10-Turlock-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.: 10-Turlock-1
Auto populated
Total ATP Funds Requested: $ 346 (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:

Turlock
IMPLEMENTING AGENCY'S ADDRESS CITY ZIP CODE

156 S. Broadway, Suite 150 Turlock CA 95380
IMPLEMENTING AGENCY'S CONTACT PERSON: CONTACT PERSON'S TITLE:

Wayne York Capital Improvement Coordinator
CONTACT PERSON'S PHONE NUMBER: CONTACT PERSON'S EMAIL ADDRESS :
(209) 668-5599 x4439 wyork@turlock.ca.us
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10-Turlock-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:

PROJECT PARTNERING AGENCY'S ADDRESS CITY

Z1P CODE

CA

PROJECT PARTNERING AGENCY'S CONTACT PERSON:

CONTACT PERSON'S PHONE NUMBER:

MASTER AGREEMENTS (MAs):

Does the Implementing Agency currently have a MA with Caltrans?

Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans MA number

Implementing Agency's State Caltrans MA number

CONTACT PERSON'S TITLE:

CONTACT PERSON'S EMAIL ADDRESS :

X Yes [] No

10-5165R

00388S

* 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)

City of Turlock - Christoffersen Pkwy. Ped and Bike Improvements with Connectors

Application Number: | | out of 2

Applications

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: (Max of 250 Characters)

Install Class II buffered bike lanes with thermoplastic striping, signs, traffic signal modifications, minor demolition and minor
concrete (ramps), adjacent Class I and Class II facilities, along with four non-infrastructure components.

PROJECT LOCATION: (Max of 250 Characters)

On Christoffersen Pkwy., between N. Golden State Blvd. and east city limits; on N. Tegner Rd., between the southern termination
point and Christoffersen Pkwy.; and on Crowell Rd., between Christoffersen Pkwy. and Ansel Adams Ave.

Form Date: March 25, 2015
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ATP Cycle 2 Application Form

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. 37.529257 /long. -120.856475
Congressional District(s): 10
State Senate District(s): 8 State Assembly District(s): | 12
Caltrans District(s): 10
County: Stanislaus County
MPO: STANCOG
RTPA: Other
MPO UZA Population: Small Urban (Pop =or<200,000 but > than 5,000)

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

ESTIMATION OF ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION USERS

Existing Counts: Pedestrians 540 Bicyclists 230
One Year Projection: Pedestrians 590 Bicyclists 356
Five Year Projection: Pedestrians 650 Bicyclists 460

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

Bicycle: ClassI [X] ClassII Class T [_] Other
Pedestrian: Sidewalk [ |  Crossing [X] Other
Multiuse Trails/Paths: Meets ""Class I" 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 X 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 [X] No

CORPS
Does the agency intend to utilize the Corps:  [X] Yes [ | No

Form Date:
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10-Turlock-1 ATP Cycle 2 Application Form

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

Infrastructure (I) [ | OR Non-Infrastructure (NI) [ ] OR Combination (NNI) [X]

“Plan” applications to show as NI only

Development of a Plan in a Disadvantaged Community: [] Yes [X No
If Yes, check all Plan types that apply:
[] Bicyecle 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 [X]

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

X] Bicycle Transportation % of Project 95.0 % (ped + bike must = 100%)
[X] Pedestrian Transportation % of Project 5.0 %
|Z| Safe Routes to School (Also fill out Bicycle and Pedestrian Sub-Type information above)

How many schools does the project impact/serve: 5

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: Multiple schools

School address: Multiple schools

District name: Turlock Unified School District

District address: 1574 E. Canal Dr., Turlock, CA 95380

Co.-Dist.-School Code: Stanislaus-75739-Multiple

School type (K-8 or 9-12 or Both) Both [Project improvements maximum distance from school mile
Total student enrollment: 6,070

% of students that currently walk or bike to school% 2.0 %
Approx. # of students living along route proposed for improvement: 1,000
Percentage of students eligible for free or reduced meal programs ** 50.3 %

**Refer to the California Department of Education website:  http:/www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sh/cw/filesafdc.asp
A map must be attached to the application which clearly shows the limits of: 1) the student enrollment area,

2) the students considered to be along the walking route being improved, 3) the project improvements.
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10-Turlock-1 ATP Cycle 2 Application Form

[X] 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? D Yes X] No

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

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

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

PROJECT STATUS and EXPECTED DELIVERY SCHEDULE

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

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

MILESTONE: DATE COMPLETED OR EXPECTED DATE
CTC - PA&ED Allocation: 08/15/2016
* CEQA Environmental Clearance: 09/15/2016
* NEPA Environmental Clearance: 01/15/2017
CTC - PS&E Allocation: 03/15/2017
CTC - Right of Way Allocation: N/A

* Right of Way Clearance & Permits: 04/15/2017
Final/Stamped PS&E package: 06/15/2017
* CTC - Construction Allocation: 08/15/2017
* Construction Complete: 10/15/2018
* Submittal of “Final Report” 03/15/2019
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ATP Cycle 2 Application Form

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: $15

ATP funds for PS&E: $29

ATP funds for Right of Way: $0

ATP funds for Construction: $220

ATP funds for Non-Infrastructure: $82  (All NI funding is allocated in a project's Construction Phase)
Total ATP funds being requested for this application/project: $346

Local funds leveraging or matching the ATP funds: $192

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: $12
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: $550

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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10-Turlock-01 ATP - Cycle 2-Part B & C-2015

ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM - CYCLE 2

Part B: Narrative Questions
(Application Screening/Scoring)

Project unique application No.: 10-Turlock-1

Implementing Agency’s Name: City of Turlock

Important:
o 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: 8

Narrative Question #1 Page: 9

Narrative Question #2 Page: 15
Narrative Question #3 Page: 18
Narrative Question #4 Page: 22
Narrative Question #5 Page: 25
Narrative Question #6 Page: 27
Narrative Question #7 Page: 30
Narrative Question #8 Page: 31
Narrative Question #9 Page: 32
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Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for: Screening Criteria

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

1. Demonstrated fiscal needs of the applicant:

The City of Turlock (City) is requesting ATP funds to complete the stated project;
without ATP funds the proposed project cannot be completed due to a lack of local
funds. The City does have $192,000 in federal CMAQ funds (using toll credits) to
incorporate on the project, reducing the level of ATP funds required. The CMAQ funds
are programmed in the 2015 FTIP through Amendment No. 4 (page 61).

Currently this project is not fully funded, but would be if ATP funding is approved and
provided. No part of this project is environmental mitigation related to a previous or

future capital improvement project.

2. Consistency with Regional Plan.
The proposed project is consistent with the Stanislaus County 2014 Regional

Transportation Plan (RTP) and Sustainable Communities Strategy because it improves
mobility and accessibility, promotes social equity, fosters job growth and economic
development through enhanced connectivity with commercial centers and places of
employment, considers the impact to the environment and indirectly improves
environmental conditions, promotes health and safety among users of the facility, and
better utilizes existing facilities (pavement) to protect the region’s investments in the

existing transportation system.

This project is listed within the RTP and attached to this application (page 62).
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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.)

Current Usage

Between May 13 and May 28, 2014, a group of volunteers conducted manual
(i.e. personal observation) bicycle and pedestrian counts at 15 intersections in Turlock,
including two locations on Christoffersen Pkwy: at Crowell Rd. and N. Walnut Rd.

The sampling sites were selected to be representative of general use near
primary attractors along the corridor. The counts were conducted at various times of
day and days of the week, but all counts lasted at least two hours and were recorded in
15-minute intervals. From these intervals, the peak hour was selected with the highest
total number of active transportation users counted. Bicyclists and pedestrians were
recorded separately; additional information about bicyclists was collected at 14 of the
count sites. This included gender and age, based on volunteer observations, as well as
cyclists observed riding the wrong way.

The weather was fair during all count sessions, ranging in temperature from cool
mornings to hot and sunny afternoons. Users ranged in age, though younger riders
were more prevalent around school start and end times. The data collected as was
summarized and included in the City’s Active Transportation Plan, with the relevant
portion attached to this application (pages 63-66).

A total of 38 pedestrians and 11 bicyclists were observed at the intersection of
Christoffersen Pkwy. and Crowell Rd. in this two-hour period, with a majority of the
bicyclists traveling along the side street of Crowell Rd. (not Christoffersen Pkwy.)

A total of 81 pedestrians and 41 bicyclists were observed at the intersection of
Christoffersen Pkwy. and N. Walnut Rd., again, with a majority of the bicyclists
traveling along the side street (N. Walnut Rd.)
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From January to June 2014 the City’s ATP consultant conducted a community
survey to gather input from residents, students and business owners as to their
concerns related to biking and walking in Turlock. The results of the survey are
attached (pages 67-71). The City received a total of 168 responses, which is a
common response rate for surveys held in this community. Of those surveyed 59%
were female, 40% were male and 1% declined to specify. When asked to identify the
factors that discourage bicycling in Turlock the number one answer was “missing bike
lanes or paths” which was identified by 75% of the respondents. This factor would be
addressed through the implementation of the proposed improvements.

The next highest factor identified in the community survey was that “drivers are
too aggressive.” This relates to the transportation culture of the community that is still
heavily reliant on vehicles with low participation in non-motorized forms of
transportation, except for recreational purposes. Motorists are often described by
bicyclists (and other motorists) as overly aggressive towards other users, as if there
was a transportation hierarchy with vehicles at the top and other users beneath them.
Therefore, the inclusion of non-infrastructure components is vitally important to begin
the process of changing the culture through education, encouragement and
enforcement.

Based on the data collected at the two sample sites, estimates provided by
respondents requesting the specified improvements, estimates provided by City staff
who have observed all forms of traffic while conducting signal timing analysis at various
locations along the corridor, and the U.S. Census Bureau’s “Commuting
Characteristics by Sex” report (pages 72-75) the City has developed the following
daily-usage estimates to serve as a baseline for current usage along the whole
corridor: 540 pedestrians (30% students, 21% parents of students, 35% adult
recreation, 7% seniors, 2% commuters, 5% unknown); 230 bicyclists (41% students,
9% parents of students, 32% adult recreation, 12% child recreation, 6% unknown).

Currently, there are no designated non-motorized facilities along N. Tegner Rd.
to connect bicyclists or pedestrians with existing facilities at Sandstone and a

combination of existing and proposed facilities at Christoffersen Pkwy. In fact, a barrier
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exists to prohibit entry to this undeveloped area, so no existing users were counted
there.

In addition to data collected as part of a formal effort the City recognizes the
informal, yet significant anecdotal evidence provided through personal reports of
bicyclists and pedestrians that travel daily along Crowell Rd. near California State
University, Stanislaus (CSUS). These users are generally students traveling to or from
school or as recreational users attempting to access the Class | bike path along CSUS
property. These users report speeding, right-of-way violations, near misses, and
generally unsafe practices by motorists within the area of this narrow, perimeter

roadway.

Projected Usage

The City anticipates an increase in bicycle use throughout the entire project area
over the current baseline following project completion based on the removal of barriers
to access and the interest of key stakeholders. These improvements would not just
benefit an average roadway, but would actually create the first consistent east-to-west
bicycle facility that spans the entire City, thereby attracting use for that fact alone.
Additionally, this estimation is based on a variety of factors, which include: the stated
preferences and commitments-of-use of community members at workshops, the
coordinated events that would be developed by bicycle advocacy groups upon
implementation, the education and encouragement activities also performed under this
grant within the schools and community, and the enforcement activities targeted at
schools to increase the sense of safety.

Determining an accurate estimate is difficult, as dedicated bicycle facilities do not
currently exist in these areas and the broken connectivity associated with a lack of
such facilities results in users’ inability to complete a round-trip, so they don’t take the
trip at all, select an alternate route, or select a different form of transportation to
complete the trip.

The City estimates an increase of 55% in bicycle use (126 additional persons)

within the project area within one year following project completion and 100% in bicycle

Page 11



10-Turlock-01 ATP - Cycle 2-Part B & C-2015

use (230 additional persons) within the project area within five years following project
completion. The City estimates a milder increase in pedestrian use of around 9% (50
additional persons) within the project area within one year following project completion
and around 20% (90 additional persons) within the project area within five years
following project completion. These estimates are based on a demand prediction
methodology that takes into account surrounding land use, nearby attractors,
sufficiency of bicycle facilities, local demographics, as well as other factors. Other
cities that have made similar investments in cross-town infrastructure improvements,
such as the City of Modesto, have seen large increases in bicycle usage as well,
though this observation has not been quantified due to the recent nature of the
installations.

As the projected usage (230 additional bicyclists) relates to schools, the City
expects that students and parents of students will make up a larger portion of the
increase, due in part to specific education, encouragement and enforcement activities
targeted at schools, as well as the close proximity of schools to the project area.
Based on the school districting map (page 76) it becomes clear that only two of the five
K-12 schools identified are neighborhood schools (Dennis Earl ES and Sandra
Medeiros ES), with the other schools (Pitman HS, Turlock Junior HS, and Walnut ES)
are not classified as neighborhood schools and have students from throughout the city.

Proposed “Suggested Routes to School” for each of the schools previously
identified (pages 77-81) have noted Christoffersen Pkwy. as a preferred route for
walking, but not for bicycling, due primarily to the lack of bicycle facilities available.
Upon project completion the City would work with the Turlock Unified School District
(TUSD) to revise these plans to indicate the additional bicycle facilities available.

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
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c. closure of gaps
d.other improvements to routes
e. educates or encourages use of existing routes

This project would create several new routes. First, it would create dedicated,
Class Il bicycle facilities along the entire length of Christoffersen Pkwy., on both sides
of the street. This new route would directly serve five K-12 schools, a park, multiple
bus (transit) stops, medical facilities and California State University, Stanislaus
(CSUS). Second, it would create dedicated, Class Il bicyclist facilities along Crowell
Rd., serving the ever-growing university campus community, with intersection
improvements at Crowell Rd. and Ansel Adams Ave. to safely provide access to
CSUS. Third, it would create a Class | shared-use path along N. Tegner Rd., providing
connectivity between the proposed improvements on Christoffersen Pkwy. and the
existing Class | bike path near Taylor Rd., which is used primarily for recreational
purposes. See the attached project location map for more information (page 39).

In addition to direct service, the project would indirectly serve commercial
centers, parks, housing, places of worship and places of employment through
connectivity to other Class Il facilities in the northern part of the City. This
demonstrates the value of the project not only as a stand-alone project, but as a gap-
elimination project, allowing users to complete round-trips for recreation, commuting
and education purposes.

The project will also remove barriers to mobility, such as the demolition of
portions of pork chop islands near signalized intersections or the installation of curb
ramps at Crowell Rd. and Ansel Adams Ave. to provide safe, accessible paths of travel
that can be used by bicyclists and pedestrians crossing the street.

One of the benefits of this project is that by connecting to existing Class I
facilities that the City expects an increased use of existing facilities as well. However,
to help encourage that use the City will rely on non-infrastructure components, such as
education and encouragement, to help student and adult users alike better understand

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

The proposed project has been identified specifically as a priority improvement
area in the City’s General Plan (page 82) and a priority improvement project in the
City’s Active Transportation Plan (page 83). Both of these documents involved
significant public outreach and public participation over separate, 18+ month periods of
time. Both public participation efforts involved participation from parents, teachers,
professors, school district administration personnel, young adults, bicycle commuters,
business owners, advocates and City staff. All stakeholders have expressed support
over a project that not only creates new facilities for travel, but repairs the broken
connections within the existing bicycle network, thereby allowing them to better use the
facilities that are already present. The non-infrastructure components were specifically
identified as being necessary for users to better understand how to use existing
facilities.

In addition, this project was identified as a high-priority project by citizens in a
series of workshops held as part of the process for determining which ATP grant
applications would be submitted. Many parents and adult students (attending the
nearby university) flatly stated that without dedicated facilities along Christoffersen
Pkwy. and suitable connectors to adjacent bicycle facilities, that they would not feel
safe allowing their children to ride their bikes on this road, nor would they feel safe
themselves.

As a member agency of the Stanislaus Council of Governments (StanCOG) the
City supports StanCOG’s vision in the RTP “for a more sustainable, healthy, and
equitable region with multi-modal transportation options available for all users” (page
84) and affirms the importance of this project in meeting that driving principle. As such,
in addition to being a high-priority for citizens and community stakeholders, it is a local

government priority as well.
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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.)

According to the Transportation Injury Mapping System (TIMS) there were no
reported injuries or fatalities involving non-motorized users within the project area
between January 2009 and December 2013. Verbal reports provided by bicyclists
have each described several non-injury collisions within the project area over the same
time period, but since the Turlock Police Department does not respond to non-injury
accidents these collisions are not recorded and therefore not quantified within
SWITTRS. In addition, the previously cited community survey indicated that safety
was a primary concern amongst users. This concern was further confirmed by parents
in workshops who don’t feel safe allowing their children to ride in the project area
without some sort of dedicated facilities.

However, a lack of reported accidents along this corridor is not due to a lack of
safety, but rather to a lack of use. The purpose of the project would be to provide safe,
accessible facilities that would encourage use. With increased use there is the
potential for increased collisions, but our goal is to design these facilities in a manner
that provides the safest possible connectivity.

Since the proposed route would be new and therefore does not have accident
data, it would be appropriate to consider the potential reduction in collisions involving
non-motorized users along the nearest parallel street... in accordance with application
guidelines. In this case, Monte Vista Ave. (south of Christoffersen Pkwy.) has the
same speed limit and number of vehicle travel lanes, along with similar roadway
characteristics and typical traffic volumes, except that Monte Vista Ave. also has Class
Il bicycle lanes adjacent to on-street parking. Therefore, it is reasonable to assume

that the provision of safer bicycle transportation options along Christoffersen Pkwy.
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with narrower vehicle travel lanes, buffered separation between vehicles and bicycles,
green-colored pavement in conflict zones, additional signs and markings and other
intersection improvements would reduce the number of users along Monte Vista Ave.
and generate a safety improvement along that corridor.

After querying TIMS for bicycle or pedestrian related collisions within the same
time period, TIMS provided a collision diagram (page 85) that demonstrated five
bicycle collisions, all related to right-of-way violations. These right-of-way violations
occurred along portions of the roadway where bicycle facility signs and markings were
poor (at that time). Since then the City has provided structural overlays for several of
these locations, upgrading signs and markings. Since that time no additional bicycle
related collisions have been reported where these improvements have been made,
though some measure of risk remains at other locations.

The proposed improvements seek to minimize that risk by attracting users to

facilities that are more clearly marked and safer to navigate.

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.

This project seeks to eliminate hazards within the project area in a variety of
ways. First, vehicle lane widths along Christoffersen Pkwy. will be reduced to provide
room for the buffered bike lanes. This width reduction is expected to have a natural
speed reduction effect amongst motorists.

Secondly, the proposed bike lane will be enhanced with a buffered area of no
less than three feet in width to clearly delineate the travel area for vehicles and provide
greater separation between vehicles and bicyclists.
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Third, the provision of bicycle lanes will permit bicyclists to travel within the
street, as opposed to traveling on the sidewalk, and reduce conflicts with pedestrians.
This will involve enforcement efforts as well, which are also a part of the project.

Fourth, modifications will be made to traffic signals throughout the project area to
ensure that they can properly detect and serve bicyclists; these modifications will
include both detection equipment and modification to the signal timing to ensure
compliance with the CA MUTCD.

Fifth, new signs and markings will help clearly delineate expectations for both
motorists and bicyclists, ensuring clear expectations for both roadway users. These
countermeasures, including the use of green pavement markings within the bicycle
lane at conflict areas, will help provide greater awareness of bicyclists to adjacent
motorists.

Sixth, additional traffic control and parking prohibitions, such as the new
crosswalks, curb ramps, and parking prohibitions planned for Crowell Rd., will allow all
users of the roadway to travel along the roadway safely and make safer turning
movements at this highly used intersection.

In evaluating this project the City considered a variety of alternatives. First, the
City considered not providing bicycle facilities along this route at all and redirecting
bicycle traffic to parallel streets. However, this option was not selected because in
many cases the bicyclist would have to travel a significant distance to detour around
the project area, it was not consistent with the priority improvements identified by the
community, and there was strong opposition by local stakeholders to the idea of not
providing bicycle improvements on such a critical connector.

The City also considered providing a separated facility, such as a Class | or IV, to
provide a safer transportation option. However, this installation was cost prohibitive,
posed maintenance challenges to city crews as these facilities could not be easily
cleaned by street sweepers (as is the case now) and posed right-of-way acquisition

issues at some locations.
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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 public stakeholders in the process were local bicycle advocates, residents,
business owners, university students, teachers, parents and grandparents of students
and representatives from disadvantaged communities. The governmental stakeholders
included representatives from the Turlock Unified School District (TUSD), California
State University, Stanislaus (CSUS), Parent Teachers Association (PTA), elected
leaders, StanCOG, planning division personnel, law enforcement officers from the
Turlock Traffic Safety Unit and public safety personnel.

Letters of support have been provided in Attachment J (pages 102-108).

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

The public involvement that led to the identification of this project came in a
prolonged, public outreach effort with multiple phases. First, during the General Plan
revision process in 2012, the City provided a series of workshops that were open to all
members of the community for their input. All of the outreach efforts were conducted
by the City’s consultant under direction of the Planning Division. Each of the
workshops was advertised in the newspaper, by posting on the City’s bulletin board,
through a dedicated website provided by the City’s consultant, and through targeted,
written notification of key stakeholders. One of these workshops focused solely on the
non-motorized components of the General Plan. This is where the concept of Class Il
facilities along Christoffersen Pkwy. was presented, along with the idea of providing

connectivity to high-use attractors through connectors. The concept was supported by
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both public and government stakeholders. The proposed project, along with the rest of
the plan, was adopted by the Planning Commission meeting and City Council meeting,
both of which provided a forum for public comment as well.

Secondly, in January 2014 the City, with support from Alta Planning + Design,
the City’s ATP consultant, began work on the City’s first Active Transportation Plan.
Part of that process involved specific public outreach efforts, which included hosting
heavily-advertised (at least 30-days in advance) community workshops, the
development of a project-specific website with key dates and all documents developed
throughout the process, advertising on the side of busses, a social media campaign
with Facebook and Twitter, as well as all standard public noticing requirements, which
includes advertising in the Turlock Journal (local newspaper) and posting on the City’s
bulletin board. The purpose of the outreach was two-fold: to solicit community
members to serve on an advisory committee, as well as to solicit ideas for
improvements within the community. Each workshop was attended by dozens of
stakeholders. This process resulted in the identification of a series of high-priority
projects, as well as secondary projects for future consideration. Of that list this
proposed project was identified as a high-priority improvement project.

Third, in an effort to solicit support for specific grant concepts, in April 2015 the
City reached out to key stakeholders through email (page 86) and members of the
general public through Facebook (page 88) and standard public noticing (page 89).
The City received no responses to this solicitation in writing, but did have some
members participate in the community workshops. Attendance at those three
workshops varied from 5-14 persons and each person that attended was active with
walking and biking, but mostly biking. This turnout, while perhaps traditionally low for a
community of our size, is fairly common within our community as many citizens are
(unfortunately) disengaged with future planning projects unless it were to present a
specific concern. As such, improvements to the infrastructure within the existing right-
of-way (no property acquisitions) generally result in very little feedback.

Each of the public meetings and workshops referenced above were publically

noticed in a manner that provided sufficient advance notice (15-30 days in advance) for
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attendance. All of these meetings were held at Turlock City Hall within conference
rooms that were ADA accessible. The meetings were held at a variety of different
times (morning, afternoon and evening) and on different days of the week (weekdays,
weekends) to provide the greatest number of opportunities for participation.
Translation services were offered upon request, but no such services were requested.
Some of the public stakeholders were general members of the public, while some
public stakeholders belong to the ATP Citizen Advisory Committee that convened upon
request of the City for participation and feedback in the development of the City’s

Active Transportation Plan.

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 general feedback provided initially was to simply provide dedicated bicycle
facilities along Christoffersen Pkwy. Within the context of that conversation, varying
views were presented for how the City could best achieve that. One group of
stakeholders (Group A) expressed concern over safety and believed that a physical
barrier, rather than a painted one, was necessary to protect bicyclists and provide for a
“sense of safety.” Another group of stakeholders (Group B) felt that a physical barrier,
such as a vertical curb, would not actually contribute much to safety, as a high-speed
vehicle could jump that curb, and that the additional cost (initial and long-term) would
not be worth it. Another group of stakeholders (Group C) expressed concerns with a
more gradual change within the community, rather than a major one, to gradually
‘change the culture” of biking, as opposed to immediate, drastic changes.

Ultimately the respondents were all supportive of improvements through the
project area, though some felt strongly that a different class of facility would be
preferred. The City considered those alternatives, as previously stated, but ultimately
decided to stick with the buffered Class Il concept as that had the greatest support

amongst stakeholders and could be easily maintained with existing equipment and
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programs. There was consensus that dedicated facilities of any type would be a step

forward in promoting biking within the community.

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

As part of a stakeholder engagement plan the City plans to keep in regular
communication with stakeholders that have participated in the General Plan, ATP or
grant suggestion solicitations. An email distribution list will be maintained and used for
communication purposes. In addition, a local bicycle advocacy group called “Bike
Turlock” has an expansive network of citizens interesting in biking-related
improvements and activities. The City will remain engaged with Bike Turlock on all

updates so that they can keep their members informed of improvements.
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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)

This project will provide health benefits to users of all demographic groups, but
will provide specific benefits to targeted user groups. One of the targeted user groups
is school age children (5-18 years old). According to the California Health Interview
Survey (CHIS), approximately 25% of school age children within Stanislaus County are
physically active for one hour a day on three days or less of an average week (page
90). In addition, 18.3% of children are overweight for their age (page 91).

The results are not much better for the general public as whole:

“The neighborhood environment affects a person’s diet choices and risk of
obesity and chronic disease. UCLA’s Center for Health Policy Research
(California Center for Public Health Advocacy, 2008), found an association
between the quality of the retail food environment and rates of both obesity and
diabetes. Researchers calculated an index they called the Retail Food
Environment Index (RFEI): the ratio of fast-food restaurants and convenience
stores to grocery stores and produce vendors. Data for California jurisdictions
showed that the higher the Retail Food Environment Index (RFEI) in a
jurisdiction, the higher the prevalence of obesity and diabetes.

The average RFEI for California is 4.48, which means that for each grocery
store or produce vendor around homes, there are nearly four and a half times as
many fast food restaurants, pizza places and convenience stores. Stanislaus has
the second highest RFEI (5.48) and the highest obesity prevalence (31.5% vs.
21.2% for California) in the state” (Community Health Needs Assessment of
Stanislaus County, 2013).
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More simply put, many Stanislaus County residents need to exercise even more
than those in neighboring counties due to the prevalence of fast food and the dietary
choices they make.

According to the County Health Rankings and Roadmaps (page 92), Stanislaus
County ranked 50 (out of 57 counties in the State) for “Health Factors,” 40 out of 57 for
“Quality of Life,” 50 out of 57 for “Social and Economic Factors,” and 56 out of 57 for
“Physical Environment Factors.” This reflects an environment where a variety of
economic, social, quality of life and health factors that make it difficult for citizens,
especially children, to achieve the healthy lifestyles that are so important to longevity.
Addressing health issues as complex as these requires a multi-pronged,
comprehensive approach. One of those “prongs” involves engineering and
infrastructure, which provides opportunities for commuting, recreation and exercise. A
lack of accessible, safe facilities limits the options of all citizens to other less desirable

choices.

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

This project is expected to enhance public health by first and foremost providing
accessible, safe pedestrian and bicycle facilities for use by citizens in areas that have
generated high demand for such facilities. The provision of these facilities will allow
residents to use them, resulting in additional physical exercise, whether it be
commuting to work, traveling to school or utilizing the facilities for recreational
purposes. Feedback from stakeholders has indicated that they are willing, ready and
able to use non-motorized forms of transportation more frequently, but will only do so
when adequate facilities exist.

Dr. Penny Gordon-Larsen of the University of North Carolina led a research
group to study the relationship between city infrastructure and bicycling rates with a
focus on a dedicated bikeway in Minnesota known as the Minneapolis Greenway. Dr.
Gordon-Larsen stated, “We found that bicycle commuting increased most significantly

in communities along the Greenway. These data are supportive, but not proof, that a
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commitment to urban cycling infrastructure can increase active commuting by bicycle”
(page 93).

Secondly, through education, encouragement and enforcement the City expects
to see an increase in non-motorized use from citizens who may never had considered
walking or biking to complete trips previously. Through specific emphasis towards
schools and children the City expects to see an increase in student and parents bicycle
trips, now that barriers to access have been removed. This gradual change in the
culture will likely continue to the other members of the family who may choose to walk
or ride bicycles more once any previously held stigmas have been replaced with the
recognition of walking and bicycling as a viable, less expensive transportation option.

The City would like to acknowledge the assistance of Ms. Olivia Tong, Ms.
Charisma Hooda and Dr. Sharon Hutchins from the Stanislaus County Health Services

Agency (local health department) for their information and assistance.
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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. 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:
$
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

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:

¢ 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
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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? 0%
Explain how this percent was calculated.

This project does not provide a direct benefit to a disadvantaged community, as it
is not within the vicinity of a disadvantaged community. Any benefit to a disadvantaged

community would be indirect or infrequent.

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.

This project does not provide a direct benefit to a disadvantaged community, as it
is not within the vicinity of a disadvantaged community. Any benefit to a disadvantaged

community would be indirect or infrequent.
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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.)

Christoffersen Pkwy. Class Il Improvements

One alternative to the installation of Class Il facilities was a Class IV cycle track,
which would run parallel to the outside vehicle travel lane in both directions, separated
from the vehicle travel lane by a raised, concrete curb. The concrete curb was serve
as a physical barrier that would buffer bicyclists from adjacent high-speed traffic. A
similar alternative would widen the existing sidewalk by expanding into the roadway,
thereby by creating an adjacent Class | facility instead. Both of these options would
cost significantly more up-front for installation, without a significant associated benefit,
making them significantly less competitive during the ATP review process. In addition,
physical improvements such as these posed utility conflicts and right-of-way issues that
could be avoided by constructing within the roadway.

Another alternative that was discussed was directing bicycle traffic to other
surface streets and not construct any improvements. This alternative would have been
lower cost, but posed practical challenges for implementation. First, the nearest similar
roadway was too far away, making it impractical to use for destinations that are along
Christoffersen Pkwy. Second, these alternate bicycle facilities would have to transition
periodically between Class Il and Il due to infrastructure constraints, posing safety
concerns for bicyclists. Lastly, bicycle advocates stressed the importance of providing
facilities on major roadways out of principle, to help make headway on changing the
culture by reminding drivers of vehicles that roadways are to be shared.

The proposed improvements were selected as the best value based on their
installation costs, maintenance costs, ability to achieve the stated goals and the overall

benefit to the community.
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N. Tegner Rd. Class | and Class Il Improvements

One alternative to the proposed improvements was to extend the roadway all the
way to Christoffersen Pkwy. with Class Il facilities on either side of the roadway. This
alternative would have included new access ramps for connectivity on the south end.
Unfortunately, this scope would have involved road widening costs for sole benefit of
vehicle traffic, which would have been a non-participating cost that the City would be
unable to fund. As such, the alternative was not discussed further as it would have
cost more and had significant costs that would be considered “non-participating.”

Another alternative that was discussed was providing access along a different
route to Christoffersen Pkwy., perhaps at a reduced cost. After evaluating options it
became apparent that no other public rights-of-way were available for such an
installation. The further pursue this option the City would have to acquire additional
right-of-way, which can not only add significant delay, but significant costs as well. In
addition, the original location serves the needs of the community better by providing a
direct connection between existing facilities.

The proposed improvements were selected as the best value based on their
installation costs, maintenance costs, ability to achieve the stated goals and the overall

benefit to the community.

Crowell Rd. Class Il Improvements

An alternative that was considered in lieu of Class Il facilities was to keep the
existing lane configuration and striping as-is and designate this portion of roadway as a
Class lll facility instead. This alternative would have involved posting “BIKE ROUTE”
signs and painting “sharrows” in the travel lanes. This alternative was lower cost, but
many of the stakeholders felt that it did not do enough to provide for the safety of the
bicyclists in a community that is largely comprised of motor vehicle traffic. In addition, it
did not address the right-of-way concerns for southbound bicyclists seeking to make a

left-turn at Ansel Adams Ave. onto the CSUS on-site Class | shared use path.
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The proposed improvements were selected as the best value based on their
installation costs, maintenance costs, ability to achieve the stated goals and the overall

benefit to the community.

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/ha/tpp/offices/eab/atp.html. After calculating the B/C ratios for
the project, provide constructive feedback on the tool (2 points max.)

$13,425,668 $13,425,668
an
$550,000 $346,000

( ).

The ATP Benefit/Cost Tool was used as required and the results of that
calculation are listed in Attachment | (page 95). A cost/benefit ratio of 28.03 was found.

The tool was easy to use and the calculations appeared to function as intended.
However, | was unable to enter data into cell M6 on tab “2)NonInfrastructure Inputs”
because the cell was “locked” for editing. As such, | could not list the number of current
active walkers/bicyclists in the area, which I’'m sure had an impact on the calculations.
However, without understanding how the pages were set up and how the formulas
operate | could not make any other changes to compensate for this spreadsheet error.

As such, | completed the rest of the form as instructed.
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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.)

If the requested ATP funds are approved the City is able to leverage $192,000 in
CMAQ monies (with toll credits) programmed for the same fiscal years, which
represents 35% of the total project costs. The use of CMAQ funds for this purpose was
clarified as acceptable by CalTrans prior to the application submission (page 110). All
participating costs associated with this project will be fully federally funded.

The City is prepared to pay $12,000 towards non-participating costs associated

with widening a portion of N. Tegner Rd. for vehicle parking.
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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)?

[J  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)
m  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):

m  Neither corps can participate in the project (0 points) (pages 100-101)

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

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

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

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 Turlock has successfully met all project delivery requirements for all
projects receiving funding from federal and state funded programs as administered by
the CalTrans Division of Local Assistance in the past five years. The City remains

committed to delivering this project in a timely manner as well.

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
(1, 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 |
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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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 facilities (responsible for their maintenance and operation) or they have authority over this position.

— 2N/ wA Date:  06/01/2015

Name: Roy Wasden Phone: (209) 668-5540
Title: City Manager e-mail: rwasden@turlock.ca.us

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 & school(s) benefited by thig application is not on a school closure list.

Date:  06/01/2015

Signature:
Name: Mike Trainor Phone: (209) 667-0645
Title: Assistant Superintendent/Business Services e-mail: mtrainor@turlock.k12.ca.us

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:|3/25/2015

Project Information:

Project Title:

City of Turlock - Christoffersen Pkwy. Bicycle Improvements with Connectors

District County Route EA Project ID PPNO
10 Stanislaus VAR
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 |$12,000 of CON phase is non-
E&P (PA&ED) 20 20| participating work f(streert]i\évliglening
Pt ai ai gzrtliﬁ;)e?L?:(;erjdt;yOtLZiity of
Riw Turlock.
CON 490 490
TOTAL 60 490 550
ATP Funds |Infrastructure Cycle 2 Program Code
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)
Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total Funding Agency
E&P (PA&ED) 15 15
PS&E 29 29 Notes:
R/W
CON 220 220
TOTAL 44 220 264
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 Used for education,
CON 82 g2|encouragement, enforcement and
TOTAL ) ) evaluation efforts
ATP Funds |PIan 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/W
CON
TOTAL
lof2
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA ¢ DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ATP PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST

Date:|3/25/2015

Project Information:

Project Title:

City of Turlock - Christoffersen Pkwy. Bicycle Improvements with Connectors

District County Route EA Project ID PPNO
10 Stanislaus
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
TOTAL
Fund No. 3: [cvAaQ 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) 5 Fed DOT
PS&E 11 Notes:
R/W CMAQ project involves Class Il
CON 176 176|striping and listed in 2015 FTIP
TOTAL 16 176 192
Fund No. 4: |Local Gas Tax Fund 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) City of Turlock
PS&E Notes:
R/W Local agency shall provide funds
CON 12 for non-participating portion of work
TOTAL 12
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 (PA&ED)
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/W
CON
TOTAL
20f2
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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.

N3

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

2. Project layout-plan/map showing existing and proposed conditions must: Engineer’s Initials: Nr§
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
. Show the full scope of the proposed project, including any non-participating construction items
c. 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)

3. Typical cross-section(s) showing existing and proposed conditions. Engineer’s Initials: W)
(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: /\B

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
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Form Date: farch. 2015 ATP Cycle 2 - Application Form — Attachment C

5. Crash/Safety Data, Collision maps and Countermeasures: Engineer’s Initials: ;\17

a.

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

NS

6. Project Schedule and Requested programming of ATP funding Engineer’s Initials: __ |-
a. All applicants must anticipate receiving federal ATP funding for the project and therefore the project

schedules and programming included in the application must account for all applicable requirements and
timeframes.

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.
R
7. Warrant studies/guidance (Check if not applicable) Engineer’s Initials: ﬂff_
» a. For new Signals —Warrant 4, 5 or 7 must be met (CA MUTCD): Signal warrants must be documented
A N/A as having been met based on the CA MUTCD
8. Additional narration and documentation: Engineer’s Initials: N;B’
a. The textin the “Narrative Questions” in the application is consistent with and supports the engineering logic
and calculations used in the development of the plans/maps and estimate
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: Engineer's Stamp:

Name (Last, First):i B fay
1

. Nathaa |

Title: !

Engineer License Numberi 764472 l

Signature: /bmﬁm;%jé%w/ ‘

Sem’»r C,‘\).'E Fﬁﬁ;neef‘ l

&

Date: |

ol JuNE 205

Email: [

Nbray @ ferlek. ca-v) |

Phone: [ (z29] 6% - S525 |
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Attachment E: Project Plans
Christoffersen Pkwy. Class Il
Typical Application at
Signalized Intersections

Maintain 6' bike lane with
a 3' buffered, hatch area

/

Maintain 12' thru lanes and
11" turn lanes for vehicles




Attachment E: Project Plans
Christoffersen Pkwy. Class Il
Typical Application at

Straight Roadway Segments

Maintain 3-5' wide buffer area
(varies on street width fluxuations)




Attachment E: Project Plans - i, 1 wlwinvarion com
Crowell Rd. Class Il Facilities o it o
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Typical Cross Section

6' bicycle lanes, both sides

11' vehicle lanes, both sides

8' parking + 3' door zone area,
east side only
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Attachment E: Project Plans
Crowell Rd. Concept Diagram

Existing Conditions



WYork
Text Box
Attachment E: Project Plans
Crowell Rd. Concept Diagram

WYork
Text Box
Existing Conditions
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Attachment E: Project Plans
N. Tegner Rd. Class | & Il Facilities

ting right-o- Va

Northern Typical Cross Section
5' sidewalk, both sides

5' Class Il bike lane, both sides

11' vehicle travel lanes, both directions

8' vehicle parking area, east side

F5G 11— 11— —13—}5']

Southern Typical Cross Section

15' wide Class | shared-use path (asphalt)
4' shoulder, both sides (crushed rock)
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Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Cost

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

Project Information:

Agency: |City of Turlock

Application ID: 10-Turlock-1 |Prepared by: |Nathan Bray Date: 5/24/2015

Project Description: |City of Turlock - Christoffersen Pkwy. Bicycle Improvements with Connectors

Project Location: On Christoffersen Pkwy., between N. Golden State Blvd. and east city limits; on N. Tegner Rd., between the southern termination point and Christoffersen Pkwy.; and on Crow

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 — by Corps/CCC
Item No. Item Quantity [ Units |  Unit Cost UGEY % $ % $ % $ % $
Item Cost
1 Mobilization 1 LS $10,000.00 $10,000 100% [  $10,000
2 TTCP 1 LS $20,000.00 $20,000 100% |  $20,000
3 Buffer Bike Lane Striping 34200 LF $3.00 $102,600 | 100% | $102,600
4 Conflict Zone Striping 57 EA $1,000.00 $57,000 100% $57,000
5 Traffic Signal Bicycle Detector Loops 18 EA $500.00 $9,000 100% $9,000
6 Median Island Modifications 1 LS $21,000.00 $21,000 100% $21,000
7 Earthwork (NP) 1 LS $5,000.00 $5,000 100% $5,000
8 AB (NP) 33 CcY $60.00 $1,980 100% $1,980
9 HMA (NP) 45 TN $100.00 $4,500 100% $4,500
10 Earthwork 1 LS $15,000.00 $15,000 100% | $15,000
11 AB 123 CY $60.00 $7,380 100% $7,380
12 HMA 167 TN $100.00 $16,700 100% | $16,700
13 Minor Concrete (Curb and Gutter) 360 LF $40.00 $14,400 100% |  $14,400
14 Minor Concrete (Sidewalk) 1800 SF $5.00 $9,000 100% $9,000
15 Minor Concrete (Driveway) 2 EA $3,000.00 $6,000 100% $6,000
16 Minor Concrete (Access Ramp) 4 EA $3,500.00 $14,000 100% $14,000
17 Bollards 1 LS $2,500.00 $2,500 100% $2,500
18 Signs 1 LS $1,200.00 $1,200 100% $1,200
Subtotal of Construction Items:|  $317,260 $305,780 $11,480
Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items): o
Enter in the cell to the right 10.00% el
Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:|  $348,986
Project Cost Estimate:
Type of Project Delivery Cost I Cost $
Preliminary Engineering (PE)
Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED):| $ 20,000
Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):| $ 40,000
Total PE:| $ 60,000 | 17%| 25% Max
Right of Way (RW)
Right of Way Engineering:| $ -
Acquisitions and Utilities:| $ -
Total RW:| $ =
Construction (CON)
Construction Engineering (CE):| $ 59,000 | 14%| 15% Max
Total Construction Items & Contingencies: $348,986
Total CON: 407,986
Total Project Cost Estimate: 467,986
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Exhibit 22-R ATP Non-Infrastructure Project Work Plan

Fill in the following items:

Date: (1)

25-May-15

Project Number: (2)

Project Location(s): (3a)

City of Turlock - Christoffersen Pkwy., btw. Golden State Blvd. and eastern city limits

" (3b)

City of Turlock - N. Tegner Rd., btw. Sandstone St. and W. Christoffersen Pkwy.

" (3c)

City of Turlock - Crowell Rd., btw. W. Christoffersen Pkwy. and Ansel Adams Ave.

Project Description: (4)

Implement a comprehensive bicycle and pedestrian education campaign, encouragement activities, traffic
safety enforcement and evaluation programs near the schools within the project area. The purpose of these
efforts is to increase safety and general use of non-motorized facilities.

Proceed to enter information in each Task Tab, as applies (Task A, Task B, Task C, Task C, etc.)

For Department use only

You will not be able to fill in the following items. Items will auto-populate once you've entered all "Task" tabs that applies:

Task Summary:

Click the links below
to navigate to
"Task Details" tabs:

Task Task Name Start Date End Date Cost
Task "A" Education Mar-2018 May-2019 $ 48,460.00
Task "B" Encouragement Aug-2018 May-2019 $ 6,005.00
Task "C" Enforcement Aug-2018 May-2019 $ 20,480.00
Task "D" Evaluation Aug-2018 May-2019 $ 6,760.00
Task "E" $ -
Task "F" $ =
Task "G" $ -
Task "H" $ =
Task "I" $ -
Task "J" $ =
GRAND TOTAL | $ 81,705.00

ATP V. 6 (05/04/2015)
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TASK "A" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):|Education

Task Summary (5b):|Implement education program components

Task Schedule (5c¢): Start Date :|Mar-2018 End Date:|May-2019
Activities (6a): Deliverables (6b):
1 Prepare RFP and oversee selection and management of consultant to  |Notice to Consultants; Request for Proposals; proposal of
' provide educational services selected consultant; timesheet report

Conduct an after-school bike rodeo at each of the five schools identified,

2. - . ) L Attendance and participation report
providing age-appropriate bicycle training
3 Provide a helmet for 2 students, per grade, per school, who most Score/evaluation of student progress; receipts for the purchase
' successfully achieve bike rodeo tasks and participation. of helmets
4 Conduct a series of in-school Student Bicycle and Pedestrian Traffic Attendance and participation report
' Safety Education classes at each of the five schools identified
5 Provide a bicycle for 1 student, per grade, per school, who most Score/evaluation of student progress; receipts for the purchase

successfully meets bicycle training expectations through participation. of bicycles

Conduct a traffic safety campaign within the community using print
6. media, radio spots, billboards and TV spots to eductate the general Invoices and receipts for paid services
public about safe walking, biking and driving behaviors.

7.
8.
9.
10.
Staff Costs:
) Staff Rate
Staff Title (7a): Total
(7a) Hours (7b) [Per Hour (7c) $
Party 1 - |Project Manager (Consultant) 50 $140.00 $ 7,000.00
Party 2 - [Asst. Project Manager (Consultant) 80 $100.00 $ 8,000.00
Party 3 - [Asst. Project Manager (Consultant) 80 $90.00 $ 7,200.00
Party 4 - |[Admin. Assistant (Consultant) 10 $60.00 $ 600.00
Party 5 - |Capital Project Coordinator (City staff) 20 $85.00 $ 1,700.00
Party 6 - $ -
Subtotal Party Costs (6d):| $ 24,500.00
Indirect Costs (6e):| $ 1,950.00
Total Staff Costs (6f):| $ 26,450.00

Task Notes (8):

Consultant shall be selected to develop, implement and report on all aspects associated with this task. They shall work with City staff and school officials to ensure that
educational efforts are conducted in the most effective way possible. City staff shall oversee the contract with the consultant to verify compliance with task
requirements. This task is comprehensive in nature and will involved targeted educational components for students, as well as a general education component to
benefit all users of the new facilities. This educuation component is critical to start changing the culture of the community away from vehicle dominence as we move
towards equal recognition of all forms of travel. The indirect costs identified are for City staff only and based upon a currently approved ICRP with CalTrans. The
actual rate may be different at the time that funds are expended; the City shall use the lesser of this amount or the approved ICRP rate for that time period.

Other Costs:

You will not be able to fill in the following items. The totals for each "Other Costs" category listed below will automatically calculate from information
entered in the itemized other costs section:

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost", Travel (92):| $ -
click below: Equipment (9b):| $ -
Supplies/Materials (9c): 1,000.00
[ Itemized “Other Costs” Section ] PP ()| $
Incentives (9d):| $ 3,360.00
Other Direct Costs (9e):| $ 17,650.00
N s -
Total Other Costs (99):| $ 22,010.00
TASK GRAND TOTAL (10g):| $ 48,460.00

ATP V.6 (05/04/2015) Page H-54



Task "A" Other Costs:
Iltemized Travel Cost (9a) Iltemized Equipment Cost (9b)
Please provide an itemized "travel" cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "equipment" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task
Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)
Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total $ Type of Equipment Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1. $ 1. $
2. $ 2. $
3. $ 3. $
4. $ 4. $
5. $ 5. $
6. $ 6. $
7. $ 7. $
8. $ 8. $
9. $ 9. $
10. $ 10. $
11. $ 11. $
12. $ 12. $
13. $ 13. $
14. $ 14. $
15. $ 15. $
16. $ 16. $
17. $ 17. $
18. $ 18. $
19. $ 19. $
20. $ 20. $
Total 0 $ Total: 0 $0 $
Total Travel Cost:| $ ° Total Equipment Cost:| $ -
Itemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9c) Itemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials” cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives" cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task
Supplies/Materials (9¢) Incentives (9d)
Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $

1.|Print/re-production package (brochures, flyers, posters) 1 ea $1,000 $ 1,000.00 1.|Bicycle helmet 48 ea $20 $ 960.00

2. $ - 2.|Youth bicycle 24 ea $100 $ 2,400.00
3. $ - 3. $
4. $ o 4. $
5. $ - 5. $
6. $ o 6. $
7. $ - 7. $
8. $ o 8. $
9. $ - 9. $
10. $ - 10. $
11. $ - 11. $
12. $ - 12. $
13. $ - 13. $
14. $ - 14. $
15. $ - 15. $
16. $ - 16. $
17. $ - 17. $
18. $ - 18. $
19. $ - 19. $
20. $ - 20. $

Total i $1,000 $ 1,000.00 Total: 72 $120 $ 3,360.00

Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ 1,000.00 Total Incentives Cost:| $ 3,360.00

ATP V.6 (05/04/2015)
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Task "A" Other Costs:

Itemized Other Direct Costs (9¢e)

Itemized Other Direct Costs (9f)

Please provide an itemized "other" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task

Please provide an itemized "other direct" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task

Other Direct Costs (9e)

Other Direct Costs (9f)

Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Event Insurance (Bicycle Rodeos) 5 ea $110 $ 550.00 1. $
2.|Bicycle Rodeo materials package (cones, barriers, pens/paper, etc.) 1 ea $300 $ 300.00 2. $
3.|Radio ad spot, one-month regular rotation 6 ea $1,000 $ 6,000.00 3. $
4.|Billboard ad, 12-month position per location 3 ea $2,000 $ 6,000.00 4. $
5.|Newspaper ad, twice a month 12 ea $400 $ 4,800.00 5. $
6. $ - 6. $
7. $ o 7. $
8. $ - 8. $
9. $ o 9. $

10. $ - 10. $
11. $ - 11. $
12. $ - 12. $
13. $ - 13. $
14. $ - 14. $
15. $ - 15. $
16. $ - 16. $
17. $ - 17. $
18. $ - 18. $
19. $ - 19. $
20. $ - 20. $
Total 27 $3,810 $ 17,650.00 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Other Direct Cost:| $ 17,650.00 Total Other Direct Cost:| $

ATP V.6 (05/04/2015)
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TASK "B" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):

Encouragement

Task Summary (5b):

Conduct encouragement activities at schools and within the community to encourage more bicycle use

Task Schedule (5c¢):

Start Date :[Aug-2018

End Date: |May-2019

Activities and Deliverables:

Activities (6a):

Deliverables (6b):

1. Conduct a launch party for the new bikeways upon project completion

Scheduled of events; report from project manager

Develop and distribute SR2S walking/biking maps to all students in the five
schools affected by the associated infrastructure improvements

Copy of biking/walking map; receipts for printing/reproduction

10.

Staff Costs:

Staff Title (7a): Hof::fz7b) oor E(‘;";‘i - Total $

Party 1 - [Project Manager (Consultant) 10 $140.00 $ 1,400.00
Party 2 - [Asst. Project Manager (Consultant) 11 $100.00 $ 1,100.00
Party 3 - [Asst. Project Manager (Consultant) 12 $90.00 $ 1,080.00
Party 4 - [Admin. Assistant (Consultant) 1 $60.00 $ 60.00
Party 5 - [Capital Project Coordinator (City staff) 2 $85.00 $ 170.00

Party 6 - $ =
Subtotal Party Costs (6d):[ $ 3,810.00
Indirect Costs (6e): $ 195.00
Total Staff Costs (6f):| $ 4,005.00

Task Notes (8):

requirements.

Consultant shall be selected to develop, implement and report on all aspects associated with this task. They shall work with City staff and school officials to ensure that
encouragement efforts are conducted in the most effective way possible. City staff shall oversee the contract with the consultant to verify compliance with task

Other Costs:

You will not be able to fill in the following items. The totals for each "Other Costs" category listed below will automatically calculate from information
entered in the itemized other costs section:

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost",

click below:

Itemized “Other Costs” Section ]

Travel (9a):

Equipment (9b):

Supplies/Materials (9c):

2,000.00

Incentives (9d):

Other Direct Costs (9e):

"(9f):

» | |la|lo ||| e

Total Other Costs (99):

2,000.00

TASK GRAND TOTAL (10g):

©*»

6,005.00
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Task "B" Other Costs:
Iltemized Travel Cost (9a) Iltemized Equipment Cost (9b)
Please provide an itemized "travel" cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "equipment" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task
Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)
Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total $ Type of Equipment Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1. $ - 1. $
2. $ - 2. $
3. $ - 3. $
4. $ - 4. $
5. $ - 5. $
6. $ - 6. $
7. $ - 7. $
8. $ - 8. $
9. $ - 9. $
10. $ - 10. $
11. $ - 11. $
12. $ - 12. $
13. $ - 13. $
14. $ - 14. $
15. $ - 15. $
16. $ - 16. $
17. $ - 17. $
18. $ - 18. $
19. $ - 19. $
20. $ - 20. $
Total 0 $ = Total: 0 $0 $
Total Travel Cost: $ ° Total Equipment Cost:| $
Itemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9c) Itemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials” cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives" cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task
Supplies/Materials (9¢) Incentives (9d)

Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Print/copy of SR2S biking/walking map 1000 ea $2 $ 2,000.00 1 $
2. $ o 2. $
3. $ - 3. $
4. $ ° 4. $
5. $ - 5. $
6. $ o 6. $
7. $ - 7. $
8. $ o 8. $
9. $ - 9. $

10. $ - 10. $
11. $ - 11. $
12. $ - 12 $
13. $ - 13. $
14. $ - 14. $
15. $ - 15. $
16. $ - 16. $
17. $ - 17. $
18. $ - 18. $
19. $ - 19. $
20. $ - 20. $
Total 1000 $2 $ 2,000.00 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ 2,000.00 Total Incentives Cost:| $

ATP V.6 (05/04/2015)
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TASK "C" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):[Enforcement

Task Summary (5b):[Provided targeted traffic safety enforcement by police officers in vicinity of project area

Task Schedule (5c¢):

Start Date :[Aug-2018

End Date: |May-2019

Activities and Deliverables:

Activities (6a):

Deliverables (6b):

Targeted traffic enforcement by police officers throughout project area; ) . . - .
. X X I Report from Traffic Sergeant, including number of citations/warnings
1. days/hours of enforcement shall be set in consultation with the police department |. o 8 X LS
. . issued; minutes of meetings held to coordinate enforcement activities
and local school officials to ensure effectiveness
2.
3.
4,
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
Staff Costs:
' Staff Rate
Staff Title (7a): Total $
2 Hours (7b) | Per Hour (7c)
Party 1 - |Traffic Sergeant 40 $80.00 $ 3,200.00
Party 2 - [Police Officer Il 120 $74.00 $ 8,880.00
Party 3 - [Police Officer | 120 $70.00 $ 8,400.00
Party 4 - $ -
Party 5 - $ -
Party 6 - $ =
Subtotal Party Costs (6d):| $ 20,480.00
Indirect Costs (6e):
Total Staff Costs (6f):| $ 20,480.00

Task Notes (8):

This task shall be conducted entirely by City staff. No indirect costs are assumed because this department does not have an approved ICRP with CalTrans. Police
officers will meet with school officials and traffic engineering officials to develop an enforcement strategy within the project area. Specific emphasis will be made
towards right-of-way violations of (and against) non-motorized users, as well as an enforcement emphasis around schools during peak school periods. These officers
will represent additional patrols, not re-assigned from a different location (to maintain minimum staffing in the City).

Other Costs:

You will not be able to fill in the following items. The totals for each "Other Costs" category listed below will automatically calculate from information
entered in the itemized other costs section:

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost",

click below:

Travel (9a):

Equipment (9b):

5

Itemized “Other Costs” Section ]

Supplies/Materials (9c):

Incentives (9d):

Other Direct Costs (9e):

"rof):

»h | B |a|la| | e
'

Total Other Costs (99):

TASK GRAND TOTAL (10g):

©

20,480.00
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TASK "D" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):|Evaluation

Task Summary (5b):|Evaluate the use of non-motorized facilities in the project area through tallies, surveys and a count program

Task Schedule (5c¢):

Start Date :|Aug-2018

End Date: (May-2019

Activities and Deliverables:

Deliverables (6b):

1. Distribute, collect and analyze Student Hand Tallies and Parent Survey Forms

Copy of the basic form; report of findings

Conduct counts of non-motorized users at sample sites throughout project area in

Report of pedestrian and bicycle usage

accordance with NBPDP guidelines (multiple locations and times).

10.

Staff Costs:

Staff Title (7a): Hof::fz7b) oor E(‘;";‘i - Total $

Party 1 - [Project Manager (Consultant) 10 $140.00 $ 1,400.00
Party 2 - [Asst. Project Manager (Consultant) 15 $100.00 $ 1,500.00
Party 3 - [Field Technician(s) 30 $60.00 $ 1,800.00
Party 4 - [Admin. Assistant (Consultant) 10 $60.00 $ 600.00
Party 5 - [Capital Project Coordinator (City staff) 8 $85.00 $ 680.00

Party 6 - $ =
Subtotal Party Costs (6d):[ $ 5,980.00
Indirect Costs (6e): $ 780.00
Total Staff Costs (6f):| $ 6,760.00

Task Notes (8):

Consultant shall be selected to develop, implement and report on all aspects associated with this task. They shall work with City staff and school officials to ensure that
evaluation efforts are conducted in the most effective way possible. City staff shall oversee the contract with the consultant to verify compliance with task requirements.
Tally and survey forms shall be provided to every student enrolled in a school affected by this project. Non-motorized counts shall take place at sample sites on
multiple occassions, in accordance with recommendations in the National Bicycle and Pedestrian Documentation Project (NBPDP).

Other Costs:

entered in the itemized other costs section:

You will not be able to fill in the following items. The totals for each "Other Costs" category listed below will automatically calculate from information

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost", Travel (92):| $ -
click below: Equipment (9b):| $ -
= = Supplies/Materials (9c):| $ -
[ Itemized “Other Costs™ Section ]

Incentives (9d):| $ -
Other Direct Costs (9¢e):| $ -
"N s -

Total Other Costs (99):| $ -

TASK GRAND TOTAL (10g):| $ 6,760.00
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Project Details Purpose/Need
Construction Funding System Capacity Alt.
Location Project Limits Description Total Cost Year Source Preserv. Enhance. | Safety | mode
City of Riverbank
Claus Road Patterson Rd to Claribel Ave Bicycle Lanes $166,300 2016 CMAQ X
Oakdale Road Patterson Rd to Claribel Ave Bicycle Lanes $166,000 2016 CMAQ X
Various Locations Various Locations Pedestrian/Bicycle Infrastructure $4,768,600 2014-2038 | CMAQILTF x
Improvements
Various Locations Various Locations ADA/Sidewalk Improvements $1,811,900 2014 - 2028 Gas Tax X
Various Locations Various Locations School Traffic Safety Project $1,461,100 2016 - 2030 SR2S X
. Park
ge;:gn:-ietchy Trail Hetch Hetchy Trail Install trail system improvements $1,730,100 2020 - 2033 Development X
4 Fees
Stanislaus River Trail Park
System Stanislaus River Trail Install trail system improvements $1,023,500 2018 Development X
vs Fees
Jacob Myer Park CMAQ, Dev.
lyer ™ Jacob Myer Park Bridge Install trail system bridge $9,828,200 2022 Fees/Traffic X
Pedestrian Bridge
Impact Fees
Park
Various Locations Various Locations Rails to Trails $817,800 2022 - 2029 Development X
Fees
Total City of Riverbank (Bike/Ped) $21,773,500
City of Turlock
N . . . . BTA, SysDeyv,
Various Locations Various Locations Construct Class | Bike Paths $3,625,700 2015-2035 CMAQ, RSTP X
N . . . Construct Class Il and Class Il Bike BTA, SysDeyv,
Various Locations Various Locations Lanes $4,267,700 2020-2025 CMAQ, RSTP X
Total City of Turlock (Bike/Ped) $7,893,400
City of Waterford
N . . . Curb, Gutter, Sidewalk and CMAQ, TE,
Various Locations Various Locations Bike/Pedestrian Improvements $20,977,400 2014-2040 ‘ SR2S ‘ ‘ ‘ X
Total City of Waterford (Bicycle & Pedestrian) $20,977,400
Stanislaus County
" Hatch Road Widening - Widened PFF - City
Hatch Road Gilbert Road to Santa Fe Shoulders - Class 2 bikepath $2,985,200 2015 County X
Santa Fe Road Hatch to SR-132 Shoulder Widening - Class 2 Bikepath $633,400 2017 RSTP X
" Hammett Road to SR-219/Sisk - . RSTP/Non-
Pirrone Road inc. MCS Shoulder Widening - Class 2 Bikepath $913,400 2018 motorized LTF. X
McHenry Road Ladd Road to County Line Shoulder Widening - Class 2 Bikepath $978,600 2018 PFF X
Geer Road Hatch Road to Taylor Road Shoulder Widening - Class 2 Bikepath $1,008,000 2019 RST.P/NOH_ X
motorized LTF
Coffee Road Claratina to Claribel Shoulder Widening - Class 2 Bikepath $346,100 2020 RST.PlNon- X
motorized LTF
East Ave and Gratton : - . RSTP/Non-
Rd Daubenberger to Monte Vista Shoulder Widening - Class 2 Bikepath $1,468,600 2022 motorized LTF X
Albers Road SR 132 to Oakdale City Limits | Shoulder Widening - Class 2 Bikepath $1,475,900 2016 RST.PlNon- X
motorized LTF
Construct Bicycle and Pedestrian
Various Locations Various Locations Improvements (Class | Bikeways / $3,600,000 2020 CMAQ, SRTS X
Sidewalk, etc.)
Total Stanislaus County (Bicycle & Pedestrian) $13,409,200
Total Tier | Bicycle & Pedestrian Costs | $224,618,300
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Needs Analysis

3.7 Bicycle and Pedestrian Counts

Between May 13 and May 28, 2014, a group of volunteers conducted bicycle and pedestrian counts at 15
intersections in Turlock. The counts were conducted at various times of day and days of the week, but all
counts lasted at least two hours and were recorded in 15-minute intervals. From these intervals, the peak
hour was selected with the highest total number of active transportation users counted. Bicyclists and
pedestrians were recorded separately; additional information about bicyclists was collected at 14 of the
count sites. This included gender and age, based on volunteer observations, as well as cyclists observed
riding the wrong way. The weather was fair during all count sessions, ranging in temperature from cool
mornings to hot and sunny afternoons. At all 15 intersections, peak hour counts totaled 762 pedestrians
and 217 bicyclists. Counts for each intersection are listed in Table 3-4 and mapped in Figure 3-16 and
Figure 3-17.

Table 3-4: Bicycle and Pedestrian Peak Hour Count Totals

Count Location Pedestrians Bicyclists
Canal Drive and First Street/Front Street/Chestnut Street 14 10
Christoffersen Parkway and Crowell Road 38 1
Christoffersen Parkway and Walnut Road 81 41
East Avenue and Minaret Avenue/Minerva Street 24 13
Main Street and Bonita Avenue/Lyons Avenue/Minaret Avenue 33 28
Main Street and Broadway 54 12
Main Street and Soderquist Road 161 7
Minnesota Avenue and Dels Lane 22

Monte Vista Avenue and Crowell Road 69 8
Monte Vista Avenue and Geer Road 46 1
Park Street and Grant Avenue 21 21
South Avenue and Lander Avenue 17 21
Tuolumne Road and Geer Road 34 12
Tuolumne Road and Golden State Boulevard 3 4
Wayside Drive and Olive Avenue 145 15
Total 762 217

The two locations with significantly larger pedestrian volumes—Wayside Drive and Olive Avenue, and
Main Street and Soderquist Road—were counts that coincided with either morning arrival or afternoon
dismissal at a nearby school. That the bicyclist counts are not also increased at these locations tells us
that walking to school in Turlock is likely more common than biking.

The largest number of youth bicyclists was observed at Christoffersen Parkway and Walnut Drive,
adjacent to Walnut Elementary School and Turlock Junior High. The same location also had the highest
number of female bicyclists observed, shown in Table 3-5, which may suggest a large number of women
collecting children from school by bicycle.

32| Alta Planning + Design
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Turlock Active Transportation Plan

Table 3-5 : Bicyclist Demographics
‘ Male 160 | 74.8%

Gender

Female 54 | 25.2%
A Adult 170 | 79.4%
ge Youth 44 | 206%

Wrong-Way Riding 50 | 23.4%

Gender of bicyclists can be a good indicator of the comfort level provided by a community’s bicycle
network. Experienced bicyclists will generally ride on almost any roadway, having the confidence to
‘take the lane’ when necessary to avoid hazards or make turning movements. Bikeways that offer greater
separation from motorized traffic are generally more likely to attract a wider cross section of the public’
and therefore generate a ‘safety in numbers’ effect.* Communities and countries with more protected
bikeways have a more equal distribution of men and women riding bicycles.’

Of the cyclists counted, 74.8 percent were male, while only 25.2 percent were female. This indicates
Turlock’s current bicycle network may be appropriate for confident, fearless riders, but is not supportive
of cyclists who prefer more comfortable bikeways with greater separation from vehicles.

Nearly one-quarter of the bicyclists observed were riding on the wrong side of the roadway, against the
flow of traffic. This may lead to an increase in bicycle-involved collisions, since motorists are unlikely to
anticipate bicyclists approaching from the wrong side.

? Geller, R. (2009) Four Types of Cyclists. Portland: Office of Transportation.

# Jacobsen, P. L. (2003) Safety in numbers: More walkers and bicyclists, safer walking and bicycling. Injury Prevention, 9 (3),
205-209.

? Garrard, |, Rose, G., and Lo, S. K. (2008) Promoting transportation cycling for women: The role of bicycle infrastructure. Prev
Med, 46 (1), 55-59; and

Dill, J. and Gliebe, J. (2008) Understanding and Measuring Bicycling Behavior: A Focus on Travel Time and Route Choice.
Portland: Center for Urban Studies.
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Needs Analysis

Figure 3-16: Pedestrian Counts
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Figure 3-17: Bicyclist Counts

Turlock Active Transportation Plan
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Needs Analysis

3.8 Online Community Survey

An online public survey tool was developed to gather input from Turlock residents, students, and
business owners on the current state of active transportation in the community, and where they feel
improvements to walking and biking facilities would have the greatest impact.

As of June 24, 2014, 168 people have responded to the survey. 143 of the respondents live in Turlock, 71
work in the community, and 61 attend school there. Four respondents own businesses in the community,
and 92 of the respondents indicated that they shop in Turlock. As seen in Figure 3-18, respondents cover
a broad range of age categories. 59 percent of the surveyed group is female, and 40 percent are male. Less
than one percent of respondents declined to indicate their gender.

Figure 3-18: Age of Survey Respondents
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Turlock Active Transportation Plan

All of the respondents indicated that they walk in Turlock, with 53 walking on a daily basis and 57
walking a few times per week; fewer respondents indicated that they bike in Turlock, with just 30 biking
daily and 30 biking a few times per week. See Figure 3-19 for all responses.

Figure 3-19: Active Transportation among Survey Respondents
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Needs Analysis

Factors that discourage walking in Turlock are listed in Figure 3-20; respondents were asked to select
the five things that most affected their decision not to walk. The top three reasons people said they didn’t
walk more often were: drivers are too aggressive (52 percent), missing sidewalks (61 percent), and
broken or uneven sidewalks (54 percent). This suggests that improving the quality of sidewalks in
Turlock and filling in gaps in the pedestrian network could contribute to increased walking. Among the
answers supplied by those who selected ‘other’ were concerns about heat and lack of shade, safety for
small children, and fear of aggressive dogs not on leashes.

Figure 3-20: Factors that Discourage Walking in Turlock
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Turlock Active Transportation Plan

When asked what discourages them from biking more in Turlock, respondents ranked a lack of bike
lanes or paths as the factor that most influenced their decision not to bike—75 percent of respondents
selected this answer (see Figure 3-21). Other factors that were selected by a large percentage of
respondents were aggressive drivers (59 percent), potholes or other obstacles in bike lanes (52 percent),
and personal safety concerns (49 percent).

Figure 3-21: Factors that Discourage Bicycling in Turlock
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Needs Analysis

Respondents were also asked to identify and describe locations in Turlock they feel are particularly
challenging, where they wish they could walk or bicycle. For both walking and bicycling, the three
challenging locations mentioned most frequently by respondents were Monte Vista Avenue, Golden
State Boulevard, and Geer Road.

When describing what makes these and other locations challenging for walking, respondents
overwhelmingly mentioned three characteristics. Missing or broken sidewalks were identified in 83
responses, a lack of safe crossings was mentioned 38 times, and respondents said they felt uncomfortable
with speeding traffic or aggressive drivers 32 times.

Conditions that respondents felt contributed to challenges for bicycling included a lack of adequate bike

facilities, mentioned 98 times. Similar to pedestrian concerns, 29 responses also mentioned traffic moving
too quickly or drivers being aggressive as a deterrent to bicycling. Roads that were too narrow or in poor

condition were mentioned in 49 responses.

Several locations in Turlock were identified where respondents find it enjoyable to walk or bike, as well.
The two most frequently mentioned locations for both walking and bicycling were the CSU Stanislaus
campus, and the shared-use path along Canal Drive. Things respondents enjoyed about these and other
locations included the presence of adequate sidewalks and bike lanes (mentioned 16 and 14 times
respectively), lower traffic volumes (mentioned a total of 13 times), and shade trees or other greenery
(mentioned a total of 7 times).
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U.S. Census Bureau

AMERICAN £ (.-.._\\
FactFinder \- ._)\
S0801 COMMUTING CHARACTERISTICS BY SEX

2009-2013 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

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

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

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

Subject Turlock city, California
Total Male Female
Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate
Workers 16 years and over 27,549 +/-945 15,284 +/-680 12,265
MEANS OF TRANSPORTATION TO WORK
Car, truck, or van 92.4% +/-1.3 92.4% +/-2.0 92.3%
Drove alone 81.1% +/-1.8 81.7% +/-2.3 80.4%
Carpooled 11.2% +-1.5 10.7% +-1.7 11.9%
In 2-person carpool 8.9% +/-1.4 8.3% +/-1.6 9.7%
In 3-person carpool 0.8% +/-0.4 0.7% +/-0.5 0.9%
In 4-or-more person carpool 1.5% +/-0.5 1.7% +/-0.8 1.3%
Workers per car, truck, or van 1.07 +/-0.01 1.07 +/-0.01 1.08
Public transportation (excluding taxicab) 0.4% +/-0.3 0.5% +/-0.5 0.3%
Walked 1.8% +/-0.6 1.3% +/-0.7 2.5%
Bicycle 0.7% +-0.4 0.8% +/-0.6 0.6%
Taxicab, motorcycle, or other means 0.5% +/-0.3 0.6% +/-0.4 0.4%
Worked at home 4.1% +/-1.0 4.3% +/-1.5 3.9%
PLACE OF WORK
Worked in state of residence 99.9% +/-0.1 99.8% +/-0.2 100.0%
Worked in county of residence 78.2% +/-2.1 74.0% +/-3.1 83.5%
Worked outside county of residence 21.6% +/-2.2 25.8% +/-3.1 16.5%
Worked outside state of residence 0.1% +/-0.1 0.2% +/-0.2 0.0%
Living in a place 100.0% +-0.1 100.0% +/-0.2 100.0%
Worked in place of residence 44.0% +/-2.3 38.5% +/-2.9 50.8%
Worked outside place of residence 56.0% +/-2.3 61.5% +/-2.9 49.2%
Not living in a place 0.0% +/-0.1 0.0% +/-0.2 0.0%
Living in 12 selected states 0.0% +/-0.1 0.0% +/-0.2 0.0%
Worked in minor civil division of residence 0.0% +/-0.1 0.0% +/-0.2 0.0%
Worked outside minor civil division of residence 0.0% +/-0.1 0.0% +/-0.2 0.0%
Not living in 12 selected states 100.0% +/-0.1 100.0% +/-0.2 100.0%
Workers 16 years and over who did not work at home 26,415 +/-988 14,625 +/-662 11,790
TIME LEAVING HOME TO GO TO WORK
12:00 a.m. to 4:59 a.m. 8.5% +/-1.5 11.6% +/-2.4 H_lb
5:00 a.m. to 5:29 a.m. 3.9% +/-1.0 6.2% +/-1.6
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Subject

5:30 a.m. to 5:59 a.m.
6:00 a.m. to 6:29 a.m.
6:30 a.m. to 6:59 a.m.
7:00 a.m. to 7:29 a.m.
7:30 a.m. to 7:59 a.m.
8:00 a.m. to 8:29 a.m.
8:30 a.m. to 8:59 a.m.
9:00 a.m. to 11:59 p.m.

TRAVEL TIME TO WORK
Less than 10 minutes
10 to 14 minutes
15 to 19 minutes
20 to 24 minutes
25 to 29 minutes
30 to 34 minutes
35 to 44 minutes
45 to 59 minutes
60 or more minutes
Mean travel time to work (minutes)

VEHICLES AVAILABLE
Workers 16 years and over in households
No vehicle available
1 vehicle available
2 vehicles available
3 or more vehicles available

PERCENT IMPUTED
Means of transportation to work
Private vehicle occupancy
Place of work
Time leaving home to go to work
Travel time to work
Vehicles available

Total
Estimate
4.4%
6.7%
9.4%
13.3%
13.5%
9.7%
4.3%
26.1%

22.2%
18.2%
14.1%
12.4%
6.8%
10.4%
4.1%
5.4%
6.5%
22.5

27,480

2.7%
18.0%
43.4%
36.0%

5.2%
6.6%
6.6%
18.5%
8.7%
1.4%

Turlock city, California

Margin of Error

+/-1.0
+/-1.2
+/-1.8
+/-1.9
+/-1.4
+/-1.4
+/-1.0
+/-2.2

+/-2.5
+/-1.9
+/-1.8
+/-1.8
+/-1.3
+/-1.4
+/-0.8
+/-1.3
+/-1.2
+/-1.1

+/-947
+/-0.9
+/-2.1
+/-3.4
+/-2.9

)
)
)
)
)
)

Male

Estimate Margin of Error

4.5%
7.9%
12.1%
12.9%
9.4%
6.8%
4.1%
24.5%

19.6%
17.2%
15.6%
13.6%
7.4%
8.6%
3.5%
6.4%
8.0%
24.0

15,226

3.2%
17.5%
43.6%
35.7%

)
)
)
)
)
)

+/-1.2
+-1.7
+/-2.6
+/-2.6
+/-1.7
+/-1.4
+/-1.3
+/-2.8

+/-2.8
+/-2.6
+/-2.9
+/-2.4
+/-1.8
+/-1.6
+/-1.1
+/-2.1
+/-1.7
+-1.7

+/-684
+/-1.5
+/-2.8
+/-3.6
+/-3.4

)
)
)
)
)
)

Female
Estimate

4.3%
5.4%
6.1%
13.9%
18.5%
13.3%
4.5%
28.1%

25.5%
19.4%
12.2%
10.9%
6.1%
12.6%
4.7%
4.1%
4.6%
20.6

12,254

2.1%
18.5%
43.1%
36.3%

)
*)
)
*)
)
*)

H-1
Page [-73



Subject

Workers 16 years and over
MEANS OF TRANSPORTATION TO WORK
Car, truck, or van
Drove alone
Carpooled
In 2-person carpool
In 3-person carpool
In 4-or-more person carpool
Workers per car, truck, or van
Public transportation (excluding taxicab)
Walked
Bicycle
Taxicab, motorcycle, or other means
Worked at home

PLACE OF WORK
Worked in state of residence
Worked in county of residence
Worked outside county of residence
Worked outside state of residence

Living in a place
Worked in place of residence
Worked outside place of residence
Not living in a place

Living in 12 selected states
Worked in minor civil division of residence
Worked outside minor civil division of residence
Not living in 12 selected states

Workers 16 years and over who did not work at home

TIME LEAVING HOME TO GO TO WORK
12:00 a.m. to 4:59 a.m.
5:00 a.m. to 5:29 a.m.
5:30 a.m. to 5:59 a.m.
6:00 a.m. to 6:29 a.m.
6:30 a.m. to 6:59 a.m.
7:00 a.m. to 7:29 a.m.
7:30 a.m. to 7:59 a.m.
8:00 a.m. to 8:29 a.m.
8:30 a.m. to 8:59 a.m.
9:00 a.m. to 11:59 p.m.

TRAVEL TIME TO WORK
Less than 10 minutes
10 to 14 minutes
15 to 19 minutes
20 to 24 minutes
25 to 29 minutes
30 to 34 minutes
35 to 44 minutes
45 to 59 minutes
60 or more minutes
Mean travel time to work (minutes)

VEHICLES AVAILABLE

Turlock city,
California
Female

Margin of Error
+/-691

+/-1.6
+/-2.5
+/-2.1
+/-2.1
+/-0.5
+/-0.6
+/-0.01
+/-0.3
+/-1.0
+/-0.5
+/-0.4
+/-1.3

+/-0.3
+/-2.9
+/-2.9
+/-0.3

+/-0.3
+/-3.7
+/-3.7
+/-0.3

+/-0.3
+/-0.3
+/-0.3
+/-0.3

+/-722

+/-1.5
+/-0.8
+/-1.4
+/-1.5
+/-1.6
+/-2.3
+/-2.3
+-2.7
+/-1.5
+/-3.0

+/-3.9
+/-2.6
+/-2.0
+/-2.3
+/-1.7
+/-2.5
+/-1.2
+/-1.1
+/-1.5
+/-1.6
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Subject Turlock city,

California
Female
Margin of Error
Workers 16 years and over in households +/-690
No vehicle available +/-1.0
1 vehicle available +/-2.6
2 vehicles available +/-4.3
3 or more vehicles available +/-3.3
PERCENT IMPUTED
Means of transportation to work (X)
Private vehicle occupancy (X)
Place of work (X)
Time leaving home to go to work (X)
Travel time to work )
Vehicles available (X)

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

The 12 selected states are Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, Michigan, Minnesota, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, Rhode
Island, Vermont, and Wisconsin.

Workers include members of the Armed Forces and civilians who were at work last week.

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

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

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

Explanation of Symbols:

1. An "** entry in the margin of error column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to
compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A statistical test is not appropriate.

2. An'-'entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an
estimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated because one or both of the median estimates falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an
open-ended distribution.

3. An'-' following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.

4. An '+ following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.

5. An "*** entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution. A
statistical test is not appropriate.

6. An "****x' antry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlled. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.

7. An'N' entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of
sample cases is too small.

8. An'(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available.

H-1
Page |-75



6 8 9 ] 14 1 [4
_ _ QTELTIV M cl Ll 0l _ L
p4pqqiH ®8[odP] AH NMVHA : ; h . — O
( u : . . — QN ONIGHVH
6002—10-2} 31vQ "AZY ¥IAV] IS | | SOXIHAHIN _ S -
pm : I .
: QY ONIGavH
L IV — _ NAIINe doLs 1S3y
SIHL NO SIIOVMNOOYNI 318ISSOd O W Avw e
..A 3NA ¥NJ00 AV LvHL SW3180¥d | | TavE O/nw\w oW
¥O4 378v1 LON S| MO0TuNL 40 > OA)
ALID IHL "AINO NOILVINISIIddd _ _ INVHONINNND OO S
wnl| O JIHdVYO ¥ SY INVAW SI dvW SIHL ; QO OOO
ol ks | | TIHMOND ,7v¢
> LHHAA NI ATVOS
doLs 1S3y
- 0001 0 0001 | | NMO¥e d “Wo/AINiS
5| l = w AVMNIIHO =] AVMNIZN9
[ s SVHAYV AONVANALLYV | | -
o H avouTvy
= I SVHIV HONVANALLY LOTJLSIA
TTOOHDS AYVINHNTTH \5
1 , o o
SANVTIST ALNNOD 0 OTV
- O B2 Zz7zZ2 Vo,
= —_— i — — SLIATT ALID W
0 SIHIYLS
H ANIOAT
8—H""13UIS HIHOII
. . (1Y i) -1
ood _m_m_mmomﬁumw r | oy S| "qd SNOWNIS
Dy Aoh, SAISV3S 6'8—3"""14N0D ANNWOT HOOT i
$-0"30v1d MOTIM Nvas ~ 6'8-37"14N0D
snduwes 055 oy £-0""13341S  9¥08V3S LGOEZH L3NS TN 79 N 99 !
19208 dpeALid € § (d) S—a"AVM NON V3s 8— I \H""LSIN'INNIAY QOOMNI 0L=0"""14N0J S, 1
s e ZL—8\H""1Sv3‘INNIAV GOOMNM Z1—8\9""INNIAV 1Sv3 =
1905 ) 01—0"""JAI¥Q 331LL0JS aNNaAy doomnn - cbTE Y. _
g 11—4'3""1¥N02 NN £=33NNG WVHTNVE |
L1=3"""L¥N0D S¥IANODS
01—-0""3NH0_NOT0NVS LYN0J NI19I0V3 I =
ZL'LL=4"" 3NV T3ANVANIZ 6-3"""1d NOOXVS - -
f U oo o . :
ZL=3"""14N00 ¥AHJ3Z — = =
9—¢\0"ISIM'AVON ONINIIZ 8=0"""3NNIAY ZINA VINVS €8 ommwm..muﬂﬁmwm‘_n _ —
Z1—8\0"*~1SVI'avON ONINIIZ w|o. .wmﬁﬁw wﬁw «»ﬁ ST AN TNNDS ALIEH .v.mv x 1
6-—H™"LdN03 HOVZ g e AN o oS Als3an & _ “IAY_JOOMNTIO 3 “IAY GOOMNTTD 66 i D SOVISINVIS
z 'C—g""13TULS INOLSANVS S§—3""L4N0D VI = r-l-l:l:l:l:J L] -I:I:I:I-I-.lll.m.\lj..j. 1
/=" 18N0D INNOAA e 82—9/—4"""3NNIAV NOLONIX31 - 3 MOOTRINL 40 AL 3AV GQOOMNETOD "M 7
£—4"1F341S NINDVOr Nvs 8479 L—dTANNG = 3 - ‘
LL\P=I"""G¥0d NMOLSONNOA 9-Q""AVYM YHINVAVS L-HTULIIULS ST 3 . o
0L—4"""1334IS ILUNISOA 1 1=3""30V1d ATIVS awa ANV M1 | 1 & 4
9'S-Q""18N0D_NMOLYNOA 858 .3v1d ¥l 9-0'8""AVM NVAONOQ = = Z ;
8—8"""14N0D0 NVNOA 9—8"""INV1 AQVOT] L=3""3NYA Mdvd ATIINNOG = o
g INYT VANOA LL=H™ 1809 _3vaa3T1 (d) 6—H""18N0D ¥DINOQ I 1 8
9-0"""14N00 IVA (d) £=3"3NNIAV 331 S—4"""14N00 0ONINOQ = 1 S
G g PNy T mﬂm 18N00 HLMAZT 9'G—3"""3AINONVINVAIQ 9 1 m |
A e ] Q -
= asinani
8-3'Q"*"INNIAY HIIAVX -3 * o =
X Hmomm 13341S 139NV 6—4 _.m_.mwm INNIAV ¥IVNIA .G - - V  JOOMNIT© ‘M -
S . 1 -
S%.w....ﬂwﬁ?ﬂ:ﬁ% HLYON'LIRULS TRUNV]  6—4'a—4\0""HLHON'ANNIAV ¥IVNIQ H j R NNOD SNVISINVIS
£'9-8"""INNA ANVIGOOM Ry £787714N00 3IN3a "INV _QOOM K] -
L—-0"1¥N0D V113 WV QOOMNIT M [ (] TNV QOOMNIN "M DLLoie) ﬂ
OL—@"""3ANa ININ doOOM  GH=TTUAVM HION 000 OL=97 9-3'0"""3aNV1 S,73a - 5 =
8—4“3NNIAV 3410M  g-31Mn00 HION  8-H"™" =3
S—4"""ANV1 AVAUIINIM 9'G— S
S—D""""3ARMA NIAVH ¥IINIM 6—2'8""" JAING TVHLINISOY OL—=9"""AVM VNVINV1 x (% - 5 © o
(d) ml.u. “14N0D YOSANIM LL=31¥N02 HONONOEIASOY £-9"""13341S ANV o o ]
01—0'g""~IAING ISONANIM 01L—0"""AVM NIONVO 3S0d 8-1\9""INNIAY ¥3ONV] c = O ]
£—8"""14N09 WYANIM " Zz = V4 I __._
““INY1 SNYNIM 2 a o :
3NVT MOTIIM 8—0"""AVM NMVQ = z - |
WM N319 MOTIIM v 9-9""13RIIS SIAVA ; = 2 a2
ANN3AV. SAVITIM =47 L4N0D VISIIS V1 z1— | 1I\I-9"S'ay y3943aN3anva =2 N o IS M (2 b
..... ARG LI TIM 01-0"""IN¥Q 3TIVS V1 ZI\9—Q"N'QY ¥3943aNIanva H Q g _
£=37718N00 ATTIM LL—4""1¥N0O VSOY V1 <2 3 A
ANV 33ALAUM 6—0""133MIS VWOTVd V1 oL—8\g"""AvM ¥IONVa =) = m NINIA Z L
3ANA OVIN QIIM vl 9'G—0"""AVM VNMVIVQ L 3 I
1ITULS TINOIM vl 9—0"**14N0D YNYVIVa v @ 2 E .
1¥N0D VO ILIHM avoy S1¥380Y vl 01L—9"aNV1 110044va o 4 m b i r
1MN0D T UUSIHM 6-0"""AVM NISE0Y 1 8—H'9""133IS i 2 -o = 1
6—0""3ANG SINId ONINIJSIHM 8—0"""14N0D IHONVOY a I z z -
6—8"""30V1d ¥3dSIHM 8- AVM VNN = 3 i b 2 z
L1'0L—0"""ANVT N3LSNIALSIM 6-0""133UIS QuVHOIN (PS-0""4q INIOd SSRIAD = AV SR 5
£-8"""3Nv] ANNELSIN =3~ IANIAY. 301 d) §—d4'3""13IIS VONAD YT NOSAVE) . S
"HLNOS ‘3NNZAV 1S3M L1=0@""14N00 WVHXIY @ H AV TTENg E!
e A AGNIM S I 1o 9103 0L-0"3ARA VIHS KTH3EWI e Ca=am q - e S
e 8°/—Q"""13UIS SIO - oy ‘IS IV d NVl | = S
INVT NOLONITIIM 8-8"3NNIAV NOLLOT143¥ —H\4""HLNOS'AVOY AOXTIM 6=IH""3NNIAY YIHSNHD AV ] (TTINGvVd ~ <
(d) £—@""3AINQ INIOd 433 S'v—0\@'"HLNON'GVON AQNTIM 8-87"INM¥0 ATIMOND o - ALMIOVA TOHINOD d
§—0""1¥N0O TI0day 01'6—Q"""AVYM NIA3X 9\G-8""Qv0d TIIMOND = um e M s 0 Co—amv, g
..... Y=y 9-0""AVM TIIBSSO¥D E 4 S - @ ALMIVND HALVM L g
(d) £=Q""AVM ONI SIAVM 10810 MYHAIH S8 "AYM_NOSHIMD 0 2 =
9'6-0"""AYM HSNUHLYILVM " 14N00 WYO (3 o 5737 1EN00 FONIATHO IV HIOS : 5 = K _
L\I=9"""HINOS'AVOY NOLONIHSYM ~ 0L—8""" 3INVT anaa3y 6'8—4:8—0"""ANNIAV INVNO ﬁ - m ad Tanyg
1\9—8""""HIMON'QYON NOLONIHSYM 6=H"""L¥N0O AV ) |, 8=0"""1dN0J IVHD - ¥ALT3HS
OL—I'H™""IN¥a d¥¥M  OL—H""" INNA NOSAVY #*€\4—0""3INHA 3AISAIINNOD (%] TYININY =
\ ZINI-E V0N SNIEVA Z5ANG Ninva 01-0'a"""INV1 NTVM AMLNNOD 3 ; C———— :
S\I-9"HLNOS'QVON LNNTYM N0D HOITVY _J . QXVA IMO¥  VINLSNONI
G—9'G'y—3'G\0—8""HLYON"QY LANTVM OL—9"""A¥M ¥3NIVJ NTIINV 7 v NOUSYS  NOLLVMONOD :
01—4""""13AULS FOVTIVM L1=0"""14N0D ININIHIV INVT R 1 SMxove E 3914 - )
OL'6—Q"""3NNIAV JHOTTYM 9—0"""AVM_Q¥04avy 6'8—H'9""133ULS NATILYM , 01'6—3""VISIA V140D AMNd  39VNDS  ALY3ErT
6—3"**aQv0d QT13I4IANVM 8—0"""AVM 313M10avY LL=3"""AVM NIYVH 6°8—0"""3IANNA TIINYOD ﬁl/‘
G—""AVM TIVLOVM 6—97""133YLS IOV 6—8"""14N00 ANVTIVM 8—0""LIN0J OO 3NV INOWM3A
- JAING MINOVM A b N.—.In._ 13341S 07113400 -
+3IANA HSYEVM 01'6—4"""3NNIAV ¥3d00D INOWEIA 1
M —H'9""HLNOS'aV0Y AONIND IANA NILSAP €—9"""AYM FONINNOD (!
HIMON'Qv0d AONIND 01L—3"""18N03 30ILSNC 8—9\9"""1IRILS VIGAN10D L=
JAIRIG HONV QUVIANOA 8—0""3ANN3AV ONVISNIIND “INNIAV FANr 0L—9°36\4—8"3INNIAV 0aQvi0T100 =—
L= INNIAV HTOA 6—3"""14N0D TVND 2'9—413301S NVFNP 9-0"""INNA MINIDITIO0 ' HY
6—0"""1¥N00 YNIMLA ) AWM dTine 9-aT INNIAV 100 Y OlIoVd  NOINN
““3NNQ SNOISIA IAMa 3TEne “INNIAV AS100 10044va
S—@""14N0D INNODSIA 6—-0"""14N0D WVNLNd 9—3""3AINA FTOHIINAOP 1¥N0J AQ0D ¢ , 2 n
0L-g"3Nv] 3O¥S Fidynd 60 15N0D  39M0P -INNG ¥3IA0TO ] & :
G—3""13ULS OAO¥d J—H-"INNAY NVaNOr 18N00 3AILOTO 2 :
8-0"""INNA VAONVTIIA 9—8""""3Nv1 3ON3QN0dd LL—H'9""HLNOS'A¥OH NOSNHOP Q0¥ NOINIMO Y &
01—Q""18N0D Havd 39VTIA 9—-Q"""1¥N0O_ NOLIONRId L1\9—0""HLYON'GYON NOSNHOP 9-9'4™""3INNIAV QHO44MD 1S \Z 2 =
(SNSO—d)9—0""3INNA FOVTTIA 0L—9"""INV] 3SOUARId  (snSH—d)/—0""IARIA MINW NHOP 8—3""1NN00 NOSWITO = q
(SNSO—d)9—0"""TJYID IOVTIIA 0L—8"""AYM NOOJTV4 JRIVid 9'G—4'9=3"""3NNa 1130P (d) £—0""3A00 Y3LVM ¥VITO g
6—H"3ANG SAOOM VTTIA €-Q'"L¥N0D SYIMOd 341S WAVIO E =
01L—4""1334IS VTIA . %\m_ .w@_ﬁm%xwuzm%u IANA VAVTIO = g
95— "AVM WVNIFIA AN " 9—3"""1NN0D_SNOYIO !
(d) ¥—Q"""3NV1 ANOLOIA 6—0"""13LS ONIJ 01¥0d 8-6\0""M ‘AMId NISYIJJOLSIHO { : ’
S—3""134N00 VINOLOIA S—dUAVM d3LMOd 0L—8\0"""'3 'AMWId N3S¥IIJOLSINHO 2 3 .
@ SO NG S AR L IS — : J S —
d) 9-9""30V1d LNOWNIA . OL—H""" : -
8—9\9"""INNIAV_LNOWYIA 01=0""3AA_M3IAXT0d m%..uﬁm_aijﬁ“ £'9—4"1IUIS 1NNISTHO NVA M
(d) £=4'37"" 18N0J S.YN3QYIA ¥—3""3N¥d SnoT0d 01—8"""INV] WOSSOT8 AMNIHO
9G—H"""ANV1 FANINGA G- #—3""14N0D IINOHIHO = =
9—3""3AINQ MO33IA F—0"""3INNIAV 10d S'v-9a a E z
8—0"""3NNIAV_HVSSVA 6=H""LYN0> JOOMANId Sy—d g i
0L—0"""AVM_SOTIFONOOSVA Sooa unoo odid Z4—Q""1¥N0D_ HLYOMSLVHO W ITI0 3 =
8—8"""3NNIAV_IHOSVA 6=43"ANNIAY YIINOId 0L || > =
6—0""3NNIAV LTIBHIANVA LF=30 T AVM OLNId 0L—0"""3ARA ¥TTANVHO Z ] 2
S—Q" T10HI0 NIUNE NVA 6—-H™"13341S GOOMINId S—Q"LSIM'INNA NVIHISAVHO Mavd
£=3""INYA OSIVIVTVA 0L—03AA LSINHINIM S—Q'LSVI'INYA NIVTNIEWVHO o 1SIn =
Z1-3IANA MIA AJTIVA 6-0""1¥N0D AITIVA 3INId - IAMA SILVIST AVHIIVHO AuOWYY | |-a3a PEEIELED & e
11=3""1¥N0D ANILNITVA . §TOT"LYN0D VO Nid HLNOS'133YIS ¥3INID MO0THNL AM i 5
L1—0""3ANA VLSOQTVA lew.m.m_muﬂﬁﬂQOwﬁ HLMON'IFFMLS ¥IINID 3
S—0""1¥N0D TIVA " NVT ATIQVOOId  6=—"""3NV] 3STNdWl  (d) -0 3NV NOILYNEIT3D L z
A 0L-6\H hw%% mm«w“u 9" 14N00_SIOVAI IANG 3901 MvaI0 =
£—g""Qvoy NOWNISHId FE-HOTLIIS | o, 980 TANVT IVNSVO C Z ¥
(SNSO—d)L'9—0""310¥HI0 ALSHIAINN e I 9'£—9"""13ULS MOLSVD C — [ .
0 6—H"""INV1 NVIS¥3d Z1—0NTIANA MIATLLSYD i
b E—H 1IN0 QAN 8-0"""3NV] JIISVO [ ) [NT) [NV ) 2 3 )
S—3"""L¥N0D VITOUAL H 8-0""14N0D TILSVO : —a sTavio | |™ o b= ul
#—=Q""~INNA NOOHEAL 470 oo Loaank $=0"""1UN0D AVY AISYD z= (IE ( 5L ] o] 9 ) W _ 2
SS0714N0Y NOOHJAL Y'e—0"""3ARA TALOH 4 5 B [ o (IS N\vomwo > < Ly T5—Nvrnr] | d _3WOH _ 380N ° 4
(d) S=3"""3NNIAV NIML 9—0'g1NN00 NOZINOH m ) < 3 . b === —= = =) I~
8'£—3"""QAT8 ANNINIO HLILNIML 0 LI0D 340N S 3 ( @ ( ) o > — | SONVR)OIOWH |
Rouic @ _ RENVRMOW )

T .. 87077 1MN0 JOOH & > L M “IAV_AVOL m ~ SONVS DIV~ c z
8-c\0""1SINAVON INWNTONL A o 3 — = INNISTHO i F 5
ZL-8\Q " 1Sva'avod INNNTONL LL—101'6—H"Qv0¥ NOSINVd G-9"" "AVM ¥IWOH o 80 VISIA VHEIIS (IS NOISSIN_=) > m = I

(SNSO—d)9—0"""3AINA INNNTONL el = [ @
I (d) 0L—a"""3ARQ NVSOH a5 S g
S—v"""" Q0N ATINL J = [ d 2]
G LInOS VO AT 01—-0"""1¥NOJ AHEOH S e 1 g I TYNYD g
o \ £-0'8"""1NN0D YHOMHOLVd £—Q"18N00 WYMIH — — | ) -8 _TVNVO g
S—9\Q""HLYON'QVO ATINL G - = i 0 C
oo M SN S—8""INN3AY WIOLSVd 6'8—0""""IANNA ITVASTIH o S S = i \
P NS ot ¥'E—8"""VAVIINT 03Svd 6'8—3"""1¥N0J VATH S—EaNNT TR | ) = ) z & <
e 8—9\0"""13FYIS HOH (d) G—43""INV] AGNYD . T ONIAVD T vd LLVOIMI " yvm =
=0 LN0D HANNALL P-0TTLNN0D SONRIGS NIAIH 6-8""LNN0D YOLSTIANYD z E[Y5) B SR c 3
9-0"""AYM ALNRIL SZQ7TAvM F9vLRAH L=y\4""1STNINNA TNVD S 5 "40_ONIAVD 13 WH \ o =z FE
..... L1=3""AVM ¥3Ndd3IH Ayt 3 v .
9-0""1¥N0D ALINIIL G—g"""AVM LINDEVd G4 AVYM AUNIH TL=L\I"ISVA'INRA TINYD o X D _H ﬁ o Bs dwis S RV SANNONONIVA 2 ;
$—0"""ANV] SITIZAL L'9—H"""3NNIAV T13IN¥vd 6'8—9""3AING NITIH - . . o =klnle| 1oM1SIa falndinieis
£-87""L4N0J 3UNSYIUL 1HN0D 3AISHAV 18MN0D NOOTNIEH 2 = 40 NVII = a & 5 1 q @
SSAISUN00 3 N3N v QY0¥ WOMISQAH oo otermve 5 3 N B s SNVISINVLS (H0 TOOMNIESY \
MRS Ry T VO 0L8-0""AvM TEONNIHIVIH OL—3""3ANIAY VINNOAMVO 3 _H. o > z 3%
= < OAVM ONvIvaH 0 O3 = S04 i el
SNoLigvil  oL—3" 3NNA NIN TV 18N0D ATALAVH P—37LNN0D NI MVO A g s = > m &
AVM 3avAL '6'8—4"""HLNOS'1IIUIS WIvd a3INNA SIAVH I UAVM SYEEAVIVO — Zm = VAN % o [l : 0 B @
£—Q"LNN0D FNNOL 8—4'T""HLION'LIIULS WTvd 8—9\3""1SIMINNIAV AINMVH DO1—@"14N09 NNPYD — 83" 8g> S5 | | S 3 O av 3V ONORV - G 2 i
6-0"""3NNIAV TIINMOL 1N00 VIOVIVA 7 —g\3~LSvIINIAY IATAMVH 0L'6=4"""3NNIAV_TIHVO = ] = A ’ 2 f IZ | B SER
3NNV AVHOL LMN00 30VTvd 6'9—1""INYA Savd LSIANVH 8—9"""13ILS w 2l — ~ P | <0 lll,|_ . 0 14 98 9% S
OI-3AR0 SO 301 Soo0evd v y Y > 25 ¥4 s 40 3AISIVR ILgs b ot N Lg?l
! 01'6—0"""INNIAV YOIMLYVH P = 5 © . = 3
AVM. ANVALL 9-0""18M00 IA0US JlIvd 6o H"IAA NOSOIALIVH 6-8) "Lnoo ouna I s 3 3 > o EISHIE i gmn@«.mﬂ_um = z| 2 S g ~
$=0"""18N0D ANVAALL Y0 AVM ¥30Vd OLB—a A Nping S a = 5 &2 Q- TLSNV | AM NTTIVO L o d | FHONV IFTIEON! AV = 19
6'8—9!8—4"""HLNOS'13ILS HOHL d = 9 OUlGNGDSa 2 ¥ Qa3 ‘19 a S =S ol| = |@EWI AONY || MAIA NE3IS3M) g =
o1 HIYON TINIS SOHL 8-0""ANNIAV ONVININNE 5 1O0N3 o (<) | M i 2 3 |([. e 52 : o mEyoud z
8-9"""1SRALS GAIHL 9-Q"""1¥N0D QMOAXO AYM NOLJAVH B NeAONd _ 2 i “AM_HOERY = = R e 2 e o /lw S "8 & sh "
(SNSO—d)9—0""3ANA HALVAHL 9-3'a"*"3INN3AV QH04X0 “INNA ANOWAVH =T INIAY. Iorug = ] : N1 M3LEX3 e — m oTH o (B 15 &N =
9—4"* TdNA JHL €8 INV1 QIHONO A L = : “AM ITIAONINAS € H ” e
NQ VONITVNYEL [—4"[E3AIS QUVHONO g'g—H'o oo 503NV 30NE &l . m -3AV ‘GOOMM3AT3'T 4 B 2 7 2 z
. “ g 01L—=Q°0""""3AIMA 3INOLSM00¥8 = m AV VINNOAITYD ot == ===l
14N0D VSTUAL  £—H'D™ "HINOS'LITULS IINVNHO o—a""4N0D. SsooNd = E z "NT 3OHNVAI'T LAV C__ Il )i o QA e E = 3
NNIAV JIdNIL  £—9'4™"HLMON'IIIMIS 3DNVHO o3 1HN0Y oaNONE = (s o (3 e 2 = il
S—0"""3INV1 JANNTTAL ZILL—9" " AVM 113dd0 52 : C
£-I\9"""HINOS'AYOM ¥3INSAL £=9"""ISIN'INNIAY IATIO (50 HINOS AVMavOuE .
£-3'CHIYON'GYOY ¥INOAL  6\4—8"""HLUON‘INNIAY JAMO ., 870184 HINON Avmavoua 3 0avd0a T EN ]
ek o jig . ZHHL=3'077310YI0 Mivd TOLSRiE & . 9
6—H'"1334IS GOOMNVAL  6'8—4'8—9"'ISVA'INNIAV IAMO VR vt 2 m GINORS . : =1 Sare %
S'y—@"1334IS IS0 VAL 0L—9"INV1 ¥3IANVIIO A a 5 e ) & 4 &
Z—8""1HN0D ¥OTAVL LL—2""Qvod QYVAINIA 10 B-0LNN0D LM0dInIe g ¢ | [ENINTIYA 2, o
S—g"INy] 3508 a0 o870 ANV Ny P a , Mdvd  ATTINNOG &N Q m 2 = = A_,@v
§-3""~AVM_N3090 I AR AN = 0 (@ ¢ ¥IN3SS3E oy L)
S—O"""l¥N0D M3 Mvo _S—ETENNO dTENEEM9 o ST (R s EBI N300 2 Ko
§—gINYA JT1INVO 8-Q'""1TIMULS ONOENIRNO 6—3"""AVM VON3¥E A z :
G'9—0"""3ANG LSTD VO 01=0"""14N0D AJT3RIO 1INV OuIENIaIUE E E 19 <& 2 <
6—0'413IUIS VO 0L=3"3108I0 TTOMAVNO S'v—37"3INNA NOMI ONIONVNE " : o . -
£=0 LTS VWL 0 L2947 INNINY N9 6207 ANNANY AT 1AvRiE S EEVLIER = 2 >
6'8—0"""AVM INWVL 6—3""T10MI0 MIIAGNVH9 6'8—H""AYM QOOMXOg
..... N1 YO NI¥UNYT g
0L—4"""3ARNA JOHVL L1—4"""IN¥A OAON €—g""1¥N0D WO ANVO 9-9""AVM_ONVANO8E — o
9—8"""ANV] VIAVHVL 9—Q""""3INV1 HOIMION S—Q3INV1 SIN09 01=9"""Qv0y NNHLO8 <AV NOETId :
G—@""1¥N0D LdvL 9-Q""1NN0D NYILSIMHLION OL—I'H""avoy 4109 (d) 01=9"""¥vd NNHLO8 - =
L 14N0J 3AISHION  OL—IiLL—B\H!6'8—9 S—Q""L¥N00 NOLSOd c ]
. 6-0"""L4N0D >dvd HLNON “"HINOS ‘GA18 AVIS N3AT09 6=4"""INNIAV VLINOE 19 N = a z W AL
..... M INNIAV ISNOVHIAS - g—3*3NNIAV_SANVIHOIH HLYON  £\9—£\&@"N ‘GA18 3LVIS N3T109 . _§—4"18N0D HsMA z 5 1S IVLIISOH
8—4"""ISVI'INNIAV 3SNIVUAS X INNIAV HLYON £—@""14N0D VO N3ATI09 9°6—0""3AA LVONHLINTE 7} =] 8 z TINNVNI
01-3""14N00 VINTAS L1—Q"""AVM OIQHON $—0"1TIMIS ANOTO 6'8—0"""INNIAV aT13l4ANTE §a q I
6—H""133IS VAUS NNIAV_VOON 8—8"""INV1 N3NNI ¥'E-87"INNA M0 _3ME o
01'6—4"""133Y1S JYOWVOAS “ANVT J18ON  £'S“v—1'9—H " "1SIM"IAV AOOMNIO 8—H"""INI¥AQ WOSS019 WO
L1—0""3ANA v NVMS “I3RUIS HININ  DL—-8\I"""LSV3'INNIAV QOOMNITO S—3"*"AVM SNIAT1E —
9-0"""14N0D INIUdNS M NNV ININ \ 9-H S—3"LNN0D SNIATIE =z 3
£—8"""AYM INIHSNNS ANNIAV T3IN §—0"""18N0D ITIANT D 9—0"*"1¥N09 NYNEXMOVTE Q
£—8":"L4N0J 3INIHSNNS (d) 8-9"""14n0Q F10JIN 6'g—3"" S'v—0""13IUIS MVO NOvid 12 c| 9 M N33 <
(d) (dHW M3A N¥3LSIM) S-37°NQ L3SNNS (d) 0L—0""*"3ANA SNVINOIN 7-H 9—0""AVM N¥3LLIE gl| - F< ; s

(d) £—0"3A¥a 13SNNS (d) -3 (d)s—a30v1d %004 axig Z [ *N1 ANOF 2 A

6—8"""IANA AYWANNNS 6'8—H""AYM QOOMHOMIE 4 > N

.hlw 3AINA 3AISANNNS £'9—@""13341S 98NGSALLIO 0L=0"""3AN¥a 3JHONLTIg
@ hm%ﬁ..._wmnxmo%“ﬁnnnm @ 8—0"""IMN0O QTV39 01L—0""""133YLS I9VdHLI3g : J J \ |

= d) 8-0"""1¥N0D VIAWN £=3'0"AVM VION039 L=H"""3NNIAV ANVH13E - . ¥ a9 INRTONL
£-8""3ANA_MVO ANNNS N £-S\@"*3NN3AV NMOLIOH039 (d) §-3""13IUIS ¥INISSIE A VISOTTVA 1 5 U g2 w 2 o RULOILIEM ] s NI =
. Cp_gyrene 01=0"""AVM 3NOLSW3O | 9-0""""INNA_Adu38 x = o = ul = & . NOLLWET T30 - H
NG AVONNS * G i-oam Sz i s oL-Ho oS S AT o3 T 2 8 2 B <| & 2 g 4 4 g
] 0L—Q""AVM SITIIZav9 —H'9"™" : I2) a @ ] o z c |2
JANNA QNIBNNS $=37"14N0O ONVISNN 0L\9—-8""HINON"IAV AT135N3E m m Nt M) | = d XdV1 MOOVIN o z = 2 ! = i m
i N T e 0 e N SIS [ ey 2l Jl BLs a ; T
- £—Q""1NN0D VAN3E - z = : : 2] > 3
..... 3NV NOLYIWNNS S—4"""AVM_SWNNN £=0'8"A¥M 3LV9 NIQEVD 6'8—0""3NNIAV NOLONINN3E al = r v IS gl "SAV VIOSINNIN "3 - : ; ) —— Z :
$—0""""14N0D ONOSHINNNS OL=0"""3ANA ANIETNN 9—3 " LNN00 NIQHVO Z1—9"""AYM NIAVIN3E 2 & &, m; 3 m A VIOSINNI 3 ¥ VIO 2 o & s
S'%—0"""3NV1 NIGMVO HINWNNS ¥—0'8""QvV0d MIIA NIVINNON - g—g"~18N00 INAIT13E = 3 A= 3 8 2 = Savd
; S—4""1¥N0O AYTTIVO 3 =y @ o = 3
9-0'9""3ANA QIAYINNNS S—87°3ANNA mwz._.w._.n_m NIVLNNON (d) ¥=a'"~14n0J VIvO 6—9'4""133y1S 1139 m : | w qu by . : z - =) INERTER
$=0""3NNINV_TTVOUINANS __§=E7LNN0D AILOW 8- ~3NNIAV IV 01L-3""30V1d NIAVH13E u " %ﬂ = E 3 2| 2| | nvoa — 5 —HOLV
ZNMQ o IS mﬂ_on EPo%o%u @%ﬁn%n LTH oS hee L=9 mﬁmﬁmﬁ@ﬂ%ﬂoﬁm P yo0TNL 40 ALD -] 2 : m c 12 [ 4 B 3 & SN
..... NG HITID HINNNS N 6'a—H'9™""13IIS 9 —0" - = : 5 T 4
©-8""INUA VO UYONS 01=8\@"AVM_WVIENOON 5 £=9"F " HINON'LTINIS HOT3E 0 i 1 14 %&m_ﬂm.l:J = g | 9| =6y al |- £ 0 & s © o o A e h R
(d) 2-3""3N¥a 3Ins S'P—8"""18N0O 3SOM NOOW a—I'H"""3INV1 QOOMAVE 10 : - T 2 SIS 2 MOOTNL 40 ALD J
..... 30V1d LaVNLS 01=Q"""AVM XNIYINOW 6'8—9""IAINA NOLYITINA P = 15 GNVIH ] . 1_ _ _ ) P Kl -
INV1 ONITIONLS 8—1\a—0""1SIM'IAV VISIA IINOW 9—1\3"""avod HL¥ININd =] z vLTIa 1S QUNESALLEO ,&\ =
6°9-3""14N0D NIAVHLWLS Z1-g\0—~0""ISVA'IAV VISIA JINOW 8'L-4'/°9—3"1334LS INONA \ | g ] - S \Wv % oaison 1
F—8""INIA VIVINON S—Q"""1¥N0J HONIMA = IV NNId IV NN3d K S w Huvd %, %) =
9—H"""Mvd SVLIIdA _ SREN] S - S B vNOLLYNYELN " 2
6—0"""LNN0D SVLIFAA J = 1S VAL 0 3 AavIod o |
b N . =,
- INVT SIoiove Lk 2 |E L OH WORISTH 9 Y T3E1 367 tw « i
t - o mal T —_ L {
2 Li=3 T3S NOISSIN q I g |E = / S :uuf_“ NS = ¥a INiod 4 _w__._ rm_pw.m;x 50, RG) =
(a) S-07I33US 3UviS _58 7 3NNa_ 30N - 3 3 (8 : 4 = T Vs e SINISSONO VISIA FINOW 3 H
6'8—4" NNV ¥iVIS ZL—01\4"""S3H0T VHIN 9=018N0D YSNZV H Y & ¥a S ————= 1l 5 A0 MFIVM - £ |
6—0""INNAV ATINVLS 8-9\0""1SIM'IAV VLOSINNIN o0 1NN0D LAY | N IZZ20) My T sy 5
L—4""133YLS SNVISINVLS 6'8—Q""1SV3'IAV VLOSINNIN PR AV - — — E SS== ol =
S : AVM NOOW NWALNY ) [ VISAIINOW 3 IV VISA JINON. 3 X AVAVIST = T VIS SINON
- ’ . AV S | “3ANG TV OLNY = 9IH3 — A
8—0""""30V1d ORIV IS HLMON'IAV L3HVNIN — N o - 5 N 1] JINOW 66 L
9-a~1HNGO SAVA 1S S—a AV NOLNTTIN B=1""3NNIAY_NTIONIMOT VA QIAVO NLLSNY 1 5 HOLON | BAY BWOOKIN JINOUVIS | o |18 ug vsodwvw e VSN B __ =
—g s =gt £'9—41IIUIS ¥IMO 30V1d VLSNONV 40 C o |13 U0 vSOdMVANC) IZ N ST s
£-0""1¥N00 SINOT 1S 6-9"""1334IS TIIN £-9%'[—4""1TTAIS FONFUOH 9—g1N0O SNNASONY H 2 = 143a 4 o —__NT=EmEm e by 5’ 2 7770 ]
*30V1d Hd3SOr IS 6—H""13341S SNOHTIN 6= 18N07 MSH O—H13N0D VINTLLY i S m 3 R e ol I s / B 1310 -
8-0'g"""AVYM 394039 ‘IS 01=0"""AVM 3NOLSITIN 0} '6—H!6'a—9""HLNOS'LIIULS LSl €—gQv0N INOLSNIHLY o s (= o _m a2y = H
8—0""30V1d 394039 ‘IS L=3""LEN0D STN g_5ig'/—4***HIMON'IIFHLS 1SHI4 G—4"""18N0D LSV = S = z = __w 3 Ii - 3 el
6-0""AVM ONVIIN i gl 8 MINVIND | o8 2 i2 g 3 ﬁ :
57 AIYQ QOOMN3dSY | 3 O a Qg b2 ¥A IVONHIINT =
6—0""L4N0O ONVIIN oD NOLHSY o 2 &l o = £ 1 ' = u .
£—87"3NVT ¥INNNSAIN 6— 0= 1uN00 TSy = o 10 S;38 5l 2 m N =) = =
9-0""14N0J NNAT FTIZHOIN e S N sy S 4| 3 o o e - =
01—Q"""AVM TIVHOIN NGy INvIHSY 1 o 2| @ e RYEEYEST i =
G—@"*"1NN00 ¥IONISSIN /-8 AN OOy = g N i e 3 3 ]
016—9"""13ULS LLNYIN = RTIENIN = = =
(d) ¥—0"""L4N0O ININIFYIN ANV oouarsy — m E ARG 038 <} A &
0L—8"""IANA_ NITYIN I O > ; 9s % — o : 2
e 8-3""14N00 AMNASY z - S ® TE B (] =z 40 N3AVH d3INIM
£—8"""3INVT INVHONIN g on Nvoia : = 3 o4 F == d 2| [
(SNS9—d)Z—0""""AVM Q343N OL—g"INNG FOVN MNHLYY o - 9 (% 180 B
- c IBFE= =
ANHA 0NN 9'6—0"""14N0D NOLONIMAY 2 Z - S 8 gk o
ANV ANOWIN £—87"1¥N00 HIFND TIV4 g f5) H I TANVAD S 2
0L=3""14N00 VANV g -
(SNSO—d)£—2*3AI¥A SANOTIN Gog-IANG NVIQVONY — .
9\H "3 9—3"""1¥N0J OTTaN 01—8"""AVM LS34O NOOJTVA L L'OL—3""AVYM OGNV 3 M
S'Y—Q 3NN TINAOS £—8"""Qvod SOYIIAIN "**14N0D TIVAHIVA . : = : “3IAY_ONVINIONN noj [
OL—8""""AVM NOSN3NO0S e et . f P=3"""AVM NVMIAVHY ;
£-0'g"" ANV ONINIONVAN 8—H!6'8—9"""LSIM ‘LIS 4 S =3 AVM  NVIGVEY I
(d) §—0"'L¥N00 13SHINOS #=0"""INV1 LNONMOQVIN 6-9"""1Sv3 ‘LIRS 4 LA Y 3
§-4""3NV1 30NL10S 6'8—0""IANA V1 MOTYIN a 9'6707"INMQ SOLdV = IV
01—9"""INV1 WOY.S¥3COS OheG NN 41INON _L~HTUINYD TddY i 2 /demz_zqu %)\ 3
9—H'9"""HLNOS'AYON LSINDH3A0S (d) S=4""INNIAV OLVSONON $=0""AVM ¥INOTdX3 6-0"3NV1 NOSSO18 J1ddv : > ANV 0) R
9—9\3"""HLMON'QVON 1SINDY3A0S IV1d ATINDION L-H""133UIS NOILIQ3dX3 (SNSO—d)9—D""GATE SWVAV TISNY I = £\ e >
"NV SSYAMONS “INNA YNNIHON 6-3""3INV] ¥33X3 LLOLT3 T ANA ONINNY i ‘@ oNmMFIza | = Al
INNG QHIEMONS (d) s—4"3ANG 3INIOIX3 8-3'0"ANNIAV _LSUNHNNY A MUSVO™* d  NISNIAH0ISIIHD X E -y ONINIZ °
..... JANT HUNS - INV] NITUONIAT mlw/w.. .__u.”_%%o_w mm”__wwn« gzo —
..... 14N00  AVMIS LL—9""3INV1 IT13AT —om = X .
..... ¥a MoNEMIS 6—H"""3IANNA WIF¥NI 01—9""1¥N0J SMIUANV w—u AMNId N3SYA1JOLSHIFD ) ] ¢ : Advd Nisve
8—9"""13341S HIXIS S-a"3NV1 NITIV NVHL3 e AR =g} ST ay & S 9 g WEOIS LNANTYM
01—-3"""3AIa NOWIS §—Q'"LNN0D NITIV_NVHLI (SNSO—d)2—0""INV1 FUANY b="g N3S¥34401SRHD) M2 S 0 2 5 @
L'9—1'E—1I'""Qv0d SNOWWIS 9‘6—g " L4N0D NVWIIONY | m—mm +} ] 3 . g 2 —
e oo onavy g : &
g 9—H"™""1¥N0O VZNW¥3dS3 =0 . . : ;
(SNSO-)L*8-5 aNHD VSOV 01’6~ 6-FE'8—H INV] aOOMNIENY i m—m S s B
L1=3"3IANa NV 6-2""""18N0D YNIDS3 s—¢c\a ) 1334IS VISIA VIV 3= c N
£=H™"1934IS T1dVN LL'0L=Q"""AVM NI¥3 0L'6— = = ‘N e ?
6—3"""AVM YOI I
£—0"""AVM INJFWNIVLNIINI ko - q%
6—I'H"""INNIAV HSMONI = - AV FHOSVA 2 ; H
0L'6—0'a"""IANA IAVIONI o a j
"LSINLITALS NIV onoy 8 : YIONINS 3 z
—9"1SvV3"1S NIV 6'8—H"9™" " 1IIULS ANINI LLOL—0"""AVM X3V
; et g
A0 VITONSVN ZL'11-3 (d) oL—Q"310¥I0 XIW 2] - o |[o
..... AYM SONVS JIOVN 6—0"""1¥N02 NO13 9—0"""1{N00 3LvOSy3av - b3 m &
9—H""133MIS IVN 8—H""14N0D JOOMNTI .EDOW HONOYOg1vY 4 - N mouD |5 T m B[]
£~8"""INV1 NOSIQVN 6—1"""14N0D_LSIHONTI PRI i L o = 2 2 P m
0L—@"*'L¥N0D INNATIAVN HE=3'07TLNN00 JAINSITIE ; S — Q s
01=2""""AVM 3JIOVN mII... ANA Qy3113 Z m = qm
W LI—Q"*"AVM H13avzI13 2 = : :
(d) £=@~18N0J H13avzZ3 P ) =
0L6—4"""JNNIAV SNOAT 01-9"""1N0D YNI13 S | 2 : :
L1=3""14N0D HONONOANAT 6—3""3NNIAV QOOM¥313 = q N1 : . i ﬁ
8—9""1IIS SWINT 0L—4'3" 03svd 13 =
8-3'0"AYM V10AOT Li—4""14N0D OINIOVF T3 I - : EIHOORS RIOJS)
6'8-3"""14N0D NOT WZ3Avh 00vio0 13 =z 5 @ WREEEE) SEIEL =
S—37"ANV1 NV9OT Z1—-0L\4"""3ANA NVLdVO 13 ; “¥Q 39VINIA : K
£-9"""13TIS 1SNJOT Z1—01\4"""3AIN0 ONIAVD 13 | 1S VISIA VIV %. %>
HOWL 3 g HOTAVL = G
M m 08 GO VL M \
. 14} L _ (0]} 6 8 L 9 _ ¢ rd l

SVAUV ADNVANALLV LORILSIA TOOHDS dAIIINNA MOOTINL



el
o
@
(7]
O
Warner Rd
o
o
@
P o
- - = - _ 5
- = - fs
- - - =
— - b == ~
& ~
- ~
- ~
Z ~
- ~
e
N
W Taylor Rd Z N
- E Taylor Rd N
7
N
Y - Knoxley D
Y Sunday Dr 2\ Inspiration Wy N noxley Dr _
Vintage Dr Y g N\ =
/ : 2 < N =
Sunnyhill Dr Sunnyhill Dr 5 o \ 5 T
/ e a Fantasy Ct 5 ) o
2 =2 AN = °
/ o G = @
/ g © N 2 g
i _ S = i
MemoryLln |/ Sunbird Dr i Dancer Wy = a 5 N g
g = £ 5
/ = 2 4 Dancer wy 2 S\ Dancer Wy
/ 5 o -~ = — a 38
° £ > _ ~ @ \
/ z Leffler PI g 2 5 ~ > \ ~
N 5 -~ & e i I =) g a =
5 / __Cg I = B Candlestick Ct lmai;es\Ct @ S \ 5
S s/ = £ s s < s 5 5 g
S < 2 < o Vi & N £ \ g [
3 v / a 3 Z Crowley Dr P N Afthum// \i.T. S
© S =
= 8/ 5 = N S
T = G Gl / Moonbeam W )
3 3 - - \ Moonbeam Wy o] Moonbeam Wy
- /s \ \
W Springer Dr Z = \ \
/ Helen Dr
% \ & Wood Mint Dr
/ / © (8 o)
5 °G AR L
! Vasche Ave > g \ Q Redbud Ln | a <
| / 2 . & S
/ \ 5 : I
| e} v > & = T 2
. 2 g\ = 5 H 8l =S
| Gikas Lr/ i 2 i= o =] = 5
& = = < 7| a
| | G S =
N o
| _ | Ea rl E Springer Dr
a
\ Coil o @ l ’
\ = - S = Elementary o o*
£ < 8 v Senthal Dr ! 7}(’,\@ !
| 1 1 1 School | \
\ s g : choo |
s & Nes /4
%) \ RN "(‘/; /
\ S Heartland Wy / 2 @
\ \ i o ¢ s !
W Christoffersen Pkwy \ E Christoffersen Pkwy ) = E / 9 2/
\\ \ @ E Zeering RF W > / S § E/
. \ < a
\ — Castile Ct \ / La Paloma St =z = i
@ /Llly Ln
\ v @\ Bluefield Ave i / %/
\ 2 z N ror} £ ) rvest Dr =
N Queensland Ave = N 2 y
\ 3 5 ~ 3 ] @
\ = 5 ~ B < S e /
I} > ~ = K Bennington Ave § < !
| £ @ ~ _ @ == e 2 Violetwy / Field Dr
. 2 Burgenland Ave g - - _ - < - & /
\ % c /
Fullerton Dr o} z —E‘ Whispering Pines Dr /
i S /
2 ~ & =
g ~ 3 B . ‘
S 5 £ © /
- S g \D g S Y /
E Nicole Ct = = 2 E come = < b Y
B R ) w Ced i
2 edar Ridge Dr
: SO ® @ “he ‘
= N g v/
N 2 -
A Hillsdale D |
N N STOP el @ 5 B _ “ Hartwick Ave
- o 3 P
V) ) c =l -~
Calaveras Wy v \Viﬂanova Dr 1 2 = (o P - % Kimberly Shea Dr
o ~ STOP £ 15 @ g
= ~ el < -~ Potomac Ave b=
S =~ © %) ~ 5 S
< ] o - = n
~ O > 19 = B o
~ < > — o ©
e = <C - o o
- ~ — 2 @ @_ — - 7 < a3 Ebe's Ct
< T g — —<c— — — o £
2 2 it = ®
- K Tulane Wy c ) e
a I o = = )
© @ 3 Gary St « z Burman Dr Burman Dr
o $ . fnl
S @
< > el
Ng = g
% Newcomb Ave
el
T
o
W Monte Vista Ave
E Monte Vista Ave
= C')' -
Hayes Dr 5 = é o]
= Kellogg Ave > - O s 2 ,
< 99 = S £ Parents and students are encouraged to use this
2 2 g map to explore options for walking and bicycling to
{= . .
= 2 school. Parents are responsible for choosing the
Hedstrom Rd g .
most appropriate route based on their knowledge
B ) of conditions along the different routes and the
' = [ . .
Regis St i . 3 experience level of their student.
Brian Ln Penn Ave
Earl Elementar B school fway D CossngGuag = Suggested Route Esting Class| o
y choo — Stop Location Walking and Biking) Existing Class Il H-
R i Suggested Route
Parks 2-way : Bicycle and ° page 1-7
altg Dataobtained from:The City of Turlock, @ Stop W) Pedestrian Access (Walking Only) 0 0,075 015
Stanislaus County, and Omni-Means f : | !
".‘ ~ Y, nmnm Marked u Slgnallze.d I T Viles
RREEEEE Map created: October 2014 Crosswalk Intersection



el
o
o]
7
o
o
o
5
£
o
= - = T T T =
ne  — — T =
\I}NL 2 = o
— = ~
~ % =
=z 2 N
2 ~N
2 ~N
/ ~
P ~
N
% - o
y N
y N
Y AN
\
/ : h
AN
/
\
/ \
/
Y \
/ \ — = = 7 = \
Ne = -
/ '\\iﬂ\/ I \
< = W Taylor Rd \ E Taylor Rd
2 / Homestead Wy _ Summerton Ln p
© s Y \
Vierawy 5/ N . 2 r
£ / < > = 4 e k) Vintage Dr A
3 S g / £ % S
/ :C: ,“? 2 / < a L 2 \ Sunnyhill Dr
/ o g o o \
S — & / c
/ ° = / Sandy Wy K] \ \
& Paseo Belleza 2 \ |
/ \ Memory Ln Sunb\lrd Dr
\ \
Estrella Wy | \ |
o)
f = . 2,
] U a N
«@\5‘ > 5 5 _sg/ 9 2 _
= =] S o
'\’5(\’0 % v Woodland Dr 2 g = 5 e _g | o
S o] | = o o ] o £
R ° S £ 3 = 2
4 | s (3} K G} | <
© = = = (o)
& 4 & [
| =hilin _ ! E Springer Dr
\ W Springer Dr £ £ \ W Springer Dr [9) = '
= = (7] v
\ ¥ \ Ml o / £ § I
\ \ we g /
5 5 = \ c / = /
Andleman\Ct @ > a = S /
,% = % 2 \ S z /
LS a & » N o] 2 E /o
= g S s £ z o N /
\ £ =Y i = o = ] & Sunshine Wy
£ 8 o} § @ = ;& /
~ \ Shady Ln 3 5 N £ 3 Wendy Wy b=
5\ T N 1S B d
fs N e 4 /
é’ \ AN Greenhouse Wy G
& \ x = Collegeview Dr N _
5 Ej ~ = > 5l a
g : < s 2 5 =
a8\ = 3 2 % 2
&\ Kirksey Dr = 2 /e 2
\ " . - Meandering Ln / & 2
\ = E W Christoffersen Pkwy /
EQE / E Christoffersen Pkwy
N i W Zeering Rd /
/
TR - o v V Castile Ln
3 N\ ¢ H ) Vs
= g c @
5 o & & 5 3 2 ¢ )
i < uE) Lg o S s = Merced Wy y %
= =] S % E N I~ yz N
I a 5 o S ~ T 1]
i n a o = S §
AptosDr = N _ E
AN N P £
wv
~ “\e‘ce/dw’y
N - Ansel Adams Blvd P pe
Crossbill Wy Bourang Wy S = _ - & Fullerton Dr
a ~ o - W s G
= 4 Tuolumne Dr~ &- _ Merced WY |
> £ o 5 T — - S N'Cole -
= o § S = _ _ - 2 G Lo
5 Bittern Wy 5 T - - = 0 ' g3
5 5 2 Nicole Ct S =
& 3 _ z
o a
[ [
o] =
Waterthrush Wy qc>; g
£ e
e
Lapwing Wy Calaveras Wy
T o bl University Cir Melones Dr
5
>
& G Parents and students are encouraged to use this
[
I . c . .
5 53: N\aﬁvosam map to explore options for )/valklng and t?lcycllng to
= school. Parents are responsible for choosing the
Mariposa Df 5 most appropriate route based on their knowledge
% of conditions along the different routes and the
W Monte Vista Ave < experience level of their student.
1 W 4-way '\1 Crossing Guard mm— Suggested Route -
School f : Walking and Bikin _
edeiros Elementary e crossng Watking and Bing) e
Parks @ 2-way Bicycle and Existing Class | page 1-78
Data obtained from: The City of Turlock, Sto i
alta | Y p Pedestrian Access Existing Class I 0 0.075 0.15
Stanislaus County, and Omni-Means s Marked u Signalized xisting Class |
@i Map created: October 2014 Crosswalk Intersection Miles



©
o
> o
£ >
£ 5
= =
=1
o
=
e D ST T~
AN T~
— T~
~ - ~ ~
~
v - ~
< ~N
- W Taylor Rd ~
-
e
Gol/den/Oak G = Alta Vista St N Caprice Dr
3 > N
s 8 =
= = N
/ a = o S
7 RedOakCt & 5 3 £ :
5 £
% R % P - Trail Wy
1 3 o % Z \
/ e K2 %, N
Q &)
/ Grand Oak Ct ) Gemperle Fj 2
y QA0 orle fiel feld - corings Dr \ Greenfield Dr
w° Gemp! 0\“\‘3\“ P! \
/
y \
; Silver Oak Ct \‘A\\I\-\\/e - - — = = — _ _ ~ \ - Addison Dr <
/ _ TN L«J: = ° ﬁ
N q = a \ > 5
/ = Terralinda Dr = = c z g
/ White Oak Ct T V5 g oo
= -
/ i G 2 8
/ 2 afaseo Del Sol \
9] =
Athefstone Rd § W Springer E)\r
/ 3 / 5 .
Evergreen Ln — - (7}
/ = ? \ 2 -E Old Rose Ln \
/ 2 = x S
[ s \o© o] \
5 = : Tea Rose St
“w @ £ Orchid Ln @ \
5 £
/ A o —0 |
| - = a/ 1 8
= / g 1
| " 5 |
andstone,
; o 0 P. T, : |
‘ l Itman Ig EYalonda Ln & |
| | | =
\ \ School 5 |
\ / é |
| / |
\
\ - lack Oak St
\ \ . !
- /
\ i !
\ W Christoffersen Pkwy A% " / /
! \ Ml EYE / (D /
\ \ 1 » 5
\ N Explorer Wy Silvér Leaf Ln G = 5 /
& - pe / 3 o = /
\ \ = 7 & = 4 5 S 2 o
\ : g 2 - y 2 3 5 2 !
. N . = & g = P ] & 5 /
< PolkAve <2 ~ o Oak Crest Dr /
\ EREN Z = P
— ~
W&\ = ~ _ - i
\l2 £ — 1 _ - /
gt \ [ _ |
\ § Casey Ray Ct Autumn Moon Wy /
\ = & = /
& a Y.
\ £ v} ~
\ 2 Tiffany Wy £ J & /
K] c o} £ Morning Dew Ct /
N\ = =) % o 9
N Z 3 ) 3 4
A S A /
\ 4 S
N Roberts Rd 2 /
= 7 Winter Haven Dr
L6 % 5 .
N 00 &¢ w
N Z, S - 3
2. 2 = p [
< N % ) = B
Z % 3 g Sum - 3
Z N % % M - B
= < a G, %
© ~ %, Z S Vail Ct
~ 1 % 2. B
G - % 7))
= 0, _ =
- % Summersong Ct [
N 2 —~ S 0]
— /é(g ~ < ’o’“/,') 1
o - 96’4 == - ‘;\0 9@ Snowbird Dr
= T — — - = Summer Crest Dr & %
= > )
[Y) <
e E_ 9 .
2 ) 4 SpringValleyDr 2
= g - 4 i pring Valley Dr g
3\9 z Hote! Hidden Springs ct 8 A
® = x A
£ . 5
Trellis Ln ;-’_ Spring Blossom Ln K
W Monte Vista Ave
&
Ethan Allen Ct o
5 & =
\XAQ""(/ 2 -
. P
s
Parents and students are encouraged to use this
map to explore options for walking and bicycling to
&, T school. Parents are responsible for choosing the
e, z
’ . .
3 i u i Wi
oy 3 most appropriate route based on their knowledge
O g .
of conditions along the different routes and the
experience level of their student.
Pitman High School & 4wy () Roundabour === Suggested Route Existing Class | —
g School T Stop (Walking and Biking) Existing Class | H-
—— Bicycleand xisting Class
) _ Parks 2-way ; Suggested Route Page I-79
alta Data‘obtalned from:The C|t¥ of Turlock, @ Stop A Pedestrian Access (Walking Only) 0 0.075 0.15
[~ Stanislaus County, and Omni-Means Marked l Signalized Mil
Ty . i ; I T Viles
el Map created: October 2014 Crosswalk Intersection



o
o
2
2 el
S & =
= > 3
E 5 £
=
W Taylor Rd
Alta Vista St i
= Caprice Dr g Homestead Wy
5 = VieiraWy ‘g >
£ 5 = s s z
o < o a2 2
o Trail Wy £ g > 5
2 S 5} S £
%, %, s 3 2
(o} o =
Gemperle Fj e - x
Perle Field Terr ¥ %, . Gtk By Paseo Belleza
aljp, % xain SPNNg = A\e72
aly oo = 0 Paseo Belleza
% c e 2
8 e 5
\ f g Estrella W pase Ashford Dr S
Addison D = y S
Kilroy Rd o " Addison Dr = g
= g
©
— e — . >
Terralinda Dr § Dl ) 2 ﬁ \Emi)reis Ln \\Q'y 3\’(\ =
N\-\\e = % S = == ¥ X >
AN~ & S G Empress L ~ S < = Woodland Dr
— 2 S ©
& - S 2 & S g
@ - Paseo Del Sol . J s
= > > . [l] Ly
S P < W Springer Dr = A &
> © = N
P - _ g = ~ W Springer Dr
P e < (! N
© s b} N
Ve - ®  OldRose Ln a = N
O IS
. s & ¢ : s 5 0 S
P 5 = = AndlemanCt ® > N a
. TeaRoseSt 2 S = £ S CasuallLn )
Y a (]} = ic 5 [
© & @ \ <
/ E v —
c AN £ v
‘ 2 N E g
y o Shady Ln a N
= S
/ = L -
©
/ 2 Yalondaln o S \
/ 3 & < alboaPark & < Collegeview Dr
2 \§ © = = — < \
/ g * S e - == b3
o 4‘;', A\ — ~ - ©
/ z Q?;,e 3 \\Afl\ P - i \
, P ~ N x \ Kirksey Dr
v Black Oak St — e Balboa Park LT E
y 2 LTI E \
, i s LTI W Christoffersen Pkwy = iuumE \
/ HoE ‘ El N W Zeering Rd
H B mm A
. 1 i , 4 5 \ v} fot \
Explorer Wy Silver Leaf Ln o] ~ G \ & 4 c \
= © ~ o c
/ A H o © - § @ 2 o
5 & & S ) o o s £ " ® \
/ I} - 7 = = = o =1 o & <
& S B 3 T s E g s S 2 \
/ L ) & ) & = \ A &£ 9
| / o Oak Crest Dr Tu rIOCk \ Aptos Dr = :
| '3 . | |
f Rz J unior Ansel Adams Bivd
.
-asey.Ray.CE Autumn Moon Wy . Cros\sblH Wy Bourang Wy \
N T A High 5 |
& % a | £ IS} Tlfolumne Dr
| 5 3 \ - h | - 2 5 z
5 Tiffany Wy £ Y \ & SC (0]0) EWagtaily =/ b S [
< | o =) & £ Morning Dew Ct = g Bittern Wy 5
\ 3 ';:, 3 : Redpoll Ct g 5 = J
) wn o |
| RobertsRd . 7» g}:
o /
Winter Haven Dr = S
% \ e Waterthrlish Wy M [
EX \ g / s
2 c \ 8 e /
%, = . = /
2 \ % Summe N 5 = " . /W ) /
a 3, (7} apwi =
. %, 2 vail Ct g Pty - !
. < N z 3 / z /
= (7 =
Summersong Ct & = 4 =
\ ong N 5 0 ZBluethroat Dr /
. 7 ,o,//.) = /
§ > e Snowbird Dr 1 4 /
\ Summer Crest Dr & % -
> © ~ o /
\ S T . ~ 7
= 1~ = - - _ - / L
\ L 2 . a Q
\ e Spring Valley Dr 2 / o
. Hidden Springs ct g % / l_é’?
N g\ ' ‘g / Mariposa Dr
N Trellis Ln = Spring Blossom Ln 2 /| 5
» ) &
\ numm T
N W Monte Vista Ave = y ’ =)
N N S 7
] s
N Ethan Allen Ct o 7
N 7 & Trinity Wy e
N (] - = z
N S K 3 &
~ z = . 2 &
Q _ o S Heritage Wy :g _ - é
~ = ’5@,? = /'_/ [a) Rockhurst Ln
< _ E len | = _
- 5 a0 >
~ _ “(FS —~ 9 =
4/6\ -~ _ & - 53 2
0, ==l — — GomesLn & £ A
% = = _ . - S Cole Ave]
%J\ Filmore Wy Boston €t g 3
)3
5
<9/1, '_Q" Dal Wi Gettysburg St
alarna
(@Y \ E Chamberlain Dr = Y
. =
% aMberiain pr s
Q
I Georgetown Ave
® Pri krown Ct : 2
D) ivate Street, Yo <
%f Gala Ct S %
Z, g >
£ £ I 5
o % Arlington Ct o)
(] i L
o Victory Ln W Minnesota Ave
Somerset Ct Campbell Wy Z ” 5
< [
Triumph Ct § g _‘E"; =
= & )
S 3
° Berry Dr o
Celebration Ln E
. . ﬁ 4-way Bicycle and -
TU rl OC k J unior H |g h i School Stop %) pedestrian Access Existing Class | it}
Parks 2-way === Suggested Route Existing Class I Page -8
alta Data obtained from: The City of Turlock, @ Stop (Wg?king and Biking) 0 0.075 0.15
Stanislaus County, and Omni-Means Marked Signalized i i
Map created: October2014 i In?ersection Suggested Route I T Viles
= Map : Crosswalk (Walking Only)



el
o
2
o
g =2 =
< > 3
© = —
=
\e - - - = N .
\Il‘\ﬁ\ - T~
— - - b A
_ ~
_ ~
_ ~
_ ~
s ~
_ ~
P ~
N
v - b
P N
y N
/ o N
7/ W Taylor Rd N
Alta Vista St i
v Ista - Caprice Dr - Homestead Wy
/ = > % :
/ g = QL)Vieira Wy'5 A\ N
£ 5 S = g‘ AN
/ 3 < - — - Trail Wy i g > \ 5
/ % ‘AN\/ = - 9 S S \‘é‘
/ 4700 «}'é A = \ N g 4 S
9 % - ~ o =
erle Field Gemperle Figlq %, & ~ a
Gemp , Terry, ’?2(} - -\ 5prings Dr Greenfield Dr = - Paseo Be{eza
/70/’30 7 o\“\xa N =
/ 7 Ve c
/ N2
/ \ ) & Ashford Dr
Addis: Di =
: K'”Oy/Rd . BONE addisonDr S\
! g . - ¢ )
/ Terralinda Dr < e a = S \ S > \
2 T <<\
/ & 35 ] Empress | \ & % Woodland Dr
/ = 8 = 5
o < m 3 \
/ Paseo Del Sol L i a4
| @ W Springer Dr & \
| = W Springer Dr W gpringer Dr
|
I S =
| - § Old Rose Ln < |
/ ¥ S » g
| i g " 5 5 L
5 AndlemanCt ® > (o] )
\ 5 TeaRosest 2 Elementa ry | £ £ casualln | =
© kS a | €
| \s b5
\ 5 School / -
I \ / i Shady Ln | a
\ / < I
\ - \ 5
= Yalonda kn o o / 2
\ = \/eo 2 Balboa Park = 1 Co‘legeview Dr
- % S &
\ g = / ©
\ & & / 3 /
= © Ki,
5 V2 o / Irksey py
\ = Black Oak St 7 Balboa Park i
\ N Y i =@ =
\ i ~ W Christoffersen Pkwy 7 E E EH =
\ = H > - Sl M\ 7eering Rd
\ EHE ~ i 7 g / ?
M i = - he) ] gl 7
- - —
Explorer Wy Silver Leaf Ln O ST (o] _ - i = Y 2
5 A 3 o R = . ¢ ¢ £/
2 . _ 2 £ = & 2
= N 7 [a) = £ N 2 & © g o 2
2 b 2 g o Q ° = = = S S /@
2 = N5 3 ) © @ g I < 3 g %
2 Polk Ave \7 %, Oak Crest Dr : = Aptos,Dr =
s \ £ E
ks o] = Vi
s N & /
E \ y Ansel Adams-Blvd
2 Casey Ray Ct D Autumn Moon Wy Crossbill Wy Bourang Wy
= N a
a2 AN a : £ g
z g N = = = g 5 8
2 Tiffany Wy 13 N s & = Wagtail wy 5 & s
° N g 5 £ Morning Dew Ct = Py Bittern Wy s
T N 2 g 2 RedpoliCt~ S 5 =
a5 o~ . a 5 e - o3 =
Q T _ (%) g
Roberts Rd - - ]
z ~ Winter Haven Dr ) o]
S 5 ~ _ ~ 1 9 Waterthrush Wy 0
% ~ @ T s s
% = T . S _ - g B
% g Su N — - —— — 3 c 5
% 5 mm@rc S = o
a ) () apwin
f%/) Z mg Vail Ct 2 PWING ¥y
2 Z E]
5y =
Summersong Ct [ =
%, [9) Bluethroat Dr
S ,
& 9@ Snowbird Dr
Summer Crest Dr & =)
) %
£ 5
= a = & N
4 e 1 Spring Valley Dr 2 @
o Hidd i g 2 >
% idden Springs Ct 5 g . <
% o n Osa
% = 5 or
oy@& Trellis Ln ;’f Spring Blossom Ln 2
7
o
W Monte Vista Ave 2
Parents and students are encouraged to use this
Y map to explore options for walking and bicycling to
Ethan Allen Ct 2 school. Parents are responsible for choosing the
m - — . .
= 0 S most appropriate route based on their knowledge
N = Y= e .
i 3 = ‘ of conditions along the different routes and the
= S Heritage Wy 3 q
g experience level of their student.
i
£y = o =
Walnut Elementary & fway Q) Reundabo T Bk
y School T Stop (Walking and Biking) Existing Class | H-
: Bicycle and
Parks 2-way ‘ Suggested Route ot Page |-81!
alta Dt obtained from: The City of Turlock, D Stop Q Pedestrian Access (Walking Only) Existing Class II 0.075 015
= Stanislaus County, and Omni-Means Marked u Signalized . 15
. i ¢ N T
g Map created: October 2014 Crosswalk Intersection Miles



SalIN

I S0 §S20 0

Juswubie Aemssaidxa
yojew o} Ayjioe sjokorg sunng

spuels| A4unog g spwi A =--—
Aiepunog eauy ApnisEad

selepunog

Speol|ieY e

10109109
[ELIBLY e

uoijoauuo) Aemssaldx3 |ejus}od —=—
Aemssaldxg ——

Aemaai4

(0g02) uonenosy

suiseg uonuajaq/siied D
LBaly Apnis uonenalin Aempeoy
sealy Juswanoidw) Ajuoud D
11l sse|D pasodoid
11 SSB|D pas0dold eeceee
| Sse|D pasodold eeeees
111 ssejD Buysixg
1 SSBID BUNSIXT s
| SSB|D BUNSIXT me

sAemayig

pasodoud pue Bunsixg
ue|d |eJauan
£-G aunbiy

— QN
' 00
T ———— i
s GEEsiNarE | T =
= (&)
L b>
>
T W §
- c
NG
%) S 5
> N
R X I
s i
1 ; i
(%) i |
) i {
& ) _ 0
\\) “s» \/.. 7 ... i | W ”
\\ ., £ - u 0
No A\ < """, B m =
r- N\ RN i =0 I P 0
H &S SN % l._ 1 2
K m | e N N\ 7 .m - 9
9| > y 9,
o // // 3 N sess 0
: s LN\ CR DN |
‘| o I N\ Sl (
B I O\ =T .
]
] m m ~ o 0
il & '
" eoe / 4 m
(o v
13 W 4 . .
" = by
SN\ ANV 3
s o ecese
A" = -
| -+" W 2 z
i | |
10|
9|
% Iy HLY3M NS
m AV HLHON
m
E2 P4
T SN oL S SR A INWNTFENL M
| — N \
| 2 X
........... A7 9 13 T
| y o ©OY H
i > S !
. m .
; | F\VLISIAIINOWM
/ i ] < i
_ “ ,. .
_i 1 - ] ,
| 1 2 5 \
HAAA A ||IM. \
0l \
W - 0 \
QI \
0 | 1 i
! d
) A 4
QY FOTAVI Ibodboocooocooooo



Infrastructure Recommendations

Figure 6-1: Active Transportation Plan Bikeway Recommendations
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The 2014 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable
Communities Strategies (RTP/SCS) represents a new
approach to regional transportation planning; one
that goes beyond singularly addressing transportation
needs. The 2014 RTP/SCS strengthens the link
between land use and transportation planning,
recognizing the significant connection between these
two areas and its impact on the region’s quality of life.

The 2014 RTP/SCS or “Plan” presents a strategy to
accommodate the significant expected growth in the
region while promoting economic vitality, providing
more housing and transportation choices, promoting
healthy living, and improving communities through an
efficient and well-maintained transportation network.

This plan addresses new requirements, including
Senate Bill 375 (SB 375) which calls for reductions in
greenhouse gas emissions from the transportation
sector; as well as new federal mandates under MAP-
21 (Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century),
the new transportation authorization bill, which
emphasizes a performance-based planning approach.
The Plan, which matches transportation investment
priorities with desired land use, represents the
Stanislaus Council of Government’s (StanCOG) vision
for a more sustainable, healthy, and equitable region
with multimodal transportation options available for all
users.
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DEVELOPMENT SERVICES PHONE: (209) 668-5599 x4439

ENGINEERING DIVISION FAX: (209) 668-5563
156 S. BROADWAY, SUITE 150 TDD: (800) 735-2929
TURLOCK, CA 95380 wyork@turlock.ca.us
April 16, 2015
To Whom it May Concern:

On March 26, 2015, the California Transportation Commission (CTC) approved the guidelines for
Cycle 2 of the Active Transportation Program (Program), while at the same time activating a state-
wide call for projects. This provides an opportunity for cities such as Turlock to compete for funding
for projects that improve bicycling and walking within our community. The Program was
established through state legislation (SB 99 and AB 101) and is still fairly new. It also represents a
consolidation of other funding sources, including Safe Routes to School (SR2S) and Bicycle
Transportation Account (BTA) monies, among others.

The CTC has announced that a total of $360 million has been made available under the Program for
award (statewide) for state fiscal years 2016/17, 2017/18, and 2018/19 (Cycle 2). Applications must
be adhere to specific guidelines and must be submitted no later than June 1, 2015, for a chance to
compete for 50% of the available funds. Unfunded applications will compete in a subsequent
selection process at the regional level, where Turlock will be allowed to submit additional
applications if needed. The regional application selection will be conducted by the Stanislaus
Council of Governments (StanCOG) with participation from local agencies.

City staff 1s currently preparing a list of potential projects for consideration. Part of that process will
involve careful review of the City’s draft Active Transportation Plan (Plan), which outlines priority
projects selected by stakeholders within the community. In addition, the City is seeking additional
input from all community members who may have an idea or suggestion regarding a potential
project that will promote walking and biking within our community. These may be infrastructure
projects, such as new bike paths; non-infrastructure projects, such as education and outreach
programs or activities; or a combination of the two.

Feedback can be provided in one of three ways:

1. In-person at a community meeting. A brief description of the Program will be provided and
staff will be present to answer any questions. The meetings will be held at City Hall on:
Thursday, 4/30/15 at 6:00 p.m. (following a Plan presentation); Saturday, 5/2/15 at 10:00
a.m.; and Wednesday, 5/6/15 at 6:30 p.m.; or

2. Social media. Information regarding the Plan and Program are available through the City’s
Development Services Department Facebook page at (www.facebook.com/turlockdsd) or
Twitter page at (www.twitter.com/turlockdsd), where citizens can reply to ATP posts with
comments or suggestions for potential projects; or

3. Mail/email. Suggestions may be sent to the attention of Wayne York, Capital Improvement
Coordinator, by mail or email using the information in the header of this letter (above).
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On May 7, 2015, after all feedback has been received, the City will finalize and prioritize the list of
potential projects and begin working on applications. Applications are expected to be completed the
following week, at which point key stakeholders will be notified for the opportunity to submit a letter
of support. Applications shall be formally submitted no later than May 29, 2015. Please feel free to
share this information with anyone who may be interested in providing feedback.

For more information regarding the Program guidelines, please visit the California Department of
Transportation’s ATP website at http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LocalPrograms/atp/cycle-2.html.

For more information on the City’s draft ATP Plan, currently available for public review, please visit
the Plan website at: http://www.bikewalkturlock.com. The City acknowledges the support of our
ATP consultants, Alta Planning + Design and Omni-Means, for their efforts over the past 1-1/2
years in making this Plan a reality.

Thank you for your time and consideration as we strive to make improvements for the benefit of all
citizens.

Sincerely,

Wayne York
Capital Improvement Coordinator

Cc:  John Lieswyn, Alta Planning + Design
Dr. Sonny Da Marto, Turlock Unified School District
Mike Trainor, Turlock Unified School District
Roger Smith, Turlock Unified School District
Dr. Joseph Sheley, California State University, Stanislaus
Melody Maffei, California State University, Stanislaus
Susan Dion, Stanislaus County Bicycle Club
Debra Elliot, Turlock PTA
Kristina Hacker, Turlock Journal
ATP Community Advisory Team (CAT)
Applicable City staff
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m City of Turlock - Development Services Department
Posted by Wayne York [?]1- April 16 - @

The Active Transportation Program #ATP is accepting applications for
bike/pedestrian projects with $360M available statewide for funding. The
City would like your input on potential bike/pedestrian improvement projects
as we begin to put together applications. You can share your comments
here, or attend a workshop. See dates and times below.

50 City of Turlock - Development Services Department For more information
about the ATP grant program, you can visit:
hitp:/iwww dot.ca.gov/hg/LocalPrograms/atp/cycle-2.htmi

Like - Reply - Commented on by Wayne York [?]1- April 16 at 12:27pm

City of Turlock - Development Services Department Workshops will be
g held at City Hall on 4/30 at 6:00 p.m. (following an ATP plan presentation), 5/2

at 10:00 a.m., and 5/6 at 6:30 p.m. where more information about the ATP

program will be presented and an opportunity for input will be provided.

Like - Reply - % 1 - Commented on by Wayne York [?] - April 16 at 12:26pm
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-
éﬂ DEVELOPMENT SERVICES PHONE: (209) 668-5520
p— ENGINEERING DIVISION FAX: (209) 668-5563
TURLOCK | 156S. BROADWAY, SUITE 150 TDD: (800) 735-2929
LNG. 208 TURLOCK, CA 95380 engineering@turlock.ca.us

April 2, 2015

PUBLIC NOTICE

for immediate posting

The State of California has recently released a “Call for Projects” under Cycle 2 of the Active
Transportation Program (ATP). This is a grant funding opportunity where agencies like Turlock
can submit applications and compete for federal and state funding for projects that benefit biking
and walking within the community. Projects can be “infrastructure” related, such as new
sidewalks and bike paths, “non-infrastructure” related, such as encouragement and education
programs, or a combination of both.

The City is seeking input from the general public to help identify and prioritize biking and walking
needs within the community. Feedback can be provided in one of three ways:

(1) Community meeting. City staff will be available to provide an overview of the funding
program, solicit input for proposed projects and answer any questions the public may
have. The meetings will be held at City Hall on Thursday, April 30, 2015 at 6:00 p.m. and
Saturday, May 2, 2015 at 10:00 a.m. and Wednesday, May 6, 2015 at 6:30 p.m.

(2) Social media. Information regarding this program, as well as the City’s draft Active
Transportation Plan, can be found on the City of Turlock Development Services
Department’'s Facebook page (www.facebook.com/turlockdsd) or Twitter page
(www.twitter.com/turlockdsd) where citizens can reply to ATP posts with comments or
suggestions for potential projects.

(3) Mail. Project ideas can be sent by mail to the attention of Wayne York, Capital
Improvement Coordinator, at the mailing address at the top of this page.

(4) Email. Project ideas can be sent by email to wyork@turlock.ca.us.

Ideas for projects must be received no later than Wednesday, May 6, 2015. City staff will then
review all of the input provided, along with priority projects identified within the City’s Active
Transportation Plan, and prioritize potential projects for this funding cycle.

Thank you for your time and consideration as we strive to make improvements for the benefit of
all of Turlock’s citizens.
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ASkCHIS

Search Query Summary: GEOGRAPHIC AREA: COMPARE BY:
Stanislaus None selected
MAIN TOPIC: POPULATION:
Number of days physically active at least one hour (past None selected
week)

Source: 2011 - 2012 California Health Interview Survey
95% confidence intervals are displayed in table

* . .
Red asterisk means statistically unstable

Number of days physically active at least one hour (past week)

7.7%*
0 day (0.4 - 15.0)
4,000

1.6%"
1day (0.0-4.1)
1,000

8.6%"
2 days (0.0-18.8)
4,000

7.4%*
3 days (0.1-14.7)
4,000

29.6%%
4 days (5.3 -54.0)
15,000

9.9%"
5 days (0.0 - 21.0)
5,000

1.3%*
6 days (0.0-3.5)
1,000

33.9%

7 days (14.9-52.8)
17,000
100.0%

Total
50,000

View additional resources related to Physical Activity/Exercise

If your table includes 2001 data, it may exclude survey responses for which answers are unknown. For all other years, unknown answers are imputed.
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Search Query Summary: GEOGRAPHIC AREA: COMPARE BY:
Stanislaus None selected
MAIN TOPIC: POPULATION:
Overweight for age (does not factor height) 0-18

Source: 2011 - 2012 California Health Interview Survey
95% confidence intervals are displayed in table

* . .
Red asterisk means statistically unstable

Overweight for age (does not factor height)
18.3%"
Overweight for age (4.5-32.1)
17,000
81.7%%
Not overweight for age (67.9 - 95.5)
74,000
100.0%

Total
91,000

View additional resources related to Height & Weight

If your table includes 2001 data, it may exclude survey responses for which answers are unknown. For all other years, unknown answers are imputed.
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County Health

Rankings & Roadmaps

Building a Culture of Health, County by County

Stanislaus (SL)

Health Outcomes

Length of Life

Premature death

Quality of Life

Poor or fair health

Poor physical health days

Poor mental health days

Low birthweight

Health Factors

Health Behaviors

Adult smoking

Adult obesity

Food environment index
Physical inactivity

Access to exercise opportunities
Excessive drinking
Alcohol-impaired driving deaths
Sexually transmitted infections
Teen births

Clinical Care

Uninsured

Primary care physicians
Dentists

Mental health providers
Preventable hospital stays
Diabetic monitoring
Mammography screening
Social & Economic Factors
High school graduation

Some college

Unemployment

Children in poverty

Income inequality

Children in single-parent households

Social associations

Violent crime

Injury deaths

Physical Environment

Air pollution - particulate matter
Drinking water violations

Severe housing problems
Driving alone to work

Long commute - driving alone

* goth percentile, i.e., only 10% are better.

Stanislaus
County

6,876

22%
4.4
3.9
6.3%

17%
32%
6.8
20%
92%
17%
27%
385
42

20%
1,474:1
1,723:1
636:1
59
83%
61.6%

82%
48.7%
13.0%
31%
4.7
34%
5.6
515
56

9.2
28%
28%
79%
30%

Note: Blank values reflect unreliable or missing data

Error
Margin
6,630-7,123

19-25%
3.8-5.0
3444
6.1-6.5%

14-20%
29-36%
17-23%

14-21%

41-44

18-21%

56-62
80-86%
58.6-64.6%

47.1-50.2%
27-34%

4.54.9
32-36%

53-59

27-20%
78-80%
20-31%

Top U.S.
Performers*

5,200

10%
2.5
2.3
5.9%

14%
25%
8.4
20%
92%
10%
14%
138
20

11%
1,045:1
1,377:1
386:1
41
90%
70.7%

71.0%
4.0%
13%
3.7
20%
22.0
59

50

9.5
0%
9%
71%
15%

California

5,295

18%
3.7
3.6
6.8%

13%
23%
7-5
17%
93%
17%
31%
441
34

20%
1,204:1
1,291:1
376:1
45
81%
59.3%

83%
61.7%
8.9%
24%
5.1
32%
5.8
425
46

93
3%
29%
73%
37%

Rank
(of 57)
38

37

40

50
48

40

50

56

2015
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Study Shows Bicycle-Friendly City Infrastructure in U.S. Significantly Increases
Cycling to Work by Residents, Which Can Improve Health of Locals
Print

OBESITY
SOCIETY

Research. Education. Action.

9:00 a.m. EST, Monday, Nov. 3, 2014

CONTACT:
Mollie Turner, The Obesity Society: mturner@obesity.org

Study Shows Bicycle-Friendly City Infrastructure in U.S. Significantly Increases Cycling to Work by Residents,
Which Can Improve Health of Locals

Minneapolis Greenway Tied to Increase in Active Commuting for Residents Living in Neighboring Communities

BOSTON, MA: New research ties bike-friendly infrastructure changes in United States cities to increases in "active
commuting" by bike-riding residents, which can improve and sustain weight[i] and reduce cardiac risk][ii]. The research
comes as many of the largest U.S. cities, including New York, Chicago and Minneapolis, add hundreds of miles of bike
lanes and launch bike-sharing programs, which Bicycling magazine editor calls "an indicator of an urban area'’s vibrancy
and livability." The findings will be presented during a poster session on Tuesday, Nov. 4 at The Obesity Society Annual

Meeting at ObesityWeek 2014 in Boston, Mass.

"Recently released Census Bureau data show that the number of people commuting by bike has increased by 60% over
the past decade - but until now, the increase has not been closely tied to a supportive city infrastructure," said senior
study author Penny Gordon-Larsen, PhD, TOS Vice President and Professor of Nutrition at the University of North
Carolina. "Our goal was to evaluate how the development of the Minneapolis Greenway affected the commute of
residents over a ten-year period. We found that bicycle commuting increased most significantly in communities along the
Greenway. These data are supportive, but not proof, that a commitment to urban cycling infrastructure can increase
active commuting by bicycle."

Research led by the University of North Carolina team used previously collected data from Minneapolis, where increases
in commuting by bicycle have significantly exceeded the national average over the past decade. During the same period,
the city made major bicycle infrastructure changes, including the Greenway - a trans-city, off-road trail system linking
major residential and employment centers. Results show greater increases in commuting by bicycle among residents
living near the Greenway. For example, the percentage of workers commuting by bike increased by 89%, from 1.8% (95%
Cl: 1.2, 2.4) in 2000 to 3.4% (2.9, 4.0) among those living three miles of the Greenway, while those living six miles from
the greenway increased by 33%, from 1.2% (0.1, 2.4) to 1.8% (0.7, 2.9).

"While it's well known that bicycling and walking are effective physical activities to promote healthy weight and reduce
cardiac risk, this type of active transportation remains more common in European cities than in North America," said Dr.
Gordon-Larsen. "Some of this difference between Europe and North America can be attributed back to safety concerns
associated with cycling in most North American cities, which provides even greater emphasis for infrastructure changes

for North American decision-makers to provide safe active commuting routes."

TOS agrees that a population approach is one of the key pieces to combatting the obesity epidemic.

"This study reinforces the idea that the way our environment is constructed has the potential to positively impact
community health," said John M. Jakicic, PhD, FTOS, of the University of Pittsburgh speaking on behalf of TOS. "" - H-4
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proposals are designed for new developments or the renovation of existing infrastructure, we call on architects,
engineers, and city planners - among others involved in the process - to consider designs that make physical activity safe
and accessible for the community. We've seen encouraging momentum during the past decade, and hope to see even
more infrastructure changes that broadly encompass all communities to encourage active and healthy lifestyles across
the U.S. and all of North America."

The full abstract is included below.

Abstract

Increased Municipal Investment in Bicycle Commuting and Increased Tract-Level Commuting in Minneapolis over a 10
Year-Period

Katie Meyer Carrboro North Carolina, Le Zhang Chapel Hill NC, Daniel Rodriguez Chapel Hill NC, Marc Peterson Chapel
Hill NC, Penny Gordon-Larsen Chapel Hill NC

Background: Walking or biking to work is inversely associated with weight gain. Municipalities have invested in major
infrastructure changes (e.g., greenways) to promote commuting by bicycle. The extent to which infrastructure changes
influence commuting behavior is not known.

Methods: We used data from Minneapolis, where past-decade increases in commuting by bicycle have significantly
exceeded the national average. Over the same period, Minneapolis has made major bicycle infrastructure changes,
including a trans-city, off-road trail system (greenway) linking major residential and employment centers. Using decennial
Census (1990, 2000) and American Community Survey (pooled 2007-2011) data, we quantified tract-level changes in
commuting by bicycle with respect to greenway development. We controlled for tract-level covariates, such as
sociodemographic indicators and street connectivity.

Results: In multivariable-adjusted random-effects tobit regression, among tracts 3 miles from the greenway the
percentage of workers commuting by bike increased from 1.8% (95% CI: 1.2, 2.4) in 2000 to 3.4% (2.9, 4.0) in 2007-
2011, while in tracts 6 miles from the greenway bike commuting (%) changed from 1.2 (0.1, 2.4) to 1.8 (0.7, 2.9).

Conclusions: Our findings suggest that municipal infrastructure influences bicycle commuting, which has been inversely
associated with weight gain and cardiometabolic risk. (Grant support: RO1HL114091)

# # #
About The Obesity Society

The Obesity Society (TOS) is the leading professional society dedicated to better understanding, preventing and treating
obesity. Through research, education and advocacy, TOS is committed to improving the lives of those affected by the
disease. For more information visit: www.Obesity.org. Find TOS disclosures here.

About ObesityWeek

ObesityWeek is the premier, international event focused on the basic science, clinical application, prevention and
treatment of obesity. TOS and the American Society for Metabolic and Bariatric Surgery (ASMBS) host the world’s pre-
eminent conference on obesity, ObesityWeek 2014, Nov. 2-7, at the Boston Convention and Exhibition Center in Boston,
Mass. For the second year, both organizations hold their respective annual scientific meetings under one roof to unveil
exciting new research, discuss emerging treatment and prevention options, and network and present.

[i] L Ming Wen, C Rissel - Preventive medicine, 2008 — Elsevier,
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0091743507003714

[ii] M Hamer, Y Chida - Preventive medicine, 2008 — Elsevier,
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0091743507000989
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Project Name:

Christoffersen Pkwy. Ped and Bike Improvements w/connectors

INFRASTRUCTURE

Project Location:

Various Locations

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

Without Project With Project Non-SR2S Infrastructure Project Cost $12,000
Existing 230 SR2S Infrastructure Project Cost $456,000
Forecast (1 yr after completion) 230 356

Commuters Recreational Users ATP Requested Funds (Box 1E)
Existing Trips 26 76 Non-SR2S Infrastructure SO
New Daily Trips (estimate) 39 112 SR2S Infrastructure $264,000
(1 YR aftercompletion) (actual) 39 112
CRASH DATA (Box 1F) Last 5 Yrs Annual Average

Project Information- Non SR2S Infrastructure Fatal Crashes 0 0
Bike Class Type Bike Class Il Injury Crashes 0 0
Average Annual Daily Traffic (AADT) 15,500 PDO 0 0
Pedestrian Projects (paily Person Trips for All Users) (Box 1B) SAFETY COUNTERMEASURES (improvements) (Box 1G) YorN

Without Project With Project (Capitalized)
Existing 540 c Pedestrian countdown signal heads Y
Forecast (1 YR after project 540‘ 590‘ E} g Pedestrian crossing Y
completion) E’ g Advance stop bar before crosswalk

Without Project With Project & £ |Install overpass/underpass
Existing step counts T c |Raised medians/refuge islands
(600 steps=0.3mi=1 trip) '% '% Pedestrian crossing (new signs and markings only ) Y
Existing miles walked ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ 3:3 g Pedestrian crossing (safety features/curb extensions)

5 £ |Pedestrian signals

Safe Routes to School (SR2S) (Box 1c) Total Bike lanes Y
Number of student enrollment % Sidewalk/pathway (to avoid walking along roadway )
Approximate no. of students living along school -§ Pedestrian crossing (with enhanced safety features)
route proposed for improvement 1000 & |Pedestrian crossing
Percentage of students that currently walk or bike Other reduction factor countermeasures
to school 2.00%
Projected percentage of students that will walk or
bike to school after the project 4.00%
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Project Name:

Christoffersen Pkwy. Ped and Bike Improvements w/connectors

NON-INFRASTRUCTURE

Project Location:

Various Locations

Outreach ( SR2S)- (Box 2a)

Outreach (Non SR2S)- (Box 28)

Participants (School Enroliment) 6,070 Participants 70,000
Current Active Trans Walker/Bicyclist Users 255 Current Active Trans Walker/Bicyclist Users
Percentage of Current Active Trans Walkers/Bicyclists 4% Percentage of Current Active Trans Walkers/Bicyclists 4%
Project Cost $65,200| Project Cost $16,800]
ATP Requested Funds $65,200| ATP Requested Funds $16,800]
Duration of Outreach (months) 12 Duration of Outreach (months) 12
Outreach to new users 5,815 Outreach to new users 70,000
Perception (must be marked with an "x")- (Box 2¢) Promotional Effort (must be marked with an "x")- (Box 20)
Outreach is Hands-on (self-efficacy) X Effort Targets 5E'sor5P's X
Overcome Barriers (e.g., dist, time, etc.) X Knowledgable Staff/Educator X
Eliminates Hazards/Threats (speed, crime, etc.) X Partnership/Volunteers X
Connected or Addresses Connectivity Challenges X Creates Community Ownership/Relationship X
Creating Value in Using Active Transportation X Part of Bigger Effort (e.g., political support) X
Age (must be marked with an "x")- (Box 2E) Duration (must be marked with an "x")- (Box 2F)
Younger than 10 X One Day
10-12 One Month
13-24 One Year X
25-55 Multiple Years
55+ Continuous Effort
Projected New Active Trans Riders Projected New Active Trans Riders
Longitudinal New Users - Longitudinal New Users -
CRASH DATA - (Box 2G) Last 5 Yrs Annual Assumption:
Fatal Crashes 0 0 Benefits only accrue for five years, unless the project
Injury Crashes 0 0 is ongoing.
PDO 0 0
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Non Infrastructure- All

|Projected New ATP Users -

IAnnuaI Mobility Benefits I $O| Did not quantify mobility benefits.

JAnnual Health Benefits | $159,187)

|Annual Recreational Benefits | o] Did not quantify recreational benefits.

|Annual safety Benefits | o] Safety benefits are assumed to be a reduction in Other R
Fuel saved | $193,336 |
Emissions Saved | $14,174 |
Fuel and Emissions Saved | $207,510 |

Underlying assumptions for calculations:

1) 1 mile drivenis ~ 0.05 gal ~ 1 Ib of CO2 based on US average 20mpg.

Source: Active Transportation for America: The Case for Increased Federal Investment
in Bicycling and Walking. Rails to Trails Conservancy, page 22.
http://www.railstotrails.org/resourcehandler.ashx?id=2948

2) Assume users divert 1040 miles ( 4 miles (bike 3 mi, walk .6 mi) * 5days *52 weeks)
3) Gasoline price per gallon is $3.41 (incl. tax)

4) Carbon price is $25 per ton (updated $2014 value)

5) 2,000 lbs = 1 ton

ESTIMATED SAFETY BENEFITS FROM POTENTIAL CRASH REDUCTION

OTHER
REDUCTION
Countermeasures FACTOR
Crash Reduction Factors (CRFs) 10%
Service Life 5
1st year $0|
Fatal Injury PDO Total

0| 0| 0| o

$3,750,837 $80,000) $6,924
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SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL

Infrastructure

Before Project

No. of students enrollment

Approximate no. of students living along
school route proposed for improvement

Percent that currently walks/bikes to school

school

Number of students that walk/bike to

After Project

No. of students enrollment

Approximate no. of students living along
school route proposed for improvement

Projected percentage of students that will
walk or bike because of the project

school after the project

Number of students that will walk/bike to

ATP Shift

Fuels Saved

Emissions Saved

|Annual Mobility Benefits | s46926
JAnnual Health Benefits | 2,927
|Annual safety Benefits | $0)
JFuel and Emissions Saved | $1,318
|Recreational Benefits | o]

Assumptions:

1) 180 school days

2) 2 miles distance to school = 1 hour walk

3) Takes 1 hour back and forth to school grounds, used distance of 1 mile (
4) Approximate no. of students living along school route proposed for impi
before and after to get an actual increase number of ATP users or corresp:
5) We used the value of time for adults for SR2S since we did not quantify
community in general. Value of time for adults $13.03 vs. $5.42 for kids.
6) Safety benefits are assumed to be the same as non-SRTS infrastructure |

Did not quantify recreational benefits for SR2S Infrastructure projects.
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20 Year Invest Summary Analysis

Total Costs $550,000.00
Net Present Cost $528,846.15
Total Benefits $13,425,668.53
Net Present Benefit $9,324,165.56
Benefit-Cost Ratio 17.63

20 Year Itemized Savings

Mobility $4,488,557.83
Health $1,212,466.59
Recreational $6,535,269.63
Gas & Emissions $1,189,374.48
Safety S0.00
Funds Requested $346,000.00

Net Present Cost of Funds Requested $332,692.31
Benefit Cost Ratio 28.03
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Wayne York

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

Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 1:26 PM

To: Wayne York

Cc: Hsieh, Wei@CCC; ATP@CCC; inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org; Garcia, Ray@CCC;
Mijares, Marie@CCC

Subject: RE: 10-Turlock-1 ATP

Hi Wayne,

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 24th Street

Sacramento, CA 95816

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

From: Active Transportation Program <inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org>
Sent: Monday, June 01, 2015 8:24 AM

To: Wayne York

Cc: atp@ccc.ca.gov

Subject: Re: 10-Turlock-1 ATP

Hello,

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

Thank you

H-8
Page |-101


WYork
Highlight


Mike Trainor
Assistant Superintendent

Turlock Unified School District Business Services

Learning Today... Leading Tomorrow

May 27, 2015

Mayor Gary Soiseth

Office of the Mayor

City of Turlock

156 South Broadway, Suite 230
Turlock, California 95380 — 5454

SUBJECT: Active Transportation Program, Cycle 2 — Application to the California Department of
Transportation

REGARDING: Christoffersen Parkway — Class Il Bicycle Facilities

Dear Honorable Mayor Soiseth:

A Class 1I Bicycle Facilities on Christoffersen Parkway is proposed by the City of Turlock in an
application to the California Department of Transportation for “Active Transportation Program, Cycle 27
grant funds. Christoffersen Parkway is a primary east-to-west travel corridor linking five (5) Turiock
Unified School District schools. The schools served by this corridor include Pitman High School,
Turlock Junior High School, Walnut Elementary Education Center, Medeiros Elementary School and Earl
Elementary School. These schools serve over 6,000 students each year.

The proposed project provides for the development of a 6 foot wide Class I bicycle lane and support
signage within the existing Christoffersen Parkway right-of-way. The project includes the installation of
bicycle detection equipment at the existing signalized intersections.

The Christoffersen Parkway — Class II Bicycle Facilities project will provide children with safer routes to
schools and add connectivity to the northern Class 1 facilities across the north end of the city. For these
reasons, | strongly recommend that the California Department of Transportation approve the City of
Turlock™s grant application for the “Active Transportation Program, Cycle 2” funding supporting
Clristoffersen Parkway -- Class 1l Bicycle Facilities .

Please do no hesitate to contact Roger Smith, District Facilities Planner, or me if there are questions.
Sincerely,

e

Mike Trainor

Assistant Superintendent
Business Services

@ choose civility
- Page J-102
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Wayne York

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Hello,

Doug Meredith <dmeredith@peninsularecycling.com>
Friday, May 29, 2015 3:06 PM

Wayne York

Lynda Meredith

ATP Letter of Support

| have been commuting daily to work for the past 3 years and found it to be beneficial on many levels.
It provides daily exercise without spending time in a gym, saves money and contributes to the

improvement of air quality in

a small way. | was reluctant in the beginning due to personal safety

concerns but as time went on, those concerns have somewhat subsided. | am positive more people
would travel by bike if they felt safe and found it to be more convenient than taking their car. Presently
Turlock roads are not that inviting to would be cyclist. These projects being submitted by citizens of

Turlock are a great first step

in changing the culture and improving the quality of life for all of us.

Please consider Christoffersen Pkwy. Bicycle Improvements. | support this thoughtful project.

Regards,

Doug Meredith

Vice President of Operations

Peninsula Plastics Recycling
530 S. Tegner Road

Turlock, CA 95380

Phone: (209) 669-6779, ext 110

Fax: (209) 669-6629
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Wayne York

From: Jennifer Johnson <jljohnson@csustan.edu>
Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2015 10:49 AM

To: Wayne York

Subject: Responses to ATP

Dear City of Turlock

Regarding : 1. Christoffersen Pkwy. Bicycle Improvements

The need for improved bicycle riding conditions on Christoffersen is significant. There are multiple
schools along this route including the CSU campus, this creates a lot of congestion where bicyclist
typically become at great risk for being hit by a car or being “doored” while riding. | have taught at
CSU Stanislaus for nine years and | often battle cars when crossing Crowell, many cars speed down
Christofferson and hang a right onto Crowell without looking to see if bikes are in the crosswalk. The
drivers of these cars are simply looking to see if other cars are turning left off of Christoffersen onto
Crowell so they are looking to make sure they don’t get hit and in the process they fly into the
crosswalk. | have stopped myself from stepping of the curb into the crosswalk just in time for a fast
car hanging a right. | have stayed on the curb and looked into the car to inform the driver “this is my
light the little white walking man means that the crosswalk is for me”. Creating any changes along
Christoffersen and Crowell that alert drivers to the fact that bicyclists are here and are riding to and
from school, work and home would be a wonderful change. | as an adult am better at navigating the
risky roads and crosswalks but then | look around and there are little kids riding the same route in an
attempts to get down Christoffersen to Walnut Elementary School or to get to Turlock Jr. High or
Pitman High and they are at a greater risk of being hit or killed merely due to their size and lesser skill
ability at navigating such risk. Please make these sufficient changes to the Chirstoffersen and Crowell
areas to improve conditions for bicycling.

Jennifer Johnson
209-482-2952

Bicyclist and Pedestrian, Turlock

Jennifer L. Johnson, MSW, LCSW
Lecturer - Master of Social Work Program
CSU Stanislaus

PEER Project Coordinator

209-482-2952

jliohnson@csustan.edu <mailto:jljohnson@csustan.edu>
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Wayne York

From: Linda Simmons Harder <Isharder@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, May 14, 2015 6:11 PM

To: Wayne York

Subject: ATP Cycle 2 Project Application List

| walk along Christofferson from Olive to Tegner Road and return on a daily basis. | would welcome
the opportunity to ride my bike when it is safe. Several times as | rode, | have been narrowly missed
by speeding cars. Riding on the sidewalk is not a good option as many dogs and owners and
students use this entire path to walk. Bicycles and pedestrians. should not be required to share a
sidewalk.

| am writing to show support for a bike lane along Christofferson as it connects to 6 schools: Turlock
Christian, Earl, Turlock Jr Hi, CSUS, Walnut and Pitman. | believe this should be a priority given the
numbers of folks who use this road. | don't understand why these issues were not addressed when
the road was first built. | hope it be will corrected soon.

Thank you.
Linda Simmons Harder
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Wayne York

From: michelle <caseopiaa@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 11:20 AM
To: Wayne York

Subject: ATP letter of support

Dear Wayne York,

| am writing this letter in support of the ATP project #1; Christopherson Parkway buffered bike lane.
My family and I live just north of Christopherson Parkway and we use bikes to commute primarily to
work, for recreation, or to access recreation (go to parks, campus, friends’ homes). Work includes
commuting to CSU Stanislaus, so this route would be directly helpful in that commute. We used to
ride our kids on bikes to the Child Development Center when they were younger and met many
parents there who wanted to ride their kids to the center but did not feel safe enough on the roads
near the campus. This project would provide a safer route for many people to commute to schools or
work and could be connected to other north/south routes to help traverse the entire city.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Michelle Park
209-669-0551
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May 18, 2015
Wayne York,

| am a 5™ grade teacher, a 60-year old grandmother, and | ride my bicycle in Turlock. |
support the City’s applicant for an ATP grant under Cycle 2. The proposed grant
concepts identify several areas in Turlock where improvements to make cycling safer
are sorely needed. Many people ride their bikes to work, to school, to do errands, and to
cut down on pollution. | strongly believe that people riding bikes in Turlock are in danger
due to needed improvement in infrastructure and non-infrastructure projects.

Turlock needs well defined, well-marked bike lanes that continue. We have some bike
lanes, but they stop and start irregularly. This is not safe. We need safe lanes with
dedicated space for bicycles to travel from one side of the city to the other. The streets
that need to be repaved are another hazard. The numerous potholes shake bikes which
can cause veering and accidents.

Many drivers do not respect cyclists. | have feared for my life when a vehicle drives fast
and close. Some of them seem to enjoy scaring the living daylights out of this grandma!
We need signs and messages painted on the pavement, maybe even radio messages
and safety classes, to inform drivers. Many drivers act as though cyclists are invisible to
them. They seem to forget that there is a human being on that bicycle, and that a slight
swerve could Kill or seriously injure someone’s loved one.

| particularly support the proposed bicycle improvements along Christoffersen
Pkwy. These improvements will greatly benefit countless bicyclists. | fervently urge the
ATP Selection Committee to award funds to the City of Turlock for this project!

Sincerely,

Monica R. Casey
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Wayne York

From: Junko Broadwater <junko@aspirehm.com>
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 1:51 PM

To: Wayne York

Subject: ATP Letter of Support- Project 1

Mr. Wayne,

Thank you for submitting grant applications for Active Transportation Program. Here’s my letter of
support for Project 1. Christoffersen Pkwy. Bicycle Improvements.

| do enjoy bicycling time to time just around my neighborhood but would love to bicycle more and
further if | feel safe to do so. When the streets are lacking bike lanes, | hesitate to bicycle. When the
shortest routes include high-speed wide streets like Christoffersen Pkwy or Geer Rd., | hesitate to
bicycle. | have two small children (6yr old and soon 4yr old to be) and would love to encourage them
to bicycle on daily basis. My 6yr old just finished Kindergarten and I'd love him to ride a bicycle to his
school next school year. As for now, I’'m not sure if all the drivers welcome and/or are aware of the
existence of bicyclists, so until the roads are safe enough and the idea of bicycling is accepted in
local community, unfortunately, | do not feel safe to let him ride his bicycle (although he loves to) to
commute.

| support Project 1.Christoffersen Pkwy. Bicycle Improvements because there are five schools off
Christoffersen Pkwy and it provides access to them. Improving this area could reduce the amount of
automobile traffic in surrounding areas during pick-up and drop off hours. Also it would provides the
consistent bicycle connectivity east to west and bridge the current connectivity gap along Crowell Rd.
and N. Tegner Rd. to Class | facilities. Thank you for considering this area for one of the
improvement projects in town.

Thank you for working hard for our community. Looking forward to seeing the projects come true.

Sincerely,

Junko Broadwater
junko@aspirehm.com <mailto:junko@aspirehm.com>

1 Page J-108



Application Part A: School Information Back-up Sheet

School Name: Pitman High School
School Address: 2525 W. Christoffersen Pkwy., Turlock, CA 95382

Distance from School: 0.0 ft. (located on primary route)

School Name: Turlock Junior High School
School Address: 3951 N. Walnt Rd., Turlock, CA 95382

Distance from School: 0.0 ft. (located on primary route)

School Name: Walnut Elementary Education Center
School Address: 4219 N. Walnut Rd., Turlock, CA 95382

Distance from School: 700 ft.

School Name: Medeiros Elementary School
School Address: 651 W. Springer Dr., Turlock, CA 95382

Distance from School: 1,200 ft.

School Name: Earl Elementary School
School Address: 4091 N. Olive Awve., Turlock, CA 95382

Distance from School: 0.0 ft. (located on primary route)

Official School Contact Person: Turlock Unified School District (TUSD) policy is that formal
contact by outside entities for projects that relate to infrastructure improvements be made
through the TUSD Administrative Office and not through the school sites individually. As such,
the contact person for all schools shall be Mike Trainor, Assistant Superintendent of Business
Services, at (209) 667-0633. His signature is listed on Attachment A: Signature Page.
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Wayne York

From: Mcwilliam, Teresa Rs@DOT <teresa.McWilliam@dot.ca.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, May 05, 2015 2:36 PM

To: Wayne York

Subject: RE: ATP leveraging funds

Wayne- ATP will only fund the non-motorized portion of signal work and striping realignment.
Unless, the project is a road diet, in which case the striping and signal mods should all be eligible.

Yes you can leverage you local CMAQ funds for work on the project.

Teresa McWilliam

Program Manager, Active Transportation Program (ATP) Districts 6, 7, 8, 9, 11 & 12 Phone #: 916-
653-0328 Cell #: 916-798-4799 Fax #: 916-653-1905

e-mail: teresa.mcwilliam@dot.ca.gov

For more ATP information go to:

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/LocalPrograms/atp/index.htm

From: Wayne York [mailto:WYork@turlock.ca.us]
Sent: Friday, May 01, 2015 8:19 PM

To: Mcwilliam, Teresa Rs@DOT

Subject: ATP leveraging funds

Teresa,

My agency was previously awarded about $180,000 in federal CMAQ dollars for the installation of a
Class Il facility along one (long) stretch of roadway spanning the city. We have about $20k
programmed in FY 16/17 (PE) and the rest in FY 17/18 (CE/CON). We have indicated that we will use
toll credits, so there is no local funds added. With that in mind...

| am interested in the possibility of submitting an ATP grant application for this same project, but with
additions. These additions would include a buffer to the bike lane, signal modifications, micro
surfacing of the road due to striping realignment, new lane striping and possibly a short, Class |
connector to an existing bike path. So my question is, if | did this, could I list the federal CMAQ funds
in the ATP application and leverage those to reduce the ATP contribution and have my application be
more competitive? | would still expect the ATP portion to be above $250,000.

| did not see, or perhaps just missed, the answer to this question in the guidelines. It just referred to
local funds. | just want to know if this is possible before | spend a lot of time on the application itself.
Any clarification you can provide would be helpful. Thank you!

Wayne York

Capital Improvement Coordinator
(209) 668-5599 x4439
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