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ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION 
PROGRAM 

CYCLE 1 

APPLICATION  
Part 1 

(Includes Sections I, V, VI, VII, VIII & XI) 

Please read the Application Instructions at  
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LocalPrograms/atp/index.html 

prior to filling out this application 

For Caltrans use only: ____TAP   ____STP____ RTP ____SRTS ____SRTS-NI ____SHA  
  ____DAC ____Non-DAC  ____Plan 

Project name: 
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I. GENERAL INFORMATION  

(fill out all of the fields below) 

1. APPLICANT (Agency name, address and zip code) 2. PROJECT FUNDING

ATP funds Requested  $_________________________ 

Matching Funds         $_________________________ 
(If Applicable) 

Other Project funds  $_________________________ 

TOTAL PROJECT COST     $_________________________ 

3. APPLICANT CONTACT (Name, title, e-mail, phone #)

4. APPLICANT CONTACT (Address & zip code) 5. PROJECT COUNTY(IES):

6. CALTRANS DISTRICT #- Click Drop down menu below    
7. Application # ____ of ____  (in order of agency priority)

Area Description: 

8. Large Metropolitan Planning Organization
(MPO)- Select your” MPO” or “Other” from the 

drop down menu> 
9. If “Other” was selected for #8-

select your MPO or RTPA from the 
drop down menu> 

10. Urbanized Area (UZA) population (pop.)-

 Select your UZA pop. from drop down menu> 

Master Agreements (MAs): 

11. Yes, the applicant has a FEDERAL MA with Caltrans.
12. Yes, the applicant has a STATE MA with Caltrans.

13. If the applicant does not have an MA.  Do you meet the Master Agreement requirements?   Yes     Νο  
The Applicant MUST be able to enter into MAs with Caltrans

Partner Information: 

14. Partner Name*: 15. Partner Type

16. Contact Information (Name, phone # & e-mail) 17. Contact Address & zip code

 Click here if the project has more than one partner; attach the remaining partner information on a separate page 

*If another entity agrees to assume responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the facility, documentation of
the agreement must be submitted with the application, and a copy of the Memorandum of Understanding or Interagency 
Agreement between the parties must be submitted with the request for allocation. 

Project Type: (Select only one) 

18. Infrastructure (IF) 19. Non-Infrastructure (NI) 20. Combined (IF & NI)

Project name: 
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I. GENERAL INFORMATION-continued 

Sub-Project Type (Select all that apply) 

21. Develop a Plan in a Disadvantaged Community (select the type(s) of plan(s) to be developed)
 Bicycle Plan  Safe Routes to School Plan  Pedestrian Plan 
 Active Transportation Plan 

(If applying for an Active Transportation Plan- check any of the following plans that your agency 
already has):  

 Bike plan       Pedestrian plan       Safe Routes to School plan      ATP plan 

22. Bicycle and/or Pedestrian infrastructure
Bicycle only:  Class I  Class II        Class III 
Ped/Other:  Sidewalk  Crossing Improvement  Multi-use facility 

Other:

23. Non-Infrastructure (Non SRTS)

24. Recreational Trails*-  Trail  Acquisition 

*Please see additional Recreational Trails instructions before proceeding

25. Safe routes to school-  Infrastructure  Non-Infrastructure 

If SRTS is selected, provide the following information 

26. SCHOOL NAME & ADDRESS:

27. SCHOOL DISTRICT NAME & ADDRESS:

28. County-District-School Code (CDS) 29. Total Student Enrollment 30. Percentage of students eligible for
free or  reduced meal programs ** 

31. Percentage of students that
currently walk or bike to school 

32. Approximate # of students living
along school route proposed for 
improvement 

33. Project distance from primary or
middle school 

 **Refer to the California Department of Education website:  http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sh/cw/filesafdc.asp 

 Click here if the project involves more than one school; attach the remaining school information including 
 school official signature and person to contact, if different, on a separate page 

Project name: 
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II. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project	Location

The City of Goleta (City) in the County of Santa Barbara, California (See Figures Attachment A 

- Figure 1) is one of the northern most communities in Southern California. The City is situated in the 

broader Goleta Valley region which is bordered to the north by the Santa Ynez Mountains, to the south 

by the Pacific Ocean, to the east by the City of Santa Barbara and to the west by the Gaviota coastline. 

Immediately adjacent to the University of California at Santa Barbara (UCSB), the City has a significant 

student, faculty and staff population in addition to being home to many working class families.  

The City of Goleta is bisected by United States Highway 101 (US 101) and the Union Pacific 

Railroad (UPRR). Other major east–west roadways are Cathedral Oaks Road to the north of US 101 and 

Hollister Avenue to the south of US 101. Hollister Avenue is the main east-west corridor through 

Goleta’s commercial core and Old Town Goleta. Major north-south roadways include Fairview and 

Patterson Avenues and Storke, Los Carneros, and Cathedral Oaks Roads which provide access to the US 

101. State Route 217 (SR 217), which runs northeast-southeast between the US 101 and UCSB, provides 

another connection to the City (Attachment A -Figure 2).  

The Hollister Avenue Class I Bike Path Safe Routes to School (Project) is in close proximity to 

several prominent natural and community features, including the Pacific Ocean, Goleta Beach Park, the 

Goleta Slough, the Ellwood-Devereux Open Space, Ellwood Main Monarch Butterfly Grove, UCSB, the 

Santa Barbara Municipal Airport, Girsh Park, Camino Real Marketplace retail and entertainment areas, 

and Goleta’s light industrial/high tech employment centers.  

The Project is located on Hollister Avenue in the western portion of the City between the 

entrance to the Ellwood Elementary School/Ellwood Mesa Open Space parking lot and Pacific Oaks 

Road (Attachment A - Figure 3).  

2. Project	Coordinates

Latitude 34.429594 Longitude -119.896492 
(Decimal degrees) (Decimal degrees) 
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3. Project	Description

The Hollister Avenue Class I Bike Path Safe Routes to Schools (Project) proposes to construct a 

Class I bike path on the south side of Hollister Avenue from Pacific Oaks Road to Ellwood Elementary 

School. The Ellwood Elementary School is located on the north side of Hollister Avenue. Students 

attending the elementary school predominately live south of Hollister Avenue in the residential areas 

between Pebble Beach Drive and the commercial area at Pacific Oaks Road.  In the one-mile reach west 

of Pacific Oaks Road to Pebble Beach Drive, Hollister Avenue is a four lane divided roadway, with 

Class II bike lanes on both sides and with a mix of raised concrete medians, turn pockets and two-way 

left-turn lanes. The City has identified a need to improve pedestrian and bicycle safety between the 

residential areas and the school, proposing to reconfigure the road corridor to reduce the traffic lane 

widths in favor of increasing widths for pedestrians and bicyclists. The Project scope of work will 

include reducing the through traffic lanes from 13+ feet wide to 12 feet wide, reconstructing the existing 

raised concrete medians, and reducing median turn lanes from between 14 and 18 feet wide to 10 feet 

wide to allow construction of the Class I bike/pedestrian facility on the south side of Hollister Avenue. 

Improvements will also include a new bicycle detection signal system, a traffic signal at Cannon Green 

Drive and restriping. 

The project will reduce motor vehicle speed, separate bicyclists and pedestrians from motor 

vehicles, and increase the useable width for active transportation uses along the south side of Hollister 

Avenue. 

4. Project	Status

The Project is currently in the final design stage. The City’s consultant has prepared design 

alternatives, performed the initial California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) documentation and 

presented the alternatives to the City, City Council, and the public. The Project has a CEQA Categorical 

Exemption (CE). The consultant is finalizing the project plans and specifications. The Project will be 

constructed entirely within existing City Right of Way.  The Project will be “shovel ready” and the City 
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will continue to seek funding sources to complete the Project. Upon receiving ATP Grant funding, the 

City and consultant team will complete the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) environmental 

documentation, prepare the final plans, specifications and estimates, and advertise and bid the Project 

for construction.  

III. SCREENING CRITERIA

1. Demonstrated	Needs	of	the	Applicant

Hollister Avenue within the project limits is a four lane arterial carrying and Average Daily 

Traffic (ADTJ) volume of over 6,000 ADT at the western end and over 12,000 ADT at the eastern end 

of the project. Year 2035 build out conditions show volumes increasing to over 9,000 ADT at the 

western end and over 18,000 ADT at the eastern end (See Attachment C).  The posted speed limit along 

this stretch of Hollister Avenue is 45 mph. The Hollister Avenue corridor within and adjacent to the 

project limits contains a variety of uses including retail commercial, restaurants, offices, schools, 

recreation and residential.  

Ellwood Elementary School is a Kindergarten thru 6th grade school located at the western end of 

the project. The majority of the school’s population (approximately 80%) lives in the dense residential 

area south of Hollister Avenue bounded by Pacific Oaks Road and Ellwood Elementary (See Figure 4). 

For the majority of the school’s students, the close proximity of the residential area to the school makes 

walking and bicycling a very viable commute choice. The residential neighborhoods to the south of 

Hollister Avenue are also home to many Goleta Valley Jr. High School (GVJHS) students. These 

students travel along the sidewalk on the south side of Hollister Avenue to access the Santa Barbara 

Metropolitan Transit District (MTD) bus stops during their school commute. A large number of Dos 

Pueblos High School (DPHS) students live in this area as well. Unfortunately, currently there is no good 

direct access to school for these students via biking or walking. However, the City is in the planning and 

preliminary engineering phase of a General Plan approved Capital Improvement Program project which 

will construct a new overcrossing over US 101 connecting the neighborhoods and DPHS on the north 
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side of  US 101 with the neighborhoods on the south side of Hollister Avenue. A new Class I bike lane 

along the south side of Hollister Avenue would provide a safe and convenient connection to Elwood 

Elementary School, GVJHS MTD bus stops and to the new future US 101 overcrossing. 

West of Pacific Oaks Road (approaching Ellwood School), the Hollister Avenue roadway width 

increases and traffic volumes drop off, giving vehicles traveling in this portion of Hollister Avenue the 

"feel of the open road” which is conducive to speeding. The traffic volumes combined with the higher 

speeds makes traveling in the Class II bike lanes difficult for bicyclists–particularly the young or 

inexperienced riders. Because younger students are less experienced riders, are learning to navigate the 

roads, do not always pay attention, may engage in horseplay or be easily distracted, and tend to ride on 

the sidewalk, providing a Class I facility will increase the safety for these students traveling to and from 

school. (See Photos Attachment B).  

There were six bicyclist injury collisions along the 1.1 mile project corridor in the past five 

years. Several of these were due to bicyclist riding the wrong way – against traffic. Field observations 

showed that many users from the residential neighborhoods on the south side of Hollister Avenue tend 

to ride the wrong way in the Class II bike lanes (See Photos ) rather than attempt to cross over the four 

lanes on Hollister Avenue to access the bike lanes on the north side. When parents and students do 

propely use the westbound Class II bike lane, automobile/cyclist conflicts arise when vehicles try to use 

the Class II bike lane space to turn right into the school (See Photos). Many users were also observed 

riding bicycles, scooters or skateboard on the sidewalk on the south side of Hollister Avenue, competing 

with pedestrians for the limited sidewalk space. Most of these incidents involved children going to or 

from Ellwood Elementary School, but there were adult bicyclists observed on the sidewalks as well. 

(See Photos) The Ellwood Elementary School parents and the community has long been asking for a 

safer bicycle facility along this route, not only for the school children but for all users. A Class I facility 

will provide a much safer and needed buffer for students bicycling, scootering, skateboarding and 

walking to school.  
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A separated, buffered twelve foot wide Class I/ multi-use facility would provide additonal width 

for all users. Constructing a Class I bike path will supplement the existing Class II bike lanes that will 

still be available for the more experienced adult bicyclists. The Class I bike path will allow children 

from elementary school through high school the opportunity to bicycle to school more safely. The Class 

I bike path will also provide a connection to the retail centers, grocery stores, restaurants, and 

recreational and open space areas along the Hollister Avenue corridor in and adjacent to the Project 

limits. The Class I facility will allow more families to go to the store, eat out, or access Goleta’s parks, 

beaches and open spaces on their bikes. Bicycle commuters to UC Santa Barbara (UCSB) will also find 

this new bike path an attractive connection to the existing bike lanes and the planned multi-use paths 

being proposed south of the City limits. 

Measure A local discretionary funds and Measure A grant funds have allowed the City to 

complete planning and preliminary engineering phases, and enter the design phase for the Project. The 

only piece still missing is the construction funding for this much anticipated and needed Safe Routes to 

School Project. If successful with this ATP grant application, the City will be able to finally put into 

place a project for which the entire community has been wanting for many years. ATP grant funds will 

make it possible for the City to not only provide Elwood Elementary School with a safer route to school 

for the students in the adjacent residentail neighborhoods but will also complete an important segment in 

our active transportation network. 

2. Consistency	with	Regional	Transportation	Plan

The Hollister Class I Bike Path Project is included in the 2040 Regional Transportation 

Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (2040 RTP/SCS), adopted by the Santa Barbara County 

Association of Governments (SBCAG), the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO), on August 15, 

2013. The Hollister Class I Bike Path Project is listed as a Programmed Project in the RTP/SCS 

Appendix E under the City of Goleta Bike/Ped project type (2040 RTP ID# Go-305). 
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IV. NARRATIVE QUESTIONS

1. POTENTIAL	FOR	INCREASED	WALKING	AND	BICYCLING,	ESPECIALLY	AMONG	STUDENTS,
INCLUDING	THE	IDENTIFICATION	OF	WALKING	AND	BICYCLING	ROUTES	TO	AND	FROM
SCHOOLS,	 TRANSIT	 FACILITIES,	 COMMUNITY	 CENTERS,	 EMPLOYMENT	 CENTERS,	 AND
OTHER	DESTINATIONS;	AND	INCLUDING	INCREASING	AND	IMPROVING	 	CONNECTIVITY
AND	MOBILITY	OF	NON‐MOTORIZED	USERS.	(0‐30	POINTS)

A. Describe how your project encourages increased walking and bicycling, especially among students.

Class II bike paths do not provide any buffer between motorized vehicles and bicyclists. 

Currently many parents do not allow their children (particularly the Ellwood Elementary students) to 

bike to school because they view the trip along Hollister to be unsafe. Walking can sometimes be 

viewed as difficult because at certain times of the day there are various modes of transportation 

(pedestrians, bicycles, scooters, skateboards, etc.) competing for the same space within the existing five 

foot sidewalk. By narrowing the travel lanes, adding a landscaped buffer zone, and widening and 

converting the sidewalk to a twelve foot Class I/ multi-purpose path, the project will reduce motor 

vehicle speed, separate bicyclists and pedestrians from motor vehicles, and increase the useable active 

transportation width thus greatly improving safety. Safer conditions for student bicyclists will encourage 

more students to ride their bikes to school. Opening up more width to accommodate pedestrians and 

bicyclists will make the trip down Hollister Avenue to Ellwood Elementary more pleasant, encouraging 

others to walk. In school surveys, students and parents have indicated they would bike or walk more 

frequently if there was a Class I bike path along Hollister Avenue. Conversations City staff had with 

parents and the crossing guard at the school on February 27, 2014, indicated overwhelming support, 

excitement, and a sense of “why hasn’t it been built yet?” questioning for the project.  

The future construction of the Hwy 101 overpass will open up a new opportunity for DPHS 

students living in the neighborhood area south of Hollister Avenue by providing a more direct path to 

walk or bike to school. The Class I bike path along Hollister Avenue will provide a safe separated 

connection to the future overpass, making bicycling more attractive to the high school students as well. 

HOLLISTER AVENUE CLASS I BIKE PATH SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL PROJECT 11 of 32



The Class I bike path will provide connection to the retail centers, grocery stores and eateries at the 

Camino Real Marketplace shopping area, the Ellwood Mesa open space areas and its recreational 

opportunities, as well as the soccer and baseball fields located at Girsh Park, all located along the 

Hollister Avenue corridor in and adjacent to the project limits. The Class I facility will attract more 

families to use active transportation modes to go to the store, eat out, or access Goleta’s parks, beaches 

and open space by removing what some perceive to be a safety and comfort barrier of not having a 

separated facility for bicycling and walking. Bicyclists commuting to UCSB will also find this new bike 

path an attractive and convenient connection to the existing Class II bike paths and future planned multi-

purpose facilites to access the UCSB campus and Isla Vista. 

B. Describe the number and type of possible users and their destinations, and the anticipated percentage 
increase in users upon completion of your project.  Data collection methods should be described.  

Students 

Ellwood Elementary School is a Kindergarten thru 6th grade school, with a current (2014) student 

population of 485 students. The majority of the school’s population lives in the dense residential area 

south of Hollister Avenue bounded by Pacific Oaks Road and Ellwood Elementary school. Figure 5 

shows the travel routes for students living in the project area and illustrates Hollister Avenue is the main 

travel hub for children to travel between home and school. School records show that approximately 50 

students who live in areas to the west of Cathedral Oaks Road (such as the Dos Pueblos Ranch, and El 

Capitan areas) are bussed to school each day, however there is no school bus service for the 80% of the 

student population who reside in the residential areas south of Hollister Avenue. This means that 80% of 

the student population walks, bikes or are driven to school.  

 Student commute travel mode counts were conducted by Ellwood Elementary School and the 

Coalition for Sustainable Transportation’s (COAST) Safe Routes To School (SRTS) Program using the 

in-class Student Travel Tally questionnaire from the National Center for Safe Routes to School for 2013 

(See Attachment E) . The data was gathered for the morning commute trip and the afternoon commute 
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trip. The count data is presented in the following table to show the existing commuting trends for 

Ellwood Elementary students: 

Ellwood Elementary 2013 ‐ AM and PM Travel Mode Comparison  

# of 
Trips 

Walk  Bike  School 
Bus 

Family 
Vehicle

Carpool Transit Other 

Morning 
Commute 

1181  17%  6%  6%  65%  4%  0.4%  1% 

Afternoon 
Commute 

1149  22%  5%  12%  47%  9%  3%  2% 

Note: Percentages may not total 100% due to averaging and rounding. 

According to the statistics shown in the table and based on a student population of 472 

(student enrollment at time of survey), only 92 students typically walk to school on an average day, 

and a mere 26 students ride their bikes. Considering approximately 378 students live less than a mile 

from the school, these totals would appear to be low. By comparison when travel mode counts were 

recorded during special events promoting active transportation such as Ellwood School Walk and 

Bike to School Days (See Attachment E) these numbers increased significantly; in 2011 over 243 

students walked, while over 50 students rode bikes; and in 2013 on Bike to School Day a combined 

186 students walked or road their bikes to school that day. That is over half the student population 

living in the area south of Hollister Avenue. These statistics show that there is the desire and ability 

for Ellwood Elementary school children to use active modes of transportation to get to and from 

school. With a Class I bike path which would provide increased safety and comfort for school 

children to travel between home and school the current number of kids bicycling would increase 

greatly. 

The residential neighborhoods to the south of Hollister Avenue within the project limits is 

also home to many GVJHS students. MTD runs a special direct bus line (line 2630) for GVJHS 

students between the residential neighborhood along Hollister Avenue west of Pacific Oaks Road 

and GVJHS. There are a total of seven bus stops for this line along Hollister Avenue and six are 
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within the project limits. According to Ms. Davies the attendance technician at GVJHS over 60 

students are bussed via line 2630 (consisting of one entire bus load) from the south Hollister Avenue 

neighborhoods. These students travel along the sidewalk on south Hollister to access the MTD bus 

stops during their school commute.   

The Dos Pueblos High School Transportation Study (COAST, 2014) (Attachment F) shows 

that approximately 400 DPHS students live in the neighborhoods south of Hollister Avenue. 

Currently there is no direct access to school for these students via bike, however the City of Goleta is 

in the planning and preliminary engineering phase of a project which will construct a new 

overcrossing over US 101 connecting the neighborhoods and DPHS on the north side of Hollister 

Avenue and US 101 with the neighborhoods on the south side of Hollister Avenue. Construction of 

this overpass will double the number of students who could feasibly bike to school. With the new 

overcrossing in place a large number of DPHS students will also use the Class I Bike Path. 

Commuters 

To estimate the increase in bicycle and pedestrian volumes associated with the Hollister Avenue 

Class I Bike Path the City recruited Kittelson and Associates, Inc. to look at the increased demand which 

would result from the new facility (See Attachment G).   

There are some light industrial and office buildings located on the north side of Hollister Avenue 

within the project limits however, the majority of the large employment centers are located to the east of 

the project. This includes the large retail center of the Camino Real Marketplace, as well as the UCSB 

campus located to the east of the project and south of the City limits. Most commuters living in the 

residential areas along and south of Hollister Avenue within the project limits would be traveling to the 

east on Hollister Avenue. 

Existing Bicycle and Pedestrian Volume 

Intersection counts were performed along the proposed corridor in May 2013. The data was 

collected using video data collection as part of the Hollister Avenue Class I Bicycle Lane Study. The 
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highest bicycle and pedestrian volumes during both the AM and PM peak periods occurred at Hollister 

Avenue and Pacific Oaks Avenue. The peak period bicycle and pedestrian counts are shown in the 

following table. 

 Hollister Avenue & Pacific Oaks Avenue Peak Period Bicycle and Pedestrian Counts 

Peak Period Bicyclist Pedestrians 

AM 81 74

PM 64 64

Bicycle Demand 

After construction of the Class I facility, expected bicycle demand was calculated by adapting 

the Benefit-Cost Analysis Tool (developed as part of NCHRP Report 522: Guidelines for Analysis of 

Investments in Bicycle Facilities) to the local conditions of the City of Goleta, where possible. This 

adapted methodology for estimating the use of a new facility is based on two assumptions: 

All existing commuter bicyclists, defined as the highest bicyclist count available from 

intersection counts along the corridor (see Bicycle and Pedestrian Volume above), will use the new 

facility; and, 

The new facility will induce new bicyclists based on the local bicycling commute rate (based on 

the 2012 ACS 5-year estimates), children’s bicycling rate (5%, based on the 2011 NHTS), and nearby 

residential population. The method uses Census commute shares to extrapolate high, moderate, and low 

estimates of new bicyclists, the results of this analysis is shown in the following table: 

Total New Bicyclists by Non-Commute Bicyclist Estimate 

Estimate Total New Bicyclists 
High 220 

Moderate 131 
Low 118 

For the complete explanation of the methodology used to calculate the estimated new bicyclists see 

the full Kittleson and Assoc. technical memorandum in Attachment G. 
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C. Describe how this project improves walking and bicycling routes to and from, connects to, or is part of a 
school or school facility, transit facility, community center, employment center, state or national trail 
system, points of interest, and/or park. 

D. Describe how this project increases and/or improves connectivity, removes a barrier to mobility and/or 
closes a gap in a non-motorized facility. 

The Hollister Avenue Class I bike path will provide connection from the neighborhoods south of 

Hollister Avenue to schools, recreational opportunities, employment, retail, and education centers. 

Hollister Avenue acts as a main hub for the transportation system of Goleta, with Goleta’s main 

employment centers, retail centers, and education centers located directly adjacent or to the north or 

south connected via Goleta’s system of Class I, II and III bike lanes.   

The westerly terminus of the Class I bike path project is at the signalized main entrance to 

Ellwood Elementary School on Hollister Avenue. Directly opposite the school entrance is the entrance 

to Santa Barbara Shores County Park providing access to numerous recreational trails including the 

California Coastal Trial and the Juan Bautista de Anza Trail. The easterly terminus of the project is at 

Pacific Oaks, connecting the residential area south of Hollister with the retail and commercial areas of 

the University Plaza Shopping Center and Camino Real Market Place. This large shopping area houses 

two of the City of Goleta’s principal employers in Costco and Home Depot 

(http://www.cityofgoleta.org/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentid=7229) and offers multiple 

employment opportunities which can easily be reached by bicycle and walking for residents living in the 

area west of Pacific Oaks Road. The Hollister Avenue Class I bike path will connect with existing Class 

II bike lanes on Pacific Oaks Road, Phelps Road and Storke Road (See Figure 6). These existing Class II 

bike lanes lead to the UCSB campus, which enrolls over 21,000 students and employs over 1000 faculty. 

The proposed Hollister Avenue Class I bike path will also connect to a future Class I/multi-purpose 

facility planned to parallel the Devereux Creek area from Hollister Avenue south, crossing Phelps Road 

and heading southeast through the UCSB Ocean Meadows Open Space area and eventually connecting 

to the UCSB campus area. This proposed facility in conjunction with a new Class I bike path along 
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south Hollister Avenue will provide a vital active transportation link to connect western Goleta with 

UCSB.   

MTD serves the City of Goleta with transit stops along Hollister Avenue and at Santa Barbara 

Shores County Park. The Hollister Avenue Transit Corridor has the highest concentration of transit 

routes and greatest frequency of service due to the large-scale employers and commercial services 

located along the Hollister Corridor. The Class I Hollister Avenue bike path would provide connection 

to the bus stops along Hollister Avenue.   

This project will remove barriers for those living along the stretch of Hollister Avenue located in 

the project limits, by providing a separated, buffered, active transportation facility.  Separating bicyclists 

and pedestrians from the vehicles on this busy section of arterial, providing them with a space of their 

own.  The Project will removes the barrier of concern for safety and discomfort for potential bicyclists 

and pedestrians who desire to use active transportation modes to access school, work, shopping and 

recreation, but choose not to because they feel intimidated in doing so adjacent to a high speed busy four 

lane street. 

2. POTENTIAL	 FOR	 REDUCING	 THE	 NUMBER	 AND/OR	 RATE	 OF	 PEDESTRIAN	 AND
BICYCLIST	 FATALITIES	 AND	 INJURIES,	 INCLUDING	 THE	 IDENTIFICATION	 OF	 SAFETY
HAZARDS	FOR	PEDESTRIANS	AND	BICYCLISTS.		(0‐25	POINTS)

A. Describe the potential of the project to reduce pedestrian and/or bicycle injuries or fatalities.

B. Describe if/how your project will achieve any or all of the following:

o Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles
o Improves sight distance and visibility
o Improves compliance with local traffic laws
o Eliminates behaviors that lead to collisions
o Addresses inadequate traffic control devices
o Addresses inadequate bicycle facilities, crosswalks or sidewalks

C. Describe the location’s history of events and the source(s) of data used (e.g. collision reports, community 
observation, surveys, audits) if data is not available include a description of safety hazard(s) and photos. 

This section of Hollister Avenue is the main east-west connection between employment, 

residential, and recreational land uses in western Goleta and is also the main travel route for 80% of 
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Ellwood Elementary’s student population between school and home. Over the last 10 years the stretch of 

Hollister Avenue between Storke Road and Cathedral Oaks Road has had over a dozen traffic collisions 

involving vehicles and either a pedestrian or a bicycle. The City of Goleta Public Works Department ten 

year Traffic Collision Report Summaries for the project limits are included in Attachment H.  Figure 7 

shows the locations of all the injury collisions occurring along Hollister Ave between Pacific Oaks and 

Ellwood Elementary School. 

The traffic collision reports showed that many of the collisions resulted from vehicles turning 

onto or off of Hollister Avenue at un-signalized intersections resulting in a collision with a bicyclist. 

Four of these collisions occurred at the intersection of Hollister Avenue and Cannon Green Drive. As 

part of the Class I Bike Path project a new signal will be installed at Cannon Green Drive, thus 

eliminating many of these types of collisions. The Class I bike path will be located further back from the 

edge of traveled way, thus allowing space for bicyclists to cross side streets behind a vehicle which is 

waiting to pull out from an un-signalized intersecting road onto Hollister Avenue. This design will 

provide room for a vehicle to pull forward and look for a gap prior to making a turn onto Hollister 

without conflicting with bicyclists on the Class I facility and will help reduce conflicts between 

bicyclists turning vehicles. 

The majority of the collisions along this stretch of Hollister Avenue involved bicyclists traveling 

the wrong way on Hollister Avenue. The bulk of the residential area within the project limits is located 

on the south side of Hollister Avenue, thus many bicyclists and pedestrians begin or end their journey on 

this side of Hollister Avenue. There are limited opportunities for bicyclists or pedestrians to cross 

Hollister Avenue at a controlled intersection with signals existing at only three intersections in this 

stretch spaced roughly 0.5 mile apart. Controlled north/south Hollister Avenue crossings currently exist 

at the western end at the Ellwood Elementary School entrance, at Mathilda Drive and the eastern end of 

the project at Pacific Oaks Road. Rather than cross the four lane arterial at an uncontrolled intersection, 

bicyclists choose to stay on the side of the street of their origination or destination. The Class I bike path 
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would provide a two-way separated path on the south side of Hollister Avenue adjacent to the majority 

of the residential areas, eliminating the need for bicyclists to cross Hollister Avenue in order to travel in 

an easterly or westerly direction. 

The construction of a new Class I bicycle facility along Hollister Avenue is expected to highly 

reduce the occurrences of bicycle collisions with vehicles by removing the bicyclists from that section of 

the right of way used by vehicles. When combined with the planned future multi-purpose trail through 

the Ellwood Devereux Open Space area, planned Class II bike lanes access to the beach along 

Elderberry Drive, and the planned Juan Bautista De Anza trail improvements, the new Hollister Avenue 

Class I bicycle facility project forms an critical piece in the City’s alternatives modes network which 

will allow pedestrians and cyclists to safely travel for work, school, or recreational purposes in Western 

Goleta. 

3. PUBLIC	PARTICIPATION	and	PLANNING	(0‐15	POINTS)

A. Describe the community based public participation process that culminated in the project proposal or
plan, such as noticed meetings/public hearings, consultation with stakeholders, etc.  

Throughout the planning and preliminary engineering phases of the project, there have been 

multiple opportunities for the public to offer input and/or ask questions regarding the Hollister Avenue 

Class I bike path. Each time, they have been overwhelmingly supportive. 

Early in the process it was thought that a “road diet”, reducing Hollister Avenue from four lanes 

and a center turn lane to two travel lanes and a center turn lane, would be the best way to fit a Class I 

facility within the existing right of way. There were members of the public who, while supportive of a 

Class I facility, did not want to see the roadway reduced to one travel lane in each direction. This was 

the only contentious part of the project. After performing a field survey of the road right of way, the 

design team found that a Class I facility could be installed without losing any travel lanes.  

The Class I bike path project was discussed at the City of Goleta’s Regional Bikeway 

stakeholder meetings held on November 1, 2012 and March 10, 2013 (See Attachment I).  These 
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Regional Bikeway stakeholder meetings included representatives from the City of Goleta, City of Santa 

Barbara, County of Santa Barbara, UC Santa Barbara, Traffic Solutions, Santa Barbara Bicycle 

Coalition (SB Bike), and COAST.  The purpose of these meetings is to discuss the existing bikeways in 

and around the City and proposed future bike lane and muli-purpose facility projects and coordinate 

these efforts amongst all the local agencies, and stakeholders, with the common goal of a 

comprehensive, coordinated and connected bikeway system in Santa Barbara County. 

The Class I bike path project was also presented and discussed at SB Bike’s advocacy committee 

meeting (see Attachment I) held at Decker’s in the City of Goleta.  This meeting was open to the general 

public and was well attended. 

The City is planning an additional public outreach/open house meeting early this summer where 

we can let people know that the two lane Hollister Avenue option is no longer an alternative and that the 

project can be installed while saving all existing travel lanes and the center turn lane. The meeting will 

be held at the Ellwood Elementary School early this summer to present the Class I bike path design as it 

progresses and to answer questions and foster additional input on the details of the bike path location 

(inside or outside of the sidewalk) and the landscaping/aesthetics. This will be a great opportunity for 

the community to have input on a planting palette for this roadway. 

B. Describe the local participation process that resulted in the identification and prioritization of the project: 

There has been a Class I bike facility identified for this stretch of Hollister Avenue since before 

Goleta incorporated as a City in 2002. This is a busy street segment with an elementary school at the 

western end and retail and employment centers at the eastern end. In 2007, the Project was presented at a 

City Council meeting along with a list of capital projects the City plans on building over the next 20 

years. All Council meetings and Planning Commission meetings are televised and open to the public. 

Since that time, this project has been included in the annual updates to the Planning Commission 

and City Council for every year since 2003. The City also posts information about our capital program 

HOLLISTER AVENUE CLASS I BIKE PATH SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL PROJECT 20 of 32



on its web site. The City has a web site specifically dedicated to this purpose, “ProjectGoleta.org.” Our 

active and upcoming projects have information sheets that include the staff contact for each project. 

In December of 2009, the City Council adopted two resolutions; one to amend the City’s Bicycle 

Transportation Plan (BTP) to include the Class I bike path project and a second resolution to commit 

matching funds for the grant. This was a noticed Council meeting with an agenda and staff reports 

available to the public.  

In February of 2010, the City held a Community Open House to discuss the future Highway 101 

Overcrossing being designed by the City to span Highway 101 and the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) 

in western Goleta. . The new overcrossing would be located within the limits of the Class I bike path 

project, and will include sidewalks and Class II bike lanes  We explained to participants at the Open 

House that the design of that project was accommodating the future Hollister Class I Bike Lane project 

in its design. This event was widely publicized with flyers that were mailed to half the City (See 

Attachment I), reverse 911 phone calls, newspaper ads and the City website. 

In 2011, the City applied for a Measure A Safe Routes to School Grant, administered SBCAG. 

The City received $107,000 towards the cost of designing the project. This award was posted as an 

informational item at the regional Technical Transportation Advisory Committee (TTAC), 

recommended for approval by the South Coast Sub-Regional Committee and ultimately approved and 

awarded by the SBCAG Board. All of these meetings, agendas and staff reports were available to the 

public. 

C. Is the project cost over $1 Million? Y/N Y 

If Yes- is the project Prioritized in an adopted city or county bicycle transportation plan, pedestrian plan, 
safe routes to school plan, active transportation plan, trail plan,  circulation element of a general plan, or 
other publicly approved plan that incorporated elements of an active transportation plan?  Y/N Y 

Yes, the Project is listed in the City's General Plan 

(http://www.cityofgoleta.org/index.aspx?page=194), circulation element and was also first presented in 

the City’s Capital Improvement Program in 2007 to City Council. In December of 2009, the City 
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Council adopted a resolution to amend the City of Goleta’s Bicycle Transportation Plan (adopted in 

2005) (See Attachment J) to include this project. 

4. COST	EFFECTIVENESS	(0‐10	POINTS)

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

We explored four build alternatives including: 

Reducing the number of through traffic lanes from four lanes to two lanes to provide for wide 

median, landscape buffer, and separate Class 1 bike path while maintaining the existing sidewalk. This 

option was not chosen because future traffic volumes require 4 through lanes at the Pacific Oaks 

signalized intersection thus requiring either the Class 1 be terminated short of the Pacific Oaks 

intersection or additional right of way. Terminating the Class 1 short of the Pacific Oaks intersection 

also prohibits westbound cyclist from accessing the Class 1 until the next signalized intersection at 

Entrance Road, 0.5 miles west. 

Constructing the Class 1 along the north side (school side) of Hollister Avenue, minimizing the 

number of intersections. This option was not chosen because within the reach of the project, there is 

only one existing signalized intersection at entrance road. A Class I bike path along the north side would 

be under-utilized. There is a signal controlled crosswalk at the west terminus of the project right in front 

of the elementary school which is manned with a school crossing guard during morning and afternoon 

school commute hours.  This provides the opportunity for bicyclists and pedestrians to cross Hollister 

Avenue from the south side of the road to the school on the north side and vice versa. 

Maintaining the number of traffic lanes, provide separate Class 1 bike trail and sidewalk.  This 

option was not chosen because fencing or railing must be used to separate the bicyclist from the 

vehicular traffic to meet the minimum for Class 1 width requirement. The introduction of railing or 

fencing would introduce new restrictions to corner sight distance, increasing potential conflicts between 

turning vehicles and trail users and would require additional maintenance. 
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Maintaining the number of traffic lanes, incorporate existing sidewalk into width for Class 1 

multi-purpose path. This option was chosen because it allowed a reasonable buffer area to separate 

vehicular traffic from Class 1 users, does not introduce new sight restrictions.  Additionally, the buffer 

area can also be used to treat stormwater improving water quality. 

B. Calculate the ratio of the benefits of the project relative to both the total project cost and funds requested (i.e., 
∗

	 	
 and ∗

	 	
). 

*Benefits must directly relate to the goals of the Active Transportation Program.

Benefits for the proposed bicycle improvement were calculated using NCHRP Report 552’s 

Benefit-Cost Analysis Tool methodology. Benefits were calculated for four types: mobility benefit, 

health benefit, recreation benefit, and decreased auto use benefit. The complete cost benefit analysis and 

methodology for estimating the project benefits can be found in Attachment G. 

A summary of the total benefit for mobility, health, recreation and decreased auto use of the 

Hollister Class I Bicycle Path project by the high, moderate, and low estimates of adult non-commute 

bicyclists are as follows: 

Total Annual Benefit, High $670,866 

Total Annual Benefit, Moderate $334,644 

Total Annual Benefit, Low $285,530 

With Caltrans’ Cal-B/C estimating the average cost of an accident at $52,500, the project would 

generate a safety benefit of an estimated $28,350 per year. 

Taking low annual benefit associated with the Class I bike path ($285,530) adding the calculated 

safety benefit of $28,350, the total project benefit would be $313,880.  This benefit assumes that the 

project goes into service in 2016.  Annual benefits were calculated out to the year 2030, and the benefit 

numbers were discounted to 2015 values at a 3% rate resulting in a total benefit cost of $5,837,827. 

Based on the total project benefit and the total costs associated with all the phases of the project 

($1,780,000), the B/C ($5,837,827/$1,780,000) ratio is 3.3.  Looking at only the B/C of the total project 
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benefit compared to the program funds requested ($1,644,000) the B/C ($5,837,827/$1,644,000) would 

be 3.6. 

5. IMPROVED	PUBLIC	HEALTH	(0‐10	points)

A. Describe 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. 

The Hollister Class I Bikeway Project provides ample opportunity for the improvement of public 

health through the creation of public infrastructure that will encourage bicycling and walking in the City 

of Goleta.  In Santa Barbara County (the county in which Goleta is located), approximately 49,000 

children and adults have been diagnosed with asthma (www.californiabreathing.com). The highest risk 

factor for in Santa Barbara County, more than twice that of any other risk factor is obesity.   Physical 

activity is among the most effective ways to combat obesity.  The US Department of Health and Human 

Services 2008 Physical Activity Guidelines for Americans recommends at least 2.5 hours of moderate 

activity (such as brisk walking or brisk bicycling) a week. (http://www.webmd.com/fitness-

exercise/walking-for-wellness)  The proposed project provides significant opportunities to increase 

physical activity through increased walking and bicycling. 

The proposed project will create a safe and convenient alternative modes corridor which will 

provide new connections for the residential neighborhoods in south western Goleta to the City’s bicycle 

and pedestrian network.  These connections all have Hollister Avenue as their “hub”, as Hollister forms 

the arterial spine of the transportation network in much of Goleta.  Residents and commuters alike will 

be able to use the new facility on their way to work, for shopping, or for recreational use, all of which 

contributes to improved public health.  In addition to the health benefits created by increased walking 

and bicycling associated with the new infrastructure, the project will also result in a reduction in 

greenhouse gas emissions as residents elect to travel by bike or foot instead of in automobiles. 

6. BENEFIT	TO	DISADVANTAGED	COMMUNITIES	(0‐10	points)

A. I.  Is the project located in a disadvantaged community?  Y/N N 
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7. USE	 OF	 CALIFORNIA	 CONSERVATION	 CORPS	 (CCC)	 OR	 A	 CERTIFIED	 COMMUNITY
CONSERVATION	CORPS	(0	to	‐5	points)

A. The applicant has coordinated with the CCC to identify how a state conservation corps can be a 
partner of the project.  Y/N Y 

a. Name, e-mail, phone # of the person contacted and the date the information was submitted
Ms. Virginia Clark, virginia.clark@ccc.ca.gov, 916. 341.3147 
Phone conversation on Thursday, May 15 at 5:01 pm. 
E-mailed information on Friday, May 16 at 2:27 pm.  

B. The applicant has coordinated with a representative from the California Association of Local 
Conservation Corps (CALCC) to identify how a certified community conservation corps can be a 
partner of the project.  Y/N  Y 

a. Name, e-mail, phone # of the person contacted and the date the information was submitted
Ms. Cynthia Vitale, calocalcorps@gmail.com, 916. 558.1516 
E-mailed information on Friday, May 16 at 2:26 pm. 

C. The applicant intends to utilize the CCC or a certified community conservation corps on all items 
where participation is indicated?  Y/N     Y 

I have coordinated with a representative of the CCC; and the following are project items that 
they are qualified to partner on: 

 Melanie Wallace, Region I Analyst with CCC replied on 5/19/14 expressing interest in 
participating in this project. 

I have coordinated with a representative of the CALCC; and the following are project items that 
they are qualified to partner on: 

 Paige Brokaw with CALCC replied on 5/19/14 stating CALCC will not be able to participate on 
this project 

8. APPLICANT’S	PERFORMANCE	ON	PAST	GRANTS		(	0	to	‐10	points)

A. Describe any of your agency’s ATP type grant failures during the past 5 years, and what changes 
your agency will take in order to deliver this project. 

The City has received grants from the Federal Highway Safety Improvement Program, Measure 

A Regional Bicycle and Pedestrian Program Grants and Measure A Safe Routes to School, Proposition 

84 grant funding, Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funding, State Parks grant funding, 

Highway Bridge Program and others. The City has not had any grant failures to date. When awarded this 

ATP grant for construction funding for the Project, the City will adjust the priorities in the Capital 

Improvement Program and focus resources on this Project.   
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V. PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST 

Applicant must complete a Project Programming Request (PPR) and attach it as part of this application.  The PPR and can be 
found at http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/transprog/allocation/ppr_new_projects_9-12-13.xls  

PPR Instructions can be found at http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/transprog/ocip/2012stip.htm 

Notes: 
o Fund No. 1 must represent ATP funding being requested for program years 2014/2015 and 2015/2016 only.
o Non-infrastructure project funding must be identified as Con and indicated as “Non-infrastructure” in the

Notes box of the Proposed Cost and Proposed Funding tables.
o Match funds must be identified as such in the Proposed Funding tables.

Project name: 
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DTP-0001 (Revised July 2013)

End Closeout Phase (Closeout Report)

End Environmental Phase (PA&ED Milestone)
Begin Design (PS&E) Phase
End Design Phase (Ready to List for Advertisement Milestone)
Begin Right of Way Phase

Right of Way

SBCAG

Project Title

Project ID

End Right of Way Phase (Right of Way Certification Milestone)
Begin Construction Phase (Contract Award Milestone)

PS&E

Construction

Teresa Lopes

PPNO

County Project Sponsor/Lead Agency
City of Goleta

EA

PM Bk PM Ahd
05 6090

Project Manager/Contact

SB

Local Assistance

N/ADraft Project Report

Route/Corridor

N/A
N/A

Proposed
N/A

Project Milestone

District

PA&ED

07/01/13

09/01/15

12/18/09

Implementing Agency
City of Goleta
City of Goleta
N/A

Begin Environmental (PA&ED) Phase

The community has long been asking for a safer bicycle facility along this route, particularly for the students 
attending Ellwood Elementary School.  South of Hollister Avenue from Pacific Oaks west to Ellwood 
Elementary is a dense residential area.  There are many school children living there who would love to be able 
to enjoy teh benefits of bicycling to school but cannot because the existing wide avenue with only Class II bike 
lanes is not suited for younger children.  The majority of the students (approx. 80%) live within less than a mile 
of the school.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ● DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST

Date: 5/20/14

General Instructions

In Goleta, on Hollister Avenue from Ellwood School to Pacific Oaks Road, reconstruct Hollister Avenue to 
reduce traveled way widths, widen south sidewalk to Class 1 multi-purpose path standards, add landscape 
buffer area for Low-Impact Design.  Project includes modifying traffic signal at Entrance Road, adding traffic 
signal at Cannon Green Road, upgrading ADA curb ramps at all intersections along path.

MPO

Location, Project Limits, Description, Scope of Work See page 2

Hollister Class 1 Bike

MPO ID TCRP No.

For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats.  For information call (916) 654-6410 or TDD 
(916) 654-3880 or write Records and Forms Management, 1120 N Street, MS-89, Sacramento, CA 95814.

N/A
N/A
03/01/15

09/30/14

E-mail Address

Project Study Report Approved

Component

Phone
805.961.7563

Includes Bike/Ped ImprovementsIncludes ADA Improvements

Element

tlopes@cityofgoleta.org

Supports Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) Goals Reduces Greenhouse Gas Emissions

City of Goleta
Purpose and Need See page 2

Project Benefits See page 2
Provide a Class I bike facility which would give the students of Ellwood Elementary school a safer route to 
school.  The project will separate bicycles from the adjacent four lane arterial of Hollister Aveneu.  The project 
will provide a separate, buffered, wide area for active transportation use, encouraging more users along 
Hollister to choose active transportation as their mode of travel.

End Construction Phase (Construction Contract Acceptance Milestone)

CEDocument TypeCirculate Draft Environmental Document

ADA Notice

09/01/15
12/01/15

Begin Closeout Phase

New Project
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DTP-0001 (Revised July 2013) Date: 5/20/14

District EA

05
Project Title:

Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total
E&P (PA&ED) 28 28
PS&E 108 108
R/W SUP (CT)
CON SUP (CT)
R/W
CON 1,644 1,644
TOTAL 136 1,644 1,780

Fund No. 1:

Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W SUP (CT)
CON SUP (CT)
R/W
CON 1,644 1,644
TOTAL 1,644 1,644

Fund No. 2:

Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total
E&P (PA&ED) 28 28
PS&E
R/W SUP (CT)
CON SUP (CT)
R/W
CON
TOTAL 28 28

Fund No. 3:

Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E 108 108
R/W SUP (CT)
CON SUP (CT)
R/W
CON
TOTAL 108 108

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ● DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Route TCRP No.

PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST

County Project ID PPNO

Hollister Class 1 Bike
SB 6090

Measure A Program Code

Proposed Funding ($1,000s) Measure A

Proposed Total Project Cost ($1,000s) Notes

Funding Agency

SBCAG

Active Transportation Grant - Safe Routes To School Program Code

Proposed Funding ($1,000s) 70.30.720
Funding Agency

State

Funding Agency

SBCAG

Measure A Grant Program Code

Proposed Funding ($1,000s) Measure A
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VI. ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
Only fill in those fields that are applicable to your project 

FUNDING SUMMARY 

ATP Funds being requested by Phase (to the nearest $1000) Amount 
PE Phase (includes PA&ED and PS&E) $ 
Right-of-Way Phase $ 
Construction Phase-Infrastructure $ 
Construction Phase-Non-infrastructure $ 
Total for ALL Phases $ 

All Non-ATP fund types on this project* (to the nearest $1000) Amount 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

*Must indicate which funds are matching

Total Project Cost $ 
Project is Fully Funded 

ATP Work Specific Funding Breakdown (to the nearest $1000)  Amount 
Request for funding a Plan $ 
Request for Safe Routes to Schools Infrastructure work $ 
Request for Safe Routes to Schools Non-Infrastructure work $ 
Request for other Non-Infrastructure work (non-SRTS) $ 
Request for Recreational Trails work $ 

ALLOCATION/AUTHORIZATION REQUESTS SCHEDULE 

 Proposed Allocation Date    Proposed Authorization (E-76) Date 
PA&ED or E&P 
PS&E 
Right-of-Way 
Construction 

All project costs MUST be accounted for on this form, including elements of the overall project that will be, or have 
been funded by other sources. 

Project name: 
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VII. NON-INFRASTRUCTURE SCHEDULE INFORMATION

Start Date End Date Task/Deliverables 

Project name: 
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IX. ADDITIONAL APPLICATION ATTACHMENTS

Check all attachments included with this application. 

   Vicinity/Location Map- REQUIRED for all IF Projects 
 North Arrow 
 Label street names and highway route numbers 
 Scale 

   Photos and/or Video of Existing Location- REQUIRED for all IF Projects 
 Minimum of one labeled color photo of the existing project location 
 Minimum photo size 3 x 5 inches 
 Optional video and/or time-lapse 

   Preliminary Plans- REQUIRED for Construction phase only 
 Must include a north arrow 
 Label the scale of the drawing 
 Typical Cross sections where applicable with property or right-of-way lines 
 Label street names, highway route numbers and easements 

   Detailed Engineer’s Estimate- REQUIRED for Construction phase only 
 Estimate must be true and accurate.  Applicant is responsible for verifying costs prior to  

     submittal 
 Must show a breakdown of all bid items by unit and cost.  Lump Sum may only be used per 

     industry standards 
 Must identify all items that ATP will be funding 
 Contingency is limited to 10% of funds being requested 
 Evaluation required under the ATP guidelines is not a reimbursable item 

   Documentation of the partnering maintenance agreement- Required with the application if an entity, 
       other than the applicant, is going to assume responsibility for the operation and maintenance of the  
       facility  

 Documentation of the partnering implementation agreement-Required with the application if an 
  entity, other than the applicant, is going to implement the project.   

   Letters of Support from Caltrans (Required for projects on the State Highway System(SHS)) 

   Digital copy of or an online link to an approved plan (bicycle, pedestrian, safe routes to school,  
       active transportation, general, recreation, trails, city/county or regional master plan(s), technical  
       studies, and/or environmental studies (with environmental commitment record or list of mitigation 
       measures), if applicable.  Include/highlight portions that are applicable to the proposed project. 

   Documentation of the public participation process (required) 

   Letter of Support from impacted school- when the school isn’t the applicant or partner on the 
       application (required) 

   Additional documentation, letters of support, etc (optional) 

Project name: 

HOLLISTER AVENUE CLASS I BIKE PATH SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL PROJECT 32 of 32



ATTACHMENT A 

Application Figures 

  



 

Hollister Avenue Class I Bike Path Safe Routes to School 

FIGURES 
 

 

Figure 1 – Project Location Map 
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Figure 2 – City of Goleta, California 

 

Figure 3 – Project Location and Area 
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Figure 4 – Project Location Neighborhoods 

 

Figure 5 – Student Travel Paths 
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Figure 6 – Users and Destinations 
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Figure 7 – Citywide Bikeways Map 
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Figure 8 – Accident Locations 
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Photo 1 – students walking, biking etc. on sidewalk 

 

Photo 2 – Existing Hollister Photos 002 
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Photo 3 – Existing Hollister Photos 005 
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Photo 4 – Existing Hollister Photos 006 
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Photo 5 – Existing Hollister Photos 009 



 

Hollister Avenue Class I Bike Path Safe Routes to School 

 

Photo 6 – Existing Hollister Photos 011 

 



 

Hollister Avenue Class I Bike Path Safe Routes to School 

 

Photo 7 – Existing Hollister Photos 013 



 

Hollister Avenue Class I Bike Path Safe Routes to School 

 

Photo 8 – Existing Hollister Photos 015 



 

Hollister Avenue Class I Bike Path Safe Routes to School 

 

Photo 9 – Existing Hollister Photos 016 



 

Hollister Avenue Class I Bike Path Safe Routes to School 

 

Photo 10 – Existing Hollister Photos 018 



 

Hollister Avenue Class I Bike Path Safe Routes to School 

 

Photo 11 – Ellwood_Sch_AM_drop-off_02-27-14_005 



 

Hollister Avenue Class I Bike Path Safe Routes to School 

 

Photo 12 – Ellwood_Sch_AM_drop-off_02-27-14_012 

 



 

Hollister Avenue Class I Bike Path Safe Routes to School 

 

Photo 13 – Ellwood_Sch_AM_drop-off_02-27-14_013 



 

Hollister Avenue Class I Bike Path Safe Routes to School 

 

Photo 14 – Ellwood_Sch_AM_drop-off_02-27-14_008 

 



 

Hollister Avenue Class I Bike Path Safe Routes to School 

 

Photo 15 – Child cycling in Class II bike lane 



 

Hollister Avenue Class I Bike Path Safe Routes to School 

 

Photo 16 – Crossing guard on Hollister 2 

 



 

Hollister Avenue Class I Bike Path Safe Routes to School 

 

Photo 17 – Bikes at the bike rack 



 

Hollister Avenue Class I Bike Path Safe Routes to School 

 

Photo 18 – Kids walking to school 



 

Hollister Avenue Class I Bike Path Safe Routes to School 

 

Photo 19 – Parent leading a child on bikes 



 

Hollister Avenue Class I Bike Path Safe Routes to School 

 

Photo 20 – Adult riding on sidewalk on Hollister Avenue2 



 

Hollister Avenue Class I Bike Path Safe Routes to School 

 

Photo 21 – students walking, biking etc. on sidewalk 



 

Hollister Avenue Class I Bike Path Safe Routes to School 

 

Photo 22 – Lady with stroller and Child riding scooter on sidwalk 



 

Hollister Avenue Class I Bike Path Safe Routes to School 

 

Photo 23 – child on skateboard on sidewalk 
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E.2 PROGRAMMED PROJECTS LIST - OTHER PROJECTS      
Cost figures are in thousands of dollars. 

YOE $ 

Project 
Type Subtype 2040 RTP 

ID# 2013 FTIP # Project Status 
(12/2011) 

Route 
# Project Title Project Description Project Purpose (Strategy) Regional 

Benefits 
Planning Doc 

/ Funding 
Source 

Year 
Operational 

Total 
($000) 

ITS   CT-500   Design 101 Flashing Beacons 
and Bicycle Detection 

Project located along Route 101 in SLO County at Wellsona Rd. as 
well as in Santa Barbara County at Gaviota Tunnel and Arroyo 
Quemado Bridge.  

Bicycle Safety 

Santa 
Barbara/San 
Luis Obispo 

Counties  

SHOPP, 
Minor B 2012 $240 

RAIL   CT-700 CT21 Environmental   

Santa Barbara 
County Rail Siding 
Project (Ortega)  
(LOSSAN #SB-11) 

Create new sections of double track in Santa Barbara County based on 
modeling results, engineering feasibility and environmental constraints.  
From MP 380.7 to MP 273.2, Pacific Surfliner route. 

Inadequate passing opportunities, Improve on-
time performance. South Coast 2010 STIP  2017 $14,450 

RAIL   CT-701 CT22 Environmental   VEN - SB Rail Siding 
Project (Seacliff) 

From MP 423.0 to MP 368.6, Pacific Surfliner route, complete 
environmental clearance, design, engineering and permitting for siding 
projects in Santa Barbara and Ventura Counties. 

Inadequate passing opportunities, Improve on-
time performance. South Coast 2010 STIP  2017 $9,870 

  Local Projects-Various             

HWY 
Maintenance 
& 
Rehabilitation 

Var-101 LOCALHSIP Ongoing   
Highway Safety 
Improvement 
Program 

Highway Safety Improvement Program (Note that HSIP replaces HES)  Reduce the frequency and severity of collisions 
on all public roads. Countywide HSIP, Local Ongoing $5,775 

ST/RDS 
Maintenance 
& 
Rehabilitation 

Var-200   Ongoing   
System-Level 
Maintenance & 
Rehabilitation 

Maintenance of city streets and county roads including patching, 
overlay, and sealing; maintenance of street lights and traffic signals; 
and snow removal and storm damage repair 

  Countywide   Ongoing $143,589 

ST/RDS 
Maintenance 
& 
Rehabilitation 

Var-201 CT14 Ongoing   
Lump Sum - Local 
Agency - HBP and 
Seismic Project 

Local HBP Lump Sum  

HBP and Seismic (Non-capacity increasing 
projects only (includes seismic retrofit).  Projects 
are consistent with 40 CFR part 93.126, 127, 
128, exempt tables 2 & 3) 

Countywide 

HBP, Local 
Bridge 

Seismic 
Retrofit 

Account, 
Local 

Ongoing $113,073 

ST/RDS 
Maintenance 
& 
Rehabilitation 

Var-202 LOCAL HR3 Ongoing   High Risk Rural 
Roads Program 

Improvements of site distance, roadway width, super elevation change 
to alignment and traffic information signs. Projects are consistent with 
the applicable classifications under 23 CFR 771.117(c) and (d). 

Reduce the number of vehicular traffic incidents Countywide HR3, Local Ongoing $4,126 

BIKE/PED   Var-300 SRTS Ongoing   Safe Routes To 
School 

Infrastructure-related projects that are consistent with the applicable 
classifications under 23 CFR 771.117(c) and (d). 

Improve the ability of students to walk and 
bicycle to school Countywide SRTS Ongoing $3,742 

TRANSIT Operations Var-400 VAR01     Volunteer Driver 
Program 

Community Partners in Caring driver program for seniors who are 
unable to access public transportation   North 

County 

FTA 5317 
(New 

Freedom), Loc 
Funds - 

Private Funds 

Ongoing $605 

TDM   Var-600 VAR14     CalVans Voucher 
Program 

Operating Assistance to continue marketing of the CalVans Voucher 
Program to those not aware of the transportation options provided by 
the CalVans. The vouchers provide a 50% reduction in the actual cost 
for the rider. 

  Countywide FTA 5316 
(JARC) 2013 $50 

  City of Carpinteria             

ST/RDS Construction C-200       
Carpinteria Avenue 
Bridge Replacement 
Project 

Replace the existing bridge.  Does not increase transportation related 
capacity 

Replaces a structurally deficient hydraulically 
obsolete roadway bridge Carpinteria Measure A 

and HBP 2014 $10,000 

  City of Goleta             

HWY Construction Go-100   ROW and 
Final design 101 

Los Carneros 
Overhead 
Replacement Project  

Location: Hwy 101 and Los Carneros Rd Interchange.  Widen 
approach to SB ramp and replace RR bridge. Excessive delays, forecasted low LOS (E). Goleta 

General Plan, 
GTIP/ HBP, 
Developer 

Impact Fees 

2013 $9,020 

HWY Construction Go-101       Storke Road 
Widening Location: Storke Rd from Whittier to City limits. Widen roadway. Forecasted low LOS, ADT projected to exceed 

capacity in 2007. Goleta 

General Plan, 
GTIP/Measure 

A, Local, 
Developer 

Impact Fees 

2015 $2,950 
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HWY Construction Go-103 GOLETA18   101 

Highway 
101/Cathedral Oaks 
Landscaping 
Enhancement 

Design and install landscaping at the Highway 101/Cathedra Oaks 
Interchange     RSTP, STIP 2012 $351 

ST/RDS Construction Go-200 GOLETA08 ROW and 
Final Design   

Fowler & Ekwill / 
Fairview / Kellogg / 
Rt217 

Local road improvements & interchange modifications at Ekwill and 
Fowler Rds.  Construct new east-west roadways & extend Fowler Rd 
and Ekwill St from Fairview Ave on the west to Kellogg Ave & Route 
217 on the east. 

Provides alternate east/west route to improve 
operation of Hollister and reduce congestion. Goleta 

General Plan, 
GTIP, Old 

Town 
Revitalization 

Plan/STIP-RIP 

2015 $17,766 

ST/RDS Construction Go-201   Design   Hollister Redesign Modify Hollister Ave left turn channelization and raise medians in Old 
Town area. Low LOS.  Improve pedestrian access. Goleta 

General Plan, 
GTIP/STIP, 

Local 
Measure D, 
Developer 

Impact Fees, 
RDA 

2017 $14,084 

ST/RDS Construction Go-202   Preliminary 
Engineering   Hollister Avenue 

Bridge Replacement 

Remove existing bridge over San Jose Creek and replace with a new, 
wider bridge with greater hydraulic capacity.  Additional width for 
sidewalks and bike lanes. 

The existing bridge was constructed with reactive 
aggregate and has a limited life span. The bridge 
needs to be replaced before load restrictions are 
imposed which would greatly impact commuters 
and businesses from both Goleta and Santa 
Barbara. Hollister is the only parallel route to Hwy 
101 connecting Goleta and Santa Barbara 
without interruption.  

Goleta 
Valley 

General Plan 
(San Jose 

Creek)/ HBP, 
Measure A, 
local funds: 
(SR68.6 and 

FO) 

2015 $4,875 

ST/RDS Construction Go-203   Design   Los Carneros at Calle 
Real Roundabout 

Install a roundabout at the intersection of Los Carneros and Calle Real 
to replace the three way STOP controls. 

The intersection is currently STOP controlled in 
all directions. The minor leg (Calle Real) used to 
be the only leg with a STOP control, until a spike 
in broadside collisions was noted. The three-way 
STOP is an interim measure. The proximity to the 
Los Carneros Interchange with its signalized 
ramps makes installing traffic signals at the 
intersection of Los Carneros and Calle Real 
infeasible. There is ample right of way to 
construct a roundabout at this location and it is 
the optimal operational solution. 

Goleta  

General Plan, 
GTIP/SLPP, 
Developer 

Impact Fees, 
Measure A  

2012 $995 

ST/RDS Construction Go-204       
Hollister Avenue 
Capacity 
Improvement Project 

Project will construct an additional lane on the Hollister Avenue WB 
from Storke Road to Marketplace. 

Installation of this additional lane is necessary to 
accommodate planned development. 

Goleta 
Valley 

General Plan, 
GTIP/ 

Developer 
Impacts fees, 

local funds 

2013 $675 

ST/RDS Construction Go-205       

Patterson 
Avenue/Hwy 101 
Interchange NB and 
SB Ramp 
Modifications 

Widen or replace existing overcrossing and overhead to accommodate 
additional turn lanes and Class II bike lanes. Additional left turn onto 
SB ramp, additional right turn onto SB ramp, additional right turn onto 
the NB ramp. Signal modifications as necessary to accommodate peds 
and bikes. 

Overall traffic volumes and turning movement 
volumes are expected to increase and these 
extensive modifications are necessary to 
accommodate planned development. 

Goleta 
Valley 

General Plan, 
GTIP/ 

Developer 
impact fees, 
local funds 

2018 $6,800 

ST/RDS Construction Go-206       

Hollister 
Avenue/Patterson 
Avenue Operational 
Improvements  

Add a WB Hollister Avenue free right turn lane onto NB Patterson 
Avenue; Widen Hollister on the south side as necessary; install a new 
traffic signal at the Hollister Avenue/Patterson Avenue intersection. 

Overall traffic volumes and turning movement 
volumes are expected to increase and these 
extensive modifications are necessary to 
accommodate planned development. 

Goleta 
Valley 

General Plan, 
GTIP/ 

Developer 
impact fees 

2016 $1,277 

ST/RDS Construction Go-207       
Los Carneros Road 
Capacity 
Improvements 

Widen Los Carneros Road to Four Lanes from Hollister Avenue to the 
City Limits 

Additional lanes are necessary to accommodate 
planned development 

Goleta 
Valley 

General Plan, 
GTIP/ 

Developer 
impact fees 

2014 $3,580 
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ST/RDS Construction Go-208       
Los Carneros & 
Hollister Operational 
Improvements 

Add a double left turn from Hollister to SB Los Carneros; median 
modifications on Hollister east of Los Carneros; minor traffic signal 
modification at Hollister & Los Carneros 

Intersection modifications necessary to support 
ongoing development 

Goleta 
Valley 

General Plan, 
GTIP/ 

Developer 
impact fees 

2014 $765 

ST/RDS Construction Go-209       
Los Carneros/Calle 
Koral Operational 
Improvements 

Additional NB through lane on Los Carneros and signal modifications to 
allow for construction of the western leg of the intersection. 

Additional lanes are necessary to accommodate 
planned development 

Goleta 
Valley 

General Plan, 
GTIP/ 

Developer 
impact fees 

2015 $345 

ST/RDS Construction Go-210       
Storke Road Capacity 
Improvements 
Hollister to 101  

Install additional NB lane on Storke Road from Hollister to the SB on-
ramp. Ramp intersection modifications as necessary. 

Lane addition and interchange modifications  
necessary to support planned development 

Goleta 
Valley 

General Plan, 
GTIP/ 

Developer 
impact fees 

2014 $760 

ST/RDS Construction Go-211       Los Carneros Way 
Realignment Project 

Realign Los Carneros Way to meet Calle Koral approximately 400 ft. 
southeast of its current location. This will allow for improved operations 
and safety while handling increased traffic volumes. 

Improved operations and safety while proving 
increased roadway LOS though buildout. Goleta 

General Plan, 
GTIP/ 

Developer 
impact fees 

2015 $400 

ST/RDS Construction Go-212       

Fairview Avenue and 
Stow Canyon Road 
Traffic Signal 
Installation 

Install traffic signals at the intersection of Fairview Avenue and Stow 
Canyon Road; install frontage improvements on east side of Fairview to 
accommodate bikes/peds 

Traffic signals will be necessary to accommodate 
planned growth. Goleta 

General Plan, 
GTIP/ 

Developer 
impact fees 

2016 $275 

ST/RDS Construction Go-213       

Fairview Avenue and 
Calle Real 
Intersection 
Operational 
Improvement Project 

Add additional eastbound through lane on Calle Real in western leg of 
intersection by adding separate turn pocket. Add additional northbound 
left turn lane on Fairview Avenue in the southern leg of the intersection 
to accommodate double left turns. Add Class II bike lanes in both 
directions on Fairview Avenue in southern leg. 

Modifications are necessary to maintain 
acceptable LOS at this intersection. 

Goleta 
Valley 

General Plan, 
GTIP/ 

Developer 
impact fees 

2017 $1,940 

ST/RDS Construction Go-214       
Fairview Avenue/Hwy 
101 Interchange SB 
Ramp Modifications 

Ramp and intersection improvements to allow for right turn lane; install 
bike activated signal at the SB on-ramp.  

Modifications are necessary to maintain 
acceptable LOS at this intersection, and to allow 
for a better walking and biking experience. 
Modifications will encourage walking and cycling. 

Goleta 
Valley 

General Plan, 
GTIP/ 

Developer 
impact fees 

2019 $4,900 

ST/RDS Construction Go-215       
Fairview Avenue/Hwy 
101 Interchange NB 
Ramp Modifications 

Add WB though lane on the NB off-ramp to SB Fairview Avenue. 
Replace traffic signals at intersection and relocate standards. Add 
additional right turn lane from NB Fairview Avenue at NB 101 on-ramp. 

Modifications are necessary to maintain 
acceptable LOS at this intersection, and to allow 
for a better walking and biking experience. 
Modifications will encourage walking and cycling. 

Goleta 
Valley 

General Plan, 
GTIP/ 

Developer 
impact fees 

2019 $3,980 

ST/RDS Construction Go-216       Phelps Road 
Extension 

Phelps Rd, Los Carneros to Storke. Circulation improvements.  LOS 
improvements for Storke/Hollister, El Colegio/Los Carneros and Los 
Carneros/Hollister Intersections.  (County/UCSB/City of Goleta joint 
project) 

Improve circulation, LOS. Goleta, Isla 
Vista, UCSB 

General Plan, 
GTIP/ 

Measure A, 
Local, 

Developer 
Impact Fees, 

UCSB 

2025 $544 

ST/RDS Construction Go-217       South Fairview 
Improvements 

Location: Fairview Ave, Hollister Ave to Fowler Rd.  Construct class II 
bike lanes, landscaped raised medians, and vehicle capacity 
modifications. 

Forecasted low LOS.  Improve circulation around 
Hollister corridor. Goleta 

General Plan, 
BTP/ Measure 

A, Local 
2016 $1,480 

BIKE/PED   Go-300   Preliminary 
Engineering   

San Jose Creek 
Bikeway-Middle 
Segment 

Construct class I bike path from north of Calle Real to Hollister. 

Bicycle access (may be) under highway, regional 
bikeway segment.  Improves cross-town bicycle 
circulation.  Links access north of Highway 101 to 
UCSB and the beach.  

Goleta 
Valley 

General Plan, 
Old Town 

Revitalization 
Plan, 

BTP/RSTP 

2015 $300 

BIKE/PED   Go-302       Goleta Sidewalk Infill 
Project 

Install 5,000 linear feet of curb, gutter and sidewalk at various locations 
in the City. 

Project will encourage walking, improve safety 
and drainage. Goleta 

General Plan - 
Maintenance/ 
Measure A, 
local funds 

ongoing $280 
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BIKE/PED   Go-303       Cathedral Oaks Class 
I Bike Path 

Construct a Class I bike path on Cathedral Oaks from Glen Annie to La 
Patera, 1.63 miles 

This Class I bike path will encourage bicycling 
and improve safety for cyclists of all skill levels. 

Goleta 
Valley 

General Plan, 
BTP, GTIP/ 
Developer 

Impact fees, 
Measure A, 
local funds 

2020 $1,290 

BIKE/PED   Go-304       Patterson Avenue 
Class II Bike Lanes 

Construct Class II bike lanes in both directions on Patterson Avenue 
between Hollister Avenue and the City Limits. 

While this project is less than a mile in length, it 
will increase the connectivity and improve safety 
for cyclists, thereby encouraging cycling by 
persons of less than top skill levels. 

Goleta 
Valley 

General Plan, 
BTP, GTIP/ 
Developer 

Impact fees, 
Measure A, 
local funds 

2018 $129 

BIKE/PED   Go-305       Hollister Class I 
Bikeway  Construct class 1 bike path, Pacific Oaks-Ellwood Elementary. Safety Goleta 

Valley 

General Plan, 
BTP/Measure 

A, Local 
2015 $606 

BIKE/PED   Go-306       La Patera 
Overcrossing 

Location: Goleta Old Town Calle Real.  Construct new pedestrian 
overcrossing. Bike/pedestrian access over Hwy 101. Goleta 

General Plan, 
BTP, GTIP/ 
RTIP/STIP, 

Regional 
Measure A, 
Local funds 

2025 $36,000 

BIKE/PED   Go-307       Bikeway infill project 

Location: A. La Patera, railroad to Hollister Ave, B. Hollister Ave, 
Kellogg to Maria Ignacio, C. Patterson Ave, Hollister to Atascadero 
Creek, D. Patterson Ave, Pacific Oaks.   Construct A. Class II, B. Class 
I, C. Class I, D. Class II bike path. 

Improve bicycle circulation, connectivity filling 
missing segment of bikeway. 

Goleta 
Valley 

General Plan, 
BTP/Measure 

A, Local 
2016 $850 

  City of Guadalupe             

TRANSIT Operations Gu-400 GUAD4     Operating Assistance 
for Guadalupe Transit Transit Operating Assistance for Guadalupe Transit Provide operating assistance for Guadalupe 

Transit 

Guadalupe/ 
Santa Maria 

Valley 

FTA 5311 
(Rural & Small 
Transit), TDA 

Ongoing $656 

TRANSIT Capital Gu-401 GUAD11     City of Guadalupe 
Hybrid Vehicle Project will purchase a hybrid vehicle for City of Guadalupe.   

Guadalupe/ 
Santa Maria 

Valley 

Demo-LU, 
Local 2012 $38 

  City of Lompoc             

TRANSIT Operations COLT-400 LOMPOC9     Operating Assistance 
for COLT Transit Operating Assistance for COLT Provide operating assistance for COLT Lompoc 

Valley 

FTA 5307 
(Urban Area 

Formula), 
TDA 

Ongoing $12,022 

TRANSIT Operations COLT-401 LOMPOC13     
Operating Assistance 
for Wine Country 
Express 

Transit Operating Assistance for Wine Country Express Provide operating assistance for Wine Country 
Express 

Lompoc 
Valley, 

Santa Ynez 
Valle 

FTA 5316 
(JARC), TDA Ongoing $469 

TRANSIT Capital COLT-402 LOMPOC8     Bus Stops and 
Shelters Bus stops and shelters - City of Lompoc Transit.   Lompoc 

Valley 
FTA 5307, 

TDA 2012 $240 

TRANSIT Capital L-403 LOMPOC19     

City of Lompoc 
Electric Utility Vehicle 
and Charging Station 
Purchase 

Project to purchase electric vehicles and charging stations.   Lompoc 
Valley 

Demo-LU, 
Local 2012 $70 

  City of Santa Barbara             

ST/RDS Construction SB-200 SBCITY3 PA&ED   
Intersection 
Improvements – Las 
Positas and Cliff 

Construct roundabout Improve LOS during peak hours 
Santa 

Barbara/ 
Goleta 

STIP-RIP 2016 $750 

ITS   SB-500 SBCITY15     State Street Smart 
Corridor Advanced Traffic Corridor System. Project #102.   Santa 

Barbara 

TCRP - Traffic 
Congestion 
Relief Fund 

2014 $922 

  City of Santa Maria             
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Dos Pueblos High School 
Transportation Study 
Greg Janée 
On behalf of the DPHS Traffic/Safety Committee and the Coalition for Sustainable 
Transportation (COAST) 

January 2014 

Executive summary 
• DPHS students are widely dispersed; the median distance students travel to school 

is 2.5 miles. 
• 20% of the students live within 1.5 miles of school, and can reasonably walk or 

bike.  If there were a freeway overpass in western Goleta, that figure would 
double to 40%. 

• More than half of the students live within 1/3 mile of a bus stop, and can 
reasonably take the bus to school in time for their first period class. 

• There is sufficient population density to support carpooling arrangements.  
Almost 70% of the students live within 1/4 mile of at least 20 other DPHS 
students. 

• 75% of DPHS students get to school by car. 
• 20–40% of those driving participate in carpools. 
• Over 40% of those driving do so by choice, i.e., drive in spite of the availability of 

alternative transportation options; the rest drive by necessity. 

Introduction 
The car traffic around Dos Pueblos High School (DPHS) has long been a source of 
concern.  Though the daily traffic jams are brief, occurring for the most part just 
15 minutes before the start of school and again in the afternoon, drivers find it annoying 
to have to creep for several blocks before entering the drop-off zone in the parking lot.  
More significantly, the number of cars passing through the school zone adds a safety 
concern to those students walking and biking to school, and generally discourages 
walking and biking by making it unpleasant if not uncomfortable.  From an 
environmental perspective, such reliance on personal vehicles adds to local air pollution 
and global carbon emissions.  And neighbors around the school have reportedly 
complained about traffic and street parking by students. 
The DPHS Traffic/Safety Committee has attempted to address the traffic situation in two 
ways.  First, for the first week of each school year the committee organizes volunteers to 
guide traffic flow, thereby setting a pattern for the rest of the school year.  Though this 
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Figure 8.  Comparison of actual and potential rates of alternative transportation use. 

These statistics suggest two strategies for reducing car traffic that the school might 
pursue: 

• Promote alternative transportation, particularly bus service.  20% of students 
could bike or walk to school, but only 13% are currently.  Over half could take the 
bus, but only 12% are currently. 

• Promote carpooling among those students who do drive.  The carpooling rate is 
only 20–40%.  And given that almost 60% of those driving do so by necessity, 
carpooling is perhaps the single most promising strategy for reducing car traffic. 

Additional recommendations: 

• For the City of Goleta: continue developing a freeway overpass in western 
Goleta.  The overpass is needed for many reasons in the community, but for 

Alternative transportation use:
actual vs. potential

Percent of students
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DPHS specifically it would double the number of students who could bike to 
school. 

• For MTD: consider improving bus service in northern Goleta, where there is 
currently no convenient bus service.  Consider improving service for students 
with zero periods. 

• For Traffic Solutions: implement a version of the proximity-based carpool 
matching system for DPHS (and presumably other high schools).  Given the 
promise of carpooling, a matching system could be very successful. 
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TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM  
City of Goleta On-Call Modeling Services 

ATP Grant Application Technical Support 

Hollister Class I Bicycle Path Benefits 

 

Date: May 20, 2014 Project #: 12904 

To: Teresa Lopez, City of Goleta 

From: Matt Braughton, Jim Damkowitch, Kittelson & Associates 

cc: Rosemarie Gaglione, City of Goleta 

 

INFRASTRUCTURE 

Bicycle and Pedestrian Volume 

Intersection counts were performed along the proposed corridor in May 2013. The data was collected 

using video data collection as part of the Hollister Avenue Class I Bicycle Lane Study. The highest bicycle 

and pedestrian volumes during both the AM and PM peak periods occurred at Hollister Avenue and 

Pacific Oaks Avenue. The peak period bicycle and pedestrian counts are shown in Table 1. 

Table 1. Hollister Avenue & Pacific Oaks Avenue Peak Period Bicycle and Pedestrian Counts 

Peak Period Bicyclist Pedestrians 

AM 81 74 

PM 64 64 

Bicycle Demand 

After construction of the Class I bicycle path, expected bicycle demand was calculated by adapting the 
Benefit-Cost Analysis Tool (developed as part of NCHRP Report 522: Guidelines for Analysis of 
Investments in Bicycle Facilities) to the local conditions of the City of Goleta, where possible. This 
adapted methodology for estimating the use of a new facility is based on two assumptions: 

1. All existing commuter bicyclists, defined as the highest bicyclist count available from 
intersection counts along the corridor (see Bicycle and Pedestrian Volume above), will use the 
new facility; and, 

2. The new facility will induce new bicyclists based on the local bicycling commute rate (based on 
the 2012 ACS 5-year estimates), children’s bicycling rate (5%, based on the 2011 NHTS), and 
nearby residential population. 
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Population near Improvement 

In order to develop estimates of bicycle demand, the population within near the improvement was 

calculated using 2012 ACS 5-year population estimates at the block group level and distance buffers of 

2400 meters, 1600 meters, and 800 meters based on the NCHRP Report 552 methodology. The total 

population within each distance range was estimated by factoring the population of all block groups 

intersected by each distance buffer by the percentage of the block group within the buffer. 

Existing Daily Bicycle Demand 

The highest peak hour intersection count of bicyclists along the corridor (81 bicyclists) was substituted 
for the existing bicycle commuter estimation technique in NCHRP Report 552 to use available local data. 
However, for the purpose of estimating later induced bicycle commuting, potential existing commuters 
were calculated by estimating each distance buffer’s commuter population (based on the City of 
Goleta’s commuter percentage from the 2012 ACS data, 51.58%) and multiplying the resulting 
commuter population by the bicycle commute percentage for the City (5.44%). A total of 200 
commuters were estimated to be bicyclists near the improvement using this methodology. 

However, in addition to commuters, there are also adult bicyclists who do not bicycle to work. In order 
to estimate the total number of non-commute adult bicyclists, rates were developed following the 
NCHRP Report 552 methodology. The method uses Census commute shares to extrapolate high, 
moderate, and low total adult non-commuter bicycling rate estimates based on the sketch planning 
method in Appendix A of NCHRP Report 552. The formulas used to estimate the total adult bicycling 
rates (T) are: 

𝑇𝐻𝑖𝑔ℎ = 0.6 + 3 ∗ 𝐶 

𝑇𝑀𝑜𝑑𝑒𝑟𝑎𝑡𝑒 = 0.4 + 1.2 ∗ 𝐶 

𝑇𝐿𝑜𝑤 = 𝐶 

Where C is the City of Goleta’s bicycle commute share (5.44%). These bicycling rates estimates are then 
multiplied by the adult population within the three established distance ranges. The adult population 
was calculated by multiplying each distance range’s population by the percentage of the City of Goleta’s 
population over the age of 18, 80.61%. The three distance range estimates are then summed. The 
resulting estimates of adult bicycling rates total existing non-commute adult cyclists are presented in 
Table 2. 

Table 2. Estimated Adult Bicycling Rates and Adult Bicyclist Population 

Estimate Adult Bicycling Rate Existing Adult Bicyclists Estimate 

High 16.91% 501 

Moderate 6.92% 205 

Low 5.44% 161 

In addition to adult commuters and other adult bicyclists, existing daily child bicyclists are estimated 
using the National Household Travel Survey’s estimate of daily child bicycling riding of 5% and 
multiplying that percentage by the total child population within each distance range. The percentage 
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of the population that are children was calculated using the percentage of the City of Goleta’s 
population under the age of 18, 19.39%. A total of 36 children were estimated to bicycle within the 
vicinity of the facility under existing condition. 

Daily Induced Bicycling Demand 

Following the induced demand estimation methodology of NCHRP Report 552 each of the three 
distance range populations for each group (commuters, non-commuters, and children) are multiplied 
by likelihood multipliers developed as part of NCHRP Report 552 to estimate the number of induced 
cyclists in each group. The likelihood factors for each distance range and the total bicycling populations 
within that distance range for each group are shown in 

Table 3. Distance-Based Likelihood Multipliers and Total Bicyclist Populations by Group 

Distance 

Range 

Likelihoo

d 

Multiplier 

Commuter 

Bicyclists 

Adult Non-

Commute 

Bicyclists, High  

Adult Non-

Commute 

Bicyclists, 

Moderate  

Adult Non-

Commute 

Bicyclists, Low 

Child 

Bicyclist

s 

2400 meters 0.15 106 265 109 85 19 

1600 meters 0.44 61 153 63 49 11 

800 meters 0.51 33  83 34 27 6 

The induced bicycling estimates for each group are calculated by multiplying each of the population 
groups by the likelihood multiplier, and are shown in  

Table 4. Induced Bicycling Demand by Distance and Population Group 

Distance 

Range 

Commuter 

Bicyclists 

Adult Non-

Commute 

Bicyclists, High  

Adult Non-

Commute 

Bicyclists, 

Moderate  

Adult Non-

Commute 

Bicyclists, Low 

Child 

Bicyclist

s 

2400 meters 16 40 16 13 3 

1600 meters 27 67 28 22 5 

800 meters 17  42 17 14 3 

Total new (induced) bicyclists are calculated by summing each distance and population group for each 
of the high, moderate, and low adult non-commute bicyclist estimates, shown in  

Table 5. Total New Bicyclists by Non-Commute Bicyclist Estimate 

Estimate Total New Bicyclists 

High 220 

Moderate 131 

Low 118 
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COST EFFECTIVENESS 

Benefits 

Benefits for the proposed bicycle improvement were calculated using NCHRP Report 552’s Benefit-Cost 

Analysis Tool methodology. Benefits were calculated for four types: mobility benefit, health benefit, 

recreation benefit, and decreased auto use benefit. Each benefit and methodology is summarized 

below. All benefit calculations used the future and existing bicycle population calculations described in 

the previous section. 

Mobility Benefit 

The mobility benefit estimates the value of the new bicycle facility for bicycle commuters relative to 

riding on a street with parked cars. Based on stated-preference research, NCHRP Report 552 found that 

commuters are willing to spend an additional 20.38 extra minutes per trip to travel on a Class I bicycle 

path. Additionally, Caltrans Life-Cycle Benefit-Cost Analysis Economic Parameters 2012 value an 

automobile driver’s value of time as $12.50 per hour. This valuation was assumed to hold for bicyclists. 

Using this valuation of time, the per-trip benefit of the new facility is $4.25 for the Class I bicycle path. 

Multiplying the per-trip benefit by the number of daily existing and induced commuters (141) and 

doubling it to include both to and from commutes results in the daily mobility benefit. This daily benefit 

is then annualized by multiplying the daily benefit by 47 weeks per year, and 5 days per week. 

Additionally, because the average peak home-based work trip length for the Goleta subarea of the 

SBCAG travel demand model is 7.34 miles and the project is only 1.10 miles in length, the benefit was 

factored by 0.15 (the length of the project as the percentage of the average trip length) to better 

capture the overall benefit of the improvement to commuters. 

The total annual mobility benefit for the Hollister Class I Bicycle Path is $42,167. 

Health Benefit 

The health benefit estimates the per-capita cost savings from physical activity at $128 based on the 

findings of Appendix E of NCHRP Report 552. To obtain the annual health benefit the total new cyclists 

(not including existing) are multiplied by $128. 

The annual health benefit for the Hollister Class I Bicycle Path is $15,104 using the low estimate of new 

bicyclists, $16,768 using the moderate estimate of new bicyclists, and $28,160 using the high estimate 

of new bicyclists. 

Recreation Benefit 

Following the research of NCHRP Report 552, outdoor recreational activities are estimated at $10 per 

hour, beyond the value of the time taken by the activity itself. Assuming that a typical day of bicycling 
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involves an hour of bicycling activity the number of new bicyclists, excluding new commuters is 

multiplied by $10. This daily recreational benefit is then annualized by multiplying by 365 days a year. 

The annual recreation benefit for the Hollister Class I Bicycle Path is $211,700 using the low estimate 

of new bicyclists, $259,150 using the moderate estimate of new bicyclists, and $584,000 using the high 

estimate of new bicyclists. 

Decreased Auto Use Benefit 

The decreased auto use benefit estimates the benefits from reduced congestion, reduced air pollution, 

and user cost savings as a result of new bicycle commuters. Using the total benefit per mile from NCHRP 

Report 552 for a suburban/small city area of 8 cents per mile during the peak period, the number of 

new commuters (60) is multiplied by double the average home based work trip length to generate a 

daily commute benefit. This daily commute benefit is then multiplied by 47 weeks per year and 5 days 

per week to annualize the decreased auto use benefit. 

The annual decreased auto use benefit for the Hollister Class I Bicycle Path is $16,559. 

Total Benefit 

A summary of the individual benefits and the total benefit of the Hollister Class I Bicycle Path project 

are summarized below in Table 6 by the high, moderate, and low estimates of adult non-commute 

bicyclists. 

Table 6. Summary and Total of Benefits of the Hollister Class I Bicycle Path Project 

Bicycle Facility Benefits   

Annual Mobility Benefit  $     42,167  

Annual Health Benefit   

    High Estimate  $     28,160  

    Moderate Estimate  $     16,768  

    Low Estimate  $     15,104  

Annual Recreation Benefit   

    High Estimate  $   584,000  

    Moderate Estimate  $   259,150  

    Low Estimate  $   211,700  

Annual Decreased Auto Use Benefit  $     16,559  

Total Annual Benefit, High  $   670,886  

Total Annual Benefit, Moderate  $   334,644  

Total Annual Benefit, Low  $   285,530  

SAFETY 

There were 6 bicyclist injuries along the 1.1 mile project corridor in the most recent 5 years of available 

data from the UC Berkeley SafeTREC Transportation Injury Mapping System (TIMS). As a result the 
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corridor has an annual collision rate of 1.2 crashes per year. Given that 3 of the crashes were due to 

wrong-way riding by bicyclists and 3 were due to automobile’s having the right-of-way, providing a 

separated bicycle facility to reduce automobile/bicycle interactions seems particularly appropriate. 

In order to quantify the safety benefit of installing the Class I path, a crash modification factor that best 

fit the proposed improvement was researched. Crash modification factors are multiplicative factors to 

compute the expected number of crashes after implementing a given countermeasure at a specific site. 

Using a crash modification factor for a cycle track separated from the side of the main road by 2 to 5 

meters with bicycle priority at intersections (0.55) from the Federal Highway Administration’s Crash 

Modification Factor Clearinghouse (CMF ID: 4034), it is estimated that the number of collisions per year 

will be reduced by 45% from from 1.2 crashes per year to 0.66 crashes per year. With Caltrans’ Cal-B/C 

estimating the average cost of an accident at $52,500, the project would generate a safety benefit of 

an estimated $28,350 per year. 
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Hollister Class 1

PCC Option

PROJ. NO. FEDERAL AID NO. Rev. Date Rev. Date

020-2013 5/15/2014

BEES UNIT TOTAL

QUANTITY PRICE PRICE

080050 PROGRESS SCHEDULE (CRITICAL PATH METHOD) LS 1 2,000.00$       2,000.00$         

120090 CONSTRUCTION AREA SIGNS LS 1 10,000.00$     10,000.00$       

120100 TRAFFIC CONTROL SYSTEM LS 1 50,000.00$     50,000.00$       

130100 JOB SITE MANAGEMENT LS 1 5,000.00$       5,000.00$         

130730 STREET SWEEPING LS 1 2,000.00$       2,000.00$         

130900 TEMPORARY CONCRETE WASHOUT LS 6 1,000.00$       6,000.00$         

150714 REMOVE THERMOPLASTIC TRAFFIC STRIPE LF 38000 0.80$               30,400.00$       

153121 REMOVE CONCRETE (CY) CY 741 40.00$            29,640.00$       

153215 REMOVE CONCRETE (CURB AND GUTTER) LF 5410 3.00$               16,230.00$       

160102 CLEARING AND GRUBBING (LS) LS 1 1,000.00$       1,000.00$         

190101 ROADWAY EXCAVATION CY 1660 20.00$            33,200.00$       

200000 LANDSCAPE LS 1 120,000.00$  120,000.00$    

210110 IMPORTED TOPSOIL (CY) CY 800 25.00$            20,000.00$       

377501 SLURRY SEAL TON 264 400.00$          105,600.00$    

390136 MINOR HOT MIX ASPHALT TON 224 120.00$          26,880.00$       

730010 MINOR CONCRETE (CURB) (LF) LF 9130 10.00$            91,300.00$       

731504 MINOR CONCRETE(CURB AND GUTTER) LF 7900 20.00$            158,000.00$    

731511 MINOR CONCRETE (ISLAND PAVING) CY 225 400.00$          90,000.00$       

731521 MINOR CONCRETE (SIDEWALK) CY 623 400.00$          249,200.00$    

731623 MINOR CONCRETE (CURB RAMP) CY 12 2.00$               24.00$              

840501 THERMOPLASTIC TRAFFIC STRIPE LF 32000 1.00$               32,000.00$       

860201 SIGNAL AND LIGHTING LS 1 80,000.00$     80,000.00$       

861502 MODIFY SIGNAL LS 1 20,000.00$     20,000.00$       

999990 MOBILIZATION LS 117,847.40$    

SUBTOTAL CONTRACT 1,296,321.40$ 

066015 FEDERAL TRAINEE PROGRAM 1 800 800.00$            

SUBTOTAL SUPPLEMENTAL WORK 800.00$            

SUBTOTAL 1,297,121.40$ 

CONTINGENCIES 10.2% 132,878.60$    

TOTAL 1,430,000.00$ 

SUPPLEMENTAL WORK

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Hollister Class 1 Multi-Purpose Path

CODE CONTRACT ITEM UNIT

5/15/2014
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May 16, 2014 
 
CALTRANS  

Division of Local Assistance 

Attn: Teresa McWilliam  

1120 N Street 

Sacramento, CA 95814 

 
Re: City of Goleta Active Transportation Program (ATP) – Hollister Avenue Class 1 Bike Path 
 
Dear Ms. McWilliam: 
 
I am writing to support the City of Goleta’s (City) application to the State of California Department of 

Transportation Active Transportation Program (ATP) for funds for the construction of the Hollister Avenue Class 

1 Bike Path Safe Routes to Schools (Project).  

 

The Project proposes to construct a Class I bike path on the south side of Hollister Avenue from Pacific Oaks 

Road to Ellwood Elementary School. Ellwood Elementary School is located on the north side of Hollister 

Avenue, a main thoroughfare in the City. Students attending the elementary school predominately live south of 

Hollister Avenue in the residential areas between Pebble Beach Drive and the commercial area at Pacific Oaks 

Road. The existing Class II bike lanes along Hollister do not provide any buffer between vehicles and bicyclists, 

discouraging use by younger, less experienced bicyclist such as elementary school kids. Often children are seen 

riding bicycles, skateboards, or scooters on the existing 5-foot sidewalk immediately adjacent to the Class II bike 

lanes, thereby competing for space with pedestrians. The Project includes narrowing the travel lanes, adding a 

landscaped buffer zone, and widening and converting the existing sidewalk into a 12-foot multi-purpose path. The 

project will reduce motor vehicle speed, separate bicyclist and pedestrians from motor vehicles, and widen the 

useable width for active transportation uses along the south side of Hollister Avenue.  

 

I understand that the City’s Project has several goals including providing a safer link for students accessing 

Ellwood Elementary School from adjoining neighborhoods, and providing a separated and buffered Class I bike 

facility connecting the residential neighborhoods on the south side of Hollister Avenue to the large retail center at 

Camino Real Market Place.  

 

I strongly support the City’s application to this ATP call for projects. A successful application will enable the City 

to move forward with constructing this safe routes to schools project. Should you have any questions regarding 

my support of the City’s grant application or require further information, please feel free to contact Hillary 

Blackerby in my Santa Barbara office. 

 

Sincerely, 

W 
DAS WILLIAMS 

Assemblymember, 37
th
 District 

 

 
 



 

 
 
 
May 16, 2014 
 
 
CALTRANS  
Division of Local Assistance 
Attn: Teresa McWilliam  
1120 N Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 
 
Re: City of Goleta Active Transportation Program (ATP) – Hollister Avenue 
Class 1 Bike Path 
 
Dear Ms. McWilliam: 
 
On behalf of the Coalition for Sustainable Transportation (COAST), I am writing to 
support the City of Goleta’s (City) application to the State of California Department of 
Transportation Active Transportation Program (ATP) for funds for the construction of 
the Hollister Avenue Class 1 Bike Path Safe Routes to Schools (Project).  
 
The Coalition for Sustainable Transportation (COAST) is a Santa Barbara County 
not-for-profit organization that promotes rail, bus, bike and pedestrian access. We 
coordinate the regional Safe Routes to School project that encourages students to 
walk or bike to school. 
 
The Project proposes to construct a Class I bike path on the south side of Hollister 
Avenue from Pacific Oaks Road to Ellwood Elementary School. Ellwood Elementary 
School is located on the north side of Hollister Avenue, a main thoroughfare in the 
City. Students attending the elementary school predominately live south of Hollister 
Avenue in the residential areas between Pebble Beach Drive and the commercial 
area at Pacific Oaks Road. The existing Class II bike lanes along Hollister do not 
provide any buffer between vehicles and bicyclists, discouraging use by younger, 
less experienced bicyclist such as elementary school kids. Often children are seen 
riding bicycles, skateboards, or scooters on the existing 5-foot sidewalk immediately 
adjacent to the Class II bike lanes, thereby competing for space with pedestrians. 
The Project includes narrowing the travel lanes, adding a landscaped buffer zone, 
and widening and converting the existing sidewalk into a 12-foot multi-purpose path. 
The project will reduce motor vehicle speed, separate bicyclist and pedestrians from 
motor vehicles, and widen the useable width for active transportation uses along the 
south side of Hollister Avenue.  
 
I understand that the City’s Project has several goals including providing a safer link 
for students accessing Ellwood Elementary School from adjoining neighborhoods, 
and providing a separated and buffered Class I bike facility connecting the 

P.O. Box 2495 
Santa Barbara, CA 93120 

805.875.3562 
www.coast-santabarbara.org 

 



residential neighborhoods on the south side of Hollister Avenue to the large retail 
center at Camino Real Market Place.  
 
I strongly support the City’s application to this ATP call for projects. A successful 
application will enable the City to move forward with constructing this safe routes to 
schools project.  
 
Should you have any questions regarding my support of the City’s grant application 
or require further information, please feel free to contact Eva Inbar at (805) 910-
7764. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Eva Inbar, Director 
COAST 
 
 
 
 







ELLWOOD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 

                        Ellwood School  •  7686 Hollister Ave., Goleta, Ca   •   805-571-3774 
 

May 16, 2014 
 
 
CALTRANS  
Division of Local Assistance 
Attn: Teresa McWilliam  
1120 N Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 
 
Re: City of Goleta Active Transportation Program (ATP) – Hollister Avenue Class 1 
Bike Path 
 
Dear Ms. McWilliam: 
 
I am writing to support the City of Goleta’s (City) application to the State of California 
Department of Transportation Active Transportation Program (ATP) for funds for the 
construction of the Hollister Avenue Class 1 Bike Path Safe Routes to Schools (Project).  
 
The Project proposes to construct a Class I bike path on the south side of Hollister Avenue 
from Pacific Oaks Road to Ellwood Elementary School. Ellwood Elementary School is located 
on the north side of Hollister Avenue, a main thoroughfare in the City. Students attending the 
elementary school predominately live south of Hollister Avenue in the residential areas 
between Pebble Beach Drive and the commercial area at Pacific Oaks Road. The existing 
Class II bike lanes along Hollister do not provide any buffer between vehicles and bicyclists, 
discouraging use by younger, less experienced bicyclists such as elementary school kids. 
Often children are seen riding bicycles, skateboards, or scooters on the existing 5-foot 
sidewalk immediately adjacent to the Class II bike lanes, thereby competing for space with 
pedestrians. The Project includes narrowing the travel lanes, adding a landscaped buffer 
zone, and widening and converting the existing sidewalk into a 12-foot multi-purpose path. 
The project will reduce motor vehicle speed, separate bicyclist and pedestrians from motor 
vehicles, and widen the useable width for active transportation uses along the south side of 
Hollister Avenue.  
 
I understand that the City’s Project has several goals for this project. In particular, the goal 
providing a safer link for students to access Ellwood Elementary School from adjoining 
neighborhoods is one that our school wholeheartedly supports. So many of our students 
travel this fast, busy street it would have a great benefit to so many of our families. 
 
Ellwood Elementary School strongly supports the City’s application to this ATP call for 
projects. A successful application will enable the City to move forward with constructing this 
safe routes to schools project and will benefit the children of Ellwood School.  
 



ELLWOOD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 

                        Ellwood School  •  7686 Hollister Ave., Goleta, Ca   •   805-571-3774 
 

Should you have any questions regarding my support of the City’s grant application or require 
further information, please feel free to contact  me. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Abby Vasquez 
Principal, 
Ellwood Elementary 
avasquez@goleta.k12.ca.us 
 
 
 
 
            
 





Santa Barbara 
Bicycle Coalition 
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Santa Barbara 
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The Santa Barbara Bicycle Coalition is a countywide advocacy and resource organization that promotes bicycling for safe transportation and recreation. 

	  

 
May 16, 2014 
 
 
CALTRANS  
Division of Local Assistance 
Attn: Teresa McWilliam  
1120 N Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 
 
Re: City of Goleta Active Transportation Program (ATP) – 
Hollister Avenue Class 1 Bike Path 
 
Dear Ms. McWilliam: 
 
I am writing to support the City of Goleta’s (City) application to the 
State of California Department of Transportation Active Transportation 
Program (ATP) for funds for the construction of the Hollister Avenue 
Class 1 Bike Path Safe Routes to Schools (Project).  
 
The Project proposes to construct a Class I bike path on the south 
side of Hollister Avenue from Pacific Oaks Road to Ellwood 
Elementary School. Ellwood Elementary School is located on the 
north side of Hollister Avenue, a main thoroughfare in the City. 
Students attending the elementary school predominately live south of 
Hollister Avenue in the residential areas between Pebble Beach Drive 
and the commercial area at Pacific Oaks Road. The existing Class II 
bike lanes along Hollister do not provide any buffer between vehicles 
and bicyclists, discouraging use by younger, less experienced 
bicyclist such as elementary school kids. Often children are seen 
riding bicycles, skateboards, or scooters on the existing 5-foot 
sidewalk immediately adjacent to the Class II bike lanes, thereby 
competing for space with pedestrians. The Project includes narrowing 
the travel lanes, adding a landscaped buffer zone, and widening and 
converting the existing sidewalk into a 12-foot multi-purpose path. The 
project will reduce motor vehicle speed, separate bicyclist and 
pedestrians from motor vehicles, and widen the useable width for 
active transportation uses along the south side of Hollister Avenue.  
 
I understand that the City’s Project has several goals including 
providing a safer link for students accessing Ellwood Elementary 
School from adjoining neighborhoods, and providing a separated and 
buffered Class I bike facility connecting the residential neighborhoods 
on the south side of Hollister Avenue to the large retail center at 
Camino Real Market Place.  
 



	  

I strongly support the City’s application to this ATP call for projects. A 
successful application will enable the City to move forward with 
constructing this safe routes to schools project.  
 
Should you have any questions regarding my support of the City’s 
grant application or require further information, please feel free to 
contact Ed France. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 

 

Ed France 
Executive Director 
Santa Barbara Bicycle Coalition 
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