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ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM  ‐  CYCLE 2 

Part B:  Narrative Questions 

(Application Screening/Scoring)  
 

Project unique application No.:    05‐GOLETA‐04 
 

Implementing Agency’s Name:     City of Goleta 
 
 
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.  
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Part B:  Narrative Questions 

Detailed Instructions for:    Screening Criteria 
 

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

 
1.  Demonstrated fiscal needs of the applicant: 

The Old Town Goleta Sidewalk Infill Project (OTSW Project) is currently not fully funded. The 

City  is  requesting $2.2 million  in ATP  funds  towards  the environmental, design and  construction 

phases of  the project.  Identified matching  funding  include: Measure A Local Transportation Sales 

Tax and  Local Transportation  Improvement Plan  (TIP) and Community Development Block Grant 

funding. The table below shows the committed and needed funding for the project. 

Current Funding Request in Thousands 

Phase  ATP Funds  Measure A  CDBG/Local TIP  
Total Project 

Estimated Costs 

Feasibility/PSR(complete)    $9  $38 $47 

Environmental /Design  $374  $94    $468 

Right of Way  $128  $32    $160 

Construction  $1,496    $374  $1870 

Construction Engineering  $226    $57  $283 

Total by Fund  $2,224  $135  $468  $2,826 

Total by Percentage  79%  5%  16%   

 
2. Consistency with Regional Plan.   

The OTSW  Project  is  included  in  the  Santa  Barbara  County Association  of Governments’ 

(SBCAG–MPO) Regional Transportation Plan for Year 2040 – Appendix E.2 Programmed Project List 

–  Other  Projects  (page  369),  2040  RTP  ID#Go‐302.  The  OTSW  Project  is  included  in  the  2040 

Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities  Strategy  (2040 RTP/SCS),  adopted by  the 
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Santa  Barbara  County  Associations  of  Governments  (SBCAG),  the  Metropolitan  Planning 

Organization  (MPO),  on  August  15,  2013.  The  project  is  listed  as  a  Programmed  Project  in  the 

RTP/SCS Appendix E under  the City of Goleta Bike/Ped Project  type  (2040 RTP  ID# Go‐302)  (See 

Attachment I‐SC2 Figures 3). 

The project  is also  included  in the draft SBCAG Regional Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan (Draft 

April, 2015), scheduled for adoption on July 16, 2015, in Appendix A; Table A‐1 (RTP 15 and RTP 20) 

as well as Table A‐5 (Gol 12) (See Attachment I‐SC2 Figures 2). 

The project is included in the City of Goleta General Plan Transportation Element as shown 

on Pedestrian and Bikeways Plan, Figure 7‐6 (See Attachment I‐SC2 – Figures 1). 
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Part B: Narrative Questions  
Detailed Instructions for:    Question #1 

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

A. Describe the following: 

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

Old Town Goleta is located in the heart of the City of Goleta, bounded by Fairview Avenue, 

US101/UPRR,  and Highway  217. With Goleta’s  population  of  over  30,000,  it  is  home  to  22,000 

households of which 28% of those households  include children. The residential area of Old Town 

Goleta where  the project  is  located has a population of approximately 3,094  (Attachment  I‐5A1) 

and is a mixed use area with the majority of the residential area north of Hollister Avenue and on 

Pine Avenue. Small and  large businesses are primarily  located along Hollister Avenue and  to  the 

South, including some large commercial and industrial operations.  

 

Figure 1 ‐ Project Area 

   

UCSB 

Goleta California

Project 

Old Town Sidewalk 

Infill Project Area 

Unincorporated Area 

of Santa Barbara 
City of Santa 
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Given  the  lack  of  an  existing  facility  at  this  location,  data  is  not  available  on  existing 

usership. However, bicycle  and pedestrian  counts performed  in May 2015 on  the  streets  in Old 

Town document 495 bicyclists and 2,226 pedestrian users with an additional 76 skateboarders and 

disabled  users  (Table  1).  The  bicycle  and  pedestrian  count  data  indicates  that  Old  Town  has 

approximately 72% pedestrian usage compared to the population in the census block. The project 

is needed  to  facilitate  the  current users and  improve  conditions  for an existing  route as well as 

encouraging increased use of active modes of transportation such as walking and biking.  

Table 1‐ Bicycle and Pedestrian Counts ‐ May 2015 – 24 hour counts 

  
 

The OTSW Project  is primarily a pedestrian  facility  improvements project. However,  staff 

would expect bicycling to increase as a result of the improvements – widening the street, removing 

encroachments  and  other  visual  barriers  and  obstacles.  Therefore,  rates  from  The  League  of 

American Bicyclists, National Highway  Traffic  Safety Administration’s National  Survey of Bicyclist 

and Pedestrian Attitudes and Behavior, Volume  II  Findings Report,  and  the US Census American 

Communities Survey (ACS), American Fact Finder data were used to estimate proposed usage.  

 According  to  the ACS data,  the City has estimated pedestrian and bicycling  rates of 2.5% 

and 7.6%, respectively. The League of American Bicyclists states a 62%  increase  in bicycling since 

2000. Therefore, a conservative number of 2% increase (Table 2) would be applicable the first year 

following completion of the project. It is safe to project that use of active transportation modes of 

travel would  also  increase  as  a  result  of  providing  adequate  pedestrian  and,  as  a  result  of  the 

sidewalk  improvements,  bicycle  facilities  along  this  corridor  and  thus  removing  a  barrier  to 

mobility. 
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Table 2‐ 1 Year projection 

 

B. Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes (for non‐infrastructure 
applications) to transportation‐related and community identified destinations where an increase in 
active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, 
transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or 
affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or 
other community identified destinations via:                                                                     (12 points max.) 

a. creation of new routes 

b. removal of barrier to mobility 

c. closure of gaps 

d. other improvements to routes 

e. educates or encourages use of existing routes  

The residential section of Old Town Goleta is an economically depressed area as indicated in 

the median household income, by census tract. Many of the residents do not own vehicles and rely 

on alternative means of transportation.  

Creation of New Routes 

 The OTSW Project will construct sidewalks in Old Town Goleta. Hollister Avenue is the main 

arterial  in  Old  Town.  The  residential  neighborhoods  north  of  Hollister  Avenue  and  along  Pine 

Avenue, south of Hollister Avenue,  lack consistent accessible sidewalks. The area  is characterized 

by older neighborhoods with narrow streets, limited sidewalks, and private encroachments into the 

ROW  (see Figure 2). Pedestrians attempting  to navigate  throughout  this neighborhood are often 

forced to walk in the streets. 
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Figure 2 ‐ Narrow Orange Ave with narrow ROW for two way traffic and no sidewalks present 

Design  standards  have  significantly  changed  since  Old  Town  Goleta was  originally  built. 

Therefore, many streets do not have sidewalks and the right‐of‐way (ROW) width is insufficient and 

not consistent with current urban roadway design. Over the years, as development infill occurred, 

some areas were required to  install sidewalks, but most areas are still  lacking sidewalks.  In many 

areas encroachments into the ROW have occurred leaving sidewalks to abruptly end or to not align 

(Figure  X).  The  OTSW  Project will  provide  curb,  gutter,  sidewalk  and  ADA  ramps  for  safe  and 

effective pedestrian travel in Old Town Goleta. One pedestrian route of travel will be provided on 

at  least one side of each street to create a  fully connected sidewalk network  for the community. 

Improvements will  include  four  foot wide  sidewalks,  curb  ramp  improvements,  and  associated 

driveway  and  cross  gutter  improvements.  The  OTSW  Project  includes  construction  of  a  fully 

connected ADA compliant access for pedestrians.  

Removal of Barriers to Mobility   

The current sidewalk system in Old Town Goleta consists of discontinuous segments. There 

are also numerous non‐ADA compliant driveways and curb ramps along the street that are barriers 

to mobility.  In  several  areas  the  sidewalks  abruptly  end,  directing  pedestrians  onto  the  street 
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without a designated crosswalk or a defined route (see Figure32). This project will provide a safer, 

continuous path for pedestrians, especially those with disabilities.  

 

 
Figure 3 ‐ Existing sidewalk ends abruptly on Nectarine Ave. 

In addition,  this area  is classified as a Disadvantaged Community  (DAC). There  is no  local 

elementary school. Instead, the students are bused to three different area elementary schools. The 

school bus  stop  is  located on Nectarine Avenue. This project will  improve  the  safety of  students 

walking to the school bus top (see Figure 4). 
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Figure 4 ‐ School Bus Stop on Nectarine Ave. 

Closure of Gaps  

This  project will  close  the  accessibility  gap  in  these Old  Town Goleta  neighborhoods  by 

installing  sidewalks,  removing  encroachments  in  the  ROW,  and  constructing  new  routes  that 

residents can use, rather than choosing between taking a  longer more circuitous route or walking 

in the street (see Figure 5). 
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Figure 5 – Woman pushing stroller on Nectarine Ave 

Connection to Community Destinations   

The OTSW Project provides an  important pedestrian connection to various destinations  in 

eastern Goleta,  including: Goleta’s Old  Town  historic  district,  Goleta  Valley  Community  Center, 

Boys and Girls Club, Metropolitan Transit District (MTD) bus stops, centers of employment and the 

pocket park  located on Nectarine Avenue (see Figure 6). The City of Goleta has a plan  in place to 

improve Old Town Goleta (The Old Town Goleta Revitalization Plan), which  includes other bicycle 

and pedestrian improvements in the area bounded by Hollister Avenue to the north, Route 217 to 

the east  and  Fairview Avenue  to  the west.  The City  is working on  a Class  I Bike Path  along  the 

eastern  edge  of Old  Town  that will  connect  the  northern  and  southern  communities  currently 

separated by the US101 and UPRR tracks. Improvements to the sidewalks will assist all alternative 

transportation users to access the future system. The San Jose Creek Southern Extent Project will 

provide improved access to the businesses, schools, recreation, and employment areas in southern 

Goleta  including  the  University  of  California,  Santa  Barbara  (UCSB),  the  Santa  Barbara  Airport, 

Goleta Beach and the existing Class I Bike Path that connects to City of Santa Barbara to the east. 



05‐GOLETA‐04    ATP ‐ Cycle 2 ‐ Part B ‐ 2015 

Page | 11 
 

 
Figure 6 ‐ Nectarine Avenue Pocket Park & School Bus Stop 

 

Other Improvements to Routes 

In addition to improving access for pedestrians, this project will also improve sight distance 

at driveways, remove illegal parking impacting sight distance, and give Old Town Goleta a cleaner, 

more uniform  appearance.  Some of  the  vegetation  along  the  street  is overgrown  and obstructs 

visibility (see Figure 7). This project would remove hindering vegetation and objects along the edge 

of the street and improve visibility for all users.  

 
Figure 7 ‐ Vegetation Obstructs Visibility 
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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.) 

One  of  the  highest  priorities  for  the  City  of  Goleta  and  the  region  as  a whole  is  both 

enhancing  and  increasing  the  number  of  alternative  transportation  alternatives.  This  project  is 

listed in the City’s General Plan and the Regional Transportation Plan. 

The OTSW  Project  is  included  in  the  Santa  Barbara  County Association  of Governments’ 

(SBCAG–MPO) Regional Transportation Plan for Year 2040 – Appendix E.2 Programmed Project List 

–  Other  Projects  (page  369),  2040  RTP  ID#Go‐302.  The  OTSW  Project  is  included  in  the  2040 

Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities  Strategy  (2040 RTP/SCS),  adopted by  the 

Santa  Barbara  County  Associations  of  Governments  (SBCAG),  the  Metropolitan  Planning 

Organization  (MPO),  on  August  15,  2013.  The  project  is  listed  as  a  Programmed  Project  in  the 

RTP/SCS Appendix E under  the City of Goleta Bike/Ped Project  type  (2040 RTP  ID# Go‐302)  (See 

Attachment I‐SC2 Figures 3). 

The project  is also  included  in the draft SBCAG Regional Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan (Draft 

April, 2015), scheduled for adoption on July 16, 2015, in Appendix A; Table A‐1 (RTP 15 and RTP 20) 

as well as Table A‐5 (Gol 12) (See Attachment I‐SC2 Figures 2). 

The project is included in the City of Goleta General Plan Transportation Element as shown 

on Pedestrian and Bikeways Plan, Figure 7‐6 (See Attachment I‐SC2 – Figures 1). 

Old  Town  Goleta  is  a  neighborhood  with  many  residents,  businesses  and  community 

agencies.  Without  a  complete  sidewalk  network,  pedestrians  cannot  travel  throughout  the 

neighborhood without resorting to walking in the streets. This area is used by residents, shoppers, 

visitors, employees and those using the community facilities. Current pedestrians walk on sidewalk 

segments and in the streets where no sidewalks are available. 

The current conditions for pedestrians in this neighborhood is discouraging to all but those 

who have no other choice. 

The residents of the County of Santa Barbara voted in a quarter cent sales tax (Measure A) 

five  years  ago  to  fund  transportation  projects.  There  is  a  10%  minimum  spending  from 
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discretionary Measure A funding on alternative transportation projects. The City of Goleta not only 

meets that requirement, we have spent an average of 20% of our discretionary Measure A monies 

on alternative transportation projects, but that doesn’t come close to meeting the need.  
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Part B: Narrative Questions  

Detailed Instructions for:    Question #2 
 

QUESTION #2 

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

A. Describe the plan/program influence area or project location’s history of collisions resulting in fatalities and 
injuries to non‐motorized users and the source(s) of data used (e.g. collision reports, community 
observation, surveys, audits). (10 points max.) 
 

The most recent years of accident data, January 1, 2010 through May 2015, were surveyed 

to determine the number of bicycle and pedestrian collisions reported in the vicinity of the Project. 

Attachment  I‐2A  shows  a map  of  all  the  on‐street  collisions  reported  in  the  City’s  Crossroads 

Database,  Transportation  Injury  Mapping  System  (TIMS),  and  the  Statewide  Integrated  Traffic 

Records System  (SWITRS) that resulted  in an  injury to a bicyclist or pedestrian. Attachments  I‐2A 

(map and table) shows the number of bicycle and pedestrian collisions in the area. Nineteen bicycle 

collisions occurred in the area of the project and 21 pedestrian collisions. None resulted in a fatality 

in the last five years. However, there was a fatality on Kellogg Avenue near Hollister that occurred 

more than five years ago.  

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. 
‐ Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non‐motorized users, including 
creating physical separation between motorized and non‐motorized users. 
‐ Improves compliance with local traffic laws 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. 

 

Improves Sight Distance and Visibility 

The  OTSW  Project  will  improve  sight  distance  and  overall  visibility  between motorized 

vehicles, bicycles, and pedestrians. The project will accomplish this by conforming to current design 

standards and guidelines and removing obstructions and encroachments in the ROW. 
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Physical Separation of Users 

The OTSW Project will remove conflict points between motorized vehicles and pedestrians. 

It will provide a continuous path of travel throughout Old Town Goleta, on both sides of Hollister 

Avenue, utilizing sidewalks, curb, gutter, and curb ramps (see Figure 8). This removes pedestrians 

from the roadway.  

 
Figure 8 ‐ Pedestrians Walking Around Utility Conflict on Narrow Mandarin Ave. 

Reduces Behaviors That Lead to Collisions 

Adding  continuous  sidewalks  in  Old  Town  Goleta  will  reduce  pedestrian  and  bicycle 

behaviors that contribute to collisions. For pedestrians,  it will provide a clear, designated path of 

travel that will reduce or eliminate the need for pedestrians to step into the street along segments. 

Removing  objects  along  the  edge  of  the  roadway  such  as  encroachments  and  vegetation, will 

provide a straight, uniform path for bicycles, reducing the tendency to weave  into and out of the 

street (see Figure 9). 
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Figure 9 ‐ Pedestrian Walking On Mandarin Drive 

Addresses Inadequate Facilities 

The OTSW Project will bring the existing inadequate facilities in areas of Old Town Goleta up 

to current ADA standards and encourage and support alternative modes transportation. Not only 

will continuous sidewalks provide safety and accessibility for all pedestrians, but the ADA compliant 

driveways  and  curb  ramps will  accommodate  the disabled  as well. By  improving  the  facilities  in 

areas of Old Town Goleta, residents will be supported and encouraged to use alternative modes of 

transportation. 

Table 3 ‐ Bike and Pedestrian Counts 
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Part B: Narrative Questions  
Detailed Instructions for:    Question #3 

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

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

 
A. Who: Describe who was engaged in the identification and development of this project/program/plan (for 

plans: who will be engaged). (5 points max) 

 

The OTSW Project has been in the City’s Capital Improvement Projects (CIP) program since 

Cityhood as part of the redevelopment program for Old Town. The need for the project has been 

identified in the Old Town Specific Plan, the City’s General Plan, and lobbied for by members of the 

Coalition  for  Sustainable  Transportation  (COAST),  the  Old  town  Community  Assocation,  local 

business  owners  and  residents  themselves.  The  City  Council  has  put  their  support  behind  the 

project,  but without  grant  finding  it will  be  a  long,  drawnout  process.  Some  funding  has  been 

allocated by the City Council which prioritized the City’s CDBG funding. The Staff, Council and the 

Public have been  involved  in  identifying the Project during CIP presentations to council and other 

public workshops and meetings. Staff has been attending the Old Town Committee meetings with 

“Politicians, Pastors and Purveyors” to discuss the future of Old Town. 

The Project was also presented at  the  Santa Barbara Bicycle Coalition Advocacy Meeting 

held  in  Goleta  in  March,  2014  and  presented  at  the  Coalition  for  Sustainable  Transportation 

(COAST) General Meeting in December 2014.  

This Project is included in the SBCAG Regional Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan (See Attachment I 

– SC2‐Figure 2). The City of Goleta is a member of the Advisory Committee for the development of 

the SBCAG Regional Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan along with other agencies including: City of Santa 

Barbara,  County  of  Santa  Barbara,  City  of  Buellton,  City  of  Solvang,  City  of  Lompoc,  City  of 

Carpentaria, UCSB, COAST, SB BIKE, Caltrans, and SBCAG. The Advisory Committee met at  least 3 

times between January 2015 and May 2015 to review and provide input on the development of the 
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overall  plan,  as well  submit  to  SBCAG  all  current  and  future  bicycle  and  pedestrian  (or  Active 

Transportation) projects planned for the future.  

The City also participated in the SBCAG Public Workshop which was held for public input on 

the Regional Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan. The purpose of  the workshop was  to  solicit  input and 

feedback for the plan from the public.  During the workshops SBCAG staff presented an overview of 

the planning efforts, conducted roundtable discussions to learn the issues that matter most to the 

public  in their communities and followed with question and answer sessions.   The workshop was 

held  on Wednesday, March  25,  2015  at  SBCAG  offices  on  260 North  San  Antonio  Road,  Santa 

Barbara, CA. During  all of  the workshops  SBCAG  encouraged public  comment.  Comments were 

received via email, mail, on comment forms, during roundtable discussions, and were also written 

on maps during the workshops.  In excess of 200 comment items were collected.  Comments were 

sorted  by  jurisdiction  and  sent  to  the  members  of  the  Advisory  Committee  representing  the 

specified jurisdiction for response. 

 

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

 

Staff has been working with COAST, the Old Town Business Owners Association, the Goleta 

Chamber of Commerce, and Old Town Committee Association to improve walking conditions in Old 

Town. The input of all stakeholders has helped to shape the project. This Project is included in the 

City of Goleta Capital Improvement Project list and the City’s General Plan. There was a lot of public 

outreach  in the development of the Transportation Element of the General Plan. The Project has 

been present  to  the City Council and noticed  to  the public  to present  the  status of  the Project, 

funding options and to receive public comment on the specifics of the project. As with all of our 

major projects the City will hold workshops and a hearing before the City Council to gain input and 

share information. The City will also reach out to the Santa Barbara Bike Coalition, COAST and local 

schools. 

The City  is already planning public outreach through City Council meetings and workshops 

at the Goleta Valley Community Center, which is the heart of Old Town. The City will provide food 
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and drink and activities for small children so that parents can take the time to engage in discussion 

and selection of alternatives. All materials will be in Spanish and English and Spanish speaking staff 

will be in attendance to make sure that everyone’s voice is heard.  

The Project is in the preliminary stages and public participation has been implemented as an 

education on  the need  for  the Project and  to  garner  support of  the  local  community.  Since  the 

OTSW  Project  is  in  the  preliminary  stages,  opportunities  for  specific  feedback  on  the  Project 

alternatives have not yet occurred. However, the City has employed design charrettes (an  intense 

period  of  design  and  planning with  community members),  held many  public meetings  at  local 

schools and the Goleta Valley Community Center  for the projects  in the City. Staff  is planning on 

holding at  least two public outreach meetings at the Goleta Valley Community Center to present 

preliminary options, solicit feedback, and answer the community’s questions. 

 

C. What:  Describe the feedback received during the stakeholder engagement process and describe how the 
public participation and planning process has improved the project’s overall effectiveness at meeting the 
purpose and goals of the ATP. (5 points max) 

 

The City was  successful  in obtaining  an ATP  grant  for  another project  and we  found  the 

public  engagement  process  enlightening.  Two  public  workshops  were  held  and  some  of  the 

concerns were a surprise to staff. The process was a success; staff learned a lot and the public was 

educated and an alternative was selected that could be embraced by all involved. Staff will build on 

that experience to have an even better outreach process. 

As  the  city prepares  for  the OTSW Project  to move  forward,  it  is  important  to have  the 

support  of  stakeholders,  consider  their  needs  and  present  a  project  that  can  provide  for  this 

sidewalk,  curb,  gutter  and  ramp  installation  project  that  improves  access  for  the  residents  and 

visitors  throughout  the Old  Town Area  of Goleta.  This  coordination with  local  stakeholders will 

make for an optimal project that will meet the needs and desires of as many people as possible. 

D. Describe how stakeholders will continue to be engaged in the implementation of the project/program/plan. 
(1 points max) 
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City staff will continue to communicate with stakeholders through public workshops, school 

outreach, the city website, and discussion items at city council meetings. The City routinely meets 

with, and as part of, an alternative  transportation committee comprised of  representatives  from 

the  cities of Goleta and  Santa Barbara,  the County of  Santa Barbara, UCSB, COAST and  SBBC  to 

coordinate  efforts  and  share  plans  and  other  information.  Staff will  continue  to  attend  the Old 

Town Neighborhood  Association meetings  to  provide  regular  updates  as well  as  the Old  Town 

Business Owners Association. 
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Part B: Narrative Questions  
Detailed Instructions for:    Question #4 

QUESTION #4 
IMPROVED PUBLIC HEALTH (0‐10 points) 
 

 NOTE: Applicants applying for the disadvantaged community set aside must respond to the below questions 
with health data specific to the disadvantaged communities. Failure to do so will result in lost points.  
 

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

 

Staff contacted Michelle Wehmer, Santa Barbara County Health Statistician, regarding the 

public health issues associated with the project. The County does not collect area specific data as it 

could violate HIPPA  issues. However, the County  is creating a Community Health Data Report this 

summer which will probably be divided  for north/south County areas. This data  report could be 

useful for future grant applications.  

Staff also contacted Leslie Kearney at the Santa Barbara Neighborhood Clinic, which is has a 

medical  and  dental  clinic  in Goleta.  They  could  not  provide  area  specific  data  at  this  time,  but 

should be able to assist in the future with grant applications. 

The  OTSW  Project  provides  ample  opportunity  for  the  improvement  of  public  health 

through  the  creation  of  public  infrastructure  that will  encourage walking  in  the  City  of Goleta. 

Residents and commuters alike will be able to use the new facility on their way to work, school, and 

for recreational use, all of which contributes to  improved public health.  In addition to the health 

benefits created by increased walking associated with the new infrastructure, the project will also 

result  in a reduction  in greenhouse gas emissions as residents elect to travel by foot  instead of  in 

automobiles. 

The 2014 County of Santa Barbara Community Health Status Report show the many leading 

causes  of  death  are  chronic  conditions  that  are  significantly  impacted  by  behavior.  Poor  diet, 

physical  inactivity and  tobacco use  contribute  to heart disease,  cancer,  lung disease and Type 2 

diabetes, which cause hundreds of deaths very year.  

Although there are many ways to be physically active, walking is among the most practical 

and  effective,  particularly  for  inactive  and  overweight  people.  Specific  health  issues we  plan  to 



05‐GOLETA‐04    ATP ‐ Cycle 2 ‐ Part B ‐ 2015 

Page | 22 
 

focus on are asthma, obesity, and heart disease, which are particularly concerning health issues in 

Santa Barbara County.  

Asthma 

In  Santa  Barbara  County  (the  County  in which Goleta  is  located),  12.2%  of  children  and 

adults  have  been  diagnosed  with  asthma,  a  rate  0.8%  than  the  state  average 

(www.californiabreathing.com).  

Obesity 

The  World  Health  Organization  (WHO)  claims  that  obesity  is  dramatically  on  the  rise, 

particularly  in urban  settings.  The California Health  Interview  Survey 2011‐2012  found  25.3% of 

Santa Barbara County children were physically active for at least an hour a day, a rate 7.3% lower 

than  the  statewide  average  (http://cosb.countyofsb.org/phd/).  Physical  inactivity  is  one  of  the 

most prevalent causes of childhood obesity, which frequently leads to adult obesity. Adult obesity 

has been on the rise in Santa Barbara County with a rate of 56.5% of adults meeting the criteria for 

obesity  in the 2011‐12 survey. Obesity can be a causative factor  in the onset of Type 2 Diabetes, 

which was the 9th leading cause of death in Santa Barbara County in 2012. 

At  La  Patera  Elementary  School,  the  district  school  for  the Old  Town Goleta  Area,  only 

32.4% of the 5th grade students were able to meet the Aerobic Capacity Physical Fitness Standards. 

Heart Disease 

According  to  the  Statistical  Master  Death  File,  California  Department  of  Public  Health 

(2012), heart disease was the leading cause of premature and all deaths in Santa Barbara County in 

2012, accounting for 773 deaths. Vascular disease, heart disease, and stroke are all conditions for 

with regular physical activity is proven mitigation. 

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

 

One of the biggest  factors contributing to  inactivity  is not having a place close by to walk 

safely. The OTSW Project will infill missing segments of sidewalk throughout the Old Town Area, as 

well as South of Hollister on Pine Avenue. The new contiguous sidewalks offer a facility available to 
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all age groups and physical ability levels. The sidewalks offer pedestrians, especially young children, 

a stress free environment separated from motorists.  

The  Centers  for Disease  Control  and  Prevention  (CDC)  suggests  that  adults  ages  18  and 

older get at  least 2 hours and 30 minutes of moderate  intensity aerobic activity, such as walking, 

every week for good health. The City of Goleta expects the OTSW Project to provide an excellent 

opportunity to encourage this type of physical activity:  it will enhance the pedestrian path of travel 

within  Old  Town  Goleta,  provide  an  opportunity  for  people  to  feel more  comfortable walking 

throughout  the neighborhood. This  is  true especially  for people who desire  to walk  to  the  local 

park,    businesses  on Hollister Avenue,  the Goleta Valley Community Center,  the  Boys  and Girls 

Club, places of employment and eventually the Class I Bike Path at San Jose Creek on the east end 

of  town.  Without  this  network,  resident  must  navigate  the  neighborhoods  on  the  streets, 

competing  for  space with vehicles,  resulting  in people  feeling  safer  to  travel  in cars. A complete 

sidewalk network will facilitate people to walk to their destinations – or perhaps simply the joy of 

walking through the neighborhood ‐ thereby promoting a healthier lifestyle.   
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Part B: Narrative Questions  
Detailed Instructions for:    Question #5 

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

A. Identification of disadvantaged communities:     (0 points – SCREENING ONLY) 

Option 1: Median household income, by census tract for the community(ies) benefited by the project:  
$_45,268_____ 

 Provide all census tract numbers 

 Provide the median income for each census track listed 

 Provide the population for each census track listed 
     

Option 2: California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen) score for the 
community benefited by the project:  _________ 

 Provide all census tract numbers 

 Provide the CalEnviroScreen 2.0 score for each census track listed 
 Provide the population for each census track listed 

 
Option 3: Percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals Programs:  __91.89___ %  

 Provide percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Meals Program for each and 
all schools included in the proposal 

 
Option 4: Alternative criteria for identifying disadvantaged communities:  

 Provide median household income (option 1), the CalEnviroScreen 2.0 score (option 2), and 
if applicable, the percentage of students eligible for Free and Reduced Meal Programs 
(option 3) 

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

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

 

The OTSW Project is 100% in a DAC according to option number 3, at 91.89%. 

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

What percent of the funds requested will be expended in the disadvantaged community? _100_% 
Explain how this percent was calculated.  
 

The OTSW Project is located entirely within the bounds of the DAC based on the percentage 

of students eligible for the free or reduced price meal programs (see Attachment I‐5_School Lunch 

Program).  It also  falls approximately 40%  into the Census Tract 30.01, Block Group 5  for medium 

household  income.  The  City  will  expend  100%  of  the  project  funds  will  be  used  to  improve 

sidewalks, remove barriers, and encourage active transportation in the Old Town neighborhood.  
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C. Describe how the project/program/plan provides (for plans: will provide) a direct, meaningful, and assured 

benefit to members of the disadvantaged community. (5 points max) 

Define what direct, meaningful, and assured benefit means for your proposed project/program/plan, 

how this benefit will be achieved, and who will receive this benefit. 

 

The OTSW Project will provide a direct, meaningful, and assured benefit to members of the 

disadvantaged community by  installing sidewalks, removing barriers, creating accessible driveway 

ramps and street corner ramps, and  improving sight visibility. Currently, residents and visitors are 

walking  in  the  streets,  even  pushing  strollers  in  the  street,  to  navigate  to  places  of  shopping, 

employment, recreation, and the bus lines on Hollister (Figure 10). 

 

Figure 10‐ Woman Pushing Stroller in Street 

The OTSW Project will create a network of connected sidewalks that will improve the safety 

for those currently using the streets (approximately 72% of the neighborhood based on the Census 

Block data are pedestrians using these streets). Improvements here will also encourage additional 

individuals to walk and bike due to the increase in safety and perception. 
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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.)     

 

Old Town Goleta is a densely populated, disadvantaged neighborhood. Due to its lack of full 

pedestrian access and ADA compliant infrastructure families, children, and the disabled are forced 

to travel  in dirt shoulders or within traffic  lanes to reach various points within the neighborhood. 

The high volume of children walking in these dangerous situations is exacerbated during pickup and 

drop off  times of  the  school bus, and  there  is only one  location  for  the  school bus  stop  for  the 

entire neighborhood. There Children have been observed running in and out of travel lanes as they 

navigate back to their homes. ADA compliant pathways are non‐existence, forcing the disabled to 

travel within traffic lanes to reach their destinations (see Figure 11). 

 

Figure 11 ‐ Disabled Person in Wheelchair on Pine Ave. 

Staff evaluated  improving pedestrian  travel with  sidewalk  improvements  to both  sides of 

streets within the neighborhood. Since the intent of the proposed improvements was to provide a 

fully  contiguous  pedestrian  network  for  the  neighborhood,  it  was  determined  providing 
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improvements on one side of  the street would provide  the same benefit  for half  the costs. Also, 

most of the roadways are too narrow to accommodate sidewalk and parking on both sides 

The  benefits  of  the  proposed  pedestrian  pathways  include,  but  are  not  limited  to,  the 

following: provides ADA compliant pathways, removes pedestrians out of the travel way, creates a 

safe  mode  of  pedestrian  travel  separated  from  vehicles,  beautifies  the  local  neighborhood, 

increases health benefits with increased usage of safe pedestrian pathways, provides linkage from 

the  neighborhood  to  local  businesses,  parks,  community  centers  and  regional  alternative 

transportation. 

 
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.) 

    ( 
஻௘௡௘௙௜௧

்௢௧௔௟	௉௥௢௝௘௖௧	஼௢௦௧
 and 

஻௘௡௘௙௜௧

ி௨௡ௗ௦	ோ௘௤௨௘௦௧௘ௗ
). 

Based on  the estimate of usership on  the proposed project and  the costs associated with 

ultimate construction of  the project,  the ATP Benefit/Cost  tool shows a B/C  ratio of 8.01  for  the 

total project, and 10.03 for the funds requested (See Attachments G, I‐1A, and I‐6B for the project 

cost estimate, usership estimate, and B/C results, respectively). 

While the ATP B/C tool  is useful as a time effective way to demonstrate B/C ratio,  it does 

seem to have a narrow focus with only a one year projected user horizon. It also does not appear 

to  accurately  take  into  account  infill  type  projects  such  as  the  OTSW  Project.  As  with  most 

transportation  infrastructure projects, many of  the benefits will not be  realized  in  the  first year. 

Also,  the  tool doesn’t provide an  intuitive way  to calculate a B/C  ratio  for a project seeking pre‐

construction funding only. 
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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  OTSW  Project  is  not  fully  funded,  but  securing  funding  to  complete  design, 

environmental and construction phases will benefit not only the DAC, but also the community at 

large, since Old Town  is the Historical Business District. The City has already spent approximately 

$47,000 on the feasibility study and PSR. For this ATP cycle, the City is requesting $2,224 thousand 

in ATP funding for all phases with a Local match of $603 thousand. The OTSW Project is committed 

to  leveraging 20%  local match  for  this project  in a DAC. The City  is committing  the  leveraging of 

funds to all phases of the project where we are requesting new ATP funding.  

Phase  ATP Funds  Measure A 
CDBG//Local 

TIP Local TIP 

Total Project 

Estimated Costs  

Feasibility/PSR(complete)    $9  $38 $47 

Environmental /Design  $374  $94    $468 

Right of Way  $128  $32    $160 

Construction  $1,496    $374  $1,870 

Construction Engineering  $226    $57  $283 

Total by Fund  $2,224  $135  $468  $2,826 

Total by Percentage  79%  5%  16%   
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Part B: Narrative Questions  
Detailed Instructions for:    Question #8 

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

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

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

   No (If this application is NOT for a Plan, proceed to Step #2)     
 
Step 2:  The applicant must submit the following information via email concurrently to both the CCC AND 

certified community conservation corps prior to application submittal to Caltrans. The CCC and 
certified community conservation corps will respond within five (5) business days from receipt of the 
information.  

 Project Title 

 Project Description                                  

 Detailed Estimate                               

 Project Schedule 

 Project Map                                               

 Preliminary Plan 
 
California Conservation Corps representative:  Community Conservation Corps representative: 

Name:  Wei Hsieh     Name:  Danielle Lynch   

Email: atp@ccc.ca.gov  Email:  inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org 

Phone: (916) 341‐3154  Phone: (916) 426‐9170 

 
Step 3:   The applicant has coordinated with Wei Hsieh with the CCC AND Danielle Lynch with the certified 

community conservation corps and determined the following (check appropriate box): 

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

� Applicant intends to utilize the CCC or a certified community conservation corps on the 

following items listed below (0 points).  

___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________ 

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

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

The CCC and certified community conservation corps will provide a list to Caltrans of all projects submitted to them and 
indicating which projects they are available to participate on. The applicant must also attach any email correspondence 
from the CCC and certified community conservation corps to the application verifying communication/participation. 
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Part B: Narrative Questions  
Detailed Instructions for:    Question #9 

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

that include project funding through Caltrans Local Assistance administered programs (ATP, Safe Routes to 
School, BTA, HSIP, etc.) for the last five (5) years.  

 

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

Highway Bridge Program, State Transportation Improvement Program, State and Local Partnership 

Program,  Habitat  Restoration  Grant,  Proposition  84  grant  funding,  and  more  recently  Active 

Transportation  Program  (Cycle  1)  and  USDOT  Transportation  Investment  Generating  Economic 

Recovery (TIGER) Discretionary Grant Program funds. The City has been successful in meeting grant 

and  funding  required  submittals  and deadlines  in  accordance with  the Caltrans  Local Assistance 

Manual  and  specific  grant  guidelines.  The  City  has  also  been  successful  in  meeting  delivery 

requirements with Local Measure A Regional Bicycle and Pedestrian Program Grants and Measure 

A Safe Routes to School, Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funding, State Parks grant 

funding, and Sustainable Communities Grant. 

The City has not had any grant  failures. When awarded  this ATP grant Engineering Phase 

(PA&ED and PS&E) Right of Way and Construction funding for the Project, the City will adjust the 

priorities in the CIP and focus resources on this Project as necessary. 

 

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. 



05-Goleta-04 

Attachment A 
 

Application Signature Page 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Attachment A 

 





05-Goleta-04 

Attachment B 

 
ATP - PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST 

(ATP-PPR) 
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 05 - Goleta - 04
Date:

Project Title:
District

05

Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total

E&P (PA&ED) 131 131

PS&E 337 337

R/W 160 160

CON 2,151 2,151

TOTAL 131 497 2,151 2,779

ATP Funds

Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total

E&P (PA&ED) 104 104

PS&E 269 269

R/W 128 128

CON 1,720 1,720

TOTAL 104 397 1,720 2,221

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

Funding Agency

Future Cycles Program Code

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)

Previous Cycle Program Code

Funding Agency

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)

ATP

Funding Agency

STATE

Non-infrastructure Cycle 2 Program Code

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)

Funding Agency

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ● DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Route

ATP PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST

County
City of Goleta - Old Town Sidewalks Infill, north of Hollister Ave, and on Pine Ave.

Hollister Ave.Santa Barbara

Project Information:

PPNOProject IDEA

5/29/2015

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

1 of 2
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 05 - Goleta - 04
Date:

Project Title:
District

05

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ● DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Route

ATP PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST

County
City of Goleta - Old Town Sidewalks Infill, north of Hollister Ave, and on Pine Ave.

Hollister Ave.Santa Barbara

Project Information:

PPNOProject IDEA

5/29/2015

DO NOT FILL IN ANY SHADED AREAS
Funding Information:

Fund No. 2:

Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total

E&P (PA&ED) 27 27

PS&E 68 68

R/W 32 32

CON

TOTAL 27 100 127

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 431 431

TOTAL 431 431

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

Funding Agency

Funding Agency

Funding Agency

Goleta

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)

Funding Agency

Notes:

Program Code

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)

Notes:

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)

Program Code

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)

Funding Agency

Program Code

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s) GTIP

Funding Agency

SBCAG

Program Code

Notes:

Notes:

Local Matching Funds - GTIP Program Code

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s) Measure A

Local Matching Funds - Measure A Program Code

Notes:

Notes:

2 of 2
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05-Goleta-04 

Attachment C 
 

Engineer’s Checklist 
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Project Location Map 
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Project Map/Plans showing existing and proposed 
conditions 
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Photos of Existing Conditions 
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Attachment F ‐ Photographs 

 

Photo 1 – Aguila Avenue existing narrow 2-foot sidewalk with missing sections 

 

Photo 2 – Armitos Avenue – Existing narrow 2-foot sidewalks, missing sections, utility pole conflicts 
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Attachment F ‐ Photographs 

 

Photo 3 – Armitos Avenue – Existing narrow 2-foot sidewalks, misaligned sections, utility pole conflicts 

 

 

Photo 4 – Fairview Avenue – corner location with multiple utility conflicts and grade issues 
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Attachment F ‐ Photographs 

 

Photo 5 – Fairview Avenue missing sidewalk sections, fencing encroachments, utility conflicts 

 

Photo 6 – Gato Avenue – missing sidewalk sections 
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Attachment F ‐ Photographs 

 

Photo 7 – Mandarin Drive – narrow right of way, missing sidewalk segments, utility conflicts, vegetation encroachments 

 

 

Photo 8 – Mandarin Drive – missing sidewalk segments, narrow right of way, utility conflicts 
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Attachment F ‐ Photographs 

 

Photo 9 – Nectarine Avenue – Narrow right-of-way, missing sidewalks, cars avoiding pedestrians 

 

Photo 10 – Nectarine Avenue – missing segments, vegetation and fencing encroachments 
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Attachment F ‐ Photographs 

 

Photo 11 – Orange Avenue – on street parking in place of sidewalks, narrow street width, utility and tree conflicts 

 

 

Photo 12 – Orange Avenue – utility and tree conflicts 
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Attachment F ‐ Photographs 

 

Photo 13 – Tecolote Avenue – wall encroachment 

 

Photo 14 – Tecolote Avenue –utility conflicts, missing sidewalk segments, shoppers walking on street 
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Attachment F ‐ Photographs 

 

Photo 14 – Pine Avenue – missing sidewalk segment and tree conflict 
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Attachment F ‐ Photographs 

 

 

   

 

Photo 15 – Pine Avenue – missing sidewalk segments, utility and tree conflicts 
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Project Estimate 
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 05 - Goleta - 04

Agency:

Prepared by: Date:

Item No. Quantity Units Unit Cost
Total

Item Cost
% $ % $ % $ % $

1                 1 LS $50,000 $50,000 100% $50,000

2                 1 LS $4,500 $4,500 100% $4,500

3                 1 LS $100,000 $100,000 100% $100,000

4           1,550 CY $75 $116,250 100% $116,250

5             650 CY $500 $325,000 100% $325,000

6             324 CY $400 $129,600 100% $129,600

7               30 EA $5,000 $150,000 100% $150,000

8               74 CY $625 $46,250 100% $46,250

9           1,600 CY $45 $72,000 100% $72,000

10             205 TONS $200 $41,000 100% $41,000

11                 3 LS $10,000 $30,000 100% $30,000

12                 5 EA $7,000 $35,000 100% $35,000

13               23 EA $500 $11,500 100% $11,500

14                 5 EA $5,000 $25,000 100% $25,000

15           1,100 LF $100 $110,000 100% $110,000

16             350 LF $50 $17,500 100% $17,500

17               15 EA $1,000 $15,000 100% $15,000

18            0.23 MILE $1,000,000 $230,000 100% $230,000

19                 1 LS $50,000 $50,000 100% $50,000

$1,558,600 $1,558,600

20.00% $311,720

$1,870,320

Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Cost

To be Constructed 
by Corps/CCC

ATP 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).

Old Town Sidewalks Infill

City of Goleta, north and south of Hollister Avenue

Project Information:

Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:

5/29/2015

City of Goleta

Application ID:

STORM WATER POLLUTION CONTROL 
PROGRAM

Cost Breakdown

Subtotal of Construction Items:

Item 

DRAINAGE INLET

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

OLD TOWN SIDEWALKS

MINOR CONCRETE (DRIVEWAY)

6' FENCE

PROTECT UTILITY POLE AND FIRE HYDRANT

ROADWAY EXCAVATION

MINOR CONCRETE, CURB, GUTTER, CROSS 
GUTTER

TRUNCATED DOME DETECTABLE WARING

Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:

MODIFY/REMOVE OVERHEAD POLES

AGGREGATE BASE

RELOCATE FIRE HYDRANT

RETAINING WALL RECONSTRUCTION

HMA SHOULDER

Keone Kau05-GOLETA-04

MOBILIZATION 

Project Description:

Project Location:

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

MINOR CONCRETE (SIDEWALK)

MINOR CONCRETE (CURB RAMPS)

PAVEMENT DELINEATION (CROSSWALKS, 
SHARROWS, STOP BAR)

CLEARING AND GRUBBING

TRAFFIC CONTROL

5/31/2015 1 of 2
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Agency:

Prepared by: Date:

Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Cost

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

Old Town Sidewalks Infill

City of Goleta, north and south of Hollister Avenue

Project Information:

5/29/2015

City of Goleta

Application ID: Keone Kau05-GOLETA-04

Project Description:

Project Location:

25% 25% Max

15% 15% Max

Total RW: 160,000$                                 

Right of Way (RW)

Acquisition: 60,000$                                   

100,000$                                 

Total CON: 2,151,320$                              

131,000$                                 

Project Cost Estimate:

2,779,320$                              Total Project Cost Estimate:

Type of Project Delivery Cost

Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):

Right of Way Engineering:

Construction Engineering (CE):

Total Construction Items & Contingencies:

Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED):

337,000$                                 

1,870,320$                              

Cost $

Preliminary Engineering (PE)

468,000$                                 

281,000$                                 

Construction (CON)

Total PE:

5/31/2015 2 of 2
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Attachment H 
 

Non-Infrastructure Work Plan (Form 22-R) 
 
 
 
 

This project is an infrastructure only project, and  
a Non-Infrastructure Work Plan (Form 22-R) is not required. 
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Narrative Questions backup information 
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DP05 ACS DEMOGRAPHIC AND HOUSING ESTIMATES

2009-2013 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

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

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

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

Subject Goleta city, California

Estimate Margin of Error Percent Percent Margin of
Error

SEX AND AGE

    Total population 30,074 +/-51 30,074 (X)
      Male 14,557 +/-471 48.4% +/-1.6
      Female 15,517 +/-467 51.6% +/-1.6

      Under 5 years 1,727 +/-308 5.7% +/-1.0
      5 to 9 years 1,579 +/-264 5.3% +/-0.9
      10 to 14 years 1,737 +/-297 5.8% +/-1.0
      15 to 19 years 3,326 +/-408 11.1% +/-1.4
      20 to 24 years 2,731 +/-437 9.1% +/-1.5
      25 to 34 years 3,609 +/-465 12.0% +/-1.5
      35 to 44 years 3,788 +/-361 12.6% +/-1.2
      45 to 54 years 4,195 +/-339 13.9% +/-1.1
      55 to 59 years 2,000 +/-309 6.7% +/-1.0
      60 to 64 years 1,315 +/-204 4.4% +/-0.7
      65 to 74 years 1,837 +/-262 6.1% +/-0.9
      75 to 84 years 1,482 +/-215 4.9% +/-0.7
      85 years and over 748 +/-165 2.5% +/-0.5

      Median age (years) 35.8 +/-1.6 (X) (X)

      18 years and over 23,620 +/-475 78.5% +/-1.5
      21 years and over 21,173 +/-458 70.4% +/-1.5
      62 years and over 4,770 +/-289 15.9% +/-1.0
      65 years and over 4,067 +/-256 13.5% +/-0.9

      18 years and over 23,620 +/-475 23,620 (X)
        Male 11,317 +/-460 47.9% +/-1.6
        Female 12,303 +/-430 52.1% +/-1.6

      65 years and over 4,067 +/-256 4,067 (X)
        Male 1,625 +/-182 40.0% +/-3.6
        Female 2,442 +/-211 60.0% +/-3.6

RACE

    Total population 30,074 +/-51 30,074 (X)
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S0801 Commuting Characteristics by Sex

2007-2009 American Community Survey 3-Year Estimates

NOTE. For information on confidentiality protection, sampling error, nonsampling error, and definitions, see Survey Methodology.

Subject Goleta city, California

Total Male Female

Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate
Workers 16 years and over 14,446 +/-688 7,602 +/-480 6,844
  MEANS OF TRANSPORTATION TO WORK

    Car, truck, or van 78.7% +/-3.4 76.4% +/-4.8 81.3%
      Drove alone 67.2% +/-4.4 67.3% +/-5.7 67.0%
      Carpooled 11.6% +/-3.1 9.1% +/-3.8 14.3%
        In 2-person carpool 9.6% +/-2.9 7.7% +/-3.7 11.8%
        In 3-person carpool 1.6% +/-0.8 0.7% +/-0.7 2.5%
        In 4-or-more person carpool 0.4% +/-0.5 0.7% +/-0.9 0.0%
      Workers per car, truck, or van 1.08 +/-0.02 1.07 +/-0.03 1.10
    Public transportation (excluding taxicab) 4.3% +/-1.8 3.2% +/-2.0 5.6%
    Walked 2.5% +/-1.2 1.7% +/-1.1 3.4%
    Bicycle 7.6% +/-2.5 10.5% +/-3.4 4.4%
    Taxicab, motorcycle, or other means 1.1% +/-0.7 2.0% +/-1.3 0.0%
    Worked at home 5.7% +/-1.7 6.1% +/-2.8 5.4%
  PLACE OF WORK

    Worked in state of residence 99.3% +/-0.6 99.2% +/-0.9 99.5%
      Worked in county of residence 98.0% +/-0.9 97.6% +/-1.4 98.5%
      Worked outside county of residence 1.3% +/-0.7 1.6% +/-1.0 1.1%
    Worked outside state of residence 0.7% +/-0.6 0.8% +/-0.9 0.5%
    Living in a place 100.0% +/-0.4 100.0% +/-0.8 100.0%
      Worked in place of residence 37.8% +/-4.0 42.7% +/-5.5 32.4%
      Worked outside place of residence 62.2% +/-4.0 57.3% +/-5.5 67.6%
    Not living in a place 0.0% +/-0.4 0.0% +/-0.8 0.0%
    Living in 12 selected states N N N N N
      Worked in minor civil division of residence N N N N N
      Worked outside minor civil division of residence N N N N N
    Not living in 12 selected states N N N N N
Workers 16 years and over who did not work at home 13,616 +/-639 7,141 +/-479 6,475

  TIME LEAVING HOME TO GO TO WORK

    12:00 a.m. to 4:59 a.m. 1.7% +/-1.1 0.5% +/-0.6 3.1%
    5:00 a.m. to 5:29 a.m. 1.2% +/-0.8 1.5% +/-1.5 0.8%
    5:30 a.m. to 5:59 a.m. 1.9% +/-0.9 2.0% +/-1.5 1.8%
    6:00 a.m. to 6:29 a.m. 5.2% +/-2.0 7.4% +/-3.6 2.7%
    6:30 a.m. to 6:59 a.m. 8.9% +/-1.9 11.5% +/-3.3 6.0%
    7:00 a.m. to 7:29 a.m. 11.8% +/-2.7 12.3% +/-3.2 11.2%
    7:30 a.m. to 7:59 a.m. 20.3% +/-3.1 17.6% +/-3.9 23.2%
    8:00 a.m. to 8:29 a.m. 16.0% +/-2.5 15.3% +/-3.4 16.8%
    8:30 a.m. to 8:59 a.m. 6.3% +/-1.8 5.2% +/-2.4 7.4%
    9:00 a.m. to 11:59 p.m. 26.8% +/-3.8 26.7% +/-6.0 27.0%
  TRAVEL TIME TO WORK

    Less than 10 minutes 24.1% +/-3.9 27.3% +/-5.6 20.7%
    10 to 14 minutes 28.4% +/-4.5 25.9% +/-5.6 31.1%
    15 to 19 minutes 20.3% +/-3.6 19.5% +/-4.8 21.2%
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Subject Goleta city, California

Total Male Female

Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate
    20 to 24 minutes 12.2% +/-2.7 12.3% +/-3.1 12.0%
    25 to 29 minutes 3.9% +/-1.6 3.2% +/-2.2 4.6%
    30 to 34 minutes 7.2% +/-2.6 7.3% +/-3.4 7.1%
    35 to 44 minutes 1.2% +/-0.9 1.1% +/-1.0 1.5%
    45 to 59 minutes 1.3% +/-0.9 1.5% +/-1.5 1.1%
    60 or more minutes 1.4% +/-0.9 1.9% +/-1.3 0.8%
    Mean travel time to work (minutes) 15.1 +/-1.1 15.4 +/-1.7 14.8
VEHICLES AVAILABLE

  Workers 16 years and over in households 14,054 +/-706 7,531 +/-492 6,523
    No vehicle available 1.9% +/-1.2 1.4% +/-1.1 2.5%
    1 vehicle available 21.9% +/-4.6 19.6% +/-5.1 24.5%
    2 vehicles available 39.1% +/-4.9 40.2% +/-5.3 37.8%
    3 or more vehicles available 37.1% +/-5.0 38.8% +/-5.3 35.2%
PERCENT IMPUTED

  Means of transportation to work 4.0% (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Private vehicle occupancy 5.7% (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Place of work 21.4% (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Time leaving home to go to work 10.8% (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Travel time to work 8.5% (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Vehicles available 0.3% (X) (X) (X) (X)
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City of Goleta
Collision Report Summary

2010 - 2015
Bicycle Collisions - OTSW

05-GOLETA-04

Report# Date Time
Address
 Number Street 1 Street 2 Dist. Dir.

Type of 
Collision

Motor Veh. 
Involved With

Dir. of 
Travel 1 Movement Prec. Coll. 1

Dir. of 
Travel 2

Movement Prec. 
Coll. 2 PCF Inj. Kil.

10-5665 4/14/10 19:27 6865 Hollister Ave ' Broadside Bicycle South Making Left Turn North Proceeding Straight Other Improper Driving 1 0

10-5737 4/16/10 18:21 Hollister Ave Rutherford St 206' East Other Bicycle West Parked West Proceeding Straight Other Hazardous Movement 1 0

10-12478 8/23/10 8:06 Hollister Ave Nectarine Ave 40' West Broadside Bicycle West Making Right Turn West Proceeding Straight Improper Turning 1 0

10-13052 8/31/10 19:27 7465 Hollister Ave ' Other Bicycle East Making Left Turn South Proceeding Straight Other Improper Driving 1 0

11-2936 3/2/11 18:11 7127 Hollister Ave ' Broadside Bicycle North Making Left Turn South Making Left Turn Other Improper Driving 1 0

11-4785 4/10/11 14:30 901 South Kellogg Ave ' Sideswipe Bicycle North Passing Other Vehicle North Proceeding Straight Other Improper Driving 1 0

11-8548 7/1/11 21:29 Tecolote Ave Hollister Ave 40' North Other Bicycle North Proceeding Straight North Parked Driving Under Influence 1 0

12-296 1/8/12 14:25 175 Fairview Ave ' Broadside Bicycle South Making Right Turn East Traveling Wrong Way Other Improper Driving 1 0

12-9781 7/18/12 18:41 Hollister Ave Rutherford St 350' East Other Bicycle West Making Left Turn West Proceeding Straight Auto R/W Violation 1 0

12-10422 8/1/12 9:22 Hollister Ave Kinman Ave 348' West Broadside Bicycle West Making Right Turn West Proceeding Straight Improper Turning 1 0

13-7096 5/20/13 12:22 Fairview Ave Hollister Ave 303' South Other Bicycle South Traveling Wrong Way West Entering Traffic Wrong Side of Road 1 0

13-7669 6/1/13 10:38 Fairview Ave Hollister Ave 0' In Int. Broadside Bicycle North Proceeding Straight North Proceeding Straight Unknown 0 0

13-9636 7/12/13 9:37 Hollister Ave Pine Ave 112' East Broadside Bicycle East Changing Lanes East Proceeding Straight Unsafe Lane Change 1 0

13-13600 9/29/13 14:15 Tecolote Ave Hollister Ave 130' North Other Bicycle West Proceeding Straight South Entering Traffic Auto R/W Violation 1 0

13-16208 11/21/13 18:26 Tecolote Ave Hollister Ave 20' North Broadside Bicycle South Stopped In Road West Making Left Turn Improper Turning 0 0

14-3077 2/28/14 12:12 Hollister Ave Tecolote Ave 0' In Int. Broadside Bicycle North Making Left Turn West Proceeding Straight Auto R/W Violation 1 0

14-6683 5/6/14 16:14 Hollister Ave Tecolote Ave 0' In Int. Broadside Bicycle North Making Left Turn West Proceeding Straight Auto R/W Violation 1 0

14-9479 7/1/14 12:24 Hollister Ave Rutherford St 230' East Other Bicycle South Making Left Turn West Proceeding Straight Auto R/W Violation 1 0

14-16359 11/12/14 15:30 Hollister Ave Kellogg Ave 230' West Broadside Bicycle West Making Right Turn West Proceeding Straight Improper Turning 1 0

Date Range Reported: 1/1/10 - 5/28/15
Total No. of Collisions: 19

Attachment I-2A



City of Goleta
Collision Report Summary

2010 - 2015
Ped Collisions - OTSW

05-GOLETA-04

Report# Date Time No. Street 1 Street 2 Dist. Dir.
Type of 
Collision

Motor Veh. 
Involved With

Dir. of 
Travel 1

Movement 
Prec. Coll. 1

Dir. of 
Travel 2

Movement Prec. 
Coll. 2 PCF Inj. Kil.

10-2545 2/17/10 19:37 Hollister Ave Rutherford St 324' East
Vehicle - 
Pedestrian Pedestrian West

Proceeding 
Straight North Ped R/W Violation 1 0

10-13326 9/5/10 9:30 Kellogg Ave Kellogg Wy 0' In Int. Sideswipe Pedestrian South Ran Off Road South Improper Turning 1 0

11-886 1/17/11 19:35 Hollister Ave Orange Ave 0' In Int.
Vehicle - 
Pedestrian Pedestrian East

Proceeding 
Straight South Proceeding Straight Ped R/W Violation 1 0

11-3631 3/16/11 17:45 Armitos Ave Tecolote Ave 16' West
Vehicle - 
Pedestrian Pedestrian South West Proceeding Straight Pedestrian Violation 1 0

11-4827 4/11/11 13:53 94 Mallard Ave '
Vehicle - 
Pedestrian Pedestrian West Parked

Other Improper 
Driving 1 0

11-10474 8/12/11 8:57 5333 Hollister Ave '
Vehicle - 
Pedestrian Pedestrian East

Proceeding 
Straight West

Other Improper 
Driving 1 0

11-16205 12/19/11 21:45 8301 Hollister Ave '
Vehicle - 
Pedestrian Pedestrian South Stopped In Road West

Driving Under 
Influence 1 0

12-438 1/11/12 11:21 Hollister Ave Orange Ave 0' In Int.
Vehicle - 
Pedestrian Pedestrian South

Proceeding 
Straight East Proceeding Straight Pedestrian Violation 1 0

12-2739 2/26/12 13:12 6975 Hollister Ave '
Vehicle - 
Pedestrian Pedestrian West Making Left Turn East Proceeding Straight Unknown 0 0

12-3038 3/3/12 18:36 23 Magnolia Ave '
Vehicle - 
Pedestrian Pedestrian West

Proceeding 
Straight South Other

Other Improper 
Driving 1 0

12-13554 9/7/12 10:42 7465 Hollister Ave '
Vehicle - 
Pedestrian Pedestrian South Backing West Other Than Driver 0 0

12-16537 12/8/12 8:45 Hollister Ave Kellogg Ave 0' In Int.
Vehicle - 
Pedestrian Pedestrian South Making Left Turn North Ped R/W Violation 1 0

12-17229 12/23/12 18:05 Hollister Ave Kellogg Ave 0' In Int.
Vehicle - 
Pedestrian Pedestrian North Making Left Turn South Ped R/W Violation 1 0

13-1142 1/25/13 18:10 Hollister Ave Orange Ave 0' In Int.
Vehicle - 
Pedestrian Pedestrian West

Proceeding 
Straight South Ped R/W Violation 2 0

13-2193 2/15/13 18:37 Hollister Ave Kinman Ave 332' West
Vehicle - 
Pedestrian Pedestrian East

Proceeding 
Straight South Ped R/W Violation 1 0

13-3906 3/21/13 14:15 5300 Hollister Ave '
Vehicle - 
Pedestrian Pedestrian North Backing East Proceeding Straight

Other Improper 
Driving 1 0

13-9905 7/17/13 16:58 Hollister Ave Rutherford St 334' East
Vehicle - 
Pedestrian Pedestrian East

Proceeding 
Straight North Ped R/W Violation 1 0

13-15012 10/29/13 14:00 7320 Hollister Ave '
Vehicle - 
Pedestrian Pedestrian South Backing West

Other Improper 
Driving 1 0

14-6536 5/3/14 16:04 6865 Hollister Ave 250' South
Vehicle - 
Pedestrian Pedestrian South

Proceeding 
Straight South Stopped In Road

Other Improper 
Driving 1 0

14-10845 7/25/14 22:26 Mandarin Dr Orange Ave 0' In Int.
Vehicle - 
Pedestrian Pedestrian South

Proceeding 
Straight East Proceeding Straight

Traffic Signals and 
Signs 1 0

15-401 1/9/15 11:04 Hollister Ave Rutherford St 324' East
Vehicle - 
Pedestrian Pedestrian East

Proceeding 
Straight South Ped R/W Violation 1 0

Date Range Reported:
Total No. of Collisions:

1/1/10 - 5/28/15
21
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 05 - Goleta - 04

Bicycle & Pedestrian Data Entry Notes:

South-North Roadway Magnolia Av n-o Hollister Av
West-East Roadway

Date Year Mo Da 2015 05 21

Start = Start Time in 15 Minute Intervals

Type:
B = Bicycle
P = Pedestrian
S = Skate Boarder
R = Roller Blader
H = Handicap or Slow Moving with Cane, Walker, Crutches, etc
W = Wheelchair, or other Mobility Assisted Wheeled Device
V = Visually Impaired or Blind
E = Elderly Slow Moving Older Person
O = Other (Create and define a new letter if needed)

Quantity = Number observed traveling the same path

In = Location entering in to the intersection - On Roadway or Off Roadway
On Roadway is on the roadway surface (on the pavement, concrete, gravel)
Off Roadway is off the roadway surface (on the sidewalk, grass, dirt)

Crosswalks?
These Column Fields Identy the Sequential Route Through or Around the Intersection
1, 2, 3, 4 represent Marked Crosswalks or Unmarked Crosswalks
Marked Crosswalks are obvious and are painted on the roadway
Unmarked Crosswalks are where a Marked Crosswalk would be if it was Painted 
5 represents Use of the Center Intersection Area in any way (when not in Marked or Unmarked Crosswalk)
Leave Blank = Ped or Bike goes around the corner without stepping off the sidewalk area

Out = Location exiting out of the intersection - On Roadway or Off Roadway
On Roadway is on the roadway surface (on the pavement, concrete, gravel)
Off Roadway is off the roadway surface (on the sidewalk, grass, dirt)

General Conditions at the intersection are Noted as follows:
Intersection is controlled by Signal, All-Way Stop, Two-Way Stop, One-Way Stop
Stop Signs are on which approaches? NB, SB, EB, WB
Marked Crosswalks cross which approaches? NB, SB, EB, WB

Total Bike 84
Total Ped 211
Scate Board 62
Handicap 8
Total All 365

Attachment I-Q1 Bike/Ped Counts



 05 - Goleta - 04

Bicycle & Pedestrian Data Entry Notes:

South-North Roadway 
West-East Roadway Mandarin Dr e-o Fairview Av

Date Year Mo Da 5/21/2015

Start = Start Time in 15 Minute Intervals

Type:
B = Bicycle
P = Pedestrian
S = Skate Boarder
R = Roller Blader
H = Handicap or Slow Moving with Cane, Walker, Crutches, etc
W = Wheelchair, or other Mobility Assisted Wheeled Device
V = Visually Impaired or Blind
E = Elderly Slow Moving Older Person
O = Other (Create and define a new letter if needed)

Quantity = Number observed traveling the same path

In = Location entering in to the intersection - On Roadway or Off Roadway
On Roadway is on the roadway surface (on the pavement, concrete, gravel)
Off Roadway is off the roadway surface (on the sidewalk, grass, dirt)

Crosswalks?
These Column Fields Identy the Sequential Route Through or Around the Intersection
1, 2, 3, 4 represent Marked Crosswalks or Unmarked Crosswalks
Marked Crosswalks are obvious and are painted on the roadway
Unmarked Crosswalks are where a Marked Crosswalk would be if it was Painted 
5 represents Use of the Center Intersection Area in any way (when not in Marked or Unmarked Crosswalk)
Leave Blank = Ped or Bike goes around the corner without stepping off the sidewalk area

Out = Location exiting out of the intersection - On Roadway or Off Roadway
On Roadway is on the roadway surface (on the pavement, concrete, gravel)
Off Roadway is off the roadway surface (on the sidewalk, grass, dirt)

General Conditions at the intersection are Noted as follows:
Intersection is controlled by Signal, All-Way Stop, Two-Way Stop, One-Way Stop
Stop Signs are on which approaches? NB, SB, EB, WB
Marked Crosswalks cross which approaches? NB, SB, EB, WB

Total Bike 72
Total Ped 286

Total All 358

Attachment I-Q1 Bike/Ped Counts
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Bicycle & Pedestrian Data Entry Notes:

South-North Roadway Nectarine Av n-o Hollister Av
West-East Roadway

Date Year Mo Da 2015 05 21

Start = Start Time in 15 Minute Intervals

Type:
B = Bicycle
P = Pedestrian
S = Skate Boarder
R = Roller Blader
H = Handicap or Slow Moving with Cane, Walker, Crutches, etc
W = Wheelchair, or other Mobility Assisted Wheeled Device
V = Visually Impaired or Blind
E = Elderly Slow Moving Older Person
O = Other (Create and define a new letter if needed)

Quantity = Number observed traveling the same path

In = Location entering in to the intersection - On Roadway or Off Roadway
On Roadway is on the roadway surface (on the pavement, concrete, gravel)
Off Roadway is off the roadway surface (on the sidewalk, grass, dirt)

Crosswalks?
These Column Fields Identy the Sequential Route Through or Around the Intersection
1, 2, 3, 4 represent Marked Crosswalks or Unmarked Crosswalks
Marked Crosswalks are obvious and are painted on the roadway
Unmarked Crosswalks are where a Marked Crosswalk would be if it was Painted 
5 represents Use of the Center Intersection Area in any way (when not in Marked or Unmarked Crosswalk)
Leave Blank = Ped or Bike goes around the corner without stepping off the sidewalk area

Out = Location exiting out of the intersection - On Roadway or Off Roadway
On Roadway is on the roadway surface (on the pavement, concrete, gravel)
Off Roadway is off the roadway surface (on the sidewalk, grass, dirt)

General Conditions at the intersection are Noted as follows:
Intersection is controlled by Signal, All-Way Stop, Two-Way Stop, One-Way Stop
Stop Signs are on which approaches? NB, SB, EB, WB
Marked Crosswalks cross which approaches? NB, SB, EB, WB

Total Bike 121
Total Ped 892

Total All 1013

Attachment I-Q1 Bike/Ped Counts
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Bicycle & Pedestrian Data Entry Notes:

South-North Roadway Orange Av n-o Hollister Av
West-East Roadway

Date Year Mo Da 2015 05 21

Start = Start Time in 15 Minute Intervals

Type:
B = Bicycle
P = Pedestrian
S = Skate Boarder
R = Roller Blader
H = Handicap or Slow Moving with Cane, Walker, Crutches, etc
W = Wheelchair, or other Mobility Assisted Wheeled Device
V = Visually Impaired or Blind
E = Elderly Slow Moving Older Person
O = Other (Create and define a new letter if needed)

Quantity = Number observed traveling the same path

In = Location entering in to the intersection - On Roadway or Off Roadway
On Roadway is on the roadway surface (on the pavement, concrete, gravel)
Off Roadway is off the roadway surface (on the sidewalk, grass, dirt)

Crosswalks?
These Column Fields Identy the Sequential Route Through or Around the Intersection
1, 2, 3, 4 represent Marked Crosswalks or Unmarked Crosswalks
Marked Crosswalks are obvious and are painted on the roadway
Unmarked Crosswalks are where a Marked Crosswalk would be if it was Painted 
5 represents Use of the Center Intersection Area in any way (when not in Marked or Unmarked Crosswalk)
Leave Blank = Ped or Bike goes around the corner without stepping off the sidewalk area

Out = Location exiting out of the intersection - On Roadway or Off Roadway
On Roadway is on the roadway surface (on the pavement, concrete, gravel)
Off Roadway is off the roadway surface (on the sidewalk, grass, dirt)

General Conditions at the intersection are Noted as follows:
Intersection is controlled by Signal, All-Way Stop, Two-Way Stop, One-Way Stop
Stop Signs are on which approaches? NB, SB, EB, WB
Marked Crosswalks cross which approaches? NB, SB, EB, WB

Total Bike 23
Total Ped 210
Scate Board 5

Total All 238

Attachment I-Q1 Bike/Ped Counts
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Bicycle & Pedestrian Data Entry Notes:

South-North Roadway Pine Av s-o Carson St
West-East Roadway

Date Year Mo Da 5/12/2015

Start = Start Time in 15 Minute Intervals

Type:
B = Bicycle
P = Pedestrian
S = Skate Boarder
R = Roller Blader
H = Handicap or Slow Moving with Cane, Walker, Crutches, etc
W = Wheelchair, or other Mobility Assisted Wheeled Device
V = Visually Impaired or Blind
E = Elderly Slow Moving Older Person
O = Other (Create and define a new letter if needed)

Quantity = Number observed traveling the same path

In = Location entering in to the intersection - On Roadway or Off Roadway
On Roadway is on the roadway surface (on the pavement, concrete, gravel)
Off Roadway is off the roadway surface (on the sidewalk, grass, dirt)

Crosswalks?
These Column Fields Identy the Sequential Route Through or Around the Intersection
1, 2, 3, 4 represent Marked Crosswalks or Unmarked Crosswalks
Marked Crosswalks are obvious and are painted on the roadway
Unmarked Crosswalks are where a Marked Crosswalk would be if it was Painted 
5 represents Use of the Center Intersection Area in any way (when not in Marked or Unmarked Crosswalk)
Leave Blank = Ped or Bike goes around the corner without stepping off the sidewalk area

Out = Location exiting out of the intersection - On Roadway or Off Roadway
On Roadway is on the roadway surface (on the pavement, concrete, gravel)
Off Roadway is off the roadway surface (on the sidewalk, grass, dirt)

General Conditions at the intersection are Noted as follows:
Intersection is controlled by Signal, All-Way Stop, Two-Way Stop, One-Way Stop
Stop Signs are on which approaches? NB, SB, EB, WB
Marked Crosswalks cross which approaches? NB, SB, EB, WB

Total Bike 117
Total Ped 205

Total All 322

Attachment I-Q1 Bike/Ped Counts



 05 - Goleta - 04

Bicycle & Pedestrian Data Entry Notes:

South-North Roadway Tecolote Av n-o Hollister Av
West-East Roadway

Date Year Mo Da 5/21/2015

Start = Start Time in 15 Minute Intervals

Type:
B = Bicycle
P = Pedestrian
S = Skate Boarder
R = Roller Blader
H = Handicap or Slow Moving with Cane, Walker, Crutches, etc
W = Wheelchair, or other Mobility Assisted Wheeled Device
V = Visually Impaired or Blind
E = Elderly Slow Moving Older Person
O = Other (Create and define a new letter if needed)

Quantity = Number observed traveling the same path

In = Location entering in to the intersection - On Roadway or Off Roadway
On Roadway is on the roadway surface (on the pavement, concrete, gravel)
Off Roadway is off the roadway surface (on the sidewalk, grass, dirt)

Crosswalks?
These Column Fields Identy the Sequential Route Through or Around the Intersection
1, 2, 3, 4 represent Marked Crosswalks or Unmarked Crosswalks
Marked Crosswalks are obvious and are painted on the roadway
Unmarked Crosswalks are where a Marked Crosswalk would be if it was Painted 
5 represents Use of the Center Intersection Area in any way (when not in Marked or Unmarked Crosswalk)
Leave Blank = Ped or Bike goes around the corner without stepping off the sidewalk area

Out = Location exiting out of the intersection - On Roadway or Off Roadway
On Roadway is on the roadway surface (on the pavement, concrete, gravel)
Off Roadway is off the roadway surface (on the sidewalk, grass, dirt)

General Conditions at the intersection are Noted as follows:
Intersection is controlled by Signal, All-Way Stop, Two-Way Stop, One-Way Stop
Stop Signs are on which approaches? NB, SB, EB, WB
Marked Crosswalks cross which approaches? NB, SB, EB, WB

Total Bike 78
Total Ped 422
Scate Board 9
Handicap 2
Total All 511

Attachment I-Q1 Bike/Ped Counts
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James Winslow

From: Michael D. Becker <MBecker@sbcag.org>
Sent: Friday, April 03, 2015 4:40 PM
To: Teresa Lopes
Cc: James Winslow; Peter Imhof
Subject: Regional Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan - Public Process Comments
Attachments: GeneralComments.pdf; Goleta.pdf

Dear TAC Member, 
 
SBCAG recently completed the two public workshops associated with the Regional Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan 
project.  Additionally, staff conducted a workshop for the Healthy Lompoc Coalition per their request.  A final event with 
the Buena Vista Park Beautifiers (Santa Maria neighborhood group) is scheduled for next Thursday.  During all of the 
events that occurred thus far staff encouraged public comment.  Comments were received via email, mail, on comment 
forms, during roundtable discussions, and were also written on maps during the workshops.  In excess of 200 comment 
items were collected, though many were duplicative and some aligned with already planned projects.  The comments 
have been sorted by jurisdiction and categorized by whether or not local support is required to be determined.  It has 
always been our intent that any project or improvement requested by the public be presented to the associated TAC 
member to see if local support is present.  This is where we are now.  Attached to this email are two pdf files: 
 
General Comments – these are vague in nature, are not tied to a particular location, and are not requests for individual 
improvements 
Jurisdiction‐specific Comments – this is a mix of vague comments related to your jurisdiction, and also requests for 
specific improvements that we need your input on 
 
I’ve taken the liberty of condensing duplicative comments, and also removing comments that reflect projects already in 
the draft plan.  For the ones highlighted in yellow I request you let me know if the proposed improvement has local 
support.  The plan is not fiscally constrained.  The benefit of including projects is ease of applying for ATP grant funding.  
 
Projects that cross jurisdictional boundaries, or involve state highways, have been given to all associated TAC 
members.  For example, a request for bike lanes of CA 246 would be given to the County, Buellton, Solvang, and Caltrans
 
Please review the comments and let me know which improvements have local support.  To keep the planning process on 
schedule, I request this is completed by April 17th, 2015.   
 
Do not hesitate to contact me with any questions or comments.   
 
Thank you, 
 
Michael Becker, PTP 
Senior Transportation Planner 
Santa Barbara County Association of Governments 
p:  805.961.8912 │ e:  mbecker@sbcag.org 
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General Comments

Comment: From: Contact: Received:

Learn to drive schools should include awareness of bicycles on the road Kenneth Wolf 805‐260‐3113 mail

Emphasize pedestrian safety near school, prioritze improvements benefitting school children, 

SR2S Various

Create a bike‐based economy with bike service zoning offered at key locations SB workshop

Create community and economy focused on bike and pedestrian experiences SB workshop

Use flood control easements for new bike facilities SB workshop

Acquire easements on lands with reduced value due to sea level rise for improved Class I 

facilities SB workshop

Promote bike tourism SB workshop

Focus on creating safe routes and bike paths for families and children Corey Evans corey@drjsbikeshop.com SB workshop

Improve education for motorists, bicyclists, and pedestrians Various

Use color treatments in bike lanes Various

Ensure public safety officials are consulted by traffic engineers/planners Ashley Costa costaa@lvcho.org Healthy Lompoc

Ensure street lighting meets the needs of pedestrians, or install pedestrian scale lighting Ashley Costa costaa@lvcho.org Healthy Lompoc

Encourage Amtrak to better inform public rearding bicycle capacity on buses Healthy Lompoc

Consider senior citizens in the design of paths (benches, transit connections) Margaret Weiss mweiss@samsumclinic.org Healthy Lompoc

Make crosswalks more visible with striping, textures, colors, or other, complement with flashing 

lights for mid‐street crossings Various

Allow bicyclists to use sidewalks when other options are dangerous Jeanne Sparks  jeanne@sbcan.org email

Enhance low volume roads for more bike use and discourage motor vehicle traffic (i.e., bicycle 

boulevard) Jeanne Sparks  jeanne@sbcan.org email

Do not count the road gutter as part of a bike lane's width Jeanne Sparks  jeanne@sbcan.org email

Expand the use of traffic signal detection for bicyclists Various

Encourage businesses to provide bicycle parking Jeanne Sparks  jeanne@sbcan.org email

Educate rules of the road to bicyclists and motorists (3‐foot law, riding with traffic) Jeanne Sparks  jeanne@sbcan.org email

Promote bicycling and pedestrian activity for their health, environmental, economic, and 

transportation system benefits Jeanne Sparks  jeanne@sbcan.org email

Employ traffic calming Various

Improve police enforcement Various

Make bike trails more accessible to diverse populatoins SM Workshop

Devote more funding and time to the North County SM Workshop

Improve maintenance of existing infrastructure SM Workshop

Sweep bike lanes SM Workshop

Increase penalties for motorists striking pedestrians SM Workshop

Improve the maintenance of pavement markings SB Workshop

Create a forum for sharing best practices among jurisdictions SB Workshop

Provide a bus/bike transit service between Santa Barbara and the North County SB Workshop

Improve education regarding sharing the road SB Workshop

Increase the use of roadside bike lane signs SB Workshop

Provide pedestrian connectivity at all bus stops SB Workshop

Add bike capacity to buses SB Workshop

Use UCSB as a model bike environment for the rest of the region SB Workshop

Numerous

Numerous

anonymous

Numerous

Numerous

Numerous

Numerous

Source:  Comment Forms, Mail, Email

Source:  Discussion Forms

Source:  Maps

Numerous

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous
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Goleta

Comment: From: Contact: Received:

Complete the Elwood Creek Class I proposed in 1968 anonymous SB Workshop

Improve bicycling through Old Town Goleta anonymous SB Workshop

Build a bike/ped US 101 overpass at La Patera Lane in Goleta SB Workshop

Upgrade Hollister Ave bike corridor through Old Town Goleta to a Class I or II Numerous SB Workshop

Create a Class I bikeway between the Elwood School and Storke Road, along edge of reserve SB Workshop

Add a bike/ped overcrossing over US 101 at Elwood Station Road SB Workshop

Yellow highlight indicates the need for a response.  Please indicate if the project has support.

Source:  Comment Forms, Mail, Email

Source:  Maps
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Santa Barbara County Association of Governments 

PUBLIC WORKSHOPS 

TUESDAY, MARCH 17, 2015  |  6:00–7:30 PM 
Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors’ Hearing Room 
155 East Lakeside Parkway, Santa Maria, CA 
 
 

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 25, 2015  |  6:00–7:30 PM 
Casa Nueva, SBCAG, Wisteria Conference Room 
260 North San Antonio Road, Santa Barbara, CA 

 

Santa Barbara County Association of Governments (SBCAG) 
260 North San Antonio Road, Suite B, Santa Barbara, CA 93110 
Telephone: 805-961-8900  |  Fax: 805-961-8901 
E-mail: info@sbcag.org  |  Web: http://www.sbcag.org/ 

Come share your thoughts about the future of the region’s bicycle and pedestrian environment! 

The Santa Barbara County Association of Governments (SBCAG) is preparing a bicycle and pedestrian plan for 
the Santa Barbara County region.  The Regional Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan is a long-range planning docu-
ment that will help shape the future of the region’s bicycle and pedestrian environment and identify the region’s 
bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure needs.    

The plan is being prepared consistent with the requirements of the California Transportation Commission’s 
(CTC) Active Transportation Program (ATP) to provide base eligibility for funding through the ATP grant pro-
gram.  ATP planning guidelines have shaped the work effort.   

SBCAG is conducting two public workshops to solicit input and feedback for the Regional Bicycle and Pedestri-
an Plan.  During the public workshops SBCAG staff will present an overview of the planning efforts, conduct 
roundtable discussions to learn the issues that matter the most to you, and hold question and answer sessions.  

Come to a workshop and help discuss the future of the region’s bicycle and pedestrian environment!  Com-
ments may also be submitted in writing to Michael Becker at SBCAG, 260 North San Antonio Road, Suite B, 
Santa Barbara, CA 93110 or mbecker@sbcag.org no later than Friday, March 27, 2015. 

Regional Bicycle and  
Pedestrian Plan 
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Attachment I-3-Public Meeting Info

jwinslow
Rectangle

jwinslow
Rectangle

jwinslow
Rectangle



S:\CS-Shared\Regional_Bike_Meetings\Agenda_2014-07-28.docm  

 Page 1 of 1 Last Updated 6/1/2015 

   
Goleta Area Bike  

Coordination Meeting 
AGENDA 

Monday, July 28, 2014 
 

 

 Welcome (Rosemarie Gaglione) 

o Purpose 

o Introductions 

 Updates to Goleta area bicycle and pedestrian projects (various) 

 SB County  

o Hollister corridor resurfacing projects (Matt Dobberteen) 

o Phelps to UCSB comprehensive pedestrian and bike map (Matt Dobberteen) 

 SBBike  

o Gaps and connections for regional routes, including future protected routes (Sam Franklin) 

o Signage and wayfinding project introduction  (Sam Franklin) 

 Goleta’s Bicycle/Pedestrian Master Plan project update (Teresa Lopes) 

 Around the Table  
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http://coast-santabarbara.org/about-us/general-meetings/ 1/4
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About Us

People and History
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Walking Wednesdays
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COAST hosts  our monthly General Meetings  at Union Bank’s Community Partners Building  in Downtown
Santa Barbara. At these meetings, Elected Representatives, City Planners, Traffic Engineers, and Sustainable
Transportation Advocates present breaking news and cutting edge technology in transportation both locally and
regionally. Some of the presenters COAST has recently hosted include:

Assemblymember Das Williams
Michael Becker, SBCAG Senior Transportation Planner
Peter Imhof, SBCAG Deputy Director of Planning
James Winslow, City of Goleta Senior Project Manager
Teresa Lopes, City of Goleta Senior Project Manager
Rob Dayton, Principal Transportation Manager with The City of Santa Barbara
Derrick Bailey, The City of Santa Barbara Traffic Engineer
Jessica Grant, Senior Planner with The City of Santa Barbara
Brian Tetley, Senior Planner with The County of Santa Barbara

We have also hosted community groups including SBBIKE, Mesa Architects, and Mission Heritage Trail
Association. Last but not least, we have reported on progress in COAST’s own projects. We always have a
lively discussion, whatever the subject. If you have something to share, or just have a question, please contact
Rebecca Waid: rebecca@coast­santabarbara.org. Our program for 2015, as far as we have it scheduled, is the
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SB_13_Census_Blocks
SB_13_Census_Blocks

Disadvantaged
Disadvantaged *

Not Disadvantaged

Infill_Project

Service Layer Credits: Source: Esri,
DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, i-cubed, Earthstar
Geographics, CNES/Airbus DS, USDA,

Census Tract 9800
Block Group 1
Population: 8

Median Income: $

Census Tract 30.01
Block Group 1

Population: 500
Median Income: $51641

Census Tract 30.01
Block Group 2

Population: 1382
Median Income: $70875

Census Tract 29.14
Block Group 2

Population: 982
Median Income: $120195

Census Tract 29.06
Block Group 2

Population: 1427
Median Income: $74754

Census Tract 30.01
Block Group 4

Population: 1843
Median Income: $71983

Census Tract 30.01
Block Group 3

Population: 1098
Median Income: $61055

Census Tract 29.14
Block Group 1

Population: 542
Median Income: $51058

Census Tract 30.01
Block Group 5

Population: 751
Median Income: $45268

Census Tract 29.06
Block Group 3

Population: 1653
Median Income: $91711

Census Tract 29.13
Block Group 2

Population: 1908
Median Income: $95104

Disadvantaged Communities
Identified by Median Income

°
0 0.1 0.20.05

Miles

Application:
05-City of Goleta-04

Attachment I-5A.1
Disadvantaged *
Not Disadvantaged

Legend *    Census Block Groups whose Household 
     Median Income is 80% or less than 

     the statewide median are 
     considered disadvantaged.

Project Area



Infill_Project

Not Disadvantaged

Not Disadvantaged

EnviroClass
Disadvantaged *

Service Layer Credits: Source: Esri,
DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, i-cubed, Earthstar
Geographics, CNES/Airbus DS, USDA,

Census Tract 30.01
Population: 5574

CalEnviroScore 2.0: 22.47
Census Tract 9800

Population: 8
CalEnviroScore 2.0: 

Census Tract 29.14
Population: 2937

CalEnviroScore 2.0: 11.35
Census Tract 29.06
Population: 3944

CalEnviroScore 2.0: 8.99

Census Tract 29.13
Population: 3594

CalEnviroScore 2.0: 10.4

Disadvantaged Communities
Identified by CalEnviroScreen

°

0 0.1 0.20.05
Miles

Attachment I-5A.2
Disadvantaged *
Not Disadvantaged

Legend
* Census Tracts whose CalEnviroScreen

 scores  are in the 75th percentile 
    are considered disadvantaged.

Project Area

Application:
05-GOLETA-04
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James Winslow

From: Pam Espinosa <pespinosa@goleta.k12.ca.us>
Sent: Tuesday, May 26, 2015 2:27 PM
To: James Winslow
Subject: Re: ATP grant request for support

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Hi James- 

What we've found for the students living in the Old Town Goleta area is: 

370 students (attending 3 of our schools) 
340 of those students are on the free and reduced lunch program 
Most of them take buses to the schools unless parents drive. 

I hope this helps, 
Pam 

Pam Espinosa 
Executive Assistant to the Superintendent 
Goleta Union School District 

On Wed, May 20, 2015 at 2:30 PM, James Winslow <jwinslow@cityofgoleta.org> wrote: 

Hi Pam, 

Thank you so much for your assistance with applying for Active Transportation Program (ATP) grants. We are 
looking at going after approximately 6 ATP grants since it is a three year program.   

As I mentioned on the phone, we could really use the percentage of students that are on the school lunch 
program to justify that the project(s) are in a disadvantaged community. One method is demonstrating that at 
least 75% of students receive a free or reduced price lunch. This is challenging for the project in Old Town 
since there is no school there and the data will need to be pulled out by address then provided to us as a 
percentage who live in Old Town. As I mentioned to Bill a few times over the last couple of months, we do not 
do not want names or addresses, etc. 

Here is the information from the ATP regarding information from the schools that we will need to discuss in our 
grant application: 

05-GOLETA-04
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05‐GOLETA‐04

INFRASTRUCTURE

Bike Projects (Daily Person Trips for All Users) (Box1A) Project Costs (Box 1D)

Without Project With Project $2,779,320

Existing 495

Forecast (1 Yr after completion) 498 510

Commuters Recreational Users ATP Requested Funds (Box 1E)

Existing Trips 198 248 $2,221,000
New Daily Trips   (estimate) 99 123.75
(1 YR aftercompletion)    (actual)

CRASH DATA  (Box 1F) Last 5 Yrs Annual Average

Fatal Crashes 0 0

Bike Class Type Bike Class III Injury Crashes 19 3.8
Traffic (AADT) 1,000 PDO 0 0

Pedestrian Projects (Daily Person Trips for All Users) (Box 1B) Y or N

Without Project With Project (Capitalized)

2236 Pedestrian countdown signal heads Y

2245 2280 Pedestrian crossing Y

Advance stop bar before crosswalk Y

Without Project With Project Install overpass/underpass Y

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

Pedestrian signals N

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

Sidewalk/pathway (to avoid walking along roadway) Y

Pedestrian crossing (with enhanced safety features) N

Pedestrian crossing Y

Other reduction factor countermeasures

Average  Annual Daily 

Project Information‐ Non SR2S Infrastructure

Si
gn
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e
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te
rs
e
ct
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n

Project Name:

Project Location:

Old TownSidewalk Infill Project

City of Goleta

SAFETY COUNTERMEASURES (improvements) (Box 1G)

Non‐SR2S Infrastructure Project Cost

SR2S Infrastructure Project Cost

Non‐SR2S Infrastructure 

SR2S Infrastructure

Percentage of students that currently walk or bike 

to school

Existing

Projected percentage of students that will walk or 

bike to school after the project

R
o
ad

w
ay
s

U
n
si
gn

al
iz
e
d
 

In
te
rs
e
ct
io
n

Forecast (1 YR after project 

completion) 

Number of student enrollment

Approximate no. of students living along school 

route proposed for improvement

Attachment I‐6B
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Funds Requested $2,221,000.00
Net Present Cost of Funds Requested $2,135,576.92
Benefit Cost Ratio 10.03

20 Year Invest Summary Analysis

20 Year Itemized Savings

$2,672,423.08
$32,335,535.46

Health

Net Present Cost
$2,779,320.00

$21,415,162.74
8.01

Total Costs

Total Benefits

Net Present Benefit
Benefit‐Cost Ratio

Safety

$12,584,655.70
$83,566.36

$11,663.51
$9,519,045.36

Gas & Emissions

Mobility

Recreational $10,136,604.52

Attachment I‐6B





Old Town Goleta 
Sidewalks

Attachment I – SC2 ‐ Figure 1 
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Table A-4: City of Carpinteria Planned Bicycle and Pedestrian Projects 

Table A-5: City of Goleta Planned Bicycle and Pedestrian Projects 
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Appendix A: Project Lists by Jurisdiction 

Project Lists 
Table A-1: Regional Transportation Plan Bicycle and Pedestrian Projects (Page 1 of 2) 
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2040 Regional Transportation Plan  |  E–11 

E.2 PROGRAMMED PROJECTS LIST - OTHER PROJECTS 
Cost figures are in thousands of dollars. 

YOE $ 

Project 
Type 

Subtype 
2040 RTP 

ID# 
2013 FTIP # 

Project Status
(12/2011) 

Route 
# 

Project Title Project Description Project Purpose (Strategy) 
Regional 
Benefits 

Planning Doc 
/ Funding 

Source 

Year 
Operational 

Total 
($000) 

ST/RDS Construction Go-208 
Los Carneros & 
Hollister Operational 
Improvements 

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

Intersection modifications necessary to support 
ongoing development 

Goleta 
Valley 

General Plan, 
GTIP/ 

Developer 
impact fees 

2014 $765 

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

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

Additional lanes are necessary to accommodate 
planned development 

Goleta 
Valley 

General Plan, 
GTIP/ 

Developer 
impact fees 

2015 $345 

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

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

Lane addition and interchange modifications  
necessary to support planned development 

Goleta 
Valley 

General Plan, 
GTIP/ 

Developer 
impact fees 

2014 $760 

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

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

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

Goleta 

General Plan, 
GTIP/ 

Developer 
impact fees 

2015 $400 

ST/RDS Construction Go-212 

Fairview Avenue and 
Stow Canyon Road 
Traffic Signal 
Installation 

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

Traffic signals will be necessary to accommodate 
planned growth. 

Goleta 

General Plan, 
GTIP/ 

Developer 
impact fees 

2016 $275 

ST/RDS Construction Go-213 

Fairview Avenue and 
Calle Real 
Intersection 
Operational 
Improvement Project 

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

Modifications are necessary to maintain 
acceptable LOS at this intersection. 

Goleta 
Valley 

General Plan, 
GTIP/ 

Developer 
impact fees 

2017 $1,940 

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

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

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

Goleta 
Valley 

General Plan, 
GTIP/ 

Developer 
impact fees 

2019 $4,900 

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

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

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

Goleta 
Valley 

General Plan, 
GTIP/ 

Developer 
impact fees 

2019 $3,980 

ST/RDS Construction Go-216 
Phelps Road 
Extension 

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

Improve circulation, LOS. 
Goleta, Isla 
Vista, UCSB 

General Plan, 
GTIP/ 

Measure A, 
Local, 

Developer 
Impact Fees, 

UCSB 

2025 $544 

ST/RDS Construction Go-217 
South Fairview 
Improvements 

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

Forecasted low LOS.  Improve circulation around 
Hollister corridor. 

Goleta 
General Plan, 
BTP/ Measure 

A, Local 
2016 $1,480 

BIKE/PED  Go-300 
Preliminary 
Engineering 

San Jose Creek 
Bikeway-Middle 
Segment 

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

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

Goleta 
Valley 

General Plan, 
Old Town 

Revitalization 
Plan, 

BTP/RSTP 

2015 $300 

BIKE/PED  Go-302 
Goleta Sidewalk Infill 
Project 

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

Project will encourage walking, improve safety 
and drainage. 

Goleta 

General Plan - 
Maintenance/ 
Measure A, 
local funds 

ongoing $280 
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Board of Directors 

Jim Richardson 
Chair 
City of Solvang 

Janet Wolf 
Vice‐Chair 
Santa Barbara 
County 
2nd District 

Salud Carbajal 
Santa Barbara 
County 
1st District 

Doreen Farr 
Santa Barbara 
County 
3rd District 

Peter Adam 
Santa Barbara 
County 
4th District 

Steve Lavagnino 
Santa Barbara 
County 
5th District 

Holly Sierra 
City of Buellton 

Al Clark 
City of Carpinteria 

Michael Bennett 
City of Goleta  

John Lizalde 
City of Guadalupe 

Bob Lingl 
City of Lompoc 

Helene Schneider 
City of Santa 
Barbara 

Alice Patino 
City of Santa Maria 

Ex‐Officio Members 

Tim Gubbins 
Director 
Caltrans District 5 

William Dillon 
Agency Counsel \ 
County Counsel 

May 27, 2015 

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

Re:  Letter of Support, City of Goleta Active Transportation Program (ATP) Grant 
Application 

Dear Application Evaluator: 

The Santa Barbara County Association of Governments’ (SBCAG) is the Regional 
Transportation Planning Agency for Santa Barbara County.  This letter is to support the 
City of Goleta’s grant application for ATP funds for its Old Town Goleta Sidewalks project.  
The project will complete the sidewalk network in the Old Town area of the City by 
installing new sidewalk and replacing damaged sidewalk.   

SBCAG is in the process of developing a Regional Active Transportation Plan consistent 
with the Active Transportation Program Guidelines.  The draft Active Transportation Plan 
resulted from an extensive public outreach process and is expected to be adopted by 
SBCAG’s Board of Directors later this year.  SCBAG’s highest priority for Cycle 2 Active 
Transportation Program funding is the California Coastal Trail Gap Closure: Rincon 
Segment.  SBCAG will be separately submitting a grant application for this project.   

The City of Goleta’s proposed project is consistent with SBCAG’s Regional 
Transportation Plan, is included in the draft Regional Active Transportation Plan, and 
supports the long-term vision for the region’s active transportation network.  We hope you 
give careful consideration to the City of Goleta’s project. 

If you have any questions about this letter, please do not hesitate to contact Michael 
Becker of my staff at (805) 961-8912. 

Sincerely, 

Jim Kemp 
Executive Director 

cc:   File (SP 61-02-01) 
James Winslow, Senior Project Manager, City of Goleta  
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UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, SANTA BARBARA UCSB

BERKELEY. DAVIS ' IRVINE. LOSANGELES. MERCED. RIVERSÌDE. SANDìECO. SANFRANCISCO SANTA BARBARA . SANTACRUZ

OFFICE OF THE VICE CHANCELLOR
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES
SANTA BARBARA, CALFORNIA 93 I 06-2033
Tel: (80s) 893-2770
Fax: (805) 893-8837
http://www. ucsb.edu

May 28, 2015

Caltrans Division of Local Assistance
1120 N Street
Sacramento, California 9581 4
Attention: Teresa McWilliam, ATP Coordinator

Re: City of Goleta Active Transportation Program (ATP)-
Old Town Goleta: Sidewalk lmprovement Projects

Dear Ms. McWilliam

I am writing to express the University of California, Santa Barbara's support for the City of Goleta's application to

the State of California Department of Transportation Active Transportation Program (ATP) for funds for the Old

Town Goleta: Sidewalk lmprovement Project (Project). The Project includes the planning, preliminary engineering,

and environmental document phases of project development for a capital improvement infrastructure project to
provide improved pedestrian access through Old Town Goleta.

The Project was originally identified in the County of Santa Barbara's Old Town Revitalization Plan, which was

adopted by the City upon incorporation. The Project is needed to continue the work started under the City's
Redevelopment Agency (RDA). Following the dissolution of the RDA and subsequent loss of Redevelopment funds,

the City has been working to identify funding sources to complete the planning and preliminary engineering work,

Old Town Goleta presents many challenges to users of all modes of transportation due to a lack of accessible

sidewalks, as well as facilities for bicycles, The Project will focus on pedestrian access within Old Town Goleta by

completing missing sections of sidewalk. These links will connect residents to and from Hollister Avenue or points

south of Hollister to the commercial and light industrial areas. The Project will benefit a socially and economically

depressed area of the City which also happens to be the historic downtown.

This project represents one of the top active transportation priorities for our community, and UC Santa Barbara

strongly supports the City's application to this ATP call for projects. A successful application will enable the City to
move fonruard with designing improved pedestrian access and safety to the Old Town area, which positively impacts

the many University students, staff, and faculty living throughout the City of Goleta,
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May 28,2015
Page2

Should you have any questions regarding our support of the City's grant application or require further information,
please feelfree to contact me at (805) 893-3132, or marc,fisher@vcadmin.ucsb.edu.

S incerely,

Marc
Vice Chancellor for Administrative Services

cc: City of Goleta
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May 22, 2015 

Caltrans Division of Local Assistance 
Teresa McWilliams, ATP Coordinator 
1120 N Street 
Sacramento, CA  95814 

Re: City of Goleta Active Transportation Program (ATP) – Old Town Goleta: Sidewalk Improvement 
Projects 

Dear Ms. McWilliam: 

I am writing to support the City of Goleta’s (City) application to the State of California Department of 
Transportation Active Transportation Program (ATP) for funds for the Old Town Goleta: Sidewalk Improvement 
Project (Project). The Project includes the planning, preliminary engineering, and environmental document phases 
of project development for a capital improvement infrastructure project to provide improved pedestrian access 
through Old Town Goleta.   

The Project was originally identified in the County of Santa Barbara’s Old Town Revitalization Plan, which was 
adopted by the City upon incorporation. The Project is needed to continue the work started under the City’s 
Redevelopment Agency (RDA). Following the dissolution of the RDA and subsequent loss of Redevelopment 
funds, the City has been working to identify funding sources to complete the planning and preliminary 
engineering work.  

Old Town Goleta presents many challenges to users of all modes of transportation due to a lack of accessible 
sidewalks, and facilities for bicycles. The Project will focus on pedestrian access within Old Town Goleta by 
completing missing sections of sidewalk.  These links will connect residents to and from Hollister Avenue or 
points south of Hollister to the commercial and light industrial areas. 

Development of alternatives for the Project will be driven by the local context, the community’s vision for a main 
street through the Old Town central business district and inclusive stakeholder participation to produce Project 
alternatives that balance competing needs. This Project will benefit a socially and economically depressed area of 
the City which also happens to be the historic downtown.  

This project represents one of the top active transportation priorities for our community, and I strongly support the 
City’s application to this ATP call for projects. A successful application will enable the City to move forward 
with designing improved pedestrian access and safety to the Old Town area. 

Should you have any questions regarding our support of the City’s grant application or require further 
information, please feel free to contact Hillary Blackerby of my staff at (805) 564-1649. 

Sincerely, 

W 
DAS WILLIAMS 
Assemblymember, 37th District 
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!
May 20, 2015 !
Caltrans Division of Local Assistance 
1120 N Street 
Sacramento, CA  95814 
Attention:  Teresa McWilliam, ATP Coordinator !
Re: City of Goleta Active Transportation Program (ATP) – 

Old Town Goleta: Sidewalk Improvement Projects !
Dear Ms. McWilliam: !
I am writing to support the City of Goleta’s (City) application to the State of California 
Department of Transportation Active Transportation Program (ATP) for funds for the Old Town 
Goleta: Sidewalk Improvement Project (Project). The Project includes the planning, preliminary 
engineering, and environmental document phases of project development for a capital 
improvement infrastructure project to provide improved pedestrian access through Old Town 
Goleta.   !
The Project was originally identified in the County of Santa Barbara’s Old Town Revitalization 
Plan, which was adopted by the City upon incorporation. The Project is needed to continue the 
work started under the City’s Redevelopment Agency (RDA). Following the dissolution of the 
RDA and subsequent loss of Redevelopment funds, the City has been working to identify 
funding sources to complete the planning and preliminary engineering work.  !
Old Town Goleta presents many challenges to users of all modes of transportation due to a lack 
of accessible sidewalks, and facilities for bicycles. The Project will focus on pedestrian access 
within Old Town Goleta by completing missing sections of sidewalk.  These links will connect 
residents to and from Hollister Avenue or points south of Hollister to the commercial and light 
industrial areas. !
Development of alternatives for the Project will be driven by the local context, the community’s 
vision for a main street through the Old Town central business district and inclusive stakeholder 
participation to produce Project alternatives that balance competing needs. This Project will 
benefit a socially and economically depressed area of the City which also happens to be the 
historic downtown.  !
This project represents one of the top active transportation priorities for our community, and I 
strongly support the City’s application to this ATP call for projects. A successful application will 
enable the City to move forward with designing improved pedestrian access and safety to the 
Old Town area. !!!!!!

P.O. Box 2495 
Santa Barbara, CA 93120 

805.875.3562 
www.coast-santabarbara.org
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Should you have any questions regarding our support of the City’s grant application or require 
further information, please feel free to contact COAST Project Director Rebecca Waid at 
(805)-722-0625. !
Sincerely, !!!!
Rebecca Waid !
Cc: City of Goleta
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Santa Barbara 
Bicycle Coalition 
PO Box 92047 
Santa Barbara 
CA 93190-2047 
bike@sbbike.org 
www.sbbike.org 
805-845 89 55 

Bici Centro 
434 Olive St.  
Santa Barbara 
CA 93103 
info@bicicentro.org 
www.bicicentro.org 
805-617 32 55 

Board of Directors 
Byron Beck 
David Bourgeois  
Robert Caiza 
Sue Carmody 
Courtney Dietz 
Hector Gonzalez 
David Hodges 
John Hygelund 
Mike Vergeer 

Advisors 
Matt Dobberteen 
Kent Epperson 

President Emeritus 
Ralph Fertig 

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

May 27, 2015 

Caltrans Division of Local Assistance 
1120 N Street 
Sacramento, CA  95814 

Attention:  Teresa McWilliam, ATP Coordinator 

Re: City of Goleta Active Transportation Program (ATP) – 
Old Town Goleta: Sidewalk Improvement Projects 

Dear Ms. McWilliam: 

I am writing to support the City of Goleta’s (City) application to the State of 
California Department of Transportation Active Transportation Program 
(ATP) for funds for the Old Town Goleta: Sidewalk Improvement Project 
(Project). The Project includes the planning, preliminary engineering, and 
environmental document phases of project development for a capital 
improvement infrastructure project to provide improved pedestrian access 
through Old Town Goleta.   

The Project was originally identified in the County of Santa Barbara’s Old 
Town Revitalization Plan, which was adopted by the City upon incorporation. 
The Project is needed to continue the work started under the City’s 
Redevelopment Agency (RDA). Following the dissolution of the RDA and 
subsequent loss of Redevelopment funds, the City has been working to 
identify funding sources to complete the planning and preliminary 
engineering work.  

Old Town Goleta presents many challenges to users of all modes of 
transportation due to a lack of accessible sidewalks, and facilities for 
bicycles. The Project will focus on pedestrian access within Old Town Goleta 
by completing missing sections of sidewalk.  These links will connect 
residents to and from Hollister Avenue or points south of Hollister to the 
commercial and light industrial areas. 

Development of alternatives for the Project will be driven by the local 
context, the community’s vision for a main street through the Old Town 
central business district and inclusive stakeholder participation to produce 
Project alternatives that balance competing needs. This Project will benefit a 
socially and economically depressed area of the City which also happens to 
be the historic downtown.  

This project represents one of the top active transportation priorities for our 
community, and I strongly support the City’s application to this ATP call for 
projects. A successful application will enable the City to move forward with 
designing improved pedestrian access and safety to the Old Town area.  
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Should you have any questions regarding our support of the City’s grant 
application or require further information, please feel free to contact Ed 
France at  (805) 617 32 55. 

Sincerely, 

Ed France 
Executive Director 
Santa Barbara Bicycle Coalition 
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