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07-City of Santa Monica-1 ATP Cycle 2 Application Form

ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM - CYCLE 2
Application Form for Part A

Parts B & C must be completed using a separate document

PROJECT unique APPLICATION NO.: 07-City of Santa Monica-1
Auto populated

Total ATP Funds Requested: $1,613 (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:

City of Santa Monica
IMPLEMENTING AGENCY'S ADDRESS CITY ZIP CODE
1685 Main Street Santa Monica CA 90401
IMPLEMENTING AGENCY'S CONTACT PERSON: CONTACT PERSON'STITLE:
Francie Stefan Strategic & Transportation Planning Manager
CONTACT PERSON'S PHONE NUMBER: CONTACT PERSON'S EMAIL ADDRESS :
310-458-8341 francie.stefan@smgov.net
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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.qg., 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:

N/A
PROJECT PARTNERING AGENCY'S ADDRESS CITY ZIP CODE
CA
PROJECT PARTNERING AGENCY'S CONTACT PERSON: CONTACT PERSON'S TITLE:
CONTACT PERSON'S PHONE NUMBER: CONTACT PERSON'S EMAIL ADDRESS :

MASTER AGREEMENTS (MAs):

Does the Implementing Agency currently have a MA with Caltrans? IX’ Yes |:| No
Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans MA number 07-5107R
Implementing Agency's State Caltrans MA number 00373S

* 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)
Expo Station 4th Street Linkages to Downtown & Civic Center

Application Number: | 1 out of 4 | Applications

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: (Max of 250 Characters)

Improves pedestrian and bicyclist linkages on a 0.2-mile segment of 4th Street to support safer first- and last-mile access and
connectivity to the future Expo terminus station, central business district, Civic Center and other local destinations.

PROJECT LOCATION: (Max of 250 Characters)

The project is located in the 4th Street right-of-way between Colorado and Olympic Drive and extends south from the future
Downtown Expo terminus station at 4th Street/Colorado to Olympic Drive via a Caltrans bridge structure over the 1-10 Freeway.
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Will any infrastructure-improvements permanently or temporarily encroach on the State right-of-way? IXI Yes |:| No

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

Project Coordinates: (latitude/longitude in decimal format) Lat. 34.012029 /long. -118.490032
Congressional District(s): 33
State Senate District(s): 26 State Assembly District(s): |50
Caltrans District(s): 07
County: Los Angeles County
MPO: SCAG
RTPA:
MPO UZA Population: Within a Large MPO (Pop > 200,000)

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

ESTIMATION OF ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION USERS

Existing Counts: Pedestrians 1,601 Bicyclists 173
One Year Projection:  Pedestrians 2,465 Bicyclists 263
Five Year Projection:  Pedestrians 2,569 Bicyclists 274

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

Bicycle: Classl [] Classll [ ] ClassHl [] Other bike boxes
Pedestrian: Sidewalk [X]  Crossing [X] Other
Multiuse Trails/Paths: Meets ""Class 1" Design Standards [_] 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: Yes [] No
If yes, which criterion does the project meet in regards to the Disadvantaged Community (mark all that apply):
Household Income Yes [ ] No CalEnvioScreen []Yes [] No
Student Meals []Yes [] No Local Criteria []Yes [] No
Is the majority of the project physically located within the limits of a Disadvantaged Community: Yes [ ] No

CORPS
Does the agency intend to utilize the Corps: Yes [ ]| No
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ATP Cycle 2 Application Form

PROJECT TYPE (Check only one: I, NI or I/NI)

Infrastructure (1) [X] OR Non-Infrastructure (NI) [] OR Combination (N/NI) []

“Plan” applications to show as NI only

Development of a Plan in a Disadvantaged Community: [] Yes [X] No

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 [X]  PedestrianPlan [ ]~ Safe Routes to School Plan [X] Active Transportation Plan [_]

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

X
X
l
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Bicycle Transportation % of Project 10.0 % (ped + bike must = 100%)
Pedestrian Transportation % of Project 90.0 %
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 mile

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.
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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: 9/15/16
* CEQA Environmental Clearance: 10/15/17
* NEPA Environmental Clearance: 10/15/17
CTC - PS&E Allocation: 12/15/17
CTC - Right of Way Allocation: 12/15/17
* Right of Way Clearance & Permits: 4/15/18
Final/Stamped PS&E package: 9/15/18
* CTC - Construction Allocation: 11/15/18
* Construction Complete: 10/30/19
* Submittal of “Final Report” 2/15/20
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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:

ATP funds for PA&D: $120

ATP funds for PS&E: $120

ATP funds for Right of Way: $40

ATP funds for Construction: $1,333

ATP funds for Non-Infrastructure: $0 (All NI funding is allocated in a project's Construction Phase)
Total ATP funds being requested for this application/project: $1,613

Local funds leveraging or matching the ATP funds: $403

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: $0
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: $2,016

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? Yes [] No

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

NEPA clearance requirement will significantly delay project. With Downtown Expo terminus station opening in Spring/Summer 2016,
the need for the proposed safety enhancements along 4th Street is particularly urgent.

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.
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ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM - CYCLE 2

Part B: Narrative Questions
(Application Screening/Scoring)

Project unique application No.: 07-Santa Monica-1

Implementing Agency’s Name: City of Santa Monica

Table of Contents

Screening Criteria Page: 8

Narrative Question #1 Page: 10
Narrative Question #2 Page: 16
Narrative Question #3 Page: 21
Narrative Question #4 Page: 25
Narrative Question #5 Page: 27
Narrative Question #6 Page: 30
Narrative Question #7 Page: 32
Narrative Question #8 Page: 33
Narrative Question #9 Page: 34
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Part B: Narrative Questions

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.

Demonstrated fiscal needs of the applicant:

ATP Cycle 1 funded lighting, wayfinding and landscaping improvements for the segment of 4™ Street north of
the station, between Colorado Avenue and Broadway, linking the station to the Downtown. The City does not
currently have sufficient discretionary funds available beyond its proposed local match of $403,175 to
implement the full scope of the $2,015,875 project improvements. The City’s key sources of funding for
capital improvements, including the local return portion of countywide transportation sales tax funds
distributed to all cities in Los Angeles County, are fully committed through the 5-year horizon (FY2015-
FY2019) of the City’s Capital Improvement Program, meaning that funds would not be available until at least
after FY2020 for this Project. This highly visible project will be an important component of the access network
that provides immediate ridership. Delayed implementation will impair the City’s ability to address circulation
improvements for not just local residents, but also the anticipated surge in volume of expected users of the

Expo Line, and could impact important early ridership numbers.

This project is identified as one of Santa Monica’s high-priority projects to address the access and circulation
needs associated with the future Downtown Expo terminus station at 4™ Street/Colorado Avenue, opening in
Spring/Summer 2016. This ATP Cycle 2 grant application requests funds for the segment of 4th Street south of
Colorado Avenue, which links to the Civic Center, Santa Monica High School and the regional employment

centers with over 4,000 employees located there.

2. Consistency with Regional Plan.

This project is consistent with the adopted 2012-2035 RTP/SCS which seeks to maximize the productivity of,
and strategically expand the region’s transportation system and fulfills many of the goals outlined in Table 1.1

of the RTP/SCS (page 13 of the RTP/SCS), including goals to:

e Maximize mobility and accessibility for all people and goods in the region,
e Ensure travel safety and reliability for all people and goods in the region,
e Preserve and ensure a sustainable regional transportation system,

e Maximize the productivity of our transportation system,
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e Protect the environment and health of our residents by improving air quality, and

e Encouraging active transportation (non-motorized transportation, such as bicycling and walking).

The project is a prime example of the type of “first mile/last mile” strategy that is encouraged in the RTP/SCS.
By creating the critical pedestrian linkages around the future Downtown Expo terminus station, the project
will facilitate access to regional transit and increase transit ridership. Pages 39, 50, 55, 141, 154, 155, 209, and
211 in the RTP/SCS support the project (See Attachment 1-0).
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Part B: Narrative Questions

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)

I A. Describe current and projected types and numbers/rates of users. (12 points max.)

Based on an extrapolation of City Intersection Turning Movement Counts completed in November 2011 for
average AM and PM peak hour pedestrian and bicycle volumes, the City estimates that the total daily volume

of pedestrian and bicycle trips along this segment of is 1,601 and 173, respectively.

This project will serve a high volume of pedestrians and cyclists traveling between Downtown and the Civic
Center, including an anticipated surge in volume of trips when people begin to arrive by rail, bus, bike and
foot when the Expo station becomes operational in Spring/Summer 2016. Based on the anticipated increased,
it is anticipated that five years after project completion in 2024, there will be a 60% projected increase to
2,569 daily pedestrian trips and 58% increase to 274 daily bicycle trips along 4™ Street between Colorado
Avenue and Olympic Drive, measured against the existing number of trips observed in 2015. In Year 5 of the
Project, the projected number of pedestrian and bicycle trips will be 12% and 26% higher, respectively, than

they would have otherwise been under a no-build scenario.

Summary of Existing and Projected Users

Daily Person Trips — 5 Year Projection Difference in Year 5
Existing Without the Project With the Project With vs. Without Project
Pedestrian 1,601 2,289 2,569 +12%
Bicycle 173 218 274 +26%

The length of the proposed Project along 4™ Street is 0.2 miles. The average pedestrian trip length associated
with the proposed improvements is assumed to be 0.5 miles, slightly longer than the average of 0.3 miles
reported by the California add-on to the 2009 National Household Travel Survey (CA-NHTS). This assumption
is supported by the high-density of activity centers, transit connections, and recreational destinations within a
1/2 mile influence area (or 10-minute walk) of the Project. Currently, an additional 400+ housing units are
proposed within the 1/2 mile radius of the project. Many pedestrian trips originating from the dense

residential area south of the I-10 Freeway will likely terminate at the Expo station.
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Current and projected users include a diverse population of students; approximately 5,000 residents,
including seniors and low-income residents (1 senior and 3 social service centers are located within a 1-block
radius); bicycle commuters to downtown employment centers (22,000 employees in CBD, 5% bicycle
commute mode share and 22% walk to work in Census Tract 7019.02); a significant number of retail workers;
recreational visitors (7.3 million annually); and tourists (over 20 hotels within 1/2 mile radius of the project).
Approximately 60% of all residents recently surveyed stated that they are “interested but concerned” about

cycling due to real or perceived safety issues.

There are 11,745 average daily Santa Monica Big Blue Bus (BBB) boardings and alightings within a 6-minute
walk (1,320-foot) radius of the project, including 952 along this stretch of 4th Street (Line-by-Line Analysis,
BBB). Pedestrian counts are anticipated to increase dramatically when the Expo station is operational. Bicycle

volumes will also increase due to the addition of a two-way cycle track on Colorado Avenue.

The Expo Phase 2 FEIR also projects increased pedestrian volumes with 2,256 daily boardings (December
2009). The pedestrian activity in the area is anticipated to be so great, and in surges, that preliminary traffic

studies support a pedestrian phase scramble crossing at 4th Street/Colorado Avenue to increase capacity and
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safety. The ridership numbers for Expo Phase 1 have already exceeded projections and Santa Monica expects
ridership numbers for our busiest times (weekends and holidays, which were not studied in the Expo EIR) to

exceed the projected numbers.
Both existing and future projects in the vicinity of the project will also continue to increase pedestrian activity:

. At least four Development Agreement applications propose a total of over 450 housing units located

within a 1/2 mile radius of the project.

o 1,406 or 40.6% of the total Publicly Assisted Housing units in the city fall within an approximately 1/2

mile radius of the project.

. Over 1,000 hotel rooms whose patrons will likely walk or bike along 4™ Street to Downtown

destinations and the 7.3 million annual visitors to Downtown Santa Monica.

. 310-unit housing project (160 affordable units) in the Civic Center area.
. Child care center for 100 pre-school children and a revitalized Civic Center Auditorium.
o Downtown projects underway include a new 1,500-seat theater, another cinema on 4th Street, and a

project on the City-owned 4th/5th and Arizona site that calls for a museum, housing and office.

o A performance art center at the Civic Center is anticipated to open by 2020.

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

b.removal of barrier to mobility

c. closure of gaps

d.other improvements to routes

X | X[ X|X|X

e.educates or encourages use of existing routes

4th Street is one of the major routes across the 1-10 Freeway, connecting the north and south halves of the
city and providing pedestrians and cyclists direct access to the Civic Center and core central business district,

shopping centers, and multimodal transit facilities, including the Expo station.

Because convenient access to the Expo station is largely blocked from the south by the I-10 Freeway,
downtown and freeway bound circulation funnels to the 4th Street Bridge. The existing bridge consists of 9'

wide sidewalks and substandard 41" high guardrails next to noisy, high-speed freeway traffic below. These
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unpleasant conditions deter pedestrians from accessing the future Expo station less than 700 feet away.
Bridge upgrades address this mobility barrier by installing pedestrian-scale lighting and buffering fencing with
greening vines. The fencing will be designed to provide framed views, transforming an unpleasant walking

condition to an attractive pedestrian and bicycle pathway with “new” points of interest.
The following points of interest are located within a 5-minute walk of the project:

o South of the freeway: City Hall, Santa Monica High School, Civic Center Auditorium, Tongva Park,
Doubletree Hotel, The Village (160 affordable units), Ocean Park residential district (one of the highest density

residential neighborhoods in the city).

] North of the freeway: Multiple activity centers, Santa Monica Pier, Santa Monica Beach, Santa Monica
Place, Third Street Promenade, Santa Monica Bike Center, future Expo Station, the City-owned station
site/TOD property and community and social service centers, including transitional housing and service
providers Step Up on Second (1328 2" Street) and Step Up on Fifth (1548 5" Street), OPCC Samoshel Shelter
(homeless services at 5th & Olympic), Wise and Healthy Aging Center in the Ken Edwards Center (services for
the elderly including daytime activities), Salvation Army Senior Housing (5th & Colorado), and Community

Corporation (City’s affordable housing office).

By improving the safety and comfort of pedestrian and bicyclist linkages between the Expo station and
surrounding points of interest, the Project extends the transit users’ radius of destinations, thereby increasing
both the number and distance of pedestrian trips linked with transit. The Project supports and reinforces safe
first/last mile connections to adjacent Metro and Big Blue Bus transit options, access to peripheral shared
parking resources (over 800 spaces at the Civic Center lots), and active transportation facilities such as the
Esplanade pedestrian promenade and cycle track, Bike Center, future bike share locations, Broadway bike

lanes, and the regional bike path.

The proposed improvements remove barriers for pedestrians and bicyclists who want to traverse the |-10
Freeway. Pedestrian improvements include a widened sidewalk at the intersection of 4™ Street and Olympic
Drive to allow for a larger landing area at this busy intersection, installing ADA compliant ramping, reducing
curb radii at five locations to add slightly larger sidewalks at intersections and reduce the speed of turning
vehicles adjacent to the sidewalks, a new crosswalk and significant lighting, fencing and landscaping

improvements.

The lack of bike lanes is identified as one of the reasons for low bike usage of this cross city thoroughfare.

Bicycle sharrows were located in this area as part of the ATP Cycle 1 project. The proposed improvements will
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add two new bike boxes at 4" Street/Olympic Drive northbound and southbound to improve safety and
connectivity for bicyclists who are travelling to/from the south or joining the larger bike network, either via
the future cycle track or onto existing bike lanes. This Project will close a critical gap in the City’s pedestrian

and bicycle circulation system and improve access to a major regional transit linkage.

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.)

The General Plan’s Land Use and Circulation Element (LUCE), Bike Action Plan, Civic Center Specific Plan,
Pedestrian Action Plan and Draft Downtown Specific Plan (DSP) all prioritize access and
circulation/improvements along the 4th Street corridor and near the station (See Attachment |-1C LUCE Policy
S2.1,S2.4,D1.5,D2.1,D2.2,D2.3,D3.1, D4.2, D5.2, D6.2, D10.1, D12.1, D12.2, D13.3, D16.1, D16.3 and
Attachment I-1C DSP References pages 106, 107, 147, 150, 155, 158, 160). The imminent opening of the Expo
station in 2016, arguably the most regionally significant new multimodal transit facility to be constructed on
Los Angeles County’s Westside in many decades, has elevated the importance of this Project for the City, as

its implementation will ensure the safety and comfort of increased pedestrian and bicyclist flows.
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Part B: Narrative Questions

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.)

The project area is a key bridge connection to the Downtown and Expo station that also has heavy vehicle
flow to I-10 on- and off-ramps. Characterized by unprotected narrow sidewalks and poor crossings along both
sides of 4™ Street, the existing pedestrian and biking environments are poor. The conditions on the bridge are
particularly uncomfortable and inhospitable due to heavy on- and off-ramp vehicle flow, the non-ADA
compliant curb ramp at freeway off-ramp intersection, and the lack of standing space at the freeway on-ramp

and Olympic Drive intersection.

The high traffic volumes associated with the off- and on-ramps and a lack of bike facilities create a similarly
hostile experience for bicyclists. In a June 2014 SantaMonicaWalks! Survey, 34% of respondents stated that
they perceived 4™ Street as dangerous and unsafe—the highest percentage recorded in the survey—with an

additional 11% of respondents singling out the 4™ Street Bridge as a location of concern.

Over a five-year period ending in December 2012, 19 injuries (8 pedestrian and 11 bicyclist) occurred within
the Project limits on the segment of 4™ Street in Santa Monica between Broadway and Olympic Blvd. (an only
0.2 mile stretch). 21% of the collisions involved bicyclists who were not riding directly along the edge of the
road, suggesting that the narrow right of way puts bicyclists in a dangerous position. Vehicles merging onto I-
10 Freeway on-ramp also put pedestrians in precarious situations at the 4t Street/Olympic Drive intersection.
Overall, 16% of collisions within the Project limits were a result of motorists failing to yield at crosswalks, with

a cluster of incidents occurring at the 4th/Co|orado intersection.

Within Project Limits

Motor Vehicle Collision With

Fatalities Injuries
AlS Severity Level 1 2 3 4
Pedestrian 0 0 4 8
Bicyclist 0 0 3 11
Total 0 0 12 7 19

Within a 1/2 mile radius of the Project limits, defined as the influence area of the Project, there were a total

of 93 collisions reported (37 pedestrian, 56 bicyclist) over a five-year period, summarized below. The
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influence area represents the maximum distance that a pedestrian or bicyclist might reasonably be willing to
divert his travel for a safer or more convenient route. The implementation of the safety improvements on 4"
Street might, for example, encourage bicyclists to avoid the parallel segment of Ocean Avenue between

Colorado Avenue and Olympic Drive, where 10 collisions were reported over a five-year period.

Within 1/2 Mile Influence Area

Motor Vehicle Collision With

Fatalities Injuries
AlS Severity Level 1 2 3
Pedestrian 1 5 15 16 37
Bicyclist 0 2 37 17 56
Total 1 7 52 33 93
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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. X
- Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users. X
- Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, X
including creating physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users.

- Improves local traffic law compliance for both motorized and non-motorized users. X
- Addresses inadequate traffic control devices.

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

- Addresses inadequate or unsafe traffic control devices, bicycle facilities, trails, X
crosswalks and/or sidewalks.

With the Expo station located expected to come on line in 2016, current pedestrian amenities will not be
sufficient to accommodate the dramatic influx of pedestrian and bicyclist traffic expected. The proposed

interventions along 4" street will improve the pedestrian and bicyclist environments and enhance safety:

e Creating smaller radius curbs at five crosswalk landings to increase pedestrian safety by expanding
pedestrian area and increasing pedestrian visibility, assuring adequate space for proper placement
and better alignment of pedestrian ramps, shortening crossing distances to minimize the unprotected
distance pedestrians need to cross, and reducing vehicle turning speeds adjacent to pedestrians

waiting to cross the street.

Left: Crosswalk landing at NW corner of 4" Street and Olympic Drive, looking north

Right: Crosswalk landing at SW corner of 4" Street and Olympic Drive, looking north

e Traffic currently exits the I-10 onto 4™ street on a substandard width sidewalk with a non ADA
compliant curb ramp, so that pedestrians may be forced to stand in the roadway where cars are

exiting the freeway. The proposed improvements address a potentially hazardous crossing.
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e (Creating high-visibility crosswalks at freeway off-ramp and Olympic Drive will increase pedestrian
visibility and driver awareness of a crossing location on a pathway that is consistently used by high

school students.

Left: Crossing at 4™ Street and 1-10 off-ramp, looking east

Right: Crossing at 4" Street and Olympic Drive, looking north

e Currently, the corner of 4™ Street
and Olympic Drive is substandard
and narrow. Widening the
sidewalk will accommodate high
volumes of pedestrians expected
once the Expo station opens and

also limit pedestrian choke points

and increase separation between

pedestrians and vehicular traffic Curb ramp and narrow sidewalk at NE corner of 4" Street
as it exits the I-10 Freeway, and Olympic Drive, looking north

improving safety for pedestrians.

e Increasing tree coverage to create a more inviting pedestrian environment by improving visual appeal
and increasing shade. Trees will also provide wayfinding to the Expo station, as they continue the line
of signature palms that lead to the palms on 4™ Street north of Colorado, and the palms planted at

the station.

e Adding wayfinding signage to guide pedestrians to regional destinations.
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e Increasing lighting to increase safety perceptions and ensure pedestrians and bicyclists are visible to

motorists.

e Add advance stop bars at the Olympic Drive intersection to encourage drivers to stop further back

from the crosswalk, promoting better visibility between pedestrian and motorists.
e Add bike boxes at the Olympic Drive intersection to improve bike safety.

e Replacing the substandard low guardrail along the bridge with an attractive fence to buffer
pedestrians from the noise and discomfort of the freeway adjacency. Fencing will incorporate framed

views and lighting that effectively connects the Expo station and northern segment of 4™ Street.

Part B: Narrative Questions
(QUESTION #3 PUBLIC PARTICIPATION and PLANNING (0-15POINTS) |

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.

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)

With over eight years of citywide engagement for the Land Use and Circulation Element (LUCE),
Colorado Esplanade, Draft Downtown Specific Plan, Safe Routes to Santa Monica High School Project,
and ATP Cycle 1 4th Street Walking/Biking Upgrades for Expo Station, this project represents the
implementation of a multi-year process for a multi-modal transportation vision. Additional stakeholder
and community insight into the planning process for this project was also provided by the Pedestrian
Action Plan and Bike Action Plan community processes, and the 2014-2015 visioning process for the

Santa Monica Civic Center, which includes revitalization of the Civic Center area.

Stakeholders and community members included:
e Residents and Business Owners (OTO hotels, Sears, Macerich)
e Neighborhood and Community Groups (Pico Neighborhood Association, Mid-City Neighbors)
e Advocacy Groups (SantaMonicaWalks!, Santa Monica Spoke)
e Area Stakeholders (DTSM, Inc., Civic Center Working Group, Santa Monica High School)

e City Boards and Commissions (Planning Commission, Recreation and Parks Commission)
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I B. How: Describe how stakeholders were engaged (or will be for a plan). (4 points max)

The City performed a substantial amount of outreach through stakeholder meetings, community
workshops (with open house and/or breakout activities), and public hearings to assess mobility needs in
the Downtown area, define the types of improvements specifically needed on 4™ Street, and gauge the
level of community support for elevating the defined Project as a City transportation priority,

culminating in the preparation of this ATP Cycle 2 grant application.

Presentations, boards, and workshop activities were used to engage stakeholders and residents. Tables
provided additional information about the topic, and were staffed with a facilitator and recorder.
Feedback was recorded at each table. Survey sheets were also provided, enabling participants to

identify the key features and to solicit additional thoughts, comments and input.

The proposed project emerged from multiple community planning initiatives with overlapping

geographic areas:

e The Land Use and Circulation Element (LUCE) of the General Plan, envisioned integrating the
downtown and the Civic Center areas and was adopted in 2010 after six years of public

discussion and many hearings.

e The adjacent Colorado Esplanade was approved in 2014 after 4 public hearings, 2 community

workshops, and 21 community discussions (See Attachment I-3B Esplanade Qutreach).

e The Draft Downtown Specific Plan (currently under review), had hosted 4 community
workshops, 7 stakeholder meetings attended by a total of over 500 people, and 10 public

hearings to date.

e The Safe Routes to Santa Monica High School Project hosted three public workshops and various

stakeholder meetings, including two Parent Teacher Student Association meetings.

e The ATP Cycle 1 4th Street Walking/Biking Upgrades for Expo Station, Downtown & Civic Center
Project, approved by Caltrans in 2015 and currently scheduled to receive CTC approval on June

24, 2015 hosted 2 stakeholder meetings and 2 community discussions.

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 interest in this project has been refined since adoption of the LUCE. LUCE goals include

Goals D5 and D6 to create convenient and comfortable pedestrian and bicycle linkages to the Expo
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station, and Goal D12 to ensure that circulation for the Downtown, Civic Center and Beach and
Oceanfront Districts is interconnected (see Attachment I-1C for relevant LUCE pages). Originally, 4"
Street south of Colorado Avenue was identified to integrate the downtown and the Civic Center

circulation.

Over the course of the Esplanade outreach process, access and circulation emerged as a top priority,
4th Street continuity and extending the Esplanade farther north and south was requested by DTSM Inc.,
the downtown BID, and the Civic Center Working Group. Walking and biking facilities were specifically
requested and prioritized by stakeholders. Consequently, 4th Street pedestrian and bicyclist

improvements have been included as an action item in the Draft Downtown Specific Plan.

During the Safe Routes to Santa Monica High School, students and parents identified a range of site
specific countermeasures for 4th Street and Olympic Drive that included physical and operational
intersection improvements (see Attachment |-3C for recommendations). The countermeasures address
site specific issues, improve access, and seek to encourage walking and biking to and around the school

campus and are being proposed as part of this Project.

The outreach completed for the ATP Cycle 1 4th Street Walking/Biking Upgrades for Expo Station,
Downtown & Civic Center Project provided input on Phase 1 pedestrian lighting and wayfinding
enhancements along “4" Street north” (between Broadway and Colorado Avenue). The feedback
received from this first phase of outreach was directly applied to “4™ Street south” (between Colorado
Avenue and Olympic Drive) and this project’s preliminary plan, optimizing the relevancy and improving
the overall effectiveness of this project’s proposed improvements (see Attachment 1-3C for “4™ Street

north” project details). Stakeholder feedback included support for the following considerations:
e QOverhead and in-pavement lighting to address lack of perceived safety due to lack of lighting
e Tree grates to address pedestrian tripping hazard and encourage tree growth
e Continuity of trees and a coherent urban design theme along 4th Street

In meeting the purpose and goals of the ATP, the Project incorporates feedback received during the
public participation and planning processes to complete the gap in the pedestrian and bicycle network,
integrate and interconnect the downtown and Civic Center via 4th Street, and improve access and

wayfinding between the future Expo station and the facilities on Broadway and the Esplanade.
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D. Describe how stakeholders will continue to be engaged in the implementation of the project/program/plan.
(1 points max)

If the grant is approved, DTSM, Inc. and the Civic Center Working Group, Santa Monica High School, and
advocacy groups SantaMonicaWalks! and Santa Monica Spoke will be included in a community process to

refine the final design.
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Part B: Narrative Questions
[QUESTION #4 IMPROVED PUBLIC HEALTH (0-10 points) |

e 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.

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

Santa Monica’s student population shows increasing childhood obesity rates. In Service Planning Area 5 (SPA
5), which includes the City of Santa Monica, 16.6% of children in grades 5, 7 & 9 are considered overweight
(2011 Los Angeles County health survey). In 2001, the same County health survey for SPA 5 recorded an

overweight rate of only 10.6%, an alarming increase of 57% over a decade.

SPA 5 also reported the highest hospitalization rate for treating diabetes among youth, with 85.7
hospitalizations per 100,000 residents, compared to 34.7 statewide. A Community Health Needs Assessment
performed by the Kaiser Foundation Hospital ranked diabetes and obesity as the second and third most
urgent health needs for West Los Angeles, respectively, out of 23 needs. These two conditions are often

interrelated with a lack of physical activity.

Income, education, and occupation have independent effects on health status. When compared to the city
population, Census tract 7019.02, which encompasses 80% of the 1/2 mile radius influence area of the
Project, displays a lower median income (547,378 compared to $73,649; see Question #5B), a lower level of
educational attainment (56% with a bachelor’s degree or higher compared to 65%), and a higher
unemployment rate (17% unemployment compared to 10% citywide). For this community and those who are

health disadvantaged, these disparities can be associated with greater health risks, such as obesity.

This project will encourage walking to school and pedestrian access to the Expo station. In addition, due to
the proximity of affordable and senior housing, this project is anticipated to benefit a number of seniors.
Uneven surface, inadequate ADA ramping, and narrow sidewalks present even greater challenges to seniors,
and this project proposes to correct a minimum of six conditions which are currently perceived as barriers.

Citation: Childhood obesity: Health Facts for SPA 5, http://publichealth.lacounty.gov/chs/SPA5/index.htm. Youth diabetes
hospitalization rate/West Los Angeles Prioritized Health Needs List: Kaiser Foundation Hospital: Community Health Needs Assessment
— West Los Angeles, May 2013, pp. 50, Adolescent Obesity Rate in 2001: Obesity on the Rise, July 2003,
http://lapublichealth.org/ha/reports/habriefs/lahealth073003 obes.pdf.

I B. Describe how you expect your project/proposal/plan to enhance public health. (7 points max.)
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The Project will provide a direct health benefit to the 3,054 enrolled students at nearby Santa Monica High
School, 21% of whom currently walk or bike to school; an estimated 30% of these trips involve a path of travel
through the Project Area. Assuming a modest 10% increase in the percentage of students walking or biking to
school as a result of the project, and taking into account the additional 113 housing units planned or
proposed within a 1/2 mile influence area that will increase the high school enrollment by 34 students, the
total number of daily walk/bike trips by students along the project will increase from 192 to 228 over a 5-year
horizon upon project implementation, an increase in users of nearly 20%. A student who walks even 0.5 miles
burns 47 calories per trip. At 4 daily roundtrips per week over the course of an academic school year, this
student will burn approximately 6,500 more calories than a student who is driven, equivalent to 1.9 pounds of

body weight.

The project will also benefit those community members who are transportation disadvantaged. Within
Census tract 7019.02, 26% (494 out of 1,905) of workers 16 years and over walked, biked, or utilized public
transportation to work compared to 13% (6,332 out of 49,017) of citywide workers, resulting in an additional
13,000 calories burned per year per person for a population which is already at greater risk for obesity and

diabetes.

The project directly serves the projected 2,256 daily patrons of the Expo station and the thousands of
students, residents and employees within a 1/2 mile walkshed. Project improvements will also benefit a larger
regional population of commuters, tourists, and visitors and encourage use of transit by the City’s 22,000
strong Downtown employment base, including many service workers who commute to Santa Monica but live
in areas with statistically higher risk factors for obesity and other health issues. Approximately 84% of Metro’s
patrons are minority, 75% have an annual household income under $22,000, and 50% live in zero-vehicle
households, compared to only 6.3% of all County households. The proposed improvements will play a direct
role in facilitating this access through safer active transportation facilities, especially on peak season
weekends when visitors from a large regional catchment area access the City’s beach, fresh air, and

recreational facilities.

Citation: Santa Monica High School Walk/Bike to School Rate: City survey; New housing units planned/proposed: City Council Report,
Annual Development Agreement Compliance Review, January 28, 2014,
http://www.smgov.net/departments/council/agendas/2014/20140128/s2014012803-D.htm; Metro Rail User Demographics: Spring
2014 Metro RAIL Customer Satisfaction Survey Results (July 9 —July 24, 2014); Calorie burn calculation:
http://www.healthstatus.com/calculate/cbc
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Part B: Narrative Questions
[QUESTION #5 BENEFIT TO DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES (0-10points) |

I A. Identification of disadvantaged communities: (0 points — SCREENING ONLY)
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.
Census Project Nexus to Disadvantaged Communities
Tract(s) Percentile Located Within Directly Benefits
6037701902 | $47,378 3,682 33.77 71-75% X X
Yes No
Is the project located in a disadvantaged community? X

Does the project provide a direct, meaningful, and assured benefit
to individuals from a disadvantaged community?

Which criteria does this project meet?

Option 1. Median household income by census tract for the community(ies) benefited
by the project.

Option 2. California Communities Environmental Health Screen Tool 2.0
(CalEnvironScreen) score for the community benefited by the project.

Option 3. Percent of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals Programs

Option 4. Alternative criteria for identifying disadvantaged communities.

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

What percent of the funds requested will be expended in the disadvantaged 100%
community? Explain how this percent was calculated.

The project limits are 100% located within Census Tract 7019.02, which qualifies as a disadvantaged
community using the median household income criterion. All funds requested will be expended in this
community. For Census Tract 7019.02, the 2013 American Community Survey (ACS) lists the median
household income as $58,750. This calculation was modified to reflect the inclusion of 164 affordable housing
units not captured by the 2013 ACS that were under construction in 2013 and have subsequently been
occupied, thereby lowering the median household income to $47,378, 78% of the statewide median.

Additional documentation on the location and unit composition of these new affordable housing
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developments is provided in Attachment I-5, along with the back-up calculation for the household median

income of Census Tract 7019.02.

Santa Monica has been recognized as a regional leader in providing affordable housing in all areas of the city,
but especially near downtown where access to transit and retail amenities allow low-income residents to
operate comfortably without a vehicle. From 2006 to 2012, Santa Monica exceeded its Regional Housing
Needs Allocation for affordable units by 195%, with the target for moderate-income units exceeded by 363%.

55% of all multi-family units constructed during this period were deed-restricted affordable.

Citation: Santa Monica Housing Element, Regional Housing Needs Assessment,

http://www.smgov.net/uploadedFiles/Departments/PCD/Plans/General-Plan/Housing-Element/Regional-Housing-Needs-Assessment.pdf; California
Tax Credit Allocation Report for 1725 Ocean Avenue, http://www.treasurer.ca.gov/ctcac/staff/2011/20111018/888.pdf

Boundaries of Disadvantaged Community (Census Tract 7019.02)
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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)
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.

With over 1,400 publicly assisted housing units located within a 1/2 mile radius of the Project, residents
will benefit as they both travel to the Expo station and visit the mix of uses in close proximity to the
station. Persons with disabilities inhabit Census Tract 7019.02 at greater rates than Santa Monica as a
whole (17.1% compared to 9.9%) and the census tract is also identified as housing a greater percentage
of seniors and having a high concentration of chronically homeless individuals. Many community
facilities and social services can be accessed using the proposed 4th Street linkage, including
transitional housing and social services, homeless services, senior services, day care, and cultural,
community and personal support services. The City is in the process of developing an Early Childhood

Fducation Center on 4™ Street.

Households with no vehicles are present in this census tract at greater rates (23.1%, compared to 10.0%
of city households). For those facing an income and vehicle ownership challenge, public transportation
that cannot be accessed by walking or biking can be an obstacle to mobility. The Project benefits
members who are dependent on active modes of transportation by addressing their access, circulation,

and wayfinding needs in association with the Expo station.
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Part B: Narrative Questions

Detailed Instructions for: Question #6
QUESTION #6 COST EFFECTIVENESS (0-5POINTS) |

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.)

One alternative considered widening the bridge to accommodate Class Il bicycle facilities, but this option was
deemed cost-prohibitive relative to the difference in projected facility usage between Class Il lanes and the
proposed bike box in combination with Class Ill sharrows. The City also considered a more robust landscaping
element along the Bridge to shield pedestrians from the sometimes dangerous roadway conditions associated
with speeding vehicles en route to the I-10 Freeway on-ramps. The width of the 4™ Street Bridge ROW that
connects the downtown with the Civic Center area was a key driver of project design. However, due to the
age of the bridge and its inability to support the additional load factor without significant retrofitting, major
reinforcement would be needed and would result in a project of seven or more years, far exceeding the most
effective timeline for ensuring ridership. This project proposes enhancements that can be completed within
the desired time frame to achieve results, but does not preclude opportunities for widening this bridge in the
future. Consistent with the goals of the ATP, these design choices maximize the cost-effectiveness without

compromising the Project’s mobility and safety benefits for active transportation users.

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.)

Benefit Benefit
Total Project Cost Funds Requested’’

(

The ATP Benefit/Cost Tool estimates that the Project has a benefit to cost (B/C) ratio of 3.36 and a benefit to
funds requested ratio of 4.20. This means that for every dollar invested, the Project will generate
approximately $3.36 in monetized benefits. With a positive B/C ratio greater than one, the Project is

considered a good investment.

Feedback. When making enhancements to the ATP Tool in the future, Caltrans may want to consider the

applicability of the model parameters for smaller projects. For instance, many of the proposed bike facilities
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range in length from 0.25 miles to 5.0 miles. The value of mobility benefits assumed in the Tool range from
15.83 minutes per trip to 20.38 minutes per trip, depending on the class of the bike lane. However, in the
case of shorter bike facilities, it may not make sense to assume a person would be willing to spend an
additional 20.38 minutes per trip just to take a 5 mile bike path. Additional feedback on potential model

enhancements for the next ATP cycle is documented in Attachment I-6A.
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Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for: Question #7

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

I A. The application funding plan will show all federal, state and local funding for the project: (5 points max.)

The City is contributing non-ATP funds in the amount of $403,175, against total eligible project cost of
$2,015,875, for a leveraging percentage of 20.0%. The ATP Cycle 2 funding request is $1,612,700 for the

environmental, design, right-of-way certification, and construction phases.
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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)

I 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.

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):
[J 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
e Palm trees & planting
e Vines & planting
e  Striping

I 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)

[J Applicant has not coordinated with both corps (-5 points)
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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.

The City of Santa Monica has a solid history of executing agreements and implementing budgets during the
time allotted by the granting agency for projects that have been administered through Caltrans Local
Assistance. This includes ATP Phase 1 projects, Safe Routes to School Programs and projects awarded through

Metro Call for Projects and administered through Caltrans. There is no history of default in the past five years.

I 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

List of Application Attachments

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 |
Required for all applications
Label attachments separately with “I-#” 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.
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Project Title:

Part C: Attachments
Attachment A: Signature Page

IMPORTANT: Applications will not be accepted without all required signaturas,

Implementing Agency: Chief Executive Officer, Public Worls Director, or other officer authorized by the governing board

The undersigned affirms that their agency will be the “Implementing Agency” for the project if funded with ATP funds and they are
the Chief Executive Officer, Public Works Director or other officer authorized by their governing board with the authority to
commit the agency’s respurces and funds. They are also atfirming that the statements contained in this application package are
true and complete to the best of their knowledge. For infrastruciure projects, the undersigned affirms that they are the manager of
the public right—ofvway_faciﬁties (res?snsibie for their maintenance and operation)} or they have authority over this position.

o e 3 G Yy
Signature: - \f"-w ﬁ)\}u\m, Date: NAFRN E2D |, TLOVS
Name: Elaine M. Polachek Phone: (310) 458-8301
Title: Interim City Manager e-mait: ___ elaine.polachek@smgov.net

For projects with a Partnering Agency: Chief Executive Officer or other officer authorized by the governing board

{For use only when appropriate}

The undersigned affirms that their agency is committed to partner with the “Implementing Agency” and agrees to assume the
responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the facility upon completion by the implementing agency and they
intend to document such agreement per the CTC guidelines. The undersigned also affirms that they are the Chief Exacutive Officer
or other officer authorized by their governing board with the authority to commit the agency’s resources and funds. They are also
affirming that the staternents contained in this application package are true and complete to the best of their knowledge.

Signature: Date:
Name: Phone:
Title: e-mail:

For Safe Routes to School projects and/for projects presenied as benefiting a schook:  School or School District Official

{For use only when appropriote) ‘
The undersigned affirms that the school(s} benefited by this application is not on a school closure list,

Stgnature: Date:
Namaea: Phone:
Title: e-mail:

For projects with encroachments on the State right-of-way: Caltrans District Traffic Operations Office Approval*

{For use only when appropriaie)

if the application’s project proposes improvements within a freeway or state highway right-of-way, whether it affects the safety or
operations of the facility or not, it is required that the proposed improvements be reviewed by the district traffic operations office
and either a letter of support/acknowledgement from the traffic operations office be attached or the signature of the traffic
manager be secured in the application. The Caltrans letter and/or signature does not imply approval of the project, but instead is
only an acknowledgement that Caltrans District staff is aware of the proposed project; and upon initial review, the project appears
10 be reasonable and acceptable.

Is a letter of support/acknqylgggement attache ?f”/ If yes, no signature is required, If no, the following signature Is required.
Signature: o (// ’ // Cﬁm;m_\w Date: \7/4?, gﬁﬁ"‘”/

Name: W & /L /)/,w e e e [Pl ?737—— D T

Titte: -7 / e e B . e-mail: N s S (’»fr/;'/f}/ X ega st Ll L FO

- i

* Contact the District Local Assistance Enginger (DLAE) for the pr:ﬂéét to get Calthans Teatfic Ops contact information. DLAE contact information can
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07-City of Santa Monica-1 ATP - Cycle 2 - Part B & C- 2015

STATE OF CALIFORNIA e DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ATP PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST

| Date|6/1/2015

Project Information:
Project Title: [Expo Station 4th Street Linkages to Downtown & Civic Center
District County Route EA Project ID PPNO
07 Los Angeles
Funding Information:
DO NOT FILL IN ANY SHADED AREAS
Proposed Total Project Cost ($1,000s) Notes:
Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total
E&P (PA&ED) 150 150
PS&E 150 150
RIW 50 50
CON 1,666 1,666
TOTAL 150 200 1,666 2,016
ATP Funds |Infrastructure Cycle 2 Program Code
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)
Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total Funding Agency
E&P (PA&ED) 120 120,
PS&E 120 120 Notes:
RIW 40 40
CON 1,333 1,333
TOTAL 120 160 1,333 1,613
ATP Funds |Non»infrastructure Cycle 2 Program Code
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)
Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total Funding Agency
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E Notes:
R/IW
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds |Plan Cycle 2 Program Code
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)
Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total Funding Agency
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E Notes:
RIW
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds |Previous Cycle Program Code
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)
Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total Funding Agency
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E Notes:
RIW
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds |Future Cycles Program Code
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)
Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total Funding Agency
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E Notes:
R/IW
CON
TOTAL
1lof2
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07-City of Santa Monica-1

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ¢ DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ATP PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST

ATP - Cycle 2 - Part B & C- 2015

Date:|6/1/2015

Project Information:

Project Title:

Expo Station 4th Street Linkages to Downtown & Civic Center

District

County

Route

EA

Project ID

PPNO

07

Los Angeles

Funding Information:

DO NOT FILL IN ANY SHADED AREAS

Fund No. 2:

|Measure R Local Return

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)

Program Code

Component

Prior 14/15

15/16 16/17

17/18

18/19

19/20+ Total

E&P (PA&ED)

PS&E

R/IW

30

30

10

Funding Agency
LACMTA

30

Notes:

10

CON

333

333

TOTAL

30

40

333

403

Fund No. 3:

Program Code

Proposed Funding Allocatio

n ($1,000s)

Component

Prior 14/15

15/16 16/17

17/18

18/19

19/20+ Total

Funding Agency

E&P (PA&ED)

PS&E

Notes:

R/IW

CON

TOTAL

Fund No. 4:

Proposed Funding Allocatio

n ($1,000s)

Program Code

Component

Prior 14/15

15/16 16/17

17/18

18/19

19/20+ Total

E&P (PA&ED)

Funding Agency

PS&E

R/IW

CON

Notes:

TOTAL

Fund No. 5:

Proposed Funding Allocatio

n ($1,000s)

Program Code

Component

Prior 14/15

15/16 16/17

17/18

18/19

19/20+ Total

E&P (PA&ED)

PS&E

R/IW

CON

Funding Agency

Notes:

TOTAL

Fund No. 6:

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)

Program Code

Component

Prior 14/15

15/16 16/17

17/18

18/19

19/20+ Total

E&P (PA&ED)

PS&E

R/IW

CON

Funding Agency

Notes:

TOTAL

Fund No. 7:

Proposed Funding Allocatio

n ($1,000s)

Program Code

Component

Prior 14/15

15/16 16/17

17/18

18/19

19/20+ Total

E&P (PA&ED)

PS&E

R/IW

CON

Funding Agency

Notes:

TOTAL

20f2
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07-City of Santa Monica-1 ATP - Cycle 2 - Part B & C - 2015

Attachment C. Engineer's Checklist

Form Date: March, 2015 ATP Cycle 2 - Application Form — Attachment C

ATP Engineer’s Checklist for Infrastructure Projects

Required for “Infrastructure” applications ONLY
"EXPQO STATION 4TH STREET LINKAGES TO DOWNTOWN & CIVIC CENTER"
This application checklist is to be used by the engineer in “responsible charge” of the preparation of this ATP
application to ensure all of the primary elements of the application are included as necessary to meet the CTC’s
requirements for a PSR-Equivalent document (per CTC’s ATP Guidelines and CTC’s Adoption of PSR Guidelines -
Resolution G-99-33) and to ensure the application is free of critical errors and omissions; allowing the application to
be accurately ranked in the statewide ATP selection process.

Special Considerations for Engineers before they Sign and Stamp this document attesting to the accuracy of the
application:

Chapter 7; Article 3; Section 6735 of the Professional Engineer's Act of the State of California requires engineering calculation(s) or
report(s) be either prepared by or under the responsible charge of a licensed civil engineer. Since the corresponding ATP
Infrastructure-application defines the scope of work of a future civil construction project and requires complex engineering principles
and calculations which are based on the best data available at the time of the application, the application must be signed and
stamped by a licensed civil engineer.

By signing and stamping this document, the engineer is attesting to this application's technical information and engineering data
upon which local agency's recommendations, conclusions, and decisions are made. This action is governed by the Professional
Engineer’s Act and the corresponding Code of Professional Conduct, under Sections 6775 and 6735.

The following checklist is to be completed by the engineer in “responsible charge” of defining the projects Scope, Cost
and Schedule per the expectations of the CTC’s PSR Equivalent. The checklist is expected to be used during the
preparation of the documents, but not initialed and stamped until the final application and application attachments
are complete and ready for submission to Caltrans.

1. Vicinity map /Location map Engineer’s Initials:
a. The project limits must be clearly depicted in relationship to the overall agency boundary -

2. Project layout-plan/map showing existing and proposed conditions must: Engineer’s
~a. Be to a scale which allows the visual verification of the overall project “construction” limits and limits of
primary element of the project
Show the full scope of the proposed project, including any non-participating construction items
wie xc. Show all changes to existing motorized/non-motorized lane and shoulder widths. Label the proposed widths

wlp X d. Show agency’s right of way (ROW) lines when permanent or temporary ROW impacts are possible. (As
appropriate, also show Caltrans’, Railroad, and all other government agencies ROW lines)

3. Typical cross-section(s) showing existing and proposed conditions. Engineer’s Initials:
(Include cross-section for each controlling configuration that varies significantly from the typical)

a. Show and dimension: changes in lane widths, ROW lines, side slopes, etc.

4. Detailed Engineer's Estimate Engineer’s Initials:
a. Estimate is reasonable and complete

b. Each of the main project elements are broken out into separate construction items. The costs for each item
are based on calculated quantities and appropriate corresponding unit costs

c. All non-participating costs in relation to the ATP funding are clearly identified and accounted for separately
from the eligible costs.

wiey xd. All project elements the applicant intends to utilize the CCC (or a certified community conservation corps) on
need to be clearly identified and accounted for

e. All project development costs to be funded by the ATP need to be accounted for in the total project cost
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07-City of Santa Monica-1 ATP - Cycle 2 - Part B & C - 2015

Attachment C. Engineer's Checklist

Form Date: March, 2015 ATP Cycle 2 - Application Form — Attachment C

5. Crash/Safety Data, Collision maps and Countermeasures: Engineer’s Initials:
a. Confirmation that crash data shown occurred within influence area of proposed improvements.

6. Project Schedule and Requested programming of ATP funding Engineer’s Initials:

a. All applicants must anticipate receiving federal ATP funding for the project and therefore the project
schedules and programming included in the application must account for all applicable requirements and
timeframes.

‘Completed Dates” for project Milestone Dates shown in the application have been reviewed and verified

c. “Expected Dates” for project Milestone Dates shown in the application account for all reasonable project
timetables, including: Interagency MOUs, Caltrans agreements, CTC allocations, FHWA authorizations,
federal environmental studies and approvals, federal right-of-way acquisitions, federal consultant selections,
project permits, etc.

d. The fiscal year and funding amounts shown in the PPR must be consistent with the values shown in the
project cost estimate(s), expected project milestone dates and expected matching funds.

met (CA MUTCD): Signal warrants must be documented
D

8. Additional narration and documentation: Engineer’s Initials

a. The textin the "Narrative Questions” in the application is consistent with and supports the engineering logic
and calculations used in the development of the plans/maps and estimate

When needed to clarify non-standard ATP project elements (i.e. vehicular roadway widening necessary for
~iP the construction of the primary ATP elements); appropriate documentation is attached to the application to
document the engineering decisions and calculations requiring the inclusion of these non-standard elements

Licensed Engineer: Engineer's Stamp:

Name (Lost, First) ~ VALTE JR., FEDERICO
Title: PRINCIPAL CIVIL ENGINEER

Engineer License Number (53829 oT
Signature: oo} O
o Ll Mo 33029 ©
Li. 'JJ
Date: 5 z& |[z015 ELE Q/_gﬂlb
Email:  rick.valte@smgov.net

Phone: 310 458-8234
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07-City of Santa Monica-1

Attachment D. Project Location Map

Expo Station 4th Street Linkages to Downtown and Civic Center

Project Location Map
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Expo Station 4th Street Linkages to Downtown & Civic Center - Proposed Improvements Preliminary Plan
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Attachment E. Project Plans/Cross Sections
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07-City of Santa Monica-1 ATP - Cycle 2 - Part B & C - 2015

Olympic Drive / 4th Street. View of missing crosswalk, looking east from NW corner of inter-

Olympic Drive / 4th Street. Aerial view of missing crosswalk and narrow sidewalk, looking
north from SW corner of intersection.
@ section

Expo 4th Street Linkages to Downtown & Civic Center

Attachment F - Photos of Existing Conditions
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07-City of Santa Monica-1 ATP - Cycle 2 - Part B & C - 2015

@ 4th Street I-10 Bridge. View of west sidewalk and guardrail, looking north.

@ 4th Street I-10 Bridge. View of east sidewalk and guardrail, looking north

Expo 4th Street Linkages to Downtown & Civic Center

Attachment F - Photos of Existing Conditions
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07-City of Santa Monica-1 ATP - Cycle 2 - Part B & C - 2015

@ Olympic Drive / 4th Street. View of narrow sidewalk and curb ramp, looking north.

4th Street/1-10 Off-Ramp. View of crosswalk and curb ramp at skewed 4th Street I-10 off-
ramp/4th Street intersection, looking east.

Expo 4th Street Linkages to Downtown & Civic Center

Attachment F - Photos of Existing Conditions
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07-City of Santa Monica-1 ATP - Cycle 2 - Part B& C - 2015

Before

@

4th Street. View of 4th Street east sidewalk south of future Downtown Station,
looking south (left), looking north (right)

Preliminary concept
4th Street Bridge Fence/Screen with Integrated Lighting and Planting (Vines).

Expo 4th Street Linkages to Downtown & Civic Center

Attachment F - Photos of Existing Conditions
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07-City of Santa Monica-1

Attachment G. Detailed Cost Estimate

ATP - Cycle 2 - Part B & C- 2015

Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Cost

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

Project Information:

Agency: |City of Santa Monica

Application ID:

07-Santa Monica-1 |Prepared by: |Sarah Lejeune Date:

6/1/2015

Project Description:

Expo Station 4th Street Linkages to Downtown and Civic Center

Project Location:

4th Street between Colorado Avenue and Olympic Drive, Santa Monica, California

Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:

Cost Breakdown
) . Note: Cost can apply to more than one category. Therefore may be over 100%.
Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)
ATP Eligible Items Landscaping Non—P?tret:ﬁ;patlng T%;%i?;:/tggéed
Item No. Item Quantity | Units|  Unit Cost e % $ % $ % $ % $
Item Cost

1 Mobilization 1.00 LS [ $50,000.00 $50,000 | 100% $50,000

4th Street b/t Colorado & 4th St Bridge

Site Preparation and Demolition
2 Concrete Paving (demo and remove) 1320.00 | SF $2.00 $2,640 100% $2,640
8 Erosion Control 3230.00 | SF $0.20 $646 100% $646
4 Repair misc paving 220.00 | SF $20.00 $4,400 100% $4,400
5 Excavate for trees, remove existing material 230.00 | CY $25.00 $5,750 100% $5,750

Lighting
6 Add pole pedestrian lighting 7.00 EA | $11,000.00 $77,000 100% $77,000
7 PiP/repair existing series streetlight circuit 1.00 LS | $15,000.00 $15,000 100% $15,000
8 Pavement Pedestrian Lighting 22.00 EA | $4,000.00 $88,000 100% $88,000

Tree Planting & Irrigation for 22 Date palms
9 Palm trees & planting 22.00 | EA | $5,250.00 $115,500 [100%| $115500 |100% | $115,500 100% | $115,500
10 Palm planting medium 198.00 | CY $163.00 $32,274 | 100% $32,274 100% | $32,274
11 Sand drainage layer 33.00 CcY $90.00 $2,970 100% $2,970 100% $2,970
12 DG mulch, 3" deep 660.00 | SF $3.50 $2,310 100% $2,310 100% $2,310
13 Irrigation tree 14.00 EA $150.00 $2,100 100% $2,100 100% $2,100
14 Irrigation -pipe & subsurface aeration 189.00 | LF $40.00 $7,560 100% $7,560 100% $7,560
15 Tree grate for trees 22.00 EA $8,500.00 $187,000 | 100% $187,000
16 Drainage for trees 14.00 | EA [ $1,000.00 $14,000 | 100% $14,000 100% |  $14,000

4th Street Bridge (Caltrans ROW)

Fencing
17 Fencing/Screen Element for bridge, incl. paint 1060.00 | LF $269.00 $285,140 [ 100% | $285,140
18 Fencing outside of bridge area (to match) 16.00 LF $269.00 $4,304 100% $4,304

Lighting
19 Uplighting at base of fence/screen 73.00 EA $600.00 $43,800 100% $43,800
20 Add pole pedestrian lighting 15.00 | EA | $11,000.00 $165,000 |[100% | $165,000
21 Power drop and cabinet 1.00 EA | $20,000.00 $20,000 100% $20,000

Vine Planting & Irrigation for 17 Planters
22 Vines & planting 17.00 EA $200.00 $3,400 100% $3,400 100% $3,400 100% $3,400
23 Vine planting medium 100.00 | CY $163.00 $16,300 | 100% $16,300 100% |  $16,300
24 Uplighting at base of planters 17.00 | EA $600.00 $10,200 | 100% $10,200
25 Planters (6'x6") 17.00 | EA $150.00 $2,550 100% $2,550 100% $2,550
26 Widen sidewalk approx. 600 sf (7" concrete sidewalk) 600.00 | SF $20.00 $12,000 100% $12,000
27 Striping (bike box, advanced stop bar) 1.00 EA $200.00 $200 100% $200 100% $200
28 Signage (bike box signage) 1.00 EA $350.00 $350 100% $350
29 Bike box detection 1.00 EA | $31,800.00 $31,800 100% $31,800
30 Repair misc paving 100.00 | SF $20.00 $2,000 100% $2,000
31 Demo/reconstruct curb ramp 3.00 EA $5,500.00 $16,500 100% $16,500
32 Relocate traffic control box 1.00 EA | $50,000.00 $50,000 100% $50,000
33 Crosswalk - patterned, high visibility (Flint Premark) 2.00 EA | $6,500.00 $13,000 100% $13,000
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07-City of Santa Monica-1

Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)

ATP - Cycle 2 - Part B& C - 2015

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

L . Non-Participating | To be Constructed
ATP Eligible Items Landscaping e by Corps/CCC
Item No Item Quantity | Units|  Unit Cost e % $ % $ % $ % $
’ Item Cost
4th Street b/t 4th St Bridge & Olympic Drive
34 Demo/reconstruct curb ramp 2.00 EA | $5,500.00 $11,000 100% $11,000
35 Striping (bike box, advanced stop bar) 1.00 EA $200.00 $200 100% $200 100% $200
36 Signage (bike box signage) 1.00 EA $350.00 $350 100% $350
37 Bike box detection 1.00 EA | $31,800.00 $31,800 | 100% $31,800
Utilities
38 Electrical 1.00 LS | $28,000.00 $28,000 | 100% $28,000
39 Irrigation 1.00 LS | $12,000.00 $12,000 100% $12,000
40 Traffic Control 1.00 LS | $10,000.00 $10,000 100% $10,000
Subtotal of Construction Items:| $1,377,044 $1,377,044 $198,964 $119,100
Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items): o
Enter in the cell to the right! 10.00% EElC
Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:| $1,514,748
Project Cost Estimate:
Type of Project Delivery Cost Cost $
Preliminary Engineering (PE)
Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED):| $ 150,000
Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):| $ 150,000
Total PE:| $ 300,000 [ 20%)|  25% Max
Right of Way (RW)
Right of Way Engineering:[ $ 50,000
Acquisitions and Utilities:| $ -
Total RW:| $ 50,000
Construction (CON)
Construction Engineering (CE):| $ 151,127 9% 15% Max
Total Construction Items & Contingencies: $1,514,748
Total CON:| $ 1,665,875
Total Project Cost Estimate:| $ 2,015,875
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Attachment H. Non-Infrastructure Work Plan

[Not Applicable. This page left intentionally blank]
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Attachment I-1 Screening Criteria: Consistency with Regional Plans
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07-City of Santa Monica-1

ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION

Existing Conditions
Physical Setting
Political Environment
Existing Plans

Bicycling and Walking Overview
Types of Bicyclists
Riding Styles

Types of Bicycle Facilities
Class | Bikeways

Class Il Bikeways

Class Il Bikeways

Cycletracks

Bicycle Boulevards

Bicycle Boulevards

Bicycle Safety

Pedestrian Oriented Design and Access Requirements
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)

Schools

Transit

Street Design and Access to Destinations

Pedestrian Safety

Deficiencies and Needs Analysis
Pedestrian Facility Deficiencies

Bicycle Access to Transit

Pedestrian Access to Transit

Access to Bicycle Routes

California Coastal Trail

Policy Recommendations
Agencies, Groups and Individuals in Bicycle and Walking Planning
Performance Measures

Proposed Policies

Air Quality Improvements
Potential VMT Reduction
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07-City of Santa Monica-1

Active Transportation 1

he Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) is the nation’s largest

metropolitan planning organization (MPO) representing six counties (Imperial,

Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside, San Bernardino, and Ventura) and 191 cities. The

2012-2035 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and Sustainable Communities
Strategy (SCS) seeks to develop a comprehensive and interconnected network of bicycle
and pedestrian facilities throughout the region to increase transportation options, so that
bicycling and walking become more practical and desirable choices for travel. Increasing
bicycling and walking within the region will assist in reducing road congestion, enhancing
public health, and improving air quality. The RTP supports Active Transportation through
the development of bicycle and pedestrian policies.

Active Transportation refers to transportation such as walking or using a bicycle, tri-
cycle, velomobile, wheelchair, scooter, skates, skateboard, push scooter, trailer, hand
cart, shopping car, or similar electrical devices. For the purposes of this report, Active
Transportation will generally refer to bicycling and walking, the two most common meth-
ods. Walking and bicycling are essential parts of the SCAG transportation system, are low
cost, do not emit greenhouse gases, can help reduce roadway congestion, and increase
health and the quality of life of residents. As the region works towards reducing conges-
tion and air pollution, walking and bicycling will become more essential to meet the future
needs of Californians

The strategies established by the Active Transportation Chapter will adhere to the follow-
ing goals and objectives:

= (Goal 1: Increase dedicated funding for bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure.
= Objective 1.1: Develop a Constrained Plan that analyzes existing funding and
provides quantitative support for future funding requirements.
= Objective 1.2: Estimate the benefits of current investments to analyze future
funding needs.

= Goal 2: Increase accommodation and planning for bicyclists and pedestrians.

= Objective 2.1: Include a Strategic Plan that includes additional investments
needed to develop a comprehensive and interconnected network of bicycle
and pedestrian facilities throughout the region.

= QObjective 2.2: Estimate project costs associated with this vision.

= (Objective 2.3: Estimate the benefits of these investments.

= Objective 2.4: Support local jurisdictions with the development of their
local plans.

= Goal 3: Increase transportation options, particularly for trips less than three miles.
= Objective 3.1: Increase linkages between bicycling and walking with transit.
= Objective 3.2: Examine bicycling and walking as an integral part of a conges-
tion/transportation management tool (e.g. Safe Routes to School).

= (oal 4: Significantly decrease bicycle and pedestrian fatalities and injuries.
= Objective 4.1: Address actual and perceived safety/security concerns that
prohibit biking and walking from being considered as viable mode choices.

The following sections will illustrate the existing conditions, identify potential oppor-
tunities and provide recommendations that may assist in achieving a more bicycle and
pedestrian friendly region. The policies and recommendations established by this Active
Transportation chapter can also assist local jurisdictions and agencies in the development
of more comprehensive policies that improve public health, safety, and welfare.

Existing Conditions

Physical Setting

The climate in the SCAG region varies by location. The western Los Angeles Basin,
Ventura County and western Orange County experience marine climates, cool ocean
breezes and moderate average temperature variations. The inland areas within the
region are comprised of more arid climates with more significant temperature variations
throughout the day. Rainfall in the SCAG region typically averages only 30 days per year,
which provides ideal conditions for walking and bicycling. The majority of the western
portion of the region is highly developed with suburban areas, with some areas of dense
urbanization. The inland areas of the region are becoming developed with significant
suburbanization and pockets of urban development, but are primarily undeveloped or
designated as national and state parkland.

Political Environment

Recent shifts in the political environment have increased support for Active Transportation
(please see FIGURE 1 Legislative Timeline). The Intermodal Surface Transportation
Efficiency Act of 1991 (ISTEA) challenged officials to make “bicycles a more viable

part of the transportation network.” The Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century
(TEA-21) provided additional Federal funds for surface transportation, such as pedestrian

Page 52 | Attachment |



ATP - Cycle 2 - Part B & C- 2015

07-City of Santa Monica-1

REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN

2012-2035

SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITIES STRATEGY
Towards a Sustainable Future
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Our Vision

Towards a Sustainable Future

For the past three decades, the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG)
has prepared Regional Transportation Plans (RTPs) with the primary goal of increasing
mobility for the region’s residents and visitors. While mobility is a vital component of the
quality of life that this region deserves, it is by no means the only component. SCAG has
placed a greater emphasis than ever before on sustainability and integrated planning in
the 2012—-2035 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/
SCS), whose vision encompasses three principles that collectively work as the key to our
region’s future: mobility, economy, and sustainability.

The 2012-2035 RTP/SCS includes a strong commitment to reduce emissions from
transportation sources to comply with SB 375, improve public health, and meet the
National Ambient Air Quality Standards as set forth by the federal Clean Air Act. As
such, the 2012—-2035 RTP/SCS contains a regional commitment for the broad deploy-
ment of zero- and near-zero emission transportation technologies in the 2023-2035 time
frame and clear steps to move toward this objective. This is especially critical for our
goods movement system. The development of a world-class zero- or near-zero emission
freight transportation system is necessary to maintain economic growth in the region,
to sustain quality of life, and to meet federal air quality requirements. The 2012—-2035
RTP/SCS puts forth an aggressive strategy for technology development and deployment
to achieve this objective. This strategy will have many co-benefits, including energy
security, cost certainty, increased public support for infrastructure, GHG reduction, and
economic development.

Never before have the crucial linkages and interrelationships between the economy, the
regional transportation system, and land use been as important as now. For the first time,
the 2012—-2035 RTP/SCS includes a significant consideration of the economic impacts
and opportunities provided by the transportation infrastructure plan set forth in the
2012-2035 RTP/SCS, considering not only the economic and job creation impacts of the
direct investment in transportation infrastructure, but also the efficiency gains in terms of
worker and business economic productivity and goods movement. The 2012—-2035 RTP/
SCS outlines a transportation infrastructure investment strategy that will benefit Southern
California, the state, and the nation in terms of economic development, competitive

advantage, and overall competitiveness in the global economy in terms of attracting and
retaining employers in the Southern California region.

The 2012—-2035 RTP/SCS provides a blueprint for improving quality of life for our
residents by providing more choices for where they will live, work, and play, and how
they will move around. Its safe, secure, and efficient transportation systems will provide
improved access to opportunities, such as jobs, education, and healthcare. Its empha-
sis on transit and active transportation will allow our residents to lead a healthier, more
active lifestyle. It will create jobs, ensure our region’s economic competitiveness through
strategic investments in our goods movement system, and improve environmental and
health outcomes for its 22 million residents by 2035. More importantly, the RTP/SCS will
also preserve what makes the region special, including our stable and successful neigh-
borhoods and our array of open spaces for future generations to enjoy.

The Setting

In order to successfully overcome the challenges that lie before us, this RTP/SCS first
recognizes the impacts that recent events and long-term trends will have on how people
choose to live and move around.

ECONOMIC RECESSION

800,000 iobs have been lost in the region

due to the Great Recession

The economic turmoil faced by many of the region’s residents is likely to impact
their housing choices and travel behavior, including their transportation mode
choice and day-to-day travel patterns. This will potentially require different types
of transportation solutions.
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Work with state lenders to provide funding for increased transit service in TOD/HQTA in support of reaching SB 375 goals.

Continue to work with neighboring Metropolitan Planning Organizations to provide alternative modes for interregional travel,
including Amtrak and other passenger rail services and an enhanced bikeway network, such as on river trails.

Encourage the development of new, short haul, cost-effective transit services such as DASH and demand responsive transit (DRT)
in order to both serve and encourage development of compact neighborhood centers.

Work with the state legislature to seek funding for Complete Streets planning and implementation in support of reaching

SB 375 goals.

Continue to support the California Interregional Blueprint as a plan that
tation and land use goals to produce a unified transportation strategy.

ks statewide transportation goals and regional transpor-

TABLE 4.5  Transportation Demand Management (TDM) Actions and Strategies

Examine major projects and strategies that reduce congestion and emissions and optimize the productivity and overall performance
of the transportation system.

Develop comprehensive regional active transportation network along with supportive tools and resources that can help jurisdictions
plan and prioritize new active transportation projects in their cities.

Encourage the implementation of a Complete Streets policy that meets the needs of all users of the streets, roads and highways
—including bicyclists, children, persons with disabilities, motorists, neighborhood electric vehicle (NEVs) users, movers of commer-
cial goods, pedestrians, users of public transportation and seniors — for safe and convenient travel in a manner that is suitable to
the suburban and urban contexts within the region.

Support work-based programs that encourage emission reduction strategies and incentivize active transportation commuting or
ride-share modes.

Develop infrastructure plans and educational programs to promote active transportation options and other alternative fueled
vehicles, such as neighborhood electric vehicles (NEVs), and consider collaboration with local public health departments, walk-
ing/biking coalitions, and/or Safe Routes to School initiatives, which may already have components of such educational programs
in place.

Encourage the development of telecommuting programs by employers through review and revision of policies that may discourage
alternative work options.

Emphasize active transportation and alternative fueled vehicle projects as part of complying with the Complete Streets Act

(AB 1358).

SCAG, State
SCAG, State

CTCs, Municipal Transit Operators

SCAG, State

SCAG, State

SCAG

SCAG, CTCs, Local Jurisdictions

Local Jurisdictions, COGs, SCAG, CTCs

SCAG, Local Jurisdictions

Local Jurisdictions

Local Jurisdictions, CTCs

State, SCAG, Local Jurisdictions
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210  2012-2035 RTP/SCS | Chapter 7: Strategic Plan

Our Vision for Active Transportation Beyond 2035

The 2012-2035 RTP/SCS Constrained Plan proposes investing over $6.7 billion toward
active transportation, including the development of over 5,700 miles of bikeways and
improvements to significant amount of sidewalks in our region. In addition to these
projects, SCAG hopes to substantially increase bicycling and walking in the region by
creating and maintaining an active transportation system that includes well-maintained
bicycle and pedestrian facilities, easy access to transit facilities, and increased safety
and security for all users. The active transportation vision for the strategic transportation
system is one where bicycling or walking is simply the most logical and efficient choice
for most short trips. To achieve that vision, SCAG and local jurisdictions must create the
conditions by which active transportation is more attractive than driving for short trips
(less than three miles for bicycles, one-half mile for walking). The goals are to develop
and build a dense bicycle network so that all SCAG residents and visitors can easily find
and access a route to their destination—incorporate Complete Streets policies in street
design/redesign and Compass Blueprint strategies for land use—and ensure ADA compli-
ance on all sidewalks.

BIKEWAYS

Further enhancements to the active transportation system should be considered to make
bicycling and walking a more feasible and desirable transportation option. The strate-
gic bikeway plan envisions a three-tiered system to achieve those goals: an expanded
regional bikeway network, citywide bikeways in each city, and neighborhood bikeways.

= The Regional Bikeway Network is expanded over the constrained plan, developing a
grid pattern where possible in urbanized areas. Each designated regional bikeway
links to other regional bikeways and to city bikeways for commuters and recreational
riders. Although not as free-flowing as freeways, the Regional Bicycle Network
links the cities in the region in a similar manner. To the greatest extent possible, the
regional bikeway network should be Class 1, Class 2 bikeways/cycle tracks, or even
painted sharrows with appropriate signage and wayfinding.

= Citywide bikeways link neighborhood bikeways to regional bikeways and major city
destinations, such as employment, retail, and entertainment centers. These wi
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often be on arterial and collector streets, which are already part of the grid system.
Bikeways will likely need to be either Class 2 bikeways (painted or unpainted) or
Cycle tracks. When going through large suburban areas, they can be designated

bicycle boulevards. Citywide bikeways should be no farther than one-half mile apart.

= Neighborhood bikeways link neighborhoods to local amenities, such as schools,
parks, grocery stores and local retail, eating, and entertainment. These facilities
will be primarily on low-speed streets and be identified through sharrows, bicycle
boulevards, and wayfinding signage. While every residential street should be con-
sidered a neighborhood bikeway, the focus should be on streets that connect across
blocks and neighborhoods. In addition, neighborhood bikeways should link to other
neighborhood bikeways, providing a low-speed, low-stress environment for families
and youths to bicycle with minimal interaction with faster, busier streets.

Completion of this system will require coordination among cities as well as parallel
improvements within each city and in unincorporated areas of counties. It will involve
roughly a doubling of the bicycle network beyond the constrained plan to 24,000 miles,
with a cost estimated at around $12 billion.

PEDESTRIANS

Pedestrian accessibility and mobility may be addressed through increased safety and
security and land use. Integration of Safe Routes to School strategies, Safe Routes

to Parks programs, incorporating active transportation in SCAG’s Compass Blueprint
Projects, and developing active transportation best practices around transit stations may
further enhance the walking environment. In addition, local jurisdictions can integrate
active transportation and Complete Streets concepts with their land use decisions.
Inclusions of bulb-outs, median sanctuaries, and traffic calming can increase pedestrian
safety by reducing collisions, particularly at intersections. Other strategies include more
prominent deployment of left-turn signals and no-right-turn-on-red signals in high-
pedestrian environments. In addition, SCAG encourages and is prepared to work with
appropriate implementation agencies to map, develop, and implement recreational trails
throughout the region, including the SCAG portion of the California Coastal Trail, river
trails, urban, and wilderness hiking areas/trails.

The cost for completion of this element varies widely, depending upon the level of
improvements and methodologies used, and ranges from $6 billion to $35 billion.

Strategic Finance

Following the adoption of the 2008 RTP, SCAG initiated a comprehensive study of conges-
tion pricing strategies, which has come to be known as the Express Travel Choices Study.
The emerging regional congestion pricing strategy is structured to help the region meet
its transportation demand management and air quality goals while providing a reliable
and dedicated revenue source. The pricing strategy could allow users of the transporta-
tion system to know the true cost of their travel, resulting in informed decision-making
and more efficient use of the transportation system. Pricing strategies evaluated through
the Express Travel Choices Study include a regional high-occupancy toll (HOT or Express)
lane network and a mileage-based user fee, both of which are incorporated into the
2012-2035 RTP/SCS. Nevertheless, these strategies still face a number of significant
hurdles before their full benefits can be realized. A second phase of the Express Travel
Choices Study will continue beyond the adoption of the 2012—-2035 RTP/SCS and estab-
lish an implementation plan for the regional congestion pricing strategy. SCAG will also
participate in state and national efforts to address the long-term transition of excise fuel
taxes to mileage-based user fees.
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This 2009 Long Range Plan promotes the
development of bicycle facilities and pedestrian
improvements throughout Los Angeles County.

Bicycles and Pedestrians

> There are more than 1,250 miles of bikeways
in Los Angeles County.

> The Metro Call for Projects will fund an expansion
of the bicycle network.

> Metro will focus on improving bicycle safety
and bicycle access on buses and trains, and
at transit hubs.

> Coordinating pedestrian links between transit
and the user’s final destination is critical to an
e ective transportation system.

> Metro will improve pedestrian linkages to
bus centers and rail stations.
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Bicycle and pedestrian programs are critical components
of a successful transit system, as transit riders should

be able to access buses and trains without having to drive
a vehicle to and from transit stations. The sustainability
of our transportation system depends upon the interface
between modes.

According to SCAG’s Year 2000 Post-Census Travel
Survey, nearly 12 percent of all trips in the SCAG region
are bicycling and walking trips. According to the 2001
National Household Travel Survey, many trips in
metropolitan areas are three miles or shorter. These
trips are targets for bicycling and walking, if facilities
are available and safe.

Bicycling and walking produce zero emissions

as no fossil fuels are used. These trips can eliminate
the “cold start” of a vehicle engine and reduce GHGe,
VMT, and energy consumption.

Bicycle Programs

This 2009 Plan will help implement the 2006 Metro
Board-adopted Bicycle Transportation Strategic Plan
(BTSP). It describes a vision for Los Angeles County to
improve bicycling as a viable transportation mode. The
BTSP outlines a bicycle infrastructure that improves overall
mobility, air quality and access to opportunities. It also
shifts the focus in countywide bicycle planning from long
arterial bikeways to improvements for bicycle access to
167 bike-transit hubs throughout the County. Focusing
improvements at bike-transit hubs is a relatively simple
way to link bikes with transit and extend the reach of
transit without the use of a car. It increases the viability
of public transportation and facilitates ridership without
a huge investment in infrastructure and right-of-way.

In 20006, the inventory of existing bicycle facilities in the
County totaled 1,252 miles, including facilities such as the
Metro Orange Line Bike Path, San Gabriel and Los Angeles
River Bike Paths, Whittier Greenway Bike Path, Ballona
Creek Bike Path, Santa Monica and Venice Boulevard
bicycle lanes and hundreds more miles of bicycle lanes
and routes. Another 1,145 miles of bikeway projects have
been proposed in local agency bicycle plans that would
nearly double the current bikeway system. Further, Metro
identified 53 gaps in the inter-jurisdictional bikeway system
that can be filled by on-street or off-street bicycle facilities.

Bicycle parking at transit stations is essential to
encourage the use of bicycles with transit. Bicycle parking
at employment centers and local destinations also help
reduce the expanding need for costly automobile parking,
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particularly in dense urban areas where space is limited.
As many as 36 bicycles can be parked in the space of
one automobile.

Local governments will continue to build bicycle facilities
using their Transportation Development Act (TDA)

Article 3 and Proposition C local return funding, while
Metro will provide regional funds through the Call for
Projects. Eligible projects include on- and off-street bicycle
improvements, bicycle parking, safety education, bicycle
racks on buses, bicycle stations and other bicycle access
improvements. Other sources of funds are Safe Routes

to School and State BTA (Bicycle Transportation Account)
Grant funds. While acknowledging its role in coordinating
bicycle facility planning in the region, Metro recognizes
the importance of local bicycle planning and strongly
encourages cities to develop their own plans. Metro
provides technical assistance to develop those plans and
qualify them for BTA funding.

Pedestrian Priority Improvement Program

Nearly all trips within Los Angeles County, regardless of
purpose, include a non-motorized component. Although
almost nine percent of all the trips within Los Angeles
County are exclusively pedestrian trips and about half
of these are walking trips to and from home to work,

the pedestrian system can be improved further. All
non-motorized transport modes should connect to an
efficient, aesthetically pleasing and safe pedestrian system
that enables a person to successfully complete a trip.
Motorized transport modes should seamlessly link to
the pedestrian system in a way that efficiently allows
people to access primary and secondary destinations as
well as to make connections to the public transit system.

Several factors combine to create a pedestrian-friendly
environment. Examples include: a wayfinding signage
system, ease of access to destinations from the sidewalk
network, appropriate street-crossing safety features, and
easy connection to public transport modes. Physically
attractive features and amenities facilitate the flow of
pedestrian movement and encourage people to walk.

The primary challenge to improving the quality of the
pedestrian environment is retrofitting the existing built
form to make walking a more viable option for more people,
more often. Since much of the built form is orientated

to access by automobiles and the set of development
standards and regulations governing land development
are primarily focused on maintaining auto accessibility,
significantly increasing the share of non-motorized

trips will require time, coordinated policy and program
development, and a sustained funding approach. Many
cities in Los Angeles County have begun to initiate
activities to improve the livability of their neighborhoods,
including reducing traffic congestion and improving
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Call for Projects

FIGURE BB

Bicycle Program

$ IN MILLIONS
ESCALATED TO YEAR OF EXPENDITURE

Constrained Plan

$11.7 m/yr in 2009 dollars $ 287
Strategic Plan
$12.5 m/yr in 2009 dollars $ 302

FIGURE CC

Pedestrian Program

$ IN MILLIONS
ESCALATED TO YEAR OF EXPENDITURE

Constrained Plan

$11.7 m/yr in 2009 dollars $ 287
Strategic Plan

$10.0 m/yr in 2009 dollars $ 242
FIGURE DD

Transportation Enhancements Program

$ IN MILLIONS
ESCALATED TO YEAR OF EXPENDITURE

Constrained Plan
$2.3 m/yr in 2009 dollars $72

THE SUSTAINABILITY
OF OUR TRANSPORTATION
SYSTEM DEPENDS
upoN THE INTERFACE
BeTweeN MODES.

overall mobility. The linkages between development and
transportation modes are a critical factor in improving
overall mobility while maintaining the economic and
social viability and attractiveness of these communities.

Metro’s Pedestrian Priority Improvement Program is
designed to achieve a qualitative improvement in the
pedestrian environment in Los Angeles County. The
approach focuses on the development of public policy and
adoption of appropriate regulatory standards and targeted
funding to develop more safe, connected and walkable
pedestrian environments that promote non-motorized
transport as a viable alternative for an increasing share of
trips made by residents and visitors of Los Angeles County.
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Attachment I-1A. Existing Counts & User Projections

Summary of 2013 Average Peak Bike and Ped Data - 4th Street between Colorado and Olympic

Total Peak Bike Counts

Total Peak Pedestrian Counts

AM PM
58 74

Average Peak Bike Counts

AM PM
456 546

Average Peak Pedestrian Counts

AM PM
14 20

2013 Average Peak Hour Bike
Counts

Average Peak Bike Counts AM
M Average Peak Bike Counts PM

14

AM PM
140 169

2013 Average Peak Hour Pedestrian
Counts

Average Peak Pedestrian Counts AM

M Average Peak Pedestrian Counts PM

169

140
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Alta Planning + Design Extrapolator Tool - Conversion of Peak Hour Counts to Daily Counts
AM Bike Counts for 4th Street Bridge in Santa Monica

Inputs - Green cells require your attention.

Input your two-hour count total 14
Count date 10/10/2013
Count time: Enter first hour of two hour count period 8:00 AM
Type: Path or PED District PED District

Climate Zone: Long Winter Short Summer, Moderate Climate, or
Very Hot Summer Mild Winter

Moderate Climate

Multiplier Outputs - Orange cells are the daily, weekly, monthly and
Vel annual estimates.
1.05 2 hour period multiplied by 1.05 14.70
8% Your two hour count extrapolated to an estimated daily figure. 184
? See Table 1 for adjustment factors used.

Your daily estimate extrapolated to a weekly estimate. See Table

12% ; 1,531
2 for the adjustment factor used.

443 Your weekly estimate multiplied by the number of weeks in the 6.781

’ count month (# of days in month/7). '

6% Your month]y estimate extrapolated to an annual figure. See Table 113,021

3 for the adjustment factor used.
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Daily Activity (Thursday)
Weekly Activity
Monthly Activity (October)

Annual Activity
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Alta Planning + Design Extrapolator Tool - Conversion of Peak Hour Counts to Daily Counts
PM Bike Counts for 4th Street Bridge in Santa Monica

Inputs - Green cells require your attention.

Input your two-hour count total 20
Count date 10/10/2013
Count time: Enter first hour of two hour count period 5:00 PM
Type: Path or PED District PED District

Climate Zone: Long Winter Short Summer, Moderate Climate, or
Very Hot Summer Mild Winter

Moderate Climate

Multiplier Outputs - Orange cells are the daily, weekly, monthly and
Vel annual estimates.
1.05 2 hour period multiplied by 1.05 21.00
13% Your two hour count extrapolated to an estimated daily figure. 162
° See Table 1 for adjustment factors used.

12% Your daily gstlmate extrapolated to a weekly estimate. See Table 1,346
2 for the adjustment factor used.

443 Your weekly estimate multiplied by the number of weeks in the 5962

’ count month (# of days in month/7). '

6% Your month]y estimate extrapolated to an annual figure. See Table 99,359

3 for the adjustment factor used.
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Alta Planning + Design Extrapolator Tool - Conversion of Peak Hour Counts to Daily Counts
AM Pedestrian Counts for 4th Street Bridge in Santa Monica

Inputs - Green cells require your attention.

Input your two-hour count total 140
Count date 10/10/2013
Count time: Enter first hour of two hour count period 8:00 AM
Type: Path or PED District PED District

Climate Zone: Long Winter Short Summer, Moderate Climate, or
Very Hot Summer Mild Winter

Moderate Climate

Multiplier QOutputs - Orange cells are the daily, weekly, monthly and
Vil annual estimates.
1.05 2 hour period multiplied by 1.05 147.00
8% Your two hour count extrapolated to an estimated daily figure. 1838
? See Table 1 for adjustment factors used. ’

12% Your daily gstlmate extrapolated to a weekly estimate. See Table 15,313
2 for the adjustment factor used.

443 Your weekly estimate m_ult|pI|ed by the number of weeks in the 67.813
count month (# of days in month/7).

6% Your month}y estimate extrapolated to an annual figure. See Table 1,130.208
3 for the adjustment factor used.
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Alta Planning + Design Extrapolator Tool - Conversion of Peak Hour Counts to Daily Counts
PM Pedestrian Counts for 4th Street Bridge in Santa Monica

Inputs - Green cells require your attention.

Input your two-hour count total 169
Count date 10/10/2013
Count time: Enter first hour of two hour count period 5:00 PM
Type: Path or PED District PED District

Climate Zone: Long Winter Short Summer, Moderate Climate, or
Very Hot Summer Mild Winter

Moderate Climate

Multiplier QOutputs - Orange cells are the daily, weekly, monthly and
Vil annual estimates.

1.05 2 hour period multiplied by 1.05 177.45

13% Your two hour cour_1t extrapolated to an estimated daily figure. 1,365
See Table 1 for adjustment factors used.

12% Your daily gstlmate extrapolated to a weekly estimate. See Table 11,375
2 for the adjustment factor used.

443 Your weekly estimate m_ult|pI|ed by the number of weeks in the 50,375
count month (# of days in month/7).

6% Your month}y estimate extrapolated to an annual figure. See Table 839,583
3 for the adjustment factor used.
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Calculation of Existing Users for 4th Street Bridge in Santa Monica
Averaging of Extrapolated AM/PM Peak Counts for Pedestrians + Bicyclists

730-930am 140 1,838 14 184
5-7pm 169 1,365 20 162
Average 1,601 173
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E

Exposition Metro Line Construction Authority

Exposition Corridor Transit Project Phase 2

Final Environmental Impact Report
Technical Background Report

Expo

FINAL
Ridership Results
Version 0.4

December 2009

Prepared for:

Exposition Metro Line Construction Authority

By:

AECOM
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E

Exposition Corridor Transit Project Phase 2

) Expo FINAL Ridership Results
Table 3.1-11 2015 Station Boardings by Mode of Access — LRT 2: Expo ROW-Colorado Alternative
By Access By Egress Boardings
Station Name Walk | Bus PNR | KNR Rail Total Walk Bus PNR | KNR | Rail Total Walk Bus PNR | KNR Rail | Total
7th St/Metro
Center 555 471 0 59| 12,618| 13,702 1,654 444 - - 3,967 6,065 1,104 458 0 29| 8,292| 9,884
Pico 745 366 0 58 0 1,169 1,766 1,222 - - 0 2,988 1,256 794 0 29 0| 2,079
23rd Street 2,079 962 0 108 0 3,149 1,292 829 - - 0 2,121 1,686 895 0 54 0] 2,635
© Jefferson 954 | 1,387 0 147 0 2,488 1,608 223 - - 0 1,831 1,281 805 0 74 0| 2,160
& | Vermont 1,238 | 1,353 0 161 0 2,752 2,037 483 - - 0 2,520 1,638 918 0 81 0| 2,636
W Western 1,610| 1,570 0 189 0 3,369 283 561 = = 0 844 947 1,065 0 95 0| 2,107
Crenshaw 943| 2,479 413 170 0 4,005 334 971 - - 0 1,305 639 1,725 207 85 0| 2,655
La Brea 1,589 | 1,228 0 183 0 3,000 488 626 - - 0 1,114 1,038 927 0 92 0| 2,057
La Cienega 493 472 404 154 0 1,524 421 1,022 - - 0 1,443 457 747 202 77 0| 1,484
Venice/Robertson 943| 1,844 310 136 0 3,233 1,103 1,975 - - 0 3,078 1,023 1,910 155 68 0| 3,156
National/Palms 1,582 233 0 151 0 1,966 529 293 - - 0 822 1,056 263 0 75 0| 1,394
Expo/Westwood 350 759 311 93 0 1,513 963 5,506 - - 0 6,469 657 3,132 156 47 0| 3,991
ﬂ Expo/Sepulveda 558 925 262 99 0 1,844 1,982 3,801 - - 0 5,783 1,270 2,363 131 49 0| 3,814
& Expo/Bundy 862 453 252 90 0 1,657 1,556 1,030 - - 0 2,586 1,209 741 126 45 0] 2,122
% Olympic/26th St. 575 76 0 90 0 741 2,485 2 - - 0 2,487 1,530 39 0 45 0| 1,614
Colorado/17th St. 775 201 288 86 0 1,350 2,839 819 - - 0 3,658 1,807 510 144 43 0| 2,504
Colorado/2nd St 200 702 134 46 0 1,082 2,211 1,219 - - 0 3,430 1,206 960 67 23 0| 2,256
Total 16,050|15,481| 2,375| 2,020 12,618| 48,544| 23,552| 21,025| - - 3,967 | 48,544| 19,801| 18,253| 1,188| 1,010| 8,292 (48,544
AECOM Page 31 December 2009
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Attachment I-1C. Relevant Agency Plans Demonstrating Project Priority
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ACTIONS

4D >> OPEN SPACE >>

OS ACTION 2

ENHANCE THE SIDEWALKS AND OTHER
PEDESTRIAN AREAS TO BE MEANINGFUL
CONTRIBUTORS TO THE PUBLIC OPEN
SPACE SYSTEM.

Most great cities and towns not only have
great parks and plazas but great sidewalks as
well. In Downtown Santa Monica, the Colorado
Esplanade is an example of a major project
that recognizes the potential of the public
right of way to function as a significant Public
Open Space, providing an enhanced pedestrian
experience and major multi-modal access to
the Expo station.  This Plan identifies specific
sites for sidewalk widening and streetscape
improvements.

EXPANDED SIDEWALK AND
STREETSCAPE AT OCEAN AVENUE

EXPANDED SIDEWALK AND
STREETSCAPE AT WILSHIRE BLVD

STREETSCAPE AND PEDESTRIAN
IMPROVEMENTS

NEW STREETSCAPE

SIDEWALK ENHANCEMENTS

NEW PEDESTRIAN PASEOS

KEY

mmmmm Proposed Sidewalk Enhancements

I W W Proposed Selective Sidewalk Enhancements

106 CITY OF SANTA MONICA

CALIFORNIA AVE

WILSHIRE BLVD

7TH ST

6TH ST

5TH ST

4TH ST

3RD ST

2ND ST

OCEAN AVE

PACIFIC COAST HWY

ARIZONA AVE

lllustration 4D.4 Location for Pedestrian Improvements

SANTA MONICA BLVD

BROADWAY

COLORADO AVE

LINCOLN BLVD

Ny,
ERs
74y,
€7
0
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MAIN ST
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4D >> OPEN SPACE >>

The DSP calls for the initiation of the following
streetscape sidewalk projects (Additional
information about streetscape projects is
discussed in Chapter 5: Circulation, Section 5.2
Sidewalks and Connections):

1. Expanded sidewalk and streetscape on
the east side of Ocean Avenue, between
Colorado Avenue and Broadway to improve
pedestrian connectivity with the Expo
station, Civic Center, Tongva Park and the
Downtown Core.

2. Expand the sidewalk area and provide
streetscape improvements along the south
side of Wilshire Blvd from Ocean Avenue to
4th Street, in this way connecting Palisades
Park to the Promenade and the retail activity
of 4th Street.

3. Improve connectivity between the heart of
Downtown, the Expo Station and its adjacent
park or plaza, and the Civic Center with
streetscape improvements along 4th Street
and pedestrian improvements to the 4th
Street bridge over the 1-10 Freeway.

4. Create a new streetscape along Lincoln
Boulevard to provide an improved pedestrian
experience.

5. Provide sidewalk enhancements along
Broadway and Santa Monica Blvd between
5th Street and Lincoln Boulevard as new
development occurs.

6. Create Pedestrian Paseos at the 4th/5th
Arizona site as well as the Expo Station site.

Rendering of expanded sidewalk and streetscape
improvements along the south side of Wilshire Boulevard.

Tactical insertions of Parklets, for example along
4th Street between Colorado and Wilshire (no
more than one (1) or two (2) per block), and
mid-block Paseos are identified Open Space
Types within the pedestrian realm, and should
be considered, as appropriate, to enhance
linkages to the open space network. Where
otherwise lacking on a particular block, Paseos
may be counted toward meeting open space
requirements in new developments as part of
new development projects to meet open space
requirements. Each of these Open Space
Types provides a unique experience for the
pedestrian enjoying Downtown Santa Monica.
(See Appendix: Section A.4 Open Space Design
Guidelines for each of these Open Space Types.)

Right: Section of the proposed expanded
sidewalk on the east side of Ocean Avenue,
between Colorado Avenue and Broadway.

ACTIONS

Lincoln: as it might appear with an expanded building
setback and improved streetscape.

Sketch of what the improvements might look like along the
4th Street bridge.

DRAFT DOWNTOWN SPECIFIC PLAN 107
FEBRUARY 2014
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Lighting

Lighting of public space Downtown focuses
predominantly on safety lighting for automobiles
or private property. The Third Street Promenade
and the blocks immediately around it do have
pedestrian lights, but turning the corner onto
Arizona Avenue or 4th Street causes a pedestrian
to walk in a very different lighting environment.
Consistent pedestrian-oriented lighting on
sidewalks and installed with new or remodeled
buildings can improve the walking experience for
all pedestrians on all Downtown streets, whether
walking for pleasure, to their vehicle, to transit
or to another destination.

Landscaping

Street trees provide shade, beauty, and act as
a buffer between pedestrians and traffic. While
there are a few streets in the more residentially-
focused Sub-Areas where landscaped parkways
may be appropriate, most Downtown streets
will continue to have trees planted in tree wells,
which should be designed for proper tree growth
and for pedestrian flow with grates where needed
to protect both the people and the trees. The
Downtown Specific Plan emphasizes having the
right trees in the right places as outlined in the
Urban Forest Master Plan. Greater discussion
regarding landscaping adjacent to sidewalks is
included in Chapter 4D: Open Space.

5 >> CIRCULATION, MOBILITY AND PARKING >>

Illustration 5.3 Street Maintenance Diagram

Outdoor Dining:
Business Owner
Outdoor Dining and

Facades; Awnings
Canopies and Signage;

Vendor Permits:

Street Trees:

City Public Works
O&———— Department

Permits: City

Street Lighting and
Other Utilities:
@———— Public Works

Department

City

e——| Traffic Controls and
Roadway Repairs:

Additional Street Furnishings
and Landscaping:
DTSM, Inc.

Sidewalk Maintenance

and Repairs:

Eovm:-“\ Owner, Transit Shelters and
i ! Amenities:

DTSM, City

Sidewalk Permitsand || Metro/BBB

Regulations: City

I

Valet / Taxi:

Business Owner Bike Amenities:
Location: City

City

The diagram above illustrates some of the areas within the space of the individual street. It also indicates the parties that

are involved in improving, maintaining and activating the street.

Bridges

Although so close to the ocean, Downtown is
separated from the beach to the west by the
dramatic elevation of the Palisades bluffs and
Pacific Coast Highway (PCH) immediately below.

The elevation difference makes pedestrian
connections difficult, and over time a series
of bridges to the beach and Pier through
Palisades Park were erected to help overcome
those obstacles. The bridges across PCH often
cause pedestrians to pause in Palisades Park.
They admire the view of the Pacific, Pier and
coastline, but think twice about the distance and
steps involved. Both the beach/Pier area and
Downtown could benefit from better connections
between the Downtown and the beach to foster
more interaction.

The freeway to the south cuts Downtown off
from the Civic Center and Main Street beyond,
with bridges connecting across at 4th Street
and Main Street. Both bridges across the Santa
Monica Freeway have very narrow sidewalks
and are not comfortable for pedestrians. 4th
Street in particular lacks lighting and feels unsafe
due to the proximity to high volumes of fast-
moving vehicles accessing the freeway, and the
relatively low balustrade which does not foster
a sense of separation from the freeway traffic
beneath. Improvements to the 4th Street Bridge
are included in both the short and the long-term

DRAET DOWNTOWN-SRECIEICRPLAN

FEBRUARY 2014
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5 >> CIRCULATION, MOBILITY AND PARKING >>

implementation phases of this Plan, recognizing
the immediate need for pedestrian safety and
comfort, and longer term intention to collaborate
with CalTrans on sidewalk widening. Similarly
short-term improvements to Main Street would
foster connections to the Civic Center and Main
Street Commercial District.

While opportunities to create new connections
are costly and limited, they should be pursued.
In the long-term phasing, perhaps beyond the
horizon of this Plan, a pedestrian and bicycle
crossing over the freeway at 7th Street would also
provide a valuable connection to Santa Monica
High School and its surrounding neighborhood.

5.2.B SIDEWALK DESIGN AND FUNCTION
More than just dimension, great sidewalks are
defined by their composition, or their “anatomy.”
Within the total width of the sidewalk measured
from the curb to the building face lies a series
of three (3) Zones facilitating building frontage
furnishings, pedestrian travel, and curbside
landscaping/furnishings (See Chapter 6: Land
Use and Development Standards, Section 6.5.D
Sidewalk Standards):

e Zone 1 is adjacent to the curb,

e Zone?2isthetraditional sidewalk or pedestrian
path of travel, and

e Zone 3isthe space next to buildings or private
property (/llustration 5.2).

Within these three (3) zones, the Plan calls for a
variety of different activities and furnishings to
be accommodated. For example:

CITY OF SANTA MONICA

Street Trees (Zone 1). A row of street trees is
required on every street in Downtown Santa
Monica, and along some wider sidewalks, a
double row of trees is desired. Street tree
species are outlined in the Urban Forest
Master Plan.

Pedestrian Lighting (Zone 1). Lights should
illuminate the pedestrian pathway to
maximize pedestrian safety without being
too obtrusive or harsh. Street lighting and
fixtures in the public right of way should be
selected for function and designed to add to
the pedestrian character. Private property can
add to lighting designed as part of pedestrian-
oriented fagades.

Street Furniture (Zone 1). The Furnishing
zone can host numerous amenities ranging
from benches and newsracks to Bike Share
pods and water stations.

Wayfinding (Zone 1). Wayfinding helps
visitors navigate the Downtown. Scaled to the
pedestrian and of a consistent palette, these
signs will direct pedestrians to significant
landmarks and amenities in the Downtown
and to the beach, Pier and Civic Center. (See
also 5.5 Programs and Management).
Vendors (Zone 1 or 3). Ranging from street
performers to small carts selling goods or
services, this activity enlivens and punctuates
sidewalk activity. Vendors must obtain City
permits and require management to ensure
compatibility with surrounding businesses
and activities.

Pedestrian Pathways (Zone 2). The Pedestrian
Pathway width is the unobstructed area
within the sidewalk in which pedestrian

travel occurs. The minimum width of the
unobstructed Pedestrian Pathway portion
of sidewalks Downtown is six (6) feet, but
many areas require additional space to
accommodate pedestrian demand.

e Outdoor Dining (Zone 3). Outdoor Dining
activates the sidewalks and celebrates
Santa Monica’s favorable climate; areas and
furnishings are maintained by individual
business owners. Outdoor Dining Permits
are obtained through the City. In certain
circumstances it may be appropriate to
locate the dining area in Zone 1, against the
curb, provided the establishment complies
with State law in regard to sales of alcoholic
beverages.

While every sidewalk should provide a higher

quality pedestrian experience, certain streets

that host larger volumes of pedestrians should

be considered high priority for early focus

on implementation, recognizing that certain

improvements may require longer lead times to

achieve funding, or require pre-design analysis.

These priority areas include:

e Promenade: The pedestrian heart of Santa
Monica

e High pedestrian volume areas in the
Downtown Core

e Major pedestrian destinations or areas with
unique vistas or landscape

e Important connectors such as bridges or links
to adjacent areas like the Pier and Civic Center

e Gateways into the Downtown district,
particularly at the expanded district
boundaries
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5 >> CIRCULATION, MOBILITY AND PARKING >>

Extending sidewalk activity to these access zones
may also be appropriate in certain Downtown
locations in the form of Parklets. Whether
they be mini-landscaped pockets or extensions
of outdoor activity for a café, punctuating
Downtown with such features would enhance
the walkability and vitality of Downtown.

5.2.E SIGNATURE SIDEWALKS

Four (4) streetscape improvement projects—
4th Street, Ocean Avenue, Lincoln Boulevard,
and Wilshire Boulevard will help to define
the character of Downtown as a place where
pedestrians come first, and inspire everyone
who enters the Downtown at these edges to
enjoy a great walk. Each of these projects is
shaped primarily by its role as a connector
with a surrounding neighborhood, the regional
transportation networks or a key visitor
destination. When combined with the anticipated
completion of the Colorado Esplanade, these
four (4) enhancements will frame and help to
connect the Downtown District to the Pier, Beach
and Civic Center. Specifically, project locations
and purposes are as follows:

e QOcean Avenue: Link the Pier to the Expo
station, Civic Center and Downtown through
the Colorado Esplanade, Tongva Park and an
expanded sidewalk on the east side of Ocean
Avenue, between Colorado and Broadway.

e Wilshire Boulevard: Connect Palisades Park
and Ocean Avenue to the northern end of the
3rd Street Promenade through an expanded
sidewalk area and streetscape improvements
along the south side of Wilshire Boulevard.

e A4th Street: Improve connectivity between
the heart of Downtown, the Expo Station and
the Civic Center along the southern portion
of 4th Street Downtown, with higher quality
streetscape and improvements to the 4th
Street Bridge over the I-10 Freeway.

e Lincoln Boulevard: Create a new streetscape
along Lincoln Boulevard to improve the
pedestrian experience for the expanded
residential neighborhood and create
pedestrian gateways from Lincoln Boulevard
to the Downtown Core.

While Ocean Avenue hosts some of the widest sidewalks
in the Downtown they lack active ground floor design and
amenities making them feel isolated at times.

Colorado Avenue.

Lincoln Boulevard hosts some of the narrowest sidewalks in
the Downtown.

DRAFT DOWNTOWN SPECIFIC PLAN 155
FEBRUARY 2014
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Fourth Street

4th Street is anticipated to serve important new
purposes with the introduction of Expo Light
Rail service because it intersects with the line’s
terminus station at Colorado Avenue. It has long
been the most direct and convenient access to
the freeway, Ocean Park, Santa Monica High
School, Civic Center parking and some hotels.
Demand will significantly increase as access to
the Expo Light Rail station is now added to that
list. Two (2) phases of improvement are included
in the Plan to expand 4th Street’s functional
connections for cars, buses and pedestrians.
Short-term improvements planned within
the existing right-of-way and bridge structure
include lighting, bus amenities, landscaping,
and attractive bridge railings over the freeway.
A longer term action would widen the bridge to
graciously accommodate the level of pedestrian
and bicycle activity anticipated. Improvements
should be coordinated with any new access
to development near the Expo station and
the prospective realignment of the 4th Street
freeway exit (discussed in next section).

EXPO
PLAZA

3AVNV1dS3
0avio10d

4TH STREET

<Yd3ld

Colorado Esplanade Plan for 4th/Colorado Intersection.

Sketch of what the improvements might look like along the 4th Street bridge.

158 CITY OF SANTA MONICA
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SIDEWALKS AND CONNECTIONS PROGRAM FOR ACTION

The following actions implement the goals and policies to execute the Downtown’s transportation vision. The actions are organized by timeframe as to
when each grouping of actions should be implemented. The numbering does not reflect order, only an enumeration of actions identified.

SIDEWALKS AND CONNECTIONS ACTIONS
SHORT-TERM

» Implement Pedestrian Scrambles — 2nd & 4th Streets Wilshire Boulevard to Colorado Avenue, Ocean/

SC Action 1 Colorado Avenues, 3rd Street/Wilshire Boulevard

» Ensure public and private projects area designed consistently with the Building Frontage Line map and
SC Action 2 provide a minimum width of all pathways in the Downtown at six (6) feet, with additional clear width as

needed to accommodate pedestrian demand Short Term: Ensure green amenities to

) Incorporate buffers for pedestrians in new projects that protect them from traffic with tools such as | encourage walking.

Acti . " .
SCAction 3 parking, landscape, street amenities, carshare, delivery zones, etc.
SC Action 4 D Locate and design open spaces and public art to provide visual interest and human scale landmarks to
encourage walking
SC Action 5 » Install Bike Corrals in the access zone where demand for sidewalk space exceeds capacity
SC Action 6 ) Establish bus stops in the best location to encourage ridership and optimize operations
SC Action 7 » Route Big Blue Bus buses to utilize Big Blue Bus site perimeter for layover
SC Action 8 ) Consolidate valet parking operations Short Term: Buffer pedestrians from traffic with
- - - - - landscape and street amenities.
SC Action 9 » Reinforce 4th Street station connections through sidewalk and streetscape improvements— Broadway

to Olympic Drive

SC Action 10 P Increase bike parking to supplement on-street and public access off-street facilities.
MEDIUM-TERM

SCAction11 P Implement Pedestrian Action Plan recommendations for the Downtown.

» Develop concepts for Lincoln Boulevard streetscape and implement improvements as properties
SC Action 12 redevelop including installation of street furnishings such as pedestrian lighting, benches, bike racks

and trash receptacles.
Medium Term: Install pedestrian scaled lighting
SC Action 13 P Install pedestrian scaled lighting in phases throughout the Downtown. throughout the Downtown.

160 CITY OF SANTA MONICA
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ans/2010-Land-Use-and-Crculation-Hement/

santa monica land use & circulation element

Maintaining the character of Santa Monica while
enhancing the lifestyle of all who live here.

PLANNING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT ‘U

ADOPTED JULY 6, 2010
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s1.6 @ Prepare a Community Urban Forest
Management Plan and update it a minimum of
every 10 years to assist with local sequestration
of carbon dioxide emissions.

$1.7 @ Amend the Santa Monica Sustainable
City Plan to include the following target with
regard to renewable energy use:

® By 2030, 40% of all electricity use in Santa
Monica should come from renewable sources.

http://www.smgov.net/Departments/PCD/Plans/2010-Land-Use-and-Circulation-Element/

the Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS)
plan requirement of SB 375.

$2.3 @ Advance the No Net New Trips goal in
the Land Use and Circulation Element with TDM
projects such as expanded rideshare programs,
parking management strategies, as well as
development impact fees for public transit
infrastructure.

GOAL S2: Reduce GHG emissions from
land use and transportation decisions.

POLICIES:

$2.1 @ Implement the VMT reduction policies
of the Land Use and Circulation Element of

the General Plan including, but not limited

to: focusing new growth in mixed-use, transit-
oriented districts; focusing new growth along
existing corridors and nodes; supporting the
creation of complete, walkable neighborhoods
with goods and services within walking distance
of most homes; and, promoting and supporting
a wide range of pedestrian, bicycle and transit
improvements in the City.

$2.4 @ Support and facilitate the appropriate
expansion of public transit in Santa Monica,
including: the Expo Light Rail line, the Westside
Subway Extension (“Subway to the Sea”),

and increased bus routes, service quality and

frequency throughout the City.

$2.2 @ In cooperation with the state and
SCAG, proactively promote the implementation
of SB 375, in particular utilizing its incentives for
transit-oriented development. The City will also
ensure that its local plans are consistent with

$2.5 @ Expand the use of alternative fuel
vehicles by providing fueling infrastructure and
preferential parking in public locations, where
feasible.

$2.6 @ Implement indicators and monitoring
mechanisms to ensure the effectiveness of the
Land Use and Circulation Element in reducing
VMT.

$2.7 @ Encourage major employers to find
ways to provide housing assistance as part of
their employee benefits package.

$2.8 @ Continue participating in the Southern
California Association of Governments’ regional
Compass Blueprint Plan.

Santa Monica’s ambitious goal to reach “zero net” energy
use by 2020 will require strict new construction requirements, as
well as an investment in retrofitting existing facilities.

Public Review Draft

The LUCE responds to state and federal legislation regarding
the reduction of GHG emissions by integrating land use and
transportation planning.

SANTA MONICA LUCE | 3.1-1:
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DOWNTOWN DISTRICT
GOALS AND POLICIES

GOAL D1: Maintain Downtown’s
competitive advantage as a premier

local and regional shopping, dining, and
entertainment destination, and support its
evolution in order to respond to changing
market conditions.

POLICIES:

D1.1 @ Create a diversity of retail
opportunities including local- and regional-
serving retail and dining in the Downtown.

D1.2 Encourage the construction of new or
rehabilitated movie theaters in the Downtown
to assure that these entertainment venues are
competitive in the marketplace.

D1.3 Maintain and support the Third Street
Promenade as an important asset that serves
the diverse needs of the community, from a
regional destination to an important center of

activity.

D1.4 Encourage new or expanded hotel and
other visitor-serving uses in the Downtown.

D1.5 @ Focus new investment in the

areas of the Downtown District that are
accessible to transit, accommodate mixed-use
development, contribute to the pedestrian-
oriented environment, and support substantial

community benefits in areas such as:

25-10 | SANTA MONICA LUCE

Maintaining and enhancing the walkability of Downtown is integral to the long-term sustainability of Santa Monica.

® Near the proposed Expo Light Rail station

B At the south side of 7th Street and Wilshire
Boulevard including the preservation of the
Landmark Wilshire Professional Building

B At the southwest corner of Lincoln Boulevard
and Broadway

B Along Lincoln and Wilshire Boulevards
to establish a seamless transition between
the Downtown and the adjacent residential
neighborhoods to the north and east

® On and around the site of the existing
Holiday Inn hotel near 2nd Street and
Colorado Avenue, including the possiblity of
decking over the freeway to create expanded
opportunities for shared parking, open space,
and potentially new development with linkages
to the Civic Center District

® The 4.5-acre site at the northeast corner of
Wilshire Boulevard and Ocean Avenue which,
due to its prominent location and unobstructed
ocean views could be a site of exceptional
planning and design

B The area near 2nd Street and Santa Monica
Boulevard

D1.6 Establish Wilshire and Lincoln
Boulevards and the Downtown hotel
properties immediately north of Wilshire as
new perimeters of the Downtown to the north
and east, and provide transitions between the
higher intensities of the Downtown and lower

intensity residential areas to the east and north.

@ denotes sustainable policy
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GOAL D2: Maximize placemaking
opportunities associated with the Expo
Light Rail station to create a vibrant
Downtown gateway.

POLICIES:

D21 @ Develop a pedestrian gateway

plaza at 4th Street and Colorado Avenue where
riders are greeted, oriented and directed to
their destinations.

D2.2 @ Encourage Expo Light Rail station
access, including a second entrance at the
southern end of the platform, that is well
integrated with paths of travel and other

functions and amenities in the station area.

D23 & Encourage amenities in the station
plaza area to enhance both the transit

experience and the Downtown environment.

D2.4 Capitalize on the Expo Light Rail line’s
location and arrival at the Pacific Ocean—
maximizing the dramatic viewing experience of
the Santa Monica Bay as a defining feature of

Santa Monica.

http:.//www.smgov.net/Departments/PCD/Plans/2010-Land-Use-and-Circulation-Element/

The Downtown Specific Plan will seck to better support essential services and amenities in the Downtown area. The artist rendering
above shows an upgraded parking garage at Santa Monica Place that includes a bike facility and retail.

D3.2 @ Ensure pedestrian orientation of

ground floor uses in new development.

GOAL D4: Prioritize transit connections
associated with the Expo Light Rail station.

D4.3 @ Evaluate potential changes to
vehicular traffic patterns to prioritize transit
and pedestrians.

GOAL D3: Ensure high-quality
implementation of transit-oriented
development adjacent to the station.

POLICIES:

D3.1 Provide design consistency with
streetscape and plaza improvements that

address the concept of a gateway.

POLICIES:
D4.1 @ Redistribute vehicular traffic to
avoid the Colorado Avenue and 4th Street

intersection.

GOAL DS: Create convenient and
comfortable pedestrian linkages to the
Expo Light Rail station.

D4.2 @ Develop a functional interface for
transit, shuttles, taxis and other vehicle drop-off
and pick-up associated with the station.

POLICIES:

D5.1 @ Create an inviting and sufficiently
wide landscaped pedestrian concourse on
Colorado Avenue from the Downtown Light
Rail Station to the Pier.

SANTA MONICA LUCE | 26-11
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D5.2 @ Identify clear walking routes and
provide a quality pedestrian experience such

as a diagonal pathway from the station to the
Promenade through Santa Monica Place anchor

department stores.

GOAL Dé: Create convenient and
comfortable bicycle linkages to the
Expo Light Rail station.

POLICIES:
D6.1 @ Create secure, convenient and full-
service bike parking to serve the station.

D6.2 @ Identify desirable connections

for bicycles to/from the station, linkages to
existing bike lanes/paths, including the beach
bike path and address the need for additional
bike lanes/paths.

GOAL D7: Create a balanced mix of uses in
the Downtown that reinforces its role as the
greatest concentration of activity in the City.

POLICIES:

D7.1 @ Encourage a broad mix of uses that
creates dynamic activity in both the daytime
and evening hours including retail, hotels,
office, high-density residential, entertainment
and cultural uses in the Downtown.

2.6-12 | SANTA MONICA LUCE

Santa M

The Expo Light Rail terminus in Downt

ica: The Expo Light Rail will terminate in the heart of the Citys

Downtown, just several hundred yards from the shore of the Pacific Ocean.

D7.2 @ Encourage local-serving uses that are
an integral part of complete neighborhoods

and support an overall trip reduction strategy.

D7.3 Encourage local-serving office uses in the
Downtown, especially in close proximity to the
new Expo Light Rail station. Discourages office

uses at the ground floor.

D7.4 Prohibit new auto-related uses, such as
gas stations, auto repair and similar uses, in
the Downtown.
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WHAT OPPORTUNITIES WOULD DECKING THE FREEWAY PROVIDE?

= Enlarge open space
up to 6 acres

® Provide
opportunity to
reconfigure the
hotel at 120
Colorado Ave.

® Provide L —
opportuntity for olorade Pedpstrian
joint development

[COUORADOJAVE]

= Consolidate city
facilities

= Create a more
sustainable city

* Reduce air pollution
* Provide more plants

* Reduce noise

EXPO Light
Rail Station

[AVENIDAMAZATUAN
AVENIDAMAZATIUAN]

Freeway Decks
(3 phases)

P

Al

Capping the I-10 Freeway provides opportunities for new open space, joint uses and consolidated City facilities. Significant
sustainability benefits in the form of reduced environmental pollution and increased carbon sequestration are also likely.

and encourage service from the alleys or in
specially designated service areas.

D9.3 Discourage open on-grade parking and
on-grade parking visible from the street.

D9.4 @ Locate active retail space on a
pedestrian street facing the sidewalk at the
ground floor.

D9.5 Encourage public art throughout the
Downtown.

D9.6 @ Improve the aesthetic appearance of
the alleys, and where appropriate incorporate
the alleys into the pedestrian system.

Park and walk: The LUCE includes policies promoting
comprehensive parking strategies for the Civic Center, the
Downtown, and the Beach and Oceanfront Districts.

POLICIES:

D10.1 & Enhance and/or increase
connections from the Downtown to the Pier,
Beach and Oceanfront areas.

GOAL D10: Integrate and interconnect
the Downtown, the Civic Center, and the
Oceanfront with open space linkages
and opportunities for shared parking and
circulation improvements.

D10.2 With new development along the east
side of Ocean Avenue, provide landscaping
and open space to create a visual connection
to Palisades Park.

D10.3 @ Explore capping I-10 from the
existing Main Street Bridge west to Ocean

SANTA MONICA LUCE | 26-1¢
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Avenue in conjunction with joint development
of adjacent land to strengthen the connections
between the Civic Center, Palisades Park, the
Pier and the Beach.

D10.4 @ Explore capping I-10 from the west
side of the 4th Street Bridge to the Main Street
Bridge to enhance joint development with the
Sears department store site and to expand
opportunities for pedestrian linkages and open

space.

D10.5 @ Consider shuttles, trams or other
transit augmentations to encourage the use of
shared parking facilities between Downtown
and the Civic Center.

D11.3 @ Identify parking locations that are
within walking distance of transit and can
serve multiple venues and uses such as the
institutional, recreational, open space and

cultural uses in and around the Civic Center.

D11.4 @ Pursue opportunities for shared use
agreements with private parking facilities.

GOAL D12: Ensure circulation for the
Downtown, Civic Center, and Beach and
Oceanfront Districts is interconnected.

POLICIES:

GOAL D11: Address parking needs
comprehensively, identifying shared
parking opportunities.

POLICIES:

D11.1 @ Determine the need for additional
parking resources based on shared uses.

D11.2 Consider locations of additional
parking resources such that vehicular access is
designed to mitigate impact on 4th Street.

26-16 | SANTA MONICA LUCE

D12.1 @ Establish the Downtown Light Rail
Station as a focus of a network of circulation
that connects the Downtown, Civic Center,
Main Street, and Beach and Oceanfront
Districts.

GOAL D13: Provide flexible and
functional event strategies to capitalize on
related pedestrian shopping and dining
opportunities as well as maximizing shared
parking.

POLICIES:

D13.1 Encourage coordinated programming

among event venues.

D13.2 @ Explore opportunities to provide a
trolley or other transit enhancement to connect
the Downtown Light Rail Station, the Pier and
key parking sites in the Downtown and Civic
Center Districts.

D13.3 @ Improve the pedestrian experience
on routes between the Light Rail and the Civic

Center event venues.

D12.2 @ Integrate infrastructure
improvements with circulation, transit, parking

and the parks.

D12.3 @ Refine the street grid in the

Civic Center District by adding additional
connections/routes where feasible. Explore
the Fujinomiya Douri Drive extension of the
4th Street/I-10 off-ramp over the freeway to
connect to Main Street to further reintegrate

the street grid.
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http://www.smgov.net/Departments/PCD/Plans/2010-Land-Use-and-Circulation-Element/

® Eliminate the current CCSP-proposed
roundabout in Main Street.

® Eliminate the current CCSP-proposed
Main Street to 2nd Street Bridge.

B |ncorporate the findings of the I-10

capping study.

D15.4 Implement a child care facility in
collaboration with Santa Monica College to serve
the Civic Center District.

GOAL D16: Establish the Civic Center District
as an integral pedestrian, bicycle, and open
space link between the Beach and Oceanfront,
Downtown, and Main Street Districts, and
Ocean Park neighborhood.

POLICIES:

D16.1 @ Develop and improve the visual and
physical connections between the Civic Center
and Downtown, Beach and Oceanfront and
the Main Street Districts, and the Ocean Park
neighborhood.

D16.2 @ Enhance the quality and character

of the pedestrian environment with streetscape
improvements including wider sidewalks where
possible, benches, landscaping, street trees, and
pedestrian safety amenities such as crosswalks.

D16.3 @ Develop and enhance the pedestrian
areas on 4th Street between Pico Boulevard and
Colorado Avenue with landscaping, street trees,

pedestrian amenities, and wider sidewalks where

possible.

D16.4 @ Design and implement the
streetscape improvements surrounding the
Palisades Garden Walk as an integral part of
the park.

D16.5 @ Improve the connectivity between
the Civic Center, Downtown, Beach and
Oceanfront, and Main Street Districts with
integrated pedestrian and bicycle pathways.

D16.6 @ Explore options for shared-use and
funding for the proposed pedestrian/bicycle
bridge at 7th Street across the |-10 Freeway.

GOAL D17: The Civic Center should
participate in a comprehensive Civic Center,
Downtown, and Beach and Oceanfront
Districts parking strategy to address the
current and future parking needs of these
districts, Santa Monica Pier, and Santa
Monica High School.

POLICIES:

D17.1 @ Incorporate new parking facilities
into the planning for the Civic Center and the
high school according to the criteria identified

in the comprehensive parking study.

D17.2 Locate parking in either subterranean
structures or above-grade structures with
active, pedestrian-oriented uses on the ground
floor and screening on the upper floors.

Linkages: Integrating the Civic Center with the Downtown and
beachfront is a major component of the LUCE.

)
Park once: The LUCE includes policies promoting comprehensiva
parking strategies that encourage people to park and walk to their:
destinations within the Downtown, Civic Center and Beach and)

. 5
Oceanfront Districts. )

)
)
;
SANTA MONICA LUCE | 26-2%
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Attachment I-2A. Safety Data and Analysis
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Code
20001
21200
21202
21367
21451
21453
21456
21461
21650
21658
21703
21717
21750
21800
21801
21802
21804
21950
21951
21952
21954
21955
21956
22100
22102
22106
22107
22350
22450
22517
23152
23153

Count
Total

07-City of Santa Monica-1

ATP - Cycle 2 - Part B & C- 2015

Santa Monica - Expo Station 4th Street Streetscape Improvements to Downtown
Summary of Most Common Traffic Violations Causing Injuries and/or Fatalities

Within Project Limits

Within Influence Area

%

1%
8%
1%
1%
8%
2%
0%
1%
2%
1%
1%
2%
1%
8%

2%

Violation Type

Hit-run, injury or death, immediate report of fatal.

Riding a bicycle while under the influence of alcohol

Bicyclist, failure to use right edge of roadway.

Failure to obey warning devices at construction site

Driver facing green arrow, failure to yield the right-of-way to other traffic and to pedestrians lawfully within the ir
Red light or Stop sign, vehicle failure to stop at limit line or crosswalk

Pedestrian failure to yield to vehicles already in crosswalk

Traffic control sign, failure to obey regulatory provisions.

Bicycle on roadway or shoulder required to be operated in same direction as motor vehicles.

Laned roadways (2 or more lanes in direction of travel), straddling or changing when unsafe.

Following Too Closely, not reasonable and prudent

Motor vehicle turning across a bicycle lane.

Passing or overtaking to the left of a vehicle or bicycle proceeding in the same direction at an unsafe distance
Uncontrolled intersection, yield to first vehicle within

Left turns or U-turns yield until reasonably safe.

Yield signs, yield until reasonably safe

Driver failure to yield right-of-way to approaching traffic so close as to constitute an immediate hazard

_Crosswalks, failure to yield to pedestrians within.

0%
1%
2%
1%
1%
1%
1%

8%

3%
0%

1%

Crosswalk, overtaking and passing vehicle stopped for pedestrian within.
Sidewalk, failure to yield to pedestrian on.

Pedestrian yield, upon roadway outside crosswalk (ie. jaywalking).
Jaywalking, between signal controlled intersections

Walking on roadway, other than pedestrian’s left edge.

Turn at intersection, improper position

U-turn in business district, other than from extreme left-hand turn lane
Starting or backing when unsafe.

Unsafe turn, and/or without signalling.

Unsafe speed for prevailing conditions (use for all prima facie limits).

Stop sign, failure to stop at limit line, crosswalk, or entrance to intersection.
Vehicle doors, opening to traffic when unsafe, leaving open.

Under the influence of alcohol while driving a vehicle

Driving a vehicle under the influence of alcohol and causing injury/death to another

_Violation Not Reported/Unknown

Incident Count % Incident Count
0 0
0 1
5 [ BN
0 1
0 1
2 10% 13
0 3
0 0
1 5% 2
0 4
0 1
0 1
1 5% 3
1 5% 1
0 13
0 0
0 4
3 15%) 25
0 0
0 2
0 4
0 2
0 1
0 2
0 2
1 5% 6
2 10% 14
2 10% 5
0 0
0 17
0 1
0 1
2 10% 24
20 167
20 167
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Transportation Injury Mapping System (TIMS) Data
Collisions along Project Corridor (4th Street b/t Broadway and Olympic Dr)

CASEID
3579669
3846240
4117297
4602418
4814915
4974421
4978146
5045350
5183230
5217397
5217948
5253326
5257833
5287985
5288204
5333100
5491116
5513435
5535713
5742542

POINT_X POINT_Y
-118.492042 34.01373672
-118.493602 34.01507568

-118.49359 34.01507
-118.493602 34.01507487
-118.492052 34.01372727
-118.492042 34.01373487
-118.492042 34.01373487

-118.49001 34.012

-118.49001 34.012
-118.493598 34.01507093
-118.492029 34.01372282

-118.49359 3401507
-118.493757 34.01520594
-118.492059 34.01372157
-118.492122  34.0138038

-118.49203 34.01373
-118.490532 34.01260487
-118.492067 34.01375654

-118.49001 34.012
-118.493748 34.01519811

DATE_
1/16/2008
7/18/2008
2/14/2009

2/5/2010
7/12/2010
11/27/2010
11/1/2010
1/26/2011
5/17/2011
6/23/2011
6/26/2011
7/20/2011
7/23/2011
7/29/2011
8/2/2011
9/15/2011
3/2/2012
2/21/2012
2/7/2012
7/15/2012
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Transportation Injury Mapping System (TIMS) Data

Collisions within Project influence area (half mile buffer around Project limits)

CASEID
3579458
3579626
3579669
3639390
3667054
3703761
3715420
3715432
3789113
3846240
3848687
3866779
3915683
3965735
3976968
3976997
3977024
3977119
4006396
4021219
4037729
4079360
4079403
4117297
4117319
4117393
4145253
4146937
4193856
4193896
4193991
4208735
4208779
4260814
4272611
4276974
4291533
4291534
4303043
4303115
4320302
4324485
4324518
4327601
4347740
4359061

POINT_X POINT_Y
-118.495492 34.01354599
-118.496122 34.01564407
-118.492042 34.01373672
-118.491082 34.01451492
-118.495779 34.01211548
-118.490542  34.0175705
-118.490339 34.00978088
-118.495172  34.0164032
-118.494912  34.0113945
-118.493602 34.01507568
-118.493808 34.01524735
-118.495457 34.01184082
-118.493276 34.01273727
-118.490782 34.01737595
-118.49202 34.00895309
-118.496449  34.0174942
-118.487279  34.0095787
-118.496741 34.01293564
-118.495651 34.01524353
-118.49327 34.01795
-118.49516 34.0164
-118.49735 34.01432976
-118.49364 34.01825809

-118.49359 34.01507
-118.49705 34.01487
-118.49516 34.0164
-118.49327 34.01795
-118.49516 34.0164
-118.492161 34.01363985
-118.48821 34.00905
-118.48821 34.00905

-118.49273 34.01748365
-118.495029 34.01628359
-118.494544  34.0174499
-118.495299 34.01651292
-118.496248 34.01553546

-118.49344 34.01259
-118.49611 34.01564
-118.49381 34.01049

-118.49658 34.01760754
-118.495054 34.01650054
-118.496663 34.01767826

-118.49327 34.01795

-118.48731 34.00955
-118.492016 34.00895064
-118.495586 34.01607047

DATE_
1/8/2008
1/16/2008
1/16/2008
3/11/2008
3/22/2008
4/21/2008
4/22/2008
4/15/2008
6/10/2008
7/18/2008
9/8/2008
8/14/2008
8/29/2008
11/5/2008
11/15/2008
10/28/2008
11/9/2008
11/12/2008
12/8/2008
1/19/2009
1/12/2009
1/16/2009
1/23/2009
2/14/2009
2/22/2009
2/6/2009
2/25/2009
3/5/2009
4/6/2009
4/1/2009
4/7/2009
4/21/2009
4/17/2009
6/4/2009
6/5/2009
6/14/2009
6/24/2009
6/20/2009
6/30/2009
6/24/2009
7/8/2009
7/22/2009
7/21/2009
7/26/2009
8/7/2009
8/8/2009
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CASEID
4393125
4393138
4393161
4464262
4523148
4526114
4542867
4566729
4600811
4600831
4602411
4602418
4602442
4608517
4652061
4666949
4679208
4681108
4691662
4727536
4728633
4740367
4760776
4760788
4765775
4779084
4781281
4809419
4809683
4809699
4814915
4850635
4854778
4865406
4877098
4879677
4910901
4920608
4925519
4927075
4974421
4978146
5042162
5045350
5054818
5067782

07-City of Santa Monica-1

POINT_X POINT_Y
-118.486981 34.00978808
-118.495364 34.01625009

-118.49265 34.01584
-118.493398 34.01805269
-118.491043 34.01448142
-118.493144 34.01807229

-118.49548 34.01354
-118.495172 34.01640487
-118.494878 34.01141612
-118.495492 34.01354487
-118.494912 34.01139487
-118.493602 34.01507487
-118.496492 34.01272487
-118.493942 34.01220487
-118.490283 34.01516092
-118.488222 34.00905487
-118.492662 34.01584487
-118.495172 34.01640487
-118.489548 34.01632847
-118.493452 34.01259487
-118.496794 34.01298128
-118.495492 34.01354487
-118.493056 34.00983567
-118.489165 34.01600369
-118.495172 34.01640487
-118.489398 34.01620125
-118.497069 34.01486906
-118.493822 34.01049487
-118.491767 34.00873896
-118.493822 34.01049487
-118.492052 34.01372727
-118.497062 34.01487487
-118.496122 34.01564487

-118.49459  34.0142743
-118.497712  34.0154295
-118.495172 34.01640487
-118.491069 34.01452597
-118.494018  34.015427
-118.494337 34.01569696
-118.490851 34.01743396
-118.492042 34.01373487
-118.492042 34.01373487

-118.49327 34.01795

-118.49001 34.012
-118.496418 34.01747449

-118.49344 34.01259

DATE_
9/4/2009
9/3/2009
9/6/2009

11/2/2009
1/1/2010
1/6/2010

12/29/2009

2/17/2010

2/27/2010

2/23/2010
2/4/2010
2/5/2010
2/8/2010

2/15/2010

3/30/2010
4/2/2010

4/29/2010

3/22/2010
4/1/2010

5/24/2010

5/27/2010

5/20/2010

6/27/2010

6/23/2010

6/28/2010
6/7/2010
6/3/2010

7/11/2010

7/26/2010

7/31/2010

7/12/2010

8/19/2010

8/14/2010

8/27/2010

7/12/2010

9/13/2010

9/28/2010

10/8/2010

10/16/2010
11/8/2010
11/27/2010

11/1/2010

1/21/2011

1/26/2011
1/4/2011
2/1/2011
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CASEID
5091668
5112566
5127868
5146818
5157203
5162369
5183223
5183230
5194517
5202940
5217397
5217948
5227051
5233369
5246867
5253326
5253334
5257825
5257833
5277660
5285247
5287985
5288204
5317180
5327482
5333100
5333824
5360813
5360837
5382564
5386655
5386675
5420705
5438661
5972490
5958172
5955014
5952882
5922829
5901187
5862412
5840448
5834011
5797774
5775461
5744392

07-City of Santa Monica-1

POINT_X POINT_Y
-118.494728 34.01125875
-118.495485  34.0135506

-118.492097 34.01536905
-118.493061 34.01814275
-118.492757 34.00958084
-118.49548 34.01354
-118.48731 34.00955
-118.49001 34.012
-118.49516 34.0164

-118.49265 34.01584
-118.493598 34.01507093
-118.492029 34.01372282
-118.495447 34.01358118

-118.48731 34.00955
-118.496085 34.01718518

-118.49359 34.01507
-118.492275 34.01616629

-118.4949 34.01139
-118.493757 34.01520594

-118.49014 34.01526
-118.492458 34.00932703
-118.492059 34.01372157
-118.492122  34.0138038
-118.492572 34.01331109
-118.494891 34.01137379

-118.49203 34.01373
-118.492994 34.01612745

-118.49393 34.0122

-118.4949 34.01139

-118.49705 34.01487
-118.491838 34.01828157
-118.489621 34.01167933

-118.49421 34.01717

-118.4949 34.01139
-118.4949 34.01139

-118.49327 34.01795
-118.495161 34.01381239
-118.494059 34.01546221

-118.49344 34.01259
-118.495234 34.01164985

-118.49327 34.01795
-118.497517 34.01449731
-118.495158 34.01641635
-118.489221 34.01601955
-118.495198 34.01638385

-118.4917 34.01661
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DATE_
2/17/2011
3/14/2011
3/12/2011
4/14/2011
4/19/2011
4/30/2011
5/16/2011
5/17/2011
5/19/2011
5/27/2011
6/23/2011
6/26/2011

6/3/2011
6/16/2011
7/2/2011
7/20/2011
7/15/2011
7/20/2011
7/23/2011
8/19/2011
7/26/2011
7/29/2011
8/2/2011
8/17/2011
10/1/2011
9/15/2011
10/9/2011
10/19/2011
10/23/2011
10/27/2011
11/8/2011
11/10/2011
11/9/2011
12/9/2011
10/13/2012
11/20/2012
12/4/2012
12/9/2012
12/19/2012
12/3/2012
11/5/2012
9/25/2012
10/26/2012
8/29/2012
9/1/2012
7/20/2012

LOCATION CHPTYPE
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CASEID
5744380
5742542
5724730
5724426
5683842
5674901
5674897
5638329
5633276
5627122
5606364
5597227
5580971
5559988
5559760
5559740
5551263
5547457
5535717
5535713
5514830
5514169
5513439
5513435
5500388
5493903
5491116
5466685
5466665

07-City of Santa Monica-1

POINT_X POINT_Y
-118.493271 34.01243558
-118.493748 34.01519811

-118.49705 34.01487
-118.493056 34.01814648
-118.495613 34.01197393
-118.496003 34.01573922

-118.49107 34.01451
-118.492922 34.01302652

-118.49077 34.01737
-118.490006 34.00882124

-118.48731 34.00955
-118.493401 34.01647479
-118.493437 34.01017633
-118.494691 34.01157355
-118.493325 34.01248337
-118.493291  34.0163806
-118.494907 34.01617991
-118.493494 34.01022989

-118.49327 34.01795
-118.49001 34.012
-118.49309 34.00987

-118.4949 34.01139
-118.49327 34.01795

-118.492067 34.01375654
-118.49327 34.01795
-118.49282 34.01756022

-118.490532 34.01260487
-118.49077 34.01737

-118.495345 34.01626538

DATE_
7/25/2012
7/15/2012

7/1/2012
3/5/2012
6/10/2012
6/24/2012
6/23/2012
8/21/2012
6/5/2012
5/23/2012
6/4/2012
4/9/2012
4/3/2012
3/24/2012
3/18/2012
3/11/2012
2/13/2012
2/24/2012
2/12/2012
2/7/2012
2/12/2012
2/22/2012
2/20/2012
2/21/2012
2/2/2012
2/26/2012
3/2/2012
1/9/2012
1/6/2012
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Attachment I-3. Public Qutreach Supporting Documentation

List of Colorado Esplanade Public & Stakeholder meetings:

08/25/11 Stakeholder Meetings (OTO, Sears, Paseo del Mar, Pier, Macerich, DTSM Inc, SM Spoke)
09/14/11 Planning Commission

09/20/11 Downtown Santa Monica, Inc
10/06/11 Chamber of Commerce

10/25/11 Stakeholder (Macerich)

10/26/11 Community Workshop

12/13/11 Stakeholder Meetings

01/21/12 Community Workshop #2

02/01/12 Planning Commission #2

02/14/12 City Council Hearing

03/12/12 Landmarks Commission

03/15/12 Rec and Parks Commission
04/16/12 Santa Monica Pier Corporation
05/09/12 Convention and Visitors Bureau
05/24/12 Downtown Santa Monica, Inc
06/04/12 Disabilities Commission

06/06/12 Planning Commission #3

06/08/12 stakeholder (Macerich)

06/20/12 Commission for Senior Community
07/09/12 Tree (Public Landscape) Meeting #1
09/17/12 Metro Artist Coordination
09/17/12 Tree (Public Landscape) Meeting #2
09/20/12 Tree Meeting follow-up

10/10/12 Tree Species Subcommittee #1
12/10/12 Rec and Parks Commission
12/17/12 Santa Monica Pier Corporation
01/16/13 Tree Species Subcommittee #2
02/27/13 Urban Forest Task Force — Tree Species Recommentation
05/14/13 Council Final Design

2013-2014 ongoing coordination with OTO (hotel projects) and Macerich
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Attachment I-3C. “4th Street north” Design Details

O ‘_.>Z<_ME>._.M_UME>_.—A
scale: AS NOTED

| 12.0° | EXISTING CONCRETE SIDEWALK —— CONTINUOUS METAL
| FOR TREE GRATE i REMOVABLE SECTION TO PAVEMENT WAYFINDING FRAME AROUND ALL EDGES
TREE GRATE SUPPLIED ALLOW FOR EXPANSION NEW TREE GRATE
IN MULTIPLE SECTIONS SANDBLASTED AND FRAME
AND BOLTED TOGETHER r _‘mx_mq_zo CONCRETE CURB PAVEMENT WAYFINDING \EW CONCEALED LINEAR
STREET TREATMENT
[ EXISTING CONCRETE SIDEWALK |/ Toémmo%m LED LIGHTING
N - . =
: T T T T
——NEW CONCEALED LINEAR = [T
POWERCORE LED LIGHTING =i Sl
PROVIDE POWER-SOURCE
AND CONNECT TO CITY SECTION
ELECTICAL CIRCUIT scale: AS NOTED
h‘Imboﬂm TOP
.M [~=——STEEL HEADER
A
CORNER REINFORCEMENT ANGLE
b N
3 000 seat Santa Monicg Civie o STEEL HEADER
The > >ca;o:
1961 to 1968 the Academy of Zozcmw Eesione, L E 4 A
ICture N the international style & A
remony there. vmlozjmxm . Arts ang . NUT
erald. BoP DVIan, Jim/Ffove o, Sciences held ts . : SIS
Ndrjy DDS arupeck, PET e N ~3/8" DIAMETER X 1 1/4" LONG BOLT
: ers, Bob Hope, Allen O.:mcmww ﬂ Avig Bo LDl S . ° ANGLE VARIES- SEE PLAN
ess others The films The TAM,, Sh - The EOS.JM\MW:O: John, Ray Charles: STEEL HEADER
W ang ones, The Clash, and L
A}Qiﬂ\i
AREA FOR PAVEMENT WAYFINDING TREE GRATE FRAME STEEL HEADER TREE GRATE FRAME
O REINFORCEMENT - TYPICAL SECTION STEEL HEADER CORNER - TYPICAL PLAN
L——18" DIAMETER OPENING scale: AS NOTED scale: AS NOTED
WITH 3" BREAKAWAY ALL SIDES
NOTE: NEW TREE GRATE:
TREE OPENING REQUIREMENTS 1/2" WIDTH / RECTANGULAR
TO BE VERIFIED (UNIFORM) OPENING. CAST MATERIAL
(IRON/STEEL/ALUMINUM)
POWDER COATED FINISH; FINAL 110
COLOR TO BE PROVIDED BY [ /138.20mm]
DESIGNER. -
BUILDING LINE MAY VARY
NEW PAVEMENT WAYFINDING LETTERS 1/2° % 1" x 144" THICK GRINDING PADS FOR
1 —r ARE SANDBLASTED INTO EXISTING
— CONCRETE SIDEWALK LEVELING - TYP. 4 OR MORE PLACES

TYPICAL GRATE SECTION DETAIL

scale: AS NOTED

0‘

.

City of Santa Monica

Department of Public Works

1437 4th Street, Suite 300 Santa Monica, CA 90401

TEL. (310)458-8721  FAX. (310)393-4425
ineeri net

SANTA MONICA 4TH STREET

100% DESIGN INTENT MAY 13, 2015 S o7

EEm

TREE GRATE (E03) AND PAVEMENT P.02

WAYFINDING (E04) - BASE BID o

v e

4761
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EXISTING EXISTING
NOTE:
REMOVE, PROTECT, AND STORE
EXISTING 16' PEDESTRIAN LIGHT,
NOTE: REMOVE POLES AND SKIRTS.
PEDESTRIAN
LUMINAIRE AND TO BE REPLACED WITH NEW
REPLACE WITH PEDESTRIAN LIGHT POLES ON
NEW PEDESTRIAN EXISTING FOOTINGS. REUSE
LIGHTING. SKIRTS.
b REFERENCE “EXISTING
@ CONDITIONS DEMOLITION PLAN.”
1 EXISTING HYBRID AUTO/PEDESTRIAN POLE TYPE A O EXISTING 16' PEDESTRIAN POLES TYPES B & C
scale: AS NOTED scale: AS NOTED
®__ (i7y of SantaMonica - T SANTA MONICA 4TH STREET

1437 4th Street, Suite 300 Sonta Monica, CA 90401

u Um_um_\ﬁ—jm:” OA.. _UCU__O <<O_._Am e | 100% DESIGN INTENT MAY 13, 2015

@ EXISTING LIGHTING FIXTURE DETAILS  mem—

458-8721  FAX. (310)393-4425 e "
smengineering@smgov.net

07-City of Santa Monica-1
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NOTE:
EXISTING NEW LIGHT FIXTURES WILL PROVIDE INCREASED ILLUMINATION ON
LUMINAIRE | 8-6" SIDEWALK. LUMENS ARE EQUAL TO OR GREATER THAN EXISTING
| PEDESTRIAN LIGHT. HEIGHT AND BRIGHTNESS OF NEW PEDESTRIAN
— LIGHTS EXCEED REQUIREMENTS FOR LUMENS.
5-0"
| B | ﬁ |
®
120" 120" 120"
30-0" 25-0" 250"
NOMINALLY NOMINALLY NOMINALLY
(FIELD VERIFY) (FIELD VERIFY) (FIELD VERIFY) —
EXISTING LAMP POLE EXISTING LAMP POLE NEW LAMP POLE
13-0" 13-0" 13-0"
NOMINAL CLEARANCE NOMINAL CLEARANCE NOMINAL CLEARANCE
(FIELD VERIFY) (FIELD VERIFY) (FIELD VERIFY)
80" 8-0"
A B C

@ ELEVATION - BASE BID

scale: AS NOTED

- SANTA MONICA 4TH STREET ey

City of Santa Monica
sy 100% DESIGN INTENT MAY 13, 2015 B Y

T oo e 1o

POLE PEDESTRIAN LIGHTING E.02

Department of Public Works -
1437 4th Street, Suite 300 Santa Monica, CA 90401
° TEL. (310)458—8721  FAX. (310)383-4425 e "
e-mail :  smengineering@smgov.net

n (E01) 4761
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2,500 PSI CONCRETE PAVEMENT

uouo OOQCOQé u OOQO
~ uo 305 om
.r OOstOOuo Q QJOOQ

CRUSHED AGGREGATE BASE

SUBGRADE

1. ALL TREAD SURFACES SHALL BE SLIP—RESISTANT.
2. MATCH EXISTING CONCRETE COLOR, PATERN, TEXTURE, AND FINISH.

@ nOZn_mm._.mm_Um<<>_._Aﬂ>._.n:1><_ZQ
scale: AS NOTED

¢ LIGHT POLE AT CENTER OF PAVING SQUARE
POUR JONT (PJ), PAVNG ¢ /0 i e T\
TO HAVE 1/8" RADIUS CAST IRON LIGHT POLE BASE

K EDGE NON-SHRINK GROUT

CURB CONDITION CONCRETE SIDEWALK
N / (3) #3 TES 0 TOP

s \ 2 2-6"
SAWCUT JONT - . HH #5's VERT. (6 TOTAL)
2= (] EVENLY SPACED
i 5 3
“ @se1z oc
CONCRETE AR RINEAL -
FOUNDATION i (127 L47)
, < — SECTION X—X:
%m‘uhzw%o%qé g SCALE: N.TS
E yg' (4) 3/4° AB W/ 30" EMBED
- (10 BE VERFIED WTH POLE
#3s 012" 0C. VENDER)

REMOVE ALL LOOSE SOIL PRIOR

(127 LaP) TO PLAGNG CONCRETE

EXISTING PEDESTRIAN POLE
TYPE CA-CA3

EXISTING ACCESS PANEL

LAMP POST
LAMP POST

ADD NEW WIRING
WITHIN CONDUIT

EXISTING RECEPTACLE

[0 (% 5% EXISTING FOUNDATION
a | \

BASE SECTION / ALL

@ mx_m._._ZO_._QI._.m._.>Z_v>_~UmOCZU>._._OZ
scale: AS NOTED

2

Q PED POLE BASE DETAIL, TYP.

@ w>mmm_.m<>._._OZ\>_._.03._OZm
scale: AS NOTED

@

scale: AS NOTED

® City of Santa Monica

1437 4th Street, Suite 300 Sonta Monica, CA 90401

u Department of Public Works

TEL. (310)458—8721  FAX. (310)393-4425

e-mail :  smengineering@smgov.net

SANTA MONICA 4TH STREET

100% DESIGN INTENT

MAY 13, 2015

LIGHTING DETAILS
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—— 86" . FABRICATED ALUMINUM
_rﬂm,\_ﬂwfmw_qm%m g CANTILEVER ARMATURE TO
e FABRICATED CUSTOM ALUMINUM BRACKET TO SURROUND SUPPORT NEW SUSPENDED
EXISTING LAMP POST / FIELD VERIFY ALL DIMENSIONS GROOVES ARE RECESSED LAMPS PAINTED TO MATCH )
%Nﬂm%ﬁ_n%m OR PROUD BRACKET AND ARM ARE PAINTED TO MATCH POST A 7" DIAMETER AS SHOWN
575 925" 925 | 575 625", 575" 6.125' 65 _ 55 475" DIAMETER
POINT :
T~ BALL END CAP f |
(OR SHAPE TBD)
EXPOSED ——~ o
S.5.BOLTS Q 4.25 DIAMETER
s AS SHOWN
PROVIDE p po p = = 1 AS SHOWN -
ACCESS s s o o 5
2 2 2 2 2
DOOR S o © & in
© oy 5 R S
i 3 b * & k
PROVIDE 12 - f f
GASKET SPUN METAL CASING _ |
WITHIN (RIGID ALUMINUM TUBE)
BRACKET TO SUPPORT LAMPS | _
AND WIRING ——————=||
[ |
SPUN METAL SOCKET _ [
f

u Umbmn_\jwjﬁ Oﬁ TCU__O <<O_._Am e | 100% DESIGN INTENT MAY 13, 2015

|
|
I
I
|
|
|
|
|
|
| 2
K=
| 2
! H 5
| 2 &
_ 2
ADD NEW K_ y | |
WIRING LAMP/BULB:
TO POWER | 12" DIA. = PRIMUS LED f f
SUPPLY | INCANDESCENT STYLE | _
IN BASE _ WARM-LIGHT
WET-RATED | |
| CLEAR GLOBE (OR TBD)
| _ _
| _ _
_ _ _
f f
| FABRICATED METAL FRAME NOTE: |
_ OPEN GLOBE NEW PEDESTRIAN LIGHTS MEET OR _
PAINT COLOR SPEC: TBD EXCEED REQUIREMENTS FOR [ |
_ PATTERN DESIGN TBD LUMENS. | _
.
|
I @ ELEVATION DETAIL - STREETLAMP TYPES A & B @ SECTION
scale: AS NOTED scale: AS NOTED
®__ (i of SantaMonica - — SANTA MONICA 4TH STREET

1437 4th Street, Suite 300 Santa Monica, CA 90401 Prosecr omecTa POLE PEDESTRIAN LIGHTING (EO01) - 04

TEL. (310)458—8721  FAX. (310)383-4425 - - DETAILS - BASE BID - AAND B

e-mail :  smengineering@smgov.net
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5.0"

INSTALL NEW LAMP FEATURE JUST BELOW
UPPER LUMINAIRE CONNECTION POINT

FABRICATED CUSTOM ALUMINUM BRACKET TO SURROUND EXISTING
LAMP POST / FIELD VERIFY ALL DIMENSIONS /GROOVES ARE RECESSED
OR PROUD / BRACKET AND ARM ARE PAINTED TO MATCH POST

1.2

7.125", 6.75" 5.75" , 55" 525" 5.75"

FABRICATED ALUMINUM CANTILEVER ARMATURE
TO SUPPORT NEW SUSPENDED LAMPS
" PAINTED TO MATCH EXISTING POST

|_|\—\I_|

7| DIAMETER
AS SHOWI
" L

I

EXPOSED A
S.S.BOLTS — .
PROVIDE 4 4.25" DIAMETER TUBE
ROV 4 AS SHOUN AS wzos_/_p
DOOR H § |5 5 |5 / SPUN METAL CASING

& g |2 g |3
K : K K £ 4.75" DIAMETER (RIGID ALUMINUM TUBE)
'\ | » s | A B BALL END CAP TO SUPPORT LAMPS | f
PROVIDE _ ¥ 3 |2 ¥ E (OR SHAPE TBD) AND WIRING
GASKET 1 = ~ | |
WITHIN . 4,
BRACKET _
| _ _

ADD zms\\_ _ [

WIRING _

TO POWER
SUPPLY I SPUN METAL SOCKET
IN BASE _

_ 5 %
16’ DIA. 5 >
| =
| g _ _
2 LAMP/BULB:
| = PRIMUS LED | _
I g INCANDESCENT STYLE | |
_ = WARM-LIGHT * _
. WET-RATED
| 18"DIA. CLEAR GLOBE (ORTBD) | |
_ SHADE: | |
| FABRICATED METAL FRAME
[ OPEN GLOBE | |
PAINT COLOR SPEC: TBD
_ PATTERN DESIGN TBD _ f
_ |
. f _

| NOTE:
_ NEW PEDESTRIAN LIGHTS MEET OR ‘ _

EXCEED REQUIREMENTS FOR | _
| LUMENS.
| _ 4
_ I —t
) O ELEVATION DETAIL - STREETLAMP TYPE C O SECTION L

scale: AS NOTED scale: AS NOTED
® City of Santa Monica [ N SANTA MONICA 4TH STREET
t SUENITED v ¢ - 100% DESIGN INTENT MAY 13, 2015

Department of Public Works

1437 4th Street, Suite 300 Santa Monica, CA 90401
TEL. (310)458-8721  FAX. (310)333-4425
e-mail :  smengineering@smgov.net

POLE PEDESTRIAN LIGHTING (EO1) -

DETAILS - BASEBID - C
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FABRICATED ALUMINUM CANTILEVER ARMATURE
TO SUPPORT NEW SUSPENDED LAMPS
PAINTED TO MATCH EXISTING POST

ADD NEW
WIRING

PROVIDE
ACCESS
DOOR

TO POWER
SUPPLY IN BASE

(CAST METAL OR) FABRICATED CUSTOM ALUMINUM BRACKET
TO SURROUND EXISTING LAMP POST / FIELD VERIFY ALL DIMENSIONS

EXPOSED S.S. BOLTS

GROOVES ARE RECESSED AS SHOWN (OR PROUD)
BRACKET AND ARM ARE PAINTED TO MATCH POST

O wgnxm._.v_.>z<_mi\mmn._._ozUm._.>=..>h»w
scale: AS NOTED

O EXPOSED
S.S.BOLTS

+/- 7" DIAMETER
AS SHOWN

[

O EXPLODED PLAN VIEW / DETAIL

scale: AS NOTED

+/- 7" DIAMETER
AS SHOWN

—+— H% 57 BEVEL —
PROVIDE ACCESS | AS SHOWN
= =
DOOR W W
< < I < 5
ol 5 2 3 e
‘ Q © < o <
~ 5 PROVIDE . 5
CLOSURE
MECHANISM <
h ORDOOR IS
PROVIDE —— BOLTED IN PLACE —
GASKET
me_.m_mﬂ ACCESS DOOR
(OR INTEGRAL DIMENSIONS TBD
IN CAST METAL) PER CONNECTION ACCESS
ADD NEW 1 REQUIREMENTS
%n_vxﬂ_,_%,\mx (35" X 6” AS SHOWN)

SUPPLY IN BASE

FRONT ELEVATION / SECTION

@ BRACKET SIDE ELEVATION DETAIL - A & B (TALL STREETLAMP)

scale: AS NOTED

O REAR ELEVATION / DETAIL
scale: AS NOTED

scale: AS NOTED

NOTE:

HEIGHT AND BRIGHTNESS OF
PEDESTRIAN LIGHTS TO BE ADJUSTED
TO MEET REQUIREMENTS FOR LUMENS.

(CAST METAL OR) FABRICATED CUSTOM ALUMINUM BRACKET

BRACKET MAY NEED TO BE IN ASSEMBLED COMPONENTS

NOTE:

BRACKET FOR SHORT LAMP-POST (C & D) MAY BE SMALLER
SUBJECT TO FIELD VERIFICATION

AND STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING

+/- 7" DIAMETER
AS SHOWN

NEW BRACKET
AT POST

{

STRUCTURAL
TUBE

10" AS SHOWN

WIRING

T

EXPOSED BOLTS
TO MATCH
EXISTING

SPUN METAL CASING
(RIGID ALUMINUM TUBE)
TO SUPPORT LAMPS
AND WIRING

FRONT SECTION AT LAMP STEM
scale: AS NOTED

City of Santa Monica

P

Department of Public Works

.

1437 4th Street, Suite 300 Sonta Monica, CA 90401

SANTA MONICA 4TH STREET

100% DESIGN INTENT MAY 13, 2015

TEL. (310)458—8721  FAX. (310)393-4425

e-mail :  smengineering@smgov.net

T oo e 1o

POLE PEDESTRIAN LIGHTING (EO1) - E.06

DETAILS
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NOTE:
w NEW LIGHT FIXTURES WILL PROVIDE INCREASED ILLUMINATION ON
|

SIDEWALK. LUMENS ARE GREATER THAN EXISTING PEDESTRIAN LIGHT.
HEIGHT AND BRIGHTNESS OF NEW PEDESTRIAN LIGHTS EXCEED
REQUIREMENTS FOR LUMENS.

7 8-6"

,
@ ZmE;gvm_.mem°Z>—~3.1°_.m._.<1mn.._.°1<_m<<
scale: AS NOTED

@ ZmiSZvO_.memoz>—~3.1°_.m._.<1m>w»w.._.ov<_m<<
scale: AS NOTED

TOP VIEW SHOWN
FOR REFERENCE
ONLY. WAVES TO
BE STYLIZED PER
SIDE VIEW

FINISHED GRADE FACE OF CURB
m 12" MIN. 2" \”\
BACK FILL
COMPAGTED 7O 7\ \ NATIVE SOIL
mamas KL ﬁ [
DEBRIS. £ 212 3
@ NEW LAMP GLOBE - SIDE VIEW @ NEW LAMP GLOBE - TOP VIEW / SPOKES + WAVES
scale: AS NOTED scale: AS NOTED MO COVER,REGUIRENENTS
0-600 VOLTS, ZMM _ﬂZbomv“.mmmwnﬂlm (PARTIAL)
LOCATION OF DIRECT BURIAL SCHEDULE 40 PVC NONMETALLIC
WIRING METHOD CABLES OR RACEWAYS UISTED FOR DIRECT BURIAL
OR CIRCUIT CONDUCTORS | WTHOUT CONCRETE ENCASEMENT
OR OTHER APPROVED RACEWAYS
ALL LOCATIONS NOT 24" 18"
SPECIFIED IN NEC
TABLE 300-5
14 - SPOKE IN TRENCH BELOW 2" 18" 12"
THICK CONCREET OR
EQUIVALENT
UNDER A BUILDING N/A 18"
UNDER STREETS, HIGHWAYS 24" 24"
ROADS, ALLEYS, DRIVEWAYS,
AND PARKING LOTS
@ NEW LAMP GLOBE - SECTION VIEW @ NEW LAMP GLOBE - TOP VIEW / SPOKES 3 MINIMUM COVER REQUIREMENTS
scale: AS NOTED scale: AS NOTED scale: AS NOTED
® City of Santa Monica [l SANTA MONICA 4TH STREET
t H SUENITED v ¢ - 100% DESIGN INTENT MAY 13, 2015
Department of Public Works e i d
1437 4th Street, Suite 300 Senta Monica, CA 90401 ————————————————————+ 1| | o = POLE PEDESTRIAN LIGHTING (EOL) -  |""gas "
° TEL (310)458-8721  FAX. (310)333-4425 e o w_ [ s w2 | L UBImAl RETAl e [ -
e-mail :  smengineering@smgov.net N N - S TYPICAL DETAILS 761
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Data sheet

Vaya Linear LP, White & Mono

Vaya Linear LP White & Mono is a reliable and cost effective LED lighting fixture designed for
static white or mono colored lighting effects. Vaya Linear LP is ideal for exterior cove lighting
and low level grazing applications with a wide 120° beam or elliptical 28°x84° optics. Two
lengths and a wide range of available color temperatures make this product versatile and easy
to use. Input & Output connectors make installations fast, easy and reliable.

Key Features

Reliable, cost effective LED lighting fixture
Slim outdoor rated housing

Input & Output connectors

Available with 28°x 84° or 120° Beams
Auto-ranging 100V — 240V, 50 / 60Hz input
Available in 4 CCTs and 4 Mono Colors
Interior / Exterior - IP66

DLC-listed with 5 years limited warranty

Product Data
Width
Height
Length
Mounting
Source
Beam Angle
Luminous Flux (4000K)
CRI (4000K)
Efficacy (4000K)
Lumen Maintenance
Housing
Weight
Connection
Lens
Control
Input Voltage
Power Consumption
Temperature Range

Protection Rating
Certifications
Warranty

Philips Lighting
3 Burlington Woods Drive
Burlingcon, MA 01803

Tel 888 385 5742

Fax 617 338 0454
www.colorkinetics.com

34.8mm (I.4in)
56.6 mm (2.0in) including mounting hinge
610 mm (2 ft) 1200 mm (4 ft)

Location adjustable and tilting surface-mount bracket
High-brightness White, Red, Green, Blue or Amber LEDs
Elliptical (28° x 84°) or Wide (120°)

600 lumens 1,200 lumens

80 Ra

62 Lumens / Watt

White: 50,000 hrs L,, at 25°C, Mono: 50,000 hrs Ly, at 25°C
Extruded aluminum, anodized finish RAL7043

1.0 kg (2.2 Ibs) 2.0kg (4.4 Ibs)

Power input and output connectors

Tempered Glass

On/Off, Not dimmable

100V — 240 VAC, 50 / 60Hz

10 W (White), 14 W (Mono) 20 W (White), 28 W (Mono)
-20°C to 40°C (-4°F ~104°F) start-up temperature

-40°C to 40°C (-40°F ~104°F) operating temperature

IP66, Wet location listed, IKO7

UL/ cUL, FCC Class A

5 Years

Rev. 20150223

Copyright © 2015
Specifi

ps Lighting. Al
ns may change wi

City of Santa Monica

u Department of Public Works

1437 4th Street, Suite 300 Santa Monica, CA 90401
58-8721  FAX. (310)333-4425
smengineering@smgov.net

SANTA MONICA 4TH STREET

100% DESIGN INTENT MAY 13, 2015

E.08

LIGHTING FIXTURE CUT SHEETS G o
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SANTA MONICA WALKRING SURVEY

Please take this short survey, following the instructions,
to help make Santa Monica more pedestrian friendly.

1. On average, how often do you walk to school, on er-
rands, to visit friends, or to other destinations?
(CIRCLE ONE LETTER)
a. Every day
4-5 days per week
2-3 days per week
At least once per week
At least once per month, but not weekly
Less than once per month
2. If you answered that you walk at least once per week
or more frequently, what are the main purposes of your
walking trips? (CIRCLE UP TO THREE LETTERS)

"0 oo0o

a. Commuting to work or school

b. Exercise/for my health

c. Personal errands (to the store, post office, etc)
d. Required for my job

e. Drop off/pick up someone

f. Visit a friend or relative

g. Walk the dog

h. Get to a transit stop

i

Other (PLEASE SPECIFY)

4. When you walk, what is the main reason that you
walk instead of using another form of transportation?
(CIRCLE ONE LETTER)
a. Walking is cheaper
Walking is faster
Don’t have to find/pay for parking
Enjoy walking
Health/exercise
Spend time with family or friends or pet.
Don’t have a car
Other (PLEASE SPECIFY)

Se oo oo0 o

5. What changes would improve the pedestrian experi-
ence in Santa Monica? (CIRCLE UP TO THREE LETTERS)
More marked crosswalks

Wider sidewalks

Smoother, more even sidewalk surfaces

More shade trees

Benches

More street lights

Better light on sidewalks

More stores/services close to my home

Better way to get across freeway.

Other (PLEASE SPECIFY)

o

T Smoepaoo

3. If you answered that you walk at least once a month
but not weekly, less than once a month or never, what
are the main reasons you do not walk?
(CIRCLE UP TO THREE LETTERS)
a. Other transportation is faster
b. | am involved in other physical activities and do
not feel the need to walk more.
c. Things like speeding vehicles discourage me from
walking more.
d. With work and family responsibilities, | don’t have
the time or energy to walk more.
e. There aren’t desirable places nearby to walk.
f. | am not that enthusiastic about walking more.
g. The level of crime in my neighborhood
discourages me from walking more.
h. The “walk” signs don’t give me enough time to
cross the street safely.
i Dogs or other animals

j I don’t like bicyclists using the sidewalk or too
much pedestrian traffic
k. I have a disability or other impairment.

l. Other (PLEASE SPECIFY)

6. Please tell us your favorite place to walk in Santa
Monica and why you like it.

7. What is the worst location for pedestrians in your
neighborhood and what changes would make it better?

8. What is your home zip code?

9. What is your age range?
18-29

30-39

40-49

50-64

65+

Poo0 oo

g

¥

10. Are you:

Male Female

www.santamonicawalks.org
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ENCUESTH PARA SANTA MONICA WALKING

Por favor llene esta corta encuesta, siguiendo las instruc-
ciones, para ayudarnos a convertir a Santa Mdnica en una
ciudad mejor para los peatones.

1. Usualmente, con qué frecuencia camina a la escue-
la, para hacer un mandado, para visitar a amigos o parair a
otros lugares? (Seleccione una respuesta.)

a. Todos los dias

b. 4-5 veces por semana

(o 2-3 veces por semana

d. Por lo menos una vez por semana

e. Por lo menos una vez por mes, pero no todas las
semanas

f. Menos de una vez por mes

g. Jamas

2. Si usted camina por lo menos una vez por semana, por
qué camina?
(Seleccione hasta tres respuestas.)

a. Para llegar al trabajo o a la escuela
b. Para hacer ejercicio/ por salud
c. Por necesidad, por ejemplo, para ir al supermercado

o0 a la farmacia

Porque en mi trabajo tengo que caminar
Para ir a dejar o a recoger a alguien

Para visitar amigos o familiares

Para pasear al perro

Para llegar a la parada de bus o tren
Otra razén. Por favor especifique.

@0 o

3. Si usted respondidé que camina por lo menos una
Vez por mes, pero no mas, por qué no camina mas? (Selec-
cione hasta tres respuestas.)

a. Es mas rapido ir en bus, tren, auto o por bicicleta

b. Hago otras actividades fisicas y no siento la necesi-
dad de caminar mas

(o Caminar es peligroso porque los autos van dema-
siado rapido

d. No me queda energia para caminar después del
trabajo y mis responsabilidades en mi hogar

e. En mi barrio no hay lugares para caminar que me
atraen
f. No me gusta caminar

g. Mi barrio no es seguro para caminar, hay demasiado
crimen

h. Los semdforos en los cruces de calles no me dan
suficiente tiempo para cruzar

i Temo o me molestan los perros y otros animales

j. No me gusta que personas en bicicleta andan en la
vereda o encuentro que hay demasiados otros peatones en
las veredas

k. Por discapacidad o enfermedad que no permite
caminar

I Otra razén. Por favor especifique:

4, Cuando usted camina, cual es la razén principal por
la cual camina en vez de tomar otro tipo de transporte?
(Seleccione una respuesta.)

a. Caminar es mas econémico

b. Caminar es mas rapido

C. Si camino no tengo que buscar dénde estacionar o
pagar por estacionamiento

d. Me gusta caminar
e. Por salud/por hacer ejercicio
f. Porque cuando camino disfruto de pasar tiempo

con mi familia, con amigos o con mi perro
g. Porque no tengo auto
h. Otra razoén. Por favor especifique:

5. Cuales cambios ayudarian a los peatones en Santa
Monica?
(Seleccione hasta tres respuestas.)

a. Se necesita mejor sefializacion en los cruces de
calles

b. Veredas mas anchas
Veredas en mejores condiciones
Mads arboles que den sombra
Mds bancas o lugares dénde sentarse
Mejor iluminacidn
Mejor luz en la vereda
Si hubieran mas tiendas o servicios cerca a mi hogar,
caminaria mas

i Si hubiera mejor facilidad para cruzar una carretera
grande

j. Otra razon. Por favor especifique:

@ e ao

6. Cuéntenos, cual es su lugar preferido para caminar
en Santa Ménica y por qué?

7. Cual es el peor lugar para los peatones en su barrio
y que cambios haria para mejorarlo?

8. Cual es su cédigo postal?

9. Qué edad tiene?
18-29

30-39

40-49

50-64

65+

Poo oo

10.  Cuadl es su género?

Masculino Femenino

|
L5
e
ar

www.santamonicawalks.org
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Attachment I-3B. Colorado Esplanade Outreach

Join the City of Santa Monica
fora Site Walk and
Community Workshopto
reimagine Colorado Avenue’s
streetscape from 4th Street to

Ocean Avenue.

The Colorado

ESPLANADE

Site Walk: 6:00-6:45PM
TWO EVE NTS meet at intersection of Main/Colorado
Wedneday, October 26th Workshop: 7:00-9:00PM

Ken Edwards Center

The City invites you to help shape the future
WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 26TH ) i
Colorado Esplanade from 4th St. to Ocean Ave. !
P| .. it Ik of th Site Walk Workshop ’ PAID
€ase Join us on a Sité walk or the 6:00-6:45PM 7:00-9:00PM Permit 222
project area, followed by an meet at Main/ Ken Edwards SantaMonica, CA
interactive community workshop to

Colorado Center

explore design ideas.

B S|ITE WALK: Tour of the project area with the
internationally-renown designers, Peter Walker Partners,
to share impressions of the site and identify significant
features.

® COMMUNITY WORKSHOP: Participate in a discussion
about the Colorado Esplanade enhancements, and
explore ideas to improve walking, bicycling, circulation
and ways to enhance this gateway to the City with
landscaping and public art

Your early input is key to create a community vision for this
new amenity to be enjoyed by all Santa Monicans.

RSVP to ensure accurate accommodations To request disability-related accommodations,
please contact 310.458.8341.

DowntownPlan@smgov.net or 310.458.8341 ' o cobre tallres para

Big Blue Bus lines Lines 1, 2, 3,4, 5, 7, 8 and 9 serve the Ken  planear el futuro de Santa Monica. Para mas

Edwards Center. Bike parking will be available. informacién llame a Peter James al numero
310.458.8341.
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The Colorado

ESPLANA

Saturday, January 21st 10:00AM - 12:00 PM ®

amdll
Ken Edwards Center )
1527 4th Street, Santa Monica Saiten Mowien

The Planning and Community Development Department invites First-class Mail

you to the second Colorado Esplanade workshop to view the new us. FF:XIStDage
complete street concept created by the highly-acclaimed landscape Permit 222

architecture team from Peter Walker Partners, and to get your input
on important design components.

Please join us on Jan. 21st at 10AM to discuss:

m NEW STREET CONFIGURATION: See the proposed new
multi-modal street layout including widened sidewalks, new
bicycle lanes, and reconfigured lanes and intersections to
achieve optimal flow for all users.

Santa Monica, CA

= CONCEPT DESIGN: Give us your thoughts on the proposed
lighting, paving, art and landscaping concepts and other
amenities that will make the Esplanade an exciting and
memorable Santa Monica experience.

The re-imagined Colorado Esplanade will serve the high volume of
visitors to Santa Monica’s beaches, Downtown and Civic Center. Come
and be part of the planning of this important and exciting City project.

: To request disability-related accommodations,
RSVP to ensure accurate accomodations please contact 310.458,8341.

DowntownPlan@smgov.net or 310.458.8341  Esto es una noticia sobre talleres para

. _ . planear el futuro de Santa Monica. Para mas
Big Blue Bus lines Lines 1, 2, 3, 4,5, 7, 8 and 9 serve the Ken  informacion llame a Peter James al numero
Edwards Center. Bike parking will be available. 310.458.8341.
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Attachment I-3C. Santa Monica High School
Safe Routes to School Recommendations

INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS

Proposed modifications to intersections improve conditions for pedestrians and skateboards, and aim to
improve roadway safety for all users. The following graphics and text describe recommended intersection
improvements. The graphics are conceptual in nature and are for planning purposes only. All proposed
corner modifications—bulb-outs and reduced curb returns—will include perpendicular curb ramps and will
be designed so that effective curb radius is small, in order to constrain the speed of turning vehicles. Addi-

tionally, all signalized intersections that do not currently have bicycle detection will have this feature added.

19

DESIGN BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS TO SANTA MONICA HIGH SCHOOL I
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1) OLYMPIC DRIVE AND 4TH STREET

Olympic Dr. west of 4th St. has one
westbound lane and three eastbound lanes,
including a left/through lane and a right/
through lane

Olympic Dr. east of 4th St., is one-way
eastbound with three lanes

4th St. north of Olympic Dr. has two through
lanes, one right-turn lane, and two left-turn
lanes

4th St.south of Olympic Dr. has three through
lanes, a left-turn lane, and a right-turn lane
Signalized intersection with protected lefts
Crossing of the north leg prohibited
Countdown signals and advanced stop bars

on all crossings

Permit crossing of north leg (coordinate with
Caltrans)

Add ramps (2), ped-heads with countdown
signal (2), and advanced stop bar (1) to cross
north leg

Add yellow continental crosswalks to all
crossings (4)

Option: Add audio signals to all crossings (8)
Add red arrow for northbound vehicles on 4th
Street (school hours only)

Add leading pedestrian interval to walk phase
on crossing of Olympic Dr. (school hours only)
Add widened sidewalk/multipurpose path on
south side of Olympic Dr. east of 4th St., and
on the north side west of 4th St.

DESIGN BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS TO SANTA MONICA HIGH SCHOOL

Page 107 | Attachment |



07-City of Santa Monica-1 ATP - Cycle 2 - Part B & C - 2015

Attachment I-4. Public Health Supporting Documentation

From: Chandini Singh [mailto:csingh@ph.lacounty.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2015 3:08 PM

To: Laura Beck

Cc: Travis Page; Sarah Lejeune; Colleen E. Stoll

Subject: RE: ATP2 Application for 20th Street Bridge Crossing

Hi Laura,

Please find a letter of support attached for the 20™ Street Bridge project attached.

Hi Travis, Sarah, and Colleen,

| am preparing letters of support for your project and you will get them no later than Thursday COB.
All,

We don’t have further information on how to quantify the benefits associated with walking and bicycling infrastructure
improvements beyond those that we listed in our guidance document (attached). You can of course discuss the relationship
between walking/biking and longevity/health more generally for different population groups — Active Living Research has a
good infographic on the connection between physical activity & transportation; AARP has a lot of research on the benefits of
physical activity for seniors. You can then make the connection of increased bike / walk = more physical activity = health
benefits. Each of the links here exists —and is quantified to some extent in different research; however, | don’t have a great
answer for creating a methodology for a specific calculation to use and skipping to the end (bike / walk = health benefits).

It sounds like you have very localized data from RAND, but it might make sense to use some of our DPH data (again, highlighted
in guidance document) for some of the larger measures around obesity, etc. or reference some of DPH’s published reports to
justify why you’re doing what you’re doing (good ones are obesity and related mortality, social determinants of health, and the
active transportation and built environment report).

Apologies for not being more helpful on your questions; but we will provide the letters ASAP.

Thanks!
Chanda
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Attachment I-5. Disadvantaged Community Supporting Documentation

Boundaries of Disadvantaged Community
Census Tract 7019.02

e Project
[ CensusTract 7019.02

L 1 Miles 77 P Census Tract
I — —
. 3 ' Census Block Group

DIVERSA CDNSUgING

Source: U.S. Census 2010
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REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS ASSESSMENT
RHNA Allocation

As part of the process of updating local housing elements, the State Department of Housing and Community
Development (HCD) prepares Regional Housing Needs Assessments (RHNA) that are assigned to each region of the
state. The RHNA quantifies for each region a goal for producing housing to accommodate anticipated future
growth. In Southern California, the RHNA process is delegated to theSouthern California Association of
Governments (SCAG), as the metropolitan planning agency, and SCAG assigns a RHNA allocation to each
jurisdiction within its boundaries.

Communities are required to use the RHNA to prepare their housing elements, which must identify suitable sites with
appropriate zoning to enable housing units to be constructed accordingly. The RHNA does not necessarily encourage
or promote growth, but rather is intended to ensure that all communities provide potential to absorb their “fair share”
of new housing, so that collectively the region can grow in ways that enhance quality of life, improve access to jobs,
promote transportation mobility, and address social equity and fair share housing needs.

Santa Monica’s allocation in the 5" Cycle (2014-2021) RHNA, approved by SCAG on October 4, 2012, is shown
below. For this cycle, RHNA allocation has been coordinated with SCAG’s Regional Transportation Plan (RTP),
reflecting State policy direction to integrate land use and transportation planning for better regional coordination.

Housing Very Low Moderate Market Affordable
Units Low Income Rate %
(Total) Income (including
Moderate)
263 283 700

1674 428 58%

2008 - 2014 RHNA - How did we do?

Previous Planning Period

For the Housing Element update, staff is reviewing past performance, including an evaluation of how much new
housing, both market rate and affordable, was created during the previous RHNA planning period (January 1, 2006 to
June 30, 2014), during which the City of Santa Monica was allocated 662 units. The chart below is an interim
evaluation for the draft Housing Element. It should be noted that analysis conducted in 2012 is mid-cycle, as the
RHNA period extends through 2014.

Units Permitted and Completed/Sc|
Jan. 1, 2 and

ALn] T 1
ﬁ 414
j -
87 =22 00 517

In the past six years, housing units - both affordable and market rate - have been built in Santa Monica exceeding the
RHNA by 233%.

55% of the multi-family units were deed-restricted affordable.

For more information, please visit: Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG)
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Calculation of Census Tract 7019.02 Median Household Income with Occupancy of 164 Affordable Units

B19001: HOUSEHOLD INCOME IN THE PAST 12 MONTHS (IN 2013 INFLATION-ADJUSTED DOLLARS) - Universe: Households
2009-2013 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

PRE-OCCUPANCY

POST-OCCUPANCY |

Santa Monica city, Census Tract 7019.02, Additional Census Tract 7019.02, Los Angeles
Estimate |Marqin of Estimate Margin of Low-Income Units Estimate Median
Breakpoint
Total: 46,439 +/-800 2,527|+/-189 164 2691 1,346
Less than $10,000 $7,250(2,945 +/-376 157(+/-92 157 157
$10,000 to $14,999 $13,863]3,203 +/-444 400]|+/-157 400 557
$15,000 to $19,999 $18,113]1,482 +/-281 158(+/-77 158 715
$20,000 to $24,999 $24,268|1,694 +/-277 109(+/-80 60 169 884
$25,000 to $29,999 $29,268]1,696 +/-295 63|+/-52 63 947
$30,000 to $34,999 $34,268]1,381 +/-255 49|+/-42 51 100 1,047
$35,000 to $39,999 $38,268]1,485 +/-275 102(+/-80 102 1,149
$40,000 to $44,999 $43,268]1,459 +/-268 42|+/-51 53 95 1,244
$45,000 to $49,999 $48,268|1,364 +/-267 82|+/-66 82 1,326
$50,000 to $59,999 $57,750(2,820 +/-387 108(+/-88 108 1,434
$60,000 to $74,999 $70,875|3,858 +/-411 215|+/-131 215
$75,000 to $99,999 $91,875|5,346 +/-503 229(+/-114 229
$100,000 to $124,999 $118,125(4,626 +/-405 278|+/-177 278
$125,000 to $149,999 $144,375(3,178 +/-383 124(+/-82 124
$150,000 to $199,999 $185,750[3,575 +/-310 93|+/-79 93
$200,000 or more $293,759(6,327 +/-463 318|+/-148 318
[Mean Household Income $109,645 $90,755 $87,267 |
|Median Household Income $73,649 $58,750 $47,378 |
|Statewide Median Household Income $61,094 |
|Census Tract HH Income as % of State 78% | $48,875.20
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Calculation of Census Tract 7019.02 Median Household Income with Occupancy of 164 Affordable Units
California Tax Credit Allocation Rerpot

Project Number CA-2011-888

Source: http://lwww.treasurer.ca.gov/ctcac/staff/2011/20111018/888.pdf

Project Name: The Village Santa Monica
Occupancy Date: 01/30/2014
1725 Ocean Avenue

Unit Mix AMI Threshold Units HH Income Target
10 SRO/Studio Units 30% 60 $22,095
28 1-Bedroom Units 50% a7 $36,825
56 2-Bedroom Units 60% 53 $44,189
66 3-Bedroom Units
160 Total Units 160
Unit Type and Number Targeted AMI %
4 SRO/Studio 30%
6 SRO/Studio 60%
10 1 Bedroom 30%
9 1 Bedroom 50%
9 1 Bedroom 60%
22 2 Bedrooms 30%
17 2 Bedrooms 50%
17 2 Bedrooms 60%
24 3 Bedrooms 30%
21 3 Bedrooms 50%
21 3 Bedrooms 60%

Project Name: Unknown
Occupancy Date: 08/04/2013
519 Santa Monica Blvd

AMI Threshold Units HH Income Target
50% 4 $36,825
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U.S. Census Bureau

AMERICAN _ (-
FactFinder _J\
B19001 HOUSEHOLD INCOME IN THE PAST 12 MONTHS (IN 2013 INFLATION-ADJUSTED DOLLARS)

Universe: Households
2009-2013 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey
website in the Data and Documentation section.

Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community
Survey website in the Methodology section.

Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population
Estimates Program that produces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and
estimates of housing units for states and counties.

Census Tract 7019.02, Los Angeles Santa Monica city, California
County, California
Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Total: 2,527 +/-189 46,439 +/-800
Less than $10,000 157 +/-92 2,945 +/-376
$10,000 to $14,999 400 +/-157 3,203 +-444
$15,000 to $19,999 158 +/-77 1,482 +/-281
$20,000 to $24,999 109 +/-80 1,694 +/-277
$25,000 to $29,999 63 +/-52 1,696 +/-295
$30,000 to $34,999 49 +/-42 1,381 +/-255
$35,000 to $39,999 102 +/-80 1,485 +/-275
$40,000 to $44,999 42 +/-51 1,459 +/-268
$45,000 to $49,999 82 +/-66 1,364 +/-267
$50,000 to $59,999 108 +/-88 2,820 +/-387
$60,000 to $74,999 215 +/-131 3,858 +/-411
$75,000 to $99,999 229 +/-114 5,346 +/-503
$100,000 to $124,999 278 +/-177 4,626 +/-405
$125,000 to $149,999 124 +/-82 3,178 +/-383
$150,000 to $199,999 93 +/-79 3,575 +/-310
$200,000 or more 318 +/-148 6,327 +/-463

Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is
represented through the use of a margin of error. The value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted
roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error and the estimate plus the margin of
error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to
nonsampling error (for a discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these
tables.

While the 2009-2013 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas; in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in
ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.

Estimates of urban and rural population, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2010 data. As
a result, data for urban and rural areas from the ACS do not necessarily reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2009-2013 5-Year American Community Survey

Explanation of Symbols:
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U.S. Census Bureau
AMERICAN

Fact Finder &)
b,
DPO3 SELECTED ECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS

2009-2013 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey
website in the Data and Documentation section.

Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community
Survey website in the Methodology section.

Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population
Estimates Program that produces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and
estimates of housing units for states and counties.

Subject Census Tract 7019.02, Los Angeles County, California Santa Monica
i city, California
Estimate Margin of Error Percent Percent Margin of Estimate
Error
EMPLOYMENT STATUS
Population 16 years and over 3,532 +/-301 3,532 X) 79,388
In labor force 2,347 +/-288 66.4% +/-7.0 55,984
Civilian labor force 2,347 +/-288 66.4% +/-7.0 55,935
Employed 1,942 +/-307 55.0% +-7.7 50,461
Unemployed 405 +/-134 11.5% +/-3.8 5,474
Armed Forces 0 +/-12 0.0% +/-1.0 49
Not in labor force 1,185 +/-284 33.6% +/-7.0 23,404
Civilian labor force 2,347 +/-288 2,347 (X) 55,935
Percent Unemployed (X) (X) 17.3% +/-5.9 (X)
Females 16 years and over 1,664 +/-226 1,664 (X) 41,439
In labor force 1,047 +/-220 62.9% +/-9.0 27,261
Civilian labor force 1,047 +/-220 62.9% +/-9.0 27,261
Employed 833 +/-190 50.1% +-9.7 24,806
Own children under 6 years 82 +/-89 82 X) 4,954
All parents in family in labor force 58 +/-78 70.7% +/-49.1 3,442
Own children 6 to 17 years 55 +/-72 55 (X) 7,601
All parents in family in labor force 55 +/-72 100.0% +/-41.5 5,204

COMMUTING TO WORK

Workers 16 years and over 1,905 +/-306 1,905 (X) 49,017
Car, truck, or van -- drove alone 1,073 +/-274 56.3% +/-11.7 35,218
Car, truck, or van -- carpooled 142 +/-96 7.5% +/-5.1 2,025
Public transportation (excluding taxicab) 50 +/-45 2.6% +/-2.4 1,883
Walked 430 +/-201 22.6% +/-9.9 2,731
Other means 86 +/-109 4.5% +/-5.4 2,483
Worked at home 124 +/-111 6.5% +/-5.7 4,677
Mean travel time to work (minutes) 23.1 +/-4.1 (X) (X) 26.2

OCCUPATION
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Subject

Civilian employed population 16 years and over

Management, business, science, and arts
occupations
Service occupations

Sales and office occupations

Natural resources, construction, and maintenance
occupations

Production, transportation, and material moving
occupations

INDUSTRY
Civilian employed population 16 years and over
Agriculture, forestry, fishing and hunting, and mining

Construction

Manufacturing

Wholesale trade

Retail trade

Transportation and warehousing, and utilities
Information

Finance and insurance, and real estate and rental
and leasing

Professional, scientific, and management, and
administrative and waste management services

Educational services, and health care and social
assistance

Arts, entertainment, and recreation, and
accommodation and food services

Other services, except public administration

Public administration

CLASS OF WORKER
Civilian employed population 16 years and over
Private wage and salary workers
Government workers

Self-employed in own not incorporated business
workers
Unpaid family workers

INCOME AND BENEFITS (IN 2013 INFLATION-
ADJUSTED DOLLARS)
Total households

Less than $10,000

$10,000 to $14,999

$15,000 to $24,999

$25,000 to $34,999

$35,000 to $49,999

$50,000 to $74,999

$75,000 to $99,999

$100,000 to $149,999

$150,000 to $199,999

$200,000 or more

Median household income (dollars)
Mean household income (dollars)

With earnings

Mean earnings (dollars)
With Social Security

Mean Social Security income (dollars)
With retirement income

Mean retirement income (dollars)

With Supplemental Security Income
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Census Tract 7019.02, Los Angeles County, California

Estimate Margin of Error Percent Percent Margin of
Error
1,942 +-307 1,942 )
1,344 +/-282 69.2% +/-9.8
161 +/-111 8.3% +/-5.6
357 +/-134 18.4% +/-6.3
13 +/-21 0.7% +/-1.0
67 +/-54 3.5% +-2.7
1,942 +-307 1,942 X)
0 +/-12 0.0% +/-1.8
13 +/-21 0.7% +/-1.0
143 +/-80 7.4% +/-3.9
27 +/-31 1.4% +/-1.6
204 +/-118 10.5% +/-5.7
17 +/-24 0.9% +/-1.2
242 +/-140 12.5% +/-6.7
258 +/-149 13.3% +/-7.9
554 +/-242 28.5% +/-10.8
216 +/-109 11.1% +/-5.5
149 +/-96 7.7% +/-4.9
67 +/-74 3.5% +/-3.8
52 +/-67 2.7% +/-3.4
1,942 +-307 1,942 )
1,674 +/-323 86.2% +/-7.9
114 +/-81 5.9% +/-4.0
154 +/-128 7.9% +/-6.7
0 +/-12 0.0% +/-1.8
2,527 +-189 2,527 X)
157 +/-92 6.2% +/-3.7
400 +/-157 15.8% +/-5.6
267 +/-116 10.6% +/-4.6
112 +/-68 4.4% +-2.7
226 +/-108 8.9% +/-4.3
323 +/-159 12.8% +/-6.4
229 +/-114 9.1% +/-4.5
402 +/-183 15.9% +/-6.9
93 +/-79 3.7% +/-3.1
318 +/-148 12.6% +/-5.7
58,750 +/-15,044 ) )
90,755 +-17,825 ) )
1,743 +/-195 69.0% +/-6.4
116,218 +-23,501 ) )
610 +/-143 24.1% +/-5.4
13,425 +/-1,952 ) )
222 +/-98 8.8% +/-3.9
12,993 +-6,150 ) )
251 +/-145 9.9% +/-5.4

Santa Monica
city, California
Estimate

50,461
32,925

5,193
10,083
938

1,322

50,461
48

1,124
2,689
1,173
3,530

911
6,232
4,822

10,225
11,332
4,983

2,339
1,053

50,461
38,711
4,817
6,816
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46,439
2,945
3,203
3,176
3,077
4,308
6,678
5,346
7,804
SISNS
6,327

73,649

109,645

37,286
113,618
9,941
16,411
4,775
27,687

2,095
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Subject

Mean Supplemental Security Income (dollars)
With cash public assistance income
Mean cash public assistance income (dollars)

With Food Stamp/SNAP benefits in the past 12
months

Families
Less than $10,000
$10,000 to $14,999
$15,000 to $24,999
$25,000 to $34,999
$35,000 to $49,999
$50,000 to $74,999
$75,000 to $99,999
$100,000 to $149,999
$150,000 to $199,999
$200,000 or more
Median family income (dollars)
Mean family income (dollars)

Per capita income (dollars)
Nonfamily households
Median nonfamily income (dollars)

Mean nonfamily income (dollars)

Median earnings for workers (dollars)

Median earnings for male full-time, year-round workers

(dollars)
Median earnings for female full-time, year-round
workers (dollars)

HEALTH INSURANCE COVERAGE
Civilian noninstitutionalized population
With health insurance coverage
With private health insurance
With public coverage
No health insurance coverage

Civilian noninstitutionalized population under 18
years
No health insurance coverage

Civilian noninstitutionalized population 18 to 64 years

In labor force:

Employed:

With health insurance coverage
With private health insurance
With public coverage

No health insurance coverage

Unemployed:

With health insurance coverage
With private health insurance
With public coverage

No health insurance coverage

Not in labor force:

With health insurance coverage
With private health insurance
With public coverage

No health insurance coverage
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Census Tract 7019.02, Los Angeles County, California

Estimate

8,724
55
21,811
0

523

102
23

23

70

88

41

44

132
76,942
131,219

62,977

2,004
47,304
80,195

54,821
100,586

90,865

3,680
3,111
2,326
1,046

569

150

13

2,775

2,254
1,874
1,698
1,698
54
176
380
199
194
14
181
521
322
153
186
199

Margin of Error

+-2,214
+/-55
+/-4,248
+-12

+/-161
+/-12
+/-12
+/-79
+/-38
+/-26
+/-63
+/-85
+/-52
+/-52
+/-94
+/-33,414
+/-38,371

+/-12,061

+/-240
+/-19,042
+/-18,637

+/-25,247
+/-36,274

+/-25,072

+/-380
+/-416
+/-390
+/-220
+/-245

+/-155

+/-21

+/-311

+/-281
+/-299
+/-304
+/-304
+/-58
+/-122
+/-131
+/-93
+/-93
+/-19
+/-108
+/-225
+/-143
+/-92
+/-113
+/-174

Percent

)
2.2%
)
0.0%

523
0.0%
0.0%

19.5%
4.4%
4.4%

13.4%

16.8%
7.8%
8.4%

25.2%

)
*x)

*)

2,004
)
*x)

*)
)

)

3,680
84.5%
63.2%
28.4%
15.5%

150

8.7%

2,775

2,254
1,874
90.6%
90.6%
2.9%
9.4%
380
52.4%
51.1%
3.7%
47.6%
521
61.8%
29.4%
35.7%
38.2%

Percent Margin of
Error

*)
+-2.2
*x)
+-1.4

(X)
+/-6.5
+/-6.5

+/-13.8
+/-7.4
+/-5.0
+/-12.4
+/-15.2
+/-9.3
+/-9.6
+/-16.0
(X)
(X)

*x)

*x)
*x)
*x)

*x)
*x)

*)

(X)
+/-6.6
+/-8.0
+/-5.8
+/-6.6

(X)
+/-18.3

*)

(X)

(X)
+/-6.5
+/-6.5
+/-3.2
+/-6.5
(X)
+/-20.5
+/-20.9
+/-5.1
+/-20.5
(X)
+/-24.2
+/-17.3
+/-19.3
+/-24.2

Santa Monica
city, California
Estimate

9,183

OIS
4,967
1,049

17,746
385

505

965

647
1,380
2,163
1,974
3,327
1,835
4,565
112,016
161,097

57,390

28,693
54,936
76,885

51,738
80,747

65,571

89,942
79,990
68,615
19,140

9,952

12,842

722

63,691

52,759
47,533
42,032
41,260
1,316
5,501
5,226
3,429
3,050
498
1,797
10,932
9,070
6,986
2,575
1,862
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Subject

PERCENTAGE OF FAMILIES AND PEOPLE WHOSE
INCOME IN THE PAST 12 MONTHS IS BELOW THE
POVERTY LEVEL

All families

With related children under 18 years
With related children under 5 years only
Married couple families
With related children under 18 years
With related children under 5 years only
Families with female householder, no husband present

With related children under 18 years
With related children under 5 years only

All people
Under 18 years
Related children under 18 years
Related children under 5 years
Related children 5 to 17 years
18 years and over
18 to 64 years
65 years and over
People in families
Unrelated individuals 15 years and over
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)
)
)
)
)
)
)

*x)
*x)

*x)
*x)
*x)
*x)
*x)
*x)
*x)
*x)
*x)
*x)

Margin of Error

—

X

x

X

x

X

=~
X X X
KR RN RS ARS RO RS IR R AR

Census Tract 7019.02, Los Angeles County, California

Percent

0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%

16.2%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%

16.9%

15.2%

23.0%
0.0%

24.4%

ATP - Cycle 2 - Part B & C- 2015

Percent Margin of
Error

+/-6.5
+/-31.9
+/-92.8

+/-7.1
+/-31.9
+/-92.8
+/-62.8

*k

*k

+/-4.1
+/-22.3
+/-22.3
+/-40.4
+/-34.0
+/-4.2
+/-4.5
+/-11.5
+/-2.8
+/-6.1

Santa Monica
city, California

)
)
)
)
)
)
)

*x)
*x)

*x)
*x)
*x)
*x)
*x)
*x)
*x)
*x)
*x)
*x)
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1 Results Overview for Project

Table 1. Results by Benefits Category

Result Category Result Value

Total Mobility Benefits $3,077,704
Health Benefits $485,396
Recreational Benefits $2,453,548
Safety Benefits $3,757,523
Gas & Emission Benefits $59,118
Sum Total Benefits $9,833,290
Sum Present Value Benefits $6,512,387
Sum Total Project Cost $2,015,875
Sum Present Value Cost $1,938,341
Net Present Value $4,574,045
BCA Ratio 3.36
Net Present Cost of Funds Requested $1,550,673
Benefits to Funds Requested Ratio 4.20

The table above includes the breakdown of results for the project. As shown in the table, the project
net present value is $4.57 million, and the benefit to cost ratio is 3.36. This means that for every
dollar invested, the project will generate $3.36 in benefits. With a positive benefit-to-cost ratio greater
than one, any funds invested in this project will be well-leveraged. Total funding requested from the
State for this project is $1.61 million (or present value of $1.55 million), which equates to a benefit-
to-funds requested ratio of 4.20.

As shown in the table, the largest benefit category expected from the project is safety. This makes
sense given the various safety design elements of the project, which aim to address the narrow
sidewalks and bike lane gaps that currently exist in the study area. Specifically, the project will
create a complete Class Ill bike lane which connects to the larger bike network and future Expo LRT
station. To improve pedestrian safety, the project will implement shorter pedestrian crossing
distances, widened and repaved sidewalks, pedestrian lights, new guardrails, and ADA curb ramps.

Mobility and recreation benefits are also key drivers of the total project benefits. The bike path
improved by the project will connect cyclists to the larger bike network and to the future LRT station.
This will improve mobility for cyclists using the corridor to access another location. Once the LRT
station opens, more pedestrian traffic is expected. The project will provide improved pedestrian
access to the station given the safety design elements mentioned above. Because the project will
also improve landscaping in the study area, pedestrians and cyclists may also choose to use the
corridor for recreation.

2 Screenshots of Model Results for Project

The following sections illustrate the results from the B/C Tool for the project. Each section provides a
screen shot of a worksheet in the B/C Tool with results of the project.
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2.1 Parameters

This screenshot illustrates the parameter values assumed in the model.

Figure 2-1. Parameters in the Tool

PARAMETERS

$26.07
$13.03
$5.42
20.38|min/trip
18.02|min/trip
15.83|min/trip

annual$/person
annual$/person

$4,130,347|

$81,393|$/crash
$7,624|$/crash

$/crash

Source: Appendix D, Local Roadway Safety: A manual for CA's Local Road Owners Caltrans. April 2013.

pertrip
pertrip

per trip

Average fuel price (November 2013-November 2014) based on EIA's Table
9.4: Retail Motor Gasoline and On_Highway Diesel Fuel Prices
http://www.eia.gov/totalenergy/data/monthly/pdf/sec9_6.pdf

Interagency Working Group on Social Cost of Carbon, United States
Government, Technical Support Document: Social Cost of Carbon for
Regulatory Impact Analysis Under Executive Order 12866, February 2010.

Average CA Annual Growth of Population (1955-2011)
Discount Rate used (same as Cal B/C Model)
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2.2 Miscellaneous

ATP - Cycle 2 - Part B & C- 2015

This screenshot illustrates other parameter values assumed in the model.

Figure 2-2. Additional Parameters used in the Tool

Estimated Annual Per Capita Cost Savings

_ (direct and/or indirect of physical activity)

Gross Domestic Product (GDP Deflator)

physical activity of $128 was determined by
taking the median value of ten noted studies
Source: The 2012 National Survey of Pedestrian and above for year 2006S. The updated 2014S value
Bicyclist Attitudes and Behaviors, Highlights Report.

Pedestrian & Bicycle Information Center.
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Recreation 33 Study/Agency Per Capita Cost Savings ($) Fiscal Year Chained GDP Price Index

Brerseorhealth _ _ _ |28 | | | _ T i T

Personalerrands _ _ __| 17 _ Washington DOH ___[__[_ ] (oo J__ | feoos [____ooms |

Vistafriendorrelative_ _| 8 _ Garrettetal. _ _ _I_ _| ) _ | ;20 B R £ 2 B 0984 __ _ |

Commuting to/from work 7 South Carolina DOH! 78 2008 0.9884

Commuting to/from school | ~ 4 (Georgia Department of Human Resour,_ 79 _ | _ | 2000~~~ R
Colditz | T 91 2010 1.0087
Minnesota DOH | >100 2011 1.0284

[Reasons forWalking  Percent| Goetzetal. ! 172 2012 1.0464
lPronketal. 7 1 T P aze [ _ | o3 _ L _ioe2_

Exercise orhealth_ _ _ | 39 _ Pratt | _j_30 j___ | [0ty _ j____ Lozl _ |

Personalerrands | 17 Michigan Fitness Foundation | 1175 _ 2015(est.) ) 1.0%6 _ |

Recreation 15 ! ! 2016 (est.) 1.1170

Walk the dog 7 2017 (est.) 1.1391

Visit a friend or relative 7 Source: NCHRP 552, Guidelines for Analysis of 2018 (est.) 1.1619

Commuting to/fromwork | 5 Investments in Bicycle Facilities, Appendix G. 2019(est.) ) 11852 |

Cgm_mgtiﬂg_toifrgm_s@ogl_ _3_

Required for my job 2 Note: An annual per-capita cost savings from

Source: Office of Management Budget, Budget of
the United States Government, Fiscal Year 2015
Table 10.1- Gross Domestic Product and Deflators
in the Historical Tables: 1940-2019.
http://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/default/files/
omb/budget/fy2015/assets/hist.pdf

page 217-218.
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2.3

Infrastructure Inputs

ATP - Cycle 2 - Part B & C- 2015

This screenshot illustrates the data inputs in the case of an infrastructure project.

Figure 2-3. Infrastructure Inputs
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Bike Projects (paily Person Trips for All Users) (Box1A) Project Costs (Box 1D)
Without Project With Project Non-SR2S Infrastructure Project Cost | $2,015,875
Existing 1 173| SR2S Infrastructure Project Cost ] S0
Forecast (1 Yrafter completion) ! 214 263'|
Commuters Recreational Users ATP Requested Funds (Box 1E)
Existing Trips - 35 _ _71I Non-SR2S Infrastructure ! _$1,612,700 |
New Daily Trips (estimate) I_ w e SR2S Infrastructure : 0
(1 YR aftercompletion) (actual) : 1 16)
CRASH DATA (EOX 1F) Last 5 Yrs Annual Average
Project Information- Non SR2S Infrastructure Fatal Crashes 0, 0|
Bike Class Type Bike Class Il Injury Crashes 19 3.8]
Average Annual Daily Traffic (AADT) 15001 PDO (0] | 0|
Pedestrian Projects (Daily Person Trips for All Users) (Box 1B) SAFETY COUNTERMEASURES (improvements) (Box 1G) YorN
_winauprojec_ witn P _ (Capitatized)
Existing [ 1601 o Pedestrian countdown signal heads LN
Forecast (1 YR after | 2241 [ 246? Signalized Pedestrian crossing | Y
project completion) Intersection | Advance stop bar before crosswalk Y
Without Project With Project Install overpass/underpass | N
Existing step counts : _____ OI ____ 0 Raised medians/refuge islands N _ _
(600 steps=0.3mi=L trip) Unsignalized  |Pedestrian crossing (new signs and markings only) I N
Existing miles walked T Ef i _____ 01 Intersection |Pedestrian crossing (safety features/curb extensions) . N
Pedestrian signals | N
Safe Routes to School (SR2S) (Box 1¢) Total Bike lanes | Y
Number of student enrollment 0 s Sidewalk/pathway (to avoid walking along roadway) ! N
Approximate no. of students livingalong Pedestrian crossing (with enhanced safety features) N
school route proposed forimprovement ____ 05 Pedestrian crossing ___N__
Percentage of students that currently walk or Other reduction factor countermeasures | N
bike to school E_______—Q;{’J
Projected percentage of students that will
walk or bike to school after the project 0.00%)
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2.4

ATP - Cycle 2 - Part B & C- 2015

Non-Infrastructure Inputs

This screenshot illustrates the data inputs in the case of a non-infrastructure project.

Figure 2-4. Non-Infrastructure Inputs

Outreach ( SR2S)- (Box 2A)

Participants (School Enrollment) 0
Current Active Trans Walker/Bicyclist Users __ 0
Percentage of Current Active Trans Walkers/Bicyclists 0%
Project Cost $0
ATP Requested Funds S0)
Duration of Outreach (months) 0
QOutreach to new users 0

Outreach (Non SR2S)- (Box28)

Participants ! 0|
Current Active Trans Walker/Bicyclist Users S 0j
Percentage of Current Active Trans Walkers/Bicyclists 0%
Project Cost | $0
ATP Requested Funds I 30
Duration of Outreach (months) 0
Outreach to new users | 0|

Perception (must be marked with an "x")- (ox2c)
Mark all applicable categories with an "x"

Outreach is Hands-on (self-efficacy)

Overcome Barriers (e.g., dist, time, etc.)

Eliminates Hazards/Threats (speed, crime, etc.)

Connected or Addresses Connectivity Challenge

Creating Value in Using Active Transportation

L

Promotional Effort (must be marked with an "x")- (Box2D)
Mark all applicable categories with an "x"

Effort Targets 5E'sor 5P's

Knowledgable Staff/Educator

Partnership/Volunteers

Creates Community Ownership/Relationship

Part of Bigger Effort (e.g., political support)

Weighted Score _

Weighted Score -

Age (must be marked with an "x")- (Box 2E)

et

Duration (must be marked with an "x")- (Box2F)

Longitudinal New Users

Mark only one category with an Mark only one category with an "x"

Younger than 10 One Day I |
10-12 One Month I !
| —]

13-24 One Year b
25-55 Multiple Years | |
55+ Continuous Effort | I
Weighted Score Weighted Score —

Projected New Active Trans Riders Projected New Active Trans Riders

Outreach to New Users _0_ Outreach to New Users 0
Weighted Value of Outreach 0.00 Weighted Value of Outreach I_ 000 !

Longitudinal New Users

A

ion:

CRASH DATA - (Box26G) Last5 Yrs Annual
Fatal Crashes ___0o___ _0_
Injury Crashes 0 0
PDO 0 0
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2.5 Non-Infrastructure—All

ATP - Cycle 2 - Part B & C- 2015

This screenshot illustrates calculations and benefit results in the case of a non-infrastructure project.

Figure 2-5. Non-Infrastructure Benefits—All

hl
Non Infrastructure- All

|Projected New ATP Users -

$

$

$

$

Did not q‘uantify mobility benefits.

Did not quantify recreational benefits.

reduction in Other Reduction Factor
Countermeasures.

Fuel saved

Emissions Saved

W
o

Underlying assumptions for calculations:

in Bicycling and Walking. Rails to Trails Conservancy, page 22.
http://www.railstotrails.org/resourcehandler.ashx?id=2948

3) Gasoline price per gallon is $3.41 (incl. tax)
4) Carbon price is $25 per ton (updated $2014 value)
5) 2,000 Ibs =1 ton

1) 1 mile drivenis ~0.05 gal ~ 1 b of CO2 based on US average 20mpg.
Source: Active Transportation for America: The Case for Increased Federal Investment

2) Assume users divert 1040 miles ( 4 miles (bike 3 mi, walk .6 mi) * 5days *52 weeks)

ESTIMATED SAFETY BENEFITS FROM POTENTIAL CRASH REDUCTION

o _Crash Reduction Factors (CRFs) 0% |
Service Life 5
T 1styear___| | $0|
Fatal Injury PDO Total
0 0 0
$3,750,837|  $80,000 $6,924
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2.6 SR2S Infrastructure

This screenshot illustrates calculations and benefit results in the case of a safe-route-to-school
(SR2S) infrastructure project.

Figure 2-6. SR2S Infrastructure Project Benefits
SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL
Infrastructure

Before Project

No. of students enroliment
Approximate no. of students living along
school route proposed for improvement

Assumpt?ons:

1) 180 school days

2) 2 miles distance to school =1 hour walk

3) Takes 1 hour back and forth to school grounds, used distance of 1 mile (composite for bike and walk)

Percent that currently walks/bikes to
school

Number of students that walk/bike to
school

4) Approximate no. of students living along school route proposed for improvement- we used this number for
before and after to get an actual increase number of ATP users or corresponding percentage.

5) We used the value of time for adults for SR2S since we did not quantify parents' time, and the
After Project community in general. Value of time for adults $13.03 vs. $5.42 for kids.
No. of students enrollment 6) Safety benefits are assumed to be the same as non-SRTS infrastructure projects.

Approximate no. of students living along
school route proposed for improvement
Projected percentage of students that will
walk or bike because of the project
Number of students that will walk/bike to
school after the project

ATP Shift

Emissions Saved -

Fuels Saved

$77,324]

Note that annual safety benefits are calculated here in the Tool even though the project does not
include SR2S data inputs. We believe this calculation should read zero.
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2.7 Results

This screenshot illustrates the results of the project, including project costs, total benefits, and
benefits by category.

Figure 2-7. Results

20 Year Invest Summary Analysis

Total Costs

Net Present Cost
Total Benefits

Net Present Benefit
Benefit-Cost Ratio

20 Year Itemized Savings
Mobility
Health
Recreational
Gas & Emissions
Safety

Funds Requested
Net Present Cost of Funds Requested
Benefit Cost Ratio
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2.8 Mobility

This screenshot illustrates the calculations and results of mobility benefits in the case of a non-SR2S
infrastructure project.

Figure 2-8. Mobility Benefits for non-SR2S Infrastructure Projects

ESTIMATED DAILY MOBILITY BENEFITS FROM THE PROJECT

Current Walk Counts Project Types

Total miles walked For Mvalues:

Total person Trips walked 20.38 min/trip OFF STREET Bike Class |

Total Steps walked 18.02 min/trip ON STREET w/o parking benefit Bike Class Il
15.83 min/trip ON STREET w/ parking benefit Bike Class Il

After the Project is Completed
Total miles walked

Total person trips walked
Total Steps walked

$13.03 Value of Time

600 steps=0.3mi=1trip

Converted miles walked to trips
Difference of person trips walked
Converted steps walked to trips

$1 Value of Total Pedestrian Environmental Impacts per trip

Current Bike Counts
Existing Commuters
New Commuters

Benefits, 2014 values
Annual Mobility Benefit (Walking)
Annual Mobility Benefit (Biking)

L RR

$126,668.21

Sources:
NCHRP 552 Methodology (Biking)
Heuman (2006) as reported by UK Dept of Transport and Guidance (walking)
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2.9 Health

This screenshot illustrates the calculations and results of health benefits in the case of a non-SR2S
infrastructure project

Figure 2-9. Health Benefits for non-SR2S Infrastructure Projects

YEARLY ESTIMATED HEALTH BENEFITS FROM THE PROJECT

INFRASTRUCTURE
Cycling:
New Cyclists 24.5]
GDP Deflator
Value of Health (ave.annual) $146 | 2006 0.9429
2014 1.0781
Annual Health Benefits $3,585.67 |
Walking:
New Walkers 112]
Value of Health $146|
Annual Health Benefits $16,391.64]
Total Annual Health Benefits $19,977|

Source: NCHRP 552- Guidelines for Analysis of Investments in
Bicycle Facilities, Appendix G.
(Estimated annual per capita cost savings of direct and/indirect)
of physical activity)
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2.10 Reduced Gas & Emissions Benefits

This screenshot illustrates the calculations and results of benefits from reduced gas and greenhouse
gas emissions in the case of a non-SR2S infrastructure project

Figure 2-10. Reduced Gas & Emissions Benefits for non-SR2S Infrastructure Projects

YEARLY ESTIMATED GAS AND EMISSION SAVINGS FROM THE PROJECT

INFRASTRUCTURE

New Pedestrians 112
New Bicyclists 25
Avoided VMT due to Walking 7,140
Avoided VMT due to Biking 6,156
Fuel Saved 2,267
Emissions Saved 166
Fuel and Emissions saved | $2,433 |

Underlying assumptions for calculations:

1) Bike miles traveled= 1.5 mi, walk miles traveled= .3 (CHTS)

2) Assume 50% of new walkers and cyclists choose not to drive their cars

3) 1 mile drivenis ~0.05 gal ~ 1 Ib of CO2 based on US average 20mpg.

Source: Active Transportation for America: The Case for Increased Federal Investment

in Bicycling and Walking. Rails to Trails Conservancy, page 22.
http://www.railstotrails.org/resourcehandler.ashx?id=2948

4) Gasoline price per gallon is $3.41 (incl. tax)
5) Carbon price is $25 per ton

6) 250 working days

7) 2,000 Ibs =1 ton
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2.11 Recreational Benefits

This screenshot illustrates the calculations and results of recreational benefits in the case of a non-
SR2S infrastructure project

Figure 2-11. Recreational Benefits for non-SR2S Infrastructure Projects

YEARLY ESTIMATED RECREATIONAL BENEFITS FROM THE PROJECT

Biking

New Recreational Users 16 $10‘I pertrip
New Commuters 11

ExistingRecreational Users 71 S4 pertrip

Value of Spending Recreational Time for $19,840

New Recreational Users

Valueof Spending Recreational Time for

. . | $35,216
[Existing Recreational Users & == |
Potential number of recreational time |

124
outdoors
Annual Biking Recreational Benefits $55,0561

Sources: NCHRP 552 for New Users and Commuters,

TAG (January 2010 UK's Department of Transport Guidance on the
Appraisal of Walking and Cycling Schemes) for Existing Users,

World Health Organization's HEAT for cycling (124 days- the observed
number of days cycled in Stockholm)

Walking

Total Recreational pedestrians _ 15%- See Misc. Tab

Value of Spending Recreational timefor | 412,264 S1 pertrip
all pedestrians T T

Potential number of recreational time | 365

outdoors |

|AnnuaIWaIking Recreational Benefits $12,264

Sources: Pedestrian and Bicycle Information Center.
TAG (January 2010 UK's Department of Transport Guidance on the
Appraisal of Walking and Cycling Schemes) for Existing Users.

Total Annual Recreational Benefits | $67,320 |
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2.12 Safety Benefits

This screenshot illustrates the calculations and results of safety benefits in the case of a non-SR2S infrastructure project

Figure 2-12. Safety Benefits for non-SR2S Infrastructure Projects

ESTIMATED SAFETY BENEFITS FROM POTENTIAL CRASH REDUCTION

SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION COUNTERMEASURES UNSIGNALIZED INTERESECTION COUNTERMEASURES ROADWAY COUNTERMEASURES

termeasures | Y N
rash Reduction Factors (CRFs) _I 25% I_I 25% 5% 1 75% _45% __25% |_||m§ I_l |w§| _80% _30% _35% L||H - S
Service Life 20 20 10 20 20 10 20 20 10 10 20
L mwu 324 mﬂﬂ 324 mbm 394 $231,971 $139,182 muw 324 mHow 253 m»uo 112 $108,253 $247,435 m $108,253 $30,929
m)rmm wwu 324 $46,394 FALSE m)rmm m)..mm FALSE FALSE mHom 253 FALSE LSE FALSE
- — _— SN S — _ — R
e L.I |._I m:ﬁl $46,3 ot s |IT _ |m _ %ﬁmkmm_l sl 7 |._I _sol__ sol " s77,02

Fatal Injury PDO Total

Assumption:
For Other Reduction Factor countermeasure, EAB assumes 20 years service life.
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2.13 Undiscounted Benefits

This screenshot illustrates the calculations of benefits over the life of the project. Total benefits are calculated on this sheet regardless of the
type of project (non-infrastructure SR2S, non-infrastructure non-SR2S, infrastructure SR2S, and infrastructure non-SR2S).

Figure 2-13. Undiscounted Benefits scaled up over Life of Project—Image 1 of 4

ECONOMIC EVALUATION (Constant Values) INFRASTRUCTURE - Non SR2S

Total Benefits

Mobility Benefits
Health Benefits

Recreational Benefits

Safety Benefits

Gas & Emission Benefits

[Total Costs
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Figure 2-14. Undiscounted Benefits scaled up over Life of Project—Image 2 of 4

INFRASTRUCTURE- SR2S

NON-INFRASTRUCTURE-Non-SR2S and SR2S

133

Page 133 | Attachment |



ATP - Cycle 2 - Part B & C- 2015

07-City of Santa Monica-1

Figure 2-15. Undiscounted Benefits scaled up over Life of Project—Image 3 of 4

COMBO PROJECTS- Non SR2s Infrastructure and Noninfrastructure COMBO PROJECTS- NonSR2S & SR2S Infrastructure
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Figure 2-16. Undiscounted Benefits scaled up over Life of Project—Image 4 of 4

SUMMARY OF QUANTIFIABLE BENEFITS AND COSTS

COMBO PROJECTS- SR2S Infrastructure_and Nonlinfrastructure
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2.14 Discounted Benefits

This screenshot illustrates the calculations of benefits over the life of the project, and then discounted into present value terms. Discounted
benefits are calculated on this sheet regardless of the type of project (non-infrastructure SR2S, non-infrastructure non-SR2S, infrastructure
SR2S, and infrastructure non-SR2S).

Figure 2-17. Discounted Benefits scaled up over Life of Project

SUMMARY OF QUANTIFIABLE BENEFITS AND COSTS
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3 Potential for Model Enhancements

Below we provide Caltrans with some feedback on the Benefit/Cost Tool as requested in Question
6B of this application. Feedback is divided by category, as described in Question 6B:

Types of Inputs

Applicability of mobility parameters—we note that several of the parameters used in
the model come from the National Cooperative Highway Research Program (NCHRP)
552 report. While this source provides good data, some of the assumptions may not be
well-suited to the types of projects proposed by LA Metro. For instance, the bike path
projects proposed by LA Metro are mostly small (.25 to 5 miles). The value of mobility
benefits provided in the NCHRP report range from 15.83 minutes per trip to 20.38
minutes per trip, depending on the class of the bike lane. But in the case of LA Metro’s
bike projects, it may not make sense to assume a person would be willing to spend an
additional 20.38 minutes per trip just to take a 5 mile bike path. Another difference to
consider is location—the NCHRP study was conducted in Minnesota. Thus the value of
having access to a bike path might be greater in a city like Los Angeles where there are
more days each year of suitable weather for biking.

City-specific parameters—we understand that this first version of the B/C Tool was kept
general so that it could be used by different cities throughout California. However, this
means that some of the parameters used may not be appropriate for a particular city. For
example, the two percent population growth rate assumed in the model is an average for
California from 1955 to 2011. However, currently the population growth rate in Los
Angeles is closer to 0.5 percent’, much smaller than the California average.

Construction start and end dates—allowing the B/C Tool to adapt to different
construction start and end dates depending on the project will provide a more precise
estimate of net benefits.

Calculation Logic

Discount methodology—the B/C Tool currently discounts the project costs and benefits
starting the same year, implying that benefits and costs begin at the same time. Benefits
generally start accruing after the project is complete, while costs are experienced at the
beginning. Caltrans may want to consider adapting the discounting formulas so that
benefits start after construction is complete.

Forecast methodology—currently the BC Tool grows each benefit category by the
population growth rate. Caltrans may want to consider adapting the B/C Tool to allow for
different growth factors for each benefit category, as the future growth of these benefit
categories may differ. For instance, generally a person’s value of time is expected to

! Average annual growth rate for population of Los Angeles. Retrieved from Southern California Association of
Governments, Draft , 2016 RTP/SCS Growth Forecast by Jurisdictions
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grow at approximately 1.2 percent per year’. Thus benefit categories that depend on a
person’s value of time will be affected by this growth rate.

SR2S Safety Benefits—it appears the B/C Tool includes safety benefits for SR2S
infrastructure projects into the project’s total benefits even when data is only entered for
non-SR2S infrastructure projects. Because the SR2S safety data is linked directly to the
result for safety benefits of non-SR2S infrastructure projects, this benefit is counted in
two places. Thus safety benefits are likely over-estimated for all non-SR2S projects.

Non-infrastructure project crash rate data—the B/C Tool uses the five-year crash rate
data provided (rather than the annual data) to calculate safety benefits for non-
infrastructure projects. This methodology differs from that of the infrastructure projects,
where the B/C Tool uses the annual crash rate data. We wanted to point out this
inconsistency.

Other Recommendations

Discounting benefit categories—Caltrans may want to consider discounting by benefit
category, rather than only discounting total benefits. This allows the user to compare the
present value of each type of benefit.

Potential time savings benefits—the B/C Tool could also consider the potential
benefits of travel time savings. For instance, if an ATP project improves bicycle access
on a commute route, it may in fact be quicker to bicycle to work rather than drive
depending on the level of traffic congestion, and the distance of the trip. Several streets
in Los Angeles currently suffer from gridlock congestion during certain hours of the day.
Another instance of time savings might occur for long-distance commuters when
transferring from Metrolink rail to the bus. Installing a bike path that improves the
connection from rail to bus could result in time-savings for public transit users

User Interface

Format of model parameters—many of the parameters assumed in the B/C Tool are
currently hard-coded into the cell formulas. To allow for a more adaptable and error-free
model, it is considered good practice to list all parameters on one sheet in the model, and
link formulas to this sheet. This way if the user wants to change an assumption, the edit
is only required in one location, and the change is automatically made throughout the
model.

2 U.S. DOT. The Value of Travel Time Savings: Departmental Guidance for Conducting Economic Evaluations
Revision 2 (2014 Update). July, 2014. Please refer to page 14.
http://www.dot.gov/sites/dot.gov/files/docs/USDOT%20VOT%20Guidance%202014.pdf
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Attachment I-8. California Conservation Corps (CCC) Correspondence

Re: City of Santa Monica - ATP Cycle 2 Application

Re: City of Santa Monica - ATP Cycle 2 Application

Active Transportatlon Program [|nqu|ry@atpcommun|tycorps.org]

Sent: Tuesday, May 26, 2015 5:08 PM

To: Linda Huynh [Linda.Huynh@smgov.net]

Cc: Sarah Lejeune [Sarah.Lejeune@smgov.net]; Christian, Adam; Jose Arroyo [Jose.Arroyo@smgov.net]; atp@ccc.ca.gov

Hello,

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

Thank you

On Thu, May 21, 2015 at 3:51 PM, Active Transportation Program <inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org>
wrote:
Hi,

Thank you for your inquiry. We are looking into your request and will get back to you by May 26th.

Thank you
Monica

On Wed, May 20, 2015 at 5:19 PM, Linda Huynh <Linda.Huynh@smgov.net> wrote:
Wei and Danielle,

The City of Santa Monica is preparing an ATP Cycle 2 Application for the Expo Station 4t Street
Linkages to Downtown and Civic Center project in which the CCC and/or certified community
conservation corps may be eligible to participate. For your review and consideration, please find
attached the following information: project title, project description, detailed estimate, project schedule,
project map, preliminary plan. Please let me know if you have any questions. | can be reached at 310-
458-8341.

We look forward to the opportunity to work with you.

Thank you,
Linda

Linda Huynh, Associate Planner
City of Santa Monica, Strategic & Transportation Planning Division
1685 Main Street, Room 212 Santa Monica, CA 90401

310.458.8341 x5058 | linda.huynh@smgov.net | www.smgov.net/pcd
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Attachment J. Letters of Support

A community non-profit dedicated to biking and
walking in the City of Santa Monica.

Working to make Santa Monica a more
sustainable, bikeable and walkable place to live,
work and play.

Local Chapter of the
Los Angeles County Bicycle Coalition

April Nitsos May 15,2015
Transportation Enhancements Program Coordinator

Division of Local Assistance, California Department of Transportation

1120 N St., MS-1

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Ms. Nitsos:

Santa Monica Spoke enthusiastically supports the City of Santa Monica’s Active Transportation
Program Cycle 2 application to improve the Expo Station and 4th Street linkages to Downtown
and the Civic Center.

Our groups mission focuses on making Santa Monica streets safer for people walking and biking,
and particularly for its most vulnerable road users like children, the elderly or disabled and those
who rely on public transportation to meet their daily needs. Creating streets that are comfortable
and safe promote a connection to the community, provide equity, and encourage safe, active and
healthy transportation in walking and biking.

Santa Monica Spoke participated with our community partners at Santa Monica Walks and other
local organizations to collect surveys that asked respondents where they felt the most vulnerable
walking was in Santa Monica. These surveys ranked the 4th St/Colorado Ave intersection and the
4th Street/Interstate 10 Freeway on/off-ramps as the #1 and #2 most uncomfortable places to walk
in the City.

The proposed ATP project will help by improving the safety and comfort of these locations
thereby encouraging a healthy, active community of people walking and biking through the
project’s installation of high visibility striping at signalized crosswalks and Sharrows, improved
pedestrian access with curb ramps and ADA compliance, upgrades to the 4th Street Bridge
guardrail that include a taller screen element with integrated lighting. With these improvements
that encourage people to walk and bike we can help reconnect the communities separated by
interstate 10 for the past 50 years with enhanced safety and access.

With the opening of the Metro Expo Line terminus at 5th St/Colorado, thousands of visitors will
arrive daily via public transit from all over the LA County will undoubtedly benefit from these 4th
Street safety enhancements. With this, the proposed ATP project will not only have a local benefit
but a significant regional impact as well. We appreciate your consideration of the City of Santa
Monica’s application under the Active Transportation Program and respectfully urge you to award
funding for this beneficial project.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Rose
Director
Santa Monica Spoke
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Attachment K

EXHIBIT 22-F

Request for State-Only ATP Funding

' Pagelof 2

Planning & Community Development Department
Strategic & Transportation Planning Division
1685 Main Street, Room 212

P.0. BOX 2200

Santa Monica, CA 20407-2200

City of
Sania Monica®

May 28, 2015

Leah Shepard

Caltrans District 7 Programming Liaison
1120 N Street, Room 4400, M5-82
Sacramento, CA 95814

Subiject: Reguest for ATP State-Only Funding
Dear Ms. Shepard:

The City of Santa Monica hereby requesis ATP State-only funding for the following project:
EXPO STATION 4™ STREET LINKAGES TO DOWNTOWN AND CIVIC CENTER

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The Expo Station 4th Street Linkages to Downtown and Civic Center project addresses
pedestrian and bicycle access and circulation needs associated with the future Downtown Expo
terminus station at 4" Street/Colorado Avenue, opening in Spring/Summer 2016. The City of
Santa Monica’s ATP Cycle 2 grant application requests funds for the following Phase 2 scope of
work: high-visibility striping at two signalized crosswalks; reconstruction of curb ramps at the
north end of the 4th Street Bridge and 4th Street/Olympic Drive intersection to ensure ADA
compliance; palm trees that are visible from a distance to provide visual wayfinding to and from
the station {which wili be identified with Metro-approved signature palm trees); upgrades to
the 4th Street Bridge guardrail, including a vine landscaped screening element, and pedestrian
lighting an the freeway bridge.

JUSTIFICATION:

A. Type of Work Infrastructure

B. Project cost 52,015,875

C. Status of Project Active
1. Beginning and Ending Dates of the Project | September 2016 — October 2019
2. Environmental Clearance Siatus Anticipated October 2017
3. R/W Clearance Status Anticipated April 2018

Teb: 310-458-8341 * Fax: 310-458-3380
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Attachment K
EXHIBIT 22-F
Request for State-Only ATP Funding
. Page2o0of 2
4, Status of Construction Anticipated to Begin May 2019
a) Proposed Advertising Date Anticipated December 2018

b} Proposed Contract and Construction Anticipated April 2019
Award Dates

D. Total Project Funding Plan by Fiscal Year ATP Funds:

E&P (PA&ED) - $120,000 (FY16/17)
PS&FE — $120,000 (FY17/18)

R/W — 540,000 (FY17/18)

CON —$1,332,700 (FY18/19)

Total ATP Funds Requested: $1,612,700

Local Match (Measure R Local Return}:
E&P (PAKED) — $30,000 (FY16/17)
PS&E ~ $30,000 {FY17/18)

R/W ~ $10,000 (FY17/18)

CON —$333,175 (FY18/19)

Total Match: $403,175

E. State specific reasons for requesting State-Only funds and why Federal funds should not be
used on the project.

The imminent opening of the Downtown Expo terminus station in 2016 makes the schedule for
this Project critical to the City of Santa Monica, as its implementation will ensure the safety and
comfort of increased pedestrian and bicyclist flows associated with access to the Downtown
Expo terminus station. This project provides critical access improvements to what is considered
the most regionally significant new multimodal transit facility to be constructed on Los Angeles
County’s Westside in many decades. If federal funds are included in the grant award from ATP
Cycle 2, the requirement to obtain NEPA environmental clearance will significantly delay the
City's ability to deliver these critical safety improvements to deliver important early ridership in
the first few years of operation.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
{Signature of Local Agency Representative):

Francie 5Stefan
Strategic and Transportation Planning Manager

Tel: 310-458-8341 * Fax: 310-458-3380
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