
 

 
 

ATP Cycle 2 Application Form 04-City of South San Francisco-1 

$ 868,189 

 
 

ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM  -  CYCLE 2 

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

 
 

PROJECT unique APPLICATION NO.: 
Auto populated 

 
 

Total ATP Funds Requested: (in 1000s) 

Auto populated 

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

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

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

 

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

 

IMPLEMENTING AGENCY'S NAME: 
 

 
IMPLEMENTING AGENCY'S ADDRESS CITY ZIP CODE 

 

400 Grand Avenue South San Francisco CA 94080 
 

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

   
 

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

   
lawrence.henriquez@ssf.net 650-829-6663 

Associate Civil Engineer Lawrence Henriquez 

City of South San Francisco 

04-City of South San Francisco-1 
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Project Partnering Agency: Entities that are unable to apply for Active Transportation Program funds or that are unable to enter into a 
Master Agreement with the State must partner with an eligible applicant that can implement the project. In addition, entities that are 
unfamiliar with the requirements to administer a Federal-Aid Highway Program project may partner with an eligible applicant that 
can implement the project. 
If another entity (Partnering Agency) agrees to assume responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the facility, 
documentation of the agreement (e.g., letter of intent) must be submitted with the project application, and a copy of the Memorandum of 
Understanding or Interagency Agreement between the parties must be submitted with the first request for allocation. For these projects, the 
Project Partnering Agency's information shall be provided below. 
(The Grant Writer's or Preparer's information should not be provided) 

PROJECT PARTNERING AGENCY'S NAME: 
 

 
 

PROJECT PARTNERING AGENCY'S 
ADDRESS 

CITY ZIP CODE 

 

N/A N/A 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? Yes No 

Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans MA number 

Implementing Agency's State Caltrans MA number 
 

 

04-5177R 
 

 

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

 

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

 
 

Application Number: out of Applications 
 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: (Max of 250 Characters) 
 

 
 

PROJECT LOCATION: (Max of 250 Characters) 
 

 

Linden Avenue between Aspen Avenue and Grand Avenue; Miller Avenue between Evergreen Drive and Holly Avenue; Holly 
Avenue between Mission Road and Hillside Boulevard; and Spruce Avenue between Lux Ave and Maple Avenue. 

The project is to install bulb-outs, crosswalks, advanced stop bars, high visibility ladder crosswalks, median pedestian refuge islands, 
advanced yiled lines; install traffic circles, mark edgelines, and ADA curb ramps. 

City of South San Francisco Linden/Spruce Avenues Traffic Calming Improvements 

N/A N/A 

N/A N/A 

N/A 
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Will any infrastructure-improvements permanently or temporarily encroach on the State right-of-way? 

 
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. 37.659000 /long. -122.411510 
 

   

 
Congressional District(s): 

 

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

Caltrans District(s): 
 

County: 
 

MPO: 
 

RTPA: 
 

MPO UZA Population: 
 
 

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

ESTIMATION OF ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION USERS 
 

Existing Counts: Pedestrians 2,750 Bicyclists 270 
One Year Projection: Pedestrians 3,050 Bicyclists 300 
Five Year Projection: Pedestrians 3,190 Bicyclists 310 

 
 

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

Bicycle: Class I Class II Class III Other 

Pedestrian: Sidewalk Crossing 
 

 

Other bulb-outs, crosswalks, advanced stop ba 

Multiuse Trails/Paths: Meets "Class I" Design Standards Other 
 

 

 
 

DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES 

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

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

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

Household Income Yes No CalEnvioScreen Yes No 
Student Meals Yes No Local Criteria Yes No 

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

CORPS 

Does the agency intend to utilize the Corps: Yes No 

04 

San Mateo 

MTC 

Other 

Small Urban (Pop =or<200,000 but > than 5,000) 
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PROJECT TYPE  (Check only one:  I, NI or I/NI) 
 

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

“Plan” applications to show as NI only 
 

Development of a Plan in a Disadvantaged Community: 

If Yes, check all Plan types that apply: 

Bicycle Plan 

Pedestrian Plan 

Safe Routes to School Plan 

Active Transportation Plan 

Yes No 

 

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

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

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

Bicycle Transportation %  of Project 

Pedestrian Transportation %  of Project 

 
 

50.0 %  (ped + bike must = 100%) 

50.0 % 

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

How many schools does the project impact/serve: 2 

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: 

Multiple Schools 

Multiple Schools 

South San Francisco Unified School District 

398 B Street, South San Francisco, 94080 

41690706045090 

School type (K-8 or 9-12 or Both) K-8 Project improvements maximum distance from school 0.3 mile 
 

Total student enrollment: 

% of students that currently walk or bike to school% 

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

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

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

 
 

 
1,077 

68.0 % 

64 

63.0 % 

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

2) the students considered to be along the walking route being improved,    3) the project improvements. 
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Trails (Multi-use and Recreational):   (Also fill out Bicycle and Pedestrian Sub-Type information above) 
 

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

 

For all trails projects: 

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

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

 

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

 

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

 
 
 

PROJECT STATUS and EXPECTED DELIVERY SCHEDULE 

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

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

 
MILESTONE: 

CTC - PA&ED Allocation: 
DATE COMPLETED OR EXPECTED DATE 

8/15/2016 
* CEQA Environmental Clearance:   4/01/2017 
* NEPA Environmental Clearance:   5/01/2017 
CTC - PS&E Allocation:   8/15/2017 
CTC - Right of Way Allocation:   8/15/2017 
* Right of Way Clearance & Permits:   4/01/2018 
Final/Stamped PS&E package:   5/01/2018 
* CTC - Construction Allocation:   8/15/2018 
* Construction Complete:   4/15/2020 
* Submittal of “Final Report”   10/15/2020 
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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: 45,000  

ATP funds for PS&E: 110,000 
ATP funds for Right of Way: $0 
ATP funds for Construction: 713,189 
ATP funds for Non-Infrastructure: $0 (All NI funding is allocated in a project's Construction Phase) 
Total ATP funds being requested for this application/project:  868,189 

 
Local funds leveraging or matching the ATP funds: 

  
114,840 

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

 

Additional Local funds that are `non-participating' for ATP: $0 
 

 

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

 
TOTAL PROJECT FUNDS: 983,029 

 
 

 
 
 

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.:  04-City of South San Francisco - 01 
 

Implementing Agency’s Name:   City of South San Francisco  

                Linden and Spruce Avenues 
 
 
 
Important:  

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

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

 
 
Table of Contents 
Screening Criteria Page: _2__ 

Narrative Question #1 Page: _3__ 

Narrative Question #2 Page: _6__ 

Narrative Question #3 Page: _8__ 

Narrative Question #4 Page: _9__ 

Narrative Question #5 Page: _11_ 

Narrative Question #6 Page: _14_ 

Narrative Question #7 Page: _15_ 

Narrative Question #8 Page: _16_ 

Narrative Question #9 Page: _17_ 
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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: 

In order to complete this project, the City of South San Francisco is seeking funds from the ATP. This project 
is not fully funded, and the City of South San Francisco does not have funding to complete the entire project. 
With the City’s match and the ATP request, there will be enough funds to complete the project. 

There are no elements of the proposed project that are directly or indirectly related to past or future 
environmental mitigation resulting from a separate development or capital improvement project. 

2. Consistency with Regional Plan.  

The 2040 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) was adopted on July 18, 2013 by MTC/ABAG as part of 
the Plan Bay Area. This Project is consistent with the MTC’s RTP addressing the following RTP 
performance measures:  

• Advancing Active Transportation Programs  
o “Plan Bay Area makes a significant commitment to increase the convenience and 

safety of walking and bicycling by delivering complete streets for all users… complete 
streets projects, including stand-alone bicycle and pedestrian paths, bicycle lanes, 
pedestrian bulb-outs, lighting, new sidewalks.” (pg. 75) 

 

• Reducing Pedestrian and Bicycle Fatalities and Injuries  
o “Making the Bay Area safer for motorists, pedestrians and bicyclists is an important 

and ongoing priority. This target reflects an emphasis in Plan Bay Area to enhance 
safety for all travel modes across the Bay Area.” (pg. 100)   

 

• Reducing Green-House Gas Emissions  
o “In harmony with our multimodal transportation network and focused land use plan, 

we have to invest in technology advancements and provide incentives for travel 
options to help meet these emissions targets.” (pg.87) 
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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.) 

The students in the project area attend Spruce Elementary School (enrollment 654) and Martin Elementary 
School (enrollment 423). The majority of these students walk to schools along roads with minimal or no 
pedestrian safety features. The routes they take can be dangerous and students are exposed to heavy traffic 
and major intersections throughout their trips to school. The project would install traffic safety measures for 
pedestrians to encourage walking as a mode of transportation and to promote safer walking experiences 
within the community. The safety features would include bulb-outs, crosswalks, advanced stop bars, high 
visibility ladder crosswalks, median pedestrian refuge islands, advanced yield lines, traffic circles, edgelines, 
and new ADA compliant curb ramps. 

The project will encourage increased walking among students since the corridor makes a connection between 
Martin Elementary School and Spruce Elementary School. The pedestrian enhancements will improve the 
condition of the crosswalks by making them more visible, while installing staggered bulb-outs and edgeline 
striping will reduce vehicular speeds. The combination of reduced vehicular speeds, high-visibility crosswalks, 
refuge pedestrian medians, and a pedestrian flashing beacon will promote an already busy pedestrian corridor 
with the benefits of increased rates of students walking to school, and moreover the increased safety of those 
students. 

The Linden Avenue corridor connects to a busy commercial district situated along Grand Avenue, so 
encouraging more pedestrians to walk downtown will greatly increase with the added traffic calming 
improvements. This project in combination with our ongoing contract to install Class 3 bikeways along Linden 
Avenue and Spruce Avenue will complete a program that will encourage other modes of transportation. 

Along Spruce Avenue – Lux Avenue to Maple Avenue there are two elementary schools where the majority of 
students walk to school on a daily basis. Informal observations by school staff during the 14-15 school year 
estimate that at Spruce Elementary School, approximately 50% of the children walk to school with their 
parents, and at Martin Elementary School approximately 90% of the children walk to school with their parents. 
Outside of the schoolchildren, it is expected that more residents of the communities will use a different mode 
of transportation with an increase in usage of about 10%-20%. 

School Name Current % of Students Who Walk 

to School 

Estimated % of Students Who 

Walk to School Post Completion 

Spruce Elementary School 50% 65% 

Martin Elementary School 90% 90% + 
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B. Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes (for non-infrastructure 
applications) to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in 
active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, 
transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or 
affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or 
other community identified destinations via:                                                                     (12 points max.) 

a. creation of new routes 
b. removal of barrier to mobility 
c. closure of gaps 
d. other improvements to routes 
e. educates or encourages use of existing routes  

Key destinations to be served are Martin Elementary and Spruce Elementary School. Each school 
serves and average of about 500 K-5 students. The improvements will be made along Spruce Avenue 
within the areas of the two schools. At Spruce/Maple there is Martin Elementary School, and at 
Spruce/Lux there is Spruce Elementary School. Connecting Martin Elementary School and Spruce 
Elementary School via the project corridor will close the gap between the two and create a new route 
that encourages pedestrian traffic and provides a safe route for the community’s children. The linking 
of the sites will promote an already busy pedestrian corridor and provide the benefits of walking to 
school. 

Another destination to be served is about a one-mile length of commercial district along Grand 
Avenue. The encouragement for pedestrians to walk more to downtown will greatly increase with 
the added traffic calming improvements. This project in combination with our ongoing contract to 
install Class 3 bikeways along Linden Avenue and Spruce Avenue will complete a program that will 
encourage other modes of transportation. The traffic calming improvements along Linden Avenue 
will create a safer route between the northern part of the City with the downtown region along 
Grand Avenue where many jobs exist due to the various businesses. 

The project will increase and improve connectivity while removing a barrier to mobility by creating 
an atmosphere of safety for pedestrians. The pedestrian safety improvements will encourage the 
communities to use walking as a mode of transportation and in combination with the traffic calming 
measures to reduce vehicular speeds pedestrians will feel safer. The barrier to mobility that will be 
removed is one of safety. Currently there are tendencies for vehicles to speed along the corridors, 
so reducing their speeds will significantly encourage pedestrians to walk more often. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

C. Referencing the answers to A and B above, describe how the proposed project represents one of the 
Implementing Agencies (and/or project Partnering Agency’s) highest unfunded non-motorized active 
transportation priorities.      (6 points max.) 
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The City’s highest unfunded, non-motorized, active transportation priorities is the implementation of speed-
reducing traffic features that will benefit the public through increased safety and pedestrian traffic. The safe 
route created between the elementary schools and increased pedestrian safety in the commercial area 
represent top priorities that are consistent with the RTP. 

• Advancing Active Transportation Programs  
o “Plan Bay Area makes a significant commitment to increase the convenience and 

safety of walking and bicycling by delivering complete streets for all users… complete 
streets projects, including stand-alone bicycle and pedestrian paths, bicycle lanes, 
pedestrian bulb-outs, lighting, new sidewalks.” (pg. 75) 

 

• Reducing Pedestrian and Bicycle Fatalities and Injuries  
o “Making the Bay Area safer for motorists, pedestrians and bicyclists is an important 

and ongoing priority. This target reflects an emphasis in Plan Bay Area to enhance 
safety for all travel modes across the Bay Area.” (pg. 100)   

 

• Reducing Green-House Gas Emissions  
o “In harmony with our multimodal transportation network and focused land use plan, 

we have to invest in technology advancements and provide incentives for travel 
options to help meet these emissions targets.” (pg.87) 
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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.) 
 

Between 2005 and 2010 there were a total of 12 Pedestrian-Involved Collisions along the Spruce 
Avenue Corridor and 9 Pedestrian-Involved Collisions along the Linden Avenue Corridor (Please see 
Exhibit C). At the intersection of Linden Avenue/Miller Avenue there was a total of 3 Pedestrian-
Involved Collisions. And at the intersection of Linden Avenue/California Avenue there was a total of 
2 Pedestrian-Involved Collisions (Please see Exhibit D). In addition, accident data gathered in 2013 
and provided by the City of South San Francisco Police Department had a total of 21 vehicular 
collisions along Linden Avenue between Aspen Street to Grand Avenue. Along Spruce Avenue 
between Lux Avenue and Maple Avenue there were a total of 3 vehicular collisions reported. 
 
In addition between the years of 2008 and 2013 there were 74 injury collisions involving a pedestrian 
or cyclist within a ½ mile of Spruce Elementary School including two fatalities.   
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B. Describe how the project/program/plan will remedy (one or more) potential safety hazards that contribute 

to pedestrian and/or bicyclist injuries or fatalities; including but not limited to the following possible areas:     
(15 points max.) 

- Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users. 
- Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users. 
- 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 proposed project will achieve the following results as indicated:  
 
Reduce speed or volume of motor vehicles: 

• A reduction in vehicular speeds will occur along the corridors due to the traffic calming 
features that will be installed. The purpose of installing staggered bulb-outs combined 
with edgeline striping will be to reduce the vehicular speeds.   

 
Improve sight distance and visibility: 

• The sight distances and visibilities will be enhanced with the installation of high-
visibility crosswalks, pedestrian refuge islands and edgeline striping. 

 
Improve compliance with local traffic laws: 

• Compliance with local traffic laws will be improved as a result of a reduction in 
vehicular speeds.  

 
Eliminate behaviors that lead to collisions: 

• Due to the traffic calming features, the tendencies of motorists to speed through the 
corridors will be reduced. As a result we expect to see a reduction in vehicular 
collisions. 

Addresses inadequate traffic control devices: 
• There is an inadequacy of traffic control devices that were identified in the City’s 

Pedestrian Master Plan. The existing limits of work do not contain ADA compliant curb 
ramps, high visibility crosswalks, edgeline striping, or pedestrian refuge medians, 
pedestrian flashing beacon, and it is the goal of this project to install these elements to 
make the corridor more accessible and safer.  

 
Addresses inadequate bicycle facilities, crosswalks or sidewalks: 

• The addition of high-visibility crosswalk striping and ADA compliant curb ramps will 
make the existing crosswalks/sidewalks adequate and safe for pedestrians’ usage. 
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Part B: Narrative Questions 
Detailed Instructions for:    Question #3 

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

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

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

plans: who will be engaged). (5 points max) 
The City of South San Francisco’s Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee was intricately involved 
throughout the conceptual development process. BPAC had direct input into the finalized conceptual 
plans. BPAC is comprised of members of the public who volunteer their time/efforts to ensure a safer 
environment for bicyclists and pedestrians of the cities they represent. Information about the 
Pedestrian Master Plan (PMP) was distributed through fliers to the schools and during the Saturday 
Farmers Market and a downtown Streets Alive event. Residents and stakeholders participated in six 
walk audits to evaluate walking conditions in a range of neighborhoods while staff and consultants 
completed ten additional walk audits. Walk audits played a key role in shaping the final list of projects 
in the PMP. 

B. How: Describe how stakeholders were engaged (or will be for a plan).  (4 points max) 
The City of South San Francisco along with the Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC) 
and a transportation consultant developed the conceptual plans that are contained in the City’s 
Pedestrian Master Plan. Walk-audits were performed to ensure proper selection of communities that 
would benefit and were in need of the pedestrian safety improvements. 

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) 

Stakeholders provided feedback to the proposed project in the form of desired safety features, 
locations of greatest concern, and priority rankings of desired features and locations. Feedback was 
collected via suggestions forms and informed the types of improvements to be made and where they 
were most needed. 

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

Stakeholders will be engaged by providing ongoing feedback on the project’s actual and perceived 
success via informal surveys and public forums. 
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Part B: Narrative Questions 
Detailed Instructions for:    Question #4 

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

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

A. Describe the health status of the targeted users of the project/program/plan. (3 points max) 
The traffic calming projects proposed by South San Francisco will contribute to improved chronic disease 
outcomes across the community by making it safer and more practical for residents to substitute some daily 
auto trips with walking, biking, and public transit trips, whether to school, to work, or to the store. South San 
Francisco has worse health outcomes compared to the County, as indicated by higher hospitalization rates for 
diabetes and heart disease, the leading causes of death and severe illness in San Mateo County:  
• Residents in South San Francisco are hospitalized for cardiovascular (heart) disease at a much higher 
rate than all of San Mateo County (63.9 hospitalizations per 100,000 versus 56.9 Countywide).  
• South San Franciscans also hospitalized for diabetes at slightly higher rate: 9.7 in South San Francisco 
compared to 9.3 across the County.  
The reduction in auto trips and vehicle miles traveled attributed to these projects also contribute to state, 
federal, and global public health goals by improving regional air quality and limiting the community’s 
contribution to climate change by producing fewer greenhouse gas emissions.  
 
The projects may make the most targeted public health impact by benefitting vulnerable residents in the 
project area, where social and economic disparities create a much higher risk for poor health and inequitable 
health outcomes: 
• On the 2012-2013 California Physical Fitness test, fewer than 24% of students Countywide tested as 
“health risk” or “needs improvement” for body mass index, a measure of obesity, but that figure doubled in 
the project area, where there are already high obesity and overweight numbers of students at Spruce (56%) 
and Martin (53%) elementary schools.  
• Student eligibility for the free and reduced priced meal program, a measure of poverty, averages 
above 74% in the project area elementary schools, which is markedly higher than the district-wide eligibility 
of 45%.   
• 39% of students in the project area are English Learners, and the city is predominantly a community 
of color, where more than 75% of residents list their race or ethnicity as non-white. 
• More than 41% of city families are housing cost-burdened, meaning they pay more than 30% of their 
income to housing costs, leaving them with limited income for other necessities, like food or transportation.  

B. Describe how you expect your project/proposal/plan to enhance public health. (7 points max.) 
The pedestrian safety devices that will be installed will encourage and foster an atmosphere for communities 
to walk to their destinations. Creating a safe environment will invite potential pedestrians to use walking as a 
different mode of transportation. The traffic calming devices will be noticeable in the project communities 
and will revitalize the areas by promoting more walking as an easy mode of transportation. According to the 
San Mateo County Public Health Department 52% of the elementary students in the project area tested as 
“health risk” or “needs improvement” for body mass index, a measure of obesity, compared to less than 24% 
of students Countywide. By providing safe routes for pedestrians it will promote a good and healthy lifestyle 
upon which the foundations of healthy living would begin.   
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Part B: Narrative Questions 
Detailed Instructions for:    Question #5 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

community benefited by the project:  _________ 
• Provide all census tract numbers 
• Provide the CalEnviroScreen 2.0 score for each census track listed 
• Provide the population for each census track listed 

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

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

1. Spruce Elementary: 68% FRPL 
2. Martin Elementary: 78% FRPL 

 
Option 4: Alternative criteria for identifying disadvantaged communities:  

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

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

• Provide an explanation for  why this additional data demonstrates that the community is 
disadvantaged 
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B. For proposals located within disadvantage community: (5 points max) 
What percent of the funds requested will be expended in the disadvantaged community? __33__% 
Explain how this percent was calculated.  
 

Martin Elementary has a Free or Reduced Price Meal rate of 78%, and that one location makes up 1/3 of the 
project benefit. 

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. 

A). Quality Jobs for the Local Community: 
The capital projects will benefit residents of some of the most disadvantaged communities within the Bay 
Area by offering construction jobs that pay a living wage. Construction work, which pays not only a living wage 
but offers multiple opportunities for career growth and future employment will be a direct benefit to the 
disadvantaged community members. This co benefit will occur throughout the construction phase of the 
project. Increased economic opportunities will begin immediately and include the creation of quality 
construction jobs that offer a living wage and increase family income, offering career opportunities in the 
building and trades.  
 
Additionally, this project will provide for economic co benefits by revitalizing the nearby neighborhoods in 
SSF. This will occur once construction starts as the construction crews will purchase goods and services in the 
area. This will also occur long term by bringing in new businesses as this capital face lift will make the area 
more appealing. 
 
B). Affordable Methods of Public Transportation: 
Lack of affordable transportation access to jobs is a significant barrier to employment and economic 
development, particularly for low-income households. In the Bay Area, workers from low-income households 
rely more heavily on public transportation to commute, but often have poor access to transit from home, 
work, or both. Consequently, workers from low-income households spend a disproportionate amount of time 
commuting.  
 
The following citation of government research demonstrates that the strategy of providing more direct access 
to transit via bicycle and pedestrian improvements will support the co benefit which is increased economic 
opportunities. By allowing for low income residents to stop their reliance on cars, it will save them money. 
Table 3-17 (single page) Department of Transportation – National Transportation Statistics – 2013. 

C). Provision of Safe, Secure, and Accessible Pedestrian and Bike improvements: 
Safety is increased for all residents of SSF, including cyclists and pedestrians, by taking residents out of cars 
thus limiting vehicular accidents and by having dedicated travel modes for pedestrians and bicyclists traveling 
to the station.  
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Improving bike and pedestrian infrastructure in the form of bulb outs and other direct improvements will also 
improve resident safety. These co benefits will occur throughout the life of the project and long after the 
improvements have been made. 

Funding for the ATP project will provide safe, secure, and accessible pedestrian and bike improvements, 
especially for the working class.  

D). Provision of Healthy Traveling Alternatives:  
The health benefits of walking and cycling are well documented. Low-income families, often challenged by 
negative health effects such as obesity and high blood pressure, need more opportunities for healthy 
alternatives. Recent studies illustrate that people who live and work in communities with high-quality transit 
systems will benefit from increased physical activity, improved mental health, and better access to healthy 
foods and medical care. They tend to drive less and rely more on alternative modes of travel, such as walking 
and cycling, increases cardiovascular activity and can lead to reduced instances of diabetes.  

Nearly 13% of San Mateo County residents will have a lifetime battle with asthma and reducing emissions is 
key to reversing this trend. Public health is also improved from active transportation modes such as walking 
and bicycling thereby greatly improving the cardiovascular health of the community, especially the residents 
living in low income housing near the project sites. Additionally, 18% of the low-income preschool students in 
San Mateo County are obese and active transportation will help change everyday habits and reduce that 
alarming statistic. 

 “Specific geographic regions of San Mateo County also demonstrate higher rates of childhood overweight. 
The North County and South County regions have higher rates than the Central and Coastside regions of the 
county. For example, South San Francisco, Daly City, and San Bruno demonstrate rates of at least 30 percent, 
while East Palo Alto and Redwood City demonstrate rates of at least 28 percent.” 

According to Figure 2 from the Blueprint for Prevention of Childhood Obesity, South San Francisco had the 
highest rate of Overweight students in grades 5, 7, and 9, selected for the CA Physical Fitness Test. 
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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.)     

At various locations the installation of other countermeasures were considered, but based upon the 
feasibility of the countermeasures chosen and the crash data provided, other alternatives were selected.   

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.) 

  ( 𝐵𝐵𝐵𝐵𝐵𝐵𝐵𝐵𝐵𝐵𝐵𝐵𝐵𝐵
𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝐵𝐵𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇 𝑃𝑃𝑃𝑃𝑇𝑇𝑃𝑃𝐵𝐵𝑃𝑃𝐵𝐵 𝐶𝐶𝑇𝑇𝐶𝐶𝐵𝐵

 and 𝐵𝐵𝐵𝐵𝐵𝐵𝐵𝐵𝐵𝐵𝐵𝐵𝐵𝐵
𝐹𝐹𝐹𝐹𝐵𝐵𝐹𝐹𝐶𝐶 𝑅𝑅𝐵𝐵𝑅𝑅𝐹𝐹𝐵𝐵𝐶𝐶𝐵𝐵𝐵𝐵𝐹𝐹

). 

The B/C ratio is 3.04. Please see the exhibit the Appendix for the TIMS Calculation Sheets. 
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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 will use Measure A funds for the grant’s matching requirement. 
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Part B: Narrative Questions 
Detailed Instructions for:    Question #8 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

community conservation corps and determined the following (check appropriate box): 
X     Neither corps can participate in the project (0 points) 

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

___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________ 

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

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

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

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

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

The City of South San Francisco has been successful in attaining grants in the past 5 years and has fulfilled 
them all.  

 

 

 

B.       Caltrans response only: 
Caltrans to recommend score for deliverability of scope, cost, and schedule based on the overall 
application.   
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Part C:  Application Attachments 
Applicants must ensure all data in this part of the application is fully consistent with the other 
parts of the application.   See the Application Instructions and Guidance document for more 
information and requirements related to Part C. 
 

List of Application Attachments  
The following attachment names and order must be maintained for all applications.  Depending on the Project Type 
(I, NI or Plans) some attachments will be intentionally left blank.  All non-blank attachments must be identified in 
hard-copy applications using “tabs” with appropriate letter designations 
 
Application Signature Page Attachment A 

Required for all applications 

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

Engineer’s Checklist Attachment C 
Required for Infrastructure Projects 

Project Location Map Attachment D 
Required for all applications 

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

Photos of Existing Conditions Attachment F 
Required for all applications 

Project Estimate Attachment G 
Required for Infrastructure Projects 

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

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

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

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

Project Title:
District

04

Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total
E&P (PA&ED) 20 20
PS&E 75 75 150
R/W
CON 868 868
TOTAL 95 75 868 1,038

ATP Funds
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Funding Agency
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Funding Agency

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

Funding Agency

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ● DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Route

ATP PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST

County
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Project Information:

PPNOProject IDEA
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Notes:

Notes:

Notes:

Notes:

Notes:

DO NOT FILL IN ANY SHADED AREAS
Funding Information:

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

Funding Agency

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

Project Title:
District

04

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ● DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Route

ATP PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST

County
Linden and Spruce Avenues Traffic Calming Improvements

San Mateo

Project Information:

PPNOProject IDEA

8-May-15

DO NOT FILL IN ANY SHADED AREAS
Funding Information:

    Fund No. 2:

Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total
E&P (PA&ED) 20 20
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R/W
CON
TOTAL 95 75 170
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Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL

Fund No. 4:

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

Fund No. 5:
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TOTAL

Funding Agency

Funding Agency

Funding Agency

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)

Funding Agency

Notes:

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

Notes:

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)

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

Funding Agency

Program Code

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)

Funding Agency
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Program Code

Notes:

Notes:

Program Code

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)
Measure A Sales Tax Program Code

Notes:

Notes:
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City of South San Francisco Linden and Spruce Avenue – ATP Project 

 
Linden Ave. facing North from Miller Ave.  

 

 
Linden Ave facing South toward 4th Lane  



 
Aspen Ave and Linden Ave  

 

 
Linden Ave and Grand Ave  



 

Miller Ave and Linden Ave. 



5/28/2015 1 of 2

Agency:

Prepared by: Date:

Item No. Quantity Units Unit Cost Total
Item Cost

% $ % $ % $ % $

1 320 LF $5.00 $1,600 100% $1,600
2 2,400 SF $2.00 $4,800 100% $4,800
3 1,400 SF $2.00 $2,800 100% $2,800
4 Remove Paint/Thermo Striping and Markings 800 SF $4.00 $3,200 100% $3,200
5 4 EA $7,500.00 $30,000 100% $30,000
6 1 EA $1,500.00 $1,500 100% $1,500
7 Relocate Existing Sign and Post 4 EA $400.00 $1,600 100% $1,600
8 360 LF $40.00 $14,400 100% $14,400
9 1,400 SF $10.00 $14,000 100% $14,000
10 Curb Ramp Forming and Grading 8 EA $3,300.00 $26,400 100% $26,400
11 720 SF $8.00 $5,760 100% $5,760
12 250 SF $8.50 $2,125 100% $2,125
13 50 LF $6.60 $330 100% $330
14 240 SF $6.60 $1,584 100% $1,584
15 1 LS $40,000.00 $40,000 100% $40,000
16 1 LS $6,000.00 $6,000 100% $6,000

17 50 LF $5.00 $250 100% $250
18 240 SF $2.00 $480 100% $480
19 4 EA $3,500.00 $14,000 100% $14,000

20 100 LF $5.00 $500 100% $500
21 450 SF $2.00 $900 100% $900
22 150 SF $2.00 $300 100% $300
23 Remove Paint/Thermo Striping and Markings 200 SF $4.00 $800 100% $800
24 8 EA $3,500.00 $28,000 100% $28,000
25 100 LF $40.00 $4,000 100% $4,000
26 150 SF $10.00 $1,500 100% $1,500
27 100 SF $8.00 $800 100% $800
28 30 SF $8.50 $255 100% $255
29 50 LF $6.60 $330 100% $330
30 320 SF $6.60 $2,112 100% $2,112
31 Double Yellow Center Line 150 LF $1.75 $263 100% $263
32 130 SF $8.50 $1,105 100% $1,105
33 8 EA $800.00 $6,400 100% $6,400

34 230 LF $5.00 $1,150 100% $1,150
35 2,000 SF $2.00 $4,000 100% $4,000
36 1,300 SF $2.00 $2,600 100% $2,600
37 290 LF $40.00 $11,600 100% $11,600
38 1,300 SF $10.00 $13,000 100% $13,000
39 2 EA $3,500.00 $7,000 100% $7,000
40 Curb Ramp Forming and Grading 6 EA $3,300.00 $19,800 100% $19,800
41 580 SF $8.00 $4,640 100% $4,640
42 1 LS $30,000.00 $30,000 100% $30,000
43 1 LS $4,500.00 $4,500 100% $4,500

44 Remove Paint/Thermo Striping and Markings 60 SF $4.00 $240 100% $240
45 150 SF $6.60 $990 100% $990
46 1 EA $30,000.00 $30,000 100% $30,000

47 80 LF $5.00 $400 100% $400
48 180 SF $2.00 $360 100% $360

Project Description:

Project Location:

Concrete Sidewalk

Relocate Fire Hydrant

Concrete Curb & Gutter
Concrete Sidewalk/Curb Ramp

Roadway Paving (3" AC/8" Class II AB)

Remove Concrete Curb & Gutter

Remove Concrete Sidewalk/Curb Ramp
Remove AC Pavement

Relocate Drainage Inlet Along Pipe

Limit Line Striping (Thermo)

Utility Relocation

Remove Concrete Curb & Gutter
Linden Ave./California Ave.

Roadway Paving (3" AC/8" Class II AB)
Pavement Legends (Thermo)
Limit Line Striping (Thermo)
Crosswalk Striping

Pavement Legends (Thermo)

Concrete Curb & Gutter
Concrete Sidewalk/Curb Ramp

Spruce Ave./Maple Ave.

Remove Concrete Sidewalk/Curb Ramp

Cost Breakdown

Item 

Curb Ramp (Incl. Concrete, Forming and Grading

Linden Ave./6th Ln.

Utility Relocation

Linden Ave./Miller Ave.
Remove Concrete Curb & Gutter
Remove Concrete Sidewalk/Curb Ramp
Remove AC Pavement

Linden Ave./Lux Ave.
Remove Concrete Curb & Gutter
Remove Concrete Sidewalk/Curb Ramp
Remove AC Pavement

Curb Ramp (Incl. Concrete, Forming and Grading

Remove Concrete Sidewalk/Curb Ramp

Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Cost

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

Items

Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)

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

Linden and Spruce Avenues Traffic Calming

Linden Avenue between California Avenue and Miller Avenue, Spruce Avenue between Maple Avenue and Lux Avenue, South San Francisco, CA

Project Information:

Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:

5/27/2015

City of South San Francisco

Application ID:

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

C. Alexander

Concrete Curb & Gutter

Pavement Legends (Thermo)

Install New Sign on New Post

Curb Ramp (Incl. Concrete, Forming and Grading

Crosswalk Striping
Grading

Roadway Paving (3" AC/8" Class II AB)
Grading

Crosswalk Striping
Install Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacon

Spruce Ave./Park Way
Remove Concrete Curb & Gutter



5/28/2015 2 of 2

Item No. Quantity Units Unit Cost Total
Item Cost

% $ % $ % $ % $Item 

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

Items

Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)
Note: Cost can apply to more than one category. Therefore may be over 100%.

49 175 SF $2.00 $350 100% $350
50 Remove Paint/Thermo Striping and Markings 300 SF $4.00 $1,200 100% $1,200
51 1 EA $7,500.00 $7,500 100% $7,500
52 Relocate Manhole Along Pipe 1 EA $7,500.00 $7,500 100% $7,500
53 Drainage Inlet Relocation with New Pipe 1 EA $15,000.00 $15,000 100% $15,000
54 Relocate Existing Sign and Post 1 EA $400.00 $400 100% $400
55 45 LF $40.00 $1,800 100% $1,800
56 175 SF $10.00 $1,750 100% $1,750
57 Curb Ramp Forming and Grading 2 EA $3,300.00 $6,600 100% $6,600
58 90 SF $8.00 $720 100% $720
59 3 EA $3,500.00 $10,500 100% $10,500
60 130 SF $8.50 $1,105 100% $1,105
61 40 LF $6.60 $264 100% $264
62 160 SF $6.60 $1,056 100% $1,056
63 1 LS $10,000.00 $10,000 100% $10,000
64 1 LS $1,500.00 $1,500 100% $1,500

65 50 LF $5.00 $250 100% $250
66 240 SF $2.00 $480 100% $480
67 Remove Tree 1 EA $1,000.00 $1,000 100% $1,000
68 4 EA $3,500.00 $14,000 100% $14,000
69 80 SF $6.60 $528 100% $528

70 75 LF $5.00 $375 100% $375
71 Remove AC Pavement 370 SF $2.00 $740 100% $740
72 Concrete Curb & Gutter 160 LF $40.00 $6,400 100% $6,400
73 Concrete Sidewalk 370 SF $10.00 $3,700 100% $3,700
74 320 SF $8.00 $2,560 100% $2,560
75 White Lane Lane (Solid) 4,400 LF $1.25 $5,500 100% $5,500

76 Traffic Control 1 LS $22,500.00 $22,500 100% $22,500
77 Mobilization 1 LS $22,500.00 $22,500 100% $22,500

$496,152 $496,152

25.00% $124,038

$620,189

24.99% 25% Max

13.04% 15% Max

Total RW:

Concrete Sidewalk/Curb Ramp

868,189$                                Total Project Cost Estimate:

Type of Project Delivery Cost

Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):

Right of Way Engineering:

Acquisitions and Utilities:

Construction Engineering (CE):

Total Construction Items & Contingencies:

Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED):

110,000$                                

$620,189

Cost $
Preliminary Engineering (PE)

Total CON: 713,189$                                

-$                                           

-$                                           

45,000$                                  

155,000$                                

93,000$                                  

Construction (CON)

Total PE:

Concrete Curb & Gutter

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

Project Cost Estimate:

Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:

Subtotal of Construction Items:

Remove AC Pavement

Relocate Drainage Inlet Along Pipe

Utility Relocation

-$                                           

Right of Way (RW)

Crosswalk Striping
Grading

Other Lump Sum

Roadway Paving (3" AC/8" Class II AB)

Spruce Ave. between Maple Ave. and Lux Ave.
Remove Concrete Curb & Gutter

Spruce Ave./Lux Ave.
Remove Concrete Curb & Gutter
Remove Concrete Sidewalk/Curb Ramp

Curb Ramp (Incl. Concrete, Forming and Grading
Crosswalk Striping

Roadway Paving (3" AC/8" Class II AB)
Curb Ramp (Incl. Concrete, Forming and Grading
Pavement Legends (Thermo)
Limit Line Striping (Thermo)



 
Attachment H 

Non-Infrastructure Work Plan 
(Form 22-R) 

 
Not Applicable  























































































































































 04-South San Francisco-02  School Information 

  

 

SCHOOL INFORMATION SUMMARY 

School Official Signature is Provided in the Respective Letters of Support 

SCHOOL NAME & ADDRESS: 

Spruce Elementary School, 501 Spruce Ave, South San Francisco, CA 94080 

SCHOOL DISTRICT NAME & ADDRESS: 

South San Francisco Unified School District, 398 B St, South San Francisco, CA 94080 

County-District-School Code (CDS) 

 

41-69070-6045140 

Total Student Enrollment 

 

654 

Percentage of students eligible for free 
and reduced meal programs 

64.2% 

Percentage of students who walk or 
bike to school 

51% 

 

Approximate # of students living along 
school route proposed for 
improvement 

35 

Contact name 

 

, Superintendent 

 

SCHOOL NAME & ADDRESS: 

Martin Elementary School, 35 School Street, South San Francisco, CA 94080 

SCHOOL DISTRICT NAME & ADDRESS: 

South San Francisco Unified School District, 398 B St, South San Francisco, CA 94080 

County-District-School Code (CDS) 

 

41-69070-6045090  

Total Student Enrollment 

 

423 

Percentage of students eligible for free 
and reduced meal programs 

62.6% 

Percentage of students who walk or 
bike to school 

90% 

 

Approximate # of students living along 
school route proposed for 
improvement 

29 

Contact name 

 

, Superintendent 

 



South San Francisco – Linden – ATP Application 

Student Enrollment Area Maps 

 

Martin Elementary School – Student Enrollment Area (Blue) 

Spruce Elementary School – Student Enrollment Area (Beige)  
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