05- Santa Cruz-1
City of Santa Cruz

PART A

GENERAL PROJECT INFORMATION







05-Santa Cruz-1 ATP Cycle 2 Application Form
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM - CYCLE 2
Application Form for Part A
Parts B & C must be completed using a separate document
PROJECT unique APPLICATION NO.: 05-Santa Cruz-1
Auto populated
Total ATP Funds Requested: $ 1.800 (in 1000s)

Auto populated

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

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

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

Application Part A: General Project Information

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

IMPLEMENTING AGENCY'S NAME:

Santa Cruz
IMPLEMENTING AGENCY'S ADDRESS CITY Z1P CODE
809 Center St Santa Cruz CA 95060
IMPLEMENTING AGENCY'S CONTACT PERSON: CONTACT P N'S TITLE:
James Burr Transportation Manager
CONTACT PERSON'S PHONE NUMBER: CONTACT PERSON'S EMAIL ADDRESS :
831-420-5426 - jburr@cityofsantacruz.com
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05-Santa Cruz-1 ATP Cycle 2 Application Form

Project Partnering Agency: Entities that are unable to apply for Active Transportation Program funds or that are unable to enter into a
Master Agreement with the State must partner with an eligible applicant that can implement the project. In addition, entities that are
unfamiliar with the requirements to administer a Federal-Aid Highway Program project may partner with an eligible applicant that
can implement the project.

If another entity (Partnering Agency) agrees to assume responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the facility,
documentation of the agreement (e.g., letter of intent) must be submitted with the project application, and a copy of the Memorandum of
Understanding or Interagency Agreement between the parties must be submitted with the first request for allocation. For these projects, the
Project Partnering Agency's information shall be provided below.

(The Grant Writer's or Preparer's information should not be provided)

PROJECT PARTNERING AGENCY'S NAME:

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

MASTER AGREEMENTS (MAs):

Does the Implementing Agency currently have a MA with Caltrans? E Yes |:| No
Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans MA number 05-5025R
Implementing Agency's State Caltrans MA number 00244S

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

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

Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge

Application Number: m out of Applications

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: (Max of 250 Characters)

Construction of a 12" wide bicycle/pedestrian bridge over Branciforte Creek and construction of a 12" wide multi-use path under the
Soquel Avenue bridge to meet the existing 12' wide multi-use path.

PROJECT LOCATION: (Max of 250 Characters)

East side of the San Lorenzo River at Soquel Avenue/Dakota Avenue/Riverside Avenue and adjacent to San Lorenzo Park
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05-Santa Cruz-1 ATP Cycle 2 Application Form

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

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

Project Coordinates: (latitude/longitude in decimal format) Lat. 36.970000 /long.  -122.020000
Congressional District(s): 18 20
State Senate District(s): 17 State Assembly District(s): | 29 | | |
Caltrans District(s): 05
County: | Santa Cruz County
MPO: AMBAG
RTPA: AMBAG
MPO UZA Fopuiatien: Small Urban (Pop =or<200,000 but > than 5,000)

ESTIMATION OF ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION USERS

Existing Counts: Pedestrians 543 Bicyclists 600
One Year Projection:  Pedestrians 630 Bicyelists 570
Five Year Projection: Pedestrians 720 Bicyelists 651

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

Bicyele: ClassT [ ] Classll [ | ClassIll [] Other Multi-Use Path and Bridge
Pedestrian: Sidewalk [ ]  Crossing [ ] Other Multi-Use Path and Bridge
Multiuse Trails/Paths: Meets "Class 1" Design Standards [X] Other

DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES
Project contributes toward the Disadvantaged Communities funding requirement: the project must clearly demonstrate a direct,
meaningful, and assured benefit to a community that meets any of the following criteria: Yes E] No

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

Household Income Yes [] Neo CalEnvioSereen [ Yes [ No
Student Meals [JYes [ No Local Criteria []Yes [ No

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

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

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

Infrastructure (1) E OR_Non-Infrastructure (NI) |:| OR Combination (N/NI) |:|

“Plan™ applications to show as NI only

Development of a Plan in a Disadvantaged Community: [0} ¥es I[E Ne
If Yes. check all Plan types that apply:
[[] Bicyele Plan
[] Pedestrian Plan
[] Safe Routes to School Plan

[] Active Transportation Plan

Indicate any of the following plans that your agency currently has: (Check all that apply)
Bicycle Plan [X] Pedestrian Plan X Safe Routes to School Plan [X] Active Transportation Plan [_]

PROJECT SUB-TYPE (check all Project Sub-Types that apply):
] Bicycle Transportation % of Project 50.0 % (ped + bike must = 100%)
D4 Pedestrian Transportation % of Project 50.0 %
[] Safe Routes to School  (Also fill out Bicycle and Pedestrian Sub-Type information above)

How many schools does the project impact/serve:

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

contact for each school.

School name:

School address:

District name:

District address:

Co.-Dist.-School Code:

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

Total student enrollment:

% of students that currently walk or bike to school% %

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

Percentage of students eligible for free or reduced meal programs ** Yo
**Refer to the California Department of Education website:  http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sh/cwi/filesafdc.asp

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

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

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

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

For all trails projects:
Do you feel a portion of your project is eligible for federal Recreational Trail funding? [] Yes [] No

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

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

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

PROJECT STATUS and EXPECTED DELIVERY SCHEDULE

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

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

MILESTONE: DATE COMPLETED OR  EXPECTED DATE
CTC - PA&ED Allocation: N/A- local §

* CEQA Environmental Clearance: 1/1/16
* NEPA Environmental Clearance: 1/1/16
CTC - PS&E Allocation: N/A- local §

CTC - Right of Way Allocation: N/A- local $ 10/2015
* Right of Way Clearance & Permits: N/A- local $ 10/2015
Final/Stamped PS&E package: 9/2015
* CTC - Construction Allocation: 7/1/16
* Construction Complete: 8/1/17
* Submittal of “Final Report” 12/30/17
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PROJECT FUNDING (in 1000s)

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

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

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

ATP funds for PA&D: $0

ATP funds for PS&E: $0

ATP funds for Right of Way: $0

ATP funds for Construction: $1.800

ATP funds for Non-Infrastructure: (All NI funding is allocated in a project's Construction Phase)
Total ATP funds being requested for this application/project: $1.800

Local funds leveraging or matching the ATP funds: $400

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

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

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

TOTAL PROJECT FUNDS: $2.200

ATP - FUNDING TYPE REQUESTED:

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

Do you believe your project warrants receiving state-only funding? [ | Yes No

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

ATP PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST (PPR): In addition to the project funding information provided in Part A of the
application, all applicants must complete the ATP Project Programming Request form and include it as Attachment B. More
information and guidance on the completion and submittal of this form is located in the Application Instructions Document under Part
C - Attachment B.
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ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM - CYCLE 2

Part B: Narrative Questions
(Application Screening/Scoring)

Project unique application No.: ___05-Santa Cruz-01

Implementing Agency’s Name: _Santa Cruz

Important:
e Applicants must ensure all data in Part B of the application is fully consistent with Part A and C.

e Applicants must follow all instructions and guidance to have a chance at receiving full points for the
narrative question and to avoid flaws in the application which could result in disqualification.

Table of Contents

Screening Criteria Page: 2
Narrative Question #1 Page: 3
Narrative Question #2 Page: 16
Narrative Question #3 Page: 20
Narrative Question #4 Page: _24
Narrative Question #5 Page: 27
Narrative Question #6 Page: 32
Narrative Question #7 Page: 35
Narrative Question #8 Page: 36
Narrative Question #9 Page: 38
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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:

To date, the City of Santa Cruz has invested over $400,000 in preconstruction activities for this

project. This includes over $300,000 for plans and specifications and over $100,000 for
concept development and environmental review. The City does not have sufficient funds for
construction of this high-priority project, but has committed and additional $400,000 as a local

match upon award of this grant.

Project plans, specifications, and estimate will be completed and the project ready for
construction in July 2015. Initial Study is done and a Mitigated Negative Declaration was
adopted in Feb 2014. A Visual Impact Assessment Report has been prepared. This project
requires acquisition of 13 sq ft of ROW, which the affected property owners are in support of;
the Right of Way Certification is ready to be filed with Caltrans.

This project is not an environmental mitigation resulting from a development capital

improvement project.

2. Consistency with Regional Plan.

This project is consistent with the 2014 Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Plan.
The Branciforte Creek Bike/Ped Crossing is included in the 2014 Santa Cruz County Regional

Transportation Plan project list as project SC-46. The related pages of the RTP Project List are

included in Part C under Attachment I-Narrative2.
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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.)

Project Description:

The Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge project will construct a 12' wide
bicycle/pedestrian bridge over Branciforte Creek and construct a 12' wide multi-use path
under the Soquel Avenue bridge to meet the existing 12' wide multi-use path. A map is below.
This project will complete the final gap in the San Lorenzo Riverway (shown in red on the
map), a 5-mile separated active transportation facility that runs north-south through the
center of the City of Santa Cruz. This facility connects people to housing, jobs, civic uses,

grocery stores, schools, and other diverse opportunities via active transportation.
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Current Users:

A mode split count was conducted in Spring 2014 at the Soquel Avenue/Riverside
Avenue/Dakota Avenue intersection from 4:00-5:00PM, the PM peak. This location is the final
gap in the Riverway Path and active transportation users must exit the separated Riverway

Path and pass through this intersection to continue back to the Riverway Path.

Soquel Avenue is a primary arterial roadway with high traffic volumes. Riverside
Avenue/Dakota Avenue are local Streets with lower traffic volumes. The peak hour mode split
count documented 16.7% of traffic on Riverside Avenue and 38.5% of traffic on Dakota Avenue
to be bikes and pedestrians, shown in map and table below. Neither Riverside Avenue nor
Dakota Avenue has high-demand origins or destinations and it is assumed that the active
transportation users of this intersection would be on the Riverway Path if the path were
continuous. The map below clearly shows the gap in the San Lorenzo Riverway path, and how
active transportation users must exit the separated path to use Dakota Avenue and Riverside

Avenue to continue along the Riverway.
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We extrapolated a daily count from the collected peak hour count using the National Bicycle
and Pedestrian Documentation Project Count Adjustment Factors for hourly count data
collected on a multi-use path on a Wednesday in April in a moderate climate from 4:00-
5:00pm. We assumed existing usage on Riverside and Dakota Avenues would be on the
Riverway Path if the path were continuous. As shown in the table below, there are an existing
estimated daily 543 bicyclists and existing estimated daily 600 pedestrians, a total of 1,143
active transportation users passing through the Soquel/Riverside/Dakota intersection that
would be shifted to using the Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge on the completely

separated San Lorenzo Riverway multi-use path.

Extrapolated Daily Counts By Mode

Northbound Southbound Total
Bikes Only 214 329| 543
Peds Only 257 343 600]
Daily Total Active Transportation Users: 1,143

These users are commuters, students, recreational users, seniors, and people with
disabilities. These numbers are representative of rates of cycling and walking documented in

the United States Census American Community Survey data.

The American Community Survey (ACS) 2009-2013 Journey to Work data shows that the City of
Santa Cruz has a significant portion of commuters who already use active modes of travel.
According to the ACS data, the City of Santa Cruz has a Journey to Work mode split of 9.5%
cyclists and 9.9% pedestrians. The rate of cycling has more than doubled in the City since
Census 2000, increasing from 4.7% to 9.5%, significantly higher than both the County (3.2%)
and the State (1.1%). Rates of walking in the City (9.9%) are similarly higher than the County
(4.3%) and the state (2.7%).
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The increases in active transportation use in the City of Santa Cruz are likely due to many
factors, but one significant factor is the City’s continued investment in high quality bicycle and
pedestrian infrastructure. These new bicycle and pedestrian facilities have enabled,
empowered, and encouraged the Santa Cruz community to use active modes for more of their
trips because it is safe, convenient, sustainable, and fun. The Branciforte Creek
Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge is another project that will further increase the number of active

transportation users.

Projected Users:

The City of Santa Cruz anticipates total daily active transportation users to increase 20% to
1,371 within 5 years after construction of the Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge.
This project will complete the Riverway multi-use facility, causing both existing active
transportation users shift from using the Soquel/Dakota/Riverside intersection to using the

new continuous facility and new users to begin using the new facility.

While Santa Cruz already has a very high mode-split of active transportation users, the City
wants to further encourage and empower people to use active transportation. Many studies
nationwide have discussed the estimated 60% of the population that are “interested but
concerned” about riding a bike more often, but they don’t feel comfortable riding on high
volume roadways or roadways without bike facilities. The Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian
Bridge is a facility that would encourage these “interested but concerned” users to use active
transportation in an environment they feel safe in, without the higher levels of relative route

stress.

The City of Santa Cruz used a similar separated facility to determine projected use of the
Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge facility. The City recently completed the Arana
Gulch Multi-Use Path, a project very similar to the proposed Branciforte Creek
Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge. The Arana Gulch multi-use path is located one mile east of the
Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge project location and is also a separated, high
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comfort, low stress alternative to using higher volume streets, including Soquel Avenue. The
Arana Gulch project had also been a community priority for over 20 years before it was finally
constructed. The Arana Gulch multi-use path location relative to the Branciforte Creek

Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge project is shown below:

Branciforte Creek
Bicycle/Pedestrian
Bridge

Arana Gulch
| Multi-Use
Path

As the result of this investment, active transportation use has skyrocketed. Baseline counts
were conducted in October 2014 prior to the new multi-use path opening. Post-construction
peak hour counts were conducted in April 2015, six months after the multi-use path had
opened. With the construction of the Arana Gulch multi-use path, eastbound increased 250%
and westbound trips increased 462%, seen in the table below. These users are changing their
trip patterns to use this facility and are a broad cross-section of the community, including
commuters, recreational users, students, seniors, and people with disabilities. These users are
both new users and users that were previously using active transportation on alternate routes.
These are exactly the types of users that the new Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian

Bridge will attract.
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Arana Gulch Multi-Use Path Baseline and Post Construction Counts:
October 2014 and April 2015

East Bound West Bound
Pre Post % Change Pre Post % Change
Bikes 9 37 311.10% 3 29 866.70%
Pedestrians 9 26 188.90% 5 16 220.00%
Total 2 hour 18 63 250.00% 8 45 462.50%

Using the City of Santa Cruz’s experience with the very similar Arana Gulch Multi-Use path, we
project the Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge will see a more conservative increase

in active transportation users, reaching 5% after 1 year (1,200) and 20% (1,371 users) within 5
years of construction. This 20% increase would amount to 229 new daily active transportation

users as the result of this project. One year and five year estimates are shown below:

1- Year Extrapolated Daily Counts By Mode- 5% increase

Northbound Southbound Total
Bikes Only 225 345 570|
Peds Only 270 360] 630
Daily Total Active Transportation Users: 1200

5-Year Extrapolated Daily Counts By Mode- 20% Increase

Northbound Southbound Total
Bikes Only 257 394 651
Pedestrian 309] 411 720]
Daily Total Active Transportation Users: 1,371

B. Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes

(for non-infrastructure applications) to transportation-related and community identified
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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

The Branciforte Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge will close the last remaining gap in the 5-mile San
Lorenzo Riverway multiuse path, removing a significant barrier to mobility and improving this
active transportation route. The Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge and the San
Lorenzo Riverway multi-use path are a completely separated facility for active transportation

users running north-south through the direct center of the City.

The Riverwalk currently ends on either side of the Branciforte Creek. The creek is a physical
separation requires a bridge to get across. This creates a gap that necessitates leaving the
Riverwalk, navigating a roadway without bicycle facilities, crossing a signalized intersection and
then re-entering the Riverwalk. This gap is also a barrier to mobility because many potential
users will are not willing to ride their bikes in mixed traffic as this location currently requires.

This project will build the bridge required to close this gap and remove this barrier to mobility.

The Riverwalk intersects existing high quality active transportation infrastructure, including
the east-west connectors of the Pacific Coast Bike Route, the Beach Street Cycletrack, and the
future Monterey Bay Sanctuary Scenic Trail, a 32-mile rail trail (adjacent section under design).
The Riverwalk also connects to existing bike lanes, multi-use paths, and bike routes, shown in

the map below:
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The construction of the Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge will link housing,

employment, recreation, and civic uses in Santa Cruz through a completely separated

Page | 12



05-Santa Cruz-1 ATP - Cycle 2-Part B & C-2015

Riverwalk path, creating a safe and efficient amenity for all active transportation users. Uses
within a % mile walking distance include the entire downtown core, the downtown multimodal
transit center, multiple grocery stores and drug stores, high density and affordable housing,
the post office, and many other uses. From the Riverwalk, you can access the world-renowned
Santa Cruz Beach Boardwalk, the recreational opportunities of both the beach and San
Lorenzo Park, the cultural opportunity at the Museum of Art and History, and the natural
amenity of the San Lorenzo River. This is an excellent network for non-motorized
transportation that would be exponentially improved by the construction of the Branciforte

Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge link.

On the north end of the gap closure, the trail connects to the new bicycle/pedestrian bridge
crossing the San Lorenzo and extending under Hwy 1 to the Tannery Arts Center (live-work and
multimedia and performing arts center), major retail districts, and the industrial area of Harvey
West. Harvey West contains a major City park, the Homeless Resource Center, Costco and a

wide variety of smaller retail and employment destinations.

The new Branciforte Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge is adjacent to the San Lorenzo Park and the
County Government Center. The County Government Center contains the offices of the Santa
Cruz County seat, local offices of state elected officials, the court system, the county
clerk/elections department, and many other vital civic uses. The County Government Center is
also a major employer in the community and presents a large number of potential users of the
new facility. A map is of destinations easily served via active transportation by the Branciforte

Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge is shown below and included in Attachment I-1B
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. 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.)

Per application instructions, get letter from RTPA documenting their understanding of
ATP-priority
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The Branciforte Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge is one of the City of Santa Cruz’s highest unfunded
non-motorized active transportation priorities. This project was first conceived in the 1987 San
Lorenzo River Design Concept Plan, and while the rest of the Riverwalk system has been built,

this project has remained the final gap in the 5-mile facility.

This project is listed in the past and current City of Santa Cruz Bicycle Transportation Plan
(1998, 2000, 2004, 2008), Pedestrian Master Plan (2003), Master Transportation Study (2000),
Capital Improvement Plan (2015-2017), the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation
Commission (RTPA) RTP, and has been listed as a priority project for many years by the County
Bicycle Committee. The County Bicycle Committee sent a memorandum to the City on
February 23, 2015 documenting the Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge as their
highest priority project in the City of Santa Cruz (Attachment I-1C) Letters of support from the
RTPA, MPO, and Bicycle Committee are attached documenting their support of this active

transportation priority project as a way to increase use of active modes.

Investments in the Riverwalk since the 1987 San Lorenzo River Design Concept Plan have
helped Santa Cruz to achieve incredibly high mode splits (9.9% pedestrian/9.5% bicycle).
Continuing to fill the gaps in existing high quality active transportation infrastructure and
construct improved connections are a priority for the City. This project is such a priority for the
City of Santa Cruz that the City has invested over $400,000 of local dollars and targeted grant
funding in preconstruction activities to make this project shovel-ready. While the Branciforte
Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge has enormous City and community support, the City needs
this funding through the Active Transportation Program to construct the Branciforte Creek

Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge.
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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.)

Because there is a gap in the San Lorenzo Riverway separated path at this location, active
transportation users have to exit the Riverway and ride/walk on Dakota Avenue (north side) or
Riverside Avenue (south side), cross the Dakota Avenue/Soquel Avenue/Riverside Avenue
intersection, ride/walk on Dakota Avenue (north side) or Riverside Avenue (south side), and re-
enter the Riverway Path. From January 1, 2009 to December 31, 2013, the UC Berkeley TIMS
database showed three crashes involving active transportation users, shown in map and table
below. If the Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge were constructed, these active
transportation users could have stayed on the separated facility and not had to cross the

intersection, thus preventing these collisions.
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Source: TIMS SWITRS Query & Map (http://tims.berkeley.edu/tools/query/summary.php)

CaselD Location Year Ped/Bike Involved | Severity
5385121 Soquel/Dakota 2011 Pedestrian Injury (2)
4887125 Soquel/Dakota 2010 Pedestrian Injury (3)
6183795 Dakota/Soquel 2013 Bicycle Injury (3)

Source: TIMS SWITRS Query & Map (http://tims.berkeley.edu/tools/query/summary.php)

Office of Traffic Safety (OTS) data from federal fiscal years (FFY) 2008-2012 show that

pedestrians and bicycle crashes account for 40% of all reported Santa Cruz City traffic injury

crashes and 86% of all fatalities. OTS ranked the City of Santa Cruz as the worst city for bicyclist

injury and fatalities- 1°' out of 100 similar sized cities in 2008, 2009, and 2012. The City ranked

4™/103 in 2010 and 3"/101in 2011. In recognition of this ranking, the City of Santa Cruz
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continues to actively pursue projects, including the Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian

Bridge, to improve safety for all active transportation users.

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.

The Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge will remedy safety hazards to active
transportation users by eliminating potential conflict points between motorized and non-
motorized users by creating a physical separation between motorized and non-motorized
users. Construction of the Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge will complete the 5-mile
separated Riverway path, which will remove the need for active transportation users to travel
along on-road facilities with auto traffic. This will improve safety for non-motorized users by

eliminating the potential for collisions between motorized and non-motorized users.

As shown in the map below and documented in question 2A, there have been three collisions
involving active transportation users in the past five years. The construction of the Branciforte
Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge will result in a physical separation between motorized and
non-motorized users, thus eliminating potential conflict points, including the intersection of

Soquel/Dakota/Riverside where these three collisions occurred.
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Bike and Ped Crashes

Proposed Connection 1/1/2009-12/31/2013

to Close Gap
in Existing facility
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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)

This project was originally proposed as a project in the San Lorenzo River Design Concept Plan
(1987) which was driven by the San Lorenzo River Task Force (1985). This concept was
reiterated in greater detail in the San Lorenzo River Enhancement Plan (1999), where the more
refined Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge was first proposed. As the result of that
vision, a citizen’s ad-hoc committee was established (1999) and the river gained further status
in the Santa Cruz community as an alternative transportation corridor with many east-west
access points and a spine of activities along its length. Since then, the Branciforte Creek
Bicycle/Pedestrian Project has been widely discussed in public meetings and through advocacy

organizations. A short list of stakeholders is included below:

Public Stakeholders:

e Public participants- public outreach was conducted for the 1980 Bikeway Study, the
1998 Bicycle Transportation Plan, the 2000 Master Transportation Study, 2000 Bicycle
Transportation Plan, 2004 Bicycle Transportation Plan, 2008 Bicycle Transportation
Plan, and the 2014 Regional Transportation Improvement Program.

e Santa Cruz County Bicycle Advisory Committee- advisory committee to the Santa Cruz
County Regional Transportation Commission (RTPA). The Bicycle Committee identified
the Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge as their most important project in the
City of Santa Cruz. See Attachment I-1C. Letter of support is included in Attachment J.

e Bike Santa Cruz County (formerly People Power!, bicycle advocacy group)- BSCC has

supported this project for many years. Letter of support is included in Attachment J.
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Mission: Pedestrian (local pedestrian advocacy group)- Letter of support is included in
Attachment J.

Coastal Watershed Council- The Coastal Watershed Council has been working to
reconnect the Santa Cruz community to the San Lorenzo River and nearby public spaces
like the Santa Cruz Riverwalk and San Lorenzo Park. Letter of support is included in
Attachment J.

Elderly and Disabled Transportation Advisory Committee: Letter of support is included
in Attachment J.

Ecology Action- Ecology Action has supported this project for many years.

Santa Cruz Chamber of Commerce

Gault Elementary School: Principal Molly Parks submitted a letter of support for ATP
Cycle 1 recognizing this as an important project to support Gault Elementary School
families living in the Downtown/Beach Flats/Ocean St neighborhoods use active
transportation.

Property Owners: Property owners at 111 Dakota have been actively engaged with the
City. This project required 13 square feet of right of way from these property owners. A

letter of support from them is included in Attachment J.

Governmental Stakeholders:
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Santa Cruz City Council- Design included in approved Capital Improvement Program
(CIP). Construction pending grant funding.

Santa Cruz City Transportation and Public Works Commission- Reviewed and
recommended Council approve proposed CIP.

Santa Cruz County Interagency Technical Advisory Committee (ITAC)- Reviewed
project in the RTIP and during the first ATP cycle.

Santa Cruz County Health Service Agency Community Traffic Safety Coalition-
Advisory committee with a mission to reduce traffic-related injuries while promoting

the use of alternative transportation. Letter of support is included in Attachment J.
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e Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission: Letter of support is included
in Attachment J.
e Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments: Letter of support is included in

Attachment J.

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

City Council and Transportation and Public Works Commission meetings were open public
meetings, noticed according to the Brown Act, with all materials available to the publicin
advance of the meeting. Meetings were held in the City of Santa Cruz council chambers, a
facility that is near multiple public transportation lines and is accessible for people with
disabilities. Meetings were held in the evenings. Upon request, the published agenda can be
provided in a format to accommodate special needs. Additionally, if an individual requires
special assistance such as an ASL interpreter, translation, or other special equipment, the City

Clerk’s Department will arrange that assistance.

The Transportation and Public Works Commission reviewed and provided comments on the
Request for Qualifications (RFQ) to provide concept development services for the Branciforte
Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge. Three members for the Commission were appointed to serve
on an ad hoc committee to assist in selecting a final concept. On December 14, 2011, the ad
hoc committee members, the consultant, and city staff held a meeting to discuss the
bridge/path alignment. The public and the adjacent property owners were invited to
participate in this meeting. The resulting alignment recommendation went to the City Council

on October 23, 2012 for approval, included in the staff report Attachment I-3B.
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Direct stakeholder outreach was conducted with Mission: Pedestrian, the Coastal Watershed
Council, Bike Santa Cruz County, and Ecology Action. These meetings and conversations took

place at various times and locations in a manner convenient to the organization.

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 feedback from the Transportation and Public Works Commission ad hoc committee was
instrumental in selecting a final concept design for the Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian
Bridge. In choosing the alignment, the ad hoc committee considered many factors to improve
the overall effectiveness of the path and bridge, including slope, safety, environmental design,
and environmental concerns. The final design as proposed in this application was determined
by staff, ad hoc committee, Transportation and Public Works Commission, and City Council to

be the most effective design for promoting active transportation.

D. Describe how stakeholders will continue to be engaged in the implementation of the

project/program/plan. (1 points max)

Upon award of this grant, the project will again go to the City Council for formal acceptance of

the funding, a meeting that will be open and noticed.

During construction, the Public Works Department Public Information Officer will continue to

issue press releases to keep the community informed of progress.

Upon completion, the City of Santa Cruz will host a community ribbon cutting ceremony to
celebrate the completion of the Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge. This ceremony
will be noticed via a press release, invitations to partner and advocacy groups, and broad

community noticing via the City website and social media.
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Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for: Question #4

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

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

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

max)

The City of Santa Cruz worked with Theresia Rogerson, MPH, Health Educator and Traffic
Safety Programs coordinator with the Santa Cruz County Department of Public Health to
gather and assemble public health data. Theresia can be reached at (831) 454-4312 or

theresia.rogerson@santacruzcounty.us

A major public health concern in Santa Cruz and across the nation is obesity. Decreasing
physical activity over the past 40 years has contributed to an increase in obesity rates.
According to the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation’s County Health Rankings and Roadmaps,
22% of adults in Santa Cruz County are obese™. Despite this rate of obesity, the Robert Wood
Johnson Foundation also documents that physical inactivity in Santa Cruz County is only 10%

and 98% of people have access to exercise opportunitiesz.

Injuries from bicycle and pedestrian collisions are another public health concern. Injury data
from the California Department of Public Health.? show that Santa Cruz County has a higher
rate of unintentional bike and pedestrian injuries, among 5-19 year olds. In Santa Cruz County
the rate of hospitalizations and emergency department visits in this category was 0.4% in the
County compared to 0.3% for the State. Additionally, as documented in Question 2, Office of

Traffic Safety (OTS) data from federal fiscal years (FFY) 2008-2012 show that pedestrians and

! http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2015/rankings/santa-cruz/county/outcomes/overall/snapshot
? Ibid.
® http://epicenter.cdph.ca.gov/
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bicycle crashes account for 40% of all reported Santa Cruz City traffic injury crashes and 86% of
all fatalities. OTS ranked the City of Santa Cruz as the worst city for bicyclist injury and
fatalities- 1% out of 100 similar sized cities in 2008, 2009, and 2012.

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

max.)

Promoting active transportation through infrastructure improvements will have public health
benefits for the entire City of Santa Cruz. This proposal aims to increase the rate of active
transportation usage in Santa Cruz through construction of the Branciforte Creek

Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge.

The Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge will help to reduce adult obesity in Santa Cruz
by increasing opportunities for physical activity and the amount of time that individuals are
engaged in physical activity. The Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge will complete the
5-mile Riverwalk, offering a completely off street facility for people of all ages and abilities run,
walk, ride, and play while increasing the amount of time they spend doing physical activities.
According to the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention’s (CDC) publication Strategies to
Prevent Obesity and Other Chronic Diseases: Guide to Strategies to Increase Physical Activity in
the Community, physical activity also is one of the elements in recommended treatments for
obesity and other chronic conditions.* Additionally, the CDC has declared that the creation of
or enhancement of access to places for physical activity is an appropriate intervention strategy
to combat obesity and chronic disease for diverse populations, including racial/ethnic minority
and socioeconomic groups. The creation or enhancement of access to recreational activities
has been found to have a 25% increase in the proportion of the population who are physically

active at least three times per week.” The construction of the Branciforte Creek

* http://www.cdc.gov/obesity/downloads/PA 2011 WEB.pdf
> http://www.cdc.gov/obesity/downloads/PA 2011 WEB.pdf
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Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge will enhance opportunities to access physical activity and is an
effective strategy to fight obesity and improve overall health through an increase in physical

activity.

The Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge will help to reduce bicycle and pedestrian
collisions through the complete separation of users. The CDC and Active Living Research each
found that multiuse trails, such as the Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge, are
associated with increased walking and bicycling, especially in urban area and among lower-
income populations.® Additionally, studies have shown that cyclists are even willing to travel
out of their way to use off-street bike paths’, which has the symbiotic effect of increasing
physical activity and safety. The Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge separated path
will encourage even tentative active transportation users to increase their daily activity

through this safe, separated, connected active transportation facility.

6 Ibid, http://activelivingresearch.org/land-use-transportation-and-community-design-research-summary-slides
’ http://activelivingresearch.org/sites/default/files/ALR Brief DailyBikeTravel May2013.pdf
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Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for: Question #5

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

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

To receive disadvantaged communities points, projects/programs/plans must be located
within a disadvantaged community (as defined by one of the four options below)
AND/OR provide a direct, meaningful, and assured benefit to individuals from a
disadvantaged community.
1. The median household income of the census tract(s) is 80% of the statewide
median household income
Census tract(s) is in the top 25% of overall scores from CalEnviroScreen 2.0
3. Atleast 75% of public school students in the project area are eligible for the Free
or Reduced Priced Meals Program under the National School Lunch Program
4. Alternative criteria for identifying disadvantage communities (see below)

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

Option 1: Median household income, by census tract for the community(ies) benefited by
the project: $__$42,643

$_ $34,975
e Provide all census tract numbers
e Provide the median income for each census track listed
e Provide the population for each census track listed

According to the American Community Survey 2008-2013 5-year estimates, the median household
income in California is $61,094. Using this as a baseline, 80% of the median household income in
California is $48,875. The overall City of Santa Cruz median household income is $61,600, and 80%

of the median household income is $49,280.
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The Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge is located adjacent to the only area of the city
where the median household income falls below 80% of the statewide median household income.
Median household income in census tracts 1007 and 1010 falls significantly below 80% of the

statewide median household income, shown in the table below.

Census Tract Median Income Population
1007 $42,643 1,589
1010 $34,975 6,830

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

e Provide all census tract numbers

e Provide the CalEnviroScreen 2.0 score for each census track listed

e Provide the population for each census track listed

Option 3: Percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals Programs: _ %
e 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:

e 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)

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

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

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

What percent of the funds requested will be expended in the disadvantaged community?
0_% Explain how this percent was calculated.

Page | 28



05-Santa Cruz-1

ATP - Cycle 2-Part B & C-2015

The Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge is located adjacent to an economically

disadvantaged community, but the project is not within the disadvantaged Census tracts. This

project is immediately across the census tract border, on the other side of the river.

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 Branciforte Creek
Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge
provides a direct connection
between economically
disadvantaged communities in
Census Tracts 1007 and 1010
(shown shaded in light yellow
and light green at right) to
education, employment,
healthcare, and community
resources. This safe,
connected, separated multi-

use facility provides a

continuous path to access local #

community services at the
County Government Center,
access to public transit, and
connections to San Lorenzo
park. This map is included

larger as Attachment I-5C.
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According to Active Living by Design, “a lack of good transportation choices is the most
important single issue that limits routine activities such as walking, biking and transit use by
low-income people. Since most roads, schools, shopping centers, workplaces, neighborhoods
and other important community destinations are placed and designed only for convenient
access by cars, the car is a virtual necessity for even the most basic transportation needs.”®
Active Living by Design found that one of the most important ways to promote health and
well-bring in low-income communities is to “ensure that low-income neighborhoods have

equal access to parks, trails, greenways and other activity-friendly facilities®,” exactly what the

Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge would provide.

Additionally, the United States Census found that low-income people bike and walk to work
more than any other income group in their report Modes Less Traveled- Bicycling and Walking
to Work in the United States: 2008-2012.° A graph from this publication is included below to

show the sharp changes in active transportation usage by income:

® http://www.bms.com/documents/together on diabetes/2012-Summit-Atlanta/Physical-Activity-for-Low-Income-

Populations-The-Health-Trust.pdf

? Ibid

1% http://www.census.gov/prod/2014pubs/acs-25.pdf
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Figure 11.
Walking and Bicycling to Work by Household Income:
2008-2012
(Data based on sample. For information on confidentiality protection,
sampling error, nonsampling error, and definitions, see B walk
www.census.gov/acs/www/) .a

. Bicycle

Less than $10,000 _ J
$10,000 to $14,999 h !

$15,000 to $24,999

$25,000 to $34,999
$35,000 to $49,999
$50,000 to $74,999
$75,000 to $99,999
$100,000 to $149,999
$150,000 to $199,999

$200,000 or more

Percent

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey, 2008-2012.

This data on increased active transportation use by income shows that better biking and
walking infrastructure, such as the Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge, is not just a
fluff project that benefits higher income earners leisure activities, but provides a real active

transportation link for the most economically vulnerable population in the City of Santa Cruz.

The Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge will provide a safe, direct active

transportation facility that will connect low income households to their community.
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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.)

Safety and the opportunity to increase active transportation have driven the design of the
Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge. The design was done with the goal to remove
safety hazards to active transportation users by eliminating potential conflict points between
motorized and non-motorized users through creating a physical separation between motorized
and non-motorized users. This design priority was intentional to improve safety for non-

motorized users.

There are two main features of this project to connect the existing segments of the Riverway:
crossing Branciforte Creek and crossing Soquel Avenue.

e There is no alternative to crossing Branciforte Creek that does not involve a bridge.
Alternative alignments to the bridge were considered. The selected alignment was
chosen by the Transportation and Public Works Commission ad hoc committee and the
consultant due to the distance from the San Lorenzo River, user friendly design,
reduced opportunity areas for nuisance behavior, and minimized bridge length.

e Crossing Soquel Avenue could be accomplished through either an overpass or an
underpass. An underpass was the preferred and selected alternative due to cost,

acceptable ADA slopes, and to be consistent with all nine other underpasses along the

Riverway.
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B. Use the ATP Benefit/Cost Tool, provided by Caltrans Planning Division, to calculate the
ratio of the benefits of the project relative to both the total project cost and ATP funds
requested. The Tool is located on the CTC’s website at:

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

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

( Benefit Benefit
Total Project Cost Funds Requested

)

The Cost-Benefit Calculator returned a 20 Year Investment Summary Analysis value of

5.18. This included installation of the underpass and the path extention.

20 Year Invest Summary Analysis

Total Costs

Net Present Cost
Total Benefits

Net Present Benefit
Benefit-Cost Ratio

20 Year Itemized Savings
Mobility
Health
Recreational
Gas & Emissions
Safety

Funds Requested
Net Present Cost of Funds Requested
Benefit Cost Ratio

Feedback:

We could not use the “existing step counts” or “existing miles walked”; the message below
would pop up.
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[ Microsoft xcel s T —— [— —

@ Data should only be in Trips OR Steps OR Miles. When data for Steps OR Miles are provided, it will be converted to Trips.

LBewy, | [ concel | [ teb |

There was no option to select “multi-use path” for the type of facility. This project benefits

both cyclists and pedestrians.
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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 City of Santa Cruz has committed $400,000 of local funds to construction of this project

upon award of this grant.

To date, the City of Santa Cruz has spent $400,000 on plans, specifications, concept
development, and environmental review. The funding spent to date has come from local
traffic impact fees, Transportation Development Act (TDA), and Regional Surface
Transportation Program Exchange (RSTPX) funding. Prior spending has brought this project to

a shovel ready state.

The total leverage from the City of Santa Cruz is $800,000 of the total project cost of
$2,600,000. This is a 30% leverage.

$400,000 Local match + $400,000 spent to date = 30.77%
$2,600,000 total construction cost
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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)

X  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.

e Project Title

e Project Description
e Detailed Estimate
e Project Schedule

e Project Map

e 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):

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

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

The City of Santa Cruz contacted both the California Conservation Corps and the

Community Conservation Corps representatives via email on Thursday, May 21,
2015.
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Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for: Question #9

QUESTION #9
APPLICANT’S PERFORMANCE ON PAST GRANTS AND DELIVERABILITY OF PROJECTS
( 0 to-10 points OR disqualification)

A. Applicant: Provide short explanation of the Implementing Agency’s project delivery
history for all projects that include project funding through Caltrans Local Assistance

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

The City of Santa Cruz has never failed to deliver on any grants received that include project
funding through Caltrans Local Assistance administered programs. The City of Santa Cruz has

successfully completed SRTS, BTA, CBTP, and HSIP projects.

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
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Narrative Questions backup information Attachment |
Required for all applications

Label attachments separately with “I-#” based on the # of the Narrative Question

e Attachment [-Narrative2_ Regional Transportation Plan Project List

e Attachment I-1B_Destinations Easily Served

e Attachment I-1C_Bike Committee Priorities 2015

e Attachment I-3B_ City Council Staff Report

e Attachment [-5C_Disadvantaged Communities map

e Attachment I-8_California Conservation Corps Response Declining Participation

e Attachment I-8-1_Local Conservation Corps Response Declining Participation

Letters of Support Attachment J

Required or Recommended for all projects (as designated in the instructions)

e Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments (AMBAG), the MPO for the region

e Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Committee, the RTPA for the county

e Santa Cruz County Bicycle Committee

e Bike Santa Cruz County, a local bicycle advocacy organization

e Community Health Safety Coalition, a coalition out of the Santa Cruz County Health
Services agency charged with reducing traffic-related injuries while promoting the
use of alternative transportation

e Coastal Watershed Council, an organization seeking to better connect the Santa
Cruz Community to the San Lorenzo River and nearby public spaces

e Santa Cruz County Elderly and Disabled Transportation Advisory Committee
(E&DTAC)

e Mission: Pedestrian, a local pedestrian advocacy organization

e Dakota Health Center, one of the property owners at 111 Dakota Avenue where the

City would be acquiring minor right-of-way.

Additional Attachments Attachment K
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Additional attachments may be included. They should be organized in a way that allows

application reviews easy identification and review of the information.
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Part C: Attachments
Attachment A: Signature Page

IMPORTANT: Applications will not be accepted without all required signatures.

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

The undersigned affirms that their agency will be the “Implementing Agency” for the project if funded with ATP funds and they are
the Chief Executive Officer, Public Works Director or other officer authorized by their governing board with the authority to
commit the agency’s resources and funds. They are also affirming that the statements contained in this application package are
true and complete to the best of their knowledge. For infrastructure projects, the undersigned affirms that they are the manager of

the public right-of-way faciliti sponsible fer their maintenance and operation) or they have authority over this position.
Signature: Date:- §/'Z(¢/J §

' A
Name: _%\G‘rﬂd’ﬁg_ [N Eﬁ'{'l‘ﬁz Phone: DB[- 20— 51!"?,(&-'
Title: AeFcIT O e R W) e-mail: el hneiton @ c;[;y’ 95 CAVTACRUZ .com.

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

(For use only when appropriate)

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

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

For Safe Routes to School projects and/or projects presented as benefiting a school: School or School District Official
(For use only when appropriate)
The undersigned affirms that the school(s) benefited by this application is not on a school closure list.

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

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

(For use only when appropriate)

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

Is a letter of support/acknowledgement attached? If yes, no signature is required. If no, the following signature is required.

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

* Contact the District Local Assistance Engineer (DLAE) for the project to get Caltrans Traffic Ops contact information. DLAE contact information can
be found at http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/LocalPrograms/dlae.htm
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA ¢ DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ATP PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST

Date: |

Project Information:

Project Title:

Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge

District County Route EA Project ID PPNO
5 Santa Cruz VAR (blank) (blank) (blank)
Funding Information:
DO NOT FILL IN ANY SHADED AREAS
Proposed Total Project Cost ($1,000s) Notes:
Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total
E&P (PA&ED) 10 10
PS&E 360 360
R/W 30 30
CON 2,200 2,200
TOTAL 400 2,200 2,600
ATP Funds |Infrastructure Cycle 2 Program Code
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)
Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total Funding Agency
E&P (PAKED)
PS&E Notes:
R/W
CON 1,800 1,800
TOTAL 1,800 1,800
ATP Funds |N0n—infrastructure Cycle 2 Program Code
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)
Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total Funding Agency
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E Notes:
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds |Plan Cycle 2 Program Code
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)
Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total Funding Agency
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E Notes:
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds |Previous Cycle Program Code
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)
Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total Funding Agency
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E Notes:
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds |Future Cycles Program Code
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)
Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total Funding Agency

E&P (PA&ED)

PS&E

Notes:

R/IW

CON

TOTAL

lof2




STATE OF CALIFORNIA ¢ DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ATP PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST

Date:l
Project Information:
Project Title: |Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge
District County Route EA Project ID PPNO
5 Santa Cruz VAR (blank) (blank) (blank)
Funding Information:
DO NOT FILL IN ANY SHADED AREAS
Fund No. 2: |Future Source for Matching Program Code
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)
Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total Funding Agency
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E Notes:
R/W
CON 400 400
TOTAL 400 400
Fund No. 3: | Program Code
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)
Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total Funding Agency
E&P (PA&ED) 10 10
PS&E 360 360 Notes:
R/W 30 30
CON
TOTAL 400 400
Fund No. 4: | Program Code
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)
Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total Funding Agency
E&P (PAKED)
PS&E Notes:
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 5: [ Program Code
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)
Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total Funding Agency
E&P (PAED)
PS&E Notes:
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 6: | Program Code
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)
Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total Funding Agency
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E Notes:
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 7: [ Program Code
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)
Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total Funding Agency

E&P (PA&ED)

PS&E

Notes:

R/IW

CON

TOTAL

Z0lZ
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Form Date: March, 2015 ATP Cycle 2 - Application Form — Attachment C

ATP Engineer’s Checklist for Infrastructure Projects
Required for “Infrastructure” applications ONLY

This application checklist is to be used by the engineer in “responsible charge” of the preparation of this ATP
application to ensure all of the primary elements of the application are included as necessary to meet the CTC’s
requirements for a PSR-Equivalent document (per CTC’s ATP Guidelines and CTC’s Adoption of PSR Guidelines -
Resolution G-99-33) and to ensure the application is free of critical errors and omissions; allowing the application to
be accurately ranked in the statewide ATP selection process.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

o

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

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

4, Detailed Engineer's Estimate Engineer’s Initials: IR

a. Estimate is reasonable and complete.

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

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

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

e. All project development costs to be funded by the ATP need to be accounted for in the total project cost



Form Date: March, 2015

5. Crash/Safety Data, Collision maps and Countermeasures:

ATP Cycle 2 - Application Form — Attachment C

Engineer’s Initials: cy‘%

a. Confirmation that crash data shown occurred within influence area of proposed improvements.

6. Project Schedule and Requested programming of ATP funding

Engineer's Initials: \AB

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

timeframes.

b. “Completed Dates” for project Milestone Dates shown in the application have been reviewed and verified

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

project permits, etc.

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

7. Warrant studies/guidance (Check if not applicable)

Engineer’s Initials: \‘

a. For new Signals — Warrant 4, 5 or 7 must be met (CA MUTCD): Signal warrants must be documented

N/A as having been met based on the CA MUTCD

8. Additional narration and documentation:

Engineer’s Initials: \_36

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

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

Licensed Engineer:

Name (Last, Firsr):l Pure | Nawmees |

Title: | "T_ra..é-lpgp-ln{—r.n P\a.».ka% cx |
Engineer License Number | C 583326 I

Signature: J/vm 6
e /-‘\n—l-
Z

Date: | 5-22-(5 ]
Email: | {Eburr@ar'ﬁ;d obcatucinz .con |
| 33¢- 420 ~542¢ |

Phone:

Engineer's Stamp:
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Layout Tab: Layout!
—

SHEET INDEX
SHEET SHEET
No. DESCRIPTION

1 TITLE SHEET

2 SURVEY CONTROL

3 | TYPICAL SECTIONS

4 "BCP” PLAN AND PROFILE
5

6

"PARK” PLAN AND PROFILE
DEMOLITION AND TREE REMOVAL
7—9 | CONSTRUCTION DETAILS
10 | TEMPORARY WATER POLLUTION CONTROL PLAN
11 | EROSION CONTROL PLAN
12 | DRAINAGE PLAN
13 | DRAINAGE PROFILE
14 | SLOPE PROTECTION
5 | PAVEMENT DELINEATION AND SIGN PLAN
6 | CONSTRUCTION AREA SIGNS
7 | SUMMARY OF QUANTITIES
18 | TRAIL LIGHTING PLAN
19-28 | BRIDGE PLANS
29 | LOG OF TEST BORINGS

CITY OF SANTA CRUZ STANDARD DETAILS: DRIVEWAY APPROACH; CURB,
GUTTER & SIDEWALK; SIGN INSTALLATION
DATE: CURRENT

ABBREVIATIONS

"BCP” . . . . .BRANCIFORTE CREEK PATH CENTERLINE
SC . . . . . .CITY OF SANTA CRUZ

Co. SC . .COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ
C.G&SW. . . . .CURB, GUTTER, AND SIDEWALK
Std. . . . . .STANDARD

Det. . . . . _.DETAL

BVCS. . . . . .BEGIN VERTICAL CURVE STATION
BVCE. . . . . _.BEGIN VERTICAL CURVE ELEVATION
EVCS. . . . . _END VERTICAL CURVE STATION
EVCE. . . . . _END VERTICAL CURVE ELEVATION

CALTRANS STANDARD PLAN
SHEET NUMBER

DETAIL NUMBER

CITY OF SANTA CRUZ

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

PROJECT PLANS FOR

THE CONSTRUCTION OF THE
BRANCIFORTE CREEK BRIDGE AND MULTI-USE TRAIL
CITY PROJECT No. C401001

PREPARED BY

TRC ENGINEERS, INC.

RANCHO CORDOVA, CALIFORNIA

'\0/
/‘-'\
A

S

SANTA CRUZ

CONSTRUCTION NOTES:

1. THE CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE FOR THE INTENT OF THESE PLANS AND SHALL
REPORT ANY DISCREPANCIES FOUND IN THEM TO THE ENGINEER PRIOR TO
CONSTRUCTION.

2. UNDERGROUND UTILITY LOCATIONS AND DEPTHS, WHERE SHOWN ON PLANS, ARE
BASED ON UTILITY COMPANY RECORDS AND ARE FOR GENERAL INFORMATION. ALL
CONTRACTORS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR VERIFICATION OF LOCATIONS FOR ALL
EXISTING UTILITIES IN THE FIELD.

3. EMERGENCY TELEPHONE NUMBERS:
POLICE DEPARTMENT 9N
FIRE DEPARTMENT 911
CITY ENGINEER’'S OFFICE (831) 420-5160
CITY PARKS & REC. DEPARTMENT (831) 420-5336
COUNTY SEWER DEPARTMENT (831) 420-5428
CITY TRAFFIC MAINTENANCE (831) 420-5522
CITY WATER DEPARTMENT (831) 420-5214

PG&E (831) 479-3155
AT&T (831) 728-6571
USA (800) 642-2444

4. CITY INSPECTOR SHALL BE NOTIFIED 24 HOURS IN ADVANCE OF ANY

CONSTRUCTION.

5. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR PRESERVATION OF STREET TREES.

SHOULD A STREET TREE BECOME DAMAGED DURING CONSTRUCTION, THE ENGINEER
SHALL DETERMINE IF THE TREE IS TO BE REPLACED BY THE CONTRACTOR.
REPLACEMENT TREE(S) SHALL BE 24-INCH WIDE BOX TREE, THE SPECIES TO BE
DETERMINED BY THE ENGINEER.

6. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL COMPLY WITH ALL ENVIRONMENTAL PERMITS ISSUED FOR

THIS PROJECT.

7. A 72 HOUR ADVANCE NOTICE SHALL BE GIVEN TO THE SANTA CRUZ WATER

DEPARTMENT BEFORE CONSTRUCTION ON WATER SYSTEM, AND BEFORE
SCHEDULING CONNECTIONS TO THE EXISTING SYSTEM AT (831) 420-5210.

8. PROVIDE 5 WORKING DAYS ADVANCE NOTICE TO SANTA CRUZ WATER DEPARTMENT

TO ADJUST EXISTING WATER METER BOXES AND GATE VALVE BOXES
AT (831) 420-5210

rawing name: H:\ 186289 Santa Cruz Bike Ped Bridge\Sheets\01-Title Sheet.dwg

LEGEND
UTILITY SYMBOL OWNER
Exist WATER w CITY OF SANTA CRUZ WATER DEPARTMENT
PROJECT MANAGER Exist GAS 9 PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
TRC Exist SANITARY SEWER CITY OF SANTA CRUZ PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
Exist UNDERGROUND ELECTRIC ° PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
Exist OVERHEAD ELECTRIC AT&T
Exist TELEPHONE t AT&T BROADBAND
Exist CABLE to
APPROVED: Exist STORM DRAIN od CITY OF SANTA CRUZ PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
ASSISTANT DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS
CITY ENGINEER RCE XXXXXXX
CITY OF SANTA CRUZ FOR BIDDING
PURPOSES ONLY
b PREPARED FOR THE DESIGN *'A, BEDAL 6. cross PRIDGE NO- BRANCIFORTE CREEK SCALE N/A
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Layout Tab: SC—1

COORDINATE TABLE

PT

NORTH

EAST

ELEV

1816319.4700

6116285.5900

13.36

1817097.3100

6116072.0400

14.67

1816399.4100

6117185.2300

24.89

1816636.8200

6117179.3500

20.80

(G20 I S B CNAN I \V]

1816757.3900

6117082.7400

20.11

BASIS OF BEARING

California Coordinate System, Zone 3, North
American Datum of 1983. Established as N
1521°08" W between City of Santa Cruz Control
Monuments DT—13 and DT—-14, as surveyed, and
from information for these stations given on Record
of Survey recorded in Vol. 86 of Maps, Page 61,
Official Records of the County of Santa Cruz.

ELEVATION DATUM

Santa Cruz City Control Monument #DT—13, a
2" diameter brass disc set in 3/4” Iron Pipe,
at the SW corner of Front St. and Soquel Ave.
Elevation=13.36 feet (86—M—61).

LEGEND

A\ FOUND MONUMENT

SAN LORENZO PARK

SAN LORENZO RIVER

DAKOTA AVE.

FOR BIDDING
PURPOSES ONLY
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¢ "BCP” LINE

ES EP

EP ES

2@ -2%

2@ -2%

Var 4 TO 7

Var 4 TO 7

"BCP" LINE
STA 15454.04 (EB) TO 15+73.04

M&/ 26,2015 — 3:32pm abedal

TYPICAL PAVEMENT STRUCTURAL SECTIONS

2

[0.50" PcC

[0.50° GEOWEB

| SEE SHEET SP-—1

0.25" HMA (TYPE A)
0.75" AB (CLASS 2)

|0.50' AB (CLASS 2)

[0.25" HMA (TYPE A)
10.50" AB (CLASS 2)

0.25" DECOMPOSED GRANITE

NOTES:

1. FOR DITCH FLOW LINES AND SLOPES,

SEE DRAINAGE PLANS

¢ "BCP” LINE

rawing _name: H:\ 186289 Santa Cruz Bike Ped Bridge\Sheets' OE—X—WdWﬂ Lozout Tab: X—1

¢ "BCP” LINE ES EP
ES EP EP ES 17— | 6
1 2
Var ‘
Vor‘ 1" TO 5.6 6 FG
gg+ 1.5% *
FG * PG
N —
gg‘ 1.5% { N N )
L PG 06
L
1
06 — CONCRETE LANDING
"BCP" LINE
STA 12400.00 TO 12+86.75
¢ ”"BCP” LINE ¢ "PARK” LINE
EP ES
Var 10.67° TO 89.39’ o ey
ES EP EP ES
FL V. , ,
ES EP ar 2 2
) ) ) Var | | | | Var
2 ) , , , ,
17 | & 6 | O TO 15.46 | 0 TO 8.64 0 TO 10.23
Var
N 0’ TO 25.29° -
z FG
z FG 0G
0 1.5%
- 1.5% | 5% 1 . * / S
s N L ~ — -
= - b
;-: PG - 2:1 MAX 2:1 MAX
<
= \OG
"BCP" LINE "PARK" LINE
- STA 9+96.03 TO 12+00.00 STA 1+00 TO 3+30.93
—_— STA 12+486.75 TO 14+28.04 (BB)* FOR BIDDING
* SEE CONCRETE LANDING ON THIS SHEET FOR PCC SECTION PURPOSES ONLY X-1
B CHECKED WDGE NO.
s PREPARED FOR THE DESIGN " A BEDAL G. GROSS e BRANCIFORTE CREEK SCALE NTS
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REGISTERED ENGINEER — CML i DETALS A. BEDAL G. GROSS CONTRACT NO. BRIDGE & MULTI-USE TRAIL SHEET 3 OF 29
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x 6.00" Lt "BCP" 9+96.03
Beg PATH

|

N9+95— ¢
9+95.00
N 1816289.1999
E 6116907.0809

"BCP" 10+13.45

Beg SAWCUT AND CONFORM

OFFNG

—
L //
- S T

-

—

"BCP” LINE
<
"BCP” 143+23.18

W\
"BCP" 11+64.27
Beg CONCRETE LANDING

"BCP" 11+69.27
END CONCRETE LANDING

N\

9.96" Rt "BCP” 10+59.65 BC Beg CONC

BEGIN PATH

RETE LANDING
"BCP” 11+35.18

_ Beg CO
— ,;,;;@;;,;;,

NCRETE LANDING \m

BEGIN 6’ CHAIN LINK MESH
GAT

— iTCH "BCP” 10+89.09 WA %
SEE DRAINAGE PLANS 2 ' REGRADE EMERGENCY €2
— oi/ |Beg CONCRETE LANDING VEHICLE ACCESS ROAD &
LEVEE ACCESS — N BCP” 10+94.09 <
S/ | [END coNcRETE DNONG K oo, SONTRIETON L Sy T
6.00' Rt "BCP" 10+60.08 EC ™ , - e/

SEE NOTE 3 -

10.00" Rt "BbP" 12+16.86

\ \ 4
00" Rt "BCP” 12+74.00

END 6" CHAIN LINK MESH GATE
BEGIN CHAIN LINK MESH FENCE

10.00' Rt "BCP”" 12+10.86 10.
END CHAIN LINK MESH FENCE

\
A\
X

\ ﬁ\\HAIN LINK MESH FENCE

\

\

12.00° Rt "BCP" 12+89.12 SAN LORENZO RIVER —, INTERSECTION ' I/ /7 —see pp-2 FoR
END CHAN LINK MESH FENCE - NIBL JBCP" 15+78.16 / "PARK" PLAN AND
CONNECT TO Exist ot PARK” 2+13.98 /PARK” LINE PROFILE
N fLO0= SEE CONSTRUCTION DETAIL 4 :
2/ R SHEET C-1
| "BCP” 13+18.04 -
;t| [Beg CONCRETE LANDING "BCP” 15+54.04 |7 ® 510
©
2 —— END BRIDGE \
I - 717" Lt "BCP” 15+36.58 o ¢
Q RETAINING WALL FENCE POST \

- "BCP” 13+23.04
END CONCRETE LANDING

\\12.00 Rt "BCP" 12+80.00%— \

"BCP” 14+28.04

7.17' Rt "BCP” 15+40.56
RETAINING WALL FENCE POST

"L+ SAN LORENZO
x PARK

Beg

END CONCRETE LANDING

BRIDGE

s ! \ ' CHAIN LINK MESH FENCE '\ E-
R g ,,,,7%'\:\/SEE'/ELECTRICAL PLANS FOR\ J( __(PROTECT) N
R "N\ \\ CONDUIT AND LIGHTING S
& Fp=_ s 1875 Rt "BCP” 12416.85 A\ \ S
Bxist EP71 Beg CHAN LINK MESH FENCE A \\  ATOUT AND DETALS
N CONNECT TO Exist \ \ BCP” 13+53.04 Beg CONCRETE LANDING
\ © = R\ \\\ \  Beg CONCRETE LANDING A N\ "BCP” 13493.04
T~ N\ "BCP” 13+58.04 D CONCRETE LANDING ) ,
CURVE DATA LINE DATA Y \\ END CONCRETE LANDING 1\ \ \
CURVE R A T L LINE | DISTANCE | BEARING \ T I _s. 3P’ i
\ 4 \ | Beg CHAIN"LINK FENCE~ \ \-
©) | 16600 | 160532" | 2347 | 4662 | | (1) | 3786 |neszs7e| LEGEND - e \<\H e o e
) 17 : : : — RIGHT-OF—WAY, jp ~ —RA § - "BCP 14+23.04 o
€2 |166.00° | o0432'01" | 657 | 13.14 (@) | o820 |N253829E| T o cUt. e - 77 g onite s
' -98'09” ' : , . LMIT OF FILL, Typ S — , PN 4 . '
©) | 166.00' | 1728'09" | 2550 | 50.61 () | 16471 [N21°0628°E|  Floopway LT o NTARY 7 ‘“ - o 10 20 40
60.00" | 4352'18" | 24.16" | 45.92' 15.96° |N3834'377E ?'ECE' FLOWLINE — > SEWER LINE Y // P SCALE:17=20"
: o iean : : UE - // = Exist FIRE HYDRANT
x—] @ 2.00 16824'33" | 19.71 5.88 @ 196.96" |NOS17°41"W P.UE. \_~ = e LOCATED IN FRONT OF
- - - 111 DAKOTA AVE
NOTES:
1. _FOR ACCURATE RIGHT—OF—WAY DATA CONTACT THE PVl STA:14+91.04
OFFICE OF THE COUNTY SURVEYOR. VI Elev: 26,48
34 K:7.73 34
2. ALL UTILITIES TO REMAIN UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED STA = 14+23.04 < LVC: 75.00 I
- o _ Elev = 2333\ S s pra [ -
"l S, | © 3. THE VIABLE ACCESS |ROUTE FOR ABUTMENT CIDH AND O 0o ©l© )
30 N 9 g8 CONCRETE CONSTRUCTION IS THE EMERGENCY < +13 2N R 0o 30
N NN @ Exist SOQUEL VEHICLE ACCESS ROAD. CLEARANCE TO SOQUEL AVE © s =W + —@
N XIS
2 o gN o AVE BRIDGE SOFFIT IS 16.5'%. N ?‘Q il M3 25 'O?N“:g.
i I i o N ] Py YN \ <> [ | AN
+o — . : -~ O Q -~
g 26 iE = s = & T E L\ — gg it ('7)2 o : o 2 . 26
: A T o o - | 5 3 A <3 \ S e o%3
s} n-2497 | [¥ai(a\] A . G50~ rt
> U. L5 /0 < N T [7p) (1] ) = ==}
2 _ =lo - S t | o™ I —1.50%
2 ,7773 0.00% [-0.69% 1.90%\ b Af 2L g ) | o mwe ﬁM 7\37_19_4\ .
o ~ - 52 b [@) —— = S . 7
g ~L Se \ <3 < SR b ) 1.90% ] /
q T s Ul 4 o 5225 ~ : — PVI STA 15‘»nl 68.04 -
= = . I8 5\ — o .90%— . - | I 219 T e
1 18 Elev = 22.46 /ﬁ <% \ ~_ —1.90%~ EE i 7 =R io &/{ i . ! PV E'%ﬁfg-g / 18
8 T~ <3 8.56'+ 1.90% o 22k \ P \ S - | K: 2. /
: SIA = 10+89.09 N i oG T e [ STA = 13+88 04 N H BVC: Ll\:)‘»g-;g 32
E Elev = 19.96 2 S o ~ = O% : :
405 \7 227 \ Elev = 20.76 I I Elevi 22.99 /
B 14 STA="H+2318 —t%g —0.25% © \_STA = 13+53.04 < ; “ H EVEe: 15#-_'3. D4 14
& Elev = 17.46 —— Elov — 1819 AN | I Elev!:‘ 22.67
2 STA = 11+64.27 PG STA = 12+82.06 \STA = 13418.04 ST ! STA = 15+85.35
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g 10+00 10+50 11400 11+50 12400 12450 13+00 13+50 14400 14450 15+00 15+50 16+00
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x

. 0+75.00
N 1816923.4126 \aq
E 6116948.1306 WL

"PARK” 1+00.00

“ SAN LORENZO

PARK

14.54" Lt "PARK" 3+42.04 EC

5.00" Lt "PARK" 3+22.39 BC

N

BEGIN PATH
. MATCH Exist N & 3460
\ NS € DRIVEWAY
0 y SEE CONSTRUCTION
% i DETAIL SHEET C-2
£ 7/
. EP V//
0 10" 20 40' . LIMIT OF FILL Xy A
e e ——— / 2 », »
. ‘% S » / | PARK” 3+30.93
: g . Erist EP ) END PATH
2 P - I\751" Rt "PARK” 3+24.22 EC
o 1\
% . \5.00" Rt "PARK” 3+17.60 BC
Y |
2 8
™ \ "PARK” LINE !
. » ~—STORM DRAIN
NOTES: “ w‘
1. FOR ACCURATE RIGHT—OF—WAY DATA CONTACT THE Qgiz !
OFFICE OF THE COUNTY SURVEYOR. A C ; S
\ Exist RETAINING— "\ w‘ >
2. ALL UTILITIES TO REMAIN UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED WALL \ ‘ ra)
\ | 3 LEGEND
\ = | ) | —_ —
CURVE DATA LINE DATA ) IN'I'Il::RSECTION 8 /{/&{/A& ea Exist RETANING——_ % = E|I|\(/;||I‘-I|'T08FCLVJV‘|AY,‘|' Typ -
CURVE R A T L LINE | DISTANCE [ BEARING PARK™ 2+13.98 = \ WALL V i » P
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@ 105.00° | 9837°11” |122.12’| 180.73 54.27° |s3615°087E SEE CONSTRUCTION \ ) (1 GAS LINE FLOODWAY LIMIT . —
; . . X DETAIL SHEET C=1 »gop» |yg—"| ) f 1 / DITCH FLOWLINE — —
@ 25.00 51°48°39 1214 | 22.61 @ 4000 |N4507°40"E | R | ‘ | T.CE. S
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36 36
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I . ™)
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. _ " : . i
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; <3 | s
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] e I
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| 14 LVC: 20.00 | \/("K'?% én 14
£ BVC: 1+20.00 )
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NOTES: LEGEND
1. FOR ACCURATE RIGHT—OF—WAY DATA CONTACT THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY SURVEYOR. TREE REMOVAL BE—
2. TREE TRIMMING REQUIRED ALONG LEVEE ACCESS FOR EQUIPMENT ACCESS. O - - OFFSET/STATION S OADWAY EXCAVATION BRI
o | . . rmon REMOVE CONCRETE CURB, GUTTER, ]
x gg’gN Lé@%%ﬁ&%i@fnw o , <:> 20 EUCALYPTUS| 4.41° Lt "BCP” 13+12.00 SIDEWALK. AND. DRIVEWAY NN
e 30" |EUCALYPTUS| 15.68" Rt "BCP” 13+10.05 REMOVE BASE AND B
SCALE:1"=20’ SURFACING
(c) 34" |EUCALYPTUS| 15.49' Rt "BCP” 13+44.38 SAWCUT _
/ (o) 8" |EUCALYPTUS| 13.85° Rt "BCP” 134+56.20 TREE TO BE REMOVED O
@ 34" |EUCALYPTUS| 6.42' Rt "BCP” 13+70.19 REMOVE PAINTED TRAFFIC STRIPE =77~
@ 32" PINE 6.83 Rt "BCP” 13+90.37
f (s) 16" |EUCALYPTUS| 7.30' Rt "BCP” 13+97.70 SAN LORENZO RIVER
\J () 18"  |EUCALYPTUS| 8.41' Rt "BCP” 14+08.13
@ 40” PINE 13.69° Lt "PARK” 2+29.32
X \ N\
12.00° Rt /BCP" 12+89.12 N\
— | END-REMOVE CHAN '\ \ '
LINK FENCE
B o e
- / N
R ) / N\
HA "BCP" 14-+46(19
\ Sae END :O/ADWAY EXCAVATION \
’\g "BCR” 12+16.8 ‘\ — \ 8:83-Rt "BCP” 14+36.38
\ Beg REMQVE CHAIN \ — T mm Beg R 747 LEVBCP” 15+36.58
| LINK FENCE S S : v Beg REMOVE CHAIN
\ — T = a5 LINK_FENCE
— \\17" Rt "BCP” 15+40.56
- END REMOVE CHAIN
“ T LINK FENCE
X —— ‘\ %2 N T
i\ % BN =
\\ % T . ‘F“‘J’/, /<l
‘/ . LR, “E %P’:/ AN
= Ny SENp \ Ng—7 | £/ Y
= S ‘ " == J
N \ g SEWER LINE % _ =4 HIN
- (PROTECT). — AL |
I N : e
B} ~ . \ \ E ~ STORM DRAIN—. L - STORM DRAIN
i S 1" WATER LINE \ > \ (PROTECT) T MANHOLE
: . (PROTECT) A J N D | SEE DRAINAGE
5 — S N\ " — 8.83' Rt "BCP”" 14+99.45 PLANS
g ~_ s - B END\REMOVE CHAIN ) T
2 ~ —— - _— . /
2 s ~ — —_——— //// \lil K«F\ENCE 6)p
g o . e = T ™\ 7 \‘
g @0 N = = P : ok A |
B | < - e sd — C/’ y N
p= Y ©- ’p 2\ f [N
. % — ((}7}_@,}\ \ Uﬁoﬁl\
g F:: / \ N
. Z N\j\\\ - /i \ < Q
; o\ ‘ , "PARK” 3+30.93—~_\ \
5 e R © END ROADWAY
REMOVE_STOP BARS EXCAVATION \ IS
g \ Ty e ( ‘TOTA&& ] T
é ﬁ‘f 7777,,,9,7——7}"6***”9’7”4\\7;\\7 ‘Li;/i
B _— ’ 15.72" Rt "PARK” 3+33.51
PLAN BEGIN REMOVE CONCRETE CURB, GUTTER, SIDEWALK AND DRIVEWAY 3460
2 Do BEGIN REMOVE BASE AND SURFACING
2 - REMOVE PAINTED TRAFFIC 17.08' Lt "PARK” 3+58.13
5 STRIPE, Typ END REMOVE CONCRETE CURB, GUTTER, SIDEWALK AND DRIVEWAY
E END REMOVE BASE AND SURFACING
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49.24° Lt "BCP" 11+43.47
10.31+ MATCH Exist

PATH TO BE NATIVE MATERIAL

41.51" Lt "BCP” 11+53.03
10.51+ MATCH Exist

24.27° Lt "BCP" 11+24.25
GB

COMPACTED TO 95%

| /

>
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- EC
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0 "BCP” 48 PR 29)
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N My u
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21.93' Lt "BCP” 11+36.02 K
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S— (D — % T~ . = . PARK' 241398 " 0
0 10 20° %\ £S 5 : PARK” 2+23.98 BVC
e g — N - I 22.60 FG
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SCALE: 1”= 10 o/ 17.23 FG 17.14 FG :
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Q\ \ PARK
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Attachment F- Photos of Existing Conditions

Figure 1 Looking north on the existing levee path towards where the existing Riverwalk Multi-
Use Path ends

F-1



Figure 2 Looking north towards the Soquel Bridge. As shown, the existing path ends prior to
going under the Soquel Bridge and connecting to the Riverwalk Multi-Use Path to the north.



4

Figure 3 Branciforte Creek, which must be crossed in order to continue on the seperated
Riverwalk Multi-Use Path. This project will install a bridge over the Branciforte Creek in order
to connect the Riverwalk Multi-Use Path and complete the five-mile facility. The Soquel
Bridge is seen to the left, as seen in Figure 1 and Figure 2, above.
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Figure 4 Looking south towards the Soquel Bridge. The red circle shows where the existing
Riverwalk Multi-Use Path ends. This project would connect the existing path to the north and
south of the Branciforte Creek through construction of a bicycle/pedestrian bridge and path
connection.
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Figure 5 Existing Riverwalk Path south of the proposed Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian
Bridge. This project will construct a bicycle/pedestrian bridge over Branciforte Creek and
connect the gap in this existing path, completing the five-mile separated bicycle/pedestrian
multi-use path
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Figure 6 Riverwalk Multi-Use path north of the proposed Branciforte Creek
Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge. Branciforte Creek is seen on the left side of the photo. This is the
location where cyclists and pedestrians must exit the separated path and use shared
roadways to cross Soquel Avenue because there currently is no connection over Branciforte
Creek to connect to the Riverwalk Multi-Use path. This project will fill that gap and complete
the five-mile separated Riverwalk Multi-Use Path.
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05-Santa Cruz-1

Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Cost

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

Project Information:

Agency:

Santa Cruz

Application ID: 05-Santa Cruz-1 |Prepared by: |Nathan Nguyen Date: 5/26/2015

Project Description:

Construction of a 12' wide bicycle/pedestrian bridge over Branciforte Creek and construction of a 12' wide multi-use path under the Soquel Avenue bridge to meet the existing 12'
wide multi-use path.

Project Location:  |East side of the San Lorenzo River at Soquel Avenue/Dakota Avenue/Riverside Avenue and adjacent to San Lorenzo Park

Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:

Cost Breakdown
. . Note: Cost can apply to more than one category. Therefore may be over 100%.
Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)
.. . Non-Participating | To be Constructed
ATP Eligible Items Landscaping Items by Corps/CCC
Item N Item Quantity| Unit Unit Cost A % $ % $ % $ % $
em No. uantity| Units nit Cos' Item Cost o o o o

1 RESIDENT ENGINEERS OFFICE 1 LS $35,000.00 $35,000 100% $35,000

PROGRESS SCHEDULE (CRITICAL PATH
2 METHOD) 1 LS $15,000.00 $15,000 100% | $15,000
3 CONSTRUCTION AREA SIGNS 1 LS $10,000.00 $10,000 100% $10,000
4 TRAFFIC CONTROL SYSTEM 1 LS $10,000.00 $10,000 100% $10,000
5 JOB SITE MANAGEMENT 1 LS $50,000.00 $50,000 100% $50,000

PREPARE STORM WATER POLLUTION
6 PREVENTION PLAN 1 LS $5,000.00 $5,000 100% $5,000
7 RAIN EVEN ACTION PLAN 1 EA $500.00 $500 100% $500

STORM WATER SAMPLING AND
8 ANALYSIS DAY 3 EA $1,700.00 $5,100 100% $5,100
9 STORM WATER ANNUAL REPORT 1 EA $2,000.00 $2,000 100% $2,000

TEMPORARY DRAINAGE INLET
10 PROTECTION 4 EA $350.00 $1,400 100% $1,400
11 TEMPORARY FIBER ROLL 2100 LF $4.00 $8,400 100% $8,400
12 TEMPORARY SILT FENCE 650 LF $6.00 $3,900 100% $3,900

TEMPORARY CONSTRUCTION
13 ENTRANCE 2 EA $3,000.00 $6,000 100% $6,000
14 TEMPORARY CONCRETE WASHOUT 1 LS $3,000.00 $3,000 100% $3,000
15 [qg) T CTORSUPPLED BIOLOGIST 1 LS | $15000.00 $15000 | 100%| $15,000
16 REMOVE CHAIN LINK FENCE 180 LF $50.00 $9,000 100% $9,000
17 REMOVE PAINTED TRAFFIC STRIPE 380 LF $1.00 $380 100% $380
18 REMOVE INLET 1 EA $1,250.00 $1,250 100% $1,250
19 REMOVE BASE AND SURFACING 6 CY $100.00 $600 100% $600

REMOVE CONCRETE (CURB, GUTTER,
20 SIDEWALK,AND DRIVEWAY) 7 CY $500.00 $3,500 100% $3,500
21 CLEARING AND GRUBBING 1 LS $50,000.00 $50,000 100% | $50,000
22 ROADWAY EXCAVATION 1400 CcY $55.00 $77,000 100% | $77,000
23 STRUCTURE EXCAVATION (BRIDGE) 150 CY $110.00 $16,500 100% $16,500
24 STRUCTURE BACKFILL (BRIDGE) 56 CY $150.00 $8.,400 100% $8.,400
25 PLANT (GROUP K) 9 EA $400.00 $3,600 100% $3,600
26 DECOMPOSED GRANITE 1570 SQFT $8.00 $12,560 100% [ $12,560

MOVE-IN/MOVE-OUT (EROSION .
27 CONTROL) 1 EA $850.00 $850 100% $850
28 HYDROSEED 29820 | SQFT $0.50 $14,910 100% | $14,910
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05-Santa Cruz-1

Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Onl
g

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

Non-Participating

To be Constructed

ATP Eligible Items Landscaping Items by Corps/CCC
Item N It tity| Unit Unit Cost Total Yo $ Yo $ Yo $ Yo $
em No. em Quantity| Units nit Cos Item Cost o o o o
29 CLASS 2 AGGREGATE BASE (CY) 200 CYy $130.00 $26,000 100% $26,000
30 SLURRY SEAL 1090 | SQYD $5.00 $5,450 100% $5,450
31 HOT MIX ASPHALT (TYPE A) 160 TON $225.00 $36,000 100% $36,000
3 (S CASTINDRILLED-HOLE CONCRETE | 1gg LF $2,000.00 $376,000 | 100% | $376,000
33 STRUCTURAL CONCRETE, BRIDGE 84 CY $1,500.00 $126,000 100% [ $126,000
34 BAR REINFORCING STEEL (BRIDGE) 72768 LB $1.20 $87,322 100% $87,322
35 FURNISH TRUSS (120'-130") 1 EA $250,000.00 $250,000 100% [ $250,000
36 ERECT TRUSS (120'-130") 1 EA $50,000.00 $50,000 100% $50,000
FURNISH SINGLE SHEET ALUMINUM
37 SIGN (0.063"-UNFRAMED) 21 SQFT $30.00 $630 100% $630
38 ROADSIDE SIGN - ONE POST 4 EA $500.00 $2,000 100% $2,000
39 18" PLASTIC PIPE (ADS N-12) 80 LF $200.00 $16,000 100% $16,000
40 18" STEEL FLARED END SECTION 1 EA $600.00 $600 100% $600
36" PRECAST CONCRETE PIPE INLET
41 (TYPE OCPI) 4 LF $750.00 $3,000 100% $3,000
36" PRECAST CONCRETE PIPE INLET
42 (TYPE GCP) 10 LF $750.00 $7,500 100% $7,500
43 GEOWEB 11040 | SQFT $5.00 $55,200 100% | $55,200
MINOR CONCRETE (MISCELLANEOUS
44 CONSTRUGTION) 10 CY $1,250.00 $12,500 100% | $12,500
45 MINOR CONCRETE (DRIVEWAY) 11 CY $1,250.00 $13,750 100% $13,750
46 MISCELLANEOUS IRON AND STEEL 516 LB $4.00 $2,064 100% $2,064
47 ISOLATION CASING 2642 LB $15.00 $39,630 100% | $39,630
48 RETAINING WALL FENCE POST 2 EA $100.00 $200 100% $200
49 CHAIN LINK FENCE (TYPE CL-6) 64 LF $50.00 $3,200 100% $3,200
50 CHAIN LINK MESH FENCE 90 LF $50.00 $4,500 100% $4,500
51 6' CHAIN LINK MESH GATE 1 EA $2,000.00 $2,000 100% $2,000
52 METAL RAILING 284 LF $180.00 $51,120 100% | $51,120
53 REMOVABLE METAL BOLLARD 1 EA $1,000.00 $1,000 100% $1,000
PAINTED STALL LINES AND PAVEMENT N
54 MARKINGS 190 SQFT $5.00 $950 100% $950
55 PAINT TRAFFIC STRIPE (2-COAT) 790 LF $1.00 $790 100% $790
56 LIGHTING 1 LS $23,000.00 $23,000 100% [ $23,000
57 MOBILIZATION 1 LS $173,917.29 $173,917 100% [ $173,917
Subtotal of Construction Items:[ $1,739,173 $1,739,173
Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items): o
Enter in the cell to the right 15.00% SZCDATE
Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:| $2,000,049
Project Cost Estimate:
Type of Project Delivery Cost Cost $
Preliminary Engineering (PE)
Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED):| $ 10,000
Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):| $ 360,000
Total PE:| $ 370,000 | 18%| 25% Max
Right of Way (RW)
Right of Way Engineering:| $ 10,000

Attachment G
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05-Santa Cruz-1

Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)

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

Non-Participating

To be Constructed

ATP Eligible Items Landscaping Items by Corps/CCC
Item N Item Quantity| Units |  Unit Cost Total % $ % s % s % s
em No. uantity| Units nit Cos Item Cost o o o o
Acquisitions and Utilities:| $ 20,000
Total RW:| $ 30,000
Construction (CON)
Construction Engineering (CE):[ $ 200,000 9%| 15% Max
Total Construction Items & Contingencies: $2,000,049
Total CON:| $ 2,200,049
Total Project Cost Estimate:| $ 2,600,049
Attachment G 5/26/2015 30of3
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ATTACHMENT I|-Narrative2

2014 Regional Transportation Plan Project List

Constrained and Unconstrained Projects - Not Escalated

Projects listed by lead agency, in alphabetical order by praject hame.

Project IDs without the letter "P" in front of the nhumber have been also included in the Regional Transportatioon Improvement Program.
"Constrained" represents amount of project cost that could be funded with revenues anticipated through 2035.

While some projects have secured funding, this amount does hot typically represent committed funds. "Unconstrained” represents amount of

project cast that would need additional funding in order to be implemented.

Al Figures in year 2013, '000s (thousands of dollars)

. . = o Est total Uncon-
Project Title ID Project Description/Scope cost  Constrained strained
Caltrans
Collision Reduction & Emergency Projects CT-P46 Various SHOPP projects that address collision reduction, mandates (including stormwater $592,000 $163,000  $429,000

mandates) and emergency projects. (Constrained=30% of total cost).
District 5 Vista Point Interpretive Display CT-P44 Development and installation of interpretive displays at various vista point locations (EAD5- $693 $0 $693
0T500).
Hwy 17 Access Management/Corridor Study ~ CT-P41 Prepare a SR 17 study to determine long-range solutions to access, operations and safety on $0 $0 $0
this route. Cost Est. TBD.
Hwy 17/Granite Creek Interchange SV-P08 Realign/reconfigure the Granite Creek Road over crossing, add bike lanes and sidewalks. (EA $8,000 $0 $8,000
Reconstruction 05-49380)
Hwy 9 Operational & Safety Improvements ~ CT-P09¢  Corridor study to identify need for shoulder widening, turnouts for buses, and turn lanes at $0 $0 $0
spot locations in SLV.Cost Est. TBD.
Minors CT-P47 Various small SHOPP projects (less than $1 million) that reduce/enhance maintenance efforts $140,000 $42,000 $98,000
by providing minor operational, pavement rehab, drainage, intersection, electrical upgrades,
landscape and barrier improvements. (Constrained=30% of total cost).
State Highway Preservation (bridge, CT-P45 Various SHOPP projects that address bridge preservation, roadway & roadside preservation and ~ $428,000 $128,000  $300,000
roadway, roadside) limited mobility improvements, (Constrained=30% of cost to maintain).
Caltrans Total $1,168,693 $333,000 $835,693
CHP ~ California Highway Patrol
Hwy 129 Safety Program CHP-PO3  Added CHP enforcement and public education campaign on Highway 129. $500 $0 $500
Hwy 17 Safety Program CHP-PO1  Continuation of Highway 17 Safety Program in Santa Cruz County at $100/year. Includes $2,200 $2,200 $0
public education and awareness, California Highway Patrol (CHP) enhancement, pilot cars,
electronic speed signs.
Traffic Management CHP-P02  Patrol of state route system and unincorporated roadways aimed at minimizing traffic collisions $0 $0 $0
and traffic delays; and provide assistance to motorists. COST EST TBD.
CHP - California Highway Patrol Total $2,700 $2,200 $500
City of Capitola
38th Ave (Capitola Rd to City limit to south)- CAP-P45  38th Ave - Add bike treatments (such as buffered and/or painted bike lanes, bike boxes, bike $15 $15 $0

Bike lanes/Traffic Calming

signals), traffic calming and wayfinding signage from Capitola Mall to City Limit to south, and
bike/ped priority crossing of Capitola Rd to Mall.

E-1



ATTACHMENT I|-Narrative2

All Figures in year 2013, '000s (thousands of doliars)

. " . - Est total Uncon-
Project Title iD Project Description/Scope cost  Constrained strained

City of Capitola Total ~ $61,895  $26,695  $35,200

City of Santa Cruz

Arana Gulch Bicycle/Pedestrian Connection ~ SC-P106 Bike and Pedestrian multi-purpose trail from Agnes to the Arana Gulch N-S Trail. $500 $500 $0

(at Agnes St)

Arroyo Seco Trail (Medar St to Grandview St) SC-P107  Pave exiting gravel trail and widen and pave connection to Grandview St. $280 $0 $280

Bay Street Corridor Modifications SC-P77 Intersection modifications on Bay St Corridor from Mission St to Escalona Dr, including 44,000 $4,000 $0
widening at the Mission St northeast corner and widening on Bay. Improve bike lanes and add
sidewalks to west side of Bay.

Bay/California Traffic Signals SC-P96 Install traffic signals for safety and capacity improvements. $500 $250 $250

Bay/High Intersection Modification SC-P109  Install a roundabout or modify the traffic signal to include protected left-turns and new turn $2,000 $800 $1,200
lanes. Revise sidewalks, access ramps and bike lanes as appropriate.

Beach/Cliff Intersection Signalization SC-P93 Signalize intersection for pedestrian and train safety. $200 $200 $0

Branciforte Creek Bike/Ped Crossing SC 46 Install a Class 1 bicycle/pedestrian bridge over Branciforte Creek and multi-use paths $2,740 $2,740 $0
connecting the levee paths in the vicinty of San Lorenzo Park and Soquel Avenue

Branciforte Creek Pedestrian Path SC-P95 Fill gaps in pedestrian and bike paths along and across Branciforte Creek in the Ocean-Lee- $3,300 $1,650 $1,650

Connections Market-May Streets area.

Brookwood Drive Bike and Pedestrian Path ~ SC-P21 Provide 2-way bicycle and pedestrian travel. $1,000 $1,000 $0

Chestnut St. Pathway SC-P22 Install a Class 1 bicycle/pedestrian facility to connectthe east side of Neary Lagoon Park with $550 $550 $0
the Depot Park path.

Chestnut Street Bike Lanes SC-P47 Install Class 2 bike lanes to provide connection from existing bike lanes on Laurel Street and $550 $550 $0
upper Chestnut Street to proposed Class 1 bike path connections to Bay Street and Pacific
Avenue/Beach Street.

Citywide Operations and Maintenance SC-P0O7 Ongoing maintenance, repair, and operation of street system within the City limits. $158,400 $106,420 $51,980
(Const=$3.0M/yr; Unconst=44.2M/yr)

Delaware Avenue Bike Lanes SC-P23 Fill gaps in bicycle lanes. $50 $50 $0

High St/Moore St Intersection Modification SC-P90 Add a protected left turn to existing signalized intersection along High St at city arterial. $100 $100 $0
Project is located in high pedestrian and bicycle use activity area.

Hwy 1 - Harvey West Area Alternative Access SC-P108  Development of an on/off ramp from NB Highway 1 to Harvey West Boulevard/Evergreen St, to $4,000 $0 $4,000
improve access, especially during peak congestion times and emergencies.

Hwy 1 Sound Wall SC-P03 Install sound wall on Hwy 1: River to Chestnut. $500 $0 $500
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Memo

DATE: October 3, 2011

TO: Local Jurisdictions

FROM: Rachel Moriconi and Cory Caletti, Senior Transportation Planners
RE: RTC Bicycle Committee’s Priority Bicycle Projects

In recognition that transportation funding is severely constrained, at its August
2011 meeting the Bicycle Committee identified a few projects per area/jurisdiction
that the Committee considers most important to pursue in the next few years as
funding opportunities arise. We encourage you to seek Bicycle Transportation
Account, Safe Routes to Schools, Transportation Development Act, local, and
other funds for these projects. The following are not in priority order.

Projects for all agencies/Multi-jurisdictional projects:
e Traffic signal actuation for bicycles
e Maintenance of existing bikeway network through vegetation abatement,
regular bike lane restriping, hazard repairs, etc.
e Railroad-crossing grade improvements
e Close gaps in the bicycle transportation networks with low-cost, small
projects (such as bike lane striping)
e Monterey Bay Sanctuary Scenic Trail Network (MBSST), with priority sections
to be identified as part of the Master Plan process
e San Lorenzo Valley Bicycle Facilities, with an emphasis in the Felton area:
may be on Highway 9, along rail line, and/or along river (Caltrans, County,
City of Santa Cruz)
e Beach Street Bicycle Lanes from San Andreas Road (County through the City
of Watsonville)
e Connection between Park Avenue, New Brighton, and Capitola Village (City of
Capitola/County)
Community Traffic Safety Coalition
Bike to Work/School Program
Bike Secure bike parking program
Bicycle Route Signhage

City of Capitola:
e Capitola Avenue Bicycle Lanes
e Monterey Avenue Bicycle Lanes

Bike Com - Feb 9, 2015: 45



e Wharf Road - Completion of bike lanes from Capitola Road to Soquel Drive

City of Santa Cruz:
e Branciforte Creek Bike/Ped Crossing
e Broadway-Brommer Bike/Ped Path (aka Arana Gulch Path)
e King Street Bicycle facilities
e San Lorenzo River Bike/Ped Bridge adjacent to Railroad Bridge (near
Boardwalk)

City of Scotts Valley:
e Casa Way Bike Lanes
e Bean Creek Road Bike Lanes
e Green Hills Road Bike Lanes or Sharrows

City of Watsonville:
e Freedom Boulevard Bike Lanes
e Lincoln Street Bicycle Lanes
e Main Street Bicycle Lanes

County of Santa Cruz:
e Graham Hill Road Bicycle Lanes
e Hwy 1 Ped/Bike Bridge at Chanticleer
e McGregor Drive Rehabilitation
e Soquel Drive Rehabilitation

Members noted that additional priorities may be identified in the future. Members
of the Bicycle Committee thank you for considering prioritizing these projects
when applying for grant funds.

cc: Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission
Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission’s Bicycle Committee

\\Rtcserv2\Shared\Bike\Committee\CORR\2011\BCpriorities.docx
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A\ CITY COUNCIL
JTA (R AGENDA REPORT

DATE: September 25,2012
AGENDA OF: October 23, 2012

DEPARTMENT:  Public Works

SUBJECT: Branciforte Creck Bike/ Pedestrian Bridge & Multi-Purpose Trail
Project — Approval of Alignment #2 and Contract Amendment #1

RECOMMENDATION: By motion approve the proposed Branciforte Creek Bridge and Multi-
Use Trail Alignment #2 and contract amendment #1 with TRC in order to proceed with and
project development, environmental review and design.

BACKGROUND: This project proposes the construction of a bike/pedestrian bridge over
Branciforte Creek, from San Lorenzo Park, over the creek, and a paved multi-use trajl to connect to
the levee trail south of the Soquel Avenue Bridge. The trajl connection would go under the Soquel

Alignment #3 was included for the Commission’s consideration as well, as alignment #2 is in
close proximity of the foundation system of the Branciforte Channel end walls and the Army
Corps of Engineers (ACOE) may not be receptive to such an impact. A Brancifo?t?e Gosk T

bridge and the approaches to the west, beyond any possible conflict with ..
P:\Pg;%c\(:hriss\ﬂtlo bike ped bridge\B40 bridgs CC Concept and Amend approval do Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge
File: #940-18.60
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SUBJECT:
DATE:
PAGE: 2

foundation system. Alignment #3 would necessitate multiple and longer bridge spans and might
produce the areas of attractive nuisance that alignment #2 seeks to avoid. Alignment #3 would
also place the Branciforte Creek crossing closer to the San Lorenzo River channel. Alignment #2
has an estimated construction cost of $2,166,000 and Alignment #3$2,463,000.

Alignment #2 was recommended by the Commission on January 23, 2012. Staff and the
consultant team provided information to the ACOE and Fish and Game to inform them of the
preferred alignment. On September 26, 2012 the ACOE responded to the City’s request and
determined that both options are feasible. The project design will require the bridge and channel
wall foundations to be isolated from each other and the project will need to be permitted. Staff
anticipates that a stream alteration permit will be required with Fish and Game, but does not
anticipate problems with this permit.

Due to the likelihood of receiving state and federal funds, CEQA (state) and NEPA (federal)
issues will be evaluated during the environmental review process. The project will be more
successful at receiving grant funding when the concept and environmental review phases are
complete. TRC, the city’s consultant has prepared a proposal, contract amendment #1, which
include environmental review and final design services. The consultant was previously selected
_through an advertised RFQ process and has extensive local experience. Only environmental
services will be intitiated at this time due to funding constraints. Two additional local consultants

will be used for completing the documents and preparing the flood analysis.

FISCAL IMPACT: The concept development portion of the project has been funded in the amount
of $75,000 from the City’s allocation of Transportation Development Act Article 8 funds (TDA).
The CIP includes additional funding for design and environmental review this fiscal year, in the
amount of $100,000 from Traffic Impact Fee funds for alternative transportation and $400,000 from
Redevelopment Agency funds. The RDA funds are not likely to materialize; therefore staff will only
authorize expenses of up to $100,000 for the environmental review. Future funding will likely be a
blend of local, state and federal transportation and environmental enhancement funds. That is also
reflected in the draft CIP in the amount of $2 million for fiscal year 2014.

Report prepared by Christophe J. Schneiter, Assistant Director/City Engineer

Submitted by: Approved by:

Mark R. Dettle Martin Bernal

Director of Public Works City Manager

Attachments:

Alignment Options #1-3

Contract Amendment #1
Branciforte Creek
Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge

P Public'ChrissB40 bike ped bridge'B40 bridge CC Concept and Amend approval.doc

File: #940-18.60
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Claire Fliesler

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

Sent: Tuesday, May 26, 2015 2:00 PM

To: Claire Fliesler

Cc: ATP@CCC; Hsieh, Wei@CCC; inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org; Wohlgemuth,
Janet@CCC; Burks-Herrmann, Brenda@CCC

Subject: RE: City of Santa Cruz ATP Application #2

Hi Claire,

Thank you for contacting the CCC. Unfortunately, we are unable to participate in this project. Please include this email
with your application as proof that you reached out to the CCC.

Thank you,

Wei Hsieh, Manager

Programs & Operations Division
California Conservation Corps
1719 24" Street

Sacramento, CA 95816

(916) 341-3154
Wei.Hsieh@ccc.ca.gov

From: Claire Fliesler [mailto:CFliesler@cityofsantacruz.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 21, 2015 5:21 PM

To: ATP@CCC; inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org

Cc: James Burr; Nathan Nguyen

Subject: City of Santa Cruz ATP Application #2

Hello Wei and Danielle,
The City of Santa Cruz is submitting an ATP application for the following project:

Project Title: Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge

Project Description: The Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge project will construct a 12" wide
bicycle/pedestrian bridge over Branciforte Creek and construct a 12' wide multi-use path under the Soquel
Avenue bridge to meet the existing 12' wide multi-use path.

Detailed Estimate: Attached

Project Schedule:

Oct 2015 - Grant Award
January 2016 - Environmental Clearance (CEQA & NEPA)
February 2016 - Council Approval



July 2016 - CTC construction funding allocation (or next closest month they meet)
September 2016 - E-76 (RFA) for Construction

October 2016 - Advertise

November 2016 - Award

April-August 2017 - Construction

Project Map: Attached

Preliminary Plans: Attached

Will either of your organizations be able to participate in this project?
Thank you. Please let me know if you have any follow-up questions.

Best,
Claire

Claire Fliesler, AICP
Transportation Planner I

City of Santa Cruz

(831) 420-5107
cfliesler@cityofsantacruz.com
www.cityofsantacruz.com




Claire Fliesler

From: Claire Fliesler

Sent: Wednesday, May 27, 2015 5:26 PM

To: 'Active Transportation Program'

Cc: James Burr; Nathan Nguyen

Subject: RE: City of Santa Cruz ATP Application #2

Hello Monica,

Because we did not hear back from your office about your ability to participate in the City of Santa Cruz’s Branciforte
Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge ATP project, we are going to presume that the Community Corps is unable to
participate.

Thank you,
Claire

Claire Fliesler, AICP
Transportation Planner I

City of Santa Cruz

(831) 420-5107
cfliesler@cityofsantacruz.com
www.cityofsantacruz.com

From: Active Transportation Program [mailto:inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org]
Sent: Friday, May 22, 2015 6:30 PM

To: Claire Fliesler

Cc: James Burr; Nathan Nguyen

Subject: Re: City of Santa Cruz ATP Application #2

Hi Claire,

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

Thank you

Monica

On Thu, May 21, 2015 at 5:20 PM, Claire Fliesler <CFliesler(@cityofsantacruz.com> wrote:

Hello Wei and Danielle,

The City of Santa Cruz is submitting an ATP application for the following project:



Project Title: Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge

Project Description: The Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge project will construct a 12' wide
bicycle/pedestrian bridge over Branciforte Creek and construct a 12' wide multi-use path under the Soquel

Avenue bridge to meet the existing 12' wide multi-use path.

Detailed Estimate: Attached

Project Schedule:

Oct 2015 - Grant Award

January 2016 - Environmental Clearance (CEQA & NEPA)

February 2016 - Council Approval

July 2016 - CTC construction funding allocation (or next closest month they meet)
September 2016 - E-76 (RFA) for Construction

October 2016 - Advertise

November 2016 - Award

April-August 2017 - Construction

Project Map: Attached

Preliminary Plans: Attached

Will either of your organizations be able to participate in this project?

Thank you. Please let me know if you have any follow-up questions.

Best,

Claire



Claire Fliesler, AICP
Transportation Planner I

City of Santa Cruz

(831) 420-5107

cfliesler@cityofsantacruz.com

www.cityofsantacruz.com

Monica Davalos | Legislative Policy Intern

Active Transportation Program

California Association of Local Conservation Corps
1121 L Street, Suite 400

Sacramento, CA 95814

916.426.9170 | inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org
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o8 == ASSOCIATION OF MONTEREY BAY AREA GOVERNMENTS

4/23/2015

Active Transportation Program Grant Selection Committee:

I am writing to express the Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments (AMBAG) support for the City of
Santa Cruz’s Branciforte Creek Bicycle/ Pedestrian Bridge grant application. The new bridge would fill in the
final gap in the 5-mile San Lorenzo River levee pathway system. The levee pathway is a direct north-south
alternative transportation commute route, conveniently located in the core of the City. This route connects
employment, shopping, open space, recreational areas, and neighborhoods throughout the City of Santa Cruz.
The levee pathway system serves the Beach and Boardwalk areas, Downtown Business District, County
Government Center, Pacific Station Transit Center, and the Harvey West Industrial area. From the river levee
pathway system, pedestrians and cyclists are able to connect to other active transportation infrastructure,
including cross-town bike lanes, sidewalks, other paths, and the future rail trail.

This project will close the only remaining gap in the Riverwalk system. Currently, cyclists and pedestrians must
leave the levee pathway system and use city streets to cross Branciforte Creek. This gap in the network
necessitates cycling or walking on Dakota and Riverside Avenues in order to cross Soquel Avenue to access the
levee path on the other side of Branciforte Creek. This project would fill that gap to create a continuous, safe,
and comfortable facility for cyclists and pedestrians of all ages and abilities. The bridge will increase use of the
levee pathway system by removing this barrier, enhancing safety through avoiding a roadway crossing, and
increasing convenience.

As the MPO for this region, AMBAG believes this project is a priority for ATP funding. I urge you to support
this valuable project. The Branciforte Creek Bike and Pedestrian Bridge is a important missing piece in the bike
and pedestrian network in the City of Santa Cruz. AMBAG strongly supports funding this project to improve
active transportation in the City of Santa Cruz.

Sincerely,

(Y\k,,, .= OIX .
Maura F. Twomey (;— \

Executive Director
Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments

Planning Excellence!

P.O.Box 809 Marina, CA 93933-0809 [ph] 831.883.3750 [fax] 831.883.3755 http://www.ambaa.orqa info@ambag.ora



SANTA CRUZ COUNTY REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
RTC 1523 Pacific Ave., Santa Cruz, CA 95060-3911- (831) 460-3200 rax [831) 460-3215 emaiL info@sccrtc.org

April 30, 2015

Caltrans, Division of Local Assistance, MS 1
Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Spec. Prog.
P.0. Box 942874, Sacramento, CA 94274-0001

RE: City of Santa Cruz Active Transportation Program (ATP) Grant Application for Branciforte Creek
Pedestrian/Bicycle Bridge

Dear ATP Grant Selection Committee:

On behalf of the Regional Transportation Commission’s Bicycle Advisory Committee, | wish to extend
support for the City of Santa Cruz’s ATP grant application for the Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian
Bridge project. This project will fill a critical gap in the City’s bicycle network, most especially in the San
Lorenzo River levee pathway which serves the downtown community, numerous commercial and
residential nodes, as well as tourist attractions.

The Regional Transportation Commission’s Bicycle Advisory Committee serves to assist in the
development and maintenance of a complete, convenient and safe regional bicycle and pedestrian
network. Such a network increases the opportunity and attractiveness of bicycle and pedestrian trips for
transportation purposes and reduces the dependency on automobile travel. With that goal in mind,
closure of this critical link in the San Lorenzo River levee system will ensure that bicyclists and
pedestrians will be able to travel on a continuous, safe, and comfortable facility that is separated from
motor vehicle travel and thus will serve users of all ages and abilities.

Additionally, the RTC has a long standing commitment to develop a 32-mile rail-with-trail system that
will directly tie into the San Lorenzo River Levee pathway. The RTC recently adopted a Master Plan for
the rail-with-trail project and allocated $4 million for a 2.4 mile project that is also being supplemented
by the City of Santa Cruz with a $1 million local match. The City’s commitment to increasing trips made
by foot or bicycle is evidenced in allocation of resources to pursuit of these projects.

The Committee thanks you for your consideration of this proposal. Please feel free to contact the RTC's
Bicycle Program Manager and staff to the Bicycle Advisory Committee, Cory Caletti at (831) 460-3201 or
by email at ccaletti@sccrtc.org, for this and any other committee related matters.

Sincerely,

s Castoaa—
David Casterson

Bicycle Committee Chair

cc: Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission
Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission’s Bicycle Committee

S:\Bike\Committee\CORR\BC2015\City_of_SC_B40_ATP.docx
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BIKE SANTA CRUZ COUNTY

703 Pacific Avenue « Santa Cruz, CA 95060
(831) 425-0665 www.bikesantacruzcounty.org

State of California
Department of Transportation
Division of Local Assistance
P.0. Box 942874, MS-1
Sacramento, CA 94274-0001

May 11, 2015
Dear ATP Grant Selection Committee,

[ am writing to express Bike Santa Cruz County’s support for the City of Santa Cruz’s
Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge grant application. The new bridge
would fill in the final gap in the 5-mile San Lorenzo River levee pathway system. The
levee pathway is a direct north-south alternative transportation commute route,
conveniently located in the core of the City. This route connects employment,
shopping, open space, recreational areas, and neighborhoods throughout the City of
Santa Cruz. The levee pathway system serves the Beach and Boardwalk areas,
Downtown Business District, County Government Center, Pacific Station Transit
Center, and the Harvey West Industrial area. From the river levee pathway system,
pedestrians and cyclists are able to connect to other active transportation
infrastructure, including cross-town bike lanes, sidewalks, other paths, and the
future rail trail.

This project will close the only remaining gap in the Riverwalk system. Currently,
cyclists and pedestrians must leave the levee pathway system and use city streets to
cross Branciforte Creek. This gap in the network necessitates cycling or walking on
Dakota and Riverside Avenues in order to cross Soquel Avenue to access the levee
path on the other side of Branciforte Creek. This project would fill that gap to create
a continuous, safe, and comfortable facility for cyclists and pedestrians of all ages
and abilities. The bridge will increase use of the levee pathway system by removing
this barrier, enhancing safety through avoiding a roadway crossing, and increasing
convenience.

[ urge you to support this valuable project. The Branciforte Creek Bike and
Pedestrian Bridge is a vital missing piece in the bike and pedestrian network in the
City of Santa Cruz. Bike Santa Cruz County strongly supports funding this project to
improve active transportation in the City of Santa Cruz.

Sincerely,

A~

Amelia Conlen
Director, Bike Santa Cruz County



COMMUNITY TRAFFIC SAFETY COALITION A@

(OMMUNITY TRAFFIC
of SANTA CRUZ COUNTY SAFETY COALITION

May 18, 2015

State of California
Department of Transportation
Division of Local Assistance
P.O. Box 942874, MS-1
Sacramento, CA 94274-0001

Dear ATP Grant Selection Committee,

I am writing on behalf of the Community Traffic Safety Coalition (CTSC) of Santa Cruz County
to express our support for the City of Santa Cruz’s Branciforte Creek Bicycle/ Pedestrian Bridge
grant application. The new bridge would close the final gap in the 5-mile San Lorenzo River
levee pathway system, serving the Beach and Boardwalk areas, the new Kaiser Permanente
Arena, the Downtown Business District, the County Government Center, the Pacific Station
Transit Center, and the Tannery Arts Center. From the river levee pathway system, pedestrians
and cyclists are able to connect to other active transportation infrastructure, including cross-
town bike lanes, sidewalks, other paths, and the future rail trail.

The mission of the CTSC is to reduce traffic-related injuries while promoting the use of
alternative modes of transportation. The primary focus is on bicycle and pedestrian safety
issues. The CTSC educates all road users in safety practices to decrease the risk and severity
of collisions and advocates for improved conditions to make all methods of transportation safer.

This project would fill the only remaining gap in the Riverwalk system to create a continuous,
safe, and comfortable facility for cyclists and pedestrians of all ages and abilities. The bridge will
increase use of the levee pathway system by removing this barrier, enhancing safety through
avoiding a roadway crossing, and increasing convenience.

| urge you to support this valuable project. The Branciforte Creek Bike and Pedestrian Bridge is
a vital missing piece in the bike and pedestrian network in the City of Santa Cruz. The CTSC
strongly supports funding this project to improve active transportation in the City of Santa Cruz.

Sincerely,

A

Leo Jed, Co-Chair
Community Traffic Safety Coalition of Santa Cruz County

c/o Community Health Education, Santa Cruz County Health Services Agency, 1070 Emeline Ave, Santa Cruz, CA 95060



COASTAL

VWATERSHED

Q COUNCIL

April 22, 2015

COASTAL-WATERSHED.ORG
Dear ATP Grant Selection Committee, Preserving and protecting

our coastal watersheds
| am writing to express the Coastal Watershed Council’s support for the City of
Santa Cruz’s Branciforte Creek Bicycle/ Pedestrian Bridge grant application. The
new bridge would fill in the final gap in the 5-mile San Lorenzo River levee
pathway system.

The levee pathway is a direct north-south alternative transportation commute
route, conveniently located in the core of the City. This route connects
employment, shopping, open space, recreational areas, and neighborhoods
throughout the City of Santa Cruz. The levee pathway system serves the Beach
and Boardwalk areas, Downtown Business District, County Government Center,
Pacific Station Transit Center, and the Harvey West Industrial area. From the river
levee pathway system, pedestrians and cyclists are able to connect to other
active transportation infrastructure, including cross-town bike lanes, sidewalks,
other paths, and the future rail trail.

This project will close the only remaining gap in the Riverwalk system. Currently,
cyclists and pedestrians must leave the levee pathway system and use city streets
to cross Branciforte Creek. This gap in the network necessitates cycling or
walking on Dakota and Riverside Avenues in order to cross Soquel Avenue to
access the levee path on the other side of Branciforte Creek. This project would
fill that gap to create a continuous, safe, and comfortable facility for cyclists and
pedestrians of all ages and abilities. The bridge will increase use of the levee
pathway system by removing this barrier, enhancing safety through avoiding a
roadway crossing, and increasing convenience.

| urge you to support this valuable project. The Branciforte Creek Bike and
Pedestrian Bridge is a vital missing piece in the bike and pedestrian network in
the City of Santa Cruz. The Coastal Watershed Council strongly supports funding
this project to improve active transportation in the City of Santa Cruz and
reconnect our community to the San Lorenzo River and surrounding trails.

Sincerely,
Greg Pepping
Executive Director

Cc: City of Santa Cruz: City Council; Parks & Recreation Commission; Public
Works Commission

COASTAL WATERSHED COUNCIL
345 Lake Avenue, Suite F, Santa Cruz, CA 95062 ~ (831) 464-9200
www.coastal-watershed.org
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SANTA CRUZ COUNTY REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
RTC 1523 Pacific Ave., Santa Cruz, CA 95060-3911- (831) 460-3200 rax [831) 460-3215 emau info@sccrtc.org

April 24, 2015

Caltrans, Division of Local Assistance, MS 1
Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Spec. Prog.
P.0. Box 942874, Sacramento, CA 94274-0001

RE: City of Santa Cruz Active Transportation Program (ATP) Grant Application for
Branciforte Creek Pedestrian and Bicycle Bridge

Dear ATP Grant Selection Committee:

The Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission’s Elderly & Disabled
Transportation Advisory Committee (E&D TAC) advises transportation service providers
and planning agencies on issues related to the provision of transportation for people with
disabilities, seniors and persons with limited means. An essential component of
transportation for people with disabilities, seniors and persons with limited means is
availability of safe and continuous pedestrian facilities accessible for all members of the
community.

The E&D TAC supports the City of Santa Cruz Branciforte Creek Pedestrian and
Bicycle Bridge. This bridge will close a critical gap in the pedestrian network. The new
pedestrian access will serve an area with a high concentration of senior and low income
housing. This area is also a primary destination identified in the 2014 Regional
Transportation Plan due to the high concentrations of employment and commercial
services. Areas with high concentrations of employment and commercial services typically
experience a high level of demand for walking, which will be met by the proposed
improvements. Safe travel paths between senior and/or disabled living areas, medical
facilities, educational facilities, employment locations, retail centers, entertainment
venues and/or bus stops is one of the number one unmet transportation needs in Santa
Cruz County according to the recently adopted list of 2015 Unmet Paratransit and Transit
Needs.

Please fund this important project to increase walking and improve pedestrian access to
key destinations within the City of Santa Cruz.

Sincerely,

VA .

Veronica Elsea, Chair
Elderly & Disabled Transportation Advisory Committee

MEMBER AGENCIES Cities of Capitola, Santa Cruz, Scotts Valley and Watsonville, County of Santa Cruz, Santa Cruz Metropolitan Transit District, Caltrans



Dakota Health Center Charles M. Goodwin, D.C., L.Ac. (831) 429-1188
Chiropractic « Acupuncture « Herbal Medicine 111 Dakota Avenue, Suite 2, Santa Cruz, CA 95060 Fax (831) 429-1396

State of California
Department of Transportation
Division of Local Assistance
P.O. Box 942874, MS-1
Sacramento, CA 94274-0001

May 4, 2015

Dear ATP Grant Selection Committee,

I am writing to express support for the City of Santa Cruz’s Branciforte Creek Bicycle/ Pedestrian Bridge
grant application.

I am the property owner at 111 Dakota Ave., Santa Cruz, CA 95060. As part of the project, the City will
need to acquire right-of-way from my property. | am in support of this acquisition.

Sincerely,

Dr. Charles Goodwin



Mission: Pedestrian

An organization of neighbors and business people seeking to improve the pedestrian environment in Santa Cruz
1603 King Street, Santa Cruz, CA 95060 www.missionped.org

May 4, 2015

State of California DOT

Division of Local Assistance

P.0.Box 942874, MS-1

Sacramento, CA 94274-0001

Re: Branciforte Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge

Mission: Pedestrian supports the City application for grant funds for this project.

Mission: Pedestrian is a Santa Cruz pedestrian advocacy group affiliated with California Walks and America
Walks.

Mission:Pedestrian is looking forward to the construction of the Branciforte Creek bicycle/pedestrian
bridge. This bridge, when completed, will close the final gap in the 5-mile car-free levee path. The bridge
will eliminate the need for pedestrians to leave the levee trail and cross busy Soquel Avenue on their daily
shopping trips and other walks.

The Levee Trail is located in the heart of Downtown Santa Cruz and provides convenient and enjoyable
access to the Santa Cruz County Building, stores, restaurants, the Metro Transit Center, and other services.
It is a vital transportation connection with one remaining missing link—the Branciforte Creek
Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge.

We urge you to support this active transportation project which will increase safety for pedestrians.

Sincerely,

Debbie Bulger for Mission: Pedestrian

Mission: Pedestrian

DV CI%




SANTA CRUZ COUNTY REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
RTC 1523 Pacific Ave., Santa Cruz, CA 95060-3911- (831) 460-3200 rax (831) 460-3215 emaiL info@sccrtc.org

May 26, 2015

Caltrans, Division of Local Assistance, MS 1
Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Spec. Prog.
P.0. Box 942874, Sacramento, CA 94274-0001

RE: City of Santa Cruz Active Transportation Program (ATP) Grant Application for Branciforte Creek
Pedestrian/Bicycle Bridge

Dear ATP Grant Selection Committee:

| am writing to express the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission’s (RTC) support for
the City of Santa Cruz’s Active Transportation Program application for the Branciforte Creek
Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge project. This project will fill a critical gap in the City’s bicycle network, most
especially in the San Lorenzo River levee pathway which serves the downtown community, numerous
commercial and residential nodes, as well as multiple major tourist attractions.

The RTC is dedicated to expanding transportation options county-wide and the development of a
complete, convenient and safe regional bicycle and pedestrian network. Such a network increases the
opportunity and attractiveness of bicycle and pedestrian trips for transportation purposes and reduces
the dependency on automobile travel. With that goal in mind, closure of this critical link in the San
Lorenzo River levee system will ensure that bicyclists and pedestrians will be able to travel on a
continuous, safe, and comfortable facility that is separated from motor vehicle travel. Separated bike
and pedestrian facilities are best suited to serving users of all ages and abilities.

Additionally, the RTC has a long standing commitment to develop a 32-mile rail-with-trail system that
will directly tie into the San Lorenzo River Levee pathway. The RTC recently adopted a Master Plan for
the rail-with-trail project and allocated $4 million for a 2.4 mile project that is also being supplemented
by the City of Santa Cruz with a $1 million local match. The City’s commitment to increasing trips made
by foot or bicycle is evidenced in the allocation of resources to pursue these projects.

As the Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA) for the area, RTC urges the grant selection
committee to prioritize this project for Active Transportation Program funds. Please feel free to contact
me or the RTC'’s Bicycle Program Manager, Cory Caletti, at (831) 460-3200 if you have any questions.

Georgé Dondero
Executive Director

S:\Correspondence Logs\CORRESP-Outgoing\2015\May\ATPsupport\City_of SC_B40_ATP.docx

MEMBER AGENCIES Cities of Capitola, Santa Cruz, Scotts Valley and Watsonville, County of Santa Cruz, Santa Cruz Metropolitan Transit District, Caltrans
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people
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May 26, 2015

State of California |
Department of Transportation 5
Division of Local Assistance

P.O. Box 942874, MS-1

Sacramento, CA 94274-0001

Dear ATP Grant Selection Committee,

| am writing to express Ecology Action’s support for the City of Santa Cruz's Branciforte
Creek Bicycle/ Pedestrian Bridge grant application. The new bridge would fill in the final gap
in the 5-mile San Lorenzo River levee pathway system. The levee pathway is a direct north-
south alternative transportation commute route, conveniently located in the core of the City.
This route connects employment, shopping, open space, recreational areas, and
neighborhoods throughout the City of Santa Cruz.

This project will close the only remaining gap in the San Lorenzo River levee pathway
system allowing those on bike and foot a safer, more scenic and direct car-free route to their
destinations near downtown Santa Cruz and the popular Beach Boardwalk area. Ecology
Action has been actively promoting safer and increased biking and walking for 28 years and
this final portion of the levee pathway will go a long way to advancing this objective.

| urge you to support this missing link project that will serve children, families, seniors,
commuters and visitors. The Branciforte Creek Bike and Pedestrian Bridge is a vital missing
piece in the bike and pedestrian network in the City of Santa Cruz. Ecology Action strongly
supports funding this project to improve active transportation in the City of Santa Cruz.

Sincerely,

/77 Cedar Street, Suite 240, Santa Cruz, CA 95060 www.gcoact.org 831426 5925




