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Goal 8:  
Increase collaboration among stakeholders 
throughout the region to seek funding and 
implement bicycle and pedestrian projects, 
programs, and related efforts. 


Strategies: 


8.A:  Encourage partnerships with community organizations and agencies outside of the trans-
portation field.


8.B:  Encourage and support local agencies to apply for funding outside of SACOG sources
(e.g., Cap-and-Trade Programs, Highway Safety Improvement Program, Active Trans-
portation Program, and other funding opportunities) for projects and programs.


8.C:  Collaborate with local law enforcement agencies and local elected officials.


8.D:  Support regional agencies in assembling consistent funding measures to maintain, coor-
dinate and allocate efforts for thriving non-motorized facilities. 


Actions: 


i Cooperate with federal and state initiatives designed to better integrate planning and 
actions across multiple disciplines. (MTP Policy 14 Strategy 16)


ii Utilize the Planners Committee, Regional Planning Partnership and Transit Coordinat-
ing Committee to better coordinate information-sharing between jurisdictions on tran-
sit, bicycle and pedestrian improvements to ensure connected routes, sharing of effective 
ideas, and more complete public information. (MTP Policy 29 Strategy 3)


iii Help facilitate improved coordination between transit agencies, public works depart-
ments and local land use authorities in planning new developments that are transit-, 
bicycle-, and pedestrian-supportive and timed so that new facilities and transit services 
are more likely to be available at the time the new growth occurs. (MTP Policy 29 Strat-
egy 5)


v Continue to provide members with support—including letters of support, grant review, 
maps and data—for projects seeking funding outside SACOG sources.


iv SACOG may serve as a clearinghouse of funding information, participate in stakeholder 
meetings, and serve as coordinator for regional efforts, as resources allow. 


vi Support local agencies that seek to collaborate on inter-jurisdictional funding options. 
(MTP Policy 12 Strategy 3)


The Region is Thinking Long Term 


Multiple partners, including the city of Ros-


eville, Placer County, Sacramento County, 


Orangevale Recreation and Park District, 


city of Folsom, and Sacramento Area Bi-


cycle Advocates (SABA) are working to plan 


a continuous network of bike paths around 


the region—connecting the American River 


Parkway to Dry Creek trails throughout Ros-


eville and Placer County, and connecting 


to the Sacramento Northern Trail in Sacra-


mento County.


The plan to build trails that will 


connect existing facilities would 


provide a continuous bike path 


around the entire region . 
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Appendix B ‐‐ Regional Project List and Maps of Bicycle Network


ID COUNTY JURISDICTION PROJECT TYPE PROJECT LOCATION SEGMENT / DESCRIPTION DISTANCE EXISTING PLAN EST. COST


CITY OF ROSEVILLE
20085 Placer City of Roseville Multi‐use Path (Class I) Foothill Business Park Diamond Woods to Foothills Blvd .25 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $325,000 
20089 Placer City of Roseville Multi‐use Path (Class I) Villemont Garden Park Drive to Pleasant Grove Blvd. 0.51 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $663,000 
20090 Placer City of Roseville Multi‐use Path (Class I) Shea Center Proposed Class I to Existing Class I 0.31 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $403,000 
20091 Placer City of Roseville Multi‐use Path (Class I) Conference Center to Galleria Existing Class I to Galleria Ci. 0.29 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $377,000 
20099 Placer City of Roseville Multi‐use Path (Class I) Harding to Royer Lincoln Street to Harding Blvd. 1.10 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $1,430,000 
20101 Placer City of Roseville Multi‐use Path (Class I) Downtown Specific Plan Royer Park to Lincoln Street 0.3 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $390,000 
20109 Placer City of Roseville Multi‐use Path (Class I) Riverside to Eastwood & Darling Riverside Ave to Darling Way 1.18 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $2,360,000 
20110 Placer City of Roseville Multi‐use Path (Class I) Eastwood to Sunrise Eastwood Park to Sunrise Ave. 0.47 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $611,000 
20111 Placer City of Roseville Multi‐use Path (Class I) Sunrise to Oak Ridge Sunrise Ave. to Oak Ridge Drive 0.28 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $784,000 
20112 Placer City of Roseville Multi‐use Path (Class I) Eich Connector Existing Multi‐Use Trail to Existing Multi‐Use Trail 0.12 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $156,000 
20113 Placer City of Roseville Multi‐use Path (Class I) Meadowlark to Rocky Ridge Dr. Meadowlark Way to Rocky Ridge Dr. 0.55 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $1,540,000 
20114 Placer City of Roseville Multi‐use Path (Class I) Rocky Ridge to Champion Oaks Rocky Ridge Drive to Champion Oaks Dr. 0.82 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $1,066,000 
20115 Placer City of Roseville Multi‐use Path (Class I) Champion Oaks to City Limits Champion Oaks Dr. to City Limits 0.68 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $1,904,000
20084 Placer City of Roseville Multi‐use Path (Class I) Veterans Park/ Crocker Ranch Park to Crocker Ranch Road .66 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $858,000 
20087 Placer City of Roseville Multi‐use Path (Class I) Hewlett Packard Existing Class I to Existing Class I 0.71 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $1,988,000 
20098 Placer City of Roseville Multi‐use Path (Class I) South Bluff to Washington Proposed Class I to Glenwood Ci. 0.46 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $598,000 
20102 Placer City of Roseville Multi‐use Path (Class I) Miners Ravine Existing Class I to Europa Street 0.31 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $403,000 
20103 Placer City of Roseville Multi‐use Path (Class I) Miners Ravine Harding Blvd. to Ant. Creek Trail 0.31 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $403,000 
20104 Placer City of Roseville Multi‐use Path (Class I) Corporation Yard City Limits to City Limits 0.48 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $624,000 
20105 Placer City of Roseville Multi‐use Path (Class I) East of Corporation Yard County Limits to County Limits 0.10 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan TBD
20106 Placer City of Roseville Multi‐use Path (Class I) Placer County Segment City Limits to Atkinson Street 0.27 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $351,000 
20107 Placer City of Roseville Multi‐use Path (Class I) Union Pacific Atkinson Street to Vernon Street 0.44 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $1,232,000 
20108 Placer City of Roseville Multi‐use Path (Class I) Vernon to Riverside Vernon Street to Riverside Ave. 0.5 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $1,400,000 
20086 Placer City of Roseville Multi‐use Path (Class I) North and East Extensions Foothills Blvd to Placer Ranch/Hwy 65 1.78 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $2,314,000 
20088 Placer City of Roseville Multi‐use Path (Class I) Fairbridge/Grenada Pass Washington Blvd. to Garden Park Ct. 0.19 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $247,000 
20092 Placer City of Roseville Multi‐use Path (Class I) Highway 65 Crossing 1 Garden Park Ct. to Fairway Dr. 0.38 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $1,064,000 
20093 Placer City of Roseville Multi‐use Path (Class I) Highway 65 Crossing 2 Proposed Class I to Fairway Dr. 0.95 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $2,660,000 
20094 Placer City of Roseville Multi‐use Path (Class I) Fiddyment road to Mahany Park Fiddyment Rd. to Existing Class I 0.71 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $923,000 
20095 Placer City of Roseville Multi‐use Path (Class I) Mahany Park Existing Class I to Existing Class I 0.77 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $1,001,000 


20097 Placer City of Roseville Multi‐use Path (Class I) Foothills Boulevard to Washington Foothills Blvd. to Washing Blvd. 0.62 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $806,000 


20100 Placer City of Roseville Multi‐use Path (Class I) Secret Ravine Existing Class I to Existing Class I 0.84 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $1,092,000 
20116 Placer City of Roseville Multi‐use Path (Class I) Placer County Segment Spahn Ranch to Sierra College Blvd. 1.04 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan TBD
20121 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class II) Parkside to west of Dover Isle Dover Isle Ct. to Parkside Way 0.13 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $7,935 
20130 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class II) Antelope Creek Dr. Creekside Ridge Dr. to Proposed Class I 0.33 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $20,052 
20131 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class II) Cirby Way to City Limits Cirby Way to City Limits 0.64 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $319,016 
20133 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class II) Lava Ridge Ct. Eureka Rd. to Existing Class I 0.26 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $15,597 
20142 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class II) Foothills to PFE Foothills Blvd. to PFE Rd. 0.77 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $383,822 
20143 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class II) Atkinson to City Limits City Limits to March Rd. 0.27 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $135,381 
20144 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class II) Diamond Creek to McCloud Diamond Creek Blvd. to McCloud Way 0.20 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $98,470 
20146 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class II) Cirby Way Improvements Foothills Blvd. to Vernon Street 0.21 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $106,173 
20117 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class II) Washington 0.15 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $495,000 
20118 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class II) various 9.10 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $13,330,000 
20122 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class II) North of Blue Oaks City Limits to Rachael Dr. 0.70 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $352,355 
20124 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class II) Foothills to Highway 65 Niblick Dr. to Alantown Dr. 0.32 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $19,478 
20125 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class II) Sawtell to RR Tracks Proposed Class I to Derek Pl. 0.45 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $222,825 
20126 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class II) All American to Church All America City Blvd. to Church St. 0.46 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $27,498 
20127 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class II) Washington 0.17 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $10,396 
20138 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class II) Industrial Avenue City limits to Washington Blvd. 2.35 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $1,176,618 
20140 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class II) I‐80 to City Limits City Limits to I‐80 0.70 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $348,268 
20145 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class II) West Roseville 11.16 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $669,600 
20148 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class II) Parkhill Johnson Ranch Dr. to E. Roseville Pw. 0.32 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $159,544 
20149 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class II) N. Cirby Champion Oaks Dr. to Stoney Point Way 0.34 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $168,743 
20150 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class II) N. Cirby Cirby Ranch to Maidu 0.38 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $190,000 
20123 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class II) Foothills Pilgrims Dr. to Baseline Rd. 0.25 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $125,000 
20128 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class II) McAnally Dr. 0.09 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $5,166
20132 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class II) Hackamore to Kaiser Existing Class II to Douglas Blvd. 0.41 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $24,338 
20134 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class II) Douglas to City Limits Darling Way to Cirby Way 0.47 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $235,320 
20135 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class II) Vernon to Harding Vernon Street to Harding Blvd. 0.88 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $52,980 
20136 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class II) Douglas ‐ Sunrise to Rocky Ridge N. Sunrise Ave. to Rocky Ridge Dr. 0.71 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $42,750 


20137 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class II) Existing Class II to Washington Blvd.. Csisting Class II to Washington Blvd. 1.01 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $505,000 


20139 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class II) Washington to Foothills Foothills Blvd to Washington Blvd. 0.71 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $354,064 
20141 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class II) Estates to Douglas Estates Dr. to Douglas Blvd. 0.26 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $15,881 
20147 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class II) Cirby Way Riverside Ave. to Rocky Ridge Dr. 1.87 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $935,021 


20154 Placer City of Roseville Bike Route (Class III) / Shoulder Downtown Bike Route Connections Vernon Street, Riverside to Folsom Estates, Shasta 12.89 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $19,335 


20155 Placer City of Roseville Bike Route (Class III) / Shoulder Downtown Bike Route Connections Diamond Oaks, Oak to Main, Atkinson, Atlantic City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan TBD


20151 Placer City of Roseville Bike Route (Class III) / Shoulder Parellel to I‐80 Cirby, Sunrise, Coloma to Oak Ridge, Santa Clara 5.14 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $7,710 
20152 Placer City of Roseville Bike Route (Class III) / Shoulder Stoneridge various 2.07 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $3,105 
20157 Placer City of Roseville Bike Route (Class III) / Shoulder Painted Desert Ct. Class I Trail to Kodiak Way 0.10 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan TBD
20162 Placer City of Roseville Bike Route (Class III) / Shoulder Professional 0.42 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $628 
20163 Placer City of Roseville Bike Route (Class III) / Shoulder Highland Park Dr. 0.73 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $1,093 
20164 Placer City of Roseville Bike Route (Class III) / Shoulder West Roseville Specific Plan 0.77 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $1,155 
20153 Placer City of Roseville Bike Route (Class III) / Shoulder Parallel to Cirby Keith, Sandringham to San Simeon, Stonebridge 2.87 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $4,305 
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Dry Creek Greenway Multi-Use Trail Project - Cirby Elementary School


Sources: Esri, HERE, DeLorme, USGS, Intermap, increment P
Corp., NRCAN, Esri Japan, METI, Esri China (Hong Kong), Esri
(Thailand), MapmyIndia, © OpenStreetMap contributors, and the GIS
User Community
City of Rosevil le


June 2, 2016


0 0.45 0.90.225 mi


0 0.7 1.40.35 km


1:18,056


Trail Project Area - Darling to Rocky Ridge


School Boundary


Existing Trail
Segment


Existing Trail
Segment


Existing Trail
Segment


PROPOSED NEW
TRAIL SEGMENT


PROPOSED NEW
TRAIL SEGMENT


PROPOSED NEW
TRAIL SEGMENT


Proposed Trail


Existing Trail












bwright

Text Box

QUESTION 2-B-4-aGENERAL TRAIL EXHIBITPROPOSED TRAIL HEAD PARKING LOT







R
o


ck
y 


R
id


g
e


 D
r


S
u


n
ri
se


 A
ve


O
a


k 
R


id
g


e
 D


r


R
iv


e
rs


id
e


 A
ve


Cirby Way


In
te


rs
ta


te
 8


0


Darling Way


Cirby Way


Future BikeTrail


F
ut


ur
e 


B
ik


e Trail


Douglas Blvd


P
a


rk
vi


e
w


 D
r


Loretto Dr


Meadowlark Way


Cirby


CirbyDry   Creek


D
ry


C
re


ek


Creek


Creek


LindaCreek


Douglas Blvd
R


iv
e


rs
id


e
 A


ve


In
te


rs
ta


te
 8


0


George
Cirby


Elementary
School


Warren T. Eich
Middle School


Growing
Brilliant


Preschool


Eastwood
Park


Maidu
Park


Saugstad
Park


Garbolino
Park


Elementary


Ex
is


tin
g 


Bi
ke


 T
ra


il


E
xi


st
in


g


Bike
Trail


E
xi


st
in


g
 B


ik
e


 T
ra


il


Exis
tin


g 
Bike


Trail


Royer
Park


BRIDGE #4


BRIDGE #2


BRIDGE #1


BRIDGE #13


TRAIL
UNDERCROSSING


TRAIL
UNDERCROSSING


TRAIL
UNDERCROSSING


TRAIL AT GRADE
CROSSING


Sierra
College


Oakmont
High


School


M
allard Lane


M
ar


lin
 D


riv
e


BEGIN PROJECT


END PROJECT


Luis Orlando
Transit Center


TRAIL ACCESS POINT
TRAILHEAD/ PARK/RESTROOM


LEGEND:


CREEK
PROPOSED CLASS 1 MULTI-USE TRAIL
EXISTING BIKE TRAIL
FUTURE BIKE TRAIL
EXISTING CLASS II BIKE LANES
FUTURE CLASS II BIKE LANES
EXISTING CLASS III BIKE ROUTE
FUTURE CLASS III BIKE ROUTE


End of Existing Saugstad Trail at Darling Way


Proposed Bridge #2 over Dry Creek


Proposed Bulb Out At-Grade Crossing


Proposed Trail on Existing Maintenance Path


FUTURE TRAIL UNDERCROSSING
USING EXISTING BOX CULVERT


Dry Creek Greenway
Multi-Use Trail


GENERAL TRAIL EXHIBIT


0 100' 300' 600'







bwright

Image



bwright

Text Box

PROPOSED TRAILHEAD PARKING LOT AT RIVERSIDE AVENUE





		Sheets and Views

		Layout1








Dry Creek Greenway Multi-Use Trail Project - Eich Middle School


Sources: Esri, HERE, DeLorme, USGS, Intermap, increment P
Corp., NRCAN, Esri Japan, METI, Esri China (Hong Kong), Esri
(Thailand), MapmyIndia, © OpenStreetMap contributors, and the GIS
User Community
City of Rosevil le


Trail Project Area - Darling to Rocky Ridge


June 2, 2016


0 0.9 1.80.45 mi


0 1 20.5 km


1:36,112


School Boundary


Existing Trail
Segment


Existing Trail
Segment


Existing Trail
Segment


PROPOSED NEW
TRAIL SEGMENT


PROPOSED NEW
TRAIL SEGMENT


PROPOSED NEW
TRAIL SEGMENT


Proposed Trail


Existing Trail
















bwright

Text Box

QUESTION 2-B-1-aGAP CLOSURE EXHIBIT (PROJECT LIMITS)CITY WIDE GAP CLOSURE (10 MILE CONTINUOUS TRAIL)







R
o


c
k
y
 
R


i
d


g
e


 
D


r


S
u


n
r
i
s
e


 
A


v
e


O
a


k
 
R


i
d


g
e


 
D


r


R
i
v
e


r
s
i
d


e
 
A


v
e


C


i


r


b


y


 


W


a


y


I


n


t


e


r


s


t


a


t


e


 


8


0


Darling Way


Cirby Way


F
u
tu


re
 B


ik
e


T


r
a


i
l


F


u


t
u


r


e


 
B


i
k


e


T


r


a


i


l


Douglas Blvd


P
a


r
k
v
i
e


w
 
D


r


L


o


r


e


t


t


o


 


D


r


M


e


a


d


o


w


l


a


r


k


 


W


a


y


C


i


r


b


y


C


ir
b
y


D


r
y
 
 
 
C


r
e


e


k


D


r


y


C


r


e


e


k


C


r


e


e


k


C
re


ek


Lin
da


C


r


e


e


k


Douglas Blvd


R
i
v
e


r
s
i
d


e
 
A


v
e


I


n


t


e


r


s


t


a


t


e


 


8


0


Eastwood


Park


Maidu


Park


Saugstad


Park


Garbolino


Park


Elementary


E


x


i


s


t


i


n


g


 


B


i


k


e


 


T


r


a


i


l


E


x
i
s
t
i
n


g


B


i


k


e


T


r


a


i


l


E
x
i
s
t
i
n


g
 
B


i
k
e


 
T


r
a


i
l


E


x


i


s


t


i


n


g


 


B


i


k


eT


r


a


i


l


Royer


Park


BRIDGE #4


BRIDGE #2


BRIDGE #1


BRIDGE #13


TRAIL


UNDERCROSSING


TRAIL


UNDERCROSSING


TRAIL


UNDERCROSSING


TRAIL AT GRADE


CROSSING


Sierra


College


M


a


l
l
a


r
d


 
L


a


n


e


M


a


r


l


i


n


 


D


r


i


v


e


BEGIN PROJECT


George Cirby


Elementary School


(76% FRPL)


Warren T. Eich


Middle School


Growing Brilliant


Preschool


Oakmont High


School


St Rose


School


GAP CLOSURE #2


FUTURE TRAIL UNDERCROSSING


USING EXISTING BOX CULVERT


END PROJECT


GAP CLOSURE #3


Luis Orlando


Transit Center


SIDEWALK


GAP CLOSURE


TRAIL ACCESS POINT


TRAILHEAD/ PARK/RESTROOM


LEGEND:


CREEK


PROPOSED CLASS 1 MULTI-USE TRAIL


EXISTING BIKE TRAIL


FUTURE BIKE TRAIL


EXISTING CLASS II BIKE LANES


FUTURE CLASS II BIKE LANES


EXISTING CLASS III BIKE ROUTE


FUTURE CLASS III BIKE ROUTE


GAP CLOSURE #1


Dry Creek Greenway
Multi-Use Trail


GAP CLOSURE EXHIBIT


0 100' 300' 600'







EUREKA RD


CIRBY WAY


VERNON ST


E ROSEVILLE PKY


DOUGLAS BLVD


MAIN ST


AT
KIN


SO
N S


T


SU
NR


ISE
 AV


E


WASHINGTON BLVD


TAY
LO


R R
D


JUNCTION BLVD


RO
CK


Y R
ID


GE
 D


R


N SUNRISE AVE


VINEYARD RD


ROSEVILLE PKY


ATLANTIC ST


DIAMOND OAKS RD


LEAD HILL BLVD


ROSEVILL
E RD


RI
VE


RS
ID


E A
VE


FOOT HIL LS
BL VD


CHURCH ST


N CIRBY WAY


GA
LL


ER
IA 


BL
VD


OA
K R


ID
GE


 D
R


SECRET RAVINE PKY


HAR
DI


NG
BL


VD


ALEXANDRA DR


PLEASANT GROVE BLVD


S CIRBY WAY


OLY
MP


US DR
BASELINE RD


WHYTE AVE


BERRY ST


SHASTAST


CA
VIT


T S
TA


LLMAN RD


MCLAREN D R


SIE
RR


A C
OL


LE
GE


BL
VD


MCANALLY DR


AU
BU


RN
 B


LV
D


MELO
DY


LN


FOLSOM RD


OR
LA


NDO AVE


PROFESSIONAL DR


OL D AUB URN
RD


OLIVE RANCH RD


BUTT ERNUT DR


JOH NSON RANCH
DR


YOSEMITE ST


JUDAH ST


SU
NR


ISE
 BL


VD


STONE POINT DR


SCARBOROUGH DR


WELLINGTON WAY


OAK ST


PARKHILL DR


PFE RD


MEDICAL PLZ


SANDALWOOD DR


UNNAMED RD


N GRANT ST


CO
UN


TRY CREEK DR


LINCOLN ST


GA
LL


ER
IA 


BL
VD


OLD AUBURN RD


DOUGLAS BLVD


ROSEVILLE PKY


MEDICAL PLZ


Roseville:
South


! Schools
Cities


Proposed Protected Bike Lane
Proposed Bike Route


Proposed Multi-Use Path
Proposed Bike Lane


Existing Bike Route (Class III)
Existing Protected Bike Lane


Existing Multi-Use Path (Class I)
Existing Bike Lane (Class II)


BEGIN PROPOSED
PROJECT


END PROPOSED
PROJECT


Existing Class 1 Trail


RESULT: CONTINUOUS 10 MILE TRAIL


GAP CLOSURES





		Sheets and Views

		Layout1








Dry Creek Greenway Multi-Use Trail Project - Oakmont High School
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Dry Creek Greenway Multi-Use Trail Project - Crestmont Elementary School
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S1903 MEDIAN INCOME IN THE PAST 12 MONTHS (IN 2014 INFLATION-ADJUSTED DOLLARS)


2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates


Note: This is a modified view of the original table.


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 Subject Subject Households


Census Tract
207.12, Placer
County, California


Total Estimate 1,408


Census Tract
207.12, Placer
County, California


Total Margin of Error +/-107


Census Tract
207.12, Placer
County, California


Median income
(dollars)


Estimate 47,188


Census Tract
207.12, Placer
County, California


Median income
(dollars)


Margin of Error +/-9,330


Census Tract
207.13, Placer
County, California


Total Estimate 1,336


Census Tract
207.13, Placer
County, California


Total Margin of Error +/-83


Census Tract
207.13, Placer
County, California


Median income
(dollars)


Estimate 50,833


Census Tract
207.13, Placer
County, California


Median income
(dollars)


Margin of Error +/-11,004


Census Tract
208.05, Placer
County, California


Total Estimate 1,649


Census Tract
208.05, Placer
County, California


Total Margin of Error +/-87
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Subject Subject Subject Households


Census Tract
208.05, Placer
County, California


Median income
(dollars)


Estimate 63,870


Census Tract
208.05, Placer
County, California


Median income
(dollars)


Margin of Error +/-8,068


Census Tract
208.06, Placer
County, California


Total Estimate 1,595


Census Tract
208.06, Placer
County, California


Total Margin of Error +/-92


Census Tract
208.06, Placer
County, California


Median income
(dollars)


Estimate 56,940


Census Tract
208.06, Placer
County, California


Median income
(dollars)


Margin of Error +/-6,777


Census Tract
209.01, Placer
County, California


Total Estimate 873


Census Tract
209.01, Placer
County, California


Total Margin of Error +/-77


Census Tract
209.01, Placer
County, California


Median income
(dollars)


Estimate 37,120


Census Tract
209.01, Placer
County, California


Median income
(dollars)


Margin of Error +/-7,713


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.


While the 2010-2014 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, 2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates


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.
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    6.  An '*****' entry 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.
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Brian Wright


From: Brian Wright


Sent: Friday, June 03, 2016 9:57 PM


To: 'atp@ccc.ca.gov'; 'inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org'


Cc: Mike Dour; Wixon, Michael


Subject: 2016 Active Transportation Program Cycle 3 Application - Request for Corp assistance


Attachments: CCC Documentation_v1.pdf


Hello Dominique and Melanie 


 


On behalf of the City of Roseville, I would like to invite the CCC and California Association of Local Conservation Corps to 


participate in the construction of the Dry Creek Greenway Multi-use Trail Project.  This is a proposed paved trail that 


would extend for approximately 2 miles in South Roseville. Please find attached the project information packet which 


includes: 


 


• Project Title and Description 


• Detailed Cost Estimate 


• Project Schedule 


• Project Vicinity Map 


• General Trail Exhibit 


 


Please respond to this email and please make sure you copy both Mike Wixon and Mike Dour when doing so to let us 


know if the CCC or CALCC are interested in participating in this project.  


 


If you have any questions, feel free to contact Mike Wixon at (916) 774-5480 or myself at (916) 788-8122. 


 


Sincerely, Brian. 


 


 


Brian Wright, PE 
PSOMAS | Balancing the Natural and Built Environment 


Senior Project Engineer 
Transportation Engineering 
1075 Creekside Ridge Dr., Suite 200 
Roseville, CA 95678  |  916.788.8122 
www.psomas.com 
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Brian Wright


From: Wallace, Melanie@CCC <Melanie.Wallace@ccc.ca.gov> on behalf of ATP@CCC 


<ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>


Sent: Monday, June 06, 2016 4:28 PM


To: Brian Wright


Subject: FW: 2016 Active Transportation Program Cycle 3 Application - Request for Corp 


assistance


Hi Brian, 


 


The CCC is able to participate in the following 


 


Trail Construction : 


Clearing and Grubbing, tree removal 


Mitigation plantings 


Installing benches and trash facilities 


 


Parking Lot : 


Clearing and Grubbing  


Planting and irrigation 


 


Bridge Construction: 


Clearing and Grubbing 


Property Fence 


 


Please include a copy of this email with your application as proof of reaching us. Should this project receive funding, 


please contact Carie Monroe (carie.monroe@ccc.ca.gov), our local project manager. 


 


Thank you, 


 


Melanie Wallace 


Chief Deputy Analyst 


California Conservation Corps 


1719 24th Street 


Sacramento, CA 95816 


O (916)341-3153 


M (916)508-1167 


F (877)315-5085 


melanie.wallace@ccc.ca.gov 


 
Every Californian should conserve water. Find out how at: 


 
SaveOurWater.com · Drought.CA.gov 


 


From: Brian Wright [mailto:bwright@psomas.com]  


Sent: Friday, June 03, 2016 9:57 PM 


To: ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>; inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org 
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Cc: Mike Dour <mdour@roseville.ca.us>; Wixon, Michael <mwixon@roseville.ca.us> 


Subject: 2016 Active Transportation Program Cycle 3 Application - Request for Corp assistance 


 


Hello Dominique and Melanie 


 


On behalf of the City of Roseville, I would like to invite the CCC and California Association of Local Conservation Corps to 


participate in the construction of the Dry Creek Greenway Multi-use Trail Project.  This is a proposed paved trail that 


would extend for approximately 2 miles in South Roseville. Please find attached the project information packet which 


includes: 


 


• Project Title and Description 


• Detailed Cost Estimate 


• Project Schedule 


• Project Vicinity Map 


• General Trail Exhibit 


 


Please respond to this email and please make sure you copy both Mike Wixon and Mike Dour when doing so to let us 


know if the CCC or CALCC are interested in participating in this project.  


 


If you have any questions, feel free to contact Mike Wixon at (916) 774-5480 or myself at (916) 788-8122. 


 


Sincerely, Brian. 


 


 


Brian Wright, PE 
PSOMAS | Balancing the Natural and Built Environment 


Senior Project Engineer 
Transportation Engineering 
1075 Creekside Ridge Dr., Suite 200 
Roseville, CA 95678  |  916.788.8122 
www.psomas.com 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 


The Dry Creek Greenway Multi-Use Trail Project is a proposed 2 mile multi-use trail in 
the City of Roseville, extending from the existing Saugstad/Royer Park trail near Darling 
Way/Riverside Avenue, eastward to Rocky Ridge Drive (see Attachment A for Vicinity 
Map).  The trail would follow creek corridors along portions of Dry, Cirby, and Linda 
creeks. These corridors currently contain segments of existing unimproved natural 
surface paths and paved multi-use paths, some of which do not meet current City design 
standards.   
 
The proposed project includes the following major components (see Attachment B for 
General Trail Layout Exhibit): 


• Construction of 10,813 linear feet of new paved Class 1 trail.  


• Construction of a new trailhead parking lot along Riverside Avenue 


• Construction of three new pedestrian bridges and the widening of an existing on 
Darling Way over Dry Creek 


• Trail undercrossings of Darling Way, Interstate 80 and Sunrise Avenue 


• Safe Routes to School Education, Encouragement and Enforcement programs 
promoting safe use of the trail and other designated routes. 


 


2.0 PROJECT NEED AND PURPOSE 


The Dry Creek Greenway multi-use trail is envisioned as a paved, off-street trail along 
Dry, Cirby, and Linda Creeks that will provide residents a place for bicycling, walking, 
running, and dog-walking, for fun, education, recreation, health, and transportation. 


The Dry Creek Greenway trail is a vital component of the City of Roseville Bikeway and 
Trail system because it will provide a safe, comfortable, convenient, and highly 
connected bike route as an alternative to using City streets in an area of the City that is 
underserved by bicycle facilities. The Dry Creek Greenway trail will connect schools and 
businesses to residential neighborhoods. The trail will also provide important regional 
connections as it is part of a series of existing and planned paths that will form a loop 
around the greater South Placer/Sacramento area. 


 


3.0 PROJECT COMPONENTS 


3.1 New Class 1 Trail 


The two miles of new Class 1 paved trail comprises three segments: 


• Darling Way to Marlin Drive, including undercrossing of Darling and I-80 


• Eastwood Park to Oak Ridge Drive with undercrossing of Sunrise, and; 


• Existing path near Eich Middle School to Rocky Ridge Drive.   


These segments complete gap closures from the existing Saugstad/Royer Trail 
to the Rocky Ridge/Maidu Trail network.  The completion of this project will result 
in a continuous Class 1 trail of more than 10 miles.   


The key elements of the work involved in constructing the trail are: 
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• Clearing and Grubbing, including significant tree removal 


• Mitigation plantings 


• Temporary orange fencing 


• Erosion and Sediment Control and implementation of Best Management 
Practices for Site and Water Pollution Control 


• Grading and earthwork 


• Retaining wall construction 


• Trail pavement section of PCC, aggregate base and hot mix asphalt 


• Finished grading and hydroseeding 


• Benches and trash facilities 


• Signing and striping 


3.2  New Trailhead Parking Lot 


The project includes a new parking lot to be located adjacent to Riverside 
Avenue north of Dry Creek.  The trailhead will include a permanent restroom 
facility and limited landscaping and lighting. 


The key elements of the work involved in constructing the trail are: 


• Clearing and Grubbing 


• Temporary orange fencing 


• Temporary orange fencing 


• Erosion and Sediment Control and implementation of Best Management 
Practices for Site and Water Pollution Control 


• Grading and earthwork 


• Parking lot paving including aggregate base and hot mix asphalt 


• Restroom construction and utilities 


• Planting and Irrigation 


• Signing and striping 


3.3 Bridge Construction 


The project includes three new pedestrian bridges that cross the creeks.  Two of 
these bridges are proposed to be prefabricated steel bridges seated on concrete 
abutments supported by piles.  The third new bridge will be a precast, 
prestressed, voided slab with a cast-in-place concrete deck or asphalt overlay.  
This bridge would also be seated on concrete abutments supported by piles.   


The existing bridge at Darling Way over dry Creek will be widened by 8 ft to 
accommodate the trail. The structure type will be a cast-in-place concrete slab in 
order to match the existing structure’s aesthetics, supported on Type 1 cast-in-
drilled-hole (CIDH) pile shafts. 


The key elements of the work involved in constructing the trail are: 


• Clearing and Grubbing 


• Temporary orange fencing 
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• Erosion and Sediment Control and implementation of Best Management 
Practices for Site and Water Pollution Control 


• Grading and earthwork 


• Installation of fish screens 


• Bridge foundation construction 


• Bridge deck construction or bridge truss installation 


• Rock slope protection 


 


4.0 PROJECT ESTIMATE 


The Engineers Estimate for the project is included as Attachment C. 


 


5.0 PROJECT SCHEDULE 


The anticipated schedule for the project is show in the table below. The ATP 
funds are to be used for the project construction phase. 


 


Non-ATP 
Funding 


Preliminary Engineering and Environmental 
Document (PA-ED) 


Completion in April 2017 


Final Design May 2017 – April 2019 


Right of Way Appraisal and Acquisition May 2019 – Oct 2020 


ATP 
FUNDED 


Construction May 2021 – April 2023 


 


6.0 ATTACHMENTS 


A. Vicinity Map 


B. General Trail Layout Exhibit 


C. Cost Estimate 
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ATTACHMENT A 
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ATTACHMENT B 
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ATTACHMENT C 


 
 







Date:


C59331


Item 


No.


F, D 


or M
Quantity Units Unit Cost


Total


Item Cost
% $ % $ % $


1 1 LS $240,000.00 $240,000 100% $240,000


2 1 LS $35,000.00 $35,000 100% $35,000


3 1 LS $180,000.00 $180,000 100% $180,000


4 1 LS $253,500.00 $253,500 100% $253,500


5 1 LS $6,000.00 $6,000 100% $6,000


6 1 LS $30,000.00 $30,000 100% $30,000


7 9808 CY $31.00 $304,048 100% $304,048


8 1 LS $6,000.00 $6,000 100% $6,000


9 1923 CY $156.00 $299,988 100% $299,988


10 543 CY $156.00 $84,708 100% $84,708


11 464 CY $128.00 $59,392 100% $59,392


12 33618 SF $0.46 $15,464 100% $15,464


13 1080 TON $82.00 $88,560 100% $88,560


14 1 LS $152,000.00 $152,000 100% $152,000


15 1222 CY $688.50 $841,347 100% $841,347


16 4350 CY $84.00 $365,400 100% $365,400


17 1 LS $105,700.00 $105,700 100% $105,700


18 1486 CY $914.00 $1,358,204 100% $1,358,204


19 535 CY $584.00 $312,440 100% $312,440


20 10218 SF $0.25 $2,555 100% $2,555


21 26705 LB $1.67 $44,597 100% $44,597


22 1294 LF $20.00 $25,880 100% $25,880


23 1 LS $70,000.00 $70,000 100% $70,000


24 1 LS $13,000.00 $13,000 100% $13,000


25 1294 LF $35.00 $45,290 100% $45,290


26 69851 SF $0.18 $12,573 100% $12,573


27 1 LS $50,000.00 $50,000 100% $50,000


28 1 LS $30,189.00 $30,189 100% $30,189


29 1 LS $34,326.00 $34,326 100% $34,326


30 1 LS $130,764.00 $130,764 100% $130,764


31 1 LS $334,000 $334,000 100% $334,000


32 1 LS $624,960 $624,960 100% $624,960


33 1 LS $833,840 $833,840 100% $833,840


34 1 LS $293,680 $293,680 100% $293,680


35 1 LS $228,700.00 $228,700 100% $228,700


36 1 LS $140,000.00 $140,000 100% $140,000


37 20 EA $500.00 $10,000 100% $10,000


38 1 LS $12,500.00 $12,500 100% $12,500


39 1 LS $12,500.00 $12,500 100% $12,500


40 100%


$7,687,105 $7,687,105
$384,355 <= 5% of eligible CON costs (max. decorative, if applicable) 


20.00% $1,537,421 $1,537,421


$9,224,526 $9,224,526


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


25% Max


15% Max 


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$9,224,526Total Project Cost: $9,224,526


Total Project Delivery:


Construction Engineering (CE):


Total Construction Costs: $9,224,526


Irrigation / Water Connection


Supplemental Work


Post and Cable Fence


Bar Reinforcing Steel Retaining Wall


Anti-Grffitti Coating


Property Fence


Total RW: -$                                                 


Construction Engineering (CE)


Right of Way (RW)


Right of Way Engineering:


Acquisitions and Utilities:


Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):


Total PE: -$                                                 


Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):


Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:


Type of Project Cost Cost $


Preliminary Engineering (PE)


Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED):


Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 3
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).


Project Information:
Agency: 6/10/2016CITY OF ROSEVILLE


Pervious Backfill Material


Class 2 AB


HMA


Minor Concrete (C, C&G, SW)


Decomposed Grantie


Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:


"PE" costs / "CON" costs


"CE" costs / "CON" costs


Project Delivery Costs:


Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:


Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)


Cost Breakdown


ATP Eligible 


Costs/Items


ATP Ineligible 


Costs/Items 


Corps/CCC


to construct


Mobilization


Structure Excavation


Structure Backfill


Item 


Concrete Pavement (Trail)


Drainage


Structural Concrete Retaining Wall


Gabion


Subtotal of Construction Items:


Trees


Shrubs/groundcover


Decorative & Landscaping-related Items    (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative,  or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)


The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.  


Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.


Item Number(s): Description of Engineer's Logic:       (See examples shown in the Instructions)


Project Description: Dry Creek Greeway Multi-Use Trail Pproject


Roseville Infill Area, City of Roseville, California


Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: Brian Wright License #:


Project Location:


General Overhead-Related Construction Items


Time Related Overhead


NPDES (Stormwater Protection Plan)


Traffic Control


General Construction Items (non-decorative only)


Develop Water Supply


Progress Schedule


Other Minor Items


Bridge #13


Bridge #4


Bridge #2


Bridge #1


Roadway Excavation


Amenities


Restroom


Environmental Mitigation


Staging and Traffic Handling


Signage and Striping


Electrical & Lighting


Hydroseed


Clearing and Grubbing
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ATTACHMENT E 


 
 
 
 


PHOTOS OF EXISTING CONDITIONS 
 


  







    


 


 


CURRENT TERMINUS OF SAUGSTAD/ROYER TRAIL AT DARLING WAY 
(START OF PROPOSED PROJECT) 


 


 
EXISTING DARLING BRIDGE OVER DRY CREEK 


(NARRIOW SIDEWALK ONE SIDE ONLY; NO BIKE LANES) 
 


 







    


 


 
 
 
 


PROPOSED WIDENING OF DARLING WAY BRIDGE 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


RIVERSIDE AVENUE WITH NO SIDEWALK OR BIKE LANES 
AT LOCATION OF POPOSED TRAILHEAD PARKING LOT 


 







    


 


  
 


RENDERING OF PROPOSED PEDESTRIAN BRIDGE #2 OVER DRY CREEK 
 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


CIRBY WAY OVER INTERSTATE 80 
NO BIKE LANES OR SIDEWALK ON SOUTH SIDE 







    


 


  
 


RENDERING OF PROPOSED PEDESTRIAN BRIDGE #4 OVER CIRBY CREEK 
 


 
 


PROPOSED TRAIL WOULD OCCUPY BENCH ALONG BASE OF FLOODWALL 
 
 
 







    


 


 
 


SUNRISE AVENUE WITH NO BIKE LANES 
AT LOCATION OF POPOSED TRAIL UNDERCROSSING 


 


 
 


PROPOSED TRAIL WOULD OCCUPY MAINTENANCE ROAD 
BENCH ALONG BASE OF FLOODWALL 







    


 


 
 


EXISTING MAINTENANCE PATH IN FOREGROUND (PROPOSED TRAIL) 
AND START OF EXISTING EICH SCHOOL TRAIL ACROSS OAK RIDGE DRIVE   


 


 
 


OAK RIDGE DRIVE OVER LINDA CREEK 
LOCATION OF POPOSED AT-GRADE CROSSING 


 







    


 


 


 
 


EXISTING UNPAVED PATH IN SIERRA GARDENS NEIGHBORHOOD 
(PROPOSED TRAIL WOULD FOLLOW SIMILAR ALIGNMENT) 


 


 
 


EXISTING UNPAVED PATH IN SIERRA GARDENS NEIGHBORHOOD 
(PROPOSED TRAIL WOULD FOLLOW SIMILAR ALIGNMENT) 
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Brian Wright


From: Brian Wright


Sent: Friday, June 03, 2016 9:57 PM


To: 'atp@ccc.ca.gov'; 'inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org'


Cc: Mike Dour; Wixon, Michael


Subject: 2016 Active Transportation Program Cycle 3 Application - Request for Corp assistance


Attachments: CCC Documentation_v1.pdf


Hello Dominique and Melanie 


 


On behalf of the City of Roseville, I would like to invite the CCC and California Association of Local Conservation Corps to 


participate in the construction of the Dry Creek Greenway Multi-use Trail Project.  This is a proposed paved trail that 


would extend for approximately 2 miles in South Roseville. Please find attached the project information packet which 


includes: 


 


• Project Title and Description 


• Detailed Cost Estimate 


• Project Schedule 


• Project Vicinity Map 


• General Trail Exhibit 


 


Please respond to this email and please make sure you copy both Mike Wixon and Mike Dour when doing so to let us 


know if the CCC or CALCC are interested in participating in this project.  


 


If you have any questions, feel free to contact Mike Wixon at (916) 774-5480 or myself at (916) 788-8122. 


 


Sincerely, Brian. 


 


 


Brian Wright, PE 
PSOMAS | Balancing the Natural and Built Environment 


Senior Project Engineer 
Transportation Engineering 
1075 Creekside Ridge Dr., Suite 200 
Roseville, CA 95678  |  916.788.8122 
www.psomas.com 
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Brian Wright


From: Wallace, Melanie@CCC <Melanie.Wallace@ccc.ca.gov> on behalf of ATP@CCC 


<ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>


Sent: Monday, June 06, 2016 4:28 PM


To: Brian Wright


Subject: FW: 2016 Active Transportation Program Cycle 3 Application - Request for Corp 


assistance


Hi Brian, 


 


The CCC is able to participate in the following 


 


Trail Construction : 


Clearing and Grubbing, tree removal 


Mitigation plantings 


Installing benches and trash facilities 


 


Parking Lot : 


Clearing and Grubbing  


Planting and irrigation 


 


Bridge Construction: 


Clearing and Grubbing 


Property Fence 


 


Please include a copy of this email with your application as proof of reaching us. Should this project receive funding, 


please contact Carie Monroe (carie.monroe@ccc.ca.gov), our local project manager. 


 


Thank you, 


 


Melanie Wallace 


Chief Deputy Analyst 


California Conservation Corps 


1719 24th Street 


Sacramento, CA 95816 


O (916)341-3153 


M (916)508-1167 


F (877)315-5085 


melanie.wallace@ccc.ca.gov 


 
Every Californian should conserve water. Find out how at: 


 
SaveOurWater.com · Drought.CA.gov 


 


From: Brian Wright [mailto:bwright@psomas.com]  


Sent: Friday, June 03, 2016 9:57 PM 


To: ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>; inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org 
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Cc: Mike Dour <mdour@roseville.ca.us>; Wixon, Michael <mwixon@roseville.ca.us> 


Subject: 2016 Active Transportation Program Cycle 3 Application - Request for Corp assistance 


 


Hello Dominique and Melanie 


 


On behalf of the City of Roseville, I would like to invite the CCC and California Association of Local Conservation Corps to 


participate in the construction of the Dry Creek Greenway Multi-use Trail Project.  This is a proposed paved trail that 


would extend for approximately 2 miles in South Roseville. Please find attached the project information packet which 


includes: 


 


• Project Title and Description 


• Detailed Cost Estimate 


• Project Schedule 


• Project Vicinity Map 


• General Trail Exhibit 


 


Please respond to this email and please make sure you copy both Mike Wixon and Mike Dour when doing so to let us 


know if the CCC or CALCC are interested in participating in this project.  


 


If you have any questions, feel free to contact Mike Wixon at (916) 774-5480 or myself at (916) 788-8122. 


 


Sincerely, Brian. 


 


 


Brian Wright, PE 
PSOMAS | Balancing the Natural and Built Environment 


Senior Project Engineer 
Transportation Engineering 
1075 Creekside Ridge Dr., Suite 200 
Roseville, CA 95678  |  916.788.8122 
www.psomas.com 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 


The Dry Creek Greenway Multi-Use Trail Project is a proposed 2 mile multi-use trail in 
the City of Roseville, extending from the existing Saugstad/Royer Park trail near Darling 
Way/Riverside Avenue, eastward to Rocky Ridge Drive (see Attachment A for Vicinity 
Map).  The trail would follow creek corridors along portions of Dry, Cirby, and Linda 
creeks. These corridors currently contain segments of existing unimproved natural 
surface paths and paved multi-use paths, some of which do not meet current City design 
standards.   
 
The proposed project includes the following major components (see Attachment B for 
General Trail Layout Exhibit): 


• Construction of 10,813 linear feet of new paved Class 1 trail.  


• Construction of a new trailhead parking lot along Riverside Avenue 


• Construction of three new pedestrian bridges and the widening of an existing on 
Darling Way over Dry Creek 


• Trail undercrossings of Darling Way, Interstate 80 and Sunrise Avenue 


• Safe Routes to School Education, Encouragement and Enforcement programs 
promoting safe use of the trail and other designated routes. 


 


2.0 PROJECT NEED AND PURPOSE 


The Dry Creek Greenway multi-use trail is envisioned as a paved, off-street trail along 
Dry, Cirby, and Linda Creeks that will provide residents a place for bicycling, walking, 
running, and dog-walking, for fun, education, recreation, health, and transportation. 


The Dry Creek Greenway trail is a vital component of the City of Roseville Bikeway and 
Trail system because it will provide a safe, comfortable, convenient, and highly 
connected bike route as an alternative to using City streets in an area of the City that is 
underserved by bicycle facilities. The Dry Creek Greenway trail will connect schools and 
businesses to residential neighborhoods. The trail will also provide important regional 
connections as it is part of a series of existing and planned paths that will form a loop 
around the greater South Placer/Sacramento area. 


 


3.0 PROJECT COMPONENTS 


3.1 New Class 1 Trail 


The two miles of new Class 1 paved trail comprises three segments: 


• Darling Way to Marlin Drive, including undercrossing of Darling and I-80 


• Eastwood Park to Oak Ridge Drive with undercrossing of Sunrise, and; 


• Existing path near Eich Middle School to Rocky Ridge Drive.   


These segments complete gap closures from the existing Saugstad/Royer Trail 
to the Rocky Ridge/Maidu Trail network.  The completion of this project will result 
in a continuous Class 1 trail of more than 10 miles.   


The key elements of the work involved in constructing the trail are: 
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• Clearing and Grubbing, including significant tree removal 


• Mitigation plantings 


• Temporary orange fencing 


• Erosion and Sediment Control and implementation of Best Management 
Practices for Site and Water Pollution Control 


• Grading and earthwork 


• Retaining wall construction 


• Trail pavement section of PCC, aggregate base and hot mix asphalt 


• Finished grading and hydroseeding 


• Benches and trash facilities 


• Signing and striping 


3.2  New Trailhead Parking Lot 


The project includes a new parking lot to be located adjacent to Riverside 
Avenue north of Dry Creek.  The trailhead will include a permanent restroom 
facility and limited landscaping and lighting. 


The key elements of the work involved in constructing the trail are: 


• Clearing and Grubbing 


• Temporary orange fencing 


• Temporary orange fencing 


• Erosion and Sediment Control and implementation of Best Management 
Practices for Site and Water Pollution Control 


• Grading and earthwork 


• Parking lot paving including aggregate base and hot mix asphalt 


• Restroom construction and utilities 


• Planting and Irrigation 


• Signing and striping 


3.3 Bridge Construction 


The project includes three new pedestrian bridges that cross the creeks.  Two of 
these bridges are proposed to be prefabricated steel bridges seated on concrete 
abutments supported by piles.  The third new bridge will be a precast, 
prestressed, voided slab with a cast-in-place concrete deck or asphalt overlay.  
This bridge would also be seated on concrete abutments supported by piles.   


The existing bridge at Darling Way over dry Creek will be widened by 8 ft to 
accommodate the trail. The structure type will be a cast-in-place concrete slab in 
order to match the existing structure’s aesthetics, supported on Type 1 cast-in-
drilled-hole (CIDH) pile shafts. 


The key elements of the work involved in constructing the trail are: 


• Clearing and Grubbing 


• Temporary orange fencing 
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• Erosion and Sediment Control and implementation of Best Management 
Practices for Site and Water Pollution Control 


• Grading and earthwork 


• Installation of fish screens 


• Bridge foundation construction 


• Bridge deck construction or bridge truss installation 


• Rock slope protection 


 


4.0 PROJECT ESTIMATE 


The Engineers Estimate for the project is included as Attachment C. 


 


5.0 PROJECT SCHEDULE 


The anticipated schedule for the project is show in the table below. The ATP 
funds are to be used for the project construction phase. 


 


Non-ATP 
Funding 


Preliminary Engineering and Environmental 
Document (PA-ED) 


Completion in April 2017 


Final Design May 2017 – April 2019 


Right of Way Appraisal and Acquisition May 2019 – Oct 2020 


ATP 
FUNDED 


Construction May 2021 – April 2023 


 


6.0 ATTACHMENTS 


A. Vicinity Map 


B. General Trail Layout Exhibit 


C. Cost Estimate 
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ATTACHMENT A 
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ATTACHMENT B 
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ATTACHMENT C 


 
 







Date:


C59331


Item 


No.


F, D 


or M
Quantity Units Unit Cost


Total


Item Cost
% $ % $ % $


1 1 LS $240,000.00 $240,000 100% $240,000


2 1 LS $35,000.00 $35,000 100% $35,000


3 1 LS $180,000.00 $180,000 100% $180,000


4 1 LS $253,500.00 $253,500 100% $253,500


5 1 LS $6,000.00 $6,000 100% $6,000


6 1 LS $30,000.00 $30,000 100% $30,000


7 9808 CY $31.00 $304,048 100% $304,048


8 1 LS $6,000.00 $6,000 100% $6,000


9 1923 CY $156.00 $299,988 100% $299,988


10 543 CY $156.00 $84,708 100% $84,708


11 464 CY $128.00 $59,392 100% $59,392


12 33618 SF $0.46 $15,464 100% $15,464


13 1080 TON $82.00 $88,560 100% $88,560


14 1 LS $152,000.00 $152,000 100% $152,000


15 1222 CY $688.50 $841,347 100% $841,347


16 4350 CY $84.00 $365,400 100% $365,400


17 1 LS $105,700.00 $105,700 100% $105,700


18 1486 CY $914.00 $1,358,204 100% $1,358,204


19 535 CY $584.00 $312,440 100% $312,440


20 10218 SF $0.25 $2,555 100% $2,555


21 26705 LB $1.67 $44,597 100% $44,597


22 1294 LF $20.00 $25,880 100% $25,880


23 1 LS $70,000.00 $70,000 100% $70,000


24 1 LS $13,000.00 $13,000 100% $13,000


25 1294 LF $35.00 $45,290 100% $45,290


26 69851 SF $0.18 $12,573 100% $12,573


27 1 LS $50,000.00 $50,000 100% $50,000


28 1 LS $30,189.00 $30,189 100% $30,189


29 1 LS $34,326.00 $34,326 100% $34,326


30 1 LS $130,764.00 $130,764 100% $130,764


31 1 LS $334,000 $334,000 100% $334,000


32 1 LS $624,960 $624,960 100% $624,960


33 1 LS $833,840 $833,840 100% $833,840


34 1 LS $293,680 $293,680 100% $293,680


35 1 LS $228,700.00 $228,700 100% $228,700


36 1 LS $140,000.00 $140,000 100% $140,000


37 20 EA $500.00 $10,000 100% $10,000


38 1 LS $12,500.00 $12,500 100% $12,500


39 1 LS $12,500.00 $12,500 100% $12,500


40 100%


$7,687,105 $7,687,105
$384,355 <= 5% of eligible CON costs (max. decorative, if applicable) 


20.00% $1,537,421 $1,537,421


$9,224,526 $9,224,526


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


25% Max


15% Max 


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$9,224,526Total Project Cost: $9,224,526


Total Project Delivery:


Construction Engineering (CE):


Total Construction Costs: $9,224,526


Irrigation / Water Connection


Supplemental Work


Post and Cable Fence


Bar Reinforcing Steel Retaining Wall


Anti-Grffitti Coating


Property Fence


Total RW: -$                                                 


Construction Engineering (CE)


Right of Way (RW)


Right of Way Engineering:


Acquisitions and Utilities:


Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):


Total PE: -$                                                 


Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):


Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:


Type of Project Cost Cost $


Preliminary Engineering (PE)


Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED):


Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 3
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).


Project Information:
Agency: 6/10/2016CITY OF ROSEVILLE


Pervious Backfill Material


Class 2 AB


HMA


Minor Concrete (C, C&G, SW)


Decomposed Grantie


Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:


"PE" costs / "CON" costs


"CE" costs / "CON" costs


Project Delivery Costs:


Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:


Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)


Cost Breakdown


ATP Eligible 


Costs/Items


ATP Ineligible 


Costs/Items 


Corps/CCC


to construct


Mobilization


Structure Excavation


Structure Backfill


Item 


Concrete Pavement (Trail)


Drainage


Structural Concrete Retaining Wall


Gabion


Subtotal of Construction Items:


Trees


Shrubs/groundcover


Decorative & Landscaping-related Items    (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative,  or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)


The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.  


Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.


Item Number(s): Description of Engineer's Logic:       (See examples shown in the Instructions)


Project Description: Dry Creek Greeway Multi-Use Trail Pproject


Roseville Infill Area, City of Roseville, California


Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: Brian Wright License #:


Project Location:


General Overhead-Related Construction Items


Time Related Overhead


NPDES (Stormwater Protection Plan)


Traffic Control


General Construction Items (non-decorative only)


Develop Water Supply


Progress Schedule


Other Minor Items


Bridge #13


Bridge #4


Bridge #2


Bridge #1


Roadway Excavation


Amenities


Restroom


Environmental Mitigation


Staging and Traffic Handling


Signage and Striping


Electrical & Lighting


Hydroseed


Clearing and Grubbing
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ATTACHMENT ASIGNATURE PAGECALTRANS LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR PROJECT THAT PASSES THROUGH   STATE RIGHT OF WAY











 


 
 


“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system  
to enhance California’s economy and livability” 


 


  


STATE OF CALIFORNIA------- CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN Jr., Governor 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
DISTRICT 3 
703 B STREET 
MARYSVILLE, CA  95901 
PHONE  (530) 741-4233 
FAX  (530) 741-4245 
TTY  711 
www.dot.ca.gov/dist3 
 


 


 Serious drought. 
Help save water! 


 
June 6, 2016 
 
 
Mr. Rhon Herndon 
Director of Public Works 
City of Roseville 
401 Vernon Street 
Roseville, CA 95678 
 
Dear Mr. Herndon:   
 
This letter is in support of the City of Roseville’s Active Transportation Program (ATP) grant 
application for the Dry Creek Greenway Multi-use Trail project. The project proposes 
construction of a Class I Path extending from the existing Saugstad/Royer Park trail near Darling 
Way/Riverside Avenue, eastward to Rocky Ridge Drive that will provide residents a place for 
bicycling, walking, running, and dog-walking, for fun, education, recreation, health, and 
transportation. The trail will connect schools and businesses to residential neighborhoods. 
 
Providing multimodal travel options is a crucial strategy for reducing greenhouse gas emissions 
and other environmental impacts associated with single-occupancy driving habits. Caltrans is 
committed to working with local communities to improve connections to transit and to increase 
the appeal of walking and bicycling. The proposed improvements will help achieve these goals.  
 
The proposed improvements will need to meet ADA and design standards or approved design 
exceptions. Caltrans staff is prepared to coordinate with the City of Roseville on any necessary 
improvements and maintenance agreements for the portions of the proposed facilities within the 
State right-of-way. We look forward to working with the City on this worthwhile project. 
 
Sincerely, 
 


 
BOJANA GUTIERREZ 
Chief, Office of Freeway Operations 








bwright

Text Box

ATTACHMENT FPROJECT ESTIMATE







Date:


C59331


Item 


No.


F, D 


or M
Quantity Units Unit Cost


Total


Item Cost
% $ % $ % $


1 1 LS $240,000.00 $240,000 100% $240,000


2 1 LS $35,000.00 $35,000 100% $35,000


3 1 LS $180,000.00 $180,000 100% $180,000


4 1 LS $253,500.00 $253,500 100% $253,500


5 1 LS $6,000.00 $6,000 100% $6,000


6 1 LS $30,000.00 $30,000 100% $30,000


7 9808 CY $31.00 $304,048 100% $304,048


8 1 LS $6,000.00 $6,000 100% $6,000


9 1923 CY $156.00 $299,988 100% $299,988


10 543 CY $156.00 $84,708 100% $84,708


11 464 CY $128.00 $59,392 100% $59,392


12 33618 SF $0.46 $15,464 100% $15,464


13 1080 TON $82.00 $88,560 100% $88,560


14 1 LS $152,000.00 $152,000 100% $152,000


15 1222 CY $688.50 $841,347 100% $841,347


16 4350 CY $84.00 $365,400 100% $365,400


17 1 LS $105,700.00 $105,700 100% $105,700


18 1486 CY $914.00 $1,358,204 100% $1,358,204


19 535 CY $584.00 $312,440 100% $312,440


20 10218 SF $0.25 $2,555 100% $2,555


21 26705 LB $1.67 $44,597 100% $44,597


22 1294 LF $20.00 $25,880 100% $25,880


23 1 LS $70,000.00 $70,000 100% $70,000


24 1 LS $13,000.00 $13,000 100% $13,000


25 1294 LF $35.00 $45,290 100% $45,290


26 69851 SF $0.18 $12,573 100% $12,573


27 1 LS $50,000.00 $50,000 100% $50,000


28 1 LS $30,189.00 $30,189 100% $30,189


29 1 LS $34,326.00 $34,326 100% $34,326


30 1 LS $130,764.00 $130,764 100% $130,764


31 1 LS $334,000 $334,000 100% $334,000


32 1 LS $624,960 $624,960 100% $624,960


33 1 LS $833,840 $833,840 100% $833,840


34 1 LS $293,680 $293,680 100% $293,680


35 1 LS $228,700.00 $228,700 100% $228,700


36 1 LS $140,000.00 $140,000 100% $140,000


37 20 EA $500.00 $10,000 100% $10,000


38 1 LS $12,500.00 $12,500 100% $12,500


39 1 LS $12,500.00 $12,500 100% $12,500


40 100%


$7,687,105 $7,687,105
$384,355 <= 5% of eligible CON costs (max. decorative, if applicable) 


20.00% $1,537,421 $1,537,421


$9,224,526 $9,224,526


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


25% Max


15% Max 


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$9,224,526Total Project Cost: $9,224,526


Total Project Delivery:


Construction Engineering (CE):


Total Construction Costs: $9,224,526


Irrigation / Water Connection


Supplemental Work


Post and Cable Fence


Bar Reinforcing Steel Retaining Wall


Anti-Grffitti Coating


Property Fence


Total RW: -$                                                 


Construction Engineering (CE)


Right of Way (RW)


Right of Way Engineering:


Acquisitions and Utilities:


Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):


Total PE: -$                                                 


Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):


Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:


Type of Project Cost Cost $


Preliminary Engineering (PE)


Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED):


Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 3
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).


Project Information:
Agency: 6/10/2016CITY OF ROSEVILLE


Pervious Backfill Material


Class 2 AB


HMA


Minor Concrete (C, C&G, SW)


Decomposed Grantie


Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:


"PE" costs / "CON" costs


"CE" costs / "CON" costs


Project Delivery Costs:


Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:


Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)


Cost Breakdown


ATP Eligible 


Costs/Items


ATP Ineligible 


Costs/Items 


Corps/CCC


to construct


Mobilization


Structure Excavation


Structure Backfill


Item 


Concrete Pavement (Trail)


Drainage


Structural Concrete Retaining Wall


Gabion


Subtotal of Construction Items:


Trees


Shrubs/groundcover


Decorative & Landscaping-related Items    (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative,  or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)


The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.  


Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.


Item Number(s): Description of Engineer's Logic:       (See examples shown in the Instructions)


Project Description: Dry Creek Greeway Multi-Use Trail Pproject


Roseville Infill Area, City of Roseville, California


Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: Brian Wright License #:


Project Location:


General Overhead-Related Construction Items


Time Related Overhead


NPDES (Stormwater Protection Plan)


Traffic Control


General Construction Items (non-decorative only)


Develop Water Supply


Progress Schedule


Other Minor Items


Bridge #13


Bridge #4


Bridge #2


Bridge #1


Roadway Excavation


Amenities


Restroom


Environmental Mitigation


Staging and Traffic Handling


Signage and Striping


Electrical & Lighting


Hydroseed


Clearing and Grubbing


6/3/2016 1 of 1















Instructions

		INSTRUCTIONS



				 Do NOT input values in gray cells. These cells are formula-driven and will automatically update.

				Exhibit 22-R ATP Non-Infrastructure Project Work Plan

				1.		Date: Insert today's date

				2.		Project Number: Leave blank for ATP Cycle 2 solicitation

				3a.		Project location(s): List all locations that this project will target. Use a separate line for each location (3a, 3b, 3c, etc). 
(Example location: City of Sata Ana -  Mt. Vernon Elementary School)

				3b.		Provide other project location; if applicable

				3c.		Provide other project location; if applicable

				4.		Project Description: Provide brief project description.
(Exp: Conduct bicycle and pedestrian safety education, encouragement and traffic safety enforcement near schools.)





				Task Details

				Tasks are primary elements of a project. 
Provide a "Task Detail" table for each.  (Task A, Task B, Task C, etc.) 

				5a.		Task Name: Provide name of Task 

				5b.		Task Summary: Provide a brief Task description for the various components to be completed in your project.

				5c.		Schedule: Start Date and  End Date: Provide a start and end date for each Task. (Month - Year)



				Activities and Deliverables

				List all associated Activities for each task and all corresponding deliverables for each activity.

				6a.		Activities: List all activities that will be completed in each Task. 

				6b.		Deliverables: List all of the corresponding deliverables for each activity listed.



				Staff Costs

				7a.		Staff Title: List all agency staff title/position(s) and any consultants that will work on this task. 
(Example: Party 1 - Program Manager). Comsultants do not have to identify the staff positions. For each consultant listed include an identifier to distinguish the work that the consultant will perform. 
(Example: Part 2 - Consultant: Bike Safety Training)

				7b.		Staff Hours: Provide the total number of estimated hours for each party listed.

				7c.		Rate Per Hour: Provide the rate per hour of each party listed.
If using a Consultant to perform the work, list the estimated Consultant cost.

				7d.		Subtotal Staff Costs: Leave Blank - The total Staff Cost is automatically calculated.

				7e.		Indirect Cost: Provide Indirect Cost. 
Agencies should have an approved Indirect Cost Allocation Plan (ICAP) agreement with Caltrans. 
Local agencies without an approved ICAP may request the approval of a “provisional ICAP rate” from the Caltrans Audits and Investigations (A&I) unit.  Upon receiving an Acceptance Letter from Caltrans A&I, the local agencies will be allowed to invoice for their indirect costs using this “provisional rate” until A&I has completed the review of the local agencies ICAP proposal.  

				7f.		Total Staff Cost: Leave Blank - This is automatically calculated from Other Cost information provided.



				Task Notes

				8.		Task Notes: Provide any additional information that will clarify the work to be conducted under this task.
Describe the who, what, when and where of your project. Attach an additional sheet if needed.



				Other Costs

				You must click the link provided to direct you to the Itemized Other Costs section.
Note: An itemized cost estimate for each of the following categories, if applicable, must be provided.  

				The totals for each "Other Costs" category listed below will automatically calculate from information entered in the itemized other costs section:

				9a.		Travel: Total cost of Travel; if applicable

				9b.		Equipment: Total cost of Equipment(s); if applicable

				9c.		Supplies/Materials: Total cost of Supplies/Materials; if applicable

				9d.		Incentives: Total cost of Incentives; if applicable.

				9e.		Other Direct Costs: Additional other direct costs; if applicable

				9f.		Provide any additional Other Direct Costs; if applicable 

				9g.		Total Other Costs: Leave Blank - This is automatically calculated from Other Cost information provided.



				Task Grand Total

				10.		Task Grand Total: Leave Blank - This is automatically calculated from the information provided under this task.
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Exhibit 22-R

		Exhibit 22-R ATP Non-Infrastructure Project Work Plan 

		Fill in the following items:

		Date: (1) 

		Project Number: (2)

		Project Location(s): (3a)		George Cirby Elementary

		" "              (3b)		Warren T Eich Middle School

		" "              (3c)		Oakmont High School

		" "              (3d)		Crestmont Elementary School

		Project Description: (4) 		The purpose of the non-infrastructure portion of this grant is to promote increased trail use and other designated Safe Route to School routes and programs at the above project school locations.







		Enter information in each Task Tab, as it 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"		Administration and Program Management												$   19,400.00

		Task "B"		Education												$   65,110.00

		Task "C"		Encouragement 												$   56,833.00

		Task "D"		Enforcement												$   20,580.00

		Task "E"		Data Collection - Follow up												$   19,650.00

		Task "F"														$   - 0

		Task "G"														$   - 0

		Task "H"														$   - 0

		Task "I"														$   - 0

		Task "J"												 		$   - 0

														GRAND TOTAL		$   181,573.00



















ATP V. 7 (05/26/2015)		







bwright

Text Box

PART 5PA&ED IS CURRENTLY BEING COMPLETED





		Sheets and Views

		Layout1








LOCATION MAP








bwright

Text Box

PART 5PS&E IS STILL TO BE STARTED, PER SCHEDULE





		Sheets and Views

		Layout1








bwright

Text Box

ATTACHMENT DTYPICAL SECTIONSPRELIMINARY LAYOUT PLANS







bwright

Rectangle





































































		sht1

		sht2

		sht3

		sht4

		sht5

		sht6

		sht7

		sht8

		sht9

		sht10

		sht11

		sht12






DRY CREEK GREENWAY MULTI‐USE TRAIL PROJECT 


2016 ATP APPLICATION 


1. Biking Roseville


2. Eureka Union School District


3. Beth Gaines, Assemblywomen, 6th District


4. Health Education Council


5. Placer County Transportation Planning Agency


6. County of Placer, Health and Human Services – Public Health 
Office


7. Sacramento Walking Sticks


8. Sun City Roseville Cycling Club


9. Jim Nielson, Senator, 4th District


Notes: Additional letters of support from Roseville City School 
District and Roseville Joint Union High School District are 
included in Part 3 of the Application.


Letters of Support 


Attachment H
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10. Caltrans, District 3, Bojana Gutierrez
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EUREKA UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 


5455 Eureka Road 
Granite Bay, CA 95746 
Phone:  (916) 791-4939 
Fax:  (916) 791-5527 
www.eurekausd.org  


     Superintendent: 
       Tom Janis 


Chief Business Officer: 
Melody Glaspey 


Director of Curriculum, Instruction, Professional 
Development and Student Assessment: 


Ginna Myers 
Director of Human Resources: 


Kelli Hanson, Ed.D. 
Director of Student Services: 


Kristi Marinus 


Board of Trustees: 
 Tony Corado    ♦    Ryan Jones    ♦    Renee Nash    ♦    Aimee Scribner    ♦    Andrew Sheehy 


May 17, 2016 


Yvonne, 


I am writing this letter in support of the Safe Routes to School Program.  We have many children 
walking and biking to our schools and would like to make every effort to ensure their routes are as 
safe as possible.  We are also very interested in encouraging more students to walk and/or bike to 
school.  The proposed grant would be a wonderful enhancement to our schools and our community.  
A more pedestrian and bike friendly route for our students is essential to our goal to encourage more 
children to bike and ride to school and consistent with our design philosophy of neighborhood 
schools. 


Sincerely, 


Tom Janis 
Superintendent 
Eureka Union School District 


TJ:lc 
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June 1, 2016 


Malcolm Dougherty, Director 


State of California Department of Transportation 


1120 N Street 


Sacramento, CA 94273-0001 


Subject: Dry Creek Greenway Trail Project 


Dear Director Dougherty, 


Thank you for the opportunity to express my support for the Active Transportation Grant for 


the City of Roseville’s Dry Creek Greenway Trail Project.  


The Dry Creek Greenway connections to schools, neighborhoods, commercial areas, and 


other existing and planned trails promise to make this project a centerpiece of the Roseville 


community and a great resource for active and healthy living. In the past I’ve sponsored 


legislation for a statewide “Diabetes Action Plan” with the goal of providing actionable 


suggestions to reduce the fiscal impact of the ever-growing diabetes epidemic. The Dry 


Creek Greenway would provide an active transportation and recreation outlet for Roseville’s 


citizens, and would help in the overall effort at diabetes prevention. 


Please join me in my support for both the Dry Creek Greenway Trail Project’s ATP grant 


application.  


Sincerely, 


BETH GAINES 


Assemblywoman, 6
th


 District


STATE CAPITOL 


P.0 BOX 942849


SACRAMENTO, CA 94249-0004 


(916) 319-2006


FAX (916) 319-2106 


DISTRICT OFFICE 


8799 Auburn Folsom Rd., Ste. A 


Granite Bay, CA 95746 


(916) 774-4430


FAX (916) 774-4433 


BETH GAINES 
ASSEMBLYWOMAN, SIXTH DISTRICT 
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PLACERCOUNTY
TRANSPORTATION
PLANNING AGENCY


June2,2016


Rhon Herndon, Public Works Director
City of Roseville
31 I Vernon Street
Roseville, CA 95678


KEIH NESBTT
City of Auburn


TOi.IY HESCH
Clty of Colfax


STAN NADER
City of Lincoln


BRIAN BAKER
Town of Loomis


DIANA RUSLIN
Oty of RtrHin


SUSAN ROHAN
City of Ros€vllle


llM HoLMES
KIRK UHLER
Placer County


RON'IREAB6S
Citiren Representative


CELIA MCADAM
Ex(utive Dir(tor


Subject: TP Grant for Dry Creek Greenway Trail Project


The Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) is pleased to support the City of
Roseville's Active Transportation Program Cycle 3 grant application for the Dry Creek Greenway


Trail Project.


The PCTPA is committed to Moving Placer Forward by working with Placer County's local
goverrrments to provide exceptional regional transportation options. PCTPA recognizes that
bicycling is important for both transportation and recreational purposes and that it helps contribute
to improved air quality, reduced traffic congestion, and a healthy lifestyle. PCTPA promotes bicycle
planning efforts throughout the Placer region and also coordinates with SACOG, Caltrans, and
jurisdictions on active transportation issues.


The Dry Creek Greenway Trail Project is a great example of an Active Transportation project that
offers not only local but regional benefits. The project's connections between other existing trails,
neighborhoods, the business community, parks, transit and civic uses occurs in an area of the City
that has relatively few bikeway connections compared to the rest of Roseville. Additionally, this
project will provide an a much needed altemative for cyclists trying to navigate the Douglass Road
and Cirby Way overcrossings of Interstate 80. Future connections to the Sacramento Northem and
American River Parkway trail systems will create a multi-county regionally significant trail system.


We urge Roseville to keep this project moving forward! Thanks again for the opportunity to express


our support for the Dry Creek Greenway Project's ATP grant application.


Sincerely,


FAICP, CTP
Director


Celia


299 Nevada Street . Auburn, CA 95603 . (530) 823-4O3O (tel/fax) Attachment H
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       Sacramento Walking Sticks Volkssport Club 
       P.O. Box 277303 
       Sacramento, CA 95827-7303 
       May 26, 2016 


 
Rhon Herndon, Public Works Director  
City of Roseville 
311 Vernon Street 
Roseville, CA 95678 
 


Subject: Dry Creek Greenway Multi-use Trail Project  
 
Dear Mr. Herndon, 


 
On behalf of the Sacramento Walking Sticks, a member club of the American Volkssport 
Association, I am writing this letter in support of the City of Roseville’s grant application for the Dry 
Creek Greenway Multi-use Trail Project. 
 
The Sacramento Walking Sticks organize weekly walks in the greater Sacramento area to foster 
health, fitness, and fun. Often, our walks include an interpretive or historical theme. We are 
always looking for new walking opportunities. 
 
The proposed project would be ideal because it will connect the Maidu Park Trail system to the 
Saugstad Park/Miners Ravine trail system. The Walking Sticks have really enjoyed our previous 
walks on Roseville’s Miners Ravine open space trail, and we look forward to new opportunities for 
walking in Roseville.  
 
Thank you for the opportunity to express our support for your project and the grant application.  
 


Sincerely, 


 
 
 


Barbara Nuss, President 


            916.283.4650 | nussb@surewest.net  
                       www.SacramentoWalkingSticks.org  
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     June 1, 2016 


 


 


Mr. Malcolm Dougherty, Director 


California Department of Transportation 


1120 N Street 


Sacramento, CA   94273-0001 


 


RE:  Dry Creek Greenway Multi-Use Trail Project 


 


Dear Director Dougherty, 


 


I am writing to express my support for the City of Roseville’s Active Transportation Program 


(ATP) grant application for the Dry Creek Greenway Multi-Use Trail Project (Project).  


 


Roseville is making a funding request not to exceed $4.5 million for the Project, which will 


create connections for pedestrian and bicycle trails in one of Roseville’s older, more mature 


neighborhoods.  These connections will join existing trails between neighborhoods, parks, transit 


systems and downtown Roseville, and includes plans for future connections to the Dry Creek 


Greenway and the American River Parkway trail systems. This will greatly enhance the regional 


appeal of the area and contribute to the overall quality-of-life in the community. 


 


Thank you for your consideration of this request. If you have any further questions, please do not 


hesitate to contact my Deputy Chief of Staff, Rob Olmstead at (916) 772-0571. 


 


Sincerely, 


N 
JIM NIELSEN 


Senator, Fourth District 
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“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system  
to enhance California’s economy and livability” 


 


  


STATE OF CALIFORNIA------- CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN Jr., Governor 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
DISTRICT 3 
703 B STREET 
MARYSVILLE, CA  95901 
PHONE  (530) 741-4233 
FAX  (530) 741-4245 
TTY  711 
www.dot.ca.gov/dist3 
 


 


 Serious drought. 
Help save water! 


 
June 6, 2016 
 
 
Mr. Rhon Herndon 
Director of Public Works 
City of Roseville 
401 Vernon Street 
Roseville, CA 95678 
 
Dear Mr. Herndon:   
 
This letter is in support of the City of Roseville’s Active Transportation Program (ATP) grant 
application for the Dry Creek Greenway Multi-use Trail project. The project proposes 
construction of a Class I Path extending from the existing Saugstad/Royer Park trail near Darling 
Way/Riverside Avenue, eastward to Rocky Ridge Drive that will provide residents a place for 
bicycling, walking, running, and dog-walking, for fun, education, recreation, health, and 
transportation. The trail will connect schools and businesses to residential neighborhoods. 
 
Providing multimodal travel options is a crucial strategy for reducing greenhouse gas emissions 
and other environmental impacts associated with single-occupancy driving habits. Caltrans is 
committed to working with local communities to improve connections to transit and to increase 
the appeal of walking and bicycling. The proposed improvements will help achieve these goals.  
 
The proposed improvements will need to meet ADA and design standards or approved design 
exceptions. Caltrans staff is prepared to coordinate with the City of Roseville on any necessary 
improvements and maintenance agreements for the portions of the proposed facilities within the 
State right-of-way. We look forward to working with the City on this worthwhile project. 
 
Sincerely, 
 


 
BOJANA GUTIERREZ 
Chief, Office of Freeway Operations 
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ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 


Special thanks to Bruce De Terra who pioneered the idea 
and wrote the grant for the Cross State Bicycle Route 
Study. 


Core Group of 
Participants: 


Project Manager: 
Jerry Barton, El Dorado 
County Transportation 
Commission Study Participants meet at Caltrans 


Mapping/Geographic Information Systems (GIS): 
Rick Helman, Caltrans District 3 


Linda Aeschliman, Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency 
Jim Antone, Yolo/Solano Air District 
Ed Cox, City of Sacramento 
Bruce DeTerra, Caltrans District 3 
Aimee Hagen, Sacramento Area Council of Governments 
Bob Ireland, Sacramento County 
Jim Konopka, City of Folsom 
Mike Woodman, Nevada County 
Transportation Commission 


Many others contributed to this study, some as citizen 
bicyclists from the study area, others as support staff 
for the core group members: 


Josh Abrams, Alta Planning+ Design 
Tim Bustos, City of Davis 
James Decaro, Placer County Resident 
Dori Gough, El Dorado County Transportation 
Commission 
Robert Guerrero, Solano Transportation Authority 
David Hinz, El Dorado County Resident 
Alfred Knotts, Tahoe Regional Planning Agency 
Charles Lee, El Dorado County Resident 
Carla Majernik, Adventure Cycling Association 
Kathryn Mathews, El Dorado County 
Transportation Commission 
Ed McCarthy, Placer County Department of Public Works 
Rosalie Newton, Caltrans District 3 
Cindy Oswald, US Forest Service 
John Ponte, Napa County Transportation Planning 
Agency 
Rob Powell, Solano County Resident 
Brian Rouse, Placer County Resident 
Scott Sauer, Caltrans District 3 
Christopher Schmidt, Placer County Planning Department 
Robert Smart, El Dorado County Resident 
David Takemoto -Weerts, University California, Davis 
Laura Thompson, San Francisco Bay Trail Project 


INTRODUCTION 


The Cross State Bicycle Route Study concept was 
developed by Caltrans District 3 as an effort to 
coordinate local and regional planning efforts. In 
2002, District 3 began collecting all bicycle planning 
documents within the Jurisdiction for the purpose of 
developing a comprehensive Geographic Information 
Systems (GIS) database. Through this effort, 
Caltrans recognized that planning for bicycle facilities 
is often conducted on a local and regional level, 
which results in various gaps between and within 
regions. The Cross State Bicycle Route Study was a 
timely effort 
for mapping 
purposes, and 
an excellent 
exercise in 
improving 
connectivity 
and regional 
partnerships. 
Ultimately, the 
California 
Cross State 
Bicycle Route 
could become 
the first 
"Interstate" 
Bike Route in 
California. 


The Cross 
State Bike 
Route Study 
was 
developed 
through 
multiple 
meetings with 
key 
individuals 
involved in 
bicycle 
planning from 
each of the 
jurisdictions in 
the study 
area. A 'core' 
group of 
individuals 
guided the 
study from the 
earliest 
stages. The 
core group 
included 
individuals 
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from Sacramento Area Council of Governments 
(SACOG), Yolo/Solano Air District, Caltrans District 3, City 
and County of Sacramento, El Dorado County 
Transportation Commission (EDCTC) and Placer County 
Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA). 


The concept of an "X" Route across the state with 
Sacramento as the hub came up in early discussions with 
the core group of individuals. The "legs" of the X to the 
East extend up Interstate 80 and State Route 50, and to 
the West along Interstate 80 and along the Sacramento 
River near Highway 84. As the route began to take shape, 
moving from "concept" to "detail," meetings were held with 
individuals outside the core group who were also involved 
in bicycle planning along the route area. The conceptual 
route was then taken to each jurisdiction's Bicycle 
Advisory Committee (BAG) for review and input. 


Sierra ,.....-....,.•t, 
,r-..;(DJ 


/ 
/ 


Tuolumne 


Merced ( 
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Extensive communication and coordination took place 
between the project manager and many planners in the 
regions along the route. 


The actual development and implementation of the Cross 
State Bicycle Route will be left up to the individual 
jurisdictions. The Cross State Bicycle Route Study is 
intended to provide key information that will assist local 
jurisdictions in decision-making toward development of the 
route. 


To achieve maximum benefit from the Cross 
State Bicycle Route, jurisdictions should 
consider limiting the number of options to a 
single route. 


See Detail ",. 
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Dry Creek Greenway Multi‐Use Trail ‐ Stakeholders Representative 


Group 


The City of Roseville convened a Stakeholders Representative Group to solicit input on the Dry 
Creek Greenway Trail project from a broad array of community interests. Representatives include 
residents, property owners, business owners, the Dry Creek Conservancy, Biking Roseville, Sun City 
Cycling Club, local schools, and others. Stakeholder Representatives act as a liaison between the 
City and their respective group, to communicate and gauge the interests and concerns of their 
group. 


Dry Creek Greenway: Stakeholder Meeting 1 PowerPoint 
Dry Creek Greenway: Stakeholder Meeting 1 Notes 
Dry Creek Greenway: Stakeholder Meeting 2 Notes 
Dry Creek Greenway: Stakeholder Meeting 3 Notes 
Dry Creek Greenway: Stakeholder Meeting 4 Notes 
Dry Creek Greenway: Stakeholder Meeting 5 Notes 
Dry Creek Greenway: Stakeholder Meeting 6 Notes 
Dry Creek Greenway Stakeholder Meeting 7 Notes 
Dry Creek Greenway Stakeholder Meeting 8 ‐ Site Tour 
Dry Creek Greenway: Stakeholder Meeting 9 Agenda  
Dry Creek Greenway: Stakeholder Meeting 9 PowerPoint 
Dry Creek Greenway: Stakeholder Meeting 9 Summary  
Dry Creek Greenway: Stakeholder Meeting 10 Summary


Dry Creek Greenway Multi‐Use Trail ‐ Public Open Houses


Dry Creek Greenway: Open House 1_Post‐It Notes Summary 


Dry Creek Greenway: Open House 1 Notes 


Dry Creek Greenway: Open House 2 Notes 


Dry Creek Greenway: Open House 2 Summary of Public Comments 


Dry Creek Greenway: Open House 3 and Online Summary  


Dry Creek Greenway Multi‐Use Trail ‐ Neighborhood Meetings 


Meadow Oaks Neighborhood Meeting ‐ PowerPoint


Dry Creek Greenway Multi‐Use Trail ‐ Notice of Preparation 


Released & Public Scoping Meeting  


In compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the City of 


Roseville prepared a Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the project. The purpose of the NOP was to 


notify responsible and trustee agencies, members of the public, and other interested parties that a 


Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) would be prepared for the Dry Creek Greenway Multi‐


Use Trail Project, and to solicit feedback on the scope and content of the analysis in the DEIR. 


Potential environmental effects identified in the NOP will be further analyzed in the DEIR. The 


NOP was circulated for a 31‐day comment period, beginning November 18, 2013 and ending 


December 19, 2013.  


A public scoping meeting was conducted on December 3, 2013 from 6 – 8 p.m. at the Maidu 
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Community Center (1550 Maidu Drive, Roseville). This meeting was an open house 


and included project information, copies of the NOP, and forms for providing written comments 


on the environmental analysis.  


Scoping Meeting Summary 


Scoping Meeting Handout 


Potential Environmental Effects 


Environmental Process 


CEQA Flow Chart


Roseville Bicycle Master Plan  


The public participation component of the Bicycle Master Plan Update included Steering 
Committee meetings, a bicycle tour and impression survey, a website based public survey, and two 
public workshops. This Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration will be distributed for 30 days 
for public review and comment. The Planning Commission and Transportation Commission will 
hold public meetings at which individuals may provide written or oral comments about the Bicycle 
Master Plan 


Update and Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration. The City Council will then consider 
adoption of the Bicycle Master Plan Update and Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration at a 
regularly scheduled public meeting. 


2008 Bicycle Master Plan 


BMP Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration 


Meeting Notes - Public Workshop 1 


Roseville Bike Map


Roseville Bikefest 


Free annual bike safety event 


Roseville Bike/Walk Ambassadors 


Public volunteer program  


Maps are available at public buildings including the civic center, 


libraries, community centers, and Roseville Alternative Transportation 


office or by mail upon request. 


Attachment J



bwright

Text Box

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION AND OUTREACH







Public Participation & Outreach Page 3 of 6 


Roseville Safe Routes to School In the News  


Kids ditch school bus on Walk to School Day in Roseville ‐ KCRA 3 News ‐ October 9, 2013 


Walk/Bike to School Day Encourages Fewer Cars, Safer Routes for Kids ‐ October 9, 2013 


International Walk to School Day ‐ Woodcreek News, October 2012 


Roseville Kids take it to the streets ‐ Roseville Press Tribune, October 3, 2012 


Students get in step with 'Move It' campaign ‐ Roseville Press Tribune, March 24, 2010 


Walking to school ‐ Roseville Press Tribune, March 19,2010


Roseville Transit: Bikes on Buses (video) 


WATCH this video clip on using bus bike racks.


Roseville Share the Trail


Dry Creek Greenway Multi‐Use Trail Project ‐ School Survey 2016 


A school survey was completed in May 2016 to collect feedback from parents with children in 


schools within the project area.  The survey was provided in English and Spanish.  Parents were 


asked which school(s) their child(ren) attend, how they get to/from school, if they would use the 


planned trail, and how they would use it.  A total of 242 people took the surveys (240 in English and 


2 in Spanish).


23%


12%


6%
42%


17%


0% 0%


On most days, how does your child ARRIVE at school?


Walk


Bike


School Bus


Family Vehicle (only
your children in your
family)


Eich 
Middle 


The Share the Trail trail etiquette guidelines were reviewed by 


the Parks & Recreation Commission at the June 14, 2010 meeting 


and the Transportation Commission at the June 15, 2010 


meeting. The trail sign is based on public survey input. 


Attachment J



bwright

Text Box

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION AND OUTREACH







Public Participation & Outreach Page 4 of 6 


Comments Received: 


Overall the comments received in the optional comment section at end of the survey were either in 


support of the project or neutral.  All the comments received are listed below.  


Creo que es buena idea realizar el proyecto. Permitirá a cualquier persona desplazarse con 
seguridad, realizar actividades físicas, con el propósito de mantener buena condición, o también 
como actividad de esparcimiento. (Translation: I think that it is good idea to make project. It will 
allow anyone moving safely, perform physical activities, in order to maintain good condition, or 
also as recreation) 
It makes it sound like its a parent survey when its sent to the student? If its just a parent survey 
just send it to the parent.  


Anything that get the cars away from the shcools and the bicycles off Cirby is a great idea. Cirby 
is very dangerous for the kids riding bikes and walking to Oakmont  


This is a great idea!  
Currently we live in West Fiddyment and we have to take our son to Oakmont. Even if this trail 
were completed it would not allow him easier access to Oakmont from West Fiddyment Farms. 
This trail would be helpful for recreational and commuting as there are limited to no safe options 
for commuting. Thank you.  


It will be nice if they put lights and those trails and police officers patrolling!!!  


In general, I am a strong supporter of off-street trails for biking/walking/running. Thank you!  


My child attends Spanger Elementary. We live across the street from the school and walk 
everyday. There are no crosswalks and traffic zips around the almost blind curve along Shasta. 
We literally have to run across the street because you cannot see the cars coming from the 
south. I think it would behoove everyone to put a crosswalk or speed bumps there to slow traffic. 
It is extremely unsafe and it would be tragic if somebody was struck by a car which could easily 
happen if it hasn't already. Thank you.  
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I think it would be great to have another paved trail around here that could be used for biking and 
running!  


Being near Oakmont high school, I feel a stop light is needed at the Cirby and Vista Creek 
intersection.  


Please construct a high school at fiddyment farm area. Oakmond school is far from our 
community.  


I use all the bike/running trails in roseville. People that might be living by new ones would 
definitely use them when they might not have before. Plus I would like more of them to connect 
for longer runs Sierra college to walerga rd would be awesome.  


On old Auburn between S Cirby and Sierra College can you finish the sidewalk by the new 
housing devision so my child doesn't have to walk on the street for the little between the new 
housing area and castle Creek.  


Love to see this happen!  


Would be more advantageous if the pathway can be extended all the way to old-auburn  


We are not in city limits, Dry Creek area and would love a walking/bike trail to get to school. It's a 
shame we live so close to school yet it isn't safe to ride/walk to school.  


First, my child at Oakmont. We live 13 miles from the school. The district lines are absurd. My 
child only option is to take a bus to and from school.  


We live in Orangevale.  


I love Roseville's bike trails. 


My son will sometimes be riding his bike to or from school. I am concerned about the area at the 
corner of Cirby and Rocky Ridge, near Oakmont HS. There is no bike lane, so he will have to ride 
on the sidewalk. It's an area that seems like it could use some work. Thanks!  


entering Oakmont High School next year. Trail would be occasionally used for recreation and 
exercise.  


I think its a great idea, however, my child attends school in an area that will not be able to benefit 
from this.  


Build the HS in West Roseville so my children won't have to take the bus & so we won't have to 
pay $500 for bus passes.  


Do it for our children  


Just want to say, I am glad the city is looking at good and safe ways to allow our kids to get to 
and from our schools. Money and effort WELL SPENT!  


These days, Unless there are security cameras on these trails and solar powered lights, I would 
not even consider using this urban pathway especially in The Tunnels area.  


My child attends oakmont but we are in west Roseville. So this trail isn't close to us at all.  


Security is a huge issue. There is a trail behind Warren T Eich now that seems to attract criminal 
activity including kidnapping and assaults against the kids who use that trail. The trail would need 
to be constructed with security in mind!!!  


Screw the trail, build a school out in West Roseville so I don't have PAY to send my child pass 
TWO High Schools to get to Oakmont!  


This is was pointless.  


We live in Westpark so would have no reason to use the trails on the other side of toseville  


We live 7 miles from oakmont. We live 1 mile from woodcreek high school. If you really want to 
decrease traffic and promote exercise for kids. Please redistrict. We live in Morgan creek.  


The area surrounding Cook Riolo and Vineyard Roads in Roseville is in dire need of sidewalks 
and walking trails. Children in the neighborhoods of Morgan Creek, and homes on Central and 
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Crowder have no safe means to bike and walk to school because of nonexistent walking paths. 
Please review this area for opportunity to develop alternate walking areas.  


I appreciate your department looking for alternative ways to get kids to school. However, it is 
absolutely LUDICROUS that kids within 5 minutes of Woodcreek High School are bussed 25 
minutes away to attend Oakmont High School. It has created extreme hardship and stress not to 
mention financial burdens on our family. If RJUHSD really cared about the parents and the 
families in this district, they would address this problem instead of adding a new walking trail.  


I think it is very outdated not to be a skateboard friendly community. The kids are smart kids that 
know a better way to get around and, the community makes them feel criminal. Give them 
access. Mot boys on skateboards are more considerate then men on bikes. And... make it safer. 
Kudos for clearing out that creek but, what took so long?  


Any trail like this is necessary, in my opinion, for so many reasons. I think this is a viable, 
wonderful idea. Lynne Rominger  


It would be great to have a new trail for recreation and exercise. I love riding my bike on them. 
Some people I know had bad accidents riding on the streets with bike lanes so I try to avoid them. 


Oakmont has attendance boarders all they way into West Roseville. Your traffic issue is due to 
children having to drive all the way to Oakmont instead of a bike ride to Woodcreek.  


Main issue around Oakmont is speeding travelers and confusion on how to get out of the parking 
lot  


We live in the West Park area - way too far away from Oakmont for our kids to walk or ride their 
bikes to school. Time and energy should be spent in redrawing district lines so we can attend a 
school closer instead of adding more cars/buses to get our kids to and from school.  


Is there a safe route from Royer Park to Buljan middle school?  


Can we work on the transient populaton on the bike trail between Folsom Rd. and Harding. They 
are trashing the trail and making it unsafe for children  


Please put in a bike trail for the spanger elementary school or at least put in some cross walks for 
crying out loud...There are not cross walks at Shasta and Grider, it is so unsafe for the 
elementary kids and they should be able to safely ride their bikes and walk to school.  


It would be great to see more bike trails around town  


Trail does not service the area where we live and my child goes to school. If it was closer to our 
home, we would likely use it. We spend a lot of time on Miner's Ravine trail and other trails in our 
area.  
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Zip Code Index Rank Pop. County % of County Population


96143 83.9 5 4,150 Placer 1.1%


95631 45.2 4 6,469 Placer 1.7%


95714 39 4 608 Placer 0.2%


95678 32.3 4 44,379 Placer 11.6%


95713 30.3 4 10,471 Placer 2.7%


95603 28.9 3 27,611 Placer 7.2%


95602 24.8 3 17,779 Placer 4.7%


95681 24 3 1,237 Placer 0.3%


95648 23.7 3 55,109 Placer 14.4%


95703 22.6 3 1,641 Placer 0.4%


95701 21.6 3 939 Placer 0.2%


95724 21.5 3 263 Placer 0.1%


96146 21.4 3 1,435 Placer 0.4%


95677 18.6 3 24,420 Placer 6.4%


95661 18.1 3 31,413 Placer 8.2%


96145 12.5 2 3,820 Placer 1.0%


95722 12.1 2 4,287 Placer 1.1%


95658 10.7 2 6,623 Placer 1.7%


95765 9.9 2 39,580 Placer 10.4%


95747 9.5 2 60,816 Placer 15.9%


96148 9.3 2 874 Placer 0.2%


95650 6.2 1 12,476 Placer 3.3%


96140 4.9 1 485 Placer 0.1%


95663 4.7 1 2,554 Placer 0.7%


95746 1.4 1 22,215 Placer 5.8%


median 21.4 381,654


average 21.484


% difference 33.48606811


Rank % of zip codes range


5 4% 83.9


4 16% 30.3‐45.2


3 40% 18.1‐28.9


2 24% 9.3‐12.5


1 16% 1.4‐6.2


2016 HCI SocioNeeds Index Placer County


2016 Healthy Communities Institute SocioNeeds Index


data provided on4/15/16 by April Holland, Public Health Epidemiologist, Placer County Health and 


Human Services (503) 889‐7175


zip code 95678: 
‐Is the zip code with the third highest population in Placer County (11.8% of the population)
‐Has a SocioNeeds rank in the lowest 20% of the 25 zip codes in Placer County
‐Has a SocioNeeds index about a third higher than the average and median SocioNeeds index in 
Placer County (the average/median is 21, the index is 32 for zip code 95678)


http://www.placerdashboard.o
rg/images/gis/socioneeds_inde
x.jpg
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lb SocioNeeds Index 


The 2016 SocioNeeds Index, created by Healthy Communities Institute, is a measure of socioeconomic need that is 


correlated with poor health outcomes. 


All zip codes, counties, and county equivalents in the United States are given an Index Value from O (low need) to 100 


(high need). To help you find the areas of highest need in your community, the selected locations are ranked from 1 (low 


need) to 5 (high need) based on their Index Value. 


O Learn More 


Yuba 
City 


MAP LEGEND 


� HOWDO 


\.�. �/ 
··· •......................... ··· ..· 


Carson 
City 


to Powered by Healthy Communities lnsfrtute 
LJav1s 
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2012‐2013 Data


Indicators % 95% CI Population % 95% CI Population % 95% CI Population


Ever diagnosed with asthma (18+) 13.7% 0.113 ‐ 0.161 282400 14.1% 0.116 ‐ 0.166 24000 14.1% 0.115 ‐ 0.167 32600


Ever diagnosed with diabetes (18+) 7.3% 0.061 ‐ 0.086 282400 6.9% 0.057 ‐ 0.082 24000 6.2% 0.05 ‐ 0.073 32600


Serious psychological distress (18+) 7.2% 0.055 ‐ 0.089 282400 6.9% 0.053 ‐ 0.085 24000 8.2% 0.062 ‐ 0.101 32600


Fair or poor health (18‐64) 9.6% 0.071 ‐ 0.121 219100 8.7% 0.061 ‐ 0.113 19100 10.3% 0.076 ‐ 0.13 27900


Low‐income food insecurity (18+) 4.2% 0.025 ‐ 0.059 282400 3.4% 0.019 ‐ 0.048 24000 6.0% 0.035 ‐ 0.084 32600


Ever diagnosed with heart disease (18+) 7.8% 0.068 ‐ 0.088 282400 6.8% 0.059 ‐ 0.077 24000 5.7% 0.049 ‐ 0.065 32600


Obese (BMI &ge; 30) (18+) 19.0% 0.161 ‐ 0.218 282400 18.3% 0.15 ‐ 0.216 24000 20.4% 0.171 ‐ 0.237 32600


Walked at least 150 minutes (18+) 28.9% 0.244 ‐ 0.335 282400 29.9% 0.25 ‐ 0.347 24000 27.8% 0.233 ‐ 0.323 32600


Current smoker (18+) 9.9% 0.073 ‐ 0.125 282400 9.4% 0.072 ‐ 0.116 24000 11.4% 0.084 ‐ 0.144 32600


Source:  http://askchisne.ucla.edu/ask/_layouts/ne/Dashboard.aspx#/


Exported On: 04/25/2016 13:25:57


Placer County 95661 95678


Dry Creek Greekway Multi‐Use Trail Project ‐ Public Health Data


Please note that many estimates produced in AskCHIS Neighborhood Edition are not direct estimates.  For more information on the methodology used to calculate 


estimates please visit http://healthpolicy.ucla.edu
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Total tested
Aerobic 


Capacity


Body 


Composition


Aerobic 


Capacity


Body 


Composition


Aerobic 


Capacity


Body 


Composition


5th Grade Students


Cirby Elementary School 58 65.5 56.9 27.6 20.7 6.9 22.4


Crestmont Elementary School 65 66.2 67.7 27.7 13.8 6.1 18.5


Sargeant Elementary School 79 83.5 53.2 15.2 22.8 1.3 24.0


Placer County 5,250 79.8 73.8 17.4 15.2 2.8 11.0


State  455,897 63.5 59.7 29.9 19.4 6.6 20.9


7th Grade Students


Eich Middle School 240 77.1 65.4 10.0 20.0 12.0 14.6


Placer County 5,134 78.4 73.0 14.4 16.0 7.2 11.0


State  439,476 65.4 61.5 24.6 19.4 10.0 19.1


9th Grade Students


Oakmont High School 201 71.1 69.2 19.4 14.9 9.5 15.9


Placer County 5,047 76.4 75.3 13.9 14.8 9.7 9.9


State  441,730 63.8 64.0 23.5 18.8 12.7 17.2


= indicates school percentage of needs improvement is above County percentage


= indicates school percentage of needs improvement is above both State and County percentage


Source: 2014‐2015 California Physical Fitness Report, California Department of Education ‐ Dataquest website: dq.cde.ca.gov


Dry Creek Greenway Multi‐Use Trail Project


% in Healthy Fitness Zone % Needs Improvement
% Needs Improvement ‐ 


Health Risk


Public School Health Indicators
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Winter, Alison


From: Robert Oldham <ROldham@placer.ca.gov>
Sent: Monday, April 11, 2016 11:49 AM
To: Winter, Alison
Cc: Dour, Mike; Michael Romero; April Holland; Joe Arsenith; 'Nancy Callahan'
Subject: RE: Public Health component of ATP grant application


Thanks for inquiry, Alison. I am copying Mike Romero, April Holland, and Joe Arsenith from Placer Public Health to keep 
them in the loop on your ATP application and as they are likely to be the ones helping me to respond to questions #1 
and #3. 


As far as question #2… I am very familiar with this location, and am involved in a project to try to improve the health 
status of service recipients at 101 Cirby Hills Drive. This location is the site of a number of different behavioral health 
services, especially for individuals with Medicaid or who are uninsured who have the diagnosis of a serious mental 
illness  or substance use disorder. While we don’t have good data on the health status of the population receiving 
services here, national studies consistently show a 15‐ to 30‐year reduced life expectancy in this 
population,  representing the single greatest and least recognized health disparity in the nation!  See references below 
that speak to these disparities: 


Colton CW, Manderscheid RW: Congruencies in increased mortality rates, years of potential life lost, and causes of death 
among public mental health clients in eight states. Prev Chronic Dis 2006; 3:A42 
DE Hert M, Correll CU, Bobes J, et al: Physical illness in patients with severe mental disorders, I: prevalence, impact of 
medications and disparities in health care. World Psychiatry 2011; 10:52–77 


The primary cause of this early mortality seems to be cardiovascular disease associated with disproportionately high 
rates of obesity and tobacco use. The research shows that these can be effectively addressed with a number of medical 
and community‐based interventions: 


Green CA, Yarborough BJH, Leo MC, et al: The STRIDE weight loss and lifestyle intervention for individuals taking 
antipsychotic medications: a randomized trial. Am J Psychiatry 2015; 172:71–81 L 
Daumit GL, Dickerson FB, Wang NY, et al: A behavioral weight‐loss intervention in persons with serious mental illness. N 
Engl J Med 2013; 368:1594–1602  
Bartels SJ, Pratt SI, Aschbrenner KA, et al: Clinically significant improved fitness and weight loss among overweight 
persons with serious mental illness. Psychiatr Serv 2013; 64:729–736  
Cabassa LJ, Ezell JM, Lewis‐Fernández R: Lifestyle interventions for adults with serious mental illness: a systematic 
literature review. Psychiatr Serv 2010; 61:774–782  
Bartels SJ, Desilets RA: Health Promotion Programs for Persons With Serious Mental Illness: What Works? A Systematic 
Review and Analysis of the Evidence Base in Published Research Literature on Exercise and Nutrition Programs. 
Washington, DC, SAMHSA‐HRSA Center for Integrated Health Solutions, 2012. 


We recently received a grant to promote health and wellness among people receiving services at this location. We are 
calling this program “Health360”. One of the activities associated with Health360 is to lead walking groups and other 
exercise from this location for people receiving services. In a recent meeting, staff were discussing having to drive clients 
to local parks. Going by bus was proposed as an alternative. However, Multi‐Use Trail trails in this area would offer a 
much more sustainable alternative.  I am also copying Nancy Callahan, who is helping to coordinate/ evaluate Health 
360. Nancy may have additional data that might be helpful to you.


Thanks again for reaching out. We look forward to partnering on this application. 
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Rob 


Robert L. Oldham, M.D., M.S.H.A. 
Health Officer/ Division Director 
Health and Human Services | Public Health Division 
(530) 889-7287 | (530) 889-7198 fax | placer.ca.gov


From: Winter, Alison [mailto:AWinter@roseville.ca.us]  
Sent: Monday, April 11, 2016 10:58 AM 
To: Robert Oldham 
Cc: Dour, Mike 
Subject: Public Health component of ATP grant application 


Hi Robert, 


We are in the process of writing an Active Transportation Program (ATP) grant application for the Dry Creek Greenway 
Multi‐Use Trail Project.   The project is located in the southern area of Roseville, north of Cirby Way between Riverside 
Avenue to the west and the City limits to the east.  Attached is a vicinity map for your reference.  


One of the components of the application is an analysis on the public health benefits.  The Be Well Placer website 
indicator data does show that the project zip codes (95661 & 95678) do have slightly higher asthma rates as compared 
the County‐wide rate, so that is one area we can address.  We are also looking for assistance on the following items: 


1. On the Be Well Placer website, the SocioNeeds Index for the County ranks zip code #95678 4th in the County on
need.   Would you have more information on how this index was developed and what a high rank translates to
in terms of public health for the population within that area?


2. The project is adjacent to the Placer County Health and Human Services Office at 101 Cirby Hills Drive in
Roseville.  Could we get information (health status, place of residence, income level, etc…)  on the clients served
by this office that could help us determine how they might benefit from the project?


3. Any other information  you have or can direct us to that will help us address public health as related to this
project (i.e. studies on benefits of walking/biking, health links to physical activity, health sector cost of inactivity,
etc…).


Thank you in advance for any assistance you can provide to help us develop a competitive application.  


Best Regards, 


Alison Winter  
Administrative Analyst  
Public Works ‐ Alternative Transportation  
City of Roseville  
401 Vernon Street  
Roseville, CA 95678  
(916) 746‐1316
(916) 746‐1333 fax
www.roseville.ca.us/transportation
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TUESDAY, MAY 17, 2016


50 Cities Selected for Invest Health
Philadelphia, May 17, 2016 — Reinvestment Fund and the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation 
(RWJF) today announced $3 million in awards across 50 mid-size cities in 31 states for Invest 
Health, an initiative aimed at transforming how city leaders work together to help low-
income communities thrive, with specific attention to community features that drive health 
such as access to safe and affordable housing, places to play and exercise, and quality jobs.


More than 180 teams from 170 communities applied for grants of $60,000 each, which were 
available to cities with populations between 50,000 and 400,000. Applicants were required to 
form five-member teams including representatives from the public sector, community 
development, and an anchor institution, preferably academic or health-related.  Selected 
teams also include members from public school districts, community organizations, and 
local philanthropies.


“Public officials, community developers, and many others have been working in low-income 
neighborhoods for years, but they haven’t always worked together,” said Donald Schwarz, 
MD, MPH, MBA, RWJF Vice President, Program. “Invest Health aims to align their work and 
help neighborhoods thrive by intentionally incorporating health into community 
development.”


Mid-size American cities face some of the nation’s deepest challenges with entrenched 
poverty, poor health, and a lack of investment. But they also offer fertile ground for 
strategies that improve health and have the potential to boost local economies. Invest Health
cities will fundamentally change the way communities improve opportunities to live healthy 
lives by addressing the drivers of health including jobs, housing, education, community 
safety, and environmental conditions. In addition to the $60,000 grant, Invest Health teams 
will take part in a vibrant learning community, have access to highly skilled faculty advisors 
and coaches, and engage a broader group of local stakeholders to encourage knowledge 
sharing.


“With a long history in community development finance, we are excited to help create a 
pipeline to channel capital into low-income communities through public and private 
investments,” said Amanda High, Chief of Strategic Initiatives at Reinvestment Fund. “Our 
goal is to transform how cities approach tough challenges, share lessons learned, and spur 
creative collaboration.”


Invest Health teams will travel to Philadelphia for a kick-off meeting on June 7th and will meet 
regularly to share lessons learned throughout the 18-month project.  Learning from the 
program will be synthesized and disseminated through the Invest Health project website.


Selected teams plan to explore a broad range of ideas from reducing isolation of residents 
and creating retail hubs to decreasing the number of abandoned properties and related 
crime as well as improving walkability.  Specific examples include:


Tuscaloosa, Alabama (population 50,000 – 100,000): The Tuscaloosa team plans to focus on 
intergenerational safety and health projects targeting the elderly, young adults, and 
children. The team comprising the City of Tuscaloosa, Whatley Health Services, Community 
Service Programs of West Alabama, Tuscaloosa Homebuilders Association, and Tuscaloosa 
Pediatrics will work on improving affordable, accessible housing; increasing technical 
education; and developing safe places to live and play.


Napa, California (population 50,000 – 100,000): The Housing Authority reports a Section 8 
waiting list of 9,500—seven times the number of affordable housing units available. Given 
that safe and affordable housing is linked to better health, the City of Napa Housing 
Authority, Queen of the Valley Medical Center, the Public Health Division, Satellite Affordable 
Housing Associates, and the Corporation for Supportive Housing plan to work with 
community stakeholders to develop innovative low-income and supportive housing 
solutions.


ABOUT
 INVEST HEALTH


Invest Health is a new initiative that 
brings together diverse leaders from 
mid-sized U.S. cities across the nation 
to develop new strategies for 
increasing and leveraging private and 
public investments to accelerate 
improvements in neighborhoods 
facing the biggest barriers to better 
health. The program is a collaboration 
between the Robert Wood Johnson 
Foundation and Reinvestment Fund.


CONTACT
To learn more about this important 


initiative email us at 
info@investhealth.org.


Latest News
INVEST HEALTH » NEWS ARCHIVE


A Project of the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation and Reinvestment Fund info@investhealth.org


ABOUT PROGRAM GOALS PARTICIPATING TEAMS ADVISORY COMMITTEE NEWS CONTACT LOGIN


150 Cities Selected for Invest Health » Invest Health


5/27/2016https://www.investhealth.org/news-archive/50-cities-selected-for-invest-health/
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FOCUS AREA


Transportation


SECONDARY FOCUS AREA


Food Production and Systems


Roseville Invest Health Team


TEAM MEMBERS


Bonnie Gore
Community and GoGovernment Relations, Kaiser Permanente, Kaiser Permanente


Carol Garcia
Mayor, City of Roseville


Debra Oto-Kent
Executive Director, Health Education Council


Mark Wolinski
Government Relations Administrator, City of Roseville


Shannon Quignon
Resident, Roseville Heights Neighborhood Association


REINVESTMENT FUND is a catalyst for change in low-income 
communities. They integrate data, policy and strategic 
investments to improve the quality of life in low-income 
neighborhoods. Using analytical and financial tools, they bring 
high-quality grocery stores, affordable housing, schools and 
health centers to the communities that need better 
access—creating anchors that attract investment over the long 
term and help families lead healthier, more productive lives.


ROBERT WOOD JOHNSON FOUNDATION has worked for more 
than 40 years to improve health and health care. They strive to 
build a national Culture of Health that will enable all to live longer, 
healthier lives now and for generations to come.


STAY UP TO DATE


JOIN OUR NEWSLETTER 


SHARE THIS QUESTIONS?


info@investhealth.org


© 2015-2016 Invest Health. All rights reserved. Website by Roni Lagin & Co.


Roseville, CA 
INVEST HEALTH » PARTICIPATING TEAMS » ROSEVILLE, CA


A Project of the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation and Reinvestment Fund info@investhealth.org


ABOUT PROGRAM GOALS PARTICIPATING TEAMS ADVISORY COMMITTEE NEWS CONTACT LOGIN


1Roseville, CA » Invest Health


5/27/2016https://www.investhealth.org/teams/roseville-ca/


Attachment J



bwright

Text Box

HEALTH DATA AND CORRESPONDENCE







 



bwright

Text Box

COST EFFECTIVENESS







Funds Requested $9,412,000.00


Net Present Cost of Funds Requested $9,050,000.00


Benefit Cost Ratio 2.66


Safety


$15,404,411.88


$1,484,985.71


$1,044,306.94


$13,884,993.17


Gas & Emissions


Mobility


Recreational $3,333,720.62


20 Year Invest Summary Analysis


20 Year Itemized Savings


$9,050,000.00


$35,152,418.33


Health


Net Present Cost


$9,412,000.00


$24,088,309.81


2.66


Total Costs


Total Benefits


Net Present Benefit


Benefit-Cost Ratio
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORM
DLA-001 (NEW 4/2016)
v1.1
State of California Department of TransportationForm Title:Form Number: xxx-xxxx (Revised xx/xxxx)
ADA Notice
For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats.  For alternate format information, contact the Active Transportation Program at  (916) 653-4335, TTY 711, or write to Caltrans-Local Assistance, 1120 N Street, MS-1, Sacramento, CA 95814.
Page  of 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORM
DLA-001 (NEW 4/2016)
v1.1
State of California Department of TransportationForm Title:Form Number: xxx-xxxx (Revised xx/xxxx)
ATP FUNDED COMPONENTS
Infrastructure
PA&ED
PS&E
R/W
CON
Non-Infrastructure
Plan
PROJECT FUNDING INFORMATION (1,000s)
Total 
Project $
Total
ATP $
Total
Non-ATP $
Past 
ATP $
Leveraging $
Matching $
Non-Participating $
Future 
Local $
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM
APPLICATION INDEX PAGE
Application Part 1: Applicant Information         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 2: General Project Information         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 3: Project Type         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 4: Project Details         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 5: Project Schedule         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 6: Project Funding         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
PPR         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 7: Application Questions         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Screening Criteria         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 1         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 2         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 3         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 4         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 5         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 6         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 7         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 8         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 9         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 8: Attachments         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 1: Applicant 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.   
MASTER AGREEMENTS (MAs):
Does the Implementing Agency currently have a MA with Caltrans?
Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans MA number
Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans Master Agreement number
Implementing Agency's State Caltrans MA number
*         Implementing Agencies that do not currently have a MA with Caltrans, must be able to meet the requirements and enter into an MA with Caltrans prior to funds allocation.  The MA approval process can take 6 to 12 months to complete and there is no guarantee the agency will meet the requirements necessary for the State to enter into a MA with the agency.    Delays could also result in a failure to meeting the CTC Allocation timeline requirements and the loss of ATP funding.
Project Partnering Agency:   
The “Project Partnering Agency” is defined as an agency, other than Implementing Agency, that will assume the responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the improved facility.   The Implementing Agency must: 1) ensure the Partnering Agency agrees to assume responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the improved facility, 2) provide documentation of the agreement (e.g., letter of intent) as part of the project application, and 3) ensure a copy of the Memorandum of Understanding or Interagency Agreement between the parties is submitted with the first request for allocation. For these projects, the Project Partnering Agency's information shall be provided below.
Based on the definition above, does this project have a partnering agency?
Application Part 2: General Project Information
Project Coordinates: (latitude/longitude in decimal format)
N
W
Congressional District(s):
State Senate District(s):
State Assembly District(s):
Past Projects: Within the last 10 years, has there been any previous State or Federal ATP, SRTS, SR2S, BTA or other ped/bike funding awards for a project(s) that are adjacent to or overlap the limits of project scope of this application?
Project Number
Past Project 
Funding 
Funded 
Amount $
Project 
Type
Type of overlap/connection 
with past projects 
(select only one which matches the best)
Application Part 3: Project Type
Development of a Plan in a Disadvantaged Community: (Check all Plan types that apply)  
Indicate any of the following plans that your agency currently has:  (Check all that apply) 
PROJECT SUB-TYPE  (check all Project Sub-Types that apply):
For a project to qualify for Safe Routes to School designation, the project must directly increase safety and convenience for public school students to walk and/or bike to school. Safe Routes to Schools infrastructure projects must be located within two miles of a public school or within the vicinity of a public school bus stop and the students must be the intended beneficiaries of the project. Other than traffic education and enforcement activities, non-infrastructure projects do not have a location restriction. 
 
Projects with Safe Routes to School elements must fill out "School and Student Details" later in this application.
As a condition of receiving funding, projects with Safe Routes to School Elements must commit to completing additional before and after student surveys as defined in the Caltrans Active Transportation Guidelines (LAPG Chapter 22).
For each school benefited by the project: 1) Fill in the school and student information; and 2) Include the required attachment information.
Project improvements maximum distance from school 
mile
**Refer to the California Department of Education website:  http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sh/cw/filesafdc.asp
Trails Projects constructing multi-purpose trails 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 better under this funding program.
 
For all trails projects: 
Do you feel a portion of your project is eligible for federal Recreational Trail funding?   
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) 
 
*Recreational Trail funding can only fund work outside of the roadway Right-of-way.
Application Part 4: Project Details
INFRASTRUCTURE TYPE (Only Intended for Infrastructure Projects)
Note:         When quantifying the amount of Active Transportation improvements proposed by the project, do not double-count the improvements that benefit both Bicyclists and Pedestrians (i.e. new RRFB/Signal should only show as a Pedestrian or Bicycle Improvement).
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing bicycle infrastructure: i.e. Class 2 to Class 4)
New Bike Lanes/Routes:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Mid-Block Crossing:
Number
Number
Lighting:
Number
Linear Feet
Bike Share Program:
Number
Number
Bike Racks/Lockers:
Number
Number
Other Bicycle Improvements:
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing pedestrian infrastructure.)
Sidewalks:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
ADA Ramp Improvements:
Number
Number
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Mid-Block Crossing:
Number
Number
Lighting:
Number
Linear Feet
Pedestrian Amenities:
Number
Number
Number
Other Ped Improvements:
Class 1 Trails:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Non-Class 1 Trails:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Other Trail Improvements:
Road Diets:
Linear Feet
Number
Speed Feedback Signs:
Number
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Other Traffic-Calming
Improvements:
Right of Way (R/W) Impacts (Check all that apply)
The federal R/W process involving private property acquisitions and/or private utility relocations can often take 18 to 24 months.  The project schedule in the application for R/W needs to reflect the necessary time to complete the federal R/W process.
*See the application instructions for more details on the required coordination and documentation from these agencies.
Application Part 5: Project Schedule
NOTES:         1) Per CTC Guidelines, all project applications must be submitted with the expectation of receiving federal funding and therefore the schedule below must account for the extra time needed for federal project delivery requirements and approvals, including a NEPA environmental clearance and for each CTC allocation there must also be a Notice to Proceed with Federally Reimbursable work.
         2) Prior to estimating the durations of the project delivery tasks (below), applicants are highly encouraged to review the appropriate chapters of the Local Assistance Procedures Manual and work closely with District Local Assistance Staff.
         3) The proposed CTC allocation dates must be between July 1, 2019 and June 30, 2021 to be consistent with the available ATP funds for Cycle 3.
This page cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS:
PA&ED Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months         (See note #2, above)
PS&E Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
Right of Way Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
* PS&E and Right of Way phases can be allocated at the same CTC meeting.
Construction Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS: (This includes combined "I" and "NI" projects)
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months	
Proposed Dates for "Before" and "After" Counts (As required by the CTC and Caltrans guidelines):
Application Part 6: Project Funding
(1,000s)
The Project Funding table cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
Project
Phase
Total
Project
Costs
Total 
ATP
Funding
ATP
Allocation 
Year *
Total
Non-ATP
Funding **
Non-
Participating
Funding
"Prior"
ATP
Funding
Leveraging
Funding
Matching
Funding ***
(for federal $)
Future Local Identified Funding 
PA&ED
PS&E
R/W
CON
NI-CON
TOTAL
*          The CTC Allocation-Year is calculated based on the information entered into the "Project Schedule" section.
 
**  Applicants must ensure that the “Total Non-ATP Funding” values show in this table match the overall Non-ATP Funding values they enter into Page 2 of the PPR (later in this form)
         
***         For programming purposes, applicants, are asked to identify the portion of the Leveraging Funding that meets the requirements to be used as match for new Federal ATP funding.
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, it is the intent of the Commission to consolidate the allocation of federal funds to as few projects as practicable. Therefore, the smallest projects may be granted State Funding from the State Highway Account (SHA) for all or part of the project.  Agencies with projects under $1M, especially ones being implemented by agencies who are not familiar with the federal funding process, are encouraged to request State funding.
Do you believe your project warrants receiving state-only funding?
ATP PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST (PPR):
Using the Project Schedule, Project Funding, and General Project information provided, this electronic form has automatically prepared the following PPR pages. Applicants must review the information in the PPR to confirm it matches their expectations.
Exhibit 22-G Project Programming Request (PPR)
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Funding Information:
DO NOT FILL IN ANY SHADED AREAS
Proposed Total Project Cost ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
PPR Funding Information Table
ATP Funds
Infrastructure Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Non-Infrastructure Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Plan Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Previous Cycle
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Exhibit 22-G Project Programming Request (PPR)
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Summary of Non-ATP Funding
The Non-ATP funding shown on this page must match the values in the Project Funding table.
Fund No. 2:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 3:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 4:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 5:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 6:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 7:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Application Part 7: Application Questions
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:
-         Is all or part of the project currently (or has it ever been) formally programmed in an RTPA, MPO and/or Caltrans funding program? 
If "Yes", explain why the project is not considered "fully funded".  (Max of 200 Words)
-         Are any elements of the proposed project directly or indirectly related to the intended improvements of a past or future development or capital improvement project? 
If “Yes”, explain why the other project cannot fund the proposed project.  (Max of 200 Words)
-         Are adjacent properties undeveloped or under-developed where standard “conditions of development” could be placed on future adjacent redevelopment to construct the proposed project improvements?
If “Yes”, explain why the development cannot fund the proposed project.  (Max of 200 Words)
2.         Consistency with an adopted regional transportation plan:
-         Is the project consistent with the relevant adopted regional transportation plan that has been developed and updated pursuant to Government Code Section 65080?
Note:  Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
If “No”, document why the project should still be considered as being “consistent with the Regional Plan”.  (Max of 200 Words)
Note:  Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #1
QUESTION #1
DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES (0-10 POINTS)
A.         Map of Project Boundaries, Access and Destination  (0 points): Required
B.         Identification of Disadvantaged Community:  (0 points)
Select one of the following 4 options.  Must provide information for all Census Tract/Block Group/Place # that the project affects.
         ●  Median Household Income
         ●  CalEnviroScreen
         ●  Free or Reduced Priced School Meals - Applications using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.
         ● Other 
The Median Household Income (Table ID B19013) is less than 80% of the statewide median based on the most current Census Tract (ID 140) level data from the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) (<$49,191). Communities with a population less than 15,000 may use data at the Census Block Group (ID 150) level. Unincorporated communities may use data at the Census Place (ID 160) level. Data is available at: http://factfinder.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf/pages/index.xhtml 
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
MHI  
Median Household Income Table
Lowest median household income from above (autofill): $
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
Median household income by census tract for the community(ies) benefited by the project: $
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the median household income is greater than $49,120, this program does not qualify for this option. 
An area identified as among the most disadvantaged 25% in the state according to the CalEPA and based on the California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen 2.0) scores (score must be greater than or equal to 36.62). This list can be found at the following link under SB 535 List of Disadvantaged Communities:
http://www.calepa.ca.gov/EnvJustice/GHGInvest/
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
CalEnviroScreen Score
Cal Enviro Screen Table
Highest California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen) score from above (autofill):
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen) score for the community benefited by the project:
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the CalEnviroScreen score is less than 36.62, this program does not qualify for this option. 
At least 75% of public school students in the project area are eligible to receive free or reduced-price meals under the National School Lunch Program. Data is available at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sd/sd/filessp.asp (auto filled from Part A).
Applicants using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.  Project must be located within two miles of the school(s) represented by this criteria. 
School Name
School Enrollment
% of Students Eligible for FRPM
Data for this table is automatically populated with the school data entered on Application Part 3.
Highest percentage of students eligible from above (autofill):
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only) 
Percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals Programs:
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals program is less than 75%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
Other
Creation of new routes?
●  If a project applicant believes a project benefits a disadvantaged community but the project does not meet the aforementioned criteria due to a lack of accurate Census data or CalEnviroScreen data that represents a small neighborhood or unincorporated area, the applicant must submit for consideration a quantitative assessment to demonstrate that the community’s median household income is at or below 80% of that state median household income. (Max of 200 Words)
●  Regional definitions of disadvantaged communities as adopted in a Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) by an MPO or RTPA per obligations with Title VI of the Federal Civil Rights Act of 1964, such as “environmental justice communities” or “communities of concern,” may be used in lieu of the options identified above. Applicant must provide section of the RTP referenced. (Max of 200 Words)
C.         Direct Benefit:  (0 - 4 points)
1.         Explain how the project/program/plan closes a gap, provides connections to, or addresses a deficiency in an active transportation network or meets an important community need. (Max of 50 Words)
2.         Explain how the disadvantaged community residents will have physical access to the project/program/plan. 
         (Max of 50 Words)         
3.         Illustrate how the project was requested or supported by the disadvantaged community residents. 
         (Max of 50 Words)
D.         Project Location:  (0 - 2 points)
E.         Severity:  (0 - 4 points)
a.         Auto calculated
Part B: Narrative Questions
Question #2
QUESTION #2
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. (0-35 POINTS)
Please provide the following information: (This must be completed to be considered for funding for infrastructure projects)
# of Users
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Date of Counts
Mark here if N/A to project
Current
Projected
(1 year after completion)
Safe Routes to School projects and programs:  The following information related to the Safe Routes to School Projects data was already entered in part 3 of the application.
School
Total Student Enrollment
Approx. # of Students Living Along School Route Proposed	
# of Students Currently Walking/Biking to School
Projected # of Students that will 
walk/bike after project
Net projected Change in Students 
walking/biking
Total
Data in this table will be automatically populated with the school data entered in Application Part 3.
Document the methodologies used to establish the current count data. (Max of 200 Words)
A.         Describe the specific active transportation need that the proposed project/plan/program will address. (0-15 points) 
         (Max of 500 Words)
B.         Describe how the proposed project/plan/program will address the active transportation need: (0-20 points)
1.         Close a gap?
Close a gap?
Gap closure = Construction of a missing segment of an existing facility in order to make that facility continuous.
a.         Must provide a map of each gap closure identifying gap and connections.
b.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes 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.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
2.         Creation of new routes?
Creation of new routes?
New route = Construction of a new facility that did not previously exist for non-motorized users that provides a course or way to get from one place to another.
a.         Must provide a map of the new route location.
b.         Describe the existing route(s) that currently connect the affected transportation related and community identified destinations and why the route(s) are not adequate. (Max of 100 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes 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.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
3.         Removal of barrier to mobility?
a.         Type of barrier:
b.         Must provide a map identifying the barrier location and improvement.
c.         Describe the existing negative effects of barrier to be removed and how the project addresses the existing barrier. 
         (Max of 100 Words)
d.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes 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.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
4.         Other improvements to routes?
Other improvements to routes?
a.         Must provide a map of the new improvement location.
b.         Explain the improvement. (Max of 100 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes 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.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
5.         Plan for increasing biking and walking in the community?
Plan for increasing biking and walking in the community?
a.         Describe how the plan will address links or connections, or encourage the use of existing/new routes 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.  (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Describe how the plan will result in implementable projects and programs in the future.   (Max of 100 Words)
c.         A description of steps necessary to implement the plan and the reporting process that will be used to keep the adopting agency and community informed of the progress being made in implementing the plan. (Max of 100 Words)
6.         Encourages and/or educates with the goal of increasing
         walking or biking in the community?
Encourages and/or educates with the goal of increasing walking or biking in the community?
a.         Describe how the program encourages walking or biking 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.  (Max of 100 Words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #3
QUESTION #3
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)
1.         The following reported crashes must have all occurred within the project’s influence area within the last 5 years (only crashes that the project has a chance to mitigate):
# of Crashes	
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Total
Fatalities
Injuries
Total
2.         Applicant can provide bicycle and pedestrian (only) crash rates in addition to the information required above. (Max of 200 Words)
3.         Discuss specific accident data. (Max of 200 Words)
4.         Attach a SWITRS or equivalent (i.e. UC Berkeley’s TIMS tool) listing of all bicycle and pedestrian crashes (only) shown in the map above and in this application.
*Applications that do not have the crash data above OR that prefer to provide additional crash data and/or safety data in a different format can provide this data below.  The corresponding methodology used must also be included.   Input Data and methodologies here and/or include them via a separate attachment in the field below. (Max of 200 Words)
B.         Safety Countermeasures (15 points max)
         Describe how the project/program/plan will remedy (one or more) potential safety hazards that contribute to pedestrian and/or bicyclist injuries or fatalities (only); Countermeasures must directly address the underlying factors that are contributing to the occurrence of pedestrian and/or bicyclist collisions.
1.         Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users?
Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users?
a.         Current speed and/or volume: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Anticipated speed and/or volume after project completion : (Max of 100 Words)
2.         Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users?
Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current sight distance and/or visibility issue: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Anticipated sight distance and/or visibility issue resolution: (Max of 100 Words)
3.         Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, including creating physical separation 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?
a.         Current conflict point description: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Improvement that addresses conflict point: (Max of 100 Words)
4.         Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users?
Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Which Law:
b.         How will the project improve compliance: (Max of 100 Words)
5.         Addresses inadequate vehicular traffic control devices?
Addresses inadequate vehicular traffic control devices?
a.         List traffic controls that are inadequate: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 100 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 100 Words)
6.         Addresses inadequate or unsafe bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks?
a.         List bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks that are inadequate:          (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 100 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 100 Words)
7.         Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users?
Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users?
a.         List of behaviors: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How will the project will eliminate or reduce these behaviors? (Max of 100 Words)
Plans
Describe how the plan will identify and plan to address hazards identified in the plan area, including the potential for mitigating safety hazards as a prioritization criterion, and/or including countermeasures that address safety hazards.  (Max of 200 Words)
Non-Infrastructure
Describe how the program educates bicyclists, pedestrians, and/or drivers about safety hazards for pedestrians and bicyclists. Describe how the program encourages this safe behavior. If available, include documentation of effectiveness of similar programs in encouraging safe behavior.  (Max of 200 Words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #4
QUESTION #4
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION and PLANNING (0-10 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.         What is/was the process of defining future policies, goals, investments and designs to prepare for future needs of users of this project?  How did the applicant analyze the wide range of alternatives and impacts on the transportation system to influence beneficial outcomes? (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
B.         Who: Describe who was/will be engaged in the identification and development of this project/program/plan (for plans: who will be engaged) and how they were/will be engaged.   Describe and provide documentation of the type, extent, and duration of outreach and engagement conducted to relevant stakeholders. (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
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. (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
D.         Describe how stakeholders will continue to be engaged in the implementation of the project/program/plan.  
                  (1 point max) (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #5
QUESTION #5
IMPROVED PUBLIC HEALTH (0-10 POINTS)
 
•         NOTE: Applicants applying for the disadvantaged community set aside must respond to the below questions with health data specific to the disadvantaged communities. All applicants must cite information specific to project location and targeted users. Failure to do so will result in lost points. 
A.         Describe the health status of the targeted users of the project/program/plan.  Describe how you considered health benefits when developing this project or program (for plans: how will you consider health throughout the plan). (5 points max) (Max of 200 words)
B.         Describe how you expect your project/proposal/plan to promote healthy communities and provide outreach to the targeted users. (5 points max) (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #6
QUESTION #6
COST EFFECTIVENESS (0-5 POINTS)
A project’s cost effectiveness is considered to be the relative costs of the project in comparison to the project’s benefits as defined by the purpose and goals of the ATP.  This includes the consideration of the safety and mobility benefit in relation to both the total project cost and the funds provided. 
 
Explain why the project is considered to have the highest Benefit to Cost Ratio (B/C) with respect to the ATP purpose and goals of “increased use of active modes of transportation”.  (5 points max.)  (Max of 200 words)
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.)
 
                  Based on the project funding information provided earlier in the application, the following Leveraging and Matching amounts are designated for this project.  If these numbers do not match the applicant’s expectations, the numbers shown earlier need to be revised.
PA&ED Phase Project Delivery Costs:
PS&E Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Right of Way Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Construction Phase Project Delivery Costs:
NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS:
OVERALL TOTALS FOR PROJECT/APPLICATION:
*         Non-ATP funding can only be considered “Leveraging” funding if it goes towards ATP eligible costs.
**         The portion of the Leveraging funding that can be used as the local match if Federal ATP funding is programmed.  
Leveraging Funds
Non-matching funds - funds already expended by the applicant or funds programmed for use on elements within the requested ATP project. 
Matching Funds - non-federal funds not yet expended, provided by the applicant after award of an ATP project within in a specific project phase.
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)
- For project "Plan" types, this section is not required. -
Step 1:         The applicant must submit the following information via email concurrently to both the CCC AND certified community conservation corps at least 5 days prior to application submittal to Caltrans.  The CCC and certified community conservation corps will respond within five (5) business days from receipt of the information. 
 
                  •         Project Title
                  •         Project Description                                 
                  •         Detailed Estimate                              
                  •         Project Schedule
                  •         Project Map                                              
                  •         Preliminary Plan
Click on the following links for the California Conservation Corps and community conservation corps Representative ATP contact information: 
http://calocalcorps.org/active-transportation-program/
http://www.ccc.ca.gov/work/programs/ATP/Pages/ATP%20home.aspx
The applicant must also attach any email correspondence from the CCC and certified community conservation corps or Tribal corps (if applicable) to the application verifying communication/participation.  Failure to attach their email responses will result in a loss of 5 points.
Step 2:         The applicant has coordinated with the CCC AND with the certified community conservation corps, or the Tribal corps and determined the following: (check appropriate box)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #9
QUESTION #9
APPLICANT’S PERFORMANCE ON PAST ATP FUNDED PROJECTS (0 - 10 points) 
For Caltrans use only.
 
Part C: Application Attachments
Applicants must ensure all data in this part of the application is fully consistent with the other parts of the application. See the Application Instructions and Guidance document for more information and requirements related to Part C.
List of Application Attachments
The following attachment names and order must be maintained for all applications.  Depending on the Project Type (I, NI or Plans) some attachments will be intentionally left blank.  All non-blank attachments must be identified in hard-copy applications using “tabs” with appropriate letter designations
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