infrastructure
projects, Hike Safe Routes to Schoo! programs and other educational and
enforcemant activities.

e iip to 5% was reserved at the regional leve! for Planning Projects, which include
the development of active transportation plans in disadvantaged communities
or non-infrastructure projects. The intent of this reserve to ensure a broad



spectrum of projects is funded per the goals of $8 95, while also allowing but
not exceeding the requirement that no more than 5% of the regienal program
ke spent on planning.

v The SCAG region awarded 83% of funding to Disadvantaged Communities,
exceeding the guideline’s required minimum of 25%.

Attached are the SCAG Regional Council Report, ATP Regiona! Project List, and the ATP
Contingency List, and SCAG Regional Council Resolution. 1f you have any questions

periaining to this letter, please contact Stephen Patchan of my staff at (213} 236-1923
or by emait at patchan@scag.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

e —
agha Li, Divisien Director Land Use & Environmental Planning
Southern California Association of Governments
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SCUTHERY CALIFGRIIA

ASSOCIATION of
GOVERMMENTS

Riain Office
818 West Seventh Street
12th Feor
Los Angeles, California

90017-3435

TE213) 2361800

{{Z13) 2361825

WWW.SCAG.CA OV

Officers
Prasitent
Cart orehouse, San Buenaventura

Frst Vice Prasident
Cheryl Viegas-Walkes, £t Centro

Secomd Vice President
Bhichele Markmez, Santa Ana

Immediate Post President
Greg Pettis, Cathedsal City

Executive/Administration
Committes Chair

Cart Morehause, San Busnaventurs

Palicy Committee Chairs

Community, Economic and
Humar Jevelopment
Margarel Finday, Duarte

Enecgy & Envitnnment
Debarah Robertson fisito

Trartsportatian
ManWapner, San Bernarding
Assoriated Goverpments

RESOLUTION NO. 14-563-2

RESOLUTION OF THE SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS APPROVING

THE 2014 SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA REGIONAL
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (ATP)

WHEREAS, the Southern California Association of Governments
{(“SCAG") is the designated Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO),
pursuant to 23 U.5.C. Section 134 et seq. and 49 U.S.C. Section 5303 et seq.,
serving the nation's largest metropolitan planning area comprised of Los Angeles,
Orange, San Bernardino, Riverside, Ventura and Imperial Counties;

WHERFEAS, Senate Bill 99 and Assembly Bill 101 established the
California Active Transportation Program (ATP) to encourage increased use of
active modes of transportation, such as biking and walking, as well as to ensure
compliance with the Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21% Century Act (MAP-
21

WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission (CTC) adopted
the 2014 ATP Guidelines it March 2014;

WHEREAS, SCAG is reguired under the ATP Guidelines to recommend
to the CTC a Southern California Regional Active Transportation Program of
projects (“2014 Regional Program”) to be funded by the ATP. $78.205 million of
the $368.08 million ATP budget for Fiscal Year 2014-15 is set aside for the
Southern California Regional Program.

WHEREAS, SCAG's Regional Council also adopted the “2014 Active
Transportation Program: Regional Project Selection Process” on April 4, 2014,
which outlined the process for selecting the projects for the Regional Program;

WHEREAS, SCAG collaborated with the County Transportation
Commissions and California Department of Transportation to meet these
requirements and reached consensus on the recommended list of projects for the
2014 Regional Program (“Recommended Project List”), as further described in
Fxhibit A of this Resolution;

WHEREAS, the 2014 Regional Program was approved by the Imperial
County Transportation Commission on August 27, 2014, by the Riverside
County Transportation Commission on September 10, 2014, by the San
Bernardino Associated Governments on September 3, 2014, and by the Ventura
County Transportation Commission on September 12, 2014. The 2014 Regional
Program is scheduled to be will be reviewed by the Boards of the Orange County
Transportation Authority and the Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority later in October;

The Regional Counal consists of 86 alected officials representing 191 cities, six counties, six County Transportation Commissions, onie representative
from the Transportation Corridor Agencies, one Tribal Government represantative and one representative for the Alr Districts within Southern California.

20140505  Printee 00 recytted papsr 3



WHEREAS, 95% percent ($74.3 million) of the total 2014 Regional Program budget is
recommended to fund 42 Implementation Projects, and 5% ($3.876 miilion) of the total 2014
Regional Program budget is being recommended to fund 12 Planning Projects;

WHEREAS, in addition to selecting projects for inchusion in the 2014 Regional
Program, SCAG is also authorized to recommend to the CTC a contingency list of projects

{“Contingency List”) as further described in Exhibit B of this Resolution) to be funded should an
awarded project fail to move forward; and

WHEREAS, upon review and approval by the Regional Council, the 2014 Regional
Program will be submitted to the CTC who will consider adoption of the 2014 Regional Program
to be programmed into the ATP, during its November 12, 2014 meeting.

NOW, THERLEFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Regional Council of the Southern
California Association of Governments does hereby approve and adopt the 2014 Southern
California Regional Active Transportation Program.

BE I'T FURTHER RESOLVED:

1. The Regional Council hereby authorizes submittal of the Recommended Project List
{Exhibit A to this Resolution) to the California Transportation Commission for
approval and programming in the 2014 State Active Transportation Program, as well
as the Contingency List (Exhibit B to this Resolution) should an awarded project fail
to move forward.

2. That SCAG’s Executive Director or his designee is hereby designated and authorized
by the Regional Council to submit this Resolution to the California Transportation
Commussion and other necessary documentation, if requested.

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED by the Regional Council of the Southern
California Association of Governments at a regular meeting this 2 day of October, 2014,

{SIGNATURES ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE]



e

Hon. Carl E. Morchouse
President, SCAG
Councilmember, City of San Buenaventura

Attested by:

Hasan Ikhrata
Executive Director

Approved as to Forn:

Joahn Africa
Chief Counsel
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City of Ceres o CHy 6f Hughson o City of Modesto o City.of Newmen » City of Cakilale » City of Patierson
City of Riverbank e City of Turlock o City of Waterford o Connty of Stanishius

September 25, 2014

Laural Janssen

Deputy Director

California Transportation Conunission
1120 N Streel, Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95214

Subject: Stanislaus Council of Governments Programming Reécommendations for the Active
Transportation Program Cycle 1

Dear Ms, Janasen,

The Stanisiaus Council of Governments (StanCOG) held a regional Active Transpoitation Program
Cycle 1 (ATP) call for prajects for the $2.229 million apportioned to the region for Fiscal Years
2014/15 and 2015/16 based on the 2014 ATP Fund Estimate adopted by the California Trarisportation
Commission (CTC) on August 20, 2014. A total of 14 ATP applications were considered for the ATP
Cycle 1 funding; eight of the 14.applications reviewed were those not recommended for’ funding in
the State ATP call for projects, Thie Cycle | ATP Advisory Committee members were as follows:-

Colt Esemwein Stanislaus County
Deputy Public Works Divector
Jaylen French City of Hughson
Commiunity Development Director
Tetry Basley City of Modesto :
Transit Analyst
Jeanette Fabela Stanislaus Counctl of Governments
Senior Planner

The Committee reviewed the ATP applications based on the scoring criteria. per the “2014 Active
Transportation Progtam Guidelines 3/20/14”,

The ATP Cycle | projects-being recommended are:

1. City of Ceras: SRTS on Don Pedro Road & Nadine Avernne (Multiplé Sclols)

iy of Ceresi SRTS on Hackett & Kinser Road (Shiclear Elementaiy Sehool & Rlaker-
Kinser Junior High School

BHH L Strect, Sulte 308 @ Modesto, CA 95334 © 209,525.4600 © Fax 209.558,7833 @ www.slancog.org



3. City of Hughson: Fox Road Peilestrian Improvemerit Project

0

4. City of Modeésto: Maodesto Junior College Class I Bicycle Path (Plhigse ID)

*,

All the recommended. projects listed above are gonsidered benefit: disadvantaged communities;
therefore, 100% of the ATP funds will benefit dissdvantaged comimunities. The piojects
recommended also provide benefits to both pedestrians and bicyclists. Two ofthe four projects focus
on Safe Routes to School benefiting students walking to and from schools by providing a continuous
and accessible route on and off the street. The third project is a pedestrian pro.lect thiat woild i improve
connectivity, mobility, and.access for the non-motorized user along a major thoroughfare which is
within a two mile radius of the City’s primary destinations, including dowiitown, and three schools.
The fourth project is a 2.2 mile Class [ bicyele path that will be available to both cyclists and
pedestrians and wili provide a direct fink between the east and west campus of a Janior College.

StanCOG is requesting state-only ATP funds, if available, for all of the recommended projects. Due
to the ATP Cycle | Fund Estimate update per CTC resolution G-14-16, StanCOG is sending you two
resolutions. StanCOG Resolution 14-09 reflects the sefection of projects for the ATP projects based
ont the original fund estimate. 3tanCOG Resolution 14-13 incorporates the additional $54,000 that
was apportioned to our region per CTC resolution G-14-16. Please fet me kiow if you have any
questions o require additional information to process this request through the CTC,

If you have any questions, please contact me divectly at 525-4600.

Sincerely,

Carlos P. Vamzon
Execulive Director

Aftachments:

ATP Cycele 1 Project Infortnation Spreadsheet

2. Project Programining Request Forms

SRTS on Hackstt & Kinser Road ATP Cycle 1 Application

{(New Pioiect — was not submitted in the State ATP Cyele 1 Call for Projects)
4. Resolution 14-09

Resofutioni4-13

Al

L]
¥

Cc: David Giongeo, CTC

£111 1 Street, Suite 308 @ Modesto, CA 95354 © 209,525.4600.@ Fax 2095587833 @ Www, Blancegofg



Attachment #1

ATP Cycle 1 Project Information Spreadsheet
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City uf Ceres o City of Hughson ¢ City of Modesto o City of Newiman « City of Oakdale « Ciiy of Patterson
City of Riverbank e City af Turlock » City of Weterford o County of Stanislaus

TO: Policy Board Staff Report

Resolution
THROUGH: Carlos P. Yamzon, Executive Director

FROM: Rosa De Leon Park, Deputy Executive Director
Jeanette Fabela, Senior Planner

DATE: September 5, 2014

SUBJECT: Active Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle 1 Project Selection for 2014/15
and 2015/16

Recommendation

By Motion:

Adopt Resolution 14-09 approving the Active Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle 1 projects
for 2014/15 and 2015/16.

1. City of Ceres: SRTS on Don Pedro Road & Nadine Avenue (Multiple Schools)
»  ATP Funding: $373,000

2. City of Ceres: SRTS on Hackett & Kinser Road (Sinclear Elementary School & Black-
Kinser Junior High School)

= ATP Funding: $818,000

3. City of Hughson: Fox Road Pedestrian Improvement Project
#  ATP Funding: $408,202

4. City of Modesto: Modesto Junior College Class 1 Bicycle Path (Phase 1)
= ATP Funding: $575,798

Backgreund

The Active Transportation Program (ATP) was created in 2013 by Senate Bill 99 and Assembly
Bill 101 to promote the increased use of active modes of transportation, such as biking &
walking.

The ATP consolidates funding from the federal Transportation Alternatives Program {TAP), the
federal Safe Routes to School (SRTS) program, the state Safe Routes to School (S8R2S) program,
and the state Bicycle Transportation Account (BTA). Consistent with the federal TAP
requirements, the ATP Guidelines distribute the total annual funding capacity between three
separate programs with 10% going to small urban/rural areas with populations of 200,000 or less,
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40% going to Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO) in urban areas with populations
greater than 200,000 and 50% going to a statewide program. Al funding must be competitively
awarded with the requirement that 25% of the funds in each program benefit disadvantaged
communities.

Dscussion

Five Stanislaus County cities submitted eight applications (out of a total of 770) to compete for
approximately $180 million in statewide ATP funds. The Stanislaus projects had a total funding
request of approximately §5.1 million. Caltrans did not recommend a Stanisiaus project for ATP
Cycle 1 funding to California Transportation Commission (CTC) at the August 20, 2014
meeting. Those applications not funded in the State level competitive process are required {0 be
considered for the supplemental regional MPO only funding opportunity. StanCOG also held a
supplemental call for projects for the regional funding pool of $2.175 miilion in June 2014; six
additional project applications were received. The total funding request in the StanCOG
supplemental call for projects was approximately $7.3 million; this includes all of the projects
that did not receive funding in the State call for projects. A summary of the Stanislaus region’s
projects is included as Attachment 1.

In this regional call for projects, StanCOG is required to convene a multi-disciplinary advisory
committee to assist in the project selection process. The Cycle I ATP Review Committee
members were as follows:

Colt Esenwein _ tan Y

Jaylen French City of Hughsion

Terry Easley City of Modesto Transit

Jeanette Fabela Stanislaus Councii of Governments

None of the Bicycle Pedestrian Advisory Committee members were available on the scoring
session date.

The Committee reviewed the ATP applications based on the scoring criteria per the “2014 Active
Transportation Program Guidelines 3/20/14”. Attachment 2 identifies the ATP scoring criteria
implemented in reviewing the applications. The ATP scoring committee had a project scoring
session on August 14, 2014. All of the recommended ATP projects in the Stanislaus region
benefit disadvantage communities and therefore meet the requirement that at least 25% of the
ATP funds must benefit disadvantaged communities.

The ATP Cycle 1 projects being recommended are:

Kinser Road (Sinclear Elementary School & Black~

3. City of Hughson: Fox Road Pedestrian Improvement Project
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The ATP projects being recommended for programming includes two Safe Route to School
{SRTS) projects in the City of Ceres that wili impact approximately 395 students living along the
school route proposed for improvement. These two projects will provide a continuous and
accessible route on and off the streets by removal of barriers such as non-comphiant curb ramps
and infilling gaps in sidewalk, provide a safe environment by installing new striped crosswalks
which creates a route dedicated for pedestrian user and alert motorized vehicles of school zone
ahead with speed display signs to warn drivers of their speed.

The ATP review commiitee is also recommending a City of Hughson pedestrian project that
would improve connectivity, mobility and access for the non-motorized user along a major
thoroughfare in the City which is within a two mile radius of the City’s primary destinations,
including downtown, and three schools. The propesed project includes constructing curb, gutter
and sidewalk and installing pedestrian and ADA improvements.

The third ATP project being recommended is a class | bicycle path in the City of Modesto that
will provide a direct link between Modesto Junior College (MIC) east and west campus. The 2.2
mile path will also be available for pedestrians and the scope inchides installation of the path,
lighting, landscaping, traffic control devices and traffic signal modifications. The MJC Phase |
Bicycle Path project was ranked fourth in the regional ATP call for projects. The City of
Modesto’s MJC project has a total project cost of $700,000 and the City is requesting $619,710
in ATP Cycle 1 funding. However, should the top three ranked ATP projects be funded, a
balance of $575,798 is available for the fourth highest ranked project. StanCOG staff contacted
the City of Modesto and asked if they would be able to provide the additional local match should
their project be recommended for ATP funding. The City of Modesto agreed to provide
$124,202 in local funds toward this project should they receive $575,798 in ATP funding.

With the very limited $2.175 million dollars in Active Transportation Program funding fo the
Stanislaus region, there were good projects submitted that did not receive funding in Cycle 1.
We recommend that these applications be re-submitted for the ATP Cycle 2 call for projects
which, according to CTC staff, will commence in December 2014.

The deadline for submitting the MPO project programming recommendations to the CTC is
September 30, 2014. The CTC is scheduled to adopt the MPO selected projects at the November
2014 meeting.

Advisory Committee Action

This staff report was presented to the Technical Advisory Committee, the Management and
Finance Committee and the Citizen Advisory Committee for review. No comments were made.

Attachment(s):

1. Stanislaus Region List of 2014 Active Transportation Program Applications with
Scores

2. Active Transportation Program Scoring Criteria
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3. Resclution 14-69
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Stanisiaus Region
2014 Active Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle 1 Applications & Scores
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ATP SCORING CRITERIA
June 2014

1. Potential for increased walking and bicycling  (0-30 points)

a. How project encourages walking and bicycling, especially among students

b. The number and type of possible users and their destinations, and the anticipated percentage
increase in users upon completion of aroject. (Data collection methods include}

¢. How this project improves watking and bicycling routes to and from, connects to, or is part of a
school or scheol facitity, transit facility, community center, employment center, state or national
frail system, points of interest, and/or park

d. How this project increase and/or improves connectivity, removes a barrier to mobility and/or closes
a gap in a non-motorized facility.

& & & @

Projects with significant potential: 21-30 points
Projects with moderate potential: 11-20 points
Projects with minimal potential: 1-10 points
Projects with no potential: O points

2. Potentlal for reducing the pedestrian and bicyclist fatalities and injuries  {0-25 points)

a. The potential of the project to reduce pedestrian and/or bicycle injuries or fatalities
b. If/how your project will achieve any or all of the following:

o
o]
]
o]
o]

e}

Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles

improves sight distance and visibility

improves compliance with local traffic laws

Efiminates behaviors that lead to coilisions

Addresses inadequate traffic control devices

Addresses inadequate bicycle facilities, crosswalks or sidewalks

c. The location’s history of events and the source of data used, if data is not available include a
description of safety hazards and photos.

2 & 8 2

Projects with significant potential: 16-25 points
Projects with moderate potential: 9-15 points
Projects with minimal potentials: 1-7 points
Projects with no potential: 0 points

3. Public participation and planning  {0-15 poinis)

a. The communily based public participation process that culminated in the project proposat or plan,
such as noticed meetings/public hearings, consuitation with stakeholders



The local process that resulted in the identification and prioritization of project

if the project cost is over 1 million: an emphasis will be placed on projects that are prioritized in an
adopted city or county bicycle transportation plan, pedestrian plan, safe routes to school plan,
active transportation plan, traii ptan, circulation element of a generai plan, or other publicly
approved plan that incorporated elements of an active transportation plan.

{Project applicants must clearly articulate how the local participation process resulied in the identification and
prioritization of the proposed project.}

¢ Projects with substantial participation of community members: 11-15 points
@ Projects with moderate participation of community members: 6-10 points

e  Projects with minimal participation of community members: 1-5 points

® Projects with no participation of community members: 0 points

4. Cost effectiveness {010 points}

d.

The aiternatives that were considered. Discuss the relative costs and benefits of all the alternatives
and explain why the nominated one was chosen.

Calculate the ratio of the benefits of the project relative to both the total project cost and funds
requested (i.e. Benefit/Total project cost and Benefit/Program funds requested).

(Applicants must discuss the relative costs and benefits of the range of alternatives considered, and quantify the
safety and mobility benefit in relationship to both the total project cost and the funds provided.}

¢  Applicant considers alternatives and exceptionally justifies the project nominated: 5 points

«  Applicant considers alternatives and adequately justifies the project nominated: 3-4 points

¢  Applicant considers alternatives and minimally justifies the project nominated: 1-2 points

o Applicant considers did not consider alternatives and or justifies the project nominated: 0 points

¢ Applicant logically described how project benefits were quantified and has a benefit-cost ratio greater
than 1: 5 points

¢ Applicant logically described how project benefits were quantified and has a benefit-cost ratio less than
1: 3 points

¢ Applicant did not logically describe how project benefits were quantifies: 0 poinis

5. improved Public Health  {0-10 points)

a.

How the project will improve public health, i.e. through the targeting of populations who have a
high risk factor for obesity, physical inactivity, asthma, or other health issues.

e Applicant exceptionally describe how the project wifl improve public health and addresses high risk
populations: 7-10 points

¢ Applicant adequately described how the project will improve the public health and addresses high risk
population: 4-6 points

¢  Applicant minimally described how the project will improve public health: 1-3 points




¢  Applicant did not describe how the project will improve pubiic health: 0 points
6. Benefit {o disadvantaged communities  {0-10 points}

a. isthe project in a disadvantaged community?
Does the project significantly benefit a disadvantaged community?

b. How the project demonstrates a clear benefit to a disadvantaged community and what percentage
of project funding will benefit that community, for projects using the school based criteria describe
specifically the school students and community wilt benefit.

#» Project clearly and significantly addresses heaith, safety, andfor infrastructure challenges in the
disadvantaged community: & points

¢ Project adequately addresses health, safety, and/or infrastructure chalienges in the disadvantaged
commiunity: 3 points

¢ Project minimally addresses heaith, safely, and/or infrastructure challenges in the disadvaniaged
community: 1 points

80% to 100% of project funding benefits the disadvantaged community: 5 points
60% to 79% of project funding benefits the disadvantaged community: 4 poinis
40% to 58% of project funding benefits the disadvantaged community: 3 points
20% to 39% of project funding benefits the disadvantaged community: 2 points
1% to 18% of project funding benefits the disadvantaged community: 1 points
0% of project benefits the disadvantaged commanity:  © points

a & # & & 9

7. Use of California Conservation Corps or a certified community conservation corps  {0/-5 points)

a. Points will be deducted if an applicant does not seek corps participation or if an applicant intends
not to utilize a corps in a project in which the corps can participate.

# The applicant intends to pariner with conservation corps to the maximum extent possible: 0 poinis
» The applicant did not seek partnership with a conservation corps, or indicated that they do not intend to
partner with the corps 1o the maximum extent possible- (-} 5 points

8. Applicant’s performance on past grants  [0/-10 points}

a. This may include project delivery, project benefits {anticipated v. actual}, and use of the California
Conservation Corps or qualified community conservation ¢orps {planned v. actual). Applications
from agencies with documented poor perfarmance records on past grants may be excluded from
competing or may be penalized in scoring.

=« The applicant has no past grant experience or has performed satisfactorily on past grants: O points
« The applicant has not performed satisfactorily on past grants and/or has not adequately described how
they will deliver this project: (-} 10 points




STANISLAUS COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
RESOLUTION 14-09

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE
2014/15 and 2015/16 ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (ATP) CYCLE 1
FUNDING RECOMMENDATION

WHEREAS, the Stanislaus Council of Governments (StanCOG) is a Regional
Transportation Planning Agenicy and a Metropolifan Planning Organization, pursnant to
State and Federal designation; and

- WHEREAS, the Active Transportation Program (ATP) is a two-year program covering
program years 2014-15, and 2015-16; and

WHEREAS, on December 11, 2013, the California Transportation Commission {CTC)
adopted the 2014 ATP Fund Estimate (FE); and

WHEREAS, the 2014 ATP Fund Estimate identifies $2.175 million available in ATP
funds for the Stanislaus Region; and

WHEREAS, S$tanCOG has developed the ATP programming in accordance with the
CTC’s adopted ATP Cycle 1 Guidelines; and

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the 2014 ATP Cycle 1 funding
recommendation for 2014/15 and 2015/16 is hereby adopted as follows:

1. City of Ceres: SRTS on Don Pedro Road & Nadine Avenue (Multiple Schools)
= ATP Funding: $373,000

2. City of Ceres: SRTS on Hackett & Kinser Road (Sinclear Elementary School &
Black-Kinser Junior High School)
" ATP Funding: $818,000

3. City of Hughson: Fox Road Pedestrian Improvement Project
¢ ATP Funding: $408,202

4. City of Modesto: Modesto Junior College Class 1 Bieycle Path (Phase k)
= ATP Funding: $575,798

THE FOREGOING RESOLUTION was introduced at a regular meeting of the Stanislaus

Council of Governments, on the 17th day of September 2014. A motion was made and seconded
to adopt the foregoing Resolution. Motion cartied and the Resolution was adopted.

261563-2



MEETING DATE:  September 17, 2014

il

YITO CHIESA, CHAIR

ATTEST:

CARLOS P, 'MZON, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

861363.2




City of Ceres ¢ City of Hughison @ City of Modesto # City of Newman o City of Oakdale ¢ City of Pasterson
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TO: Policy Board Staff Report

Resolution

THROUGH: Carlos P. Yamzon, Executive Director

FROM: Rosa De Ledn Park, Deputy Executive Director
Jeanette Fabela, Senior Planner
DATE: September 19, 2014

SUBJECT: Additional Active Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle 1 Funding Allocation
to the Modesto Junior College Class 1 Bicycle Path (Phase 1) Project for
Fiscal Years 2014/15

Recommendation
By Motion:

Adopt Resolution 14-13 approving an additional allocation of $54,000 in Active Transportation
Program (ATP) Cycle 1 funding to the Modesto Junior College Class | Bicycle Path (Phase I}
project for Fiscal Year 2014/15 for a total of $629,798.

Baeckground

The Active Transportation Program {ATP) was created in 2013 by Senate Bill 99 and Assembly
Biil 101 to promote the increased use of active modes of transportation, such as biking &
walking,

The ATP consolidates funding from the federal Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP), the
federal Safe Routes to School (SRTS) program, the state Safe Routes to School (SR28) program,
and the state Bicycle Transportation Account {BTA). Consistent with the federal TAP
requirements, the ATP Guidelines distribute the total annual funding capacity between three
separate programs with 10% going to small urban/rural areas with populations of 200,000 or less,
40% going to Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO) in urban areas with populations
greater than 200,000 and 50% going to a statewide program. All funding must be competitively

1111 { Street, Suite 308 © Meodesto, CA 95354 * 209.525.4600 © Fax 209.558.7833 ® www.stancog.org



awarded with the requirement that 25% of the funds in each program benefit disadvantaged
communities.

Biscussion

On September 17, 2014 the Policy Board adopted Resolution 14-09 approving the below list of
ATP projects for Fiscal Years 2014/15 and 2015/16 for an ATP funding total of $2.175 million.

L. City of Ceres: SRTS on Don Pedro Road & Nadine Avenue (Multiple Schools)

2. City of Ceres: SRTS on Hackett & Kinser Road (Sinclear Elementary School & Blaker-
Kinser Junior High School)

ey e

3. City of Hughson: Fox Rouwd Pedestrian Improvement Project

4. City of Modesto: Modesto Junior College Class I Bicycle Path (Phase IT)

StanCOG was notified on September 18, 2014 by the California Transportation Commission
{CTC) staff that the fund estimate had been revised for ATP Cycle 1 providing an additional
$54,000 in ATP funds in FFY 2014/15 to the Stanislaus region. Staff is recommending that
these additional ATP funds be allocated to the Modesto Junior College Class 1 Bicyele Path
{Phase II) project per the previously Board approved ATP Cycle 1 distribution methodology.
This project was ranked fourth based on the evaluation score given to the project by the ATP
Review Committee. The total project cost for this project is $700,000 and staff is recommending
that a total of $629,798 in ATP funds be apportioned to the project; the remaining balance would
be in local funds.

StanCOG must submit the ATP Cycle 1 programming recommendations to the CTC by
September 30, 2014. Approval of this item is vital in meeting this deadline. Attached is a list of
all the project applications received during the regions ATP Cycle 1 Call for Projects and their
scores per the ATP Review Commitiee.

Advisory Committee Action

Due to the urgency of the item this staff repott is only being presented to the Policy Board.
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Attachment(s)

I. Stanislaus Region List of 2014 Active Transportation Program Applications with
Scores

2. Resolution 14-13
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Stanislaus Region
2014 Active Transportation Program (ATP} Cycle 1 Applications & Scores
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STANISLAUS COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

RESOLUTION 14-13
RESOLUTION APPROVING AN ADDITIONAL ALLOCATION OF $54,000 IN
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (ATP} CYCLE | FUNDING TO THE
MODESTO JUNIOR COLLEGE CLASS 1 BICYCLE PATH (PHASE IT) PROJECT
FOR FISCAL YEAR 2014/15 FOR A TOTAL OF $629,798

WHEREAS, the Stanislaus Council of Governments (StanCOG) is a Regional
Transportation Planning Agency and a Mefropolitan Planning Organization (MPO), pursuant to
State and Federal designation; and

WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission (CTC) per Resolution G-14-16, adopted a revised
2014 Fund Estimate for the Active Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle 1; and

WHEREAS, the revised 2014 ATP Fund Estimate identifies $2.229 million available in ATP funds for
the Stanislaus Region; and

WHEREAS, the revised 2014 ATP Fund Estimate provides an additional $54,000 for the Stanislaus
Region; and

WHEREAS, StanCOG has developed the ATP programming in accordance with the CTC's adopted
ATP Cycle 1 Guidelines; and

WHEREAS, On September 17, 2014 the StanCOG Policy Board approved $575,798 in ATP Cycle 1
funding to the Modesto Junior College Class 1 Bicycle Path (Phase I} project ; and

NOW, THERFFORE BE 1T RESOLVED that an additional allocation of $54,000 in Active
Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle 1 funding to the Modesto Junior College Class 1 Bicycle Path (Phase 1)
project for Fiscal Years 2014/15 for a total of $629,798 is hereby adopted.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that should additional ATP Cycle 1 Funding become available the
Executive Director is avthorized to allocate funds to the highest scored unfunded project per the previously
adopted ATP Cycle 1 distribution methodology, and make administrative changes, as needed, to ensure that the
projects are implemented in the most efficient and cost effective manner possible.

The foregoing Resolution was introduced at a special meeting of the Stanislaus Couneil of
Govermments, on the 25 day of September, 2014. A motion was made and seconded to adopt the
feregoing Resolution. Motion carried and the Resolution was adopted.

MEETING DATE:  September 25, 2014 /g\

VITO CHIESA, CHAIR

CARLOS ﬁ YAMZON, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR



TULARE COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

SUBMITTAL



210 Morth Church St Suite B.
Visalia, California 93291
Phone {559)623-0450

Fax (559)733-.6720
www.fularecog.oryg

September 28, 2014

Mr. Andre Boutros

Executive Director

California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street, Room 2221
Sacramento, CA 85814

Dear Mr. Boutros

The Tulare Counly Association of Governments (TCAG) is proud {o present its recommendations for the
Active Transportation Program (ATP) local MPC component for consideration and adoption by the
California Transportation Commission.

The project recommendations include $1.282 million for Safe Routes to School (SRTS) projects and
$634,000 for non-SRTS infrastructure projects. The ATP funds awarded are for the construction phase
only. The preliminary phases (PA&ED, PS&E, and RW) will be funded through local Measure R bicycle
and pedestrian funds or other available tocal funds.

TCAG’s local MPO component funding recommendations meet the statewide ATP guideline reguiring
that at least 25% of a region’s funds benefit disadvantaged communities. A supplemental calt for
projects was not conducted. Only those projects not funded under the Statewide and Small Urban &
Rurai component of the ATP were considered for local funding. A muitidisciplinary advisory group was
formed to evaiuate and score the projects. The multidisciplinary group consisted of the following
individuatls:

Ben Giuliani, TCAG Staff

Dr. Karen Haught, Public Health Officer, Tulare County Heaith and Human Services
Dr. Sarah Ramirez, Coordinator of BeMHealthy Tulare

Russ Dahler, local bicycle and pedestrian advocate

The applications were evaluated and scored by each evaluator and the scores were averaged o0
determine the ranking of projects for funding. The projects recommended for funding include a broad
spectrum of projects which benefit pedestrians and bicyclists. The recommendations include funding for
safe routes to school projects, class [i and 1li bicycle lanes, sidewalk improvements and pedestrian and
bicycle trails. in addition, the projects would benefit students walking and bicycling to school as they
would result in the construction of new and improvement of existing bike lanes and sidewalks located in
the vicinity of several local schools.

Laa Exeter Farmearslie Lindszy Fortenvilie Tulare Yisafia Woaifiske County of Tufare



Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact Gabriel Gutierrez at (559) 623-0465 or
ggutierrez@tutarecog.org.

Sincerely,

Rl

Ted Smalley
Executive Director

Encilosures:
(1) ATP Local MPO Component Program of Projects List
{2) Revised Project Programming Request Forms

Dinube Exaler Fannarsvilfp {intdgay Porierile Tidare Yisafia Woodlata Counfy of Tufsre



ATP Local MPO Component Program

Funding Recommendations
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BEFORE THE
TULARE COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
COUNTY OF TULARE. STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the matier of:

ADOPTION OF THE 2614 TCAG )
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION )
PROGRAM MPO COMPONLENT ) Resolution No. 2014-158
FUNDING RECOMMENDATIONS }

WHERFEAS, Tulare County Association of Governments {TCAG) is a metropolitan
planning orpanization with an urban area with a population greater than 200,000; and

WHERFAS, Streets and Highways Code Section 2381 requires that forty percent of the
funds appropriated for the Active Transportation Program (ATP) be distributed to metropolitan
planning organizations in urban areas with populations greater than 200,000, in proportion to their
relative share of population; and

WHEREAS, TCAG's portion of ATP funds to be awarded through local MPO
component is $1,293,000 for FFY 2014-15 and $623,0600 for FF'Y 2015-16 fora tolal of
$1.916.000; and

WHERFEAS, unsuccessful ATP grant applications submitted for funding consideration
under the Statewide and Small Urban and Rural Components of the ATP program are eligible 1o
compete for funding under the MPO component; and

WHEREAS, on August 18,2014 the ATP Project Evaluation Commitiee began scoring
and ranking the projects based on criteria adopted by the TCAG Board on May 19, 2014; and



Resolution No. 2014-138

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVIED, that the Tulare County Association of Governments

hereby adopts the 2014 Active Transportation Program, MPO component, as shown on
Attachment 2.

The forcgoing Resolution was adopted upon the motion of Member Worthley, seconded
by Member Ennis, at a regular meeting on the 15th day of September, 2014, by the following

voie:
AYES: Boyer, Vander Poel, Cox, Worthley, Ennis, Smith, Aliwardt, Vejvoda, Link,
Holscher, Stammer, Townsend
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSIENT: Gomez, Kumball, Gurrola, Mendoza

TULARE COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

Phil Cox ¢

Ted Smatief \ Q
Exccutive Dredtor, TGAG

I



To:

From:

Subject:

TAB 3
Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS cTC Meeting:  November 12, 2014

Reference No.: 4.3
Action

ANDRE BOUTROS
Executive Director

TECHNICAL ADJUSTMENT TO THE 2014 ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (ATP)
STATEWIDE and SMALL URBAN & RURAL COMPONENTS
RESOLUTION G-14-26, AMENDING RESOLUTION G-14-17

ISSUE:

On August 20, 2014, the Commission authorized staff, in consultation with Caltrans and regional
agencies, to make technical changes to the cost, schedule, and description for projects in the adopted
2014 Active Transportation Program (ATP), Statewide and Small Urban & Rural components, to
reflect the most current information or to clarify the Commission’s programming commitments, with
report of any substantive changes to the Commission for approval at the November 12, 2014
meeting.

RECOMMENDATION:

Commission staff recommends that the Commission adopt the programming and other technical
adjustments to the 2014 ATP Statewide and Small Urban & Rural components set forth on the
attached Resolution G-14-26.

BACKGROUND:

Technical adjustments are necessary to ensure accurate project information is included in the 2014
ATP Statewide and Small Urban & Rural components. These technical adjustments include, but are
not limited to, programming corrections, minor cost changes such as shifting of funding between
components, and scheduling changes.

An updated list of recommended technical adjustments will be provided prior to the November 12,
2014 Commission meeting if necessary.

Attachment

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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2.1

2.2

November 12, 2014

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Technical Adjustments to the 2014 Active Transportation Program (ATP)
Statewide and Small Urban & Rural Components
Resolution No. G-14-26
Amending Resolution No. G-14-17

WHEREAS the California Transportation Commission adopted the 2014 Active Transportation
Program (ATP) Statewide and Small Urban & Rural Components under Resolution No. G-14-17
on August 20, 2014; and

WHEREAS Section 2.4 of Resolution G-14-17 authorized Commission staff, in consultation with
the Department and regional agencies, to make further technical changes in cost, schedule, and
description for projects in the 2014 ATP, Statewide and Small Urban & Rural Components,
consistent with the fund estimate, in order to reflect the most current information, or to clarify the
Commission’s programming commitments, with report of any substantive changes back to the
Commission for approval at the November 12, 2014 meeting; and

WHEREAS Commission staff, in consultation with staff from Caltrans and regional agencies,
identified the technical adjustments set forth in the attachment to this resolution, which are
consistent with the intent of Resolution G-14-17.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation Commission
approves the technical corrections and adjustments itemized on the attachment to this resolution;
and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Resolution G-14-17 is hereby amended.



CTC Resolution G-14-26 Page 2
Amending Resolution G-14-17

ATTACHMENT
2014 ATP STATEWIDE AND SMALL URBAN & RURAL COMPONENTS
TECHNICAL ADJUSTMENTS
(All costs listed in $1,000's)

Project Summaries:

e Alameda County:

(0]

For the LAMMPS/Laurel, Mills, Maxwell Park and Seminary Active Transportation Connection
project in the City of Oakland (ID 0139), delete PS&E of $611 and R/W of $84 in 2014-15
and increase Construction to $3,598 from $2,903 in 2015-16.

For the International Blvd Ped Lighting and Sidewalk Repair project in the City of Oakland (ID
0137), delete PS&E of $279 in 2014-15 and increase Construction to $2,481 from $2,202
in 2015-16.

For the Complete Streets Implementation for San Pablo Av and Buchanan St project in the
City of Albany (ID 0119), delete R/W of $18 and PA&ED of $18 in 2014-15, increase PS&E
to $335 from $299, and move PS&E from 2014-15 to 2015/16.

e Los Angeles County:

(o}

For the Av R Complete Streets & Safe Routes project in Palmdale (ID 0458), move R/W of
$2,500 from 2014-15 to 2015-16.

For the City of Carson Active Transportation Project in Carson (ID 0381), move
construction of $1,436 from 2014-15 to 2015-16.

For the Top 50 SRTS Safety Assessment & Travel Plans project ($1,900) and the SRTS
Education and Enforcement Program project ($2,829), in The City of Los Angeles (IDs 0422
and 0428) move the funds (all construction) from 2014-15 to 2015-16.

For the Yale St Ped Linkages — Phase 1 project in the City of Los Angeles (ID 0416), move
$110 from PS&E (delete component) to PA&ED in 2014-15.

For the Eastside Active Transportation Linkages, Phase 2 project in the City of Los Angeles
(ID 0424), move $382 from PS&E (delete component) to PA&ED in 2014-15.

For the Hollywood Western Ped Improvements project in the City of Los Angeles (ID 0425),
decrease PS&E to $64 from $322 in 2014-15 and program $258 to PA&ED in 2014-15.

For the Expo Line, Bundy Stn First-Last Mile Improvements project in the City of Los Angeles
(ID 0429), move $287 from PS&E (delete component) to PA&ED in 2014-15.

For the Little Tokyo Ped Safety project in the City of Los Angeles (ID 0430), decrease PS&E
to $133 from $663 in 2014-15 and program $530 to PA&ED in 2014-15.

For the Hollywood HS & Selma Av Elem SRTS project in the City of Los Angeles (ID 0431),
decrease PS&E to $132 from $661 in 2014-15 and program $529 to PA&ED in 2014-15.

For the Delores Huerta Elem & Quincy Jones Elem SRTS project in the City of Los Angeles
(ID 0434), decrease PS&E to $172 from $858 in 2014-15 and program $686 to PA&ED in
2014-15.

For the Menlo Av Elem & West Vernon Elem SRTS project in the City of Los Angeles (ID
0435), decrease PS&E to $190 from $948 in 2014-15 and program $758 to PA&ED in
2014-15.

For the Sheridan St Elem & Breed St Elem SRTS project in the City of Los Angeles (ID
0436), decrease PS&E to $204 from $1,018 in 2014-15 and program $814 to PA&ED in
2014-15.



CTC Resolution G-14-26 Page 2
Amending Resolution G-14-17

e Merced County:

0 Replace the State Highway 59 Multi-Use Path project (ID 0599) programmed for $958 in
2015-16 with the State Highway 59 Multi-Use Pathway at BNSF Railroad Crossing (ID
0598) for $945 in 2015-16 ($5 in PA&ED, $106 in PS&E, and $834 in Construction), both
in the City of Merced. There was confusion regarding these two similarly named projects,
and the wrong one was included in the adopted program.

e Monterey County:

o For the North Fremont Bicycle and Pedestrian Access and Safety Improvements project in
the City of Monterey (ID 0234), increase PS&E in 2014-15 from $735 to $841, delete R/W
of $443 in 2015-16, and increase Construction in 2015-16 from $5,302 to $5,637.

0 For the Castroville Bike/Ped Path and RR Crossing project in Monterey County (ID 0235),
move Construction of $913 from 2014-15 to 2015-16 to align with STIP programming.

o For the Via Salinas Valley: Pathways to Health Through Active Transportation project in
various locations in Monterey County (ID 0237), delete R/W of $140 in 2014-15, increase
PA&ED to $140 from $9 in 2014-15, increase PS&E to $379 from $345 in 2014-15,
decrease Construction to $4,143 from $4,172 and move Construction from 2014-15 to
2015-16. In addition, change implementing agency to Transportation Agency for
Monterey County from Monterey County Health Department.

e Riverside County:

o0 For the Safe & Active San Jacinto SRTS project in San Jacinto (ID 0532), move $28 from
PA&ED (delete component) to PS&E (increase to $56) in 2014-15, and delay
Construction from 2014-15 to 2015-16.

o For Citywide SRTS Ped Facility Improvements project in Moreno Valley (ID 0512), move $5
from PA&ED (delete component) to PS&E (increase to $89) in 2014-15.

e San Mateo County:

o0 For the San Mateo County SRTS for Health and Wellness project in the County (ID 0204),
move Construction of $900 from 2014-15 to 2015-16.

e Santa Barbara County:

o0 For the Developing a Sustainable SRTS Program in the Lompoc Unified School District (ID
0260), move construction of $411 from 2014-15 to 2015-16.

e Santa Cruz County:

o For the Radar Speed Feedback Signs and Flashing Beacons project in Santa Cruz County
(ID 0264), reduce PS&E from $72 to $42 in 2014-15 and program $30 to PA&ED in 2014-
15.



TAB 4

4.1

ROAD USAGE CHARGE TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE
& PILOT PROGRAM IMPLEMENTATION CONSIDERATIONS

INFORMATION ON THIS ITEM WILL BE
PROVIDED AT THE NOVEMBER 12, 2014
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING
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