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07-City of South Gate-2

 ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM  -  CYCLE 2

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

PROJECT unique APPLICATION NO.:
Auto populated

Total ATP Funds Requested:  (in 1000s)

Auto populated

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

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

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

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

IMPLEMENTING AGENCY'S NAME:

IMPLEMENTING AGENCY'S ADDRESS

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

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

City of South Gate

8650 California Avenue

Candice Espinoza Assistant Engineer

323-357-9961 cespinoza@sogate.org

$ 2,250

07-City of South Gate-2

South Gate

CITY ZIP CODE

90280CA
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Project Partnering Agency:   Entities that are unable to apply for Active Transportation Program funds or that are unable to enter into a 
Master Agreement with the State must partner with an eligible applicant that can implement the project. In addition, entities that are 
unfamiliar with the requirements to administer a Federal-Aid Highway Program project may partner with an eligible applicant that
can implement the project.
If another entity (Partnering Agency) agrees to assume responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the facility,
documentation of the agreement (e.g., letter of intent) must be submitted with the project application, and a copy of the Memorandum of 
Understanding or Interagency Agreement between the parties must be submitted with the first request for allocation. For these projects, the 
Project Partnering Agency's information shall be provided below.
(The Grant Writer's or Preparer's information should not be provided)

PROJECT PARTNERING AGENCY'S NAME:

PROJECT PARTNERING AGENCY'S ADDRESS

PROJECT PARTNERING AGENCY'S CONTACT PERSON: CONTACT PERSON'S TITLE:

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

Long Beach Boulevard between Santa Ana Street and Tweedy Boulevard in the City of South Gate.

Improve Long Beach Boulevard streetscape with upgraded pedestrian lighting, enhanced crosswalks, flashing beacons, sidewalk 
repairs, curb ramps, and bicycle racks.

22

Long Beach Boulevard Pedestrian Improvements

MASTER AGREEMENTS (MAs):

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

Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans MA number

Implementing Agency's State Caltrans MA number

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

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

Application Number: out of Applications

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: (Max of 250 Characters)

PROJECT LOCATION: (Max of 250 Characters)

ZIP CODECITY

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

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

Project Coordinates: (latitude/longitude in decimal format) Lat. 33.953163 /long. -118.218943

Congressional District(s): 44

State Senate District(s): 33 State Assembly District(s): 63

Caltrans District(s): 07

County: Los Angeles County

MPO: SCAG

RTPA: Other

MPO UZA Population: Within a Large MPO (Pop > 200,000)

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

1,821

2,060

2,096

Class I

Sidewalk

Class II Class III Bicycle racks

Meets "Class I" Design Standards

Crossing

ESTIMATION OF ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION USERS

Existing Counts:             Pedestrians Bicyclists

One Year Projection:     Pedestrians Bicyclists

Five Year Projection:     Pedestrians Bicyclists

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

Bicycle: Other

Pedestrian: Other

Multiuse Trails/Paths: Other

DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES

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

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

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

Household Income  No Yes CalEnvioScreen  No Yes

Student Meals  No Yes Local Criteria  No Yes

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

CORPS

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

5.0

95.0

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

“Plan” applications to show as NI only

Development of a Plan in a Disadvantaged Community:  No Yes

If Yes, check all Plan types that apply:

Bicycle Plan

Pedestrian Plan

Safe Routes to School Plan 

Active Transportation Plan

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

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

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

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

Pedestrian Transportation              %  of Project

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

How many schools does the project impact/serve:

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

School name:

School address:

District name:

District address:

 Co.-Dist.-School Code:

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

Total student enrollment:

% of students that currently walk or bike to school%

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

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

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

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

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

mile

 %

 %

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

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

For all trails projects: 

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

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

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

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

PROJECT STATUS and EXPECTED DELIVERY SCHEDULE 

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

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

MILESTONE:                                      DATE COMPLETED      OR       EXPECTED DATE

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

* CEQA Environmental Clearance: 1/1/17

* NEPA Environmental Clearance: 1/1/17

CTC - PS&E Allocation: 3/1/17

CTC - Right of Way Allocation: N/A

* Right of Way Clearance & Permits: N/A

Final/Stamped PS&E package: 3/1/18

* CTC - Construction Allocation: 3/1/18

* Construction Complete: 3/1/19

* Submittal of “Final Report” 6/30/19

 %
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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:

$65

$262

$1,923

$2,250

$2,586

ATP funds for PA&D:

ATP funds for PS&E:

ATP funds for Right of Way:

ATP funds for Construction:

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

Total ATP funds being requested for this application/project: 

Local funds leveraging or matching the ATP funds: 

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

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

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

TOTAL PROJECT FUNDS:

 No Yes

ATP - FUNDING TYPE REQUESTED:

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

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

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

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

$336
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ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM  -  CYCLE 2 
Part B:  Narrative Questions 

(Application Screening/Scoring)  
 

Project unique application No.: 07-City of South Gate-2 

Implementing Agency’s Name: City of South Gate 
 

 
 
Important:  

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

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

 
 

Table of Contents 
Screening Criteria Page:  8 
Narrative Question #1 Page:  10 
Narrative Question #2 Page:  15 
Narrative Question #3 Page:  18 
Narrative Question #4 Page:  22 
Narrative Question #5 Page:  24 
Narrative Question #6 Page:  27 
Narrative Question #7 Page:  29 
Narrative Question #8 Page:  30 
Narrative Question #9 Page:  31 
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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.  

 
1.  Demonstrated fiscal needs of the applicant: 

The Active Transportation Program (ATP) is now the only state competitive program providing funding for 

bicycle and pedestrian projects like this one.  Regional and local funding sources for active projects have 

decreased dramatically as the Transportation Activities Enhancement Program, much of which had been 

programmed by the regions, was discontinued and replaced by the Transportation Alternatives Program 

distributed through the ATP.  State Transportation Improvement Program funds, as well as local subvention 

dollars, are also projected to decline 65 percent from FY 2014-15 to 2015-16. Compounding the issue, federal 

surface transportation dollars have not been growing at a rate sufficient to keep pace with increased needs 

and costs. 

The City of South Gate receives approximately $4.3 million annually in combined local return sales tax and 

TDA funds, the majority of which is committed to roadway maintenance and transit operations, with only a 

small share left over for new capital improvements. In addition, some of these funds come with eligibility 

restrictions that curtail their use on active transportation projects. To fund these pedestrian improvements 

on its own, the City would have to accumulate several years’ worth of local return funds. See 

http://www.cityofsouthgate.org/ArchiveCenter/ViewFile/Item/74 and 

https://southgateca.opengov.com/transparency#/1257/breakdown=368CCAF982144151B6FF556AA1148FFB

&accountType=expenses&graph=stacked&selection=00B76F5FFF58E06DA13EF37074489DAC&legend_sort=c

oa&saved_view=null&fiscal_start=earliest&fiscal_end=latest  

for the City’s current fiscal year budget and funding for capital improvements.  

In order for the City of South Gate to be able to make meaningful progress toward implementing the bicycle 

and pedestrian improvements included in this project, our limited local funding must be used to leverage 

state and federal resources. The City has committed $336,250 or 13.0% in local match. The remaining 

$2,250,290 or 87.0% is needed from the ATP Cycle 2. 
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2. Consistency with Regional Plan.  

The proposed project is consistent with the 2012–2035 Regional Transportation Plan and Sustainable 

Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS), which seeks to develop a comprehensive and interconnected network of 

bicycle and pedestrian facilities throughout the Southern California region to increase transportation options. 

The Long Beach Boulevard pedestrian improvements directly support the following two RTP/SCS policy goals 

and objectives related to active transportation:  

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 congestion/transportation management 
tool. 
 
Goal 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. 
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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) 
 

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

The project proposes to improve 1.5 miles of Long Beach Boulevard pedestrian and bicycle facilities.  

Currently, the boulevard features insufficient and substandard pedestrian facilities, which discourage walking 

trips in a highly concentrated commercial and residential district. The existing project location along Long 

Beach Boulevard is a 70-foot wide auto-oriented thoroughfare with 2 lanes in each direction. There are 4 to 

15 feet wide parkways on both sides of the street, often narrower due to encroaching obstructions such as 

sign posts, landscaping, and utility boxes. Gaps in the sidewalk create a disjointed walkway for pedestrians. 

Existing curb ramps are substandard, inconveniently located, or pointed in the wrong directions. Street lights 

are often obstructed by mature tree canopies, compromising the visibility of pedestrians and motorists alike 

and creating unsafe conditions at crosswalks and intersections.   

The project is estimated to double the pedestrian activity due to the interconnections made by the project; 

this equates to a future pedestrian volume of 290 trips in the peak hour. The increase is expected to be 

comprised of inter-business activity, transit use to local restaurants and services, residents walking from 

nearby homes, and students walking to and from school. In addition, the installation of pedestrian level street 

lighting will encourage pedestrians to use the walkways at night due to increased safety with the elimination 

of dark spots.  Five years after project completion in 2025, there will be a 11.4 percent projected increase to 

3,175 daily pedestrian trips along Long Beach Boulevard between Santa Ana Street and Tweedy Boulevard, 

measured against estimated current levels of 2,824 daily pedestrian trips in 2015.  In Year five, pedestrian 

trips will be 7.3 percent higher than they would have been under a no-build scenario. 

In terms of the composition of pedestrians and bicyclists along Long Beach Boulevard, the local employment 

is largely manufacturing, educational services, and health care.  Employees of these businesses rely 

extensively on walking and public transportation to access their workplaces. The occupations of South Gate 

residents, on the other hand, are primarily sales and office oriented. The median age is 29.1, with a high 

percentage of households with one or more people under 18 years, all candidates for walking and transit use. 

Thirty-one percent of the South Gate population is under the age of 18, so there is a large demand for public 

transportation and walkways to get to school and other activity centers. The median household income in 

South Gate is $41,990 and approximately 20 percent of the households are below the poverty level.  
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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 X 
c. closure of gaps  
d. other improvements to routes X 
e. educates or encourages use of existing routes  

The proposed Long Beach Boulevard pedestrian improvements span almost the entire length of the City in a 

north-south orientation, connecting together neighborhood-serving retail, regional shopping destinations, 

schools, single- and multi-family residential areas, as well as transit and community facilities. The proposed 

project will directly address the following mobility needs and challenges: 

Removal of barrier to mobility. Existing sidewalk along Long Beach Boulevard is cluttered with signs, trees, 

utilities and other hardscaping elements that impede a continuous walking path for pedestrians. Often, 

pedestrians must make sharp turns to avoid or walk between these obstructions. The proposed project will 

create a "furniture zone" along the entire project length between the walkway and street curb, where all 

street lighting, signs, landscaping, and utilities will be placed. This will help create a clear, continuous 

accessible path that will be beneficial for all pedestrians.   

Many crosswalks in the Project area lack curb ramps, or the existing curb ramps are substandard, 

inconveniently located, or pointed in the wrong directions. The proposed project will address this issue by 

installing ADA compliant curb ramps at all crossings and more visible striping. The installation of new curb 

ramps will make the project fully accessible and help promote walking to the surrounding communities.  

Other Improvements to Routes. The Project is designed to complement and promote neighborhood walk trips 

to key destinations along this mixed-use, medium-density corridor. Those who use these facilities will be able 

to patronize and support local businesses without using their cars. An improved streetscape will increase 

visual interest for the pedestrian and encourage investment by local businesses in creating a more vibrant 

street presence. At its southern terminus, the Project is meant to interface with Tweedy Boulevard, the City’s 

traditional Main Street, and to support first-last mile connections, with both Metro bus service and the GATE 

Trolley system offering frequent service on this segment of Long Beach Boulevard. The proposed design 

features will blend harmoniously with existing private developments and offer better pedestrian access and 
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more recreational opportunities. Improved lighting and landscaping in the project area are also anticipated to 

enhance the bicyclist experience. 

Long Beach Boulevard at the intersections of Willow Place, Liberty Boulevard, and Illinois Avenue are used as 

safe route to school paths for Liberty Elementary School (K-5 grade, 514 students), South Regional High 

School No.9 (grades 9-12, 1,431 students), Stanford Elementary School ( K-5 grade, 750 students), and 

Stanford Primary School Center (Kindergarten only). On Tweedy Boulevard, South East High School has 2,300 

students.  The East Los Angeles College Education Center, also located in the project area, has 4,500 students 

and 3,000 students take classes at the South Gate Adult Learning Center.  

The project will improve accessibility of activity centers along Long Beach Boulevard, including professional 

offices, retail shops, restaurants, schools, churches and other public facilities. There are approximately 187 

businesses in the Long Beach Corridor, including the South Gate Plaza Shopping.  On weekend mornings, 

residents can be seen walking to and from the Redeemer Lutheran Church and School, and the Stanford 

Avenue Park. 

The area is served by the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro); nine bus lines 

operate within 0.25 miles of the Project area.  Within the project area itself, there are 14 transit stops with 

bus shelters at some locations.  The project’s improved lighting, elimination of gaps in the sidewalks, and ADA 

improvements will help the existing transit-dependent population better connect to the existing transit 

service.  These improvements will also support the opportunity for new transit riders by making access easier, 

safer, and generally more pleasant.    

While the City of South Gate does not currently have any planned future development in the area, a number 

of potential development sites have been identified as potential mixed-use developments. Some planned 

zoning changes within the City may enhance the potential for development at these sites.  In addition, the 

new East Los Angeles Community College at the corner of Firestone Boulevard and Santa Fe Avenue is 

proposing a 9,000 student campus with the potential to increase enrollment to 18,000.  The Azteca Market 

on 9020 Long Beach Blvd is a 3-story 6,000 square foot market that has yet to open, but is in the final stages 

of construction and will be opening in the very near term.  The pedestrian improvements included in this 

project will support the connectivity of these new facilities to the residents of the Long Beach Boulevard 

influence area. 
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C. Referencing the answers to A and B above, describe how the proposed project represents one of the 
Implementing Agencies (and/or project Partnering Agency’s) highest unfunded non-motorized active 
transportation priorities.      (6 points max.) 

The proposed project improvements will complement the City of South Gate's existing initiatives encouraging 

residents to walk, bike, and use public transit to access activity centers. The City strongly promotes the use of 

transit, walking and bicycling through the support of its local transit system, Get Around Town Express (GATE), 

which provides 17 stops throughout the City and runs in 20 minute intervals. The City also sponsors a 

program that offers discounts to METRO monthly pass users. The project improvements will create streets 

that are safer and more inviting for non-motorized users by offering viable pedestrian and bicycle areas. 

Transit stops will be integrated into the pedestrian fabric as an equal partner in the various choices to travel 

up and down Long Beach Boulevard. Bicycle and pedestrian amenities such as benches, lighting, and bike 

racks will further promote these active transportation modes.  These investments do much to support the 

City’s current efforts to promote active transportation and transit.    

In addition to the transit programs that the City supports, South Gate’s General Plan emphasized the 

importance of a transportation system that is compatible with walkable and livable neighborhoods.  It 

encourages the availability and convenience of alternative transportation modes, including transit, bicycling 

and walking.  The project is also consistent with the Los Angeles County Master Plan and the Metro Long 

Range Transportation Plan; both promote multi-modal mobility and emphasize alternatives to the 

automobile.  
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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.) 

Data on the project location’s history of collisions was obtained from the South Gate Police Department, 

which recorded a total of 6,214 traffic collisions in South Gate from 2003 to 2007, the most recent timeframe 

for which analysis was readily available. Of these, 1,091 (about 218 per year) involved injuries and 15 (about 3 

per year) resulted in fatalities. The majority of injury and fatality incidents occurred on South Gate’s high-

volume streets, most notably Long Beach Boulevard, Firestone Boulevard and Tweedy Boulevard. The 

proposed project segment shares intersections with both Firestone Boulevard and Tweedy Boulevard.  

The City highlights this history of collisions because, although not all of these incidents involved pedestrians 

or bicyclists, unsafe driver behavior accounted for the largest percentage of injuries sustained by non-

motorized users on this segment of Long Beach Boulevard, according to data extracted from the UC Berkeley 

Transportation Injury Mapping System (TIMS) over a five-year period from January 2008 to December 2012.  

A total of 26 injuries (11 pedestrian and 15 bicyclist) were reported on the segment of Long Beach Boulevard  

between Santa Ana Street and Tweedy Boulevard. 12% of these injuries involved drivers using the wrong side 

of the road.  

 

Motor Vehicle Collision With 
Within Project Limits   

Fatalities  Injuries Total 
AIS Severity Level 1 2 3 4   
Pedestrian 0 1 3 7 11 
Bicyclist 0 2 8 5 15 
Total 0 3 11 12 26 

 
  



 07-City of South Gate-2  ATP - Cycle 2 - Part B & C - 2015 

Page | 16 
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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.  
- Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users. X 
- Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, 
including creating physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users. 

X 

- Improves local traffic law compliance for both motorized and non-motorized users.  
- Addresses inadequate traffic control devices.  
- Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized 
users. 

 

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

 

 

The City has incorporated proven safety countermeasures into the design of the proposed Project to address 

the history of collisions documented in the response to Question 2A.  

Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users. Sidewalk gaps and 

sidewalk obstructions will be eliminated to create a continuous walkway. The railroad track crossing at the 

intersection of Long Beach Boulevard and Ardmore Avenue is particularly cumbersome location where gaps in 

the sidewalk network expose pedestrians to greater risk of collision. During a field walk assessment, the City 

observed a disabled woman in a motorized wheelchair navigating this area with difficulty, due to the uneven, 

bumpy pavement. The pedestrian signal phase was barely long enough to allow her to reach the railroad 

tracks, which operates as a de facto median refuge. The lack of adequate striping at this intersection also led 

to the intrusion of stopped vehicles into the crosswalk on Long Beach Boulevard. The construction of missing 

sidewalks and replacement of substandard curb ramps will make the boulevard accessible to all users.  

Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users. Crosswalks and mid-

block crossings will be enhanced with textured, contrasting pavement and high visibility striping for improved 

pedestrian safety and greater driver compliance.  New pedestrian street lighting will illuminate several dark 

sections of sidewalk due to incomplete street lighting oriented to the street only. 
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Part B: Narrative Questions  
 

QUESTION #3 PUBLIC PARTICIPATION and PLANNING (0-15 POINTS) 
 
Describe the community based public participation process that culminated in the project/program proposal or 
will be utilized as part of the development of a plan.   

 

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) 

Public input was an essential part of planning this Project as part of an overall Bicycle and Pedestrian 

Transportation Plan adopted by the City Council in 2012. Comprehensive public outreach enabled the 

consultant team and city staff to learn about the pedestrian and bicycling environment in South Gate, to 

understand the community’s needs and desires, and to set priorities. The outreach program included a 

Technical Advisory Committee comprised of representatives from: 

• South Gate Community Development Department 

• South Gate Public Works Department 

• Hartzog  &  Crabill  Inc.,  the  City’s  Traffic Engineering Consultant 

• South Gate Police Department 

• Los Angeles Unified School District 

• South Gate Code Enforcement 

• South Gate Planning Commission 

• South Gate Parks and Recreation Department 

• Residents and local business owners 

The committee also contained several avid bicyclists who either work or live in the City.  In addition, social 

media, a bicycle survey instrument, and a number of public meetings were included in the outreach effort. 

 

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

For the Bicycle and Pedestrian Transportation Plan development, a Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) 

formed of key stakeholders from the city and the community was developed. In addition, a survey was 

conducted to help the City and TAC in understanding who is bicycling in South Gate and what types of trips 

they are taking.  The survey also solicited input related to the types of improvements bicyclists would like to 

see made.  The City of South Gate’s website provided a link to the survey, and the city emailed constituents 

about the survey using city listserves.  Paper surveys were available at all the parks and community centers in 
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South Gate.  The survey received 207 responses. The findings are organized into four subsections: (1) 

information about the survey respondents, (2) reasons for bicycling in South Gate, (3) barriers to bicycling in 

South Gate, and (4) suggestions for bikeways and bicycle parking locations. 

During the planning process, the City also held three public workshops. The first public workshop presented 

the overall scope of the planning effort and the types of bikeways and other facilities that could be proposed. 

Participants drew on maps to show where they would like to see bikeways and bike parking. The second 

workshop presented the draft bikeway network. Proposed routes were ranked by participants of the public 

meeting.  The third workshop invited the public to comment on the draft plan. 

The City invited the public to provide further input through email, fax, or mail.  All public comments were 

taken into consideration, and many of the recommendations and suggestions were incorporated into the 

Plan.  In addition, social media such as Facebook was employed to announce meetings and solicit input.  For 

example, a meeting January 12, 2012 was held at the South Gate Senior Center during the Bicycle 

Transportation Plan development.  Childcare was provided at this event (see Attachment I-3). 

Along with the public outreach conducted for the Bicycle Transportation Plan, the City of South Gate’s 2035 

General Plan also involved a rigorous public 

outreach effort.  From the start of the General 

Plan process, the City sought to aggressively 

implement the state’s requirement for public 

engagement through a blend of grassroots 

community outreach, culturally sensitive 

engagement, and participatory planning 

techniques. The outreach process involved 

hundreds of diverse residents in the 

development of a vision for the future of South 

Gate, and it led to the city’s receipt of a Public 

Outreach Award from the Los Angeles Section of 

the American Planning Association in 2007.  

Discussion related to Long Beach Boulevard land 

use, health, and transportation was a focus of 

the Plan’s public outreach efforts.   

In preparation for the Healthy Community 
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Element, South Gate conducted three public workshops to educate residents about the relationship between 

planning and health, to better understand the community’s priorities for health, and to provide an 

opportunity for citizens to discuss their concerns about the overall health in the community, and the quality 

and safety of the pedestrian environment. More than 100 people attended these workshops. The data 

gathered at these workshops directly informed the content of the Healthy Community Element.  

For the Mobility element of the 2035 General Plan, South Gate held a Transportation public workshop 

focused on the City’s major transportation challenges and opportunities.  During the workshop, resident input 

was solicited.  Workshop participants emphasized the general need for expanded public transit and a safer 

and more inviting pedestrian network. Residents also provided invaluable “on-the-ground” knowledge of 

specific problem areas and circulation patterns in South Gate, which included potential solutions for specific 

intersections, locations of future bicycle and pedestrian facilities, concepts for specific streets, and locations 

of public transportation improvements, among other items.  The information collected through this public 

outreach process fed directly into the Mobility Element of the General Plan and informed the project for 

which funding is being requested. 

 

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) 

Based on the results of an initial community workshop and a citywide survey on bicycling, a draft bikeway 

network was developed and vetted with City staff and the TAC as part of the Bicycle Transportation Plan. 

The network was presented to the public in a community workshop, and feedback related to the routes 

was solicited.  Input was incorporated and a draft plan for the City staff and public to review was 

developed.  The final plan is the product of a process that emphasized stakeholder participation and 

public feedback.  

For the City’s General Plan, numerous public meetings and workshops were held to establish General Plan 

Goals and objectives. A transportation focus group was an important element of the public outreach effort, 

particularly with respect to the Mobility component of the General Plan.   In addition, the General Plan team 

conducted interviews at the beginning of the General Plan process with the community’s major stakeholders 

– such as city officials and local leaders in the fields of business, education, transportation, development, 

social services, and planning.  There is no known opposition to this project. 

The public outreach components of these planning efforts helped to narrow City priorities with respect to 

active transportation location and priority investments. 
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D. Describe how stakeholders will continue to be engaged in the implementation of the project/program/plan.  
(1 points max) 

Building on the public outreach experiences of the City through the Bicycle Transportation Plan and General 

Plan 2035 development, additional community outreach will be conducted as part of the NEPA/CEQA 

environmental clearance process.  Additionally, the City will establish and maintain a project web site to keep 

residents and businesses informed of important updates and milestones.   
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Part B: Narrative Questions  
QUESTION #4 IMPROVED PUBLIC HEALTH (0-10 points) 
 
• NOTE: Applicants applying for the disadvantaged community set aside must respond to the below questions 

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

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

South Gate, as part of the San Antonio Health District defined by the Los Angeles County Department of 

Public Health (LACDPH), has a higher rate of people (20 percent higher for adults and 40 percent higher for 

children) who report being in poor or fair health overall than is found in Los Angeles County as a whole. The 

City’s health challenges include high rates of obesity and death rates from diabetes, poor nutrition, lower-

than-average access to healthcare, and higher-than-average rates of poverty.  

District data also suggests that obesity, which is strongly affected by lack of physical activity, may be a critical 

public health problem for South Gate. This is borne out by the fact that 68.0 percent of South Gate residents 

are obese or overweight, compared to 56.4 percent of residents in Los Angeles County and 56.1 percent state-

wide. These rates also have been increasing at nearly twice the rate of Los Angeles County since 1999, thus 

making obesity a major issue for the City. 

Residents of South Gate have lower than average access to insurance and health care facilities. With 32 

percent of adults and 12 percent of children uninsured, South Gate and surrounding cities have about 50 

percent more uninsured residents than the County as a whole. South Gate’s high rate of uninsured residents is 

a public health problem with wide-ranging negative impacts resulting from lack of treatment for treatable 

diseases and lack of preventative care. Even if residents are insured, there are a limited number of health care 

facilities in the City. There are no hospitals in South Gate, though there are some relatively close by. Close-by 

facilities include St. Francis Medical Center in Lynwood, the Bell Gardens Health Center, Downey Regional 

Medical Center, and AltaMed Health Services in Pico Rivera. 

 

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

The City of South Gate has partnered with the Kaiser Foundation and the Los Angeles County Department of 

Public Health to develop the Healthy Community Element of its 2035 General Plan (see Attachment I-4). 

Recognizing the interconnectedness of transportation, land use, and public health, the General Plan takes a 

holistic, integrated approach to improving the well-being of South Gate residents. The proposed pedestrian 
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improvements help to advance the implementation of the Healthy Community Element by remedying current 

streetscape conditions that discourage walking for the approximately 28% of all household trips taken in the 

SCAG region that are one mile or less. These types of trips are missed opportunities for physical exercise that 

can be easily integrated into daily routines.  Specifically, this Project will:  1) promote more walk trips and 

increase both the number of steps taken and calories burned by children and adults; 2) provide more 

desirable conditions for first-last mile connections with transit; and 3) reduce the number of vehicles picking 

up or dropping off children at nearby Liberty Elementary School ( K-5 grade, 514 students), South Regional 

High School No.9 (grades 9-12, 1,431 students), Stanford Elementary School ( K-5 grade, 750 students), and 

Stanford Primary School Center (Kindergarten only). Idling vehicles produce higher than average amounts of 

pollutants, which are then concentrated around schools.  

The Center for Disease Control recommends that adults average at least 22 daily minutes in moderate 

physical activity, such as brisk walking, to stay fit and healthy. One year after completion, the Project will 

generate 134 additional daily walk trips, equivalent to 80,400 more steps taken per day, and an average 10 

minute increase 1 in daily physical activity per each additional person trip—almost 50% of the CDC 

recommended goal. Overall, fewer than half of South Gate residents achieve this target, but most public 

transportation passengers do meet this target while walking to and from transit stops. In multivariate 

analysis, rail users, minorities, people in households earning <$15,000 a year, and people in high-density 

urban areas are more likely to spend ≥30 minutes walking to and from transit daily. 

Concurrently, new research by the journal Health Affairs shows medical spending averages $1,400 more a 

year for an obese person than for someone who is a normal weight. The Trust for Public Land (TPL) also 

estimates that modest amounts of physical activity can reduce annual medical costs by $250 for people under 

60, and by as much as $500 for people over 60, for those who are not necessarily overweight or obese. From 

this standpoint, increased walk trips associated with the Long Beach Boulevard improvements may play a 

direct role in lowering health care costs for residents who are uninsured or underinsured.  

. 

  

                                                            
1 based on average 0.3 mi trip 
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Part B: Narrative Questions  
 

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

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 
Tract(s) 

Median 
Income Population 

CES  Project Nexus to Disadvantaged Communities 
Score Percentile Located Within Directly Benefits 

6037535605 $36,811 4,306 39.93 81-85% X X 
6037535501 $37,466 3,836 48.91 91-95% X X 
6037535603 $36,324 3,446 50.63 91-95% X X 
6037534804 $34,746 4,059 42.01 81-85%   X 
6037535503 $29,147 2,417 44.43 86-90%   X 
6037535803 $35,852 4,135 39.05 76-80%   X 
6037535604 $38,150 4,369 45.55 86-90%   X 
6037534803 $32,083 4,565 53.01 91-95%   X 
6037535607 $48,295 4,343 44.61 86-90%   X 
6037534802 $42,969 2,806 41.34 81-85%   X 
6037535606 $30,000 1,915 49.89 91-95%   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? X  

 
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. X 

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

Option 4. Alternative criteria for identifying disadvantaged communities.  

 

 

B. For proposals located within disadvantage community: (5 points max) 
 
What percent of the funds requested will be expended in the disadvantaged 
community? Explain how this percent was calculated. 

100% 

The proposed Project on Long Beach Boulevard between Santa Ana Street and Tweedy Boulevard is 100 

percent located within Los Angeles County Census tracts (5356.05, 5355.01, and 5356.03), ranked among the  
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top 25 percent disadvantaged communities in the State, based on the California Communities Environmental 

Health Screen Tool 2.0 (CalEnvironScreen) score. All funds requested will be expended in these communities.  

 

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. 

As documented in the response to Question 4A, the residents of South Gate are a disadvantaged group, 

based on their disproportionately high rates of obesity, death rates from diabetes, poor nutrition, level of 

access to health insurance, and exposure to safety hazards at dangerous intersections. This Project will 

provide a direct, meaningful, and assured benefit to local residents in South Gate who can now walk safely on 

a sidewalk (rather than in the street) to access local shopping centers, community facilities and resources. 

Project improvements will also include installing ADA-compliant curb ramps, thus opening up access and 

improving mobility for pedestrians in wheelchairs, another disadvantaged group. 

For longer trips, this Project will enhance access to transit stops located along Long Beach Boulevard, which is 

served by nine local and regional bus routes. The expectation is that, once encouraged to walk more, 

residents will also become more knowledgeable about transit options and be induced to access community 

resources that improve their overall health and well-being, such as fresh food at the weekly South Gate 

Farmers Market, held on Mondays at the northwest corner of Tweedy Blvd and Pinehurst Ave. The farmer’s 

market is located approximately 2.0 miles from the southern terminus of the Project and accessible via a 

connecting bus trip on Metro Route 117 or the GATE Trolley Eastside Route, as well as a planned Class II bike 

lane along Tweedy Boulevard. 
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Part B: Narrative Questions  

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

A. Describe the alternatives that were considered and how the ATP-related benefits vs. project-costs varied 
between them.  Explain why the final proposed alternative is considered to have the highest Benefit to Cost 
Ratio (B/C) with respect to the ATP purpose of “increased use of active modes of transportation”.  (3 points 
max.)     

  In selecting this alternative, the City contemplated a number of bike and pedestrian improvements. The 

City’s Bicycle Master Plan identifies Long Beach Boulevard as a future bike-friendly corridor. Accordingly, Class 

II bike lanes were considered, particularly because they would intersect with existing facilities on Tweedy 

Boulevard, generating a “network effect” likely to result in citywide increases in bicycle trips. A geometric 

analysis of the roadway determined that existing roadway is not wide enough to accommodate bike lanes 

without the elimination of travel lanes.  Because the project area represents a relatively short segment of a 

major arterial traversing multiple jurisdictions, removing lanes (i.e., a road diet) would have created 

chokepoints as the road narrowed and widened at the Project limits.  Given the technical issues involved, the 

City decided that the most cost-effectiveness alternative would focus on increasing neighborhood walk trips 

to the multiple activity centers located along the corridor and defer to a future project phase the more 

expensive treatments required to make Long Beach Boulevard, at 70’ wide and with over 25,000 ADT, 

adequately attractive and safe for cyclists.  

 

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.) 
  

The ATP Benefit/Cost Tool estimates that the benefit to cost (B/C) ratio for this Project will be 4.52. This 

means that the project will leverage every dollar in costs to generate $4.52 in benefits. The project has a 

positive net present value of $5.67 million in benefits (discounted at 4 percent), and the benefit to funds 

requested ratio for this Project is 5.65.  

The ATP Benefit/Cost Tool assumes a 2.0 percent population growth rate based on historic growth rates in 

California from 1955 to 2011. However, the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) estimates 

that many areas in the SCAG region will grow at a much lower rate between now and 2040 (approximately 0.5 

percent). Therefore, a future iteration of the ATP Benefit/Cost Tool may wish to provide more localized 
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assumptions for population growth. This will help take into account the difference between benefits in higher 

versus lower-growth areas of the State. Additional feedback on potential model enhancements for the next 

cycle of the ATP Benefit/Cost Tool is documented in Attachment I-6.  
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Part B: Narrative Questions  
Detailed Instructions for:    Question #7 

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

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

The total project cost is estimated to be $2,380,200. The City is providing non-ATP funds toward eligible costs 

in the amount of $336,250, for a leveraging percentage of 14.1%. The City of South Gate is requesting an ATP 

Cycle grant award of $2,043,950 to implement the proposed improvements.   
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Part B: Narrative Questions  
Detailed Instructions for:    Question #8 

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

 

Step 1:  Is this an application requesting funds for a Plan (Bike, Pedestrian, SRTS, or ATP Plan)?  
☐   Yes (If this application is for a Plan, there is no need to submit information to the corps 

and there will be no penalty to applicant:  0 points) 

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

   

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

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

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

 

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

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

☒   Applicant intends to utilize the CCC or a certified community conservation corps on the 
following items listed below 

• Install bike shelters and bike racks 

• Plant trees 

• Traffic control 

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

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

 

In the past five years, the City of South Gate was awarded Cycle 2 Federal Safe Routes to School (SRTS) funds 

for non-infrastructure programs at 16 schools. With these funds, the City has successfully delivered a SRTS 

Plan for South Gate Middle School and plans to create a citywide SRTS plan with coordinated policies and 

efforts for each of the other schools. 

 

B. Caltrans response only: 
Caltrans to recommend score for deliverability of scope, cost, and schedule based on the overall 
application.   
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Part C:  Application Attachments  
Applicants must ensure all data in this part of the application is fully consistent with 

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

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

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

Application Signature Page Attachment A 
Required for all applications 

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

Engineer’s Checklist Attachment C 
Required for Infrastructure Projects 

Project Location Map Attachment D 
Required for all applications 

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

Photos of Existing Conditions Attachment F 
Required for all applications 

Project Estimate Attachment G 
Required for Infrastructure Projects 

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

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

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

Additional Attachments Attachment K 
Additional attachments may be included.  They should be organized in a way that allows application 
reviews easy identification and review of the information. 
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1 of 2

Date:

Project Title:
District

07

Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total
E&P (PA&ED) 75 75
PS&E 301 301
R/W
CON 2,210 2,210
TOTAL 376 2,210 2,586

ATP Funds

Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total
E&P (PA&ED) 65 65
PS&E 262 262
R/W
CON 1,923 1,923
TOTAL 327 1,923 2,250

ATP Funds

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

ATP Funds

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

ATP Funds

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

ATP Funds

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

5/27/2015

Notes:

Notes:

Notes:

Notes:

Notes:

DO NOT FILL IN ANY SHADED AREAS
Funding Information:

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

Funding Agency

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

Plan Cycle 2 Program Code

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ● DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Route

ATP PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST

County
LONG BEACH BOULEVARD PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS

Los Angeles

Project Information:

PPNOProject IDEA

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)

Funding Agency

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

Funding Agency

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

Previous Cycle Program Code

Funding Agency

Funding Agency
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2 of 2

Date:

Project Title:
District

07

5/27/2015

DO NOT FILL IN ANY SHADED AREAS
Funding Information:

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ● DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Route

ATP PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST

County
LONG BEACH BOULEVARD PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS

Los Angeles

Project Information:

PPNOProject IDEA

Fund No. 2:

Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total
E&P (PA&ED) 10 10
PS&E 39 39
R/W
CON 287 287
TOTAL 49 287 336

Fund No. 3:

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

Fund No. 4:

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

Fund No. 5:

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

Fund No. 6:

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

Fund No. 7:

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

Notes:

Notes:

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)
Prop C Local Return Program Code

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)

Funding Agency
South Gate

Program Code

Notes:

Notes:

Program Code

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)

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

Funding Agency

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

Funding Agency

Notes:

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

Notes:

Funding Agency

Funding Agency

Funding Agency
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Attachment E. Project Plans/Cross Sections
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Roadway, S/O Firestone. 

Sidewalk, S/O Firestone. 
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Attachment F - Photos of Existing Conditions
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Sidewalk N/O Tweedy Boulevard. 

Roadway N/O Tweedy Boulevard. 
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Attachment F - Photos of Existing Conditions
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Intersection at Willow Place. Enhanced crosswalk will be installed at this location.

Roadway S/O Firestone Boulevard. 
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6
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Attachment F - Photos of Existing Conditions
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P
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Sidewalk b/t Seville Ave and Poplar Place. 

Roadway at Seville Ave/Poplar Place. 
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Attachment F - Photos of Existing Conditions

P
H
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P
H
O
T
O
10

Intersection at Seville Ave/Popular Place. High-visibility crosswalk will be installed near this 
location.

Intersection at Liberty Blvd. 

9

10



Agency:

Prepared by: Date:

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

1 10,000 SF $6.00 $60,000 100% $600

2 12,500 SF $12.00 $150,000 100% $1,500

3 32 EA $5,000.00 $160,000 100% $1,600

4 15,600 LF $25.00 $390,000 100% $3,900

5 80 EA $5,000.00 $400,000 100% $4,000

6 6 EA $1,000.00 $6,000 100% $60 100% $60

7 2 EA $40,000.00 $80,000 100% $800

8 1 LS $75,000.00 $75,000 100% $750
9 8 EA $1,000.00 $8,000 100% $80

10 30 EA $300.00 $9,000 100% $90 100% $90 100% $90
11 10 EA $1,000.00 $10,000 100% $100 100% $100 100% $100
12 200 LF $50.00 $10,000 100% $100 100% $100
13 2 EA $1,500.00 $3,000 100% $30
14 1 LS $50,000.00 $50,000 100% $500
15 1 LS $30,000.00 $30,000 100% $300
16 1 LS $75,000.00 $75,000 100% $750 100% $750
17 1 LS $50,000.00 $50,000 100% $500

$1,566,000 $15,660 $190 $1,100

20.00% $313,200

$1,879,200

20.00% 25% Max

15.00% 15% Max

Traffic control

331,500$  

Construction (CON)

Total PE:

Total RW: -$  

Right of Way (RW)

Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Cost

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

Items

Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)

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

Long Beach Blvd Pedestrian Improvements

Long Beach Blvd from Santa Ana St to Tweedy Blvd

Project Information:

Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:

5/20/2015

City of South Gate

Application ID:

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

Willdan Engineering

-$  

-$  

75,000$  

375,840$  

Project Cost Estimate:

07-South Gate-2

Remove existing tree

Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:

Cost Breakdown

Subtotal of Construction Items:

Item 

Construction survey

Relocate existing street lighting pull box

Project Description:

Project Location:

Implementation of BMPs

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

Install pedestrian lighting pole, LED 
luminaire, and pull box
Install bicycle racks
Install solar rapid rectangular rapid flashing 
beacon system
Install signing and striping 

Stamped concrete
Remove and construct curb ramp with 
truncated domes per SPPWC Std Plan No. 
111-4.
Install pedestrian lighting conduit

Plant 24" box tree in existing tree well

Remove and construct 4-inch thick PCC 
sidewalk over compacted native.

Informational project sign
Remove and construct curb & gutter

Mobilization

2,586,540$  Total Project Cost Estimate:

Type of Project Delivery Cost

Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):

Right of Way Engineering:

Acquisitions and Utilities:

Construction Engineering (CE):

Total Construction Items & Contingencies:

Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED):

300,840$  

$1,879,200

Cost $
Preliminary Engineering (PE)

Total CON: 2,210,700$  

6/1/2015 1 of 1
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Attachment G. Detailed Cost Estimate
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Attachment H. Non-Infrastructure Work Plan
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T
he Southern California Association of G

overnm
ents (SCAG) is the nation’s largest 

m
etropolitan planning organization (M

PO
) representing six counties (Im

perial, 
Los Angeles, O

range, Riverside, San Bernardino, and Ventura) and 191 cities. The 
2012–2035 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and Sustainable Com

m
unities 

Strategy (SCS) seeks to develop a com
prehensive and interconnected netw

ork of bicycle 
and pedestrian facilities throughout the region to increase transportation options, so that 
bicycling and w

alking becom
e m

ore practical and desirable choices for travel. Increasing 
bicycling and w

alking w
ithin the region w

ill assist in reducing road congestion, enhancing 
public health, and im

proving air quality. The RTP supports Active Transportation through 
the developm

ent of bicycle and pedestrian policies.

Active Transportation refers to transportation such as w
alking or using a bicycle, tri-

cycle, velom
obile, w

heelchair, scooter, skates, skateboard, push scooter, trailer, hand 
cart, shopping car, or sim

ilar electrical devices. For the purposes of this report, Active 
Transportation w

ill generally refer to bicycling and w
alking, the tw

o m
ost com

m
on m

eth-
ods. W

alking and bicycling are essential parts of the SCAG transportation system
, are low

 
cost, do not em

it greenhouse gases, can help reduce roadw
ay congestion, and increase 

health and the quality of life of residents. As the region w
orks tow

ards reducing conges-
tion and air pollution, w

alking and bicycling w
ill becom

e m
ore essential to m

eet the future 
needs of Californians 

The strategies established by the Active Transportation Chapter w
ill adhere to the follow

-
ing goals and objectives:

 
Goal 1: Increase dedicated funding for bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure.

 
O

bjective 1.1: D
evelop a Constrained Plan that analyzes existing funding and 

provides quantitative support for future funding requirem
ents.

 
O

bjective 1.2: Estim
ate the benefits of current investm

ents to analyze future 
funding needs.

 
Goal 2: Increase accom

m
odation and planning for bicyclists and pedestrians.

 
O

bjective 2.1: Include a Strategic Plan that includes additional investm
ents 

needed to develop a com
prehensive and interconnected netw

ork of bicycle 
and pedestrian facilities throughout the region. 

 
O

bjective 2.2: Estim
ate project costs associated w

ith this vision.
 

O
bjective 2.3: Estim

ate the benefits of these investm
ents.

 
O

bjective 2.4: Support local jurisdictions w
ith the developm

ent of their 
local plans.

 
Goal 3: Increase transportation options, particularly for trips less than three m

iles. 
 

O
bjective 3.1: Increase linkages betw

een bicycling and w
alking w

ith transit.
 

O
bjective 3.2: Exam

ine bicycling and w
alking as an integral part of a conges-

tion/transportation m
anagem

ent tool (e.g. Safe Routes to School).

 
Goal 4: Significantly decrease bicycle and pedestrian fatalities and injuries.

 
O

bjective 4.1: Address actual and perceived safety/security concerns that 
prohibit biking and w

alking from
 being considered as viable m

ode choices.

The follow
ing sections w

ill illustrate the existing conditions, identify potential oppor-
tunities and provide recom

m
endations that m

ay assist in achieving a m
ore bicycle and 

pedestrian friendly region. The policies and recom
m

endations established by this Active 
Transportation chapter can also assist local jurisdictions and agencies in the developm

ent 
of m

ore com
prehensive policies that im

prove public health, safety, and w
elfare.

Existing Conditions

Physical Setting
The clim

ate in the SCAG region varies by location. The w
estern Los Angeles Basin, 

Ventura County and w
estern O

range County experience m
arine clim

ates, cool ocean 
breezes and m

oderate average tem
perature variations. The inland areas w

ithin the 
region are com

prised of m
ore arid clim

ates w
ith m

ore significant tem
perature variations 

throughout the day. Rainfall in the SCAG region typically averages only 30 days per year, 
w

hich provides ideal conditions for w
alking and bicycling. The m

ajority of the w
estern 

portion of the region is highly developed w
ith suburban areas, w

ith som
e areas of dense 

urbanization. The inland areas of the region are becom
ing developed w

ith significant 
suburbanization and pockets of urban developm

ent, but are prim
arily undeveloped or 

designated as national and state parkland.

Political Environm
ent

Recent shifts in the political environm
ent have increased support for Active Transportation 

(please see FIG
U

R
E 1 Legislative Tim

eline). The Interm
odal Surface Transportation 

Efficiency Act of 1991 (ISTEA) challenged officials to m
ake “bicycles a m

ore viable 
part of the transportation netw

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

Active Transportation
1

Goal 3: Increase transportation options, particularly for trips less than three m
iles.

O
bjective 3.1: Increase linkages betw

een bicycling and w
alking w

ith transit.
O

bjective 3.2: Exam
ine bicycling and w

alking as an integral part of a conges-
tion/transportation m

anagem
ent tool (e.g. Safe Routes to School).

Goal 4: Significantly decrease bicycle and pedestrian fatalities and injuries.
O

bjective 4.1: Address actual and perceived safety/security concerns that 
prohibit biking and w

alking from
 being considered as viable m

ode choices.
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   1

O
ur Vision

Tow
ards a Sustainable Future

For the past three decades, the Southern California Association of G
overnm

ents (SCAG) 
has prepared Regional Transportation Plans (RTPs) w

ith the prim
ary goal of increasing 

m
obility for the region’s residents and visitors. W

hile m
obility is a vital com

ponent of the 
quality of life that this region deserves, it is by no m

eans the only com
ponent. SCAG has 

placed a greater em
phasis than ever before on sustainability and integrated planning in 

the 2012–2035 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Com
m

unities Strategy (RTP/
SCS), w

hose vision encom
passes three principles that collectively w

ork as the key to our 
region’s future: m

obility, econom
y, and sustainability.

The 2012–2035 RTP/SCS includes a strong com
m

itm
ent to reduce em

issions from
 

transportation sources to com
ply w

ith SB 375, im
prove public health, and m

eet the 
N

ational Am
bient Air Q

uality Standards as set forth by the federal Clean Air Act. As 
such, the 2012–2035 RTP/SCS contains a regional com

m
itm

ent for the broad deploy-
m

ent of zero- and near-zero em
ission transportation technologies in the 2023–2035 tim

e 
fram

e and clear steps to m
ove tow

ard this objective. This is especially critical for our 
goods m

ovem
ent system

. The developm
ent of a w

orld-class zero- or near-zero em
ission 

freight transportation system
 is necessary to m

aintain econom
ic grow

th in the region, 
to sustain quality of life, and to m

eet federal air quality requirem
ents. The 2012–2035 

RTP/SCS puts forth an aggressive strategy for technology developm
ent and deploym

ent 
to achieve this objective. This strategy w

ill have m
any co-benefits, including energy 

security, cost certainty, increased public support for infrastructure, G
HG reduction, and 

econom
ic developm

ent.

N
ever before have the crucial linkages and interrelationships betw

een the econom
y, the 

regional transportation system
, and land use been as im

portant as now
. For the first tim

e, 
the 2012–2035 RTP/SCS includes a significant consideration of the econom

ic im
pacts 

and opportunities provided by the transportation infrastructure plan set forth in the 
2012–2035 RTP/SCS, considering not only the econom

ic and job creation im
pacts of the 

direct investm
ent in transportation infrastructure, but also the efficiency gains in term

s of 
w

orker and business econom
ic productivity and goods m

ovem
ent. The 2012–2035 RTP/

SCS outlines a transportation infrastructure investm
ent strategy that w

ill benefit Southern 
California, the state, and the nation in term

s of econom
ic developm

ent, com
petitive 

advantage, and overall com
petitiveness in the global econom

y in term
s of attracting and 

retaining em
ployers in the Southern California region.

The 2012–2035 RTP/SCS provides a blueprint for im
proving quality of life for our 

residents by providing m
ore choices for w

here they w
ill live, w

ork, and play, and how
 

they w
ill m

ove around. Its safe, secure, and efficient transportation system
s w

ill provide 
im

proved access to opportunities, such as jobs, education, and healthcare. Its em
pha-

sis on transit and active transportation w
ill allow

 our residents to lead a healthier, m
ore 

active lifestyle. It w
ill create jobs, ensure our region’s econom

ic com
petitiveness through 

strategic investm
ents in our goods m

ovem
ent system

, and im
prove environm

ental and 
health outcom

es for its 22 m
illion residents by 2035. M

ore im
portantly, the RTP/SCS w

ill 
also preserve w

hat m
akes 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 overcom

e the challenges that lie before us, this RTP/SCS first 
recognizes the im

pacts that recent events and long-term
 trends w

ill have on how
 people 

choose to live and m
ove around.

ECO
N

O
M

IC RECESSIO
N

[800,000 ]  jobs have been lost in the region  
                            due to the Great Recession

The econom
ic turm

oil faced by m
any of the region’s residents is likely to im

pact 
their housing choices and travel behavior, including their transportation m

ode 
choice and day-to-day travel patterns. This w

ill potentially require different types 
of transportation solutions.

Its em
pha-

sis on transit and active transportation w
ill allow

 our residents to lead a healthier, m
ore

active lifestyle. 
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Proposed Action/Strategy
Responsible Party(ies)

W
ork w

ith state lenders to provide funding for increased transit service in TO
D

/H
Q

TA in support of reaching SB 375 goals.
SCAG

, State

Continue to w
ork w

ith neighboring M
etropolitan Planning O

rganizations to provide alternative m
odes for interregional travel, 

including Am
trak and other passenger rail services and an enhanced bikew

ay netw
ork, such as on river trails.

SCAG, State

Encourage the developm
ent of new

, short haul, cost-effective transit services such as D
ASH and dem

and responsive transit (D
RT) 

in order to both serve and encourage developm
ent of com

pact neighborhood centers.
CTCs, M

unicipal Transit O
perators

W
ork w

ith the state legislature to seek funding for Com
plete Streets planning and im

plem
entation in support of reaching 

SB 375 goals.
SCAG, State

Continue to support the California Interregional Blueprint as a plan that links statew
ide transportation goals and regional transpor-

tation and land use goals to produce a unified transportation strategy.
SCAG, State

TA
B

LE 4.5
Transportation D

em
and M

anagem
ent (TD

M
) Actions and Strategies

Proposed Action/Strategy
Responsible Party(ies)

Exam
ine m

ajor projects and strategies that reduce congestion and em
issions and optim

ize the productivity and overall perform
ance 

of the transportation system
.

SCAG

D
evelop com

prehensive regional active transportation netw
ork along w

ith supportive tools and resources that can help jurisdictions 
plan and prioritize new

 active transportation projects in their cities.
SCAG

, CTCs, Local Jurisdictions

Encourage the im
plem

entation of a Com
plete Streets policy that m

eets the needs of all users of the streets, roads and highw
ays 

–
including bicyclists, children, persons w

ith disabilities, m
otorists, neighborhood electric vehicle (N

EVs) users, m
overs of com

m
er-

cial goods, pedestrians, users of public transportation and seniors – for safe and convenient travel in a m
anner that is suitable to 

the suburban and urban contexts w
ithin the region.

Local Jurisdictions, CO
Gs, SCAG

, CTCs

Support w
ork-based program

s that encourage em
ission reduction strategies and incentivize active transportation com

m
uting or 

ride-share m
odes.

SCAG
, Local Jurisdictions

D
evelop infrastructure plans and educational program

s to prom
ote active transportation options and other alternative fueled 

vehicles, such as neighborhood electric vehicles (N
EVs), and consider collaboration w

ith local public health departm
ents, w

alk-
ing/biking coalitions, and/or Safe Routes to School initiatives, w

hich m
ay already have com

ponents of such educational program
s 

in place.

Local Jurisdictions

Encourage the developm
ent of telecom

m
uting program

s by em
ployers through review

 and revision of policies that m
ay discourage 

alternative w
ork options.

Local Jurisdictions, CTCs

Em
phasize active transportation and alternative fueled vehicle projects as part of com

plying w
ith the Com

plete Streets Act 
(AB 1358).

State, SCAG
, Local Jurisdictions

D
evelop com

prehensive regional active transportation netw
ork along w

ith supportive tools and resources that can help jurisdictions 
plan and prioritize new

 active transportation projects in their cities.

Encourage the im
plem

entation of a Com
plete Streets policy that m

eets the needs of all users of the streets, roads and highw
ays 

–
including bicyclists, children, persons w

ith disabilities, m
otorists, neighborhood electric vehicle (N

EVs) users, m
overs of com

m
er-

cial goods, pedestrians, users of public transportation and seniors – for safe and convenient travel in a m
anner that is suitable to 

the suburban and urban contexts w
ithin the region.

D
evelop infrastructure plans and educational program

s to prom
ote active transportation options 

Em
phasize active transportation and alternative fueled vehicle projects as part of com

plying w
ith the Com

plete Streets Act
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Im
age courtesy of the California High-Speed Rail Authority

O
ur Vision for Active Transportation Beyond 2035

The 2012–2035 RTP/SCS Constrained Plan proposes investing over $6.7 billion tow
ard 

active transportation, including the developm
ent of over 5,700 m

iles of bikew
ays and 

im
provem

ents to significant am
ount of sidew

alks in our region. In addition to these 
projects, SCAG hopes to substantially increase bicycling and w

alking in the region by 
creating and m

aintaining an active transportation system
 that includes w

ell-m
aintained 

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 w
here bicycling or w

alking is sim
ply the m

ost logical and efficient choice 
for m

ost short trips. To achieve that vision, SCAG and local jurisdictions m
ust create the 

conditions by w
hich active transportation is m

ore attractive than driving for short trips 
(less than three m

iles for bicycles, one-half m
ile for w

alking). The goals are to develop 
and build a dense bicycle netw

ork so that all SCAG residents and visitors can easily find 
and access a route to their destination—

incorporate Com
plete Streets policies in street 

design/redesign and Com
pass Blueprint strategies for land use—

and ensure AD
A com

pli-
ance on all sidew

alks.

BIKEW
AYS

Further enhancem
ents to the active transportation system

 should be considered to m
ake 

bicycling and w
alking a m

ore feasible and desirable transportation option. The strate-
gic bikew

ay plan envisions a three-tiered system
 to achieve those goals: an expanded 

regional bikew
ay netw

ork, cityw
ide bikew

ays in each city, and neighborhood bikew
ays.

 
The Regional Bikew

ay N
etw

ork is expanded over the constrained plan, developing a 
grid pattern w

here possible in urbanized areas. Each designated regional bikew
ay 

links to other regional bikew
ays and to city bikew

ays for com
m

uters and recreational 
riders. Although not as free-flow

ing as freew
ays, the Regional Bicycle N

etw
ork 

links the cities in the region in a sim
ilar m

anner. To the greatest extent possible, the 
regional bikew

ay netw
ork should be Class 1, Class 2 bikew

ays/cycle tracks, or even 
painted sharrow

s w
ith appropriate signage and w

ayfinding.

 
Cityw

ide bikew
ays link neighborhood bikew

ays to regional bikew
ays and m

ajor city 
destinations, such as em

ploym
ent, retail, and entertainm

ent centers. These w
ill 

Further enhancem
ents to the active transportation system

 should be considered to m
ake 

bicycling and w
alking a m

ore feasible and desirable transportation option. 

The Regional Bikew
ay N

etw
ork 

Cityw
ide bikew

ays 
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often be on arterial and collector streets, w
hich are already part of the grid system

. 
Bikew

ays w
ill likely need to be either Class 2 bikew

ays (painted or unpainted) or 
Cycle tracks. W

hen going through large suburban areas, they can be designated 
bicycle boulevards. Cityw

ide bikew
ays should be no farther than one-half m

ile apart.

 
N

eighborhood bikew
ays link neighborhoods to local am

enities, such as schools, 
parks, grocery stores and local retail, eating, and entertainm

ent. These facilities 
w

ill be prim
arily on low

-speed streets and be identified through sharrow
s, bicycle 

boulevards, and w
ayfinding signage. W

hile every residential street should be con-
sidered a neighborhood bikew

ay, the focus should be on streets that connect across 
blocks and neighborhoods. In addition, neighborhood bikew

ays should link to other 
neighborhood bikew

ays, providing a low
-speed, low

-stress environm
ent for fam

ilies 
and youths to bicycle w

ith m
inim

al interaction w
ith faster, busier streets.

Com
pletion of this system

 w
ill require coordination am

ong cities as w
ell as parallel 

im
provem

ents w
ithin each city and in unincorporated areas of counties. It w

ill involve 
roughly a doubling of the bicycle netw

ork beyond the constrained plan to 24,000 m
iles, 

w
ith a cost estim

ated at around $12 billion.

PED
ESTRIAN

S

Pedestrian accessibility and m
obility m

ay be addressed through increased safety and 
security and land use. Integration of Safe Routes to School strategies, Safe Routes 
to Parks program

s, incorporating active transportation in SCAG’s Com
pass Blueprint 

Projects, and developing active transportation best practices around transit stations m
ay 

further enhance the w
alking environm

ent. In addition, local jurisdictions can integrate 
active transportation and Com

plete Streets concepts w
ith their land use decisions. 

Inclusions of bulb-outs, m
edian sanctuaries, and traffic calm

ing can increase pedestrian 
safety by reducing collisions, particularly at intersections. O

ther strategies include m
ore 

prom
inent deploym

ent of left-turn signals and no-right-turn-on-red signals in high-
pedestrian environm

ents. In addition, SCAG encourages and is prepared to w
ork w

ith 
appropriate im

plem
entation agencies to m

ap, develop, and im
plem

ent recreational trails 
throughout the region, including the SCAG portion of the California Coastal Trail, river 
trails, urban, and w

ilderness hiking areas/trails.

The cost for com
pletion of this elem

ent varies w
idely, depending upon the level of 

im
provem

ents and m
ethodologies used, and ranges from

 $6 billion to $35 billion.

Strategic Finance
Follow

ing the adoption of the 2008 RTP, SCAG initiated a com
prehensive study of conges-

tion pricing strategies, w
hich has com

e to be know
n as the Express Travel Choices Study. 

The em
erging regional congestion pricing strategy is structured to help the region m

eet 
its transportation dem

and m
anagem

ent and air quality goals w
hile 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 inform
ed decision-m

aking 
and m

ore efficient use of the transportation system
. Pricing strategies evaluated through 

the Express Travel Choices Study include a regional high-occupancy toll (H
O

T or Express) 
lane netw

ork and a m
ileage-based user fee, both of w

hich are incorporated into the 
2012–2035 RTP/SCS. N

evertheless, these strategies still face a num
ber of significant 

hurdles before their full benefits can be realized. A second phase of the Express Travel 
Choices Study w

ill continue beyond the adoption of the 2012–2035 RTP/SCS and estab-
lish an im

plem
entation plan for the regional congestion pricing strategy. SCAG w

ill also 
participate in state and national efforts to address the long-term

 transition of excise fuel 
taxes to m

ileage-based user fees.

Pedestrian accessibility and m
obility m

ay be addressed through increased safety and
security and land use. Integration of Safe Routes to School strategies, Safe Routes
to Parks program

s, incorporating active transportation in SCAG’s Com
pass Blueprint

Projects, and developing active transportation best practices around transit stations m
ay

further enhance the w
alking environm

ent. 

N
eighborhood bikew

ays 
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Metro, 2009, Long Range Transportation Plan
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> 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. 

Bicycles and Pedestrians 

This 2009 Long Range Plan promotes the 
development of bicycle facilities and pedestrian 
improvements throughout Los Angeles County. 

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 2006, 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 o=-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, 

Bicycle and pedestrian programs are critical components  
of a successful transit system, 

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. T
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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 o=-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 
e;cient, 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 e;ciently 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 ?ow 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 tra;c congestion and improving 

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. 

B
icycles and Pedestrians 

49 

 All
non-motorized transport modes should connect to an
e;cient, aesthetically pleasing and safe pedestrian system
that enables a person to successfully complete a trip. 
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##-Agency Name-## ATP - Cycle 2 - Part B & C - 2015

Attachment I-1A. Existing Counts & User Projections

Data from Lookup Tables
Assumption

$19,821 Weighted Median Household Income for all census tracts within 1/2 mile Project Area

STEP 1 3,624 Daily resident walk trips within Project limits
STEP 2 2,022 Daily walk-transit linked trips within Project limits
STEP 3 45 Daily employee midday walk trips within Project limits

5,692 Existing/No Build Total daily walk trips within Project limits
5% Percent increase in daily walk trips as a result of the Project

5,977 Projected/Build Total daily walk trips within Project limits post-implementation

STEP 1. Calculate Annual Resident Walk Trips Involving Path of Travel along Proposed Project
58,383 Calculate number of residents within 1/2 mi Project walkshed

1,375 Annual number of trips per capita

86% Income adjustment factor

1,178 Income-adjusted annual number of trips per capita

68,770,750 Annual resident trips--all modes

16.8% Percentage of all person trips under 1 mile

39.2% Walk mode share for trips under 1 mile
149.9% Income adjustment factor for walk mode share
58.8% Income-adjusted walk mode share

59.0% Percentage of walk trips under 1 mi that are home-based

4,008,628 Resident walk trips within 1/2 mi travel shed

33% Percent of resident walk trips involving path of travel along the Proposed Project

CHECK FOR REASONABLENESS
3,624 Existing/No Build Daily resident walk trips within Project limits
6.2% % of residents within 1/2 mi using the proposed Project on a given day

1,322,847 Total annual resident walk trips within Project limits
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23,353 56.64522527

STEP 2. Calculation of Annual Walk-Transit Linked Trips Involving Path of Travel along proposed Project
If no information on transit boardings/alightings is available

1,242,675 Add 31 percent for walk-transit linked trips

OR

1,350 Number of daily bus boardings/alightings within Project Area
5,942 Number of daily rail boardings/alightings within Project Area

5,056 Total daily walk-transit linked trips within 1/2 mi travel shed

40% Percent of walk-transit linked trips involving path of travel along proposed Project 

2,022 Existing/No Build Total daily walk-transit linked trips involving path of travel within Project Area
620,842 Total annual walk-transit linked trips involving path of travel within Project Area

STEP 3. Calculation of Annual Employee Mid-Day Walk Trips* Involving Path of Travel within Project Area -- Non-Transit Related
537 Number of Employees Within 1/2 Mi Project Area

0.7 Daily Midday Trips Per Employee

80.6% Percentage of Midday Trips that are Walk Trips 

303 Daily Midday Walk Trips by Employees Within 1/2 Mi Project Area

15% Percent of employee midday walk trips involving path of travel along proposed Project 

45 Daily Midday Walk Trips by Employees along Proposed Project

77,259 Annual Midday Walk Trips by Employees Within 1/2 Mi Project Area
11,589 Annual employee midday walk trips within Project limits

*from office to other non-work and work locations during the workday
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Attachment I-1C. Relevant Agency Plans Demonstrating Project Priority

South Gate General Plan 2035 166

Figure ME 5     Bicycle Plan

Long Beach Blvd
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South Gate General Plan 2035 274

Figure HC 4 Fatalities and injury incidents involving pedestrians (2005-2007).

Figure HC 3 Locations of incidents with injuries or fatalities (2003-2007).

Long Beach Blvd
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Attachment I-2A. Collision Data and Analysis

South Gate- Long Beach Blvd. Pedestrian Improvements
Summary of Most Common Traffic Violations Causing Injuries and/or Fatalities

VIOL

Code Incident Count % Incident Count % Violation Type
20001 0 0 0% Hit-run, injury or death, immediate report of fatal.
21200 0 0 0% Riding a bicycle while under the influence of alcohol
21202 1 5% 2 4% Bicyclist, failure to use right edge of roadway.
21451 0 0 0% Driver facing green arrow, failure to yield the right-of-way to other traffic and to pedestrians lawfully within the intersection or an adjacent crosswalk
21453 0 0 0% Red light or Stop sign, vehicle failure to stop at limit line or crosswalk
21456 0 0 0% Pedestrian failure to yield to vehicles already in crosswalk
21461 0 0 0% Traffic control sign, failure to obey regulatory provisions.
21650 5 23% 10 19% Bicycle on roadway or shoulder required to be operated in same direction as motor vehicles.
21658 0 1 2% Laned roadways (2 or more lanes in direction of  travel),  straddling  or  changing  when unsafe.
21801 1 5% 2 4% Left turns or U-turns yield until reasonably safe.
21802 1 5% 1 2% Yield signs, yield until reasonably safe
21804 1 5% 6 12% Driver failure to yield right-of-way to approaching traffic so close as to constitute an immediate hazard
21950 5 23% 11 21% Crosswalks, failure to yield to pedestrians within.
21951 0 0 0% Crosswalk, overtaking and passing vehicle stopped for pedestrian within.
21952 0 0 0% Sidewalk, failure to yield to pedestrian on.
21954 2 9% 7 13% Pedestrian   yield,   upon   roadway   outside crosswalk (ie. jaywalking).
21956 0 1 2% Walking on roadway, other than pedestrian’s left edge.
22100 0 0 0% Turn at intersection, improper position
22106 0 0 0% Starting or backing when unsafe.
22107 0 1 2% Unsafe turn, and/or without signalling.
22350 0 0 0% Unsafe speed for prevailing conditions (use for all prima facie limits).
22450 0 0 0% Stop  sign,  failure  to  stop  at  limit  line, crosswalk, or entrance to intersection.
22517 0 1 2% Vehicle doors, opening to traffic when unsafe, leaving open.
23152 0 1 2% Under the influence of alcohol while driving a vehicle

0 6 27% 8 15% Violation Not Reported/Unknown
Count 22 52
Total 23 55

Within Project Limits Within Influence Area

CASEID POINT_X POINT_Y DATE_ LOCATION CHPTYPE DAYWEEK CRASHSEV VIOLCAT KILLED INJURED WEATHER1PEDCOL BICCOL
3693387 -118.218 33.95237 1/30/2008 1969 0 3 4 5 0 1 A Y
3733424 -118.218 33.94958 5/1/2008 1969 0 4 4 11 0 1 A Y
3793967 -118.22 33.95562 6/20/2008 1969 0 5 3 10 0 1 A Y
3913136 -118.22 33.95562 8/15/2008 1969 0 5 3 0 0 1 A Y
4084628 -118.217 33.94865 1/15/2009 1969 0 4 4 10 0 2 A Y
4239982 -118.225 33.96295 5/8/2009 1969 0 5 3 9 0 1 A Y
4420908 -118.217 33.94764 8/23/2009 1969 0 7 4 5 0 1 A Y
4524300 -118.22 33.95561 11/16/2009 1969 0 1 4 0 0 1 A Y
5018195 -118.22 33.9556 11/22/2010 1969 0 1 2 0 0 1 A Y
5021381 -118.224 33.96158 12/8/2010 1969 0 3 4 5 0 1 A Y
5131331 -118.221 33.95677 3/12/2011 1969 0 6 4 11 0 1 A Y
5131590 -118.217 33.94681 3/3/2011 1969 0 4 4 10 0 1 B Y
5142057 -118.216 33.94577 3/31/2011 1969 0 4 4 9 0 1 A Y
5224213 -118.217 33.94865 6/1/2011 1969 0 3 3 9 0 2 A Y
5232243 -118.22 33.95562 5/20/2011 1969 0 5 3 0 0 1 A Y
5240482 -118.218 33.9514 6/20/2011 1969 0 1 3 - 0 1 - Y
5260152 -118.219 33.95348 5/5/2011 1969 0 4 2 10 0 1 A Y
5280219 -118.224 33.96236 8/12/2011 1969 0 5 3 5 0 1 A Y
5352106 -118.223 33.95974 8/7/2011 1969 0 7 2 5 0 1 A Y
5498886 -118.219 33.95348 1/14/2012 1969 0 6 3 5 0 1 A Y
5498941 -118.222 33.95798 1/7/2012 1969 0 6 4 11 0 1 A Y
5731314 -118.218 33.95237 7/9/2012 1969 0 1 3 0 0 2 - Y Y
5961327 -118.22 33.95561 12/10/2012 1969 0 1 4 0 0 1 A Y

Project Corridor(s)
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CASEID POINT_X POINT_Y DATE_ LOCATION CHPTYPE DAYWEEK CRASHSEV VIOLCAT KILLED INJURED WEATHER1PEDCOL BICCOL
3695506 -118.217 33.95127 4/10/2008 1969 0 4 4 11 0 1 A Y
3720430 -118.224 33.95607 4/28/2008 1969 0 1 4 11 0 1 A Y
3733424 -118.218 33.94958 5/1/2008 1969 0 4 4 11 0 1 A Y
4084628 -118.217 33.94865 1/15/2009 1969 0 4 4 10 0 2 A Y
4288006 -118.225 33.96587 6/14/2009 1969 0 7 4 - 0 1 A Y
5131331 -118.221 33.95677 3/12/2011 1969 0 6 4 11 0 1 A Y
5131590 -118.217 33.94681 3/3/2011 1969 0 4 4 10 0 1 B Y
5160877 -118.216 33.95515 4/26/2011 1969 0 2 4 0 0 1 A Y
5353133 -118.22 33.94983 10/6/2011 1969 0 4 4 10 0 1 A Y
5368711 -118.215 33.94749 10/13/2011 1969 0 4 4 11 0 1 A Y
5498941 -118.222 33.95798 1/7/2012 1969 0 6 4 11 0 1 A Y
5775577 -118.213 33.94735 9/6/2012 1969 0 4 4 10 0 1 A Y
5961327 -118.22 33.95561 12/10/2012 1969 0 1 4 0 0 1 A Y
3559800 -118.213 33.94801 1/8/2008 1969 0 2 3 11 0 1 A Y
3793967 -118.22 33.95562 6/20/2008 1969 0 5 3 10 0 1 A Y
3968375 -118.22 33.95975 11/2/2008 1969 0 7 3 11 0 1 B Y
4548925 -118.212 33.94489 12/24/2009 1969 0 4 3 10 0 1 A Y
4567289 -118.221 33.95923 1/17/2010 1969 0 7 3 10 0 1 C Y
4567397 -118.213 33.94735 1/23/2010 1969 0 6 3 10 0 1 A Y
5106537 -118.214 33.94615 2/3/2011 1969 0 4 3 11 0 1 A Y
5131841 -118.213 33.94651 2/21/2011 1969 0 1 3 11 0 1 A Y
5232243 -118.22 33.95562 5/20/2011 1969 0 5 3 0 0 1 A Y
5729539 -118.214 33.95188 5/28/2012 1969 0 1 3 1 0 1 A Y
5731314 -118.218 33.95237 7/9/2012 1969 0 1 3 0 0 2 - Y Y
4693028 -118.223 33.95281 3/4/2010 1969 0 4 2 8 0 1 B Y
5260152 -118.219 33.95348 5/5/2011 1969 0 4 2 10 0 1 A Y
3693387 -118.218 33.95237 1/30/2008 1969 0 3 4 5 0 1 A Y
4049827 -118.223 33.96285 12/20/2008 1969 0 6 4 9 0 1 A Y
4420908 -118.217 33.94764 8/23/2009 1969 0 7 4 5 0 1 A Y
4462804 -118.215 33.95234 9/9/2009 1969 0 3 4 5 0 1 A Y
4524300 -118.22 33.95561 11/16/2009 1969 0 1 4 0 0 1 A Y
4665441 -118.215 33.95511 4/2/2010 1969 0 5 4 17 0 1 A Y
5021381 -118.224 33.96158 12/8/2010 1969 0 3 4 5 0 1 A Y
5063032 -118.216 33.95515 1/3/2011 1969 0 1 4 9 0 1 C Y
5142057 -118.216 33.94577 3/31/2011 1969 0 4 4 9 0 1 A Y
5270247 -118.22 33.94559 6/27/2011 1969 0 1 4 9 0 1 A Y
5585796 -118.219 33.95897 3/1/2012 1969 0 4 4 9 0 1 A Y
3913136 -118.22 33.95562 8/15/2008 1969 0 5 3 0 0 1 A Y
3916841 -118.22 33.94899 9/2/2008 1969 0 2 3 9 0 1 A Y
3968172 -118.22 33.95913 11/3/2008 1969 0 1 3 5 0 1 A Y
4220391 -118.221 33.95884 4/11/2009 1969 0 6 3 7 0 1 A Y
4239982 -118.225 33.96295 5/8/2009 1969 0 5 3 9 0 1 A Y

Incluence Area

CASEID POINT_X POINT_Y DATE_ LOCATION CHPTYPE DAYWEEK CRASHSEV VIOLCAT KILLED INJURED WEATHER1PEDCOL BICCOL
4420997 -118.219 33.95065 8/28/2009 1969 0 5 3 5 0 1 A Y
4462828 -118.219 33.94347 9/21/2009 1969 0 1 3 9 0 1 A Y
5131570 -118.213 33.94657 3/5/2011 1969 0 6 3 5 0 1 A Y
5224213 -118.217 33.94865 6/1/2011 1969 0 3 3 9 0 2 A Y
5239260 -118.219 33.95912 6/16/2011 1969 0 4 3 5 0 1 A Y
5240482 -118.218 33.9514 6/20/2011 1969 0 1 3 - 0 1 - Y
5280219 -118.224 33.96236 8/12/2011 1969 0 5 3 5 0 1 A Y
5498886 -118.219 33.95348 1/14/2012 1969 0 6 3 5 0 1 A Y
5719987 -118.219 33.94562 6/28/2012 1969 0 4 3 5 0 1 A Y
5791776 -118.213 33.94949 6/21/2012 1969 0 4 3 10 0 1 A Y
5018195 -118.22 33.9556 11/22/2010 1969 0 1 2 0 0 1 A Y
5112906 -118.22 33.94582 2/17/2011 1969 0 4 2 9 0 2 A Y
5352106 -118.223 33.95974 8/7/2011 1969 0 7 2 5 0 1 A Y

Incluence Area
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Attachment I-3. Public Outreach Supporting Documentation

Healthy Community Element 269

PUBLIC OUTREACH
In preparation for this Healthy Community Element, South Gate con-

ducted three public workshops to educate residents about the relation-

ship between planning and health, to better understand the commu-

nity’s priorities for health, and to provide an opportunity for citizens 

to discuss their concerns about the overall health in the community, 

healthy eating and access to nutritious foods, and the quality and 

safety of the pedestrian environment. Over 100 people attended these 

workshops. The data gathered at these workshops directly informed 

the content of the Healthy Community Element. These workshops are 

described in detail in Chapter 2 of the General Plan, entitled, “Devel-

opment of the General Plan.” 

Over 100 people attended communicty workshops focused on health issues 

in SouthGate.

Citizens participated in a work Audit to identify health issues in 

their community.

Over 100 people attended these 

workshops. The data gathered at these workshops directly informed

the content of the Healthy Community Element.

to provide an opportunity for citizens 

to discuss their concerns 

the quality and

safety of the pedestrian environment. 
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City of South Gate Bicycle workshop

https://www.facebook.com/events/285922724787456/[5/11/2015 3:12:47 AM]

The City of South Gate is preparing a Bicycle Transportation Plan for our
City. As our first step, a public forum is being held to hear what our
community needs are; for programs, for bike paths, for bike facili- ties and
parking and problems currently faced by those who ride in South Gate and
how we can make our community safer and more bicycle friendly.

Everyone is welcome

(Childcare will be available)

Come and participate in making your city a better place to ride!

(323) 563-5478
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Residents Give Input on City's Proposed Bicycle Transportation Plan | South Gate-Lynwood, CA Patch

http://patch.com/california/southgate-lynwood/residents-give-input-to-city-s-proposed-bicycle-trans7191db1098[5/11/2015 3:05:29 AM]
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Residents Give Input on City's Proposed Bicycle
Transportation Plan
South Gate residents got a chance to indicate their preferences on which bicycle pathways
should have priority when construction begins.
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Residents Give Input on City's Proposed Bicycle Transportation Plan | South Gate-Lynwood, CA Patch

http://patch.com/california/southgate-lynwood/residents-give-input-to-city-s-proposed-bicycle-trans7191db1098[5/11/2015 3:05:29 AM]

A bicycle transportation plan that addresses the growing number of cyclists on South Gate streets got a
public airing Saturday when residents weighed in on several possible bike routes.

The city invited residents to the South Gate Senior Center to discuss the bicycle transportation plan that
officials have been working on for the past eight months.

The workshop, the second of three to be hosted by the city, provided a forum for residents to voice their
opinions on the bicycle path proposals.

“We need to find out what the local residents want, where the priorities are, and what routes are needed,”
said Ryan Snyder, president of Ryan Snyder Associates, a consulting firm offering transportation planning.

South Gate hired Snyder's Los Angeles-based firm to help with the design of a bicycle transportation system.
The firm is also working with the city of Lynwood on a similar cycling proposal.

The firm researched a range of conditions that affect bicycling, including traffic volume, crash statistics and
street measurements.

During the workshop, Snyder told about a half dozen residents about the different types of bikeways that the
city could construct. The proposals include colored bike lanes along Tweedy Boulevard, State Street,
California Avenue and Otis Street.

The reduction of automobile lanes, from two to one, is also being considered along those thoroughfares,
along with a proposal to create a turning lane.
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Residents Give Input on City's Proposed Bicycle Transportation Plan | South Gate-Lynwood, CA Patch

http://patch.com/california/southgate-lynwood/residents-give-input-to-city-s-proposed-bicycle-trans7191db1098[5/11/2015 3:05:29 AM]

For South Gate resident Ana Medina, a reduction of lanes along California Avenue would be a problem
because of the large presence of school children crossing the street at specific times of the day.

According to Medina, the numerous students crossing the streets in the morning and afternoon will increase
the line of cars waiting to turn right or left.

“It’s not a major portion of the day, it would just be a couple of hours — both in the morning and afternoon —
but I think it would have a major impact,” said Medina.

Some residents see the rising popularity of cycling coupled with the lack of a proper traffic system as
troubling, while others see the plan as a potential antidote.

“What I did see last summer was a big trend of people riding their bikes all over, and it was kind of
unorganized,” said Robert Gallegos, a South Gate resident who attended the workshop. “If we created some
kind of organization, [such as] bike lanes [and things get] safer, I’m all for it.”

After Snyder’s presentation, participants were given 12 stickers, six green and six yellow, to place on a board
where the proposed bike paths were described. Participants placed green stickers next to the routes that they
felt need priority and placed yellow stickers next to those that could wait.

Paul Adams, parks and recreation director, said the workshops are organized to bring the community into the
dialogue and decision-making process.

“When we get to our next workshop we’ll be taking a look at the proposed educational programs, [as well as
the] changes to the zoning and building codes,” said Adams.

Teaching residents how to use these bike pathways and understand bike signs is also a key process in
creating such routes.

The third and last workshop will take place in a few months, although a specific date has not yet been set.
For more information on the bike transportation plan, contact Adams at padams@sogate.org.

 Share  Tweet    

FROM THE WEB by TaboolaSponsored Links

Residents Give Input on City's Proposed Bicycle Transportation Plan | South Gate-Lynwood, CA Patch

http://patch.com/california/southgate-lynwood/residents-give-input-to-city-s-proposed-bicycle-trans7191db1098[5/11/2015 3:05:29 AM]

A bicycle transportation plan that addresses the growing number of cyclists on South Gate streets got a
public airing Saturday when residents weighed in on several possible bike routes.

The city invited residents to the South Gate Senior Center to discuss the bicycle transportation plan that
officials have been working on for the past eight months.

The workshop, the second of three to be hosted by the city, provided a forum for residents to voice their
opinions on the bicycle path proposals.

“We need to find out what the local residents want, where the priorities are, and what routes are needed,”
said Ryan Snyder, president of Ryan Snyder Associates, a consulting firm offering transportation planning.

South Gate hired Snyder's Los Angeles-based firm to help with the design of a bicycle transportation system.
The firm is also working with the city of Lynwood on a similar cycling proposal.

The firm researched a range of conditions that affect bicycling, including traffic volume, crash statistics and
street measurements.

During the workshop, Snyder told about a half dozen residents about the different types of bikeways that the
city could construct. The proposals include colored bike lanes along Tweedy Boulevard, State Street,
California Avenue and Otis Street.

The reduction of automobile lanes, from two to one, is also being considered along those thoroughfares,
along with a proposal to create a turning lane.
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INTRODUCTION
The increased prevalence of chronic diseases in the United States, 

including diabetes, obesity, heart disease and respiratory illnesses 

has been widely recognized as one of the major social and economic 

challenges. Recent research has found that people’s environments – 

where they live and work, how they travel, what they eat and where 

and when they play, socialize, and are physically active – have a major 

impact on their health and well-being. In response to these issues, the 

General Plan includes this Healthy Community Element, which provides 

policy direction for improving health for South Gate residents. 

Although conventional planning practices (such as separating residential 

and commercial uses, building low density areas, constructing streets 

primarily for automobiles, and not providing adequate transportation 

choices) are not the single cause of chronic health problems in the 

United States, there is increasing documentation that they are often a 

contributing factor. Research indicates that auto-oriented, low density, 

single use places – as well as places underserved by parks and active 

recreation facilities – discourage physical activity and therefore contribute 

to an increased risk of heart disease, cancer, stroke, and diabetes. These 

four diseases are among the top ten causes of death in California; heart 

disease, stroke and diabetes are also the top three killers in the City of 

South Gate. Poor nutrition, which can be exacerbated by land use deci-

sions that limit people’s access to healthy food, also contribute to these 

chronic diseases. Physical inactivity and poor nutrition is also a primary 

Work on the Healthy Community 

Element (including an existing 

conditions report and three pub-

lic workshops on health in South 

Gate) was funded by the Kaiser 

Foundation and is a collabora-

tive effort between the City of 

South Gate, the Los Angeles 

County Department of Public 

Health (LACDPH), Public Health 

Law & Policy, the Transportation 

and Land Use Collaborative, and 

Raimi + Associates.

Research has found that lifestyles in low-density, auto-oriented commu-

nities, such as the one pictured above, contribute to poor health out-

comes such as obesity, diabetes, respiratory illness and social isolation.

 by the Kaiser 

Foundation and is a collabora-

tive effort between the City of 

South Gate, the Los Angeles

County Department of Public 

Health (LACDPH), 
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risk factor for obesity (the fastest-growing disease in 

California, along with diabetes), and obesity in turn 

increases the risk of a myriad of chronic diseases. Con-

versely, research shows that higher density, walkable 

urban places, transportation choices, and access to rec-

reation all increase physical activity, and thus promote 

positive health impacts. 

Land uses and urban form have other health impacts 

as well. Emissions from transportation sources are 

strongly linked with respiratory diseases, while auto-

mobile accidents consistently kill over 40,000 Ameri-

cans each year. Land use decisions also impact people’s 

access to grocery stores, farmers markets, community 

gardens and other sources of nutritious foods and 

healthcare. Poor mental health is associated with a 

number of factors related to how cities are designed, 

including long commute times, exposure to crime, lack 

of transportation choice and lack of access to public 

spaces. 

This Healthy Community Element addresses the major 

intersections of public health and planning, includ-

ing transportation and active living, access to nutri-

tious foods, access to health care, mental health and 

social capital and clean air.  It also addresses safety 

issues such as seismic safety, neighborhood safety, 

and emergency preparedness. Because health is such 

a cross cutting issue, the policy areas covered in this 

Element at times overlap with the other Elements in 

the General Plan. Where such overlap occurs, policies 

Walkable communities with a diverse mix of uses enable 

residents to walk and bike, rather than drive, to meet 

their daily needs.  This results in positive health outcomes.

This Healthy Community Element addresses the major

intersections of public health and planning, includ-

ing transportation and active living,
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EXISTING 
CONDITIONS 
SUMMARY
This section presents a summary of the existing health conditions in South Gate. 

The findings are a summary of the South Gate Public Health Existing Conditions 

Report (May 2008) which provides an overview of the relationship between 

planning and public health and discusses the key health conditions in the City. 

It also reflects information collected during the three public outreach meetings 

held as part of the process of developing the Community Health Element. 

Overall Health in South Gate 
South Gate, as part of the San Antonio Health District defined by the Los 

Angeles County Department of Public Health (LACDPH), has a higher rate of 

people (20 percent higher for adults and 40 percent higher for children) who 

report being in poor or fair health overall than is found in Los Angeles County 

as a whole.  The City’s health challenges include high rates of obesity and death 

rates from diabetes, poor nutrition, lower-than-average access to healthcare 

and higher-than-average rates of poverty. The data suggests that obesity, which 

is strongly affected by lack of physical activity, may be a critical public health 

problem for South Gate. This is borne out by the fact that 68.0 percent of South 

Gate residents are obese or overweight, compared to 56.4 percent of residents 

in Los Angeles County and 56.1 percent state-wide. 

Chronic Diseases
Diabetes, heart disease and stroke are the three leading causes of death in 

South Gate.  Although South Gate residents suffer disproportionately from 

these conditions, many are not diagnosed or are diagnosed at a late stage 

of the disease. These diseases are generally linked to unhealthy weight, poor 

nutrition, and physical inactivity, and these are conditions suffered by many 

South Gate residents. Age is a major risk factor for these chronic diseases. 

Because South Gate has a younger-than-average population, there may be 

residents with unhealthy lifestyles that are at high risk for developing these 

chronic diseases in older age, but that have not yet been diagnosed. Treat-

ment and diagnosis is often hampered by lack of preventative care, lack of 

insurance and poor access to healthcare. 
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Rates of Overweight and 
Obese Residents
The City’s adult overweight and obesity rates are 

significantly higher than Los Angeles County and the 

State of California.  Specifically, 68 percent of South 

Gate residents are overweight or obese, compared to 

56 percent in both Los Angeles County and the State 

of California. The rates also have been increasing at 

nearly twice the rate of Los Angeles County since 

1999 thus making obesity a major issues for the City.

Physical Activity 
Overall, residents of South Gate and surrounding 

cities report a similar or slightly higher amount of 

physical activity than residents of Los Angeles County 

and residents of the State as a whole.  However, there 

are some barriers to activity faced by the community. 

According to research by LACDPH, a slightly higher 

than average proportion of the population reports 

that their level of physical activity is limited due to 

poor mental or physical health. Generally, the City has 

a very good pedestrian network, however there are 

some parts of the City where walking and bicycling is 

curtailed because of large physical barriers (i.e., major 

roadways with high traffic volumes, the Los Angeles 

River and I-710) that cut off neighborhoods from 

each other and some sidewalks are in need of repair.  

Another limit to physical activity is the 30 minutes 

or more a day South Gate residents spend com-

muting to work. This commute time is higher than 

both the national average of 25.0 minutes and the 

Los Angeles County average of 28.7 minutes. Long 

commute times reduce the amount of time available 

for physical activity as well as levels of community 

involvement.  Another limiting factor on activity levels 

is restricted access to recreational and open space 

in South Gate as is shown in Figure HC 1. Only 28.3 

percent of parcels are within ¼ mile of a park and 

the City has only approximately 1.5 acres of park per 

thousand residents, just half the 3 acres per thousand 

recommended by the State. Lastly, South Gate does 

not have a well-developed bicycle network or infra-

structure, a fact which limits the ability of residents to 

use bicycles for commuting, daily needs, or recre-

ational purposes.

Nutrition
As noted above, South Gate has higher than aver-

age rates of obesity and overweight residents and 

poor diet is likely a significant cause of this trend.  

According to a survey prepared by the LACDPH, 

children in South Gate eat more fast food and adults 

eat less fruits and vegetables than residents of Los 

Angeles County as a whole.  One reason people may 

consume higher levels of unhealthy food is that it 

is often cheaper and easier to access than healthier 

food options. As is shown in Figure HC 2, South Gate 

has a significant number of retailers selling food with 

low nutritional values distributed throughout the City 

while healthy food sources are more limited both in 

number and proximity to residential parcels. Where 

grocery stores do exist in the City, residents feel they 

carry lower than average quality food products.  That 

said, there are some good options for purchasing 

healthy foods, including the Farmer’s Market in South 

Gate Park that sells fresh fruits and vegetables, al-

though the hours this resource is available are limited. 

Transportation Safety
Based on data provided by the South Gate Police De-

partment, there were a total of 6,214 traffic collisions 

in South Gate from 2003 to 2007. Of these, 1,091 

(about 218 per year) involved injuries and 15 (about 

3 per year) resulted in fatalities.  The location of 

these accidents are shown in Figures HC 3 and HC 4. 

The majority of injury and fatality incidents occurred 

on South Gate’s high-volume streets, most notably 

Firestone Boulevard, but also along Garfield Avenue, 

Tweedy Boulevard, Long Beach Boulevard, and Tuba Long Beach Boulevard, 

South Gate does

not have a well-developed bicycle network or infra-

structure, a fact which limits the ability of residents to

use bicycles for commuting, daily needs, or recre-

ational purposes.
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1 Results Overview for Project  
Table 1. Results by Benefits Category 

Result Category Result Value 

Total Mobility Benefits $4,796,232 
Health Benefits $656,085 
Recreational Benefits $3,523,149 
Safety Benefits $39,066,720 
Gas & Emission Benefits $81,895 
Sum Total Benefits $48,124,081 
Sum Present Value Benefits $31,871,593 
Sum Total Project Cost $3,070,027 
Sum Present Value Cost $2,951,949 
Net Present Value $28,919,644 
BCA Ratio 10.80 
Net Present Cost of Funds Requested $2,313,098 
Benefits to Funds Requested Ratio 13.78 

The table above includes the breakdown of results for the project. As shown in the table, the project 
net present value is $28.92 million, and the benefit to cost ratio is 10.80. This means that for every 
dollar invested, the project will generate $10.80 in benefits. With such strong net benefits, any funds 
invested in this project will be well-leveraged. Total funding requested from the State for this project 
is $2.41 million (or present value of $2.31 million), which equates to a benefit-to-funds requested 
ratio of 13.78. 

As shown in the table, the largest benefit of the project is improved safety, followed by mobility and 
recreation. These benefits make sense given that the project’s goal to improve pedestrian and 
bicycle access to Hawthorne/Lennox Green Line station via pedestrian safety and streetscape 
enhancements on multiple corridors leading to/from the station. In particular, the project will enhance 
the safety for pedestrian crossing and improve the aesthetic appearance of corridors to promote 
pedestrian travel. Last but not least, the project will promote public transit ridership in proximity to the 
station.  

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. 

2.1 Parameters 
This screenshot illustrates the parameter values assumed in the model.   
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Figure 2-1. Parameters in the Tool 

 

  

CA Statewide Houly Wage (2014) $26.07
Value of Time (VOT)- adult $13.03
Value of Time (VOT)- child $5.42
Bike Path (Class I) 20.38 min/trip
Bike Lane (Class II) 18.02 min/trip
Bike Route (Class III) 15.83 min/trip

Cycling $146 annual$/person
Walking $146 annual$/person

Accident Cost Parameters
Cost of a Fatality (K) $4,130,347 $/crash

Cost of an Injury $81,393 $/crash

Costy of Property Damage (PDO) $7,624 $/crash

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

Recreational Values Parameters
Biking

New Users $10 per trip
Existing Users $4 per trip

Walking
All Users $1 per trip

VMT Reduction
http://www.eia.gov/totalenergy/data/monthly/pdf/sec9_6.pdf

Price of gasoline (per gallon incl. tax) $3.41
Price of CO2 (per ton)-adj to 2014$ $25
Price of Co2 (per lb) $0.01
Working days 250

2%
4% Discount Rate used (same as Cal B/C Model)

PARAMETERS

Mobility Parameters

Health Parameters

Average CA Annual Growth of Population (1955-2011)

Average fuel price (November 2013-November 2014) based on EIA's Table 
9.4: Retail Motor Gasoline and On_Highway Diesel Fuel Prices

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.
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2.2 Miscellaneous 
This screenshot illustrates other parameter values assumed in the model.   

Figure 2-2. Additional Parameters used in the Tool 

 

  

Reasons for Bicycling Percent

Recreation 33 Study/Agency Per Capita Cost Savings ($) Fiscal Year
Exercise or health 28
Personal errands 17 Washington DOH 19 2006
Vist a friend or relative 8 Garrett et al. 57 2007
Commuting to/from work 7 South Carolina DOH 78 2008
Commuting to/from school 4 Georgia Department of Human Resourc 79 2009

Colditz 91 2010
Minnesota DOH >100 2011

Reasons for Walking Percent Goetz et al. 172 2012
Pronk et al. 176 2013

Exercise or health 39 Pratt 330 2014 (est.)
Personal errands 17 Michigan Fitness Foundation 1175 2015 (est.)
Recreation 15 2016 (est.)
Walk the dog 7 2017 (est.)
Visit a friend or relative 7 2018 (est.)
Commuting to/from work 5 2019 (est.)
Commuting to/from school 3
Required for my job 2

Source:  The 2012 National Survey of Pedestrian and
Bicyclist Attitudes and Behaviors, Highlights Report.
Pedestrian & Bicycle Information Center.

page 217-218.

http://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/default/files/
omb/budget/fy2015/assets/hist.pdf

Note:  An annual per-capita cost savings from 
physical activity of $128 was determined by 
taking the median value of ten noted studies 
above for  year 2006$. The updated 2014$ value 

Source:  NCHRP 552, Guidelines for Analysis of 
Investments in Bicycle Facilities, Appendix G.

Table 10.1- Gross Domestic Product and Deflators 
in the Historical Tables: 1940-2019.

Source:  Office of Management Budget, Budget of 
the United States Government, Fiscal Year 2015

1.1619
1.1852

1.0464
1.0622
1.0781
1.0966
1.1170
1.1391

1.0000
1.0087
1.0284

Estimated Annual Per Capita Cost Savings                                                                     
(direct and/or indirect of physical activity)

Chained GDP Price Index

0.9429
0.9684
0.9884

Gross Domestic Product (GDP Deflator)
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2.3 Infrastructure Inputs 
This screenshot illustrates the data inputs in the case of an infrastructure project.   

Figure 2-3. Infrastructure Inputs 
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2.4 Non-Infrastructure Inputs 
This screenshot illustrates the data inputs in the case of a non-infrastructure project.   

Figure 2-4. Non-Infrastructure Inputs 
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2.5 Non-Infrastructure—All 
This screenshot illustrates calculations and benefit results in the case of a non-infrastructure project.   

Figure 2-5. Non-Infrastructure Benefits—All 

 
 

  

Non Infrastructure- All

0.00

$0 Did not quantify mobility benefits.

$0

$0 Did not quantify recreational benefits.

$0

Fuel saved $0

Emissions Saved $0

Fuel and Emissions Saved $0

Underlying assumptions for calculations:

1)  1 mile driven is ~ 0.05 gal ~ 1 lb 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

2)  Assume users divert 1040 miles ( 4 miles (bike 3 mi, walk .6 mi) * 5days *52 weeks)
3) Gasoline price per gallon is $3.41 (incl. tax)
4) Carbon price is $25 per ton (updated $2014 value)
5) 2,000 lbs = 1 ton

ESTIMATED  SAFETY BENEFITS FROM POTENTIAL CRASH REDUCTION

OTHER REDUCTION 
FACTOR 

10%

5

1st year $0

Fatal Injury PDO Total

Frequency 0 0 0 0

Cost/crash $3,750,837 $80,000 $6,924

Projected New ATP Users

Annual Mobility Benefits

Annual Health Benefits

Annual Recreational Benefits

y       
reduction in Other Reduction Factor 
Countermeasures.

Crash Reduction Factors (CRFs)
Service Life

Countermeasures

Annual Safety Benefits



07-City of South Gate-2 ATP - Cycle 2 - Part B & C - 2015

Page 94 | Attachment I

115 
 

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 

 
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 
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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 
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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 
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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 
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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 
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 2.12 

S
afety B

enefits 
This screenshot illustrates the calculations and results of safety benefits in the case of a non-SR

2S
 infrastructure project 

Figure 2-12. Safety B
enefits for non-SR

2S Infrastructure Projects 
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 2.13 

U
ndiscounted 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 SR

2S
, non-infrastructure non-SR

2S
, infrastructure SR

2S
, and infrastructure non-SR

2S
). 

Figure 2-13. U
ndiscounted B

enefits scaled up over Life of Project—
Im

age 1 of 4 
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Figure 2-14. U
ndiscounted B

enefits scaled up over Life of Project—
Im

age 2 of 4 
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Figure 2-15. U
ndiscounted B

enefits scaled up over Life of Project—
Im

age 3 of 4 
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Figure 2-16. U
ndiscounted B

enefits scaled up over Life of Project—
Im

age 4 of 4 
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 2.14 

D
iscounted Benefits 

This screenshot illustrates the calculations of benefits over the life of the project, and then discounted into present value term
s. D

iscounted 
benefits are calculated on this sheet regardless of the type of project (non-infrastructure S

R
2S

, non-infrastructure non-S
R

2S
, infrastructure 

S
R

2S
, and infrastructure non-SR

2S
). 

Figure 2-17. D
iscounted B

enefits scaled up over Life of Project 
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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 percent1, 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 

                                                   
1 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 year2. 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: CCC Submittal for ATP Cycle 2, 07-South Gate-2 
Active Transportation Program [inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org] 

Hello Candice,

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

Thank you

On Thu, May 28, 2015 at 12:30 PM, Candice Espinoza <cespinoza@sogate.org> wrote:
Good morning,

I just wanted to follow up on my submittal below. Please let me know if you have any questions.

Thanks,
Candice Espinoza
Assistant Engineer
City of South Gate
(323) 357­9661 office
(562) 824­4113 mobile
cespinoza@sogate.org

From: Active Transportation Program [mailto:inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org] 
Sent: Friday, May 22, 2015 6:32 PM
To: Candice Espinoza
Subject: Re: CCC Submittal for ATP Cycle 2, 07-South Gate-2

Hi Candice,

Thank you for your inquiry. We are looking into your request and will get back to you by May
27th.

Have a great weekend!
Monica  

On Thu, May 21, 2015 at 5:55 PM, Candice Espinoza <cespinoza@sogate.org> wrote:
Good afternoon,

The City of South Gate is applying for grant funding under the 2015 Active Transportation Program 
Cycle 2. Per ATP guidelines, we are requesting that the CCC and CALCC review our scope of work 
for the Long Beach Boulevard Pedestrian Improvements project to determine whether or not Corps 
will participate in these projects. Attached for your use are project descriptions, maps, and estimates. 
Please feel free to contact me if you require any other information for these projects.

Sincerely,
Candice Espinoza
Assistant Engineer
City of South Gate

Sent: Thursday, May 28, 2015 1:56 PM 
To: Candice Espinoza [cespinoza@sogate.org]

Page 1 of 2Re: CCC Submittal for ATP Cycle 2, 07-South Gate-2

5/28/2015https://hdrwebmail.hdrinc.com/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAAD9SCBxp%2fu...

RE: CCC Submittal for ATP Cycle 2, 07-South Gate-2

https://hdrwebmail.hdrinc.com/...m1XalQAAAZpRv5AAAJ&attid0=BAAAAAAA&attcnt=1&a=Print&pspid=_1432941384349_115352243[5/29/2015 4:16:45 PM]

RE: CCC Submittal for ATP Cycle 2, 07-South Gate-2
Hsieh, Wei@CCC [Wei.Hsieh@CCC.CA.GOV] on behalf of ATP@CCC [ATP@CCC.CA.GOV]
Sent:Thursday, May 28, 2015 3:16 PM
To: Candice Espinoza [cespinoza@sogate.org]
Cc: ATP@CCC [ATP@CCC.CA.GOV]; Hsieh, Wei@CCC [Wei.Hsieh@CCC.CA.GOV]; inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org; Slade, Bryan@CCC

[Bryan.Slade@CCC.CA.GOV]; Lino, Edgar@CCC [Edgar.Lino@CCC.CA.GOV]; Rochte, Christie@CCC [Christie.Rochte@CCC.CA.GOV]

Hi Candice,
 
Edgar Lino, the Conservation Supervisor at our CCC Los Angeles location has responded to the partnership for your project. The
CCC can participate in the following:
 

· Install bicycle racks
· Plant 24” box tree in existing street lighting pull box
· Remove existing tree
· Traffic Control

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

                     
Wei Hsieh, Manager
Programs & Operations Division
California Conservation Corps

1719 24th Street
Sacramento, CA 95816
(916) 341-3154
Wei.Hsieh@ccc.ca.gov
 
 

From: Candice Espinoza [mailto:cespinoza@sogate.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 21, 2015 5:55 PM
To: ATP@CCC
Subject: CCC Submittal for ATP Cycle 2, 07-South Gate-2
 
Good afternoon,
 
The City of South Gate is applying for grant funding under the 2015 Active Transportation Program Cycle 2. Per ATP guidelines,
we are requesting that the CCC and CALCC review our scope of work for the Long Beach Boulevard Pedestrian Improvements
project to determine whether or not Corps will participate in these projects. Attached for your use are project descriptions,
maps, and estimates. Please feel free to contact me if you require any other information for these projects.
 
Sincerely,
Candice Espinoza
Assistant Engineer

City of South Gate

(323) 357-9661 office
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Attachment J. Letters of Support

May 20, 2015 

CALTRANS 
Division of Local Assistance, MS 1 
Attn:  Office of Active Transportation and Special Programs 
P.O. Box 942874 
Sacramento, CA 94274-0001 

Subject: Active Transportation Program – Cycle 2 Application, City of South Gate 
    Long Beach Blvd Pedestrian Improvements 

To Whom It May Concern: 

I am pleased to support the City of South Gate’s application for an Active Transportation 
Program (ATP) – Cycle 2 grant.  I recognize the need to encourage increased use of active 
modes of transportation and improve traffic safety of bicyclists and pedestrians. 

I fully endorse the City of South Gate’s efforts to increase walking trips by improving local 
infrastructure through the implementation of the Long Beach Boulevard Pedestrian 
Improvements project. The City of South Gate is proposing pedestrian improvements along 
Long Beach Boulevard, between Santa Ana Avenue and Tweedy Boulevard, by installing new 
sidewalk to create a continuous walking path for pedestrians. Substandard curb ramps will be 
replaced with ADA-compliant ramps at all crossings. Enhanced crosswalks will be installed that 
feature contrasting pavement for high-visibility and increased driver compliance. I believe the 
proposed improvements in this application will produce positive results and promote active 
transportation within the City of South Gate and the surrounding area.   

In closing, I respectfully request your favorable consideration for the City’s application for the 
ATP – Cycle 2 grant and thank you for the opportunity to improve the safety of our community.  

Sincerely, 

ANTHONY RENDON, Ph.D. 
Assemblymember, 63rd Assembly District  
Chair, Utilities and Commerce Committee   

AR:ap 
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BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

856 Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration  /  Los Angele, CA 90012 
Phone: (213) 974 – 4111  /  Fax: (213) 613 - 1739 

 
May 20, 2015 
 
CALTRANS 
Division of Local Assistance, MS 1 
Attn:  Office of Active Transportation and Special Programs 
P.O. Box 942874 
Sacramento, CA 94274-0001 
 
Subject: Active Transportation Program – Cycle 2 Application, City of South Gate 
 Long Beach Blvd Pedestrian Improvements 
 
To Whom It May Concern: 
 
As the Los Angeles County Supervisor for District One, I am pleased to support the City of South 
Gate’s application for an Active Transportation Program (ATP) – Cycle 2 grant.  Los Angeles 
County recognizes the need to encourage increased use of active modes of transportation and 
improve traffic safety of bicyclists and pedestrians. 
 
We fully endorse City of South Gate’s efforts to increase walking trips by improving local 
infrastructure through the implementation of the Long Beach Boulevard Pedestrian 
Improvements project. The City of South Gate is proposing pedestrian improvements along 
Long Beach Boulevard, between Santa Ana Avenue and Tweedy Boulevard, by installing new 
sidewalk to create a continuous walking path for pedestrians. Missing and substandard curb 
ramps will be replaced with ADA-compliant ramps at all crossings. Enhanced crosswalks will be 
installed that feature contrasting pavement for high-visibility and increased driver compliance. 
We believe the proposed improvements in this application will produce real results and 
promote active transportation within the City of South Gate and the surrounding area.   
 
In closing, I respectfully request your favorable consideration for the City’s application for the 
ATP – Cycle 2 grant and thank you for the opportunity to improve the safety of our community 
including students who walk and bike to school.  
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Hilda L. Solis 
District One Supervisor 
Los Angeles County 
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Los Angeles Unified School District 
Office of Environmental Health and Safety 

   

333 South Beaudry Avenue, 28th Floor, Los Angeles, CA  90017  Telephone (213) 241-3199  Fax (213) 241-6816 

The Office of Environmental Health and Safety is dedicated to providing a safe and healthy environment  
for the students and employees of the Los Angeles Unified School District. 

 
 
 
 
 
May 27, 2015 

CALTRANS 
Division of Local Assistance, MS 1 
Attn:  Office of Active Transportation and Special Programs 
P.O. Box 942874 
Sacramento, CA 94274-0001 

Subject: Active Transportation Program – Cycle 2 Application, City of South Gate 
 Long Beach Blvd Pedestrian Improvements 

To Whom It May Concern: 

On behalf of Los Angeles Unified School District, I am pleased to support the City of 
South Gate’s application for an Active Transportation Program (ATP) – Cycle 2 grant.  
The Los Angeles Unified School District recognizes the need to encourage increased 
use of active modes of transportation and improve traffic safety of bicyclists and 
pedestrians. 

We fully endorse City of South Gate’s efforts to increase walking trips by improving 
local infrastructure through the implementation of the Long Beach Boulevard 
Pedestrian Improvements project. The City of South Gate is proposing pedestrian 
improvements along Long Beach Boulevard, between Santa Ana Avenue and Tweedy 
Boulevard, by installing new sidewalk to create a continuous walking path for 
pedestrians. Missing and substandard curb ramps will be replaced with ADA-compliant 
ramps at all crossings. Enhanced crosswalks will be installed that feature contrasting 
pavement for high-visibility and increased driver compliance. We believe the proposed 
improvements in this application will produce real results and promote active 
transportation within the City of South Gate and the surrounding area.   

In closing, I respectfully request your favorable consideration for the City’s application 
for the ATP – Cycle 2 grant and thank you for the opportunity to improve the safety of 
our community including students who walk and bike to school.  

Sincerely, 

Bradley Smith 
Environmental Health Supervisor 
 

RAMON C. CORTINES 
Superintendent of Schools THELMA MELÉNDEZ, PH.D. 

Chief Executive Officer, Office of Educational Services
 
ROBERT LAUGHTON 
Director, Environmental Health and Safety 
 
CARLOS A. TORRES 
Deputy Director, Environmental Health and Safety 

Brad Smith
Digitally signed by Brad Smith 
DN: cn=Brad Smith, o=LAUSD, 
ou=OEHS, 
email=brad.smith@lausd.net, c=US 
Date: 2015.05.27 14:34:40 -07'00'
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Attachment K. Additional Attachments
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