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 ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM  -  CYCLE 2

Application Form for Part A
Parts B & C must be completed using a separate document

PROJECT unique APPLICATION NO.:
Auto populated

Total ATP Funds Requested:  (in 1000s)

Auto populated

Important: Applicants must follow the CTC Guidelines and Chapter 22 of the Local Assistance Program Guidelines, and include 
attachments and signatures as required in those documents.  Ineligible project elements may result in a lower score/ranking or a 
lower level of ATP funding.  Incomplete applications may be disqualified. 

Applicants are expected to use the corresponding “step-by-step” Application Instructions and Guidance to complete the 
application (3 Parts):

Part A:  General Project Information 
Part B:  Narrative Questions 
Part C:  Application Attachments

Application Part A:   General Project Information
Implementing Agency:   This agency must enter into a Master Agreement with Caltrans and will be financially and contractually 
responsible for the delivery of the project within all pertinent Federal and State funding requirements, including being responsible and 
accountable for the use and expenditure of program funds.  This agency is responsible for the accuracy of the technical information 
provided in the application and is required to sign the application.

IMPLEMENTING AGENCY'S NAME:    

IMPLEMENTING AGENCY'S ADDRESS    

IMPLEMENTING AGENCY'S CONTACT PERSON: CONTACT PERSON'S TITLE:

CONTACT PERSON'S PHONE NUMBER: CONTACT PERSON'S EMAIL ADDRESS :

Lake County

255 N. Forbes Street

Scott De Leon Public Works Director

(707) 263-2341 scottd@co.lake.ca.us

$ 1,430

01-Lake County-02

Lakeport

CITY    ZIP CODE

95453CA
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Project Partnering Agency:   Entities that are unable to apply for Active Transportation Program funds or that are unable to enter into a 
Master Agreement with the State must partner with an eligible applicant that can implement the project.   In addition, entities that are 
unfamiliar with the requirements to administer a Federal-Aid Highway Program project may partner with an eligible applicant that 
can implement the project. 
If another entity (Partnering Agency) agrees to assume responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the facility, 
documentation of the agreement (e.g., letter of intent) must be submitted with the project application, and a copy of the Memorandum of 
Understanding or Interagency Agreement between the parties must be submitted with the first request for allocation. For these projects, the 
Project Partnering Agency's information shall be provided below.     
(The Grant Writer's or Preparer's information should not be provided)

PROJECT PARTNERING AGENCY'S NAME:    

PROJECT PARTNERING AGENCY'S ADDRESS    

PROJECT PARTNERING AGENCY'S CONTACT PERSON:

N/A

CONTACT PERSON'S TITLE:

CONTACT PERSON'S PHONE NUMBER: CONTACT PERSON'S EMAIL ADDRESS :

Within the State highway 29 right of way in Lake County, from the intersection of Rancheria Road to the intersection with Central 
Park Road, in the community of Middletown.

Deliver a Class I multi-use path, including phases for design,  environmental, permitting, and construction.

0202

Middletown Multi-Use Path

MASTER AGREEMENTS (MAs):

Does the Implementing Agency currently have a MA with Caltrans?  Yes  No

Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans MS number 01-5427R

00172SImplementing Agency's State Caltrans MS number

* Implementing Agencies that do not currently have a MA with Caltrans, must be able to meet the requirements and enter into an 
MA with Caltrans prior to funds allocation.  The MA approval process can take 6 to 12 months to complete and there is no 
guarantee the agency will meet the requirements necessary for the State to enter into a MA with the agency.    Delays could also 
result in a failure to meeting the CTC Allocation timeline requirements and the loss of ATP funding.

PROJECT NAME: (To be used in the CTC project list)

Application Number: out of Applications 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: (Max of 250 Characters)

PROJECT LOCATION: (Max of 250 Characters)

ZIP CODECITY    
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Will any infrastructure-improvements permanently or temporarily encroach on the State right-of-way?  No Yes

If yes, see the application instructions for more details on the required coordination and documentation.  

Project Coordinates: (latitude/longitude in decimal format) Lat. 38.744310 /long. -122.621820

Congressional District(s): 5

State Senate District(s): 2 State Assembly District(s): 4

Caltrans District(s): 01

County: Lake County

MPO: Caltrans

RTPA: Other

MPO UZA Population: Rural (pop = or < 5,000)

ADDITONAL PROJECT GENERAL DETAILS:  (Must be consistent with Part B of Application)

22 7

44 14

55 21

Class I

Sidewalk

Class II Class III

Meets "Class I" Design Standards

Crossing

ESTIMATION OF ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION USERS

Existing Counts:             Pedestrians Bicyclists

One Year Projection:     Pedestrians Bicyclists

Five Year Projection:     Pedestrians Bicyclists

BICYCLE AND/OR PEDESTRIAIN INFRASTRUCTURE (Check all that apply)

Bicycle: Other

Pedestrian: Other

Multiuse Trails/Paths: Other

DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES

Project contributes toward the Disadvantaged Communities funding requirement:  the project must clearly demonstrate a direct,

meaningful, and assured benefit to a community that meets any of the following criteria:  No Yes

If yes, which criterion does the project meet in regards to the Disadvantaged Community (mark all that apply):

Household Income  No Yes CalEnvioScreen  No Yes

Student Meals  No Yes Local Criteria  No Yes

Is the majority of the project physically located within the limits of a Disadvantaged Community:  No Yes

CORPS

Does the agency intend to utilize the Corps:  Yes  No
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PROJECT TYPE  (Check only one:  I, NI or I/NI)

25.0

75.0

Infrastructure (I) OR  Non-Infrastructure (NI)  OR Combination (N/NI)  

“Plan” applications to show as NI only  

Development of a Plan in a Disadvantaged Community:   No Yes

If Yes, check all Plan types that apply:

Bicycle Plan

Pedestrian Plan

Safe Routes to School Plan 

Active Transportation Plan   

Indicate any of the following plans that your agency currently has:  (Check all that apply) 

Bicycle Plan Pedestrian Plan Safe Routes to School Plan Active Transportation Plan 

PROJECT SUB-TYPE  (check all Project Sub-Types that apply):

Bicycle Transportation                    %  of Project  %  (ped + bike must = 100%)

Pedestrian Transportation              %  of Project

Safe Routes to School     (Also fill out Bicycle and Pedestrian Sub-Type information above)

How many schools does the project impact/serve:   

If the project involves more than one school:  1) Insert “Multiple Schools” in the School Name, School Address, and 
distance from school; 2) Fill in the student information based on the total project; and 3) Include an attachment to the 
application which clearly summarizes the following school information and the school official signature and person to 
contact for each school.

School name:

School address:

District name:

District address:

 Co.-Dist.-School Code:

School type (K-8 or 9-12 or Both) Project improvements maximum distance from school

Total student enrollment:

% of students that currently walk or bike to school%

Approx. # of students living along route proposed for improvement:

Percentage of students eligible for free or reduced meal programs **

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

A map must be attached to the application which clearly shows the limits of: 1) the student enrollment area,   

  2) the students considered to be along the walking route being improved,    3) the project improvements.

mile

 %

 %

 %
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Trails (Multi-use and Recreational):   (Also fill out Bicycle and Pedestrian Sub-Type information above)

Trails Projects constructing multi-purpose trails and are generally eligible in the Active Transportation Program.  If the applicant 
believes all or part of their project meets the federal requirements of the Recreational Trails Program they are encouraged to seek 
a determination from the California Department of Parks and Recreation on the eligibility of their project to complete for this 
funding.   This is optional but recommended because some trails projects may compete well under this funding program.

For all trails projects: 

Do you feel a portion of your project is eligible for federal Recreational Trail funding?    Yes  No

If yes, estimate the total projects costs that are eligible for the Recreational Trail funding:

If yes, estimate the % of the total project costs that serve “transportation” uses?   

Applicants intending to pursue “Recreational Trails Program funding” must submit the required information to the 
California Department of Parks and Recreation prior to the ATP application submissions deadline.  (See the Application 
Instructions for details) 

PROJECT STATUS and EXPECTED DELIVERY SCHEDULE 

Applicants need to enter either the date the milestone was completed (for all milestones already complete prior to submitting the application) 
or the date the applicant anticipates completing the milestone.    Applicants should enter "N/A" for all CTC Allocations that will not be 
requested as part of the project.  Per CTC Guidelines, all project applications must be submitted with the expectation of receiving partially 
federally funded and therefore the schedule below must account for the extra time needed for federal project delivery requirements and 
approvals.  See the application instructions for more details.

The agency is responsible for meeting all CTC delivery requirements or their ATP funding will be forfeited.    
For projects consisting of entirely non-infrastructure elements are not required to complete all standard infrastructure project milestones listed 
below. Non-infrastructure projects only have to provide dates for the milestones identified with a “ * ” and can provide “N/A” for the rest. 

MILESTONE:        DATE COMPLETED      OR       EXPECTED DATE

CTC - PA&ED Allocation: 7/1/16

* CEQA Environmental Clearance: 12/31/16

* NEPA Environmental Clearance: 12/31/16

CTC - PS&E Allocation: 1/1/17

CTC - Right of Way Allocation: 7/1/17

* Right of Way Clearance & Permits: 4/1/18

Final/Stamped PS&E package: 4/30/18

* CTC - Construction Allocation: 7/1/18

* Construction Complete: 10/30/18

* Submittal of “Final Report” 11/30/18

 %
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PROJECT FUNDING (in 1000s)

Per CTC Guidelines, Local Matching funds are not required for any ATP projects, but Local Leveraging funds are strongly encouraged.

See the Application instructions for more details and requirements relating to ATP funding.    

ATP funds being requested for this application/project by project delivery phase:  

$46

$137

$15

$1,232

$1,430

$1,430

The County of Lake is requesting State-only funding for the construction and support costs to build the Middletown Multi-Use Path due 
to the added hardship in meeting federal requirements relative to the agency's limited staff size.  

ATP funds for PA&D:

ATP funds for PS&E:

ATP funds for Right of Way:

ATP funds for Construction:

ATP funds for Non-Infrastructure: (All NI funding is allocated in a project's Construction Phase)

Total ATP funds being requested for this application/project: 

Local funds leveraging or matching the ATP funds: 

For local funding to be considered Leveraging/Matching it must be for ATP eligible activities and costs.   
Per CTC Guidelines, Local Matching funds are not required for any ATP projects, but Local Leveraging funds are strongly 
encouraged.   See the Application instructions for more details and requirements relating to ATP funding.    

Additional Local funds that are `non-participating' for ATP:

These are local funds required for the overall project, but not for ATP eligible activities and costs.  They are not considered 
leverage/match.  

TOTAL PROJECT FUNDS:

 No Yes

ATP - FUNDING TYPE REQUESTED:  

Per the CTC Guidelines, All ATP projects must be eligible to receive federal funding.  Most ATP projects will receive federal funding, 
however some projects may be granted State only funding (SOF) for all or part of the project.    

Do you believe your project warrants receiving state-only funding? 

If “Yes”, provide a brief explanation. (Max of 250 characters)  Applicants requesting SOF must also attach an “Exhibit 22-f”

ATP PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST (PPR):   In addition to the project funding information provided in Part A of the 
application, all applicants must complete the ATP Project Programming Request form and include it as Attachment B.  More 
information and guidance on the completion and submittal of this form is located in the Application Instructions Document under Part 
C  - Attachment B.    
 

$0

$0
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ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM  -  CYCLE 2 
Part B:  Narrative Questions 

(Application Screening/Scoring)  
 

Project unique application No.:  _01-LAKE-02_______________________________ 
 

Implementing Agency’s Name:   _County of Lake____________________________ 
 

 
 
Important:  

• Applicants must ensure all data in Part B of the application is fully consistent with Part A and C. 
• Applicants must follow all instructions and guidance to have a chance at receiving full points for the 

narrative question and to avoid flaws in the application which could result in disqualification.   

 
 

Table of Contents 
Screening Criteria Page: 2 

Narrative Question #1 Page: 3 

Narrative Question #2 Page: 9 

Narrative Question #3 Page: 15 

Narrative Question #4 Page: 17 

Narrative Question #5 Page: 21 

Narrative Question #6 Page: 24 

Narrative Question #7 Page: 26 

Narrative Question #8 Page: 27 

Narrative Question #9 Page: 28 
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Part B:  Narrative Questions 
Detailed Instructions for:    Screening Criteria 

The following Screening Criteria are requirements for applications to be considered for ATP 
funding.  Failure to demonstrate a project meets these criteria will result is the disqualification 
of the application.  

1. Demonstrated fiscal needs of the applicant:

The County of Lake and the Lake Area Planning Council (APC) are responding to a request

from the unincorporated community of Middletown to deliver one of the region’s most

pressing bicycle and pedestrian improvement projects.  Middletown (as a Census Designated

Place) has 1,323 residents and active transportation along its main street (State Route 29)

has had to take a back seat to interregional traffic.

The limited funding that the Lake APC receives in Regional Transportation Improvement 

Program (RTIP) funds has been tied up in a large highway improvement project for the last 

two decades.  Lake County does not have a sales tax measure in place to generate revenues 

for transportation and does not have other funding or financing in place to fully fund the 

maintenance of existing roads, much less fund new facilities.  Simply put, the County would 

not be able to fund this project without grant funds.   

2. Consistency with Regional Plan.

The 2010 Regional Transportation Plan for the Lake County Area Planning Council identifies

the following overarching policies and objectives in support of the project: Overarching

Policy 2.1, pursue funding in partnership with federal, State and local agencies to fund

Complete Streets projects; policy 2.4 supports and encourages transit, pedestrian and bicycle

facility planning and facility improvements; policy 2.6 supports efforts to reduce dependency

on automobile use.  Overarching Policy Objective #3 calls for the facilitation and promotion

of transit, bicycling, and walking to reduce vehicle trips in Lake County to help reduce

Page | 2 
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Greenhouse Gas emissions; policy 3.1 calls for the implementation of the County Safe Routes 

to School Plan and construction of projects to encourage students to walk and bike to school 

rather than traveling by car.  

 

The proposed project is also consistent with the policies and objectives of the Bicycle and 

Pedestrian Element, including Objective 1: Design and rehabilitate roads to safely 

accommodate all users, including motorists, bicyclists, pedestrians, transit riders, children, 

older people, and disabled people.  Bicycle and Pedestrian Element Objective 3: Develop and 

improve access and connectivity between pedestrian, bicycle and transit facilities and 

employment, commercial, residential and recreational areas (destinations). 

 

 

Part B: Narrative Questions  

Detailed Instructions for:    Question #1 
 

QUESTION #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 the following: 

-Current and projected types and numbers/rates of users.  (12 points max.) 

Neither Caltrans nor the County of Lake has historically collected non-motorized counts in 

the Middletown area.  Bicycle and pedestrian counts were collected with a Caltrans District 

01 MioVision© video camera that was temporarily installed within the project segment 

from April 6-12, 2015.  We assume that active transportation travel peaks the summer 

months, as motor vehicles do, and that counts from early April do not reflect peak volumes.  

The camera was preset to record for 12 hours each day for 7 days.  The data used for this 

grant application was collected on Wednesday and Saturday from 7 am to 7 pm.  

Page | 3 
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The midweek count identified 17 trips: seven bicyclists and ten pedestrians.  In a community 

of 1,323 residents, this count represents greater than 1% of the population.  Thirty-six trips 

were observed on Saturday: 22 pedestrian trips, including an infant and stroller; four 

equestrian trips; and ten cyclists.  Three cyclists appeared to have a recreational trip 

purpose. 

The counts for this project were taken just south of a break in the Caltrans access control 

fence, where an unimproved dirt trail has been established through regular use.  Bicyclists 

and pedestrians were observed crossing the highway and exiting the shoulder in order to 

utilize the trail and/or access the opening in the Caltrans access-control exclusionary 

fencing.  The alignment of the trail provides another indication that bicyclists and 

pedestrians prefer to travel on the lower-volume and lower-speed county road over the 

two-lane expressway.  

Future use of the facility is expected to increase measurably in relation to existing volumes.  

There are 15 or 16 students living at the Middletown Rancheria; none of these students 

currently walk or bicycle to school.  Another ten students are picked up by Middletown 

Unified School District (K-12) buses at Dry Creek Cutoff and a private driveway that serves a 

ranch supply store and a number of residences.  Having a safe route to school or other 

destinations in Middletown will influence more youth (ages 12 to 18) to engage in active 

travel. 

The Caltrans Transportation Corridor Report for Route 29 states that bicycles are allowed on 

the entire route in Lake County and shoulders are proposed on the segment that passes 

through Middletown (from Hidden Valley Lake to the Napa County Line).  The project 

segment is a backbone route for other intersecting recreational cycling routes, and will 

increase recreational cycling within the corridor.  Organized bicycle races and tours bring 

Page | 4 
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bicyclists from the San Francisco Bay Area to Lake and Napa counties to ride in Boggs 

Mountain State Forest and on wine-country backroads.  

B. Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes (for non-

infrastructure applications) to transportation-related and community identified

destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including

but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or

medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State

or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community

identified destinations via:                                                                     (12 points max.)

a. creation of new routes

The project will create a new facility for bicyclists and pedestrians on the State Route 29

corridor. Bicycles and pedestrians are not prohibited from using the paved, four-foot

highway shoulder, but most users are inhibited by concerns about personal safety.

The construction of a multi-use path will offer students the opportunity to ride bicycles 

to school by providing a safe alternative to the highway shoulder. Rancheria Road, 

located at postmile 4.15, is less than 2 miles from the K-12 schools, and other residents 

along the corridor would have the missing link to facilitate bicycle travel to school.  

 

The southern terminus of the project is 

located at the Middletown Rancheria.  

Page | 5 
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Other residents that live south of Central Park Road may have other purposes to walk or 

bicycle to town, including trips for groceries, to commute for work, or to access public 

services, such as public transit.  Residents of the community may also use active modes 

of travel to access a church with an affiliated school, a regional “Trailside Park”, a winery 

and the Tribal hotel and casino.  The Rancheria has a casino, restaurant, hotel and a 

special event center, which is often used to host community meetings, fund-raisers, 

weddings and performances.  The Tribal casino and hotel is the location of one of two 

bus stops in Middletown on the Lake Transit Authority’s intercity bus route (Route 3).  

 

b. removal of barrier to mobility 

High speed traffic on State Route 29 (55+ mph) creates an unsuitable environment for 

all but the most confident bicyclists and pedestrians.  For the less confident bicyclists 

and pedestrians, the existing highway shoulder acts as a barrier to safe travel.  Distance 

and high-tension cable barriers (in some locations) will separate active transportation 

modes from the high-speed traffic and remove the perceived barrier to non-motorized 

mobility in the corridor. 

 

c. closure of gaps 

South of the SR 29 intersection with Central Park Road, the County road network is 

fragmented with State Route 29 providing the only through route into town.  As the only 

connecting roadway, Route 29 does not provide the Complete Street needs of the 

community.  Constructing a multi-use path along the State Route 29 corridor will close 

the effective gap in non-motorized facilities. 

 

d. other improvements to routes 

The Multi-Use Path closes the most critical gap in the community’s bicycle and 

pedestrian infrastructure.  Other improvements are needed on both the County roads 

and the State Routes (SR 29 & SR 175) to better link the remainder of Middletown’s 

major non-motorized trip generators and attractors.  Caltrans does not support marked 
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crosswalks on high speed facilities, so traffic calming along with intersection 

improvements may need to be addressed before the corridor is fully constructed to 

support complete streets.  

 

The corridor benefits recreational users, including equestrians, as the segment connects 

the Middletown horse arena to the County Trailside Park.  To better serve equestrian 

users, a four foot gravel shoulder will be constructed on one side of the path. 

 

e. educates or encourages use of existing routes  

Lake APC is developing an Active Transportation Plan for Lake County, which will provide 

more complete guidance for educating and encouraging communities about safety for 

active transportation in the near future.  In the meantime, community participation in 

the development of this project and/or future public meetings will offer a limited source 

of information about safe practices and paths of travel for this corridor.   
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C. Referencing the answers to A and B above, describe how the proposed project represents 

one of the Implementing Agencies (and/or project Partnering Agency’s) highest unfunded 

non-motorized active transportation priorities.      (6 points max.) 

 

Middletown residents have been active in seeking improvements for their community.  

Middletown is the most active and organized (unincorporated) community in Lake County 

with the planning experience behind them to help implement their goals.  Local volunteers 

have worked with Caltrans, the County planning and public works departments and the Lake 

Area Planning Council (Lake County’s Regional Transportation Planning Agency) to obtain 

grant funding for planning purposes to establish priorities for implementation. 

 

There is no shortage of needs for bicycle and pedestrian facilities in Lake County.  Procuring 

the expertise and funding to deliver projects is what gives Middletown the advantage among 

the other unincorporated areas.  The Middletown Area Town Hall (MATH) is the only local 

organization that is recognized by the County Board of Supervisors as a quasi-public entity 

representing the local interests at the County level.  

 

After recently completing a comprehensive assessment of local needs, a group of 

representatives from Middletown unanimously selected the proposed project for 

implementation when solicited for the community’s highest priority project.  The project is 

listed as a high priority project south of town in the Middletown Community Action Plan, 

which was a grant-funded study administered by the local RTPA (Lake APC).  The route is also 

identified as a bike route in the Caltrans Transportation Corridor Report, the Regional 

Bikeway Plan and Route 29 South Corridor Engineered Feasibility Study, although it is not 

currently built to bicycle route standards.  The segment proposed for the multi-use path has 

also had two bicycle collisions in the past five years: one injury and one fatality.  Due to the 

potential for high-severity collisions, this segment would provide the biggest safety benefit 

to the community.       
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Part B: Narrative Questions 

Detailed Instructions for:    Question #2 

QUESTION #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 plan/program influence area or project location’s history of collisions resulting

in fatalities and injuries to non-motorized users and the source(s) of data used (e.g. collision

reports, community observation, surveys, audits).  (10 points max.)

Collision data was gathered from the Statewide Integrated Traffic Records System (SWITRS) 

and the UC Berkeley Transportation Injury Mapping System (TIMS).  Supplementary 

information was collected from the Lakeport Office of the California Highway Patrol and the 

Caltrans District 01 Traffic Safety Office. 

The project segment has two bicycle collisions in the most recent five-year period; an injury 

accident in September of 2010 and a fatality in November of 2014.  The injury accident was 

attributed to an improper turn at an intersection; the fatality occurred at night, with a 

bicyclist crossing the roadway without a bicycle light or reflectors.  Both incidents were a case 

of inexperienced cyclists using a highway that they were not able to negotiate safely.  

The most recent ten years of published data (2004-2013), the majority of motor vehicle 

collisions are attributed to unsafe speed.  A limited number of accidents were attributable to 

driving under the influence of alcohol or drugs.  Only one accident involved driving on the 

wrong side of the road/crossing over the centerline.  The remaining accidents were related to 

turning conflicts or intersection right of way violations.  

Page | 9 
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The proposed project segment is a two-lane expressway with a posted speed of 55 miles per 

hour and left-turn channelization at only two of the half-dozen or more intersections.  The 

intersections have stop controls at the side streets, so the high rate of travel on SR 29 as 

vehicles approach the intersections can result in unsafe speeds for executing turning 

movements, reduced reaction times and poor driver decisions when confronted with 

changing roadway or traffic conditions. 

 

The shoulders are typically four-feet wide throughout the project segment.  The State right of 

way averages 120 feet in width, while the typical paved road width is 32 feet where left-turn 

channelization is not present.  Rumble strips are absent from the shoulders and centerline 

throughout the project segment.  For much of the project length, the road bed is slightly 

elevated and beyond the paved shoulders the road base tapers down to the original grade.  

 

There is a lack of pedestrian collisions in the segment, likely due to the wide right of way 

beyond the toe of slope of the road bed.  A footpath has been established within the State 

right of way from regular pedestrian activity.  Video footage, collected for the purposes of 

counting bicycles and pedestrians, shows that most pedestrians, some bicycles and the 

equestrians tend to prefer the wide, unimproved right of way over the paved four-foot 

shoulders.  
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B. Describe how the project/program/plan will remedy (one or more) potential safety hazards 

that contribute to pedestrian and/or bicyclist injuries or fatalities; including but not limited 

to the following possible areas:     

(15 points max.) 

- Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users. 

The proposed project will address the speed of traffic by creating a separation between active 

modes of transportation and high speed traffic.  A measurable reduction in vehicular speed is 

unlikely to result from the project, but the separation of active modes of travel from high 

speed traffic will lessen the perceived hazard, which will encourage more people to walk or 

bicycle.  Improvements adjacent to the highway will help to make drivers aware of bicycle and 

pedestrian activity in the area and help to achieve more defensive driving patterns.  

 

Any increase in walking or bicycling as a result of the project is expected to have minimal 

effect on reducing the volume of traffic as the route carries a large number of regional and 

interregional traffic so that modest changes in the travel mode split will have a smaller effect 

on traffic volumes as a whole.     

 

- Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users. 
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The project will include elements to enhance the visibility of vehicles for non-motorized 

travelers, particularly for bicyclists at intersections, due to approach angles, signs and striping, 

as well as help to increase the driver’s expectations for encountering bicyclists along this rural 

stretch of State Route 29.  

 

- Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, 

including creating physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users. 

The physical separation of vehicular traffic with non-motorized traffic will provide the biggest 

safety benefit.  Conflict points at intersections will be signed and striped in accordance with 

MUTCD specifications to clearly indicate intersection control and designate how cross-traffic 

shall proceed.  

 

- Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users. 

Non-motorized modes of travel currently lack any mode-specific signs or pavement markings 

to indicate when to yield the right of way.  The highway fog stripes indicate lane designations.  

Introducing guide signs and regulatory signs will inform active transportation users as to who 

has the right of way and other rules of the road, or path.   

 

- Addresses inadequate traffic control devices. 

State Route 29 traffic flows unimpeded through the project segment at a posted speed of 55 

miles per hour.  All of the public road intersections are stop-controlled at the minor leg and 

the private road approaches are not marked or controlled.  Where the multi-use path 

intersects roadways, either public or private, the appropriate traffic control devices will be 

installed where they are found to be inadequate. 

 

- Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users. 

The present lack of facilities for bikes and pedestrians exposes bicyclists, primarily, to high-

speed traffic and has resulted in unexpected and unprotected mid-block crossings.  

Constructing a separated facility will remove less experienced or competent cyclists from the 
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roadway shoulder and help to channelize highway crossings at marked intersections, which 

will guide both drivers and non-motorized travelers to navigate in a more predictable and 

safe manner.   

 

- Addresses inadequate or unsafe traffic control devices, bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks 

and/or sidewalks. 

State Route 29 is a two-lane expressway on an interregional route, connecting State Route 20 

in the north with the Napa Valley, Vallejo and the San Francisco Bay Area to the south.  Table 

101.2 of the Caltrans Highway Design Manual identifies the design speed of 70 to 80 miles per 

hour for expressways in rural areas.  The posted speed limit is 55 miles per hour for the 

project segment.  Speed zone surveys were not available specific to the project area, 

however, the State Route 29 South Corridor EFS states: 

 

Speed studies on SR 29 indicate that the 85th percentile speed for much of the corridor is about 60 

mph. On more open portions the 85th percentile is 68 mph – such as between Hartmann and 

Hidden Valley. This means that 15% of the drivers are exceeding 60 mph for much of the corridor. 

The prevailing speeds should be a safety consideration in the selection of roadway design criteria 

rather than assuming the 55 mph posted speed limit. As an example, 65 mph design speed criteria 

could be used. 

 

While the majority of the segment has four-foot shoulders, there are short stretches of 

highway with two-foot shoulders. Table 302.1 of the Caltrans Highway Design Manual 

provides the mandatory standards for paved shoulder width on highways. For a 2-lane 

expressway, the standard shoulder width is 8 feet; a footnote states that a 10-foot paved 

shoulder is preferred.  
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An alternative to the project proposal would be to install 8-foot shoulders, however wider 

pavement tends to encourage higher vehicle speeds, passing on the right shoulder, may 

encourage parking in some areas and may be used by some as a travel lane. A separated 

facility for bicycles and pedestrians will address safety conflicts with vehicles. 
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Part B: Narrative Questions  
Detailed Instructions for:    Question #3 

 
QUESTION #3 
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION and PLANNING (0-15 POINTS) 

 
Describe the community based public participation process that culminated in the 
project/program proposal or will be utilized as part of the development of a plan.   

 
The Lake APC administered a Public Partnership Planning grant to develop a Community 

Action Plan for Middletown.  At the same time, Caltrans District 1 received a State Planning 

and Research grant to conduct a State Route 29 South Corridor Engineered Feasibility Study 

to assess the need for safety and operational improvements on State Route (SR) 29.  The 

Feasibility Study included an assessment of bicycle and pedestrian facilities for a 20.3-mile 

segment, including the community of Middletown.  These planning studies were conducted 

simultaneously to ensure that the Engineered Feasibility Study (EFS) improvements were 

compatible with the recommendations in the Middletown Community Action Plan (MCAP).  

 
A. Who: Describe who was engaged in the identification and development of this 

project/program/plan (for plans: who will be engaged). (5 points max) 
 

The two studies jointly engaged the following organizations: the California Highway Patrol, 

Hidden Valley Lake [Homeowner’s] Association, Lake County Chamber of Commerce, Lake 

County Office of Education, Middletown Area Merchants Association (MAMA), Middletown 

Area Town Hall (MATH), Middletown Rancheria, Middletown Unified School District, South 

Lake County Fire Protection District, and Twin Pine Casino.  

 

B. How: Describe how stakeholders were engaged (or will be for a plan).  (4 points max) 
 

Through a Public Partnership Planning grant project to develop a multi-modal Community 

Action Plan for Middletown, the process included representation by a local Community 

Advisory Committee, notices in local media outlets and direct input from four highly attended 
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public meetings.  Subsequent to the planning process, the planning dialogue with the 

community was continued through responsible agency involvement at the Middletown Area 

Town Hall meetings. 

 

C. What:  Describe the feedback received during the stakeholder engagement process and 

describe how the public participation and planning process has improved the project’s 

overall effectiveness at meeting the purpose and goals of the ATP. (5 points max) 

 

The Community Action Plan outreach events generated thirty written comments requesting 

improvements for safety and operations for the project segment.  Community input is 

responsible for identifying the current and potential users of the facility, the user experience 

with and (lack of) comfort using the existing facility, a consensus on the preferred 

improvement types(s), and a preferred concept for the design and operation of the public 

facility.  Where the State tendency is to upgrade existing facilities (widen shoulders), public 

input led to advocacy for a higher standard for non-motorized facilities (a dedicated bicycle 

and pedestrian path), which promotes increased use of active transportation. 

 

D. Describe how stakeholders will continue to be engaged in the implementation of the 
project/program/plan.  (1 points max) 
 

The County of Lake and the Lake Area Planning staff will provide reports to the APC Board at 

regular public meetings, offer to report progress at future Middletown Area Town Hall 

meetings, and establish a project development team (PDT) with summaries of PDT meetings 

posted online.  
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Part B: Narrative Questions  
Detailed Instructions for:    Question #4 

QUESTION #4 
IMPROVED PUBLIC HEALTH (0-10 points) 
 
• NOTE: Applicants applying for the disadvantaged community set aside must respond to the 

below questions with health data specific to the disadvantaged communities. Failure to do 
so will result in lost points.  

 
A. Describe the health status of the targeted users of the project/program/plan. (3 points 

max) 
 

Health data from Lake County was made available by Dr. Karen Tait of the Lake County Public 

Health Department.  Health data is not available specific to Middletown.  The data used for the 

health status relates to the County as a whole.  

 

Lake County faces many health challenges and typically ranks at or near the bottom among 

California counties for many health measures:    

 

In the County Health Status Profiles 2015, Lake County ranked 58 out of 58 counties for death 

from all causes, death from all cancers, lung cancer, deaths from accidents (unintentional 

injuries) and drug-induced deaths.  It ranked 56 out of 58 counties for motor vehicle traffic 

crashes.   

 

In the 2015 County Health Rankings Lake County ranked 56 out of 57 California counties.  This 

ranking system is significant in that it factors in both personal health behaviors and 

environmental factors that influence outcomes.  Overall, Lake County ranked 57 out of 57 

counties for health behaviors, which include adult smoking (25% compared to 13% in CA), adult 

obesity (27% compared to 23% in CA), food environment index (6.0 compared to 7.5 in CA, 10 is 

best), physical inactivity (22% compared to 17% in CA), access to exercise opportunities (87% 

compared to 93% in CA), excessive drinking (21% compared to 17% in CA), alcohol-impaired 
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driving deaths (38% compared to 31% in CA), and poor mental health days (4.5 compared to 3.6 

in CA). 

 

Diabetes is a risk factor that contributes to cardiovascular disease.  As noted in the 2013 Lake 

County Community Health Needs Assessment, Lake County’s prevalence of diabetes worsened 

compared to the previous assessment, and the 2013 California prevalence remains below the 

National Healthy People 2010/2010 objectives.  In 2009, 10.5% of Lake County adults self-

reported a diagnosis of diabetes and 11.9% reported having been diagnosed with borderline or 

pre-diabetes (compared to California rates of 8.5% and 8.0 respectively).1  This represented a 

significant upward trend compared to the previous surveys dating back to 2005.  Type 2 diabetes 

is the most common form of diabetes and improves with weight loss and increased physical 

activity.   

 

The vast majority of Lake County’s poor health outcomes are strongly tied to health behaviors 

and influenced by certain environmental conditions that are amenable to change.  Physical 

inactivity clearly contributes to obesity and diabetes which, in turn, serve as risk factors for 

cardiovascular disease and cancer.  Similarly, physical inactivity contributes to poor mental health 

days, which is a risk factor for excessive alcohol use and alcohol-impaired driving deaths.  These 

factors, in combination with limited pedestrian walkways, bicycle routes and rural road 

conditions create a “perfect storm” for both accidents and discourage walking or bicycling. 

 

Lake County experiences high traffic collision rates. The age-adjusted death rate due to motor 

vehicle traffic crashes (2011-2013) was 25.9 per 100,000 population,2 which was twice the Health 

People 2020 national objective of 12.4 and more than 3 times the overall state rate.  According to 

the Community Health Status Indicators, the age-adjusted motor vehicle traffic-related death 

1 California Health Interview Survey 
2 Statistically unstable due to low total numbers; source 2015 County Health Status Profiles 
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rate for Lake County is 24.3 per 100,000, placing it second to the worst among demographically 

similar “peer counties”  in the US.3   

 

 

B. Describe how you expect your project/proposal/plan to enhance public health. (7 points 
max.) 

 

Improving conditions to promote safe opportunities for walking and bicycling in areas where 

potential for motor vehicle accidents is a significant concern is an important step toward 

removing barriers to physical activity.  It is quite likely that more Lake County residents would 

walk to nearby destinations if they could do so safely.  Although recent data are not readily 

found, it has been estimated in recent years that up to one-quarter of Lake County households do 

not have a car.  Data from a door-to-door survey conducted by Lake County Public Health in 

20124 determined that 9-14% of households in Lake County (including a sampling from 

Middletown) would either not evacuate or did not know if they would evacuate if an emergency 

evacuation were ordered.  When questioned about the reasons for not evacuating 17% cited a 

lack of transportation and 14% stated that they had concerns about getting gasoline for their 

vehicle.   These perspectives point to the necessity for active transportation routes in some cases 

for daily living and for safety in emergencies, such as wildfires. 

As a county that depends heavily on tourism, creating opportunities for outdoor activity that 

appeals to visitors as well as residents adds value by enhancing the local economy and creating 

new employment opportunities.  The social determinants of health illustrate that socioeconomic 

factors are closely tied with overall health and this is an important factor in Lake County, where 

25% of the population lives below poverty level.5  

3 http://wwwn.cdc.gov/CommunityHealth/profile/currentprofile/CA/Lake/1076 
4 Community Assessment for Public Health Emergency Response (CASPER) Survey conducted November 26-28, 2012 
5 2009-2013 data 
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Although health data specifically for Middletown residents is not available, the demographics6 

are notable in that the 18-64 year old age group is over 60% in Middletown compared with 54% 

of 18-64 year-olds in the county as a whole.  Although this shift in demographics is not major, it 

does suggest that a project geared toward increasing physical activity of adults may have 

proportionately greater impact in the Middletown community. 

6 2010 Census http://censusviewer.com/city/CA/Middletown   
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Part B: Narrative Questions  
Detailed Instructions for:    Question #5 

 
QUESTION #5  
BENEFIT TO DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES (0-10 points)  
 

A. Identification of disadvantaged communities:     (0 points – SCREENING ONLY) 
To receive disadvantaged communities points, projects/programs/plans must be located within a 
disadvantaged community (as defined by one of the four options below) AND/OR provide a direct, 
meaningful, and assured benefit to individuals from a disadvantaged community.  

1. The median household income of the census tract(s) is 80% of the statewide median 
household income 

2. Census tract(s) is in the top 25% of overall scores from CalEnviroScreen 2.0  
3. At least 75% of public school students in the project area are eligible for the Free or Reduced 

Priced Meals Program under the National School Lunch Program  
4. Alternative criteria for identifying disadvantage communities (see below) 
 

Provide a map showing the boundaries of the proposed project/program/plan and the geographic 
boundaries of the disadvantaged community that the project/program/plan is located within and/or 
benefiting.   

Option 1: Median household income, by census tract for the community(ies) benefited by the project:  
$56,435 

• Provide all census tract numbers 
• Provide the median income for each census track listed 
• Provide the population for each census track listed 

   
Option 2: California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen) score for the 

community benefited by the project:  _21%-25% 
• Provide all census tract numbers Census Tract: 6033001300 
• Provide the CalEnviroScreen 2.0 score for each census track listed 

1. CalEnviroScreen Score: 21% - 25% 
2. Pollution Burden: 18 
3. Population Characteristics:  33  

• Provide the population for each census track listed:  7,575 
 

Option 3: Percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals Programs:  _70.6 %  
• Provide percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Meals Program for each 

and all schools included in the proposal 
 

Option 4: Alternative criteria for identifying disadvantaged communities:  
• Provide median household income (option 1), the CalEnviroScreen 2.0 score (option 2), 

and if applicable, the percentage of students eligible for Free and Reduced Meal Programs 
(option 3) 

Option 4: Household income data was collected from the 2009-2013 American 

Community Survey 5-Year Survey. The proposed project is located entirely within 
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the Census Designated Place (CDP) of Middletown, which has a median household 

income of $48,846 per year and is 79.95% of the Statewide median household 

income of $61,094.  Lake County Census Tract 13, in which the Middletown CDP is 

located, also includes the Hidden Valley Lake CDP.  Hidden Valley Lake is one of 

only four communities in Lake County that does not qualify as a disadvantaged 

community under the Active Transportation Program Guidelines. Hidden Valley 

Lake is a gated residential community with a population of 5,579 and a median 

household income of $63,281 (104% of the Statewide median household income). 

Combining the Middletown CDP (population 1,323), part of the Hidden Valley Lake 

CDP (4,997 people within Census Tract 13), and the remainder of Census Tract 13 

(population 1,255), effectively moderates the divergent income levels and results 

in a median household income of $56,435. Residents of the Middletown CDP 

would be the beneficiary of the project, so Middletown CDP income is used to 

demonstrate disadvantaged community status, not the census tract income data. 

• Provide ADDITIONAL data that demonstrates that the community benefiting from the
project/program/plan is disadvantaged

• Provide an explanation for  why this additional data demonstrates that the community is
disadvantaged

B. For proposals located within disadvantage community: (5 points max)

What percent of the funds requested will be expended in the disadvantaged 

community? 100% Explain how this percent was calculated.  

The entire length of the project is located within the boundaries of the census designated 

place.  No funding will be spent outside of the disadvantaged community (Middletown CDP). 

C. Describe how the project/program/plan provides (for plans: will provide) a direct,

meaningful, and assured benefit to members of the disadvantaged community. (5

points max)
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Define what direct, meaningful, and assured benefit means for your proposed 

project/program/plan, how this benefit will be achieved, and who will receive this 

benefit. 

A direct benefit for the residents of the Middletown Census Defined Place, a disadvantaged 

community, is a benefit that primarily satisfies the need or needs of the community, rather 

than other potential users of the corridor.  A meaningful benefit is one that makes a 

difference to the lives and well-being of the intended group or individuals as a result of the 

project.  An assured benefit is not speculative in nature; there is a clear and easily accessible 

safety benefit that can be obtained by virtue of using the facility.  

 

Many of the existing users of the highway shoulder or informal pathway use inadequate 

facilities to access the more remote parts of the community because they have no other 

choice.  Many households in Lake County have one or fewer cars per households and a 

number of households that do have a car, struggle to pay for gas.  There are only two bus 

stops within the community, roughly two miles apart.  Highway 29 and the access-controlled 

highway right of way provide the only through route to access the southern portion of the 

community.  The project is located in a portion of the community that is isolated and 

dependent upon a public road that does not provide a safe and reliable facility for bicyclists 

and pedestrians.  The people that live in the community and use the local services to find 

work, affordable housing, basic needs and public services will benefit from this project.   
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Part B: Narrative Questions  
Detailed Instructions for:    Question #6 

QUESTION #6 
COST EFFECTIVENESS (0-5 POINTS) 

A. Describe the alternatives that were considered and how the ATP-related benefits vs.

project-costs varied between them.  Explain why the final proposed alternative is

considered to have the highest Benefit to Cost Ratio (B/C) with respect to the ATP

purpose of “increased use of active modes of transportation”.

(3 points max.)

The MATH group initially approached Caltrans to request that Route 29 be realigned to 

bypass the community in order to avoid conflicts with highway traffic on the local “main 

street.”  The Caltrans Engineered Feasibility Study for the State Route 29 South Corridor 

considered options to re-route Highway 29 traffic through or around Middletown.  A new 

alignment would have greater safety benefits, but the State didn’t foresee having the 

funding in the near future for construction.     

The alternative considered in the Community Action Plan included widening the highway 

shoulders to a minimum of six feet within the project limits, in accordance with FHWA safety 

research.  This would provide an improvement for bicyclists, but does not provide any safety 

countermeasures for pedestrians, nor would it encourage any increase in pedestrian activity 

within the corridor.  

B. Use the ATP Benefit/Cost Tool, provided by Caltrans Planning Division, to calculate the

ratio of the benefits of the project relative to both the total project cost and ATP funds

requested.   The Tool is located on the CTC’s website at:

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/offices/eab/atp.html.  After calculating the B/C ratios

for the project, provide constructive feedback on the tool (2 points max.)

Page | 24 

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/offices/eab/atp.html


 01-Lake County-02  ATP - Cycle 2 - Part B & C - 2015 

  ( 𝐵𝑒𝑛𝑒𝑓𝑖𝑡
𝑇𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙 𝑃𝑟𝑜𝑗𝑒𝑐𝑡 𝐶𝑜𝑠𝑡

 and 𝐵𝑒𝑛𝑒𝑓𝑖𝑡
𝐹𝑢𝑛𝑑𝑠 𝑅𝑒𝑞𝑢𝑒𝑠𝑡𝑒𝑑

). 

The Caltrans draft Cost/Benefit Ratio Tool was used for the preferred Multi-Use Path project 

and resulted in a benefit cost ratio of 8.29. 

 

Constructive feedback for the instructions: 

1. It is not clear what types of accidents should be used for the analysis (Collision factor? 

Party involved?).  Can automobile collisions be considered?  

2. There is no guidance on how far an accident may be from the project limits to be 

applicable to the analysis.  The HSIP program defines the distance from an 

intersection for which a collision can be considered in the analysis. 

3. It is not clear to what extent federal program guidelines can or should be considered 

for determining the eligibility of a project or if the benefit-cost ratio shall be the 

ultimate determinant of successful candidates.  When selecting project candidate 

projects for the application process, how are locals expected to base their decision 

among so many competing elements?  

4. The B/C Tool does not appear to have any relation to the federal program guidelines 

for recreational trails and therefore, the tool should not be mandatory for 

recreational project types unless further modified.  
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Part B: Narrative Questions  
Detailed Instructions for:    Question #7 

 
QUESTION #7  
LEVERAGING OF NON-ATP FUNDS (0-5 points)  
 

A. The application funding plan will show all federal, state and local funding for the 

project: (5 points max.) 

This project will benefit a disadvantaged community and will be funded with 100% Active 

Transportation Funds.  The Active Transportation Program did not require matching funds 

for disadvantaged communities in Cycle 1 and neither the County of Lake nor the Lake APC 

had anticipated this change to the program when establishing annual budgets. 

 

This project is entirely within the State of California highway right of way and the 

improvements would normally be funded by the State of California.  The Lake Area Planning 

Council and the County of Lake had established this project as a priority before the recent 

bicyclist fatality and were in a position to act on the State’s behalf.  In addition to addressing 

a safety concern on the State Route, the existing State facilities do not meet the intent or 

requirements of the Complete Streets Act of 2008 for a community main street. 
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Part B: Narrative Questions  
Detailed Instructions for:    Question #8 

QUESTION #8 
USE OF CALIFORNIA CONSERVATION CORPS (CCC) OR A CERTIFIED COMMUNITY CONSERVATION CORPS (0 or -
5 points) 

Step 1: Is this an application requesting funds for a Plan (Bike, Pedestrian, SRTS, or ATP Plan)? 

� Yes (If this application is for a Plan, there is no need to submit information to the 
corps and there will be no penalty to applicant:  0 points) 

 No (If this application is NOT for a Plan, proceed to Step #2)

Step 2: The applicant must submit the following information via email concurrently to both the CCC AND 
certified community conservation corps prior to application submittal to Caltrans.  The CCC and 
certified community conservation corps will respond within five (5) business days from receipt of 
the information.  

• Project Title
• Project Description
• Detailed Estimate
• Project Schedule
• Project Map
• Preliminary Plan

California Conservation Corps representative: Community Conservation Corps 
representative: 
Name:  Wei Hsieh    Name: Danielle Lynch  
Email: atp@ccc.ca.gov Email:  inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org 
Phone: (916) 341-3154 Phone: (916) 426-9170 

Step 3: The applicant has coordinated with Wei Hsieh with the CCC AND Danielle Lynch with the certified 
community conservation corps and determined the following (check appropriate box): 

� Neither corps can participate in the project (0 points) 

 Applicant intends to utilize the CCC or a certified community conservation corps on
the following items listed below (0 points).

� Applicant has contacted the corps but intends not to use the corps on a project in 
which either corps has indicated it can participate (-5 points) 

� Applicant has not coordinated with both corps (-5 points) 

The CCC and certified community conservation corps will provide a list to Caltrans of all projects submitted to them 
and indicating which projects they are available to participate on.  The applicant must also attach any email 
correspondence from the CCC and certified community conservation corps to the application verifying 
communication/participation. 

Item Description Est. Qty. Unit Unit Price Total 
5 Clearing and Grubbing    70,000  SF $0.25  $       17,500.00 
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Part B: Narrative Questions  
Detailed Instructions for:    Question #9 

 
QUESTION #9 
APPLICANT’S PERFORMANCE ON PAST GRANTS AND DELIVERABILITY OF PROJECTS   
( 0 to-10 points OR disqualification)  
 
A. Applicant:  Provide short explanation of the Implementing Agency’s project delivery 

history for all projects that include project funding through Caltrans Local Assistance 

administered programs (ATP, Safe Routes to School, BTA, HSIP, etc.) for the last five (5) 

years.   

Over the last two decades, the Lake County Department of Public Works has successfully 

delivered numerous federal safety projects: HES, BTA, HSIP, HRRR & SRTS. Within the past 

five years, the Department has delivered one HSIP project on time and within budget and is 

currently in the PS&E phase on a High Risk Rural Road project, which is also on schedule.  The 

one possible exception to a perfect project delivery history is on a Safe Routes to School 

project in the community of Clearlake Oaks where unanticipated cultural resources were 

discovered on-site.  This discovery has delayed construction by more than a year because of 

the need to conduct an extended Phase II excavation.  

 

 

B.       Caltrans response only: 

Caltrans to recommend score for deliverability of scope, cost, and schedule based on 

the overall application.   
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Part C:  Application Attachments  
Applicants must ensure all data in this part of the application is fully consistent 

with the other parts of the application.   See the Application Instructions and 
Guidance document for more information and requirements related to Part C. 

 

List of Application Attachments  
The following attachment names and order must be maintained for all applications.  Depending on the Project 

Type (I, NI or Plans) some attachments will be intentionally left blank.  All non-blank attachments must be 
identified in hard-copy applications using “tabs” with appropriate letter designations 

 
Application Signature Page Attachment A 

Required for all applications 

ATP - PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST (ATP-PPR)   Attachment B 
Required for all applications 

Engineer’s Checklist Attachment C 
Required for Infrastructure Projects 

Project Location Map Attachment D 
Required for all applications 

Project Map/Plans showing existing and proposed conditions Attachment E 
Required for Infrastructure Projects   (optional for ‘Non-Infrastructure’ and ‘Plan’ Projects) 

Photos of Existing Conditions Attachment F 
Required for all applications 

Project Estimate Attachment G 
Required for Infrastructure Projects 

Non-Infrastructure Work Plan (Form 22-R) Attachment H 
Required for all projects with Non-Infrastructure Elements 

Narrative Questions backup information Attachment I 
Required for all applications 
Label attachments separately with “H-#” based on the # of the Narrative Question 

Letters of Support Attachment J 
Required or Recommended for all projects (as designated in the instructions) 

Additional Attachments Attachment K  
Additional attachments may be included.  They should be organized in a way that allows application 
reviews easy identification and review of the information. 
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Attachment B 
ATP – Project Programming Request 

(pages 1 - 2) 



Date:

Project Title:
District

01

Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total
E&P (PA&ED) 46 46
PS&E 137 137
R/W 15 15
CON 1,232 1,232
TOTAL 46 152 1,232 1,430

ATP Funds

Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total
E&P (PA&ED) 46 46
PS&E 137 137
R/W 15 15
CON 1,232 1,232
TOTAL 46 152 1,232 1,430

ATP Funds

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

ATP Funds

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

ATP Funds

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

ATP Funds

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

29-May-15

Notes:

Notes:

Notes:

Notes:

Notes:

DO NOT FILL IN ANY SHADED AREAS
Funding Information:

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

Funding Agency

Infrastructure Cycle 2 Program Code
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)

Plan Cycle 2 Program Code

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ● DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Route

ATP PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST

County
Middletown Multi-Use Path

29LAK

Project Information:

PPNOProject IDEA

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)

Funding Agency
Caltrans

Non-infrastructure Cycle 2 Program Code
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)

Funding Agency

Future Cycles Program Code
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)

Previous Cycle Program Code

Funding Agency

Funding Agency

1 of 2
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Date:

Project Title:
District

01

29-May-15

DO NOT FILL IN ANY SHADED AREAS
Funding Information:

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ● DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Route

ATP PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST

County
Middletown Multi-Use Path

29LAK

Project Information:

PPNOProject IDEA

Fund No. 2:

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

Fund No. 3:

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

Fund No. 4:

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

Fund No. 5:

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

Fund No. 6:

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

Fund No. 7:

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

Notes:

Notes:

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)
Future Source for Matching Program Code

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)

Funding Agency

Program Code

Notes:

Notes:

Program Code

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)

Program Code
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)

Funding Agency

Program Code
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)

Funding Agency

Notes:

Program Code
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)

Notes:

Funding Agency

Funding Agency

Funding Agency

2 of 2
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Project Location Map 

(pages 1 - 3) 

 



Lake County, California 
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Project Map/Plans 
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Attachment F 
Photos of Existing Conditions 

(pages 1 - 7) 

 



The Middletown Rancheria is one of the larger trip generators and attractors in the area. In addition to 
residential areas, the Twin Pines Casino and Hotel is one of the bigger employers and venue for hosting 
special events within the community. 

The Rancheria is one-and-one-half miles from Middletown’s central business district. Due to the 
distance and time of travel, many visitors to the Rancheria ride bicycles.  
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High travel speeds along the only public route connecting the Rancheria to town lead many to travel off 
the highway shoulder. Regular use of the highway corridor has led to the development of an informal 
trail. 

The posted speed for highway 29 is 55 miles per hour throughout the entire project segment. Beyond 
the intersections with public and private roads, the shoulder varies in width between two and four feet.  
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Typical shoulder width along the highway corridor ranges from 2 to 4 feet, outside of intersections 
where turning tapers add extra width. 

State Route 29 is an access controlled expressway within the limits of the proposed project. Gaps in the 
access-control fencing have allowed bicyclists and pedestrians to travel along fragments of unconnected 
County roads, where active modes of transportation feel less vulnerable to high speed traffic. 
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A lack of public rights of way and the need to acquire private property have prevented the County from 
developing a through route for bicycles and pedestrians throughout the corridor. 

A gap in the Caltrans access control fence offers a shortcut to pedestrians, bicyclists and equestrians 
traveling along the highway. 
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The highway 29 corridor serves a portion of the community with limited connections to the center of 
town. Low-density land uses along the corridor draw a relatively large number of bicycles and 
pedestrians.    

A mother pushes a stroller along a gravel frontage road as part of a regular exercise routine. 
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This bicyclist demonstrates a lack of concern for safety while casually crossing the highway. 

Narrow shoulders on State Route 29 do not 
provide adequate room for both bicycles and 
pedestrians. 
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A pedestrian walks along the gravel shoulder 
within the project limits. 
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Attachment G 
Project Estimate 



Agency:

Prepared by: Date:

Item No. Quantity Units Unit Cost Total
Item Cost % $ % $ % $ % $

1 1 
LS

$63,464.00 $63,464 100% $63,464
2 1 LS $15,866.00 $15,866 100% $15,866
3 1 LS $39,665.00 $39,665 100% $39,665
4 1 LS $7,500.00 $7,500 100% $7,500
5       70,000 SF $0.25 $17,500 100% $17,500
6 1 LS $7,500.00 $7,500 100% $7,500
7         6,500 CY $30.00 $195,000 100% $195,000
8            760 TON $175.00 $133,000 100% $133,000
9         1,555 CY $60.00 $93,300 100% $93,300
10 1 LS $7,500.00 $7,500 100% $7,500
11            700 LF $20.00 $14,000 100% $14,000
12         1,200 LF $50.00 $60,000 100% $60,000
13 1 LS $110,000.00 $110,000 100% $110,000
14              90 LF $250.00 $22,500 100% $22,500
15              60 LF $150.00 $9,000 100% $9,000
16 1 LS $15,000.00 $15,000 100% $15,000
17         5,100 LF $15.00 $76,500 100% $76,500
18 1 LS $25,000.00 $25,000 100% $25,000

$912,295 $912,295

20.00% $182,459

$1,094,754

17% 25% Max

11% 15% Max136,844$  

Construction (CON)

Total PE:

Total RW: 15,000$  

Right of Way (RW)

Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Cost

To be Constructed 
by Corps/CCCATP Eligible Items Landscaping Non-Participating 

Items

Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)

Important: Read the Instructions in the other sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter in shaded fields (with formulas).

Middletown Multi-Use Path

In Lake County, adjacent to Hwy 29 from Rancheria Rd to Central Park Rd (01-LAK-29/Postmile 4.15 to 5.14), in the community of Middletown

Project Information:

Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:

5/20/2015

County of Lake

Application ID:

10,000$  

45,615$  

182,459$  

Project Cost Estimate:

01-Lake County-2

Pedestrian Bridge

Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:

Cost Breakdown

Subtotal of Construction Items:

Item 

Storm Drain-36"

Class 2 AB

Wire Mesh Fencing

Mobilization (8% Total)

Note: Cost can apply to more than one category. Therefore may be over 100%.

Heidi Utterback

5,000$  

Total CON: 1,231,598$  

Signage/Striping

Project Description:

Project Location:

Storm Drain Culverts-18"

Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):
Enter in the cell to the right

Clearing and Grubbing
SWPPP and Erosion Control

Earthwork
AC Paving - 8' Section @ 3" depth

Barrier and Fencing

Survey & Stakeout (2% Total)
Utility Conflicts ( 5% totoal) 

Traffic Control

Hydroseeding

Drainage Swale
Drainage Structures

1,429,057$  Total Project Cost Estimate:

Type of Project Delivery Cost

Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):

Right of Way Engineering:

Acquisitions and Utilities:

Construction Engineering (CE):

Total Construction Items & Contingencies:

Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED):

136,844$  

$1,094,754

Cost $
Preliminary Engineering (PE)

5/20/2015 1 of 1
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Attachment I 
Narrative Questions Backup Information 

• Screening Criteria 
o Regional Transportation Plan Policies (pages 1 - 4) 

• Question #1 
o Project Priority Documentation (pages 1 - 10) 

• Question #2 
o Collision Map - Location & Type (page 1)  
o SWITRS Reports  (pages 2 - 3) 

• Question #4 
o Public Health Data Sources (page 1) 
o County Health Rankings 2015 (page 2 - 3)  
o Lake County Health Needs Assessment (pages 4 - 5)  
o 2013-14 California Physical Fitness Report (page 6) 

• Question #5 
o Census Data - Middletown CDP Income (page 1 - 2) 
o Census Data - Tract #13 Income (pages 3 - 4)  
o Census Data - 2010 Census Summary (page 5) 
o Middletown CCD Map (page 6) 
o Lake County Census Map (page 7) 

• Question #6 
o B/C Tool Inputs (page 1) 
o B/C Tool Outputs (page 2) 

• Question #8 
o CCC Contact Documentation (pages 1 - 5) 
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REPORT 7 - BICYCLE INVOLVED COLLISIONS

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

DEPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL

01/01/2010 thru 12/31/2010

Report Run On:  04/23/2015

Total Count:  4

Include State Highways cases

County: Lake

Primary Rd N HIGH ST Distance (ft) 0 Direction Secondary Rd 13TH ST NCIC 1701 State Hwy? N Route Postmile Prefix Postmile Side of Hwy
City Lakeport County Lake Population 2 Rpt Dist 3F Beat Type 0 CalTrans Badge JBELL Collision Date 20100914 Time 0800 Day TUE
Primary Collision Factor WRONG SIDE Violation 21202A Collision Type OTHER Severity INJURY #Killed 0 #Injured 1 Tow Away? N Process Date 20111024
Weather1 CLEAR Weather2 Rdwy Surface DRY Rdwy Cond1 OTHER Rdwy Cond2 Spec Cond 0
Hit and Run Motor Vehicle Involved WithBICYCLE Lighting DAYLIGHT Ped Action Cntrl Dev NT PRS/FCTR Loc Type Ramp/Int

1F BICY 14 M W WRONG WY N L 0400 - - 3 N - - - BICY OTH VIS 14 M 9 0 - -
2 DRVR 36 M W HNBD RGT TURN E A 0100 PONTI 2008 - 3 N - M G

Party Info
Party Type Age Sex Race Sobriety1 Sobriety2 Move Pre Dir SW Veh CHP Veh Make Year SP Info OAF1 Viol OAF2 Safety Equip ROLE Ext Of Inj AGE Sex Seat Pos Safety EQUIP Ejected

Victim Info

Primary Rd RT 175 Distance (ft) 40 Direction E Secondary Rd BR 14-21 NCIC 9151 State Hwy? Y Route 175 Postmile Prefix R Postmile 25.02 Side of Hwy E
City UNINCORP. County Lake Population 9 Rpt Dist Beat 028 Type 1 CalTrans 1 Badge 16414 Collision Date 20100722 Time 1500 Day THU
Primary Collision Factor IMPROP TURN Violation 22107 Collision Type OTHER Severity INJURY #Killed 0 #Injured 1 Tow Away? N Process Date 20111010
Weather1 CLEAR Weather2 Rdwy Surface DRY Rdwy Cond1 NO UNUSL CND Rdwy Cond2 Spec Cond 0
Hit and Run Motor Vehicle Involved WithBICYCLE Lighting DAYLIGHT Ped Action Cntrl Dev NT PRS/FCTR Loc Type H Ramp/Int -

1F BICY 14 M O HNBD ENT TRAF E L 0400 - - 3 N - - - BICY SEVERE 14 M 1 1 P V
2 DRVR 18 M W HNBD PROC ST E D 2200 FORD 2006 - 3 N - M G

Party Info
Party Type Age Sex Race Sobriety1 Sobriety2 Move Pre Dir SW Veh CHP Veh Make Year SP Info OAF1 Viol OAF2 Safety Equip ROLE Ext Of Inj AGE Sex Seat Pos Safety EQUIP Ejected

Victim Info

Primary Rd RT 29 Distance (ft) 0 Direction Secondary Rd CENTRAL PARK NCIC 9151 State Hwy? Y Route 29 Postmile Prefix - Postmile 5.14 Side of Hwy N
City UNINCORP. County Lake Population 9 Rpt Dist Beat 018 Type 1 CalTrans 1 Badge 16093 Collision Date 20100901 Time 0827 Day WED
Primary Collision Factor IMPROP TURN Violation 22100B Collision Type OTHER Severity INJURY #Killed 0 #Injured 1 Tow Away? N Process Date 20111010
Weather1 CLEAR Weather2 Rdwy Surface DRY Rdwy Cond1 LOOSE MATRL Rdwy Cond2 CONS ZONE Spec Cond 0
Hit and Run Motor Vehicle Involved WithBICYCLE Lighting DAYLIGHT Ped Action Cntrl Dev NT PRS/FCTR Loc Type I Ramp/Int 5

1F BICY 70 M W HNBD LFT TURN - L 0400 - - 3 A 22111 - - - BICY OTH VIS 70 M 1 1 P W
2 DRVR 58 F W HNBD PROC ST N A 0700 GMC 2004 - 3 N - M G

Party Info
Party Type Age Sex Race Sobriety1 Sobriety2 Move Pre Dir SW Veh CHP Veh Make Year SP Info OAF1 Viol OAF2 Safety Equip ROLE Ext Of Inj AGE Sex Seat Pos Safety EQUIP Ejected

Victim Info

Primary Rd SODA BAY RD Distance (ft) 0 Direction Secondary Rd CLARK DR NCIC 9151 State Hwy? N Route Postmile Prefix Postmile Side of Hwy
City UNINCORP. County Lake Population 9 Rpt Dist Beat 025 Type 2 CalTrans Badge 15722 Collision Date 20100425 Time 1524 Day SUN
Primary Collision Factor IMPROP TURN Violation 22107 Collision Type BROADSIDE Severity INJURY #Killed 0 #Injured 3 Tow Away? N Process Date 20110310
Weather1 CLEAR Weather2 Rdwy Surface DRY Rdwy Cond1 NO UNUSL CND Rdwy Cond2 Spec Cond 0
Hit and Run Motor Vehicle Involved WithOTHER MV Lighting DAYLIGHT Ped Action Cntrl Dev NT PRS/FCTR Loc Type Ramp/Int

1F BICY 56 M W HNBD LFT TURN W L 0400 - - 3 N - - - BICY OTH VIS 56 M 1 2 P W
2 DRVR 53 M W HNBD PROC ST W C 0200 YAMAH 2003 - 3 N - P W DRVR COMP PN 53 M 1 2 P W

PASS OTH VIS 50 F 0 2 P Y

Party Info
Party Type Age Sex Race Sobriety1 Sobriety2 Move Pre Dir SW Veh CHP Veh Make Year SP Info OAF1 Viol OAF2 Safety Equip ROLE Ext Of Inj AGE Sex Seat Pos Safety EQUIP Ejected

Victim Info

Page 1 This report is accepted subject to the Terms of Use.  Due to collision records processing backlogs, SWITRS data is typically seven months behind.  Data requested for dates seven months prior to the current date will be incomplete.
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01/01/2014 thru 12/31/2014

Report Run On:  04/23/2015

Total Count:  7

Include State Highways cases

County: Lake

Primary Rd MAIN ST Distance (ft) 40 Direction E Secondary Rd 3RD ST NCIC 9151 State Hwy? N Route Postmile Prefix Postmile Side of Hwy
City UNINCORP. County Lake Population 9 Rpt Dist Beat 005 Type 3 CalTrans Badge 019430 Collision Date 20140608 Time 2030 Day SUN
Primary Collision Factor IMPROP TURN Violation 22107 Collision Type HIT OBJECT Severity PDO #Killed 0 #Injured 0 Tow Away? N Process Date 20150402
Weather1 CLEAR Weather2 Rdwy Surface DRY Rdwy Cond1 NO UNUSL CND Rdwy Cond2 Spec Cond 0
Hit and Run Motor Vehicle Involved WithOTHER MV Lighting DARK - ST Ped Action Cntrl Dev NT PRS/FCTR Loc Type Ramp/Int

1F BICY 21 M H HNBD UNS TURN E L 0400 - - 3 N - - -
2 PRKD 998 - PARKED S D 2200 CHEVR 2003 - - N - - -

Party Info
Party Type Age Sex Race Sobriety1 Sobriety2 Move Pre Dir SW Veh CHP Veh Make Year SP Info OAF1 Viol OAF2 Safety Equip ROLE Ext Of Inj AGE Sex Seat Pos Safety EQUIP Ejected

Victim Info

Primary Rd RT 20 Distance (ft) 5 Direction W Secondary Rd KEYS BL NCIC 9151 State Hwy? Y Route Postmile Prefix Postmile Side of Hwy
City UNINCORP. County Lake Population 9 Rpt Dist Beat 012 Type 1 CalTrans Badge 019718 Collision Date 20140705 Time 1644 Day SAT
Primary Collision Factor DRVR ALC|DRG Violation 212005 Collision Type OVERTURNED Severity INJURY #Killed 0 #Injured 1 Tow Away? N Process Date 20140818
Weather1 CLEAR Weather2 Rdwy Surface DRY Rdwy Cond1 NO UNUSL CND Rdwy Cond2 Spec Cond 0
Hit and Run Motor Vehicle Involved WithFIXED OBJ Lighting DAYLIGHT Ped Action Cntrl Dev NT PRS/FCTR Loc Type Ramp/Int

1F BICY 52 M W HBD-UI ENT TRAF S L 0400 - - 3 A 22107 - - - BICY SEVERE 52 M 1 1 P V

Party Info
Party Type Age Sex Race Sobriety1 Sobriety2 Move Pre Dir SW Veh CHP Veh Make Year SP Info OAF1 Viol OAF2 Safety Equip ROLE Ext Of Inj AGE Sex Seat Pos Safety EQUIP Ejected

Victim Info

Primary Rd RT 29 Distance (ft) 500 Direction S Secondary Rd CENTRAL PARK NCIC 9151 State Hwy? Y Route 29 Postmile Prefix - Postmile 5 Side of Hwy S
City UNINCORP. County Lake Population 9 Rpt Dist Beat 018 Type 1 CalTrans 1 Badge 19200 Collision Date 20141122 Time 2212 Day SAT
Primary Collision Factor DRVR ALC|DRG Violation 212005 Collision Type OTHER Severity FATAL #Killed 1 #Injured 0 Tow Away? N Process Date 20150327
Weather1 CLEAR Weather2 Rdwy Surface DRY Rdwy Cond1 NO UNUSL CND Rdwy Cond2 Spec Cond 0
Hit and Run Motor Vehicle Involved WithBICYCLE Lighting DARK - NO Ped Action Cntrl Dev NT PRS/FCTR Loc Type H Ramp/Int -

1F BICY 62 M W HBD-UI ENT TRAF E L 0400 - - 3 A 21202 - - - BICY KILLED 62 M 1 1 V -
2 DRVR 62 F W HNBD PROC ST N A 0700 CHEVR 1992 - 3 N - M G PASS 59 M 3 0 M G

PASS 52 M 6 0 P G
3 DRVR 21 F W HNBD PROC ST S A 0100 VOLVO 2006 - 3 N - M G PASS 23 M 3 0 M G

Party Info
Party Type Age Sex Race Sobriety1 Sobriety2 Move Pre Dir SW Veh CHP Veh Make Year SP Info OAF1 Viol OAF2 Safety Equip ROLE Ext Of Inj AGE Sex Seat Pos Safety EQUIP Ejected

Victim Info

Page 2 This report is accepted subject to the Terms of Use.  Due to collision records processing backlogs, SWITRS data is typically seven months behind.  Data requested for dates seven months prior to the current date will be incomplete.
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Public Health Data Sources for the Middletown ATP Application 

US Census data 

 http://quickfacts.census.gov/qfd/states/06000.html 

2015County Health Rankings  

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/ 

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/sites/default/files/state/downloads/CHR2015_CA_0.pdf 

County Health Status Profiles 2015  

http://www.cdph.ca.gov/programs/ohir/Documents/OHIRProfiles2015.pdf 

Community Health Status Indicators (CHSI) 

Lake County Community Health Needs Assessment – September 2013  

http://www.co.lake.ca.us/Assets/Public+Information+Releases/091813b.pdf 
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California Department of Education 
Statewide Assessment Division 
Prepared: 5/29/2015 5:18:11 PM  

State: California 

2013-14 California Physical Fitness Report 
Overall - Summary of Results 

Lake County 

Additional information can be found at the California Department of Education Physical Fitness Test Web page. 

Physical 
Fitness Area

Total 
Tested¹ 
in Grade 

5 

Number 
Grade 5 
Students 
in HFZ² 

% Grade 5 
Students 

in HFZ 

% Grade 5 
Students 
in Needs 
Improve- 

ment 

% Grade 5 
Students 
in Needs 
Improve- 

ment - 
Health 
Risk 

Total 
Tested¹ 
in Grade 

7 

Number 
Grade 7 
Students 
in HFZ² 

% Grade 7 
Students 

in HFZ 

% Grade 7 
Students 
in Needs 
Improve- 

ment 

% Grade 7 
Students 
in Needs 
Improve- 

ment - 
Health 
Risk 

Total 
Tested¹ 
in Grade 

9 

Number 
Grade 9 
Students 
in HFZ² 

% Grade 9 
Students 

in HFZ 

% Grade 9 
Students 
in Needs 
Improve- 

ment 

% Grade 9 
Students 
in Needs 
Improve- 

ment - 
Health 
Risk 

Aerobic 
Capacity 701 402 57.3 34.8 7.9 628 380 60.5 25.5 14.0 637 355 55.7 21.8 22.5 

Body 
Composition 701 412 58.8 18.1 23.1 628 389 61.9 19.7 18.4 637 409 64.2 22.1 13.7 

Abdominal 
Strength 701 560 79.9 20.1 N/A 628 492 78.3 21.7 N/A 637 558 87.6 12.4 N/A 

Trunk 
Extension 
Strength 

701 639 91.2 8.8 N/A 628 572 91.1 8.9 N/A 637 604 94.8 5.2 N/A 

Upper Body 
Strength 701 371 52.9 47.1 N/A 628 405 64.5 35.5 N/A 637 467 73.3 26.7 N/A 

Flexibility 701 497 70.9 29.1 N/A 628 473 75.3 24.7 N/A 637 537 84.3 15.7 N/A 

¹ Includes partially tested students 
² HFZ is an acronym for Healthy Fitness Zone a registered trademark of The Cooper Institute 
** To protect confidentiality scores are not shown when the number of students tested is 10 or less 
N/A Not applicable 
The PFT is based on the FITNESSGRAM/ACTIVITYGRAM software, owned by the Cooper Institute, Dallas, TX, and published by Human Kinetics, Champaign, IL. The PFT is created and copyrighted by the California Department of 
Education (CDE) under a license agreement with Human Kinetics. The FITNESSGRAM is a registered trademark of The Cooper Institute. 
The PFT performance standards are available on the CDE FITNESSGRAM: Healthy Fitness Zone Charts Web page. Information about the FITNESSGRAM is available on the Human Kinetics Web site (Outside Source).  

Questions: High School and Physical Fitness Assessment Office | pft@cde.ca.gov | 916-445-9449 

California Department of Education 
1430 N Street Sacramento, CA 95814 
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http://data1.cde.ca.gov/
http://data1.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/PhysFitness/PFTDN/Summary2011.aspx?r=0&t=4&y=2013-14&c=00000000000000&n=0000
http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/pf/
http://preview.cde.ca.gov/pft/PhysFitness/gls_pft_tasks1011.asp
http://preview.cde.ca.gov/pft/PhysFitness/gls_pft_tasks1011.asp
http://preview.cde.ca.gov/pft/PhysFitness/gls_pft_hfz1011.asp
http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/ft/healthfitzones.asp
http://www.fitnessgram.net/home/
mailto:pft@cde.ca.gov
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Middletown CCD Map

Source: U.S. Census Bureau
Sources: Esri, USGS, NOAA

Census Tracts

County Subdivisions

Consolidated Cities

Incorporated Places

Census Designated Places

Alaska Native Regional Corporations

Tribal Subdivisions

April 23, 2015
0 2.5 51.25 mi

0 4 82 km

1:144,448

(c)Copyright 2015 - US Census Bureau
Created with:  TIGERweb
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Lake County Census Map

Source: U.S. Census Bureau
Sources: Esri, USGS, NOAA

Consolidated Cities

Alaska Native Regional Corporations

Federal American Indian Reservations

Off-Reservation Trust Lands

State American Indian Reservations

Alaska Native Village Statistical Areas

Oklahoma Tribal Statistical Areas

State Designated Tribal Statistical Areas

Tribal Designated Statistical Areas

American Indian Joint-Use Areas

Areal Hydrography

Glaciers

States

Counties

April 23, 2015
0 10 205 mi

0 10 205 km

1:577,791

(c)Copyright 2015 - US Census Bureau
Created with:  TIGERweb
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INFRASTRUCTURE

Bike Projects (Daily Person Trips for All Users) (Box1A) Project Costs (Box 1D)
Without Project With Project $1,428,764

Existing 14
28 35

ATP Requested Funds (Box 1E)
Commuters Recreational Users $1,428,764

Existing Trips 4 8
New Daily Trips
(1 YR after project completion) CRASH DATA  (Box 1F) Last 5 Yrs Annual Average

Fatal Crashes 1 0.2
Bike Class Type Bike Class I Injury Crashes 1 0.2

Traffic (AADT) 10,700 PDO 0

Pedestrian Projects (Daily Person Trips for All Users) (Box 1B) Y or N
Without Project With Project (Capitalized)

22 Pedestrian countdown signal heads
44 55 Pedestrian crossing

Advance stop bar before crosswalk
Without Project With Project Install overpass/underpass

Existing step counts Raised medians/refuge islands
(600 steps=0.3mi=1 trip) Pedestrian crossing (new signs and markings only)
Existing miles walked Pedestrian crossing (safety features/curb extensions)

Pedestrian signals
Safe Routes to School (SR2S) (Box 1C) Total Bike lanes Y

Sidewalk/pathway (to avoid walking along roadway) Y
Pedestrian crossing (with enhanced safety features)
Pedestrian crossing
Other reduction factor countermeasures

Project Name:
Project Location:

Middletown Multi‐Use Path
Middletown, Lake County

Forecast (1 Yr after
completion)

SAFETY COUNTERMEASURES (improvements) (Box 1G)

Non‐SR2S Infrastructure Project Cost
SR2S Infrastructure Project Cost

Number of student enrollment
Approximate no. of students living along school 
route proposed for improvement

Average  Annual Daily 

Project Information‐ Non SR2S Infrastructure

Si
gn
al
iz
ed

 
In
te
rs
ec
tio

n

Non‐SR2S Infrastructure 
SR2S Infrastructure

Percentage of students that currently walk or 
bike to school

Existing

Projected percentage of students that will walk 
or bike to school after the project

Ro
ad

w
ay
s

U
ns
ig
na

liz
ed

 
In
te
rs
ec
tio

n

Forecast (1 YR after 
project completion) 
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Funds Requested $1,428,764.00
Net Present Cost of Funds Requested $1,373,811.54
Benefit Cost Ratio 8.29

20 Year Invest Summary Analysis

20 Year Itemized Savings

$1,373,811.54
$17,032,918.40

Health

Net Present Cost
$1,428,764.00

$11,393,811.22
8.29

Total Costs

Total Benefits
Net Present Benefit
Benefit‐Cost Ratio

Safety

$415,526.65
$192,024.83

$46,020.43
$16,190,829.27

Gas & Emissions

Mobility

Recreational $188,517.22
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Jesse Robertson

From: Hsieh, Wei@CCC <Wei.Hsieh@CCC.CA.GOV> on behalf of ATP@CCC 
<ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>

Sent: Friday, May 22, 2015 11:51 AM
To: robertsonj@dow-associates.com
Cc: Hsieh, Wei@CCC; ATP@CCC; inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org; Button, John@CCC; 

Notheis, Larry@CCC
Subject: RE: Active Transportation Program Referral/Inquiry for the Middletown Multi-Use Path

Hi Jesse, 

John Button, the Conservation Supervisor at our CCC Ukiah location has responded to the partnership for your project. 
The CCC can do the clearing and grubbing. 

Please include this email with your application as proof that you reached out to the CCC. Feel free to contact John 
Button directly John.Button@ccc.ca.gov if your project receives funding. 

Thank you, 

Wei Hsieh, Manager 
Programs & Operations Division 
California Conservation Corps 
1719 24th Street 
Sacramento, CA 95816 
(916) 341‐3154
Wei.Hsieh@ccc.ca.gov

From: Jesse Robertson [mailto:robertsonj@dow‐associates.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 12:28 PM 
To: ATP@CCC; inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org 
Cc: 'Lisa Davey batesl'; larse@co.lake.ca.us; 'Todd Mansell' 
Subject: Active Transportation Program Referral/Inquiry for the Middletown Multi‐Use Path 

Wei / Danielle, 

The Lake County/City Area Planning Council and the County of Lake respectfully request your interest in participating in 
the below described Active Transportation Program infrastructure construction project: 

Project Title:    Middletown Multi‐Use Path 
Project Description:    Construct a multi‐use (paved) path for bicyclist, pedestrian and equestrian use in Lake County, 
within the State Highway 29 right of way, just south of the unincorporated community of Middletown 
Detailed Estimate:     See attached Engr‐Estimate/Attachment‐G 
Project Schedule:       See the attached PPR‐ATP Attachment B‐2 form and the list of milestone dates below 
Project Map:           See attached Location Map 
Preliminary Plan:       See attached Prelim Path Plans 

MILESTONE:    EXPECTED DATE 
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CTC ‐ PA&ED Allocation:      July 1, 2016       
* CEQA Environmental Clearance:   December 31, 2016 
* NEPA Environmental Clearance:  December 31, 2016 
CTC ‐ PS&E Allocation:    January 1, 2017 
CTC ‐ Right of Way Allocation:    July 1, 2017 
* Right of Way Clearance & Permits:  April 1, 2018 
Final/Stamped PS&E package:    April 30, 2018 
* CTC ‐ Construction Allocation:    July 1, 2018 
* Construction Complete:   October 30, 2018 
* Submittal of “Final Report”  November 30,2018 

A written response is requested from each of you/your organizations within five business days of receipt of this email.  

Please contact me with questions or for additional information. 

Thank you. 

Jesse Robertson 
Senior Transportation Planner 
Dow & Associates 
367 N. State Street, Suite 206 
Ukiah, CA 95482 
(707) 263-7799 x 23 (t)
(707) 463-2212 (f)
robertsonj@dow-associates.com
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Jesse Robertson

From: Active Transportation Program <inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org>
Sent: Tuesday, May 26, 2015 5:25 PM
To: Jesse Robertson
Cc: atp@ccc.ca.gov; Lisa Davey batesl; larse@co.lake.ca.us; Todd Mansell
Subject: Re: Active Transportation Program Referral/Inquiry for the Middletown Multi-Use Path

Hello, 

Thank you for reaching out to the local conservation corps. Unfortunately, we are not able to 
participate in this project. Please include this email with your application as proof that you reached out 
to the Local Corps. 

Thank you 

On Wed, May 20, 2015 at 12:27 PM, Jesse Robertson <robertsonj@dow-associates.com> wrote: 

Wei / Danielle, 

The Lake County/City Area Planning Council and the County of Lake respectfully request your interest in 
participating in the below described Active Transportation Program infrastructure construction project: 

Project Title: Middletown Multi-Use Path 

Project Description:       Construct a multi-use (paved) path for bicyclist, pedestrian and equestrian use in Lake 
County, within the State Highway 29 right of way, just south of the unincorporated community of Middletown 

Detailed Estimate:          See attached Engr-Estimate/Attachment-G 

Project Schedule:            See the attached PPR-ATP Attachment B-2 form and the list of milestone dates below

Project Map: See attached Location Map 

Preliminary Plan:             See attached Prelim Path Plans 

MILESTONE:    EXPECTED DATE
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CTC - PA&ED Allocation: July 1, 2016          

* CEQA Environmental Clearance:          December 31, 2016 

* NEPA Environmental Clearance:           December 31, 2016 

CTC - PS&E Allocation: January 1, 2017 

CTC - Right of Way Allocation: July 1, 2017 

* Right of Way Clearance & Permits:        April 1, 2018 

Final/Stamped PS&E package: April 30, 2018 

* CTC - Construction Allocation:              July 1, 2018 

* Construction Complete: October 30, 2018 

* Submittal of “Final Report” November 30,2018 

A written response is requested from each of you/your organizations within five business days of receipt of this 
email.  

Please contact me with questions or for additional information. 

Thank you. 

Jesse Robertson 

Senior Transportation Planner 

Dow & Associates 

367 N. State Street, Suite 206 

Ukiah, CA 95482 

(707) 263-7799 x 23 (t)

(707) 463-2212 (f)

robertsonj@dow-associates.com 
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--  
Monica Davalos | Legislative Policy Intern 
Active Transportation Program 
California Association of Local Conservation Corps 
1121 L Street, Suite 400 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
916.426.9170 | inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org 
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Attachment J 
Letters of Support 

• Lake County Board of Supervisors (pages 1 - 2)

• Middletown Rancheria of Pomo Indians of California (page 3 - 4)

• Lake County Public Health Department (page 5)

• Middletown Unified School District (Page 6)

• Middletown Area Merchants Association (page 7)

• Lake County Trails Coalition (page 8)

• South Lake County Fire Protection District (page 9)

• State Senator, 2nd District (page 10)

• State Assembly, 4th District (Page 11 - 12)

• U.S. Congress Representative, 5th District (page 13)
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Attachment K 
Additional Attachments 

 

 
• Part A: Caltrans Traffic Operations Concurrence (page 1) 

 
• Part A: Caltrans Maintenance Letter (page 2) 

 
• Part A: Exhibit 22-F – Request for State Only ATP Funding 

(pages 3 - 4) 
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