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MONTEREY COUNTY
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN






1. Introduction

The mission of the Transportation Agency for Monterey County is to plan and proactively fund a
transportation system that enhances mobility, safety, access, environmental quality and
economic activities by investing in regional transportation projects serving the needs of
Monterey County residents, businesses and visitors.

The Transportation Agency for Monterey County’s 2014 Regional Transportation Plan is a road
map to meeting our transportation challenges and achieving these goals. The Agency prepares
the Regional Transportation Plan every four years, which provides a basis for actions to allocate
state and federal funding to transportation projects. The Agency prepares its plan in
coordination with the Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments, which prepares a
Metropolitan Transportation Plan for the three-county Monterey Bay Area in its role as the
region’s federal Metropolitan Planning Organization. These plans outline the Agency’s priorities
for meeting future transportation and mobility needs, consistent with the policy goals and
objectives adopted by the Agency, as well as within the constraints of transportation revenues
forecast over the 20-year planning horizon of the document.

Document Structure
The 2014 Monterey County Regional Transportation Plan includes the following components:

e Chapter 1: Introduction

Introduction describes the Transportation Agency for Monterey County, the regional
planning process, a description of Monterey County, economic and demographic
forecasts upon which long range planning is based, and a summary of significant issues
discussed in the document.

e Chapter 2: The Policy Element

The Policy Element describes the long range goals and policy objectives established for
prioritizing transportation investments.

e Chapter 3: The Financial Element

The Financial Element describes the fund estimate prepared of all transportation
revenues that the Transportation Agency reasonably expects to be available over the
twenty year life of the plan.

e Chapter 4: Transportation Investments

This chapter serves as the Action Element of the Regional Transportation Plan,
describing the regionally significant transportation investments included in the plan,
which were prioritized based on the Policy Element and constrained by the fund
estimate.

e Chapter 5: Environmental Documentation

A coordinated Draft Environmental Impact Report was prepared by AMBAG for the
Monterey Bay 2035: Moving Forward plan and Sustainable Communities Strategy, which
also evaluates the program-level environmental impacts associated with
implementation of the 2014 Monterey County Regional Transportation Plan.
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2. Policy Element:
A Framework for Meeting Long-term Mobility Needs

The Policy Element of the Regional Transportation Plan provides a framework for selecting and
evaluating transportation projects to meet Monterey County’s mobility needs over the
twenty-year lifetime of the plan. To develop a list of transportation improvements that support
land use assumptions in the regional Sustainable Communities Strategy, the Policy Element of
the 2014 Regional Transportation Plan incorporates goals, objectives and performance
measures that are oriented toward achieving a balanced transportation system. This policy
framework moves away from automobile-oriented goals and measures and instead evaluates
how well the planned system transports people and goods.

To accomplish this, the Policy Element of the plan is derived from the Smart Mobility
Framework developed by Caltrans, which has been used by other regions across California to
address state sustainability planning requirements. This Policy Element is also designed to be
consistent with the goals, policies and measures included in the Monterey Bay 2035: Moving
Forward plan prepared by AMBAG for the Monterey Bay region. The element includes the
following broad set of goals, which are tied to objectives and performance measures:

0 Access & Mobility: Improve ability of Monterey County residents to meet most daily needs
without having to drive. Improve the convenience and quality of trips, especially for walk,
bike, transit, car/vanpool and freight trips .

0 Safety & Health: Design, operate, and manage the transportation system to reduce serious
injuries and fatalities, promote active living, and lessen exposure to pollution.

0 Environmental Stewardship: Protect and enhance the County's built and natural
environment. Act to reduce the transportation system’s emission of greenhouse gases.

0 Social Equity: Reduce disparities in healthy, safe access to key destinations for
transportation-disadvantaged populations. Demonstrate that planned investments do not
adversely impact transportation-disadvantaged populations.

0 Economic Benefit: Invest in transportation improvements — including operational
improvements — that re-invest in the Monterey County economy, improve economic access
and improve travel time reliability and speed consistency for high-value trips. Optimize cost-
effectiveness of transportation investments.

The Policy Element for the 2014 Monterey County Regional Transportation Plan is included as
Figure 2-1.
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Figure 2-1: Regional Transportation Plan Goals, Policies and Performance Measures

Policy Objectives

Performance Measures

Improve ability of
Monterey County
residents to meet most
daily needs without
having to drive.
Improve the
convenience and
quality of trips,
especially for walk,
bike, transit,
car/vanpool and freight
trips.

To improve safe, attractive and
affordable access to work,
school, goods and other key
destinations by walking, bicycling
and transit.

Improve travel time and travel
time reliability for pedestrian and
bicycle trips between key origins
and destinations.

Improve travel time reliability
and speed consistency for transit,
car/vanpool and freight trips
between key origins and
destinations.

Improve the quality of walk,
bicycle, car/vanpool and transit
trips.

e Percentage of work trips that
are 30 minutes or less by mode.

e Average work trip travel time.

Design, operate, and
manage the
transportation system
to reduce serious
injuries and fatalities,
promote active living,
and lessen exposure to
pollution.

To decrease fatalities and injuries
for all travel modes. Pedestrian
and bicyclist fatalities and injuries
will not be higher than their
proportion of total trips.

Improve health by increasing
percentage of trips made by
healthy transportation options
(bicycle, pedestrian and transit
trips).

Decrease the quantities of
harmful airborne pollutants and
congested vehicle miles traveled.

e Number of fatalities and injuries
per capita.

e Bicycle, pedestrian and transit
mode share.

e Congested vehicle miles of
travel.

e Harmful airborne pollutants
(tons/day).
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Figure 2-1 (Cont.): Regional Transportation Plan Goals, Policies and Performance Measures

Policy Objectives

Performance Measures

Protect and enhance
the County's built and
natural environment.
Act to reduce the
transportation system’s
emission of greenhouse
gases.

Reduce greenhouse gas
emissions consistent with
regional targets.

Avoid or minimize impacts to
local, state and federally defined
sensitive areas.

Conserve farmland resources.

Projected greenhouse gas
emissions in 2020 and 2035.

Impacts to open space (acres).

Impacts to farmland
conservation (acres).

Reduce disparities in
healthy, safe access to
key destinations for
transportation-
disadvantaged
populations.
Demonstrate that
planned investments do
not adversely impact
transportation-
disadvantaged
populations.

Demonstrate that planned
investments reduce or eliminate
disparities in Access & Mobility,
Economic Benefit, and Safety &
Health objectives between
transportation-disadvantaged
and non-transportation
disadvantaged populations.

Demonstrate that
transportation-disadvantaged
communities do not experience
disproportionate impacts from
transportation construction or
operations.

Distribution of investments.

Equitable transit access: Low
income and minority
populations within 1/2 mile of a
high quality transit stop.

Invest in transportation
improvements —
including operational
improvements — that
re-invest in the
Monterey County
economy, improve
economic access and
improve travel time
reliability and speed
consistency for high-
value trips. Optimize
cost-effectiveness of
transportation
investments.

Improve regional accessibility
for freight and reduce truck
hours of delay.

Prioritize enhancement and
maintenance of the existing
transportation system. Maintain
streets and roads in a condition
rated good or higher according
to the Pavement Management
Index.

Jobs near transit (percent).
Truck delay (hours).

Maintain the transportation
system (percent of funding).
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The Policy Element is structured around both'short-term and long-term strategies and actions
for meeting mobility needs, while supporting development of healthy communities, preserving
the environment, ensuring the equitable distribution of investments and enhancing the
county’s economy. Performance measures evaluate the planned system relative to the 2020
and 2035 timeframes for achieving state greenhouse gas targets.

The following chapters describe the Transportation Agency’s plan for funding and delivering a
transportation system in the future within this policy framework. The Policy Element is not just
a yardstick to evaluate projects by, however. The Policy Element serves as a guide for an
iterative scenario planning process followed to develop the project list described in Chapter 4.

Performance Measurement

Performance measures for the plan described above are aligned with the measures included in
the AMBAG Monterey Bay 2035: Moving Forward plan for the region given the coordinated
relationship between the plans. The performance of regionally significant projects and
investment categories described above has been assessed on a region-wide basis and can be
referenced in the AMBAG document. Performance of the plan relative to these measures has
also been analyzed and reported in the coordinated Draft Environmental Impact Report
prepared by AMBAG for the transportation plans in the three county region. Environmental
documentation is discussed further in Chapter 5.
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Active Transportation: Bicycle and Pedestrian Investments

Bike and pedestrian facilities are
integral components of Monterey
County's multi-modal transportation
system. The region’s mild climate and
relatively flat topology make biking
and walking a viable mode of travel
for many living in the county. The
close proximity between housing and
jobs in the older communities of

Monterey County’s regional bikeways system, and the Agency’s regional bicycle planning
activities are described in more detail below.

Bikeways and Planning in Monterey County — Existing Conditions

Monterey County has approximately 246 miles of maintained bikeways on state, county and
local roads. Bikeways in the county are classified as Class I, 1, and lll. These classifications
generally follow design standards established by Caltrans. Classifications are described as
follows:

e Class IlI: Bicycle Lanes provide cyclists a marked area of the roadway that is part of the
roadway also used by motor vehicles. Bicycle lanes have identification signage,
pavement stencils, striping, and minimum width requirements.

The majority of bikeways in Monterey County are Class Il and Ill, however a large Class | facility
exists along the Monterey Peninsula coastline. The Monterey Bay Coastal Trail extends from
Lovers Point in Pacific Grove to Del Monte Boulevard, north of Marina, providing a scenic and
highly traveled recreational opportunity as well as an important bicycle and pedestrian
commuter link in the Monterey peninsula. It is anticipated that the Monterey Bay Coastal Trail
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will become an important link in the proposed Monterey Bay Sanctuary Scenic Trail (described
later in this chapter) and larger California Coastal Trail.

Recreational Bicycling

Many of the bicycle and pedestrian facilities in Monterey County also serve recreational users.
The need for recreational facilities in the area is also supported by the county’s tourism
economy. Cycling events held at Laguna Seca each year draw visitors to Monterey County
seeking recreational opportunities, which contributes to the need for quality facilities.

Intermodal Transportation Links

Bicycle riders may connect with other transportation modes if the proper facilities are available.
These modes include transit, carpools, rail, and air transportation. Bike racks are now available
on all MST buses. MST now carries more than 2,200 bikes on buses every month.

State and federal rail services are required to offer accommodations to store bicycles during
short trips. Presently, interstate Amtrak service still requires bicycles to be boxed and stored in
the baggage compartment; however, intercity and commuter trains within California do provide
for unboxed bicycle storage. Amtrak stations are not equipped with secure bicycle locking
facilities for either employees or passengers. Local jurisdictions may apply for funding for such
facilities near or at the stations. Improvements to the area’s rail system will also benefit bicycle
usage, as future rail facilities will include bicycle storage to promote multi-modal travel.

Policy Considerations for Bicycle Facility Design

The Transportation Agency has adopted
two policies at the recommendation of
its Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities
Advisory Committee to guide planning
for bicycle facilities in Monterey County
and direct input provided by the Agency
on plans and designs developed by
member jurisdictions. In order to
facilitate regional travel by bicycle, TAMC
encourages its member agencies to
construct bicycle facilities on new
roadways as follows:

e In coordination with regional and
local bikeways plans;

e According to the specifications in
Chapter 1000 of the Caltrans Highway Design Manual;

e With consideration of bicycle lanes (Class 2 facilities) on all new major arterials and on
new collectors with an Average Daily Traffic (ADT) greater than 3,000, or with a speed
limit in excess of 30 miles per hour;

e With special attention to safe design where bicycle paths intersect with streets; and
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e With consideration of sharrows in plans and projects proposed by the Agency and
member jurisdictions, consistent with the Monterey County Bicycle and Pedestrian
Master Plan and the California Manual for Uniform Traffic Control Devices.

Bicycle Programs

The Transportation Agency administers several programs to promote and facilitate bicycle
travel in Monterey County, which include:

e Monterey County Bikeways Map: In 1997, TAMC published the first Monterey County
Bikeways Map. The Agency completed the most recent update in 2008, illustrating
bikeways, recommended routes, and bicycle facilities throughout Monterey County. The
Agency expects to complete and distribute the next Bike Map in 2014.

e Bicycle Service Request Form Program: In 2001, the Agency initiated a Bicycle Service
Request Form Program. Service request forms are available at bike shops and on-line to
report roadway hazards to bicyclists. The Agency distributes these request forms to local
public works departments for their response and action.

e Bicycle Protection Program: Between 2001 and 2012, the Agency received funding
through the Monterey Bay Air Pollution Control District to help increase the number of
bike racks and lockers in the county. Through the Bike Protection Program, the Agency
provided bike racks and lockers in the locations most heavily used by bicyclists. A total
of 185 bicycle racks and lockers and providing secured bicycle parking facilities for 506
bicycles distributed through the program. Public bicycle storage continues to be a
pressing need in Monterey County. The Agency plans to pursue funding to reinstate the
program.

e Monterey County Bike Month: Public education is important for increasing interest in,
bicycling as a form of daily transportation. Up to 2012, the Transportation Agency
planned and coordinated a Monterey County Bike Week public awareness campaign
each May to coordinate with National Bike Month. The Agency plans to support future
campaigns as a sponsor and work with its Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Advisory
Committee to organize activities.

Bicycle Sharing

In 2012, the Transportation Agency prepared a study that examined the feasibility of
establishing a bicycle sharing program in Monterey County. The concept of bicycle sharing
originated in Europe and has been gaining popularity in the United States. Bicycle sharing is a
form of public transportation that allows riders to rent bicycles from automated docking
stations and return the bicycles to any station in the network. Similar to car sharing, bicycle
sharing systems are membership-based. Membership fees typically pay for the first half hour of
use, at which point additional charges are assessed in half-hour intervals. The pricing structure
of these systems therefore incentivizes short trips. Benefits of bike sharing systems identified in
published research include traffic congestion and emissions reductions by providing an
alternative to short automobile trips, increased public awareness and enthusiasm for bicycling,
economic benefits around bike sharing stations, and possible public health benefits.
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The Bicycle Sharing Feasibility Study and
Implementation Plan identified a system of
stations on the Monterey Peninsula and in Salinas
that would form the basis of a viable program.
The study identified strategies for partnering with
local bicycle rental business to establish a
program, as well as a concept of operations
document to serve as a roadmap for
implementing a system.

Monterey County has a relatively small
population with unique conditions that pose
challenges for establishing a bicycle sharing
program. The County has a robust tourist
economy and established local business serving
the local visitor rental market; although the
program is targeted toward residents and

3 B commuters for short trips, a bicycle sharing
e / program was seen during the outreach process as
w5 ] e / -« | acompetitor for visitor business.

A Bay Area Bikeshare program deployed in the San Francisco Bay Area in 2013 and expansion is
already planned. Interest in bicycle sharing may increase in Monterey County as the public
becomes more familiar with that program. The Bicycle Sharing Feasibility Study and
Implementation Plan is available as a resource for implementing a program in Monterey County
in the future.

Pedestrian Facilities

Walking is a viable, inexpensive, non-polluting,
and healthy way to travel. Walking also serves as
intermediary trips between other transportation
modes, such as work-bus stop, shop-car, and
school-bike trips. The Sustainable Communities
Strategy calls for increased investment in
improvements for pedestrian access as a means
to encourage more walking trips.

As described above, pedestrian investments can
be incorporated into local streets and roads
projects as Complete Streets components.
Pedestrian-specific enhancements can include
sidewalks, intersection improvements
incorporating bulb-outs and pavement
treatments, as well as streetscape improvements
that enhance the attractiveness and comfort of the pedestrian environment. The Complete
Streets Needs Assessment identifies regionally significant gaps in the existing pedestrian
circulation system. Improvements identified in Safe Routes to School Plans are included in lists
of local projects upon which the Active Transportation group funding category is based.
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Welcome!

TIMS =

Transportation Injury Mapping System

Home About Tools Resources News Help

SWITRS Query & Mapr

Result Summary
Back to Select Queries | New Query | Load CaselDs | Saved Queries | Help

Overall Summary Map Killed/Injured Victim Summary Ped Collision Summary Print

Total # of Collisions: 1279
Warning: 2014 - 2015 data is provisional and incomplete.

Total # of Killed/Injured Victims: 1359
Total # of Ped Collisions: 692

Selected Factors

Date: 01/01/2010 - 12/01/2015
County: Monterey

City: All
Bicycle Collision Pedestrian Collision
Yes Yes

Number of Collisions by Type of Collision

Type of Collision @ A - Head-On
A - Head-On 50 3.9% B - Sideswipe
B - Sideswipe 73 57% 88% ® C - Rear End
C-RearEnd 38 3% @ D - Broadside
D - Broadside 292 22.8% @ E - Hit Object
E - Hit Object 21 1.6% 02 89, @ F - Overturned
F - Overturned 37 2.9% o @ G - Vehicle/Pedestrian
G - Vehicle/Pedestrian 623 48.7% @ H - Other
H - Other 114  8.9% @ - - Not Stated
- - Not Stated 31 24%

Number of Collisions by Collision Severity

Collision Severity

1 - Fatal 51 4%
2 - Injury (Severe) 146 11.4%
3 - Injury (Other Visible) 564 44.1%

4 - Injury (Complaint of Pain) 518 40.5%



http://tims.berkeley.edu/page.php?page=resources

http://tims.berkeley.edu/index.php

http://tims.berkeley.edu/page.php?page=tools

http://tims.berkeley.edu/news/main.php

http://tims.berkeley.edu/page.php?page=about

http://tims.berkeley.edu/helpdoc/Gen_FAQs.php



PCF Violation

01 - Driving or Bicycling Under the Influence of Alcohol or
Drug

02 - Impeding Traffic

03 - Unsafe Speed

04 - Following Too Closely

05 - Wrong Side of Road

06 - Improper Passing

07 - Unsafe Lane Change

08 - Improper Turning

09 - Automobile Right of Way
10 - Pedestrian Right of Way
11 - Pedestrian Violation

12 - Traffic Signals and Signs
13 - Hazardous Parking

14 - Lights

15 - Brakes

16 - Other Equipment

17 - Other Hazardous Violation
18 - Other Than Driver (or Pedestrian)
19 -

20 -

21 - Unsafe Starting or Backing
22 - Other Improper Driving

23 - Pedestrian or Other Under the Influence of Alcohol or
Drug

24 - Fell Asleep
00 - Unknown
- - Not Stated

26

78

117

108
117
253
238

2%

0.1%
6.1%
0.2%
9.1%
0.6%
0.6%
8.4%
9.1%
19.8%
18.6%
6.1%
0.2%
0.2%
0.1%
0%
3.7%
2%
0%
0%
3.3%
1.5%

0%

0%
3.8%
4.4%

Day of Week
1 - Monday
2 - Tuesday
3 - Wednesday
4 - Thursday
5 - Friday
6 - Saturday
7 - Sunday

Alcohol Involved
Yes
No

State Highway
Yes
No

Vehicle Involvement
Pedestrian Collision
Bicycle Collision
Motorcycle Collision
Truck Collision

Lighting
A - Daylight
B - Dusk - Dawn

C - Dark - Street Lights
D - Dark - No Street Lights

E - Dark - Street Lights Not
Functioning

- - Not Stated

Home | About | Tools | Resources | News | Help © UC Regents, 2011-2016

153
220
188
187
188
182
161

136

131
1,148

692
593

912
53
249
57

1
7

12%
17.2%
14.7%
14.6%
14.7%
14.2%
12.6%

10.6%
0%

10.2%
89.8%

54.1%
46.4%
0.5%
0.5%

71.3%
4.1%
19.5%
4.5%

0.1%
0.5%
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http://tims.berkeley.edu/helpdoc/Gen_FAQs.php
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Collision data of targeted schools (2009-2013)

Severe Visible Complaint

School Radius Fatal Injury Injury of Pain Pedestrian Bicycle Total
Del Rey Elementary, <) mi. 0 1 1 0 2 0 2
502 King City St. Y- mi. 0 0 0 4 4 0 4
King City Total 0 1 1 4 6 0 6

El Sausal Middle <% mi. 0 4 5 2 10 1 11
1155 E Alisal St. Y- Y mi. 1 1 13 9 17 8 24
el Total 1 5 18 11 27 9 35
Fremont Elementary <% mi. 1 0 2 2 5 0 5
1255 E Market St, Y- Y mi. 1 8 14 9 28 4 32
e Total 2 8 16 11 33 4 37
La Gloria Elementary <% mi. 0 1 1 2 3 1 4
220 Elko Street, Yi-Ymi. 0 0 1 0 0 1 1
Colzass Total 0 1 2 2 3 2 5
Fairview Middle 401 <J mi. 0 1 1 2 2 2 4
4th Street /PO Box G,| % - % mi. 0 0 2 0 1 1 2
(Gl Total 0 1 3 2 3 3 6
<l mi. 1 0 2 2 2 3 5

Main Street Middle 1 .
441 Main St, Soledad % - 7% mi. 0 1 4 8 10 3 13
Total 1 1 6 10 12 6 18
Vista Verde Middle <% mi. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1199 Elm Ave, Yi-Ymi. 0 0 5 1 4 2 6
CEs Total 0 0 5 1 4 2 6
Oak Ave. Elementary <X mi. 0 0 1 0 1 0 1
1239 Oak Ave, Y- mi. 0 1 1 0 1 1 2
LN Total 0 1 2 0 2 1 3
Complaint of
Fatal Severe Injury | Visible Injury Pain Pedestrian Bicycle Total
Total (All Schools) 4 18 53 41 90 27 116

Source: UC Berkeley Traffic Injury Mapping System. http://tims.berkeley.edu/tools/srts/main.php
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Governing Board
Sonia Jaramillo

Wendy Franscioni ®
maan oo (roNzales Unihied

Yolanda J. Almanzar

School District

Superintendent &
Secretary to the
Board

Elizabeth A. Modena

www.gonzalesusd.net

Committed to Excellence

Date May 23, 2016

CALTRANS

Division of Local Assistance MS 1

Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Spec. Prog.
1120 N. Street

Sacramento, CA. 95814

Re: ATP Project Proposal Cycle III, Salinas Valley
To Whom It May Concern:

The Gonzales Unified School District is committed to partnering with the Monterey County Health Department and all its
partners to work collaboratively in implementing the activities outlined in the Via Salinas Valley: Pathways to Health
through Active Transportation project proposal. Via Salinas Valley will increase bicycling and walking as a means of
transportation for our community by increasing safety and travel options for people who aren’t traveling by vehicle, enhance
public health with a special emphasis on reducing childhood obesity, and ensure that our community fully benefits from the
program and infrastructure upgrades made possible by ATP Cycle I currently underway. Our department is in full support of
increasing the use of safe and active transportation as a means of increasing public health benefits while supporting a
reduction of vehicle emissions in our city and surrounding communities in the Salinas Valley.

This partnership will include Safe Route to School activities, including education, encouragement and enforcement,
community engagement, and Ciclovia an Open Streets event. These activities aim to meet the active transportation goals of
the ATP program. To best support these efforts, the District is committed to work with the Via Salinas Valley partners in
implementing the activities stated above in an effort to increase walking and biking. We value the opportunity to continue to
work in partnership to improve the safety of all residents in the Salinas Valley and vow to provide any other type of
encouragement and support that we can offer the Monterey County Health Department and Via Salinas Valley Partners.

We are committed to working together to increase healthy alternatives in building a safe and green community.

Sincerely,

y
“Elizabeth A. Modena
Superintendent

600 Elko Street Gonzales, California 93926 Superintendent Fax (831) 675-2763
P.O. Box G (831) 675-0100 Business Fax (831) 675-1172






Form Date: April, 2018 ATP Cycle 3 Call for Projects - Application Ferm — Attachment A

Part C: Attachments
Attachment A: Signature Page

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

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

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

Signature: JM% Date: O6l3]a0 16
Name: Elsa Jim Phone: (?30 155-452(,

Title: Direclor of Hearh e-mail: &;mrmum @.co-monierey.cq. US -

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

{For use anly when appropriate)

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

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

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

(For use only when appropriate)

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

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

Name: Phone:

Title: e-mail:

* Contact the District Local Assistance Engineer (DLAE) for the project to get Caltrans Traffic Ops contact information. DLAE contact information can
be found at hitp://www.dot.ca gov/hg/LocalPrograms/dlae.htm
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City of Greenfield

599 El Camine Real Greenfickl CA 93937 §31-674-559)
wiww ci.greenfeld.cans

May 12, 2016

CALTRANS

Division of Local Assistance MS |

Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Spec. Prog.
1120 N. Sirect

Sacrumento, CA, 95814

Re: ATP Project Propasal Cycle 111, Salinas Valley
To Whom [t May Concem:

The City of Greenlicld is committed to pastnering with the Monterey County Health Department
and all its pariners to work collaboratively in im lementing the activities outlined in the Via
Salinas Valley: Pathways to Health through Active Transportation project proposal. Via
Salinas Valley will increase bicycling and walki%g 4s a means of iransportation for our
community by increasing safety and travel options for people who uren't travehing by vehicle,
enhance public healih with a special emphasis on reducing childhood obesity, and ensure that our
community fully benefits from the program and infrastructure upsrades made possible by ATP
Cycle I currently underway. Our department is in full su port olP increasing the use of safe and
active transportation as a means of increasing public health benefits while S?pum'ng a reduchion
of vehicle emissions in our city and surrounding communitics in the Salinas ‘alley.

This partnership will include Safe Route to Schoo! activitics, including education,
encouragement and enforcement, community engagément, and Ciclovia an Open Streets cvent,
These activities aim to meet the active transportation goals of the ATP rogram. To best support
these efforts, the City of Greenficld is commilted to work with the Via Salinas Valley partners in
implementing the activitics stated above in an effort to incnease walking and biking. We value the
opportunity to continue to work in partnership to improve the safety of all residents in the Salinas
Valley and vow to provide any other l;vEc of crcouragement and support that we can offer the
Monterey County Health Department and Via Salinas Valley Partners.

Please know, our Mavor and entire City Council are committed to this collective effort to work
together lo increase healthy alternatives in building a safe and grecn community.

Sincerely,

Ay

Susan A. Stanton, |CMA-CM
City Manager





Maria Orozco
Mayor

Liz Silva
Mayor Pro Tem

Scott Funk
Councilmember

Jose G, Lopez
Councilmember

Robert Bonincontri
Councilmember

René L. Mendez
City Manager

P.0. BOX 647
PHONE: (831) 675-5000

147 FOURTH ST.

FAX: (B3I) G75-2644 wuww.ci.gonzales.ca.us

May 17,2016

CALTRANS

Division of Local Assistance MS 1

Atn: Office of Active Transportation and Spec. Prog.
1120 N. Street

Sacramento, CA. 95814

RE: ATP Project Praposal Cycle III, Salinas Valley
To Whom It May Concern:

The City of Gonzales is committed to partnering with the Monterey County Health Department
and all its partners to work collaboratively in implementing the activities outlined in the Via
Salinas Valley: Pathways to Health through Active Transportation project proposal. Via
Salinas Valley will increase bicycling and walking as a means of transportation for our
community by increasing safety and travel options for people who are not traveling by vehicle,
enhance public health with a special emphasis on reducing childhood obesity, and ensure that
our community fully benefits from the program and infrastructure upgrades made possible by
ATP Cycle I currently underway. Our City is in full support of increasing the use of safe and
active transportation as a means of increasing public health benefits, while supporting a
reduction of vehicle emissions in our City and surrounding communities in the Salinas Valley.

This partnership will include Safe Route to School activities, including education,
encouragement and enforcement, community engagement, and Ciclovia an Open Streets event.
These activities aim to meet the active transportation goals of the ATP program. To best
support these efforts, the City of Gonzales is committed to work with the Via Salinas Valley
partners in implementing the activities stated above in an effort to increase walking and biking,
We value the opportunity to continue to work in partnership to improve the safety of all
residents in the Salinas Valley, and vow to provide any other type of encouragement and support
that we can offer the Monterey County Health Department and Via Salinas Valley Partners.

We are committed to working together to increase healthy alternatives in building a safe and
green community.

Sincerely,

s
z i

René L. Mendez
City Manager

Gonzales will continue to be a safe, clean, family-friendly community, diverse in heritage, and
committed to working collaboratively to preserve and retain its small town charm

GONZALES, CALIFORNIA 93926





June 2, 2016

CALTRANS

Division of Local Assistance MS 1

Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Spec. Prog.
1120 N. Street

Sacramento, CA. 95814

Re: ATP Project Proposal Cycle ITI, Salinas Valley
To Whom It May Concern:

The City of King is committed to partnering with the Monterey County Health Department and
all its partners to work collaboratively in implementing the activities outlined in the Via Salinas
Valley: Pathways to Health through Active Transportation project proposal. Via Salinas Valley
will increase bicycling and walking as a means of transportation for our community by
increasing safety and travel options for people who aren’t traveling by vehicle, enhance public
health with a special emphasis on reducing childhood obesity, and ensure that our community
fully benefits from the program and infrastructure upgrades made possible by ATP Cycle 1
currently underway. Our department is in full support of increasing the use of safe and active
transportation as a means of increasing public health benefits while supporting a reduction of
vehicle emissions in our city and surrounding communities in the Salinas Valley.

This' partnership will include Safe Route to School ° activitics, including education,
encouragement and enforcement, community engagement, and Ciclovia an Open Streets event.
These activities aim to mect the active transportation goals of the ATP program. To best support
these efforts, the City of King is committed to work with the Salinas Valley partners in
implementing the activities stated above in an effort to increase walking and biking. We value
the opportunity to continue to work in partnership to improve the safety of all residents in the
Salinas Valley and vow to provide any other type of encouragement and support that we can
offer the Monterey County Health Department and Via Salinas Valley Partners.

We arc committed to working together to increase healthy altematives in building a safe and
green community.

Sincerely,

Steven Adams
City Manager

City Hall, 212 South Vanderhurst Ave King City, CA 93930
Tel {831) 385-3281 & Fox (B31) 3854887 o www kingeaity com





City of Salinas

OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER * 200 Lincoln Avenue * Salinas, California 93901

SALINAS (8317587201 « (831] 7587368 [Fax} * veww ci salings cavs

RICH IN LAND RICH IN VALUES

June 10, 2016

CALTRANS

Division of Local Assistance MS |

Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Spec. Prog.
1120 N. Street

Sacramento. CA. 95814

Re: ATP Project Proposal Cycle 1, Salinas Valley
Ta Whom It May Concern:

The City of Salinas is committed to partnering with the Montercy County Health Department
and all its partners to work collaboratively in implementing the activitics outlined in the Via
Salinas Valley: Patliways to Health through Active Transportation project proposal. Via
Salinas Valley will increase bicycling and walking as a means of transportation for our
community by increasing safety and travel options for people who aren’t traveling by vehicle.
enhance public health with a special emphasis on reducing childhood obesity. and ensure that
our community fully benefits {rom the program and infrastructure upgrades made possible by
ATP Cycle I currently underway. Qur department is in full support of increasing the use of
safe and active transportation as a means of increasing public health benefits while supporting
a reduction of vehicle emissions in our city and surrounding communities in the Salinas
Valley. :

This partnership will include Sale Route to School activities, including education,
cncouragement and enforcement, community engagement, and Ciclovia an Open Streets
event. These activities aim to meet the active transportation goals of the ATP program. To
best support these efforts. the City of Salinas is committed to work with the Via Salinas
Valley partners in implementing the activities stated above in an cltort to increase walking
and biking. We value the opportunity to continue to work in partnership to improve the safety
of all residents in the Salinas Valley and vow 1o provide any other type of encouragement and
support that we can offer the Monterey County Health Department and Via Salinas Valley
Partners.

We are committed to working together to increase healthy alternatives in building a safe and
green community.






May 13, 2016

CALTRANS

Division of Local Assistance MS 1

Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Spec. Prog.
1120 N, Street

Sacramento, CA. 95814

Re:  ATP Project Proposal Cyele III, Salinas Valley
To Whom It May Concern:

The City of Soledad is committed to partnering with the Monterey County Heaith Department and all
its partners to work collaboratively in implementing the activities outlined in the Via Salinas Valley:
Pathways to Health through Active Transportation project proposal. Via Salinas Valley will
increase bicycling and walking as a means of transportation for our community by increasing safety
and travel options for people who aren’t traveling by vehicle, enhance public health with a special
emphasis on reducing childhood obesity, and ensure that our community fully benefits from the
program and infrastructure upgrades made possible by ATP Cycle [ currently underway. Our
department is in full support of increasing the use of safe and active transportation as a means of
increasing public health benefits while supporting a reduction of vehicle emissions in our city and
surrounding communities in the Salinas Valley.

This partnership will include Safe Route to School activities, including education, encouragement
and enforcement, community engagement, and Ciclovia an Open Streets event. These activities aim
to meet the active transportation goals of the ATP program. To best support these efforts, the City of
Soledad is committed to work with the Via Salinas Valley partners in implementing the activities
stated above in an effort to increase walking and biking. We value the opportunity to continue 1o
work in partnership to improve the safety of all residents in the Salinas Valley and vow to provide
any other type of encouragement and support that we can offer the Monterey County Health
Department and Via Salinas Valley Partners.

We are committed to working together to increase healthy alternatives in building a safe and green
community,

Adela P. Gonzaléz
City Manager (

248 Main Street, '.0. Box 156, Soledad, CA 93960 = Phone (831) 223-5000 » I"ax: (831) 678-3965





3.3':& Building Healthy Communities - East Salinas

606 Williams Road e Salinas, CA 93905 « P (831) 717-1384 e Fax (831) 975-4768

May 23, 2016

CALTRANS

Division of Local Assistance MS 1

Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Spec. Prog.
1120 N. Street

Sacramento, CA. 95814

Re: ATP Project Proposal, Salinas Valley
To Whom It May Concern:

Building Healthy Communities is committed to partnering with the Monterey County Health
Department and all its partners to work collaboratively in implementing the activities outlined in
the Via Salinas Valley: Pathways to Health through Active Transportation project proposal.
Via Salinas Valley will increase bicycling and walking as a means of transportation for our
community by increasing safety and travel options for people who aren’t traveling by vehicle,
enhance public health with a special emphasis on reducing childhood obesity, and ensure that our
community fully benefits from the program. We are in full support of increasing the use of safe
and active transportation as a means of increasing public health benefits while supporting a
reduction of vehicle emissions in our city and surrounding communities in the Salinas Valley.

This partnership will include Safe Routes to School activities, including education,
encouragement and enforcement, community engagement, and Ciclovia Salinas an Open Streets
event. These activities aim to meet the active transportation goals of the ATP Program. To
support these efforts, Building Healthy Communities — East Salinas is committed to work with
the Via Salinas Valley partners in implementing the activities stated above in an effort to
increase walking and biking. We value the opportunity to continue to work in partnership to
improve the safety of all residents in the Salinas Valley and vow to provide any other type of
encouragement and support that we can offer the Monterey County Health Department and Via
Salinas Valley Partners.

We are committed to working together to increase healthy alternatives in building a safe and
green community.

Sincerely,

Andrea Manzo
Interim Hub Manager

Bhrcart | B oo =
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May 26,2016

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

Re: ATP Project Propesal Cycle 11}, Salinas Valley
Dear ATP Grant Selection Committee,

The Ecology Action is committed to partnering with the Monterey County Health Department and all its
partners to work collaboratively in implementing the activities outlined in the Via Salinas Valley:
Pathways to Health through Active Transportation project proposal. Via Salinas Valley will increase
bicycling and walking as a means of transportation for our community by increasing safety and travel
options for people who aren’t traveling by vehicle, enhance public health with a special emphasis on
reducing childhood obesity, and ensure that cur community fully benefits from the program and
infrastructure upgrades made possible by ATP Cycle [ currently underway.

This partnership will include Safe Route to School activities, including education, encouragement and
enforcement, community engagement, and Ciclovia an Open Streets event. These activities aim to meet
the active treinsportation goals of the ATP program. To best support these efforts, the Ecology Action
committed to work with the Via Salinas Valley partners in implementing the activities stated ahove in an
effort to increase walking and biking. We value the opportunity to continue to work in partnership to
improve safe biking and walking for the children of Salinas Valley and we look forward to working in
partnership with Monterey County Health Department and Via Salinas Valley Partners.

We are committed to Workmg together to increase healthy alternatives in building a safe and green
community.

Sincerely,

Jim Murphy
CEO
Ecology Action

wwwecoactorg 8314265225
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TRANSPORTATION AGENCY
FOR MONTEREY COUNTY

55-B Plaza Circle, Salinas, CA 93901-2902 ¢ Tel: (831) 775-0903 ¢ Website: www.tamcmonterey.org
May 31, 2016

CALTRANS

Division of Local Assistance MS 1

Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Spec. Prog.
1120 N. Street

Sacramento, CA. 95814

Re: ATP Project Proposal Cycle III, Salinas Valley
To Whom It May Concern:

The Transportation Agency for Monterey County supports the Monterey County Health
Department and all its partners in implementing the activities outlined in the Via Salinas
Valley: Pathways to Health through Active Transportation project proposal.

Via Salinas Valley will increase bicycling and walking as a means of transportation for our
community by increasing safety and travel options for people who aren’t traveling by vehicle,
and enhancing public health with a special emphasis on reducing childhood obesity. This
proposal builds upon the Active Transportation Program Cycle 1 awarded to Via Salinas
Valley and ensures that the community fully benefits from the program and infrastructure
upgrades made possible by that grant. The Via Salinas Valley project will include Safe Route
to School activities, including education, encouragement and enforcement, community
engagement, and Ciclovia (an open streets event). These activities aim to meet the goals of
the Active Transportation Program and would increase public health benefits while reducing
vehicle emissions in the communities of the Salinas Valley.

The Transportation Agency for Monterey County supports the work of the Monterey County
Health Department with the Via Salinas Valley partners in implementing the activities stated
above in an effort to increase walking and biking. Our Agency values the opportunity to
continue to work in partnership to improve the safety of all residents in the Salinas Valley.

Should you have any questions, please contact Michael Zeller, Principal Transportation
Planner, of my staff at 831-775-4416. Thank you for your consideration.
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Debra L. Hale
Executive Director










Exhibit 22-R ATP Non-Infrastructure Project Work Plan

Fill in the following items:

Date: (1) 6.10.16

Project Number: (2)

Project Location(s): (3a)|City of Salinas - El Sausal Middle School, Fremont Elementary

Project Location(s): (3b)|City of Gonzales - Fairview Middle School, La Gloria Elementary School

Project Location(s): (3c)|City of Soledad - Main St. Middle School

Project Location(s): (3d)|City of Greenfield - Vista Verde Middle School,

Project Location(s): (3e)|City of King - Del Ray Elementary

To increase walking and bicycling opportunities for studetns at eight school sites in the Salinas Valley and in
the communities of Gonzales, Soledad, Greenfield, King City and Salinas in order to improve health outcomes
and organziational practices to support safe walking/bicycling to and from school and other neighborhood
desitnations.

Project Description: (4)

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

For Department use only
You will not be able to fill in the following items. ltems 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" SRTS Kick-Off Events Nov. 2019 Dec. 2021 $ 66,538.06
Task "B" Create and Distribute SRTS Materials Nov. 2019 Dec. 2021 $ 57,008.06
Task "C" SRTS Community Workshop Nov. 2019 Dec. 2021 $ 49,253.26
Task "D" Traffic Safety and Neighborhood Safety Patrols Nov. 2019 Dec. 2021 $ 232,436.41
Task "E" Walkability Checklist Nov. 2019 Dec. 2021 $ 55,497.18
wen Pedestrian and Bicycle Safety Assemblies and

Task "F Presentations Nov. 2019 Dec. 2021 $ 46,728.26
Task "G" Active Transportation Promotion Activities Nov. 2019 Dec. 2021 $ 59,242.38
Task "H" Completion of National SRTS Surveys Nov. 2019 Dec. 2021 $ 43,008.06
Task "I" SRTS Committee Meetings in Each Community Nov. 2019 Dec. 2021 $ 42,267.38
Task "J" Complete All SRTS Contract Requirements Nov. 2019 Dec. 2021 $ 47,497.18

GRAND TOTAL | $ 699,476.22

ATP V. 6 (05/04/2015)





TASK "A" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):|SRTS Kick-Off Events

Task Summary (5b):|Kick-off event at each school site.

Task Schedule (5c¢): Start Date :[Nov. 2019

End Date:|Dec. 2021

Activities (6a):

Deliverables (6b):

1. Provide grant information on resources and support to each school.

List of contacts and set meetings.

Committee (ELAC) meeting at each of the school site.

Attend school site council meeting, PTA, or English Learner Advisory

Agenda for meetings.

the help of school principals and school site councils.

Select SRTS kick-off event type and date for each of the schools with

Record of kick-off calls and notes of meeting discussions.

4. Advertise SRTS kick-off events to parents and community.

Copies of fliers and press releases from the SRTS kick-off
events.

5. Conduct SRTS kick-off events at the schools.

Photos/records of the activities from each event.

contact.

Identify one staff person at each of the school sites to act as the SRTS

Names of staff who will be SRTS contact support staff.

7. Conduct SRTS training on the SRTS program to school liaisons.

Schedule of training and copy of SRTS training materials.

8.
9.
10.
Staff Costs:
. Staff Rate
Staff Title (7a): Total
(7a) Hours (7b) [Per Hour (7c) $
Party 1 - [Chronic Disease Prevention Coordinator 208 $63.05 $ 13,114.40
Party 2 - [Chronic Disease Prevention Specialist Il 250 $60.23 $ 15,057.50
Party 3 - [Program Manager | 83 $73.42 $ 6,093.86
Party 4 - $ -
Party 5 - $ -
Party 6 - $ -
Subtotal Party Costs (6d):| $ 34,265.76
Indirect Costs (6e):| $ 4,587.50
Total Staff Costs (6f):| $ 38,853.26

Task Notes (8):

about SRTS and advertise events.

Determine kick-off event days for each of the participating schools. Meet with school officials to determine contact person. Attend school meetings to inform parents

Other Costs:

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

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost", Travel (9a):| $ 1,000.00
click below: Equipment (9b):| $ 11,130.00

. . Supplies/Materials (9¢):| $ 12,554.80

[ Iltemized “Other Costs” Section ] i (5c)

Incentives (9d):| $ 3,000.00

Other Direct Costs (9e):| $ -

"toef)] $ -
Total Other Costs (99):| $ 27,684.80
TASK GRAND TOTAL (109):| $ 66,538.06

ATP V.6 (05/04/2015)






Task "A" Other Costs:
Iltemized Travel Cost (9a) Itemized Equipment Cost (9b)
Please provide an itemized "travel" cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "equipment” cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task
Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)
Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total $ Type of Equipment Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $

1.|Travel to school sites and back $ 1,000 1.|Equipment (Safety Cones, Hand Yield Signs, Etc.) 366 300 $15 $ 5,490.00

2. $ 2.|Safety Items (Reflectors, Vests, Etc.) 705 500 $8 $ 5,640.00
3. $ 3. $ =
4. $ 4. $ =
5. $ 5. $ =
6. $ 6. $ =
7. $ 7. $ =
8. $ 8. $ =
9. $ 9. $ =
10. $ 10. $ =
11. $ 11. $ =
12. $ 12. $ =
13. $ 13. $ =
14. $ 14. $ =
15. $ 15. $ =
16. $ 16. $ =
17. $ 17. $ =
18. $ 18. $ =
19. $ 19. $ =
20. $ 20. $ =

Total 0 $ 1,000 Total: 1071 $23 $ 11,130.00

Total Travel Cost:| $ 1,000.00 Total Equipment Cost:| $ 11,130.00

Itemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9c) Itemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives" cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task
Supplies/Materials (9c) Incentives (9d)
Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $

1.|Communications and IT Charges 2 35 $1,577 $ 3,154.80 1.|Staff Training 2 9 $1,500 $ 3,000.00
2.|Duplicating Costs 1000 250 $1 $ 1,000.00 2. $ =
3.|Educational Material (activity books, etc.) 1500 45 $4 $ 6,000.00 3. $ =
4.|Media 12 13 $200 $ 2,400.00 4. $ =
5. $ = 5. $ o
6. 6. $ =
7. $ = 7. $ o
8. $ = 8. $ =
9. $ = 9. $ o
10. $ = 10. $ =
11. $ = 11. $ o
12. $ = 12. $ =
13. $ = 13. $ o
14. $ = 14. $ =
15. $ = 15. $ o
16. $ = 16. $ =
17. $ = 17. $ o
18. $ = 18. $ =
19. $ = 19. $ o
20. $ = 20. $ =

Total: 2514 $1,782 $ 12,554.80 Total: 2 $1,500 $ 3,000.00

Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ 12,554.80 Total Incentives Cost:| $ 3,000.00

ATP V.6 (05/04/2015)






Task "A" Other Costs:
Itemized Other Direct Costs (9e) Itemized Other Direct Costs (9f)
Please provide an itemized "other" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "other direct" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task
Other Direct Costs (9e) Other Direct Costs (9f)
Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1. 1. $
2. 2. $
3. $ = 3. $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ = 8. $
9. $ = 9. $
10. $ = 10. $
11. $ = 11. $
12. $ = 12 $
13. $ = 13. $
14. $ = 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ = 16. $
17. $ = 17. $
18. $ = 18. $
19. $ = 19. $
20. $ = 20. $
Total: 0 $0 $ = Total: 0 $0 $
Total Other Direct Cost:| $ - Total Other Direct Cost:| $

ATP V.6 (05/04/2015)






TASK "B" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):

Create and Distribute SRTS Materials

Task Summary (5b):

By Dec. 2019 distribute educational packets to teach pedestrian and bicycle safety to every elementary school teacher in three schools.

Task Schedule (5c¢):

Start Date :|Nov. 2019

End Date:|Dec. 2021

Activities and Deliverables:

Activities (6a):

Deliverables (6b):

1. Order and print materials. Order and print receipts.
2. Distribute materials to teachers at each of the schools. List of schools and teachers who received materials.
3. Distribute and collect SRTS educational materials feedback/evaluation forms. Summary of feedback from evaluation forms.
4,
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
Staff Costs:
) Staff Rate
Staff Title (7a): Total $
72 Hours (7b) | Per Hour (7c)
Party 1 - [Chronic Disease Prevention Coordinator 208 $63.05 $ 13,114.40
Party 2 - [Chronic Disease Prevention Specialist Il 250 $60.23 $ 15,057.50
Party 3 - |Program Manager | 83 $73.42 $ 6,093.86
Party 4 - $ -
Party 5 - $ =
Party 6 - $ -
Subtotal Party Costs (6d):| $ 34,265.76
Indirect Costs (6e):| $ 4,587.50
Total Staff Costs (6f):| $ 38,853.26

Task Notes (8):

Order all necessary materials for distribution at all participating schools.

Other Costs:

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

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost", Travel (9a):| $ 1,000.00
click below: Equipment (9b):| $ -

T . Supplies/Materials (9c): 14,000.00

[ Itemized “Other Costs” Section ] i (Sc)) %

Incentives (9d):| $ -

Other Direct Costs (9e):| $ 3,154.80
"of)] $ -

Total Other Costs (99):| $ 18,154.80

TASK GRAND TOTAL (10g):| $ 57,008.06

ATP V.6 (05/04/2015)






Task "B" Other Costs:
Iltemized Travel Cost (9a) Itemized Equipment Cost (9b)
Please provide an itemized "travel" cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "equipment” cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task
Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)

Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total $ Type of Equipment Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Travel to school sites and back 40 $ 1,000 1. $
2. $ 2. $
3. $ 3. $
4. $ 4. $
5. $ 5. $
6. $ 6. $
7. $ 7. $
8. $ 8. $
9. $ 9. $

10. $ 10. $
11. $ 11. $
12. $ 12. $
13. $ 13. $
14. $ 14. $
15. $ 15. $
16. $ 16. $
17. $ 17. $
18. $ 18. $
19. $ 19. $
20. $ 20. $
Total 40 $ 1,000 Total: 0 $0 $
Total Travel Cost: $ 1,000.00 Total Equipment Cost:| $

Itemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9¢) Itemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives" cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task

Supplies/Materials (9c) Incentives (9d)

Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Printing 2000 $3 $ 5,000.00 1. $
2.|Duplication Costs 3000 $1 $ 3,000.00 2. $
3.|Educational Material 1500 $4 $ 6,000.00 3. $
4. $ - 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ = 8. $
9. $ = 9. $

10. $ = 10. $
11. $ = 11. $
12. $ = 12. $
13. $ = 13. $
14. $ - 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ = 16. $
17. $ = 17. $
18. $ = 18. $
19. $ = 19. $
20. $ = 20. $
Total: 6500 $8 $ 14,000.00 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ 14,000.00 Total Incentives Cost:| $

ATP V.6 (05/04/2015)






Task "B" Other Costs:
Itemized Other Direct Costs (9e) Itemized Other Direct Costs (9f)
Please provide an itemized "other" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "other direct" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task
Other Direct Costs (9e) Other Direct Costs (9f)

Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Communications and IT Charges 2 20 $1,577 $ 3,154.80 1. $
2. $ = 2. $
3. $ = 3. $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ = 8. $
9. $ = 9. $

10. $ = 10. $
11. $ = 11. $
12. $ = 12 $
13. $ = 13. $
14. $ = 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ = 16. $
17. $ = 17. $
18. $ = 18. $
19. $ = 19. $
20. $ = 20. $
Total: 2 $1,577 $ 3,154.80 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Other Direct Cost:| $ 3,154.80 Total Other Direct Cost:| $

ATP V.6 (05/04/2015)






TASK "C" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):

SRTS Community Workshop

Task Summary (5b):

Conduct a half-day workshop to Introduce SRTS to the community, school officials, and other representatives.

Task Schedule (5c¢):

Start Date :[Nov. 2019

End Date:|Dec. 2021

Activities and Deliverables:

Activities (6a):

Deliverables (6b):

Determine time and location for the half-day Introduction to SRTS Community
1. Copy of schedule.
Workshop.
2. Gather and print materials that explain SRTS programs benefit and goals. Copies of materials and list of registered participants.
3 Cqmmunlty Workshop on SRTS, which offers an overview of the national Agenda and list of participants.
philosophy and approach.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.

Staff Costs:

Staff Title (7a): HOE‘:?E@ bor Eg;‘: 79 Total $
Party 1 - [Chronic Disease Prevention Coordinator 208 $63.05 $ 13,114.40
Party 2 - [Chronic Disease Prevention Specialist Il 250 $60.23 $ 15,057.50
Party 3 - [Program Manager | 83 $73.42 $ 6,093.86
Party 4 - $ =
Party 5 - $ -
Party 6 - $ =
Subtotal Party Costs (6d):| $ 34,265.76
Indirect Costs (6e):| $ 4,587.50
Total Staff Costs (6f):| $ 38,853.26

Task Notes (8):

At least 4 SRTS community workshops to be held in each of the communities in order to obtain input and feedback and discuss sustainability of program.

Other Costs:

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

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost", Travel (9a):| $ 1,000.00
click below: Equipment (9b):| $ -
- - i i 1% 9,400.00
[ Itemized “Cther Costs” Section ] Supplies/Materials (9¢)
Incentives (9d):| $ -
Other Direct Costs (9e):| $ -
(of):] $ -
Total Other Costs (99):| $ 10,400.00
TASK GRAND TOTAL (10g):| $ 49,253.26

ATP V.6 (05/04/2015)






Task "C" Other Costs:
Itemized Travel Cost (9a) Itemized Equipment Cost (9b)
Please provide an itemized "travel" cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "equipment" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task
Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)

Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total $ Type of Equipment Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Travel to school sites and back $ 1,000 1. $
2. $ - 2. $
3. $ - 3. $
4. $ - 4. $
5. $ - 5. $
6. $ - 6. $
7. $ - 7. $
8. $ - 8. $
9. $ - 9. $

10. $ - 10. $
11. $ - 11. $
12. $ - 12. $
13. $ - 13. $
14. $ - 14. $
15. $ - 15. $
16. $ - 16. $
17. $ - 17. $
18. $ - 18. $
19. $ - 19. $
20. $ - 20. $
Total 0 $ 1,000 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Travel Cost:| $ 1,000.00 Total Equipment Cost:| $

Iltemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9c) Itemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives" cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task
Supplies/Materials (9c) Incentives (9d)

Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Duplicating Costs 1000 $1 $ 1,000.00 1. $
2.|Educational Material 1500 $4 $ 6,000.00 2. $
3.|Media 12 $200 $ 2,400.00 3. $
4. $ - 4. $
5. $ - 5. $
6. $ - 6. $
7. $ - 7. $
8. $ - 8. $
9. $ - 9. $

10. $ = 10. $
11. $ = 11. $
12. $ = 12. $
13. $ = 13. $
14. $ = 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ = 16. $
17. $ = 17. $
18. $ = 18. $
19. $ = 19. $
20. $ = 20. $
Total: 2512 $205 $ 9,400.00 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ 9,400.00 Total Incentives Cost:| $

ATP V.6 (05/04/2015)






Task "C" Other Costs:
Itemized Other Direct Costs (9e) Itemized Other Direct Costs (9f)
Please provide an itemized "other" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "other direct" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task
Other Direct Costs (9¢e) Other Direct Costs (9f)
Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1. $ = 1. $
2. $ = 2. $
3. $ = 3. $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ = 8. $
9. $ = 9. $
10. $ = 10. $
11. $ = 11. $
12. $ = 12. $
13. $ = 13. $
14. $ - 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ = 16. $
17. $ = 17. $
18. $ = 18. $
19. $ = 19. $
20. $ = 20. $
Total: 0 $0 $ - Total: 0 $0 $
Total Other Direct Cost:| $ - Total Other Direct Cost:| $

ATP V.6 (05/04/2015)






TASK "D" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):|Traffic Safety and Neighborhood Safety Patrols

Task Summary (5b):

Police departments will conduct intensive traffic safety and neighborhood safety patrols at the intervention schools.

Task Schedule (5c):|  Start Date :[Nov. 2019

End Date: |[Dec. 2021

Activities and Deliverables:

Activities (6a):

Deliverables (6b):

Copy of local data as well as Office of Traffic Safety (OTS) and

1. Analyze local and state pedestrian and bicycle collision data. Transportation Injury Mapping System (TIMS) information.
Send letter to parents to inform them about the increased traffic and
2. ; Copy of the letter.
neighborhood safety patrols.
a Conduct traffic enforcement and neighborhood safety patrols in the vicinity of the Schedules of patrols and invoices for enforcement.
8 schools at least once a week.
4. Track number of stops/tickets made during enforcement and safety patrols. Documentation of stops and tickets.
5. Part.|C|pate |n.SRTS commmee; and act as advisor and community fiaison for SRTS committee rosters, and details of written and verbal advisements
traffic and neighborhood safety issues.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
Staff Costs:
) Staff Rate
Staff Title (7a): Total
(7a) Hours (7b) | Per Hour (7c) $
Party 1 - |Program Manager | 83 $73.42 $ 6,093.86
Party 2 - [Chronic Disease Prevention Coordinator 208 $63.05 $ 13,114.40
Party 3 - [Chronic Disease Prevention Specialist Il 250 $60.23 $ 15,057.50
Party 4 - $ -
Party 5 - $ -
Party 6 - $ -
Subtotal Party Costs (6d):| $ 34,265.76
Indirect Costs (6e):| $ 4,587.50
Total Staff Costs (6f):| $ 38,853.26

Task Notes (8):

100 - 180 patrols to be conducted during school hours in order to insure the safety of students and educate drivers about traffic safety.

Other Costs:

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

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost", Travel (9a):| $ 1,000.00
click below: Equipment (9b):| $ 11,115.00
- - Supplies/Materials (9¢):| $ S
[ Itemized “Cther Costs” Section ]
Incentives (9d):| $ -
Other Direct Costs (9e):| $ 181,468.15
"of)] $ -
Total Other Costs (99):| $ 193,583.15
TASK GRAND TOTAL (10g):| $ 232,436.41

ATP V.6 (05/04/2015)






Task "D" Other Costs:
Iltemized Travel Cost (9a) Itemized Equipment Cost (9b)
Please provide an itemized "travel" cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "equipment” cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task
Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)
Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total $ Type of Equipment Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Travel to school sites and back $ 1,000 1.|Equipment (Safety Cones, Hand Yield Signs, Etc.) 365 450 $15 $ 5,475.00
2. $ 2.|Safety Items (Reflectors, Vests, Etc.) 705 500 $8 $ 5,640.00
3. $ 3. $ =
4. $ 4. $ =
5. $ 5. $ =
6. $ 6. $ =
7. $ 7. $ =
8. $ 8. $ =
9. $ 9. $ =
10. $ 10. $ =
11. $ 11. $ =
12 $ 12. $ =
13. $ 13. $ =
14. $ 14. $ =
15. $ 15. $ =
16. $ 16. $ =
17. $ 17. $ =
18. $ 18. $ =
19. $ 19. $ =
20. $ 20. $ =
Total: 0 $ 1,000 Total: 1070 $23 $ 11,115.00
Total Travel Cost:| $ 1,000.00 Total Equipment Cost:| $ 11,115.00
Iltemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9c) Iltemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives" cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task
Supplies/Materials (9c) Incentives (9d)
Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1. $ = 1. $ =
2. $ = 2. $ o
3. $ = 3. $ =
4. $ = 4. $ o
5. $ = 5. $ =
6. $ = 6. $ o
7. $ = 7. $ =
8. $ = 8. $ o
9. $ = 9. $ =
10. $ = 10 $ -
11. $ = 11. $ =
12 $ = 12 $ o
13. $ = 13. $ =
14. $ - 14. $ R
15. $ = 15. $ =
16. $ = 16. $ -
17. $ = 17. $ =
18. $ = 18. $ -
19. $ = 19. $ =
20. $ = 20. $ -
Total: 0 $0 $ ° Total: 0 $0 $ °
Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ = Total Incentives Cost:| $ =
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Task "D" Other Costs:

Itemized Other Direct Costs (9e)

Itemized Other Direct Costs (9f)

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

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

Other Direct Costs (9e)

Other Direct Costs (9f)

Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1. $ = 1. $
2.|Communications and IT Charges 2 4 $1,734 $ 3,468.15 2. $
3.|Subcontractor Gonzales PD 1 $24,600 $ 24,600.00 3. $
4.|Subcontractor Salinas PD 1 $24,600 $ 24,600.00 4. $
5.|Subcontractor Soledad PD 1 $14,000 $ 14,000.00 5. $
6.|Subcontractor Greenfield PD 1 $20,000 $ 20,000.00 6. $
7.|Subcontractor Bicycle Safety 1 $78,800 $ 78,800.00 7. $
8.|Subcontractor Salinas/South County School Districts (8 stipends @10,000) 1 $16,000 $ 16,000.00 8. $
9. $ = 9. $
10. $ = 10. $
11. $ = 11. $
12. $ = 12. $
13. $ = 13. $
14. $ = 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ = 16. $
17. $ = 17. $
18. $ = 18. $
19. $ = 19. $
20. $ = 20. $
Total: 8 $179,734 | $ 181,468.15 Total: 0 $0 $
Total Other Direct Cost:| $  181,468.15 Total Other Direct Cost:| $
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TASK "E" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):|Walkability Checklist

Task Summary (5b):

All schools to complete Walkability Checklists to evaluate walkability and identify barriers around schools.

Task Schedule (5c):|  Start Date :|Nov. 2019

End Date: |Dec. 2021

Activities and Deliverables:

Activities (6a):

Deliverables (6b):

Contact principals and/or attend school site council and ELAC meetings at each of

1. the elementary schools. Contact dates, copy of Walkability Checklists in English and Spanish
2. Distribute Walkability Checklists. Copy of Walkability Checklists.
a Copy Walkability Checklists and photographs from all schools. Schedule of collection dates, copies of completed Walkability Checklists
and photographs.
Copy of reports that include the tabulated walkability forms and
4. Tabulate checklist information and write summary for each school. summaries.
Conduct meetings and teleconferences with principals and all school site councils Copy_of meeting agendas and schedu_les, Issues a_ddressed, and
5. questions and answers that arose during the meetings and
and/or ELACs from each school.
teleconferences.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
Staff Costs:
) Staff Rate
Staff Title (7a): Total $
72 Hours (7b) | Per Hour (7c)
Party 1 - [Chronic Disease Prevention Coordinator 208 $63.05 $ 13,114.40
Party 2 - [Program Manager | 83 $73.42 $ 6,106.31
Party 3 - [Chronic Disease Prevention Specialist Il 250 $60.23 $ 15,057.50
Party 4 - $ -
Party 5 - $ -
Party 6 - $ =
Subtotal Party Costs (6d):| $ 34,278.21
Indirect Costs (6e):| $ 4,589.17
Total Staff Costs (6f):| $ 38,867.38

Task Notes (8):

Conduct walkability checklist at all participating sites and analyze results.

Other Costs:

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

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost", Travel (9a):| $ 1,000.00
click below: Equipment (9b):| $ 5,475.00
. . Supplies/Materials (9c):| $ 9,154.80
[ Itemized “Cther Costs” Section ] upplies/Materials (9¢)
Incentives (9d):| $ -
Other Direct Costs (9e):| $ 1,000.00
mof)| $ -
Total Other Costs (99):| $ 16,629.80
TASK GRAND TOTAL (10g):| $ 55,497.18
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Task "E" Other Costs:
Itemized Travel Cost (9a) Itemized Equipment Cost (9b)
Please provide an itemized "travel" cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "equipment" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task
Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)
Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total $ Type of Equipment Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Travel to school sites and back $ 1,000 1.|Equipment (Safety Cones, Hand Yield Signs, Etc.) 365 300 $15 $ 5,475.00
2. $ - 2. $ =
3. $ - 3. $ =
4. $ - 4. $ =
5. $ - 5. $ =
6. $ - 6. $ =
7. $ - 7. $ =
8. $ - 8. $ =
9. $ - 9. $ =
10. $ - 10. $ =
11. $ - 11. $ =
12 $ - 12. $ =
13. $ - 13. $ =
14. $ - 14. $ =
15. $ - 15. $ =
16. $ - 16. $ =
17. $ - 17. $ =
18. $ - 18. $ =
19. $ - 19. $ =
20. $ - 20. $ =
Total: 0 $ 1,000 Total: 365 $15 $ 5,475.00
Total Travel Cost:| $ 1,000.00 Total Equipment Cost:| $ 5,475.00
Itemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9¢) Itemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives" cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task
Supplies/Materials (9c) Incentives (9d)

Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Communications and IT Charges 2 20 $1,577 $ 3,154.80 1. $ =
2.|Educational Material 1500 $4 $ 6,000.00 2. $ =
3. $ - 3. $ =
4. $ - 4. $ =
5. $ - 5. $ =
6. $ - 6. $ =
7. $ - 7. $ =
8. $ - 8. $ =
9. $ - 9. $ =

10. $ = 10. $ o
11. $ = 11. $ o
12. $ = 12 $ o
13. $ = 13. $ o
14. $ = 14. $ o
15. $ = 15. $ o
16. $ = 16. $ o
17. $ = 17. $ o
18. $ = 18. $ o
19. $ = 19. $ o
20. $ = 20. $ o
Total: 1502 $1,581 $ 9,154.80 Total: 0 $0 $ -

Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ 9,154.80 Total Incentives Cost:| $ -
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Task "E" Other Costs:
Itemized Other Direct Costs (9e) Itemized Other Direct Costs (9f)
Please provide an itemized "other" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "other direct" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task
Other Direct Costs (9¢e) Other Direct Costs (9f)

Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Duplicating Cost 1000 $1 $ 1,000.00 1. $
2. $ = 2. $
3. $ = 3. $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ = 8. $
9. $ = 9. $

10. $ - 10. $
11. $ = 11 $
12. $ - 12. $
13. $ - 13. $
14. $ - 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ - 16. $
17. $ = 17. $
18. $ - 18. $
19. $ - 19. $
20. $ - 20. $
Total:| 1000 $1 $ 1,000.00 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Other Direct Cost:| $ 1,000.00 Total Other Direct Cost:| $
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TASK "F" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):

Pedestrian and Bicycle Safety Assemblies and Presentations

Task Summary (5b):

Pedestrian/bicycle subcontractor to conduct 5 interactive pedestrian and bicycle safety assemblies, presentations, and hands-on rodeos.

Task Schedule (5c¢):

Start Date :[Nov. 2019

End Date:|Dec. 2021

Activities and Deliverables:

Activities (6a): Deliverables (6b):
Determine presentation format (assemblies and/or classroom presentations), . .
1. X ) K . . o Meeting agendas and emails.
curriculum materials, instruction schedules, and evaluation activities.
2. Create instruction schedules for each of the eight schools. Instru;non schedules for each of t.h? .e|ght schools. Promotional
materials/flyers for events and activities
3 Conduct pedestrian and bicycle safety assemblies and/or age-appropriate Schedule and copies of presentations and photos, number of students
’ classroom presentations. served, evaluation activity results
4,
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
Staff Costs:
) Staff Rate
Staff Title (7a): Total $
7 Hours (7b) | Per Hour (7c)
Party 1 - [Chronic Disease Prevention Specialist Il 250 $60.23 | $ 15,057.50
Party 2 - [Chronic Disease Prevention Coordinator 208 $63.05 | $ 13,114.40
Party 3 - [Program Manager | 83 $73.42 | $ 6,093.86
Party 4 - $ -
Party 5 - $ =
Party 6 - $ -
Subtotal Party Costs (6d):| $ 34,265.76
Indirect Costs (6e):| $ 4,587.50
Total Staff Costs (6f):| $ 38,853.26

Task Notes (8):

Conduct assemblies and/or presentations at each of the participating school sites.

Other Costs:

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

entered in the itemized other costs section:

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost", Travel (9a):| $ 3
click below: Equipment (9b):| $ 5,475.00
i i | $ -
[ Itemized “Cither Costs” Section ] Supplies/Materials (9¢)
Incentives (9d):| $ -
Other Direct Costs (9e):| $ 2,400.00
“(of)] $ 2
Total Other Costs (9g):| $ 7,875.00
TASK GRAND TOTAL (10g9):| $ 46,728.26
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Task "F" Other Costs:
Itemized Travel Cost (9a) Itemized Equipment Cost (9b)
Please provide an itemized "travel" cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "equipment" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task
Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)
Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total $ Type of Equipment Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $

1. $ - 1.|Equipment (Safety Cones, Hand Yield Signs, Etc.) 365 300 $15 $ 5,475.00
2. $ - 2. $ =
3. $ - 3. $ =
4. $ - 4. $ =
5. $ - 5. $ =
6. $ - 6. $ =
7. $ - 7. $ =
8. $ - 8. $ =
9. $ - 9. $ =
10. $ - 10. $ =
11. $ - 11. $ =
12 $ - 12. $ =
13. $ - 13. $ =
14. $ - 14. $ =
15. $ - 15. $ =
16. $ - 16. $ =
17. $ - 17. $ =
18. $ - 18. $ =
19. $ - 19. $ =
20. $ - 20. $ =

Total: 0 $ - Total: 365 $15 $ 5,475.00

Total Travel Cost:| $ = Total Equipment Cost:| $ 5,475.00

Itemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9¢) Itemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives" cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task
Supplies/Materials (9c) Incentives (9d)
Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $

1. $ = 1 $ =
2. $ = 2. $ =
3. $ = 3. $ =
4. $ = 4. $ =
5. $ = 5. $ =
6. $ = 6. $ =
7. $ = 7. $ =
8. $ = 8. $ =
9. $ = 9. $ =
10. $ = 10. $ o
11. $ = 11. $ o
12 $ = 12. $ o
13. $ = 13. $ o
14. $ = 14. $ o
15. $ = 15. $ o
16. $ = 16. $ o
17. $ = 17. $ o
18. $ = 18. $ o
19. $ = 19. $ o
20. $ = 20. $ o
Total: 0 $0 $ = Total: 0 $0 $ -
Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ - Total Incentives Cost:| $ -
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Task "F" Other Costs:
Itemized Other Direct Costs (9e) Itemized Other Direct Costs (9f)
Please provide an itemized "other" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "other direct" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task
Other Direct Costs (9¢e) Other Direct Costs (9f)

Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Media 12 $200 $ 2,400.00 1 $
2. $ = 2. $
3. $ = 3. $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ = 8. $
9. $ = 9. $

10. $ - 10. $
11. $ = 11 $
12. $ - 12. $
13. $ - 13. $
14. $ - 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ - 16. $
17. $ = 17. $
18. $ - 18. $
19. $ - 19. $
20. $ - 20. $
Total: 12 $200 $ 2,400.00 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Other Direct Cost:| $ 2,400.00 Total Other Direct Cost:| $
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TASK "G" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):

Active Transportation Promotion Activities

Task Summary (5b):

Parent patrols, neighborhood watch, Walk N Roll events, assemblies on bullying and distracted driving , and no phone zones.

Task Schedule (5c¢):

Start Date :|Nov. 2019

End Date: |Dec. 2021

Activities and Deliverables:

Activities (6a):

Deliverables (6b):

Advertise to PTAs, school site councils, and local businesses in both communities

Copy of fliers in English and Spanish, and dates of school site PTA

L about forming a Parent Patrol and/or Neighborhood Watch. meetings
Schedule orientation meetings for parents in communities to explain Parent Patrol . . - i . .
2. and Neighborhood Watch, and send out press releases to the media about the Meeting schedule, copies of materials in English and Spanish, copies of
. press releases.
meeting.
3. Conduct Parent Patrol/Neighborhood Watch activities in five partner communities. | Dates, times, and location of activities.
4. Schedule Walk N Roll to School events. Copy of Walk N Roll schedules.
Send Walk N Roll event fliers and notices to parents of all schools explaining the . ) . . .
5 Walk N Roll events, including safety and logistical information. Copies of promotional flyers in English and Spanish.
6. Provide supporting educational materials. Copies of educational materials.
7 Hold a Walk N Roll events at school sites. Docgmentanon indicating number of students participating, copies of
media coverage.
Utilize data from California Healthy Kids Survey (CHKS) to assist in determining L
. ! . ; - " Ci f data/ d activities.
8 perceived risk of danger along with student walkability checklist Opy of dataimessages and activities
Provide presentations and/or assemblies to schools to increase awareness and L
9. . ] - Copy of activity/event schedules.
decrease bullying and distracted driving.
10 Conduct YouTube and poster contests to promote safety laws and active Copy of YouTube contest submittals, and posters, maintain list of
’ transportation. winners and incentives provided.
Staff Costs:
) Staff Rate
Staff Title (7a): Total
(7a) Hours (7b) | Per Hour (7c) $
Party 1 - [Chronic Disease Prevention Coordinator 208 $63.05 | $ 13,114.40
Party 2 - [Chronic Disease Prevention Specialist Il 250 $60.23 | $ 15,057.50
Party 3 - |Program Manager | 83 $73.42 | $ 6,106.31
Party 4 - $ -
Party 5 - $ -
Party 6 - $ =
Subtotal Party Costs (6d):| $ 34,278.21
Indirect Costs (6e):| $ 4,589.17
Total Staff Costs (6f):| $ 38,867.38

Task Notes (8):

Parent patrols, neighborhood watch activities, assemblies on bullying, distracted driving and no phone zones to be conducted in the patterning communities in order to
ensure heightened comfort levels, adherence to traffic and safety laws. Walk N Roll activities to be held in the partnering schools sites to promote walking and biking
and increase total usage rates.

Other Costs:

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

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost", Travel (92):| $ 1,000.00
click below: Equipment (9b):| $ 10,975.00
[ Ty e e e e e T ] Supplies/Materials (9¢):| $ 8,400.00
Incentives (9d):| $ -
Other Direct Costs (9e):| $ S
"N $ =
Total Other Costs (99):| $ 20,375.00
TASK GRAND TOTAL (10g):| $ 59,242.38
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Task "G" Other Costs:
Iltemized Travel Cost (9a) Itemized Equipment Cost (9b)
Please provide an itemized "travel" cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "equipment” cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task
Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)
Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total $ Type of Equipment Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Travel to school sites and back $ 1,000 1.|Equipment (Safety Cones, Hand Yield Signs, Etc.) 365 $15 $ 5,475.00
2. $ 2.|Safety Items (Reflectors, Vests, Etc.) 705 $8 $ 5,500.00
3. $ 3. $ =
4. $ 4. $ =
5. $ 5. $ =
6. $ 6. $ =
7. $ 7. $ =
8. $ 8. $ =
9. $ 9. $ =
10. $ 10. $ =
11. $ 11. $ =
12. $ 12 $ =
13. $ 13. $ =
14. $ 14. $ =
15. $ 15. $ =
16. $ 16. $ =
17. $ 17. $ =
18. $ 18. $ =
19. $ 19. $ =
20. $ 20. $ =
Total 0 $ 1,000 Total: 1070 $23 $ 10,975.00
Total Travel Cost:| $ 1,000.00 Total Equipment Cost:| $ 10,975.00
Iltemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9c) Iltemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives" cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task
Supplies/Materials (9c) Incentives (9d)
Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Media 12 $200 $ 2,400.00 1. $ o
2.|Educational Material 3000 $2 $ 6,000.00 2. $ -
3. $ = 3. $ o
4. $ = 4. $ =
5. $ = 5. $ o
6. $ = 6. $ =
7. $ = 7. $ o
8. $ = 8. $ =
9. $ = 9. $ o
10. $ = 10. $ =
11. $ = 11. $ -
12. $ = 12 $ =
13. $ = 13. $ -
14. $ = 14. $ =
15. $ = 15. $ -
16. $ = 16. $ =
17. $ = 17. $ -
18. $ = 18. $ =
19. $ = 19. $ -
20. $ = 20. $ =
Total: 3012 $202 $ 8,400.00 Total: 0 $0 $ =
Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ 8,400.00 Total Incentives Cost:| $ -
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Task "G" Other Costs:
Itemized Other Direct Costs (9e) Itemized Other Direct Costs (9f)
Please provide an itemized "other" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "other direct" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task
Other Direct Costs (9e) Other Direct Costs (9f)
Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1. $ = 1. $
2. $ = 2. $
3. $ = 3. $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ = 8. $
9. $ = 9. $
10. $ = 10. $
11. $ = 11. $
12. $ = 12 $
13. $ = 13. $
14. $ = 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ = 16. $
17. $ = 17. $
18. $ = 18. $
19. $ = 19. $
20. $ = 20. $
Total: 0 $0 $ = Total: 0] $0 $
Total Other Direct Cost:| $ - Total Other Direct Cost:| $
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TASK "H" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):

Completion of National SRTS Surveys

Task Summary (5b):

Schools to complete the National SRTS student tallies and parent surveys to evaluate the number of students walking and bicycling to

school.

Task Schedule (5c¢):

Start Date :[Nov. 2019

End Date:|Dec. 2021

Activities and Deliverables:

Activities (6a):

Deliverables (6b):

1. Distribute and collect National SRTS student tallies and parent surveys at schools.

Receipt of tallies and surveys.

2. Mail collected tallies and surveys to National SRTS data collection office.

Notice of receipt of tallies and surveys by National SRTS.

3. Review ongoing police reports of traffic violations tickets/warnings.

SRTS meeting notes.

4. Review local pedestrian bicycle collision and injury data.

Copies of collision and injury data.

10.

Staff Costs:

Staff Title (7a): HOE‘:?E@ por e 79 Total $

Party 1 - $ =
Party 2 - [Chronic Disease Prevention Coordinator 208 $63.05 | $ 13,114.40
Party 3 - |Program Manager | 83 $73.42 | $ 6,093.86
Party 4 - [Chronic Disease Prevention Specialist Il 250 $60.23 | $ 15,057.50

Party 5 - $ =

Party 6 - $ -
Subtotal Party Costs (6d):| $ 34,265.76
Indirect Costs (6e):| $ 4,587.50
Total Staff Costs (6f):| $ 38,853.26

Task Notes (8):

Conduct SRTS surveys and analyze data. Review police reports in order to analyze impact of program.

Other Costs:

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

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost", Travel (9a):| $ -
click below: Equipment (9b):| $ -
- T Supplies/Materials (9¢):| $ 1,000.00
[ Itemized “Other Costs” Section ] i - (50
Incentives (9d):| $ -
Other Direct Costs (9¢):| $ 3,154.80
"toof)] $ -
Total Other Costs (99):| $ 4,154.80
TASK GRAND TOTAL (109):| $ 43,008.06
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Task "H" Other Costs:
Iltemized Travel Cost (9a) Itemized Equipment Cost (9b)
Please provide an itemized "travel" cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "equipment” cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task
Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)
Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total $ Type of Equipment Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1. $ 1. $
2. $ 2. $
3. $ 3. $
4. $ 4. $
5. $ 5. $
6. $ 6. $
7. $ 7. $
8. $ 8. $
9. $ 9. $
10. $ 10. $
11. $ 11. $
12. $ 12. $
13. $ 13. $
14. $ 14. $
15. $ 15. $
16. $ 16. $
17. $ 17. $
18. $ 18. $
19. $ 19. $
20. $ 20. $
Total 0 $ Total: 0 $0 $
Total Travel Cost:| $ - Total Equipment Cost:| $
Iltemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9c) Iltemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives" cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task
Supplies/Materials (9c) Incentives (9d)

Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Duplicating Cost 1000 $1 $ 1,000.00 1. $
2. $ = 2. $
3. $ = 3. $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ = 8. $
9. $ = 9. $

10. $ = 10. $
11. $ = 11. $
12. $ = 12. $
13. $ = 13. $
14. $ = 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ = 16. $
17. $ = 17. $
18. $ = 18. $
19. $ = 19. $
20. $ = 20. $
Total: 1000 $1 $ 1,000.00 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ 1,000.00 Total Incentives Cost:| $
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Task "H" Other Costs:
Itemized Other Direct Costs (9e) Itemized Other Direct Costs (9f)
Please provide an itemized "other" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "other direct" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task
Other Direct Costs (9e) Other Direct Costs (9f)

Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Communications and IT Charges 2 40 $1,577 $ 3,154.80 1. $
2. $ = 2. $
3. $ = 3. $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ = 8. $
9. $ = 9. $

10. $ = 10. $
11. $ = 11. $
12. $ = 12 $
13. $ = 13. $
14. $ = 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ = 16. $
17. $ = 17. $
18. $ = 18. $
19. $ = 19. $
20. $ = 20. $
Total: 2 $1,577 $ 3,154.80 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Other Direct Cost:| $ 3,154.80 Total Other Direct Cost:| $
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TASK "I" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):

SRTS Committee Meetings in Each Community

Task Summary (5b):

SRTS Committees to be convened in each partner city in order to get input, feedback, and collaboration for SRTS programming.

Task Schedule (5c):

Start Date :[Nov. 2019

End Date:|Dec. 2021

Activities and Deliverables:

Activities (6a):

Deliverables (6b):

Recruit and convene members from each city, PD, public works, the nine schools,
1. and the community to form school and district-wide parent- and neighborhood-
driven SRTS committees.

Copy of meeting schedules, agendas, and minutes.

conclusion.

Discuss ongoing progress and how SRTS will be sustained after the contract

Copy of meeting schedules, agendas, and minutes.

3. Advertise meeting and recruit members.

Copy of meeting schedules, agendas, and minutes.

efforts.

Discuss ongoing challenges, coordinate resources, and discuss how to improve

Copy of meeting schedules, agendas, and minutes.

10.

Staff Costs:

Staff Title (7a): Hoi?{?b) oor ngﬁ - Total $
Party 1 - [Chronic Disease Prevention Coordinator 208 $63.05 $ 13,114.40
Party 2 - |Program Manager | 83 $73.42 $ 6,106.31
Party 3 - [Chronic Disease Prevention Specialist Il 250 $60.23 $ 15,057.50
Party 4 - $ -
Party 5 - $ .
Party 6 - $ -
Subtotal Party Costs (6d):| $ 34,278.21
Indirect Costs (6e):| $ 4,589.17
Total Staff Costs (6f):| $ 38,867.38

Task Notes (8):

Other Costs:

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

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost", Travel (9a):| $ 1,000.00
click below: Equipment (9b):| $ -
[ Itemized “Cither Costs” Section ] Supplies/Materials (9c):| $ -
Incentives (9d):| $ -

Other Direct Costs (9e):| $ 2,400.00
") $ -

Total Other Costs (99):| $ 3,400.00

TASK GRAND TOTAL (109):| $ 42,267.38
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Task "I" Other Costs:
Itemized Travel Cost (9a) Itemized Equipment Cost (9b)
Please provide an itemized "travel" cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "equipment" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task
Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)

Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total $ Type of Equipment Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Travel to school sites and back $ 1,000 1. $
2. $ - 2. $
3. $ - 3. $
4. $ - 4. $
5. $ - 5. $
6. $ - 6. $
7. $ - 7. $
8. $ - 8. $
9. $ - 9. $

10. $ - 10. $
11. $ - 11. $
12. $ - 12. $
13. $ - 13. $
14. $ - 14. $
15. $ - 15. $
16. $ - 16. $
17. $ - 17. $
18. $ - 18. $
19. $ - 19. $
20. $ - 20. $
Total 0 $ 1,000 Total: 0 $0 $
Total Travel Cost:| $ 1,000.00 Total Equipment Cost:| $
Itemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9¢) Itemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives" cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task
Supplies/Materials (9c) Incentives (9d)
Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1. $ = 1 $
2. $ = 2. $
3. $ = 3. $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ = 8. $
9. $ = 9. $
10. $ = 10. $
11. $ = 11. $
12. $ = 12. $
13. $ = 13. $
14. $ = 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ = 16. $
17. $ = 17. $
18. $ = 18. $
19. $ = 19. $
20. $ = 20. $
Total: 0 $0 $ = Total: 0 $0 $
Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ - Total Incentives Cost:| $
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Task "I" Other Costs:
Itemized Other Direct Costs (9e) Itemized Other Direct Costs (9f)
Please provide an itemized "other" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "other direct" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task
Other Direct Costs (9¢e) Other Direct Costs (9f)

Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Media 12 $200 $ 2,400.00 1 $
2. $ = 2. $
3. $ = 3. $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ = 8. $
9. $ = 9. $

10. $ - 10. $
11. $ = 11 $
12. $ - 12. $
13. $ - 13. $
14. $ - 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ - 16. $
17. $ = 17. $
18. $ - 18. $
19. $ - 19. $
20. $ - 20. $
Total: 12 $ 2,400.00 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Other Direct Cost:| $ 2,400.00 Total Other Direct Cost:| $
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TASK "J" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):

Complete All SRTS Contract Requirements

Task Summary (5b):

Task Schedule (5c¢):

Start Date :|Nov. 2019

End Date: |Dec. 2021

Activities and Deliverables:

Activities (6a):

Deliverables (6b):

1. Attend Mandatory contractor meetings.

Copy of activity/event, schedules, meeting minutes.

2. Submit progress/financial reports.

Copy of submitted reports.

3. Submit required Annual Report due to ATP/Caltrans.

Copy of submitted Annual Report.

10.

Staff Costs:

Staff Title (7a): Hoi?{?b) oor ngﬁ - Total $
Party 1 - |Program Manager | 83 $73.42 $ 6,106.31
Party 2 - [Chronic Disease Prevention Coordinator 208 $63.05 $ 13,114.40
Party 3 - [Chronic Disease Prevention Specialist Il 250 $60.23 $ 15,057.50
Party 4 - $ -
Party 5 - $ .
Party 6 - $ -
Subtotal Party Costs (6d):| $ 34,278.21
Indirect Costs (6e):| $ 4,589.17
Total Staff Costs (6f):| $ 38,867.38

Task Notes (8):

Participate in all ATP Cycle 2 meetings and support the report submittal process.

Other Costs:

entered in the itemized other costs section:

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

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost", Travel (9a):| $ -
click below: Equipment (9b):| $ 5,475.00
[ Itemized “Cther Costs” Section ] Supplies/Materials (Sc):| $ _
Incentives (9d):| $ -
Other Direct Costs (9e):| $ 3,154.80
"of)] $ -
Total Other Costs (99):| $ 8,629.80
TASK GRAND TOTAL (10g):| $ 47,497.18
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Task "J" Other Costs:
Itemized Travel Cost (9a) Itemized Equipment Cost (9b)
Please provide an itemized "travel" cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "equipment" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task
Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)
Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total $ Type of Equipment Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $

1. $ - 1.|Equipment (Safety Cones, Hand Yield Signs, Etc.) 365 200 $15 $ 5,475.00
2. $ - 2. $ =
3. $ - 3. $ =
4. $ - 4. $ =
5. $ - 5. $ =
6. $ - 6. $ =
7. $ - 7. $ =
8. $ - 8. $ =
9. $ - 9. $ =
10. $ - 10. $ =
11. $ - 11. $ o
12. $ - 12. $ =
13. $ - 13. $ =
14. $ - 14. $ .
15. $ - 15. $ =
16. $ - 16. $ =
17. $ - 17. $ o
18. $ - 18. $ =
19. $ - 19. $ =
20. $ - 20. $ =

Total 0 $ = Total: 365 $15 $ 5,475.00

Total Travel Cost:  $ = Total Equipment Cost:| $ 5,475.00

Itemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9¢) Itemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials” cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives" cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task
Supplies/Materials (9c) Incentives (9d)
Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $

1. $ = 1. $ -
2. $ = 2. $ -
3. $ = 3. $ =
4. $ = 4. $ =
5. $ = 5. $ =
6. $ = 6. $ =
7. $ = 7. $ -
8. $ = 8. $ =
9. $ = 9. $ =
10. $ = 10. $ -
11. $ = 11. $ -
12 $ = 12 $ -
13. $ = 13. $ -
14. $ = 14. $ -
15. $ = 15. $ -
16. $ = 16. $ -
17. $ = 17. $ -
18. $ = 18. $ -
19. $ = 19. $ -
20. $ = 20. $ =
Total: 0 $0 $ = Total: 0 $0 $ =
Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ - Total Incentives Cost:| $ -
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Task "J" Other Costs:
Itemized Other Direct Costs (9e) Itemized Other Direct Costs (9f)
Please provide an itemized "other" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "other direct" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task
Other Direct Costs (9¢e) Other Direct Costs (9f)

Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Communications and IT Charges 2 80 $1,577 $ 3,154.80 1. $
2. $ = 2. $
3. $ = 3. $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ = 8. $
9. $ = 9. $

10. $ - 10. $
11. $ = 11 $
12. $ - 12. $
13. $ - 13. $
14. $ - 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ - 16. $
17. $ = 17. $
18. $ - 18. $
19. $ - 19. $
20. $ - 20. $
Total: 2 $1,577 $ 3,154.80 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Other Direct Cost:| $ 3,154.80 Total Other Direct Cost:| $
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Exhibit 22-R ATP Non-Infrastructure Project Work Plan

Fill in the following items:

Date: (1) 6.6.16

Project Number: (2)

Project Location(s): (3a)|Salinas, CA
" (3b)[|Gonzales, CA
" (3c)|Soledad, CA
" (3d)|Greenfield, CA
" (3e)[King City, CA

Project Description: (4)

The MCHD's Planning, Evaluation, and Policy department will help coordinate programming efforts, support
community engagment activities and will evaluate project impact.

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

For Department use only

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

Task Summary:

to navigate to

Click the links below

"Task Details" tabs:

Task Task Name Start Date End Date Cost
Task "A" Community Engagement Nov. 2019 Dec. 2021 $ 70,285.37
Task "B" HiAP Committees Nov.2019 Dec. 2021 $ 47,595.73
Task "C" Management and Evaluation Nov. 2019 Dec. 2021 $ 52,713.53
Task "D" $ -
Task "E" $ -
Task "F" $ -
Task "G" $ -
Task "H" $ -
Task "I" $ -
Task "J" $ -
GRAND TOTAL | $ 170,594.63
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TASK "A" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):{Community Engagement

Tas

k Summary (5b):

enLACE members will engage in active transportation programming, policy development, advocacy and promotion.

Task Schedule (5c¢):

Start Date :[Nov. 2019

End Date:|Dec. 2021

Activities (6a):

Deliverables (6b):

Two enLACE cohorts to learn about active transportation activities and

Two trainings on local active transportation policies for each

L opportunities. community; agendas and sign-in sheets.
5 enLACE cohort members actively involved in the development of the At least 15 enLACE members actively involved in the
' active transportation programs and activities. development of active transportation activities.
3 Recruitment of other community stakeholders and residents to 15 — 20 community residents involved in active transportation
' participate in programming, promotion and education. promotion and education in each of the communities.
enLACE and SRTS staff will engage community participants from the
4. five cities in the active transportation program development and Sign-in sheets and meeting agendas.
sustainability.
enLACE s_ta_n‘_f will help FO engage parents and c_ommumty members into Increased participation in Safe Routes to Schools programming
SRTS activities, and will help educate and motivate community . . S .
5. . . . ) . and other active transportation activities; evaluations and survey
members to participate in active transportation programming and results
activities. '
6 enLACE committees will support the promotion and execution of the Increase rates of participants walking and biking in each of the
) Ciclovia events. communities.
Committee members to understand the importance of active . . .
. e . . \ Increased awareness and understanding of active transportation
7. transportation policies and their correlation to one's health outcomes and .
; . ) benefits.
will help educate others about their benefits.
8.
9.
10.
Staff Costs:
) Staff Rate
Staff Title (7a):
() Hours (7b) |Per Hour (7c) Total $
Party 1 - [Management Analyst Il 250 $70.85 $ 17,713.50
Party 2 - [Chronic Disease Prevention Coordinator 255 $57.56 $ 14,678.06
Party 3 - [Chronic Disease Prevention Specialist Il 306 $63.42 $ 19,406.52
Party 4 - $ .
Party 5 - $ =
Party 6 - $ .
Subtotal Party Costs (6d):| $ 51,798.08
Indirect Costs (6e):| $ 10,618.61
Total Staff Costs (6f):| $ 62,416.69

Task Notes (8):

Through MCHD's enLACE program, a resident leadership and empowerment group, along with MCHD staff will support the development and implementation of active
transportation programming. Staff will also work with SRTS staff to ensure heightened participation in active transportation activities and parent patrols. Together they
will work to motivate, encourage and educate the community about the health benefits of walking and biking. They will also help to expand safe walking and biking

education efforts and will promote and implement the Ciclovia events.

Other Costs:

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

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost", Travel (9a):| $ 2,500.00
click below: Equipment (9b):| $ -

Supplies/Materials (9¢):| $ 4,500.00

[ Itemized “Other Costs” Section ] i (8c)

Incentives (9d):| $ -

Other Direct Costs (9e):| $ 868.68
") $ -

Total Other Costs (99):| $ 7,868.68

TASK GRAND TOTAL (10g9):| $ 70,285.37
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Task "A" Other Costs:
Iltemized Travel Cost (9a) Itemized Equipment Cost (9b)
Please provide an itemized "travel" cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "equipment” cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task
Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)

Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total $ Type of Equipment Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Travel to and from meetings 30 $ 2,500 1. $
2. $ 2. $
3. $ 3. $
4. $ 4. $
5. $ 5. $
6. $ 6. $
7. $ 7. $
8. $ 8. $
9. $ 9. $

10. $ 10. $
11. $ 11. $
12. $ 12. $
13. $ 13. $
14. $ 14. $
15. $ 15. $
16. $ 16. $
17. $ 17. $
18. $ 18. $
19. $ 19. $
20. $ 20. $
Total 30 $ 2,500 Total: 0 $0 $
Total Travel Cost:| $ 2,500.00 Total Equipment Cost:| $

Iltemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9c) Iltemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives" cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task

Supplies/Materials (9c) Incentives (9d)

Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Meeting Expenses 30 100 $100 $ 3,000.00 1. $
2.|Print Material 300 20 $3 $ 900.00 2. $
3.|Office Supplies 3 4 $200 $ 600.00 3. $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ = 8. $
9. $ = 9. $

10. $ = 10. $
11. $ = 11. $
12. $ = 12. $
13. $ = 13. $
14. $ - 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ = 16. $
17. $ = 17. $
18. $ = 18. $
19. $ = 19. $
20. $ = 20. $
Total: 333 $303 $ 4,500.00 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ 4,500.00 Total Incentives Cost:| $
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Task "A" Other Costs:
Itemized Other Direct Costs (9e) Itemized Other Direct Costs (9f)
Please provide an itemized "other" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "other direct" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task
Other Direct Costs (9e) Other Direct Costs (9f)

Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Information Technology Support 0.19 3 $1,956 $ 371.64 1. $
2.|Telecommunications Support 0.19 3 $672 $ 127.68 2. $
3.|Payroll/Financial Systems Support 0.19 3 $1,944 $ 369.36 3. $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ = 8. $
9. $ = 9. $

10. $ = 10. $
11. $ = 11. $
12. $ = 12 $
13. $ = 13. $
14. $ = 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ = 16. $
17. $ = 17. $
18. $ = 18. $
19. $ = 19. $
20. $ = 20. $
Total: 1 $4,572 $ 868.68 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Other Direct Cost:| $ 868.68 Total Other Direct Cost:| $
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TASK "B" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):

HiAP Committees

Task Summary (5b):

HIAP committee will explore active transportation policies, opportunities and needs and advocate for opportunities that help close existing transportation gaps.

Tas

k Schedule (5c):

Start Date :|Nov.2019

End Date:|Dec. 2021

Activities and Deliverables:

Activities (6a):

Deliverables (6b):

1. Presentations on active transportation policies and opportunities. Monthly meetings, agendas and sign-in sheets.
2. HIAP committee will identify policy opportunities to engage in. S;Aplzrtmuﬁir:;s:rbsyeggsgsgzlg,at least 4 local active transportation policy
3 HIAP committee will work to align local agencies with local active transportation HIAP committee to engage at least 5 new agency representatives in
’ policy and advocacy efforts. active transportation efforts.
4 HiAP members will work to connect their clients, customers, and consumers with |Shared active transportation engagement opportunities with HiAP
’ local policy and advocacy efforts. member constituencies; list of presentations, and agendas.
5 HIAP committee will review, provide input and assist in policy language around HIAP committee to be part of policy language development that supports
’ active transportation. active transportation.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
Staff Costs:
) Staff Rate
Staff Title (7a): Total $
72 Hours (7b) | Per Hour (7c)
Party 1 - [Management Analyst Il 180 $75.42 $ 13,575.60
Party 2 - [Management Analyst Il 285 $70.85 $ 20,215.11
Party 3 - $ -
Party 4 - $ -
Party 5 - $ =
Party 6 - $ -
Subtotal Party Costs (6d):| $ 33,790.71
Indirect Costs (6e):| $ 6,927.10
Total Staff Costs (6f):| $ 40,717.81

Task Notes (8):

The Management Analysts Il and Il will coordinate the HIAP committees, prepare agendas, help with agency alignment, policy development and policy advocacy
around active transpiration. The Management Analyst Il will work to develop active transportation briefs and toolkits. He/She will prepare and conduct presentations
around active transportation opportunities, and needs, and will support the active transportation policy development.

Other Costs:

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

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost", Travel (9a):| $ 2,500.00
click below: Equipment (9b):| $ -

T . Supplies/Materials (9c): 3,875.00

[ Itemized “Other Costs” Section ] i (Sc)) %

Incentives (9d):| $ -

Other Direct Costs (9e):| $ 502.92
") $ -

Total Other Costs (99):| $ 6,877.92

TASK GRAND TOTAL (109):| $ 47,595.73
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Task "B" Other Costs:
Iltemized Travel Cost (9a) Itemized Equipment Cost (9b)
Please provide an itemized "travel" cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "equipment” cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task
Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)

Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total $ Type of Equipment Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Travel to and from meetings and trainings. 45 $ 2,500 1. $
2. $ 2. $
3. $ 3. $
4. $ 4. $
5. $ 5. $
6. $ 6. $
7. $ 7. $
8. $ 8. $
9. $ 9. $

10. $ 10. $
11. $ 11. $
12. $ 12. $
13. $ 13. $
14. $ 14. $
15. $ 15. $
16. $ 16. $
17. $ 17. $
18. $ 18. $
19. $ 19. $
20. $ 20. $
Total 45 $ 2,500 Total: 0 $0 $
Total Travel Cost: $ 2,500.00 Total Equipment Cost:| $

Iltemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9c) Itemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives" cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task

Supplies/Materials (9c) Incentives (9d)

Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Meeting Expenses 17 50 $150 $ 2,550.00 1. $
2.|Print Materials 150 5 $8 $ 1,125.00 2. $
3.|Office Supplies 1 10 $200 $ 200.00 3. $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ = 8. $
9. $ = 9. $

10. $ = 10. $
11. $ = 11. $
12. $ = 12. $
13. $ = 13. $
14. $ - 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ = 16. $
17. $ = 17. $
18. $ = 18. $
19. $ = 19. $
20. $ = 20. $
Total: 168 $358 $ 3,875.00 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ 3,875.00 Total Incentives Cost:| $
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Task "B" Other Costs:
Itemized Other Direct Costs (9e) Itemized Other Direct Costs (9f)
Please provide an itemized "other" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "other direct" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task
Other Direct Costs (9e) Other Direct Costs (9f)

Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Information Technology Support 0.11 2 $1,956 $ 215.16 1. $
2.|Telecommunications Support 0.11 2 $672 $ 73.92 2. $
3.|Payroll/Financial Systems Support 0.11 2 $1,944 $ 213.84 3. $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ = 8. $
9. $ = 9. $

10. $ = 10. $
11. $ = 11. $
12. $ = 12 $
13. $ = 13. $
14. $ = 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ = 16. $
17. $ = 17. $
18. $ = 18. $
19. $ = 19. $
20. $ = 20. $
Total: 0 $4,572 $ 502.92 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Other Direct Cost:| $ 502.92 Total Other Direct Cost:| $

ATP V.6 (05/04/2015)






TASK "C" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):

Management and Evaluation

Task Summary (5b):

Coordination of all grant efforts, ensuring that deliverables are met, reporting on timelines and conducting and reporting evaluation results.

Task Schedule (5c¢):

Start Date :[Nov. 2019

End Date:|Dec. 2021

Activities and Deliverables:

Activities (6a):

Deliverables (6b):

1. Oversee all coordination of grant program. Monthly meetings of all partners.
2. Develop ATP timelines and get agreements on each. Final timelines set.
3. Review and refine pre and post program evaluations. Final pre and post evaluations approved by partners.

4. Coordinate with ATP partners to conduct evaluations during each event/program.

Conduct evaluations.

5. Conduct data analysis of quantitate and qualitative findings.

Share data findings with ATP partners, and other local stakeholders.

Conduct reports and briefs on increased walking and biking benefits and their
correlation to quality of life and health outcomes.

Develop and share report on walking and biking benefits and ATP
program impact with community stakeholders.

10.

Staff Costs:

Staff Title (7a): Hoi?{?b) oor ngﬁ - Total $
Party 1 - [Management Analyst I 150 $75.42 $ 11,313.00
Party 2 - [Management Analyst Il 250 $70.85 $ 17,713.50
Party 3 - [Chronic Disease Prevention Coordinator 200 $57.56 $ 11,512.20
Party 4 - $ -
Party 5 - $ -
Party 6 - $ -
Subtotal Party Costs (6d):| $ 40,538.70
Indirect Costs (6e):| $ 8,310.43
Total Staff Costs (6f):| $ 48,849.13

Task Notes (8):

Management Analyst Ill will oversee all coordination of the ATP Cycle Ill grant program. She will ensure deliverables are achieved and reporting timelines are met. She
will also coordinate the collaborative efforts amongst the parties involved, and will be point of contact for the grant. Management Analyst Il will help develop briefs and
reports on effectiveness of ATP program grant and the benefits of increased walking and biking. Together they will conduct evaluations and share findings with
community stakeholders and policymakers.

Other Costs:

entered in the itemized other costs section:

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

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost", Travel (9a):| $ -
click below: Equipment (9b):| $ =
i i : 2,950.00
[ Itemized “Cther Costs” Section ] Supplies/Materials (9c):| $
Incentives (9d):| $ -
Other Direct Costs (9¢e):| $ 914.40
w(of):] $ .
Total Other Costs (9g):| $ 3,864.40
TASK GRAND TOTAL (10g):| $ 52,713.53
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Task "C" Other Costs:
Itemized Travel Cost (9a) Iltemized Equipment Cost (9b)
Please provide an itemized "travel" cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "equipment" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task
Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)
Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total $ Type of Equipment Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1. $ 1. $
2. $ 2. $
3. $ 3. $
4. $ 4. $
5. $ 5. $
6. $ 6. $
7. $ 7. $
8. $ 8. $
9. $ 9. $
10. $ 10. $
11. $ 11. $
12. $ 12. $
13. $ 13. $
14. $ 14. $
15. $ 15. $
16. $ 16. $
17. $ 17. $
18. $ 18. $
19. $ 19. $
20. $ 20. $
Total 0 $ Total: 0 $0 $
Total Travel Cost:| $ = Total Equipment Cost:| $
Itemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9c) Itemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials” cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives" cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task
Supplies/Materials (9c) Incentives (9d)

Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Meeting Expenses 10 17 $45 $ 450.00 1. $
2.|Print Materials 300 2 $7 $ 2,100.00 2. $
3.|Office Supplies 1 2 $400 $ 400.00 3. $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ = 8. $
9. $ = 9. $

10. $ - 10. $
11. $ = 11. $
12. $ - 12. $
13. $ - 13. $
14. $ = 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ - 16. $
17. $ = 17. $
18. $ - 18. $
19. $ - 19. $
20. $ - 20. $
Total: 311 $452 $ 2,950.00 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ 2,950.00 Total Incentives Cost:| $

ATP V.6 (05/04/2015)






Task "C" Other Costs:
Itemized Other Direct Costs (9e) Itemized Other Direct Costs (9f)
Please provide an itemized "other" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "other direct" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task
Other Direct Costs (9e) Other Direct Costs (9f)

Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Information Technology Support 0.2 3 $1,956 $ 391.20 1. $
2.[Telecommunications Support 0.2 3 $672 $ 134.40 2. $
3.|Payroll/Financial Systems Support 0.2 3 $1,944 $ 388.80 3. $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ - 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ - 8. $
9. $ - 9. $

10. $ - 10. $
11. $ = 11. $
12 $ - 12. $
13. $ - 13. $
14. $ - 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ - 16. $
17. $ = 17. $
18. $ - 18. $
19. $ - 19. $
20. $ - 20. $
Total: 1 $4,572 $ 914.40 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Other Direct Cost:| $ 914.40 Total Other Direct Cost:| $

ATP V.6 (05/04/2015)





Exhibit 22-R ATP Non-Infrastructure Project Work Plan

Fill in the following items:

Date: (1)

6.9.16

Implementing Agency Name: (2)

Monterey County Health Department

Project Number: (3)

Project Location(s): (4a)

Salinas, Gonzales, Soledad, King City, Greenfield

(4b)

(40)

(4d)

Project Description: (5)

Ciclovia events will help promote a culture of health and physical activity, increase community engagement,
and build support for alternative transporation in the Salinas Valley. They will temporarily create safety zones
for pedestrians and cyclists so that they can enjoy active transporation without the fear of safety and/or
automobile collisions. They will also provide physical access to all residents wishing to participate in safe

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"

Ciclovia Events

Nov. 2019

Dec. 2021

67,966.00

Task "B"

Development of Ciclovia Toolkit

Nov. 2019

Dec. 2021

26,247.00

Task "C"

Task "D"

Task "E"

Task "F"

Task "G"

Task "H"

Task "I"

Task "J"

GRAND TOTAL

(-0 B2 K2 B2 B2l R B2l R B2l Rzl Rezd

94,213.00

ATP V.9 (04/20/2016)






TASK "A" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):|Ciclovia Events

Task Summary (5b):|Build support for active transportation through the promotion and implementation of Ciclovia events throughout the Salinas Valley.

Task Schedule (5¢): Start Date :|Nov. 2019 End Date:|Dec. 2021
Activities (6a): Deliverables (6b):
1 Develop leadership through tralnlng; and community conversations among youth Meeting sign-in sheets: lists of workshop topics and attendees.
and adults around active transportation.
) Partner with school career counselors, enLACE and HiAP committees to  |Recruitment of at least 30 youth and 15 adults to help implement
' conduct outreach and recruit student and adult participants. Ciclovia events.
3. Work with all of the cities to secure approval of all permits necessary. Approved permits and community support for events.
4 Regularly convene Ciclovia planning committees: activities, logistics, Meeting sign-in sheets; agendas; lists of committee; tasks/
) volunteer and publicity. assignments.
5. Convene stakeholder comrmttee .Of agency representatives to support List of stakeholder committee, meeting sign-ins and agendas.
youth and adults spearheading Ciclovia efforts.
6. Recrmtlorgamzatlons,lbusmes_sgs_ and community members to provide free List of entities providing recreation and educational activities.
recreation and educational activities.
. Publicize event using multiple platforms; television, radio, print, social Press releases, news articles and clips, weekly posts on social
' media, etc. media; radio psa's and interviews.
8. Table at community forums, conduct presentations to recruit volunteers for Volunteer database consisting of ~ 150 volunteers.
the event.
9. Execution of Ciclovia events. Attendee count; Media coverage; Surveys.
10.
Staff Costs (7):
. A Staff Rate
Staff Title & Agency Affiliation (7a): Total
gency (7a) Hours (7b) | Per Hour (7c) $
Party 1 - [Ciclovia Coordinator 882 $18.00 $ 15,876.00
Party 2 - |Volunteer Coordinator 500 $15.00 $ 7,500.00
Party 3 - $ -
Party 4 - $ -
Party 5 - $ -
Party 6 - $ -
Subtotal Party Costs (7d):| $ 23,376.00
Indirect Costs (7e):
Total Staff Costs (7f):| $ 23,376.00

Task Notes (8):

To promote a culture of health and physical activity, increase community engagement, and build support for alternative transportation choices in the Salinas Valley through
Ciclovia events that temporally close down streets to vehicle traffic and make them available to a broad range of educational and recreational activities while providing
access and active transportation opportunities for residents residing within the five disadvantaged communities.

Other Costs (9):

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

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost", Travel (9a):| $ =
click below: Equipment (9b):| $ 14,490.00
Supplies/Materials (9c): 2,300.00
[ Itemized “Cther Costs” Section ] Pp ()}

Incentives (9d):| $ 14,800.00

Other Direct Costs (9e):| $ 13,000.00

O] $ -

Total Other Costs (99):| $ 44,590.00
TASK GRAND TOTAL (10):| $ 67,966.00

ATP V.9 (04/20/2016)





Task "A" Other Costs:

Itemized Travel Cost (9a)

Iltemized Equipment Cost (9b)

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

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

Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)
Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total $ Type of Equipment Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1. 1.|Barricades 490 44 $11 $ 5,390.00
_2. 2.|Bikes for Disadvantaged Population Use 43.75 44 $80 $ 3,500.00
3. $ - 3.[Helmets for Children 200 300 $10 $ 2,000.00
4. $ - 4.|Portable Toilets 18 10 $200 $ 3,600.00
5. $ - 5. $ =
6. $ - 6. $ =
7. $ - 7. $ =
8. $ - 8. $ =
9. $ - 9. $ =
10. $ - 10. $ =
11. $ - 11. $ =
12. $ - 12 $ =
13. $ - 13. $ =
14. $ - 14. $ =
15. $ - 15. $ =
16. $ - 16. $ =
17. $ - 17. $ =
18. $ - 18. $ =
19. $ - 19. $ =
20. $ - 20. $ =
Total 0 $ - Total: 752 $301 $ 14,490.00
Total Travel Cost:| $ = Total Equipment Cost:| $ 14,490.00
Iltemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9c) Itemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives" cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task
Supplies/Materials (9c) Incentives (9d)
Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Vests for Volunteers 150 150 $2 $ 300.00 1.[Food for Volunteers 450 333 $10 $ 4,500.00
2.[Marketing Materials 1000 830 $2 $ 2,000.00 2.|Water for Volunteers 200 600 $5 $ 1,000.00
3. $ = 3.[Community activities 20 5 $40 $ 800.00
4. $ = 4.1Youth and Community Stipends 60 20 $50 $ 3,000.00
5. $ = 5.[Interns 11 3 $500 $ 5,500.00
6. $ = 6. $ =
7. $ = 7. $ =
8. $ = 8. $ =
9. $ = 9. $ =
10. $ - 10. $ =
11. $ = 11. $ =
12. $ - 12. $ =
13. $ - 13. $ =
14. $ = 14. $ =
15. $ = 15. $ =
16. $ - 16. $ =
17. $ = 17. $ =
18. $ - 18. $ =
19. $ - 19. $ =
20. $ - 20. $ =
Total: 1150 $4 $ 2,300.00 Total: 741 $605 $ 14,800.00
Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ 2,300.00 Total Incentives Cost:| $ 14,800.00

ATP V.9 (04/20/2016)






Task "A" Other Costs:
Itemized Other Direct Costs (9e) Itemized Other Direct Costs (9f)
Please provide an itemized "other" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "other direct" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task
Other Direct Costs (9e) Other Direct Costs (9f)

Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.[City Services for Street Closure 2 100 $6,500 $ 13,000.00 1. $
2. $ - 2. $
3. $ - 3. $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ - 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ - 8. $
9. $ - 9. $

10. $ - 10. $
11. $ = 11. $
12 $ - 12. $
13. $ - 13. $
14. $ - 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ - 16. $
17. $ = 17. $
18. $ - 18. $
19. $ - 19. $
20. $ - 20. $
Total: 2 $6,500 $ 13,000.00 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Other Direct Cost:| $ 13,000.00 Total Other Direct Cost:| $

ATP V.9 (04/20/2016)





TASK "B" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):|Development of Ciclovia Toolkit

Task Summary (5b):

Develop toolkit to replicate Ciclovia events throughout the Salinas Valley.

Task Schedule (5c): Start Date :|[Nov. 2019

End Date: |Dec. 2021

Activities and Deliverables:

Activities (6a):

Deliverables (6b):

1. Compile data, templates, other relevant documents. Data; templates and other relevant documents, resource list.
Hold focus group with community participants, Ciclovia youth and institutional . I . . . .
2. stakeholders to analyze positive effects and lessons learned, conduct SWOT Meet.mg .ag.e.nda and sign-in sheet; Ciclovia SWOT analysis report; list
X . ; . . toolkit priorities.
analysis to be used in the Ciclovia Toolkit.
3 Compile, select, and adapt materials for Salinas Valley Ciclovia. Templates, budget documents, resource list, case studies, and guidance
documents,.
4. Conduct pilot toolkit workshop. Workshop sign-in sheet, surveys/evaluations.
5. Input edits and finalize draft Ciclovia toolkit. Ciclovia toolkit (print land digital copies).
6. Collaborate with Ciclovia stakeholders and youth to plan and host Ciclovia Workshop fiyer: sign-in sheet; evaluations.
workshop.
7.
8.
9.
10.
Staff Costs (7):
. - Staff Rate
Staff Title & Agency Affiliation (7a): Total $
9 Y (73) Hours (7b) | Per Hour (7¢)
Party 1 - [Ciclovia Coordinator 441 $17.00 $ 7,497.00
Party 2 - |Volunteer Coordinator 250 $15.00 $ 3,750.00
Party 3 - $ -
Party 4 - $ =
Party 5 - $ -
Party 6 - $ -
Subtotal Party Costs (7d):| $ 11,247.00
Indirect Costs (7e):
Total Staff Costs (7):| $ 11,247.00

Task Notes (8):

Develop a toolkit to duplicate a Ciclovia events throughout the Salinas Valley region.

Other Costs (9):

entered in the itemized other costs section:

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

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost", Travel (9a):| $ 2,000.00
click below: Equipment (9b):| $ -
: ; Supplies/Materials (9c): .

[ Itemized “Cther Costs” Section ] upplies/Materials (9c):| $ 75000
Incentives (9d):| $ -

Other Direct Costs (9e):| $ 12,050.00

mof)] $ 200.00

Total Other Costs (99):| $ 15,000.00

TASK GRAND TOTAL (10):| $ 26,247.00

ATP V.9 (04/20/2016)






Task "B" Other Costs:
Itemized Travel Cost (9a) Iltemized Equipment Cost (9b)
Please provide an itemized "travel" cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "equipment" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task
Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)

Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total $ Type of Equipment Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Travel for students going to and from meetings 30 $ 2,000 1. $
2. $ - 2. $
3. $ - 3. $
4. $ - 4. $
5. $ - 5. $
6. $ - 6. $
7. $ - 7. $
8. $ - 8. $
9. $ - 9. $

10. $ - 10. $
11. $ - 11. $
12. $ - 12. $
13. $ - 13. $
14. $ - 14. $
15. $ - 15. $
16. $ - 16. $
17. $ - 17. $
18. $ - 18. $
19. $ - 19. $
20. $ - 20. $
Total 30 $ 2,000 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Travel Cost: $ 2,000.00 Total Equipment Cost:| $

Iltemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9c) Itemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives" cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task
Supplies/Materials (9c) Incentives (9d)

Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Printing and Production 30 30 $25 $ 750.00 1. $
2. $ = 2. $
3. $ = 3. $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ = 8. $
9. $ = 9. $

10. $ = 10. $
11. $ = 11. $
12. $ = 12 $
13. $ = 13. $
14. $ = 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ = 16. $
17. $ = 17. $
18. $ = 18. $
19. $ = 19. $
20. $ = 20. $
Total: 30 $25 $ 750.00 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ 750.00 Total Incentives Cost:| $

ATP V.9 (04/20/2016)






Task "B" Other Costs:
Itemized Other Direct Costs (9e) Itemized Other Direct Costs (9f)
Please provide an itemized "other" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "other direct" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task
Other Direct Costs (9e) Other Direct Costs (9f)
Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $

1.[Case Study Researchers 2 2 $2,500 $ 5,000.00 1.[Community activities 5 5 $40 $ 200.00
2.[SWOT Analysis 1 1 $7,050 $ 7,050.00 2. $ =
3. $ - 3. $ =
4. $ = 4. $ =
5. $ = 5. $ =
6. $ - 6. $ =
7. $ = 7. $ =
8. $ - 8. $ =
9. $ - 9. $ =
10. $ - 10. $ =
11. $ = 11. $ =
12 $ - 12. $ =
13. $ - 13. $ =
14. $ = 14. $ =
15. $ = 15. $ =
16. $ - 16. $ =
17. $ = 17. $ =
18. $ - 18. $ =
19. $ - 19. $ =
20. $ - 20. $ =

Total: 3 $9,550 $ 12,050.00 Total: 5 $40 $ 200.00

Total Other Direct Cost:| $ 12,050.00 Total Other Direct Cost:| $ 200.00

ATP V.9 (04/20/2016)
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Committed to Excellence

Date May 23, 2016

CALTRANS

Division of Local Assistance MS 1

Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Spec. Prog.
1120 N. Street

Sacramento, CA. 95814

Re: ATP Project Proposal Cycle III, Salinas Valley
To Whom It May Concern:

The Gonzales Unified School District is committed to partnering with the Monterey County Health Department and all its
partners to work collaboratively in implementing the activities outlined in the Via Salinas Valley: Pathways to Health
through Active Transportation project proposal. Via Salinas Valley will increase bicycling and walking as a means of
transportation for our community by increasing safety and travel options for people who aren’t traveling by vehicle, enhance
public health with a special emphasis on reducing childhood obesity, and ensure that our community fully benefits from the
program and infrastructure upgrades made possible by ATP Cycle I currently underway. Our department is in full support of
increasing the use of safe and active transportation as a means of increasing public health benefits while supporting a
reduction of vehicle emissions in our city and surrounding communities in the Salinas Valley.

This partnership will include Safe Route to School activities, including education, encouragement and enforcement,
community engagement, and Ciclovia an Open Streets event. These activities aim to meet the active transportation goals of
the ATP program. To best support these efforts, the District is committed to work with the Via Salinas Valley partners in
implementing the activities stated above in an effort to increase walking and biking. We value the opportunity to continue to
work in partnership to improve the safety of all residents in the Salinas Valley and vow to provide any other type of
encouragement and support that we can offer the Monterey County Health Department and Via Salinas Valley Partners.

We are committed to working together to increase healthy alternatives in building a safe and green community.

Sincerely,

y
“Elizabeth A. Modena
Superintendent

600 Elko Street Gonzales, California 93926 Superintendent Fax (831) 675-2763
P.O. Box G (831) 675-0100 Business Fax (831) 675-1172






Gil, Carmen x8997

From: Active Transportation Program <inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org>
Sent: Tuesday, June 14, 2016 1:16 PM

To: Gil, Carmen x8997

Subject: Re: Active Transportation Program Grant - Cycle 3 - Request

Hello Carmen,

Thank you for your inquiry. We are looking into your request and our deadline to get back to you is June 20th. | understand applications are
due tomorrow so | will try my best to have a response to you in time.

Thank you,

Dominique

On Mon, Jun 13, 2016 at 3:21 PM, Gil, Carmen x8997 <GilC@co.monterey.ca.us> wrote:

Dear Conservation Corps:

The Monterey County Health Department is applying for the Active Transportation Grant (ATP) Cycle
3. Our project, Via Salinas Valley: An Active Transportation Education Program would bring much
needed bike/ped programming to five low-income Salinas VValley communities. It would provide each of these
communities with robust bicycle and pedestrian education programming.

The proposed programming will complement infrastructure work currently funded through ATP Cycle 1. It
includes: Safe Routes to School programs that will help educate, encourage and enforce bicycle and pedestrian
safety laws and will contribute to an increase in bicycling and walking around school sites and other desired
community destinations. An Open Streets event (Ciclovia) that would provide learning and engagement
opportunities for local communities looking to create their own Open Streets events and advance active
transportation networks, policies, and opportunities in their communities. As well as numerous other
community engagement opportunities that will ensure that residents of these disadvantaged communities
understand the importance of active transportation and its benefits.

I have included maps to help you get a picture of where the programming will take place as well as the budget
and schedule.

I await your response as to what type of support, if any, you are able to provide.

Thank you,

Carmen Gil

Carmen Gil, MPA





Health in All Policies Manager, MA 111
Planning, Evaluation, and Policy Unit
Monterey County Public Health Department

(831) 755-8997

Our MCHD Values
Health Equity, Integrity, Innovation, Respect, Excellence

Confidentiality Notice: This email message, including any attachments, is for the sole use of the intended
recipient(s) and may contain confidential and privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure
or distribution of this message is prohibited and may be against the law. If you are not the intended recipient,
please contact the sender by replying to the original email and destroy all copies (electronic and print) of the
original message.

Dominique Lofton | Program Assistant
Environmental & Energy Consulting

1121 L Street, Suite 400

Sacramento, CA 95814

916.426.9170 | inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org

=







Gil, Carmen x8997

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

Sent: Tuesday, June 14, 2016 8:19 AM

To: Gil, Carmen x8997

Subject: FW: ATP Grant - Cycle 3 - Via Salinas Valley: An Active Transportation Education
Program

Hello Carmen,

The CCC is not able to assist with this project. Please include a copy of this email with your application.
Thank you,

Melanie Wallace

Chief Deputy Analyst
California Conservation Corps
1719 24" Street

Sacramento, CA 95816

D (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:

SaveQurWater.com - Drought.CA.gov

From: Gil, Carmen x8997 [mailto:GilC@co.monterey.ca.us]

Sent: Monday, June 13, 2016 3:22 PM

To: ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>; 'inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org’
<inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org>

Subject: Active Transportation Program Grant - Cycle 3 - Request

Dear Conservation Corps:

The Monterey County Health Department is applying for the Active Transportation Grant (ATP) Cycle 3.
Our project, Via Salinas Valley: An Active Transportation Education Program would bring much needed
bike/ped programming to five low-income Salinas Valley communities. It would provide each of these
communities with robust bicycle and pedestrian education programming.

The proposed programming will complement infrastructure work currently funded through ATP Cycle 1. It
includes: Safe Routes to School programs that will help educate, encourage and enforce bicycle and pedestrian
safety laws and will contribute to an increase in bicycling and walking around school sites and other desired

1





community destinations. An Open Streets event (Ciclovia) that would provide learning and engagement
opportunities for local communities looking to create their own Open Streets events and advance active
transportation networks, policies, and opportunities in their communities. As well as numerous other
community engagement opportunities that will ensure that residents of these disadvantaged communities
understand the importance of active transportation and its benefits.

I have included maps to help you get a picture of where the programming will take place as well as the budget
and schedule.

I await your response as to what type of support, if any, you are able to provide.
Thank you,

Carmen Gil

Carmen Gil, MPA

Health in All Policies Manager, MA 111
Planning, Evaluation, and Policy Unit
Monterey County Public Health Department
(831) 755-8997

Our MCHD Values
Health Equity, Integrity, Innovation, Respect, Excellence

Confidentiality Notice: This email message, including any attachments, is for the sole use of the intended
recipient(s) and may contain confidential and privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure
or distribution of this message is prohibited and may be against the law. If you are not the intended recipient,
please contact the sender by replying to the original email and destroy all copies (electronic and print) of the
original message.






Via Salinas Valley: An Active Transportation Education Program - Cycle 3
Proposed Program Budget

FY 19 /20 FY 20/21 Total
Safe Routes to Schools: 349,673.94 349,673.94 699,347.88
Community Engagement, Mangement and Evaluation: 85,297.32 85,297.32 170,594.63
Ciclovia (Open Streets Events): 47,106.00 47,107.00 94,213.00
TOTAL PROJECT COSTS S 482,077.26 | S 482,078.26 964,155.51
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Walkability Checklist

When walking in your neighborhood:

1. Did you have room to walk during the whole trip?

v/ {Mark ail that apply if answer is “No”)
Yes © No, a sidewalk or path was missing.
o No, a sidewalk or path was blocked.
o No, a sidewalk or path was broken or
| cracked.
o No, something else:

Place of problems:

2. Was it easy to cross streets?

{Mark all that apply if answer is “Na”}

No, cars were going too fast.

o No, | needed traffic lights.

o No, | could not see cars coming because
they were blocked by parked cars or trees.

o No, the traffic lights did not give enough
time to cross, or made me wait too long.

o No, something else:

Yes

O

Place of problems:
/10 002 SIS - T am
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3. Did drivers behave well?

(Mark all that apply if answer is “No”)
No, drivers backed out of driveways without
looking.

o No, cars went too fast.

o No, drivers did not wait for me to cross
safely.

o No, something else:

o Yes

Place of problems:

Cars _g08 %0 fzof

4. How was your walk?

{Mark all that apply if answer is “Bad”)
o Good o/;d, there were scary dogs.
o/a d, there was suspicious activity.
p/B:d, not enough lighting.
/B d, the cars went too fast.
Bad, there was too much trash.
o Bad, something else:

Place of problems:

5. Are there any barriers in your neighborhood that
prevent you from walking? Example: unpaved roads,
cracked or broken sidewalks, no lighting, or dogs.

Place of problems:
0 m (2?/0}
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6. Do you feel bike and pedestrian safety
education programs would be of help in your
community?
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Monterey County
Health Department

Walkability Checklist

When walking in your neighborhood:

1. Did you have room to walk during the whole trip?

(Mark all that apply if answer is “No”)
o Yes & No, a sidewalk or path was missing.
o No, a sidewalk or path was blocked.
o No, a sidewalk or path was broken or
cracked.
o No, something else:

Place of problems:

2. Was it easy to cross streets?

{Mark all that apply if answer is “No”)
o Yes o No, cars were going too fast.

o No, | needed traffic lights.

# No, | could not see cars coming because
they were blocked by parked cars or trees.

o Na, the traffic lights did not give enough
time to cross, or made me wait too long.

o Nao, something else:

Place of problems:

3. Did drivers behave well?

{Mark all that apply if answer is “No”)
oYes o No, drivers backed out of driveways without
looking.
o No, cars went too fast.
o No, drivers did not wait for me to cross
safely.
o No, something else:

Place of problems:

4. How was your walk?

'.;Good

(Mark all that apply if answer is "Bad”)
& Bad, there were scary dogs.
o Bad, there was suspicious activity.
Bad, not enough lighting.
Bad, the cars went too fast.
Bad, there was too much trash.
Bad, something else:

0O 0O 0 O

Place of problems:

5. Are there any barriers in your neighborhood that
prevent you from walking? Example: unpaved roads,
cracked or broken sidewalks, no lighting, or dogs.

_EI_a_cT of problems:
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6. Do you feel bike and pedestrian safety
education programs would be of help in your
community?
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Monterey County
Health Department

Walkability Checklist

When walking in your neighborhood:

1. Did you have room to walk during the whole trip?

o Yes

L
o
o

o

Place of problems:

{Mark oll that apply if answer is “No”)
No, a sidewalk or path was missing.
No, a sidewalk or path was blockad.
No, a sidewalk or path was broken or
cracked.

No, something else:

2. Was it easy to cross streets?

® Yes

<

Place of problems:

(Mork all that apply if answer is "No*)

No, cars were going too fast.

No, | needed traffic lights.

No, | could not see cars coming because
they were blocked by parked cars or trees.
No, the traffic lights did not give enough
time to cross, or made me wait too long.
No, something else:

3. Did drivers behave well?

# Yes

o

Place of problems:

(Mark all that apply if answer is “No”)

No, drivers backed out of driveways without
looking.

No, cars went too fast.

No, drivers did not wait for me to cross
safely.

No, something else:

4. How was your walk?

{Mark all that apply if answer is “Bad”)
o Good # Bad, there were scary dogs.
# Bad, there was suspicious activity.
& Bad, not enough lighting.
o Bad, the cars went too fast.
@ Bad, there was too much trash.
o Bad, something else:

Place of problems:

5. Are there any barriers in your neighborhood that
prevent you from walking? Example: unpaved roads,
cracked or broken sidewalks, no lighting, or dogs.

P
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6. Do you feel bike and pedestrian safety
education programs would be of help in your

community? i






Monterey County
Health Department

Walkability Checklist

When walking in your neighborhood:

1. Did you have room to walk during the whole trip? 4. How was your walk?

(Mark all that apply if answer is “No”) {Mark all that apply if answer is “Bad”)
o Yes @ No, a sidewalk or path was missing. o Good &» Bad, there were scary dogs.
o No, a sidewalk or path was blocked. o Bad, there was suspicious activity.
o No, a sidewalk or path was broken or o Bad, not enough lighting.
cracked. o Bad, the cars went too fast.
o No, something else: o Bad, there was too much trash.

o Bad, something else:

Place of problems:

Place of problems:

2. Was it easy to cross streets? 5. Are there any barriers in your neighborhood that
{Mark oll thot apply If answer is “No”) prevent you from walking? Example: unpaved roads,
o Yes o No,carswere going too fast. cracked or broken sidewalks, no lighting, or dogs.
o No, | needed traffic lights.

Place of problems:

o No, | could not see cars coming because wlp& FDC?OLS

they were blocked by parked cars or trees.
o No, the traffic lights did not give enough

time to cross, or made me wait too long.
o Na, something else:

Place of problemsﬂg ( :‘_‘zégp 6. Do you feel bike and pedestrian safety
education programs would be of help in your

21003 .
TR community?

So

3. Did drivers behave well?

{Mark all that apply if answer is “No”)
®WYes o No,drivers backed out of driveways without
looking.
o No, cars went too fast.
o No, drivers did not wait for me to cross
safely.
o No, something else;

Place of problems:
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Health Department \\q\\w
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Walkability Checklist

When walking in your neighborhood:

1. Did you have room to walk during the whole trip?

Mk all that apply if answer is “No”}

bv/es 0, a sidewalk or path was missing.
o No, a sidewalk or path was blocked.
o No, a sidewalk or path was broken or

cracked.
o No, something else:

Place of problems:

2. Was it easy to cross streets?

mk all that apply if answer is “‘No”)
s 0, cars were going too fast.
o No, | needed traffic lights.
o No, | could not see cars coming because
: they were blocked by parked cars or trees.
o No, the traffic lights did not give enough
time to cross, or made me wait too long.
o No, something else;

Place of problems:

3. Did drivers behave well?

{Mark all that apply if answer is “No”)

oYes o No,drivers backed out of driveways without
oking.
, cars went too fast.

No, drivers did not wait for me to cross
safely.
o No, something else:

Place of problems:

4. How was your walk?
Wat apply if answer is “Bad”)
d/yhere were scary dogs.
O/By,«t—h'efe was suspicious activity.
ad, ngt-enough lighting.
g WEM too fast.
ad, there was too much trash.

Bad, something else:

o Good

o

Place of problems:

5. Are there any barriers in your neighborhood that

prevent you from walking? Example: unpaved roads,
cracked or broken sidewalks, no lighting, or dogs.

Place of’ Apyge-;—sg 7%/ '

6. Do you feel bike and pedestrian safety
education programs would be of help in your
community? }
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Findings
Articulated through the community assessment process, the community priorities
expressed by nearly 7,400 Monterey County residents were: . .
Vision

People are economically self-sufficient, with opportunities for more prosperity

Community Priorities

« Quality housing is affordable, accessible and available throughout the
county

e Quality childcare is affordable, accessible and available throughout
the county

e Local industry is more diversified and offers high demand, high wage
jobs

Search

« Well paying jobs that employ local residents are available throughout
the county

» Local workers increase their knowledge and skills to improve their
employability

People’s educational achievement supports career aspirations and lifelong
learning

» High quality education is accessible throughout the county

« High quality and affordable education for early childhood, college and
career training is accessible throughout the county

e Children and youth are supported to achieve grade-level proficiency
in each grade

e Children and youth are physically, emotionally, socially and
academically prepared to learn

« Parents, caregivers and youth have the support, skills, and knowledge
to navigate education systems

« Parents and caregivers have support to develop parenting skills

« People have support to pursue their own and their children'’s
education goals

People are mentally and physically healthy
« Affordable health and mental health services are accessible

throughout the county
« Health and mental health services can be accessed quickly and

conveniently

http://www.impactmontereycounty.org/community-priorities 6/14/2016
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5/1/2015 Walking and Biking to School, Physical Activity and Health Outcomes - Robert Wood Johnson Foundation

Walking and Biking to School, Physical
Activity and Health Outcomes

May-09 Publisher: Active Living Research, San Diego State University
Author(s): McMillan TE

Over the past few decades, a number of social and environmental changes have limited children’s access to safe places where they
can walk, bike and play. As a result, children and adolescents are less physically active than they were a generation ago. For
example, traffic dangers, neighborhoods that lack sidewalks and urban sprawl have contributed to a sharp decline in the number of
students ages 5 to 18 who walk or bike to school, from 42 percent in 1969 to only 13 percent in 2001.

This decrease in active transport to school coincided with an alarming increase in childhood obesity. During the past four decades
the obesity rate for children ages 6 to 11 has more than quadrupled (from 4.2 to 17 percent), and the obesity rate for adolescents
ages 12 to 19 has more than tripled (from 4.6 to 17.6 percent). Policies and practices that address environmental barriers to daily
physical activity are critical to preventing obesity among children of all ages, and supporting active transport to school presents an
excellent opportunity to increase daily physical activity among youth.

Safe Routes to School (SRTS) is a federal program that creates safe, convenient and fun opportunities for children to bicycle and
walk to and from their schools, and aims to help children be more physically active. SRTS focuses on increasing the number of
children walking and bicycling to school and improving pedestrian and bicycle travel by building infrastructure such as sidewalks,
crosswalks and bicycle lanes. The program also encourages changes in travel behavior, supports increased enforcement of traffic
laws around schools and educates communities on the benefits and safety aspects of active transport. This brief summarizes
research on active transport to school, physical activity levels and health outcomes. It also explores the factors that influence
walking and biking to school, including the impact of SRTS programs.

Our mission: to improve the health and health care of all Americans.

© 2001-2015 Robert Wood Johnson Foundation. All Rights Reserved.

http://www .rwjf.org/en/library/research/2009/05/walking-and-biking-to-school---physical-activity-and-health-outc.html 7
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Via Salinas Valley: Pathways to Health through Active Transportation

Non-Infrastructure SR2S Program

The Monterey County Health Department’s proposed non-infrastructure project works to
encourage bicycling and walking among disadvantaged community residents with a special
emphasis on children for traveling safely to and from school in the Salinas Valley.

This project would bring a pedestrian and bicycle safety education program, targeted to students
in grades K-8 and their parents, to promote walking and biking to schools in four very low-
income primarily Latino/Hispanic cities in Monterey County. The comprehensive SR2S program
uses media, and parent, student, and community education to alter social norms and influence
driver, pedestrian and bicyclists’ attitudes and encourage biking and walking to school. To this
extent, we have partnered with the cities of Greenfield, Gonzales, King City, Soledad and
Salinas, who will implement infrastructure projects which will then be combined with SR2S
programs to provide additional education to compliment improvements. We will also partner
with the staff and principals of the Salinas City Elementary School District, Salinas Union High
School District, Soledad Unified School District, Gonzales Unified School District, and
Greenfield Union School District. This grant would serve eight schools and over 6,000 students.
Through age-appropriate, educational presentations, and enforcement of speed limits and
crosswalk laws around schools, the program aims to improve the knowledge and behavior of
drivers, pedestrians, and cyclists as well as the culture of the schools to ensure safe routes to
school that reduce traffic-related injuries and deaths. Based on the highly successful Street
Smarts program developed by the City of San Jose, and our partner agency, Ecology Action, the
Monterey County Health Department will adapt the proven techniques and campaign materials,
tools, and PSAs to create a comprehensive approach to address the pedestrian and bike safety
needs for grades K-8 in Greenfield, Gonzales, King City, Soledad, and Salinas. The project will
have a dedicated Monterey County Health Department staff member who will organize,
implement, and coordinate the program with the cities, schools, and school districts, businesses,
partner agency instructors and enforcement. In collaboration with the Monterey County Traffic
Safety Collaborative and partnering school districts, the program will give traffic safety
education presentations on walking, biking, helmet safety, correctly using cross walks, obeying
speed limits, and other related topics, to increase awareness of students and adults, develop safe
routes to schools, reduce injuries, and promote biking and walking to school in the Salinas
Valley. The project will also work with each City Public Works and Engineering as well as with
the Transportation Agency for Monterey County (TAMC) on the development of customized
transportation plans for each city.

The grant uses the effective and comprehensive Safe Routes to School 4Es models (Education,
Encouragement, Enforcement, and Engineering). The Monterey County Health Department has
experience successfully implementing this model in other regions of the County.
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Education for students will take place through classroom teaching, parent handouts, school
assemblies, bike and pedestrian “hands-on” rodeos. A media campaign using newspaper ads,
radio PSAs, banners, and signs will be conducted over the grant’s two-year period.

Youth Pedestrian Safety Training

Grade-level pedestrian safety assembly-style or classroom presentations, followed by hands-on
pedestrian safety training course on school blacktop or as a walk around the block (WAB) (note:
permission slips required for WAB). Presentation and training can be scheduled back-to-back or
up to a week apart. Serving 2" or 3 grade classes for elementary schools.

In Walk Safe! Students learn to be safe walkers through a two-part school-based education
program led by a trained Walk Smart! educator. Students receive an age-appropriate and
interactive assembly or classroom presentation aligned with state learning standards.

Walk Smart! Presentation:
Learning objectives:

. Personal and environmental benefits of active transportation

. How to cross the street safely —stop, look and listen

0 Safe walkers stop, look, and listen for cars before crossing the street

0 Always stop at the curb then look left, right, left again (over your shoulder and in front,
too) in all directions before crossing the street

0 Make eye contact with drivers

. Walk on the sidewalk and cross at the corner, not the middle of the street

. If your view is blocked, walk to the edge of the visual screen and then stop and look left-
right-left again before crossing

. Traffic laws and the meaning of the different signs and signals

. Obey traffic signals and keep looking left-right-left while crossing

Walk Smart! Outdoor Street Crossing Simulation or Walk Around the Block*

* Schools have parents sign an off-campus walking permission slip at the start of the year so that
teachers have that privilege the whole year. Other schools do send home our permission slips
prior to training.

During the Outdoor Street Crossing Simulation students review how to safely cross a street and
each student practices crossing the simulated street safely, modeling the steps to safely crossing
the street as outlined in the presentation learning objectives.
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Learning Objectives:

. Students demonstrate safe street crossing behavior

. Understand the different between safe and unsafe ways to cross the street

. Effectively demonstrate stop, look, and listen prior to crossing street

. Effectively demonstrate look left, right, left again (over your shoulder and in front, too)

in all directions before crossing the street

Bike Smart Youth Bike Safety Trainings:

Partner agencies will conduct bike safety presentations and on-bike rodeos, geared toward 5"
graders. For the bicycle safety presentations, a League of American Bicyclists Certified
Instructor will work with each group of students for an hour to discuss safety tips and techniques
using a variety of mediums - PowerPoint, Live Demonstrations, Animations, Custom Created
Videos, Discussion, etc. Topics covered will include the benefits of bicycling, rules of the road,
the importance of helmet use and fit, how to conduct a quick bicycle maintenance check,
choosing safe routes, being visible, being alert, and other safety practices.

Following the in-class presentation, a League Certified Instructor will return to the class to
conduct a bicycle safety obstacle course (aka rodeo). During the rodeo event, students will get
the chance to practice the important safety skills they just acquired during the presentation by
riding a bicycle through a carefully constructed course. The Rodeo Conductor will bring a fleet
of bicycles and helmets that can be used by students who are not able to bring their own bicycles,
ensuring that everyone can participate. The Rodeo Conductor will be assisted by at least two
other trained adult cyclists to ensure that each student is able to receive personal feedback and
support from multiple teachers. Before the course begins, students will be given a personal
tutorial on how to fit their bicycle helmet.

Students will be quizzed on their knowledge of bicycle safety before and after the completion of
the Bike Smart program, to ensure the effectiveness of the program. Students and teachers will
also be given bicycle safety materials that they can continue to reference once the Bike Smart
training is complete.

Encouragement will occur through a variety of interactive activities such as bike rodeos,
contests, prizes and incentive items. Schools will be asked to participate in Walk to School Day
to raise awareness and add more encouragement. Bike and safety helmets will be given out
throughout the campaign. Incentives will be given to reinforce classroom activities and
participation in walking or biking events.

Enforcement will occur with Monterey County working with the local police departments to
enforce traffic laws around schools including school speed zone laws, parking violations during
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drop-offs and pick-ups, drivers failing to yield to pedestrians in crosswalks, and enforcing
helmet safety laws when biking to school.

Engineering will take place in collaboration with partner city Public Works Departments.
Each city will identify and list additional engineering projects that still need to be completed
near schools and will address these as funding permits.

As part of our efforts we will partner with organizations who provide and have a long history
in conducting the following workshops:

Elementary School Programs, Student Workshops

A multifaceted approach will be used to accomplish the goals of educating youth about
pedestrian, and bicycle safety. Student Workshops will be conducted for each grade level. The
workshops will include education on:

. Bicycle safety

. Pedestrian safety

. Skills necessary to make smart choices in traffic

. Recognition and avoidance of common traffic collisions

. Safe behaviors in and around vehicles including cars, buses, trains and trucks.
. Understanding of driver, pedestrian and other street user behaviors

Students will be involved with the educational process by participating in demonstrations that
include their own perceptions and reactions to hazards created by vehicles. Visuals will include
traffic safety signs and signals, bicycles, helmets, props depicting traffic situations featuring
cars, buses, trucks, intersections, residential areas and business districts. The lesson plans are
designed to accommodate the abilities; cognitive learning skills of each age group and to be
relevant to the diverse communities in Salinas Valley.

School Traffic Safety Rodeos

The traffic safety rodeo course is an interactive exercise that allows students to learn about
safety by walking and bicycling through a miniature city. The traffic safety obstacle course
consists of streets, sidewalks, intersections, crosswalks, traffic signals, traffic signs, residential
areas, business districts, cars, trucks, buses and a railroad track with signals, crossing gate
and train.

The traffic obstacle course is designed to simulate the diverse traffic environments in Salinas
Valley partner communities; to create “problem solving” experiences for each grade level.
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Under the supervision of trained staff, students will walk and/or ride a bicycle through the traffic
obstacle course while trying to avoid over twenty (20) traffic hazards. Staff will evaluate the
students’ performance and discusses the results with the students.

Middle School Programs, Student Workshops
Classes are conducted on traffic safety as it relates to middle school student when they walk, ride
a bicycle and/or travel as vehicle occupants. The classes consist of comprehensive lessons on:

. Recognition and avoidance of common traffic collisions

. Understanding of driver and pedestrian/bicyclists behaviors

. Understanding of traffic volume, traffic flow and traffic operations

. Explanation of California Vehicle Codes

. Safe behaviors in and around vehicles including cars, buses, trains and trucks.
. Physical, social and economic consequences of traffic collisions

Collision Assessment Events

School-based events are conducted that simulate traffic collisions for the purpose of educating
students on the causes of traffic collisions. The events are interactive exercises allowing students
to examine the cause of collisions, therefore understanding how they are preventable. The crash
sites are replicated in a miniature city. The miniature city features eight (8) collision sites where
the victims are outlined in chalk to represent the location of the crashes in relationship to the
vehicles and the surrounding environment. Cars are placed in the position of impact and skid
marks are included to add realism to the crash site. Witnesses (student actors) are available on
the scene to discuss what they saw.

Teens are organized in groups and given collision reports to complete for each crash site. The
basic information on each collision includes the age of the victim, the day of the week, and the
time of day. The teens must review the information, review the crash site, interview the
witnesses and complete the report with details on how the crash happened and why.

After the reports are completed for each crash site, the teens are led in a discussion by staff to
determine if their conclusions were correct and how the collisions could have been avoided. In
addition, solutions are discussed on what countermeasures can be taken by law enforcement,
schools, and the community and city governments to prevent traffic-related deaths and injuries.

Parent Workshops

Parents will be involved with the educational process by participating in demonstrations that
include their own perceptions and reactions to hazards created by vehicles. Visuals will include
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traffic safety signs and signals, bicycles, helmets, props depicting traffic situations featuring cars,
buses, trucks, intersections, residential areas and business districts. The lesson plans are designed
to provide parents with correct information about traffic safety for their families including
practical skills such as properly fitting a bicycle helmet. Topics covered in the workshops are:

. Bicycle safety

. Pedestrian safety

. Skills necessary to make smart choices in traffic

. Recognition and avoidance of common traffic collisions

. Safe behaviors in and around vehicles including cars, buses, trains and trucks.
. Understanding of driver, pedestrian and other street user behaviors

. Building a crossing guard program

Community Rodeos

Community Rodeos will serve as “family outreach events” and would be conducted on Saturdays
in order for parents to attend with their children. The event will include the pedestrian and
bicycle safety rodeo course that allows students to learn about safety by walking and bicycling
through a miniature city.

The miniature city consists of streets, sidewalks, crosswalks, traffic signals, traffic signs,
residential areas, business districts, cars, trucks, buses, and a railroad track with signals, crossing
gate, and train. The miniature city is designed to simulate the diverse traffic environments and to
create “problem solving” experiences for each grade level. Under the supervision of staff,
students and parents will walk and/or ride a bicycle through the miniature city while trying to
avoid over twenty (20) traffic hazards.

City officials, school staff, local businesses and law enforcement would participate to promote
the partnership of the community in Community Rodeos with personnel, exhibit booths and
donation of prizes/refreshments.

Via Salinas Valley: Pathways to Health through Active Transportation Cycle 2 grant would bring
needed pedestrian and bike safety education and neighborhood safety support to eight low-
income schools in the Salinas Valley. Walkability assessments will determine the barriers to
students walking or biking to school. Assessments will be conducted during Walk a Child to
School Day to address concerns such as fear of safety, infrastructure problems, unsafe traffic
areas and other issues identified. This will be conducted in collaboration with each school
principal, parents, and students will be encouraged to do a walkability assessment around their
school and to take pictures of the problems they see. To encourage participation by parents and
students, safety
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items such as bike reflectors or reflective zipper pulls will be awarded to 12-24 people
through a drawing of all those who returned assessments. Walkability assessments are a
useful method of getting public input, opening communications, and identifying deterrents
to walking and biking to school.

The assessments will then be analyzed and a written report will be made for each of the
schools on the problems that parents and students identified. The reports will be shared
with PTAs, principals, and the Safe Routes to School Committees which will be formed in
each city and coordinated by Monterey County Health department staff. If deemed
appropriate, reports may also be sent to Public Works and City Managers’ offices.

The Safe Routes to School Grant relies heavily on an educational component. The decline in
walking and bicycling of children has had an adverse effect on traffic congestion and air
quality around schools, as well as pedestrian and bicycle safety. In addition, a growing body
of evidence has shown that children who lead sedentary lifestyles are at risk for a variety of
health problems such as obesity, diabetes, and cardiovascular disease. Safety issues are a big
concern for parents, who consistently cite traffic danger as a reason why their children are
unable to bicycle or walk to school.

At its heart, the Federal Safe Routes to School (SRTS) program empowers communities to
make walking and bicycling to school a safe and routine activity once again. The Program
makes funding available for a wide variety of programs and projects, from building safer
street crossings to establishing programs that encourage children and their parents to walk
and bicycle safely to school.

The goal of the project is to build school interest and capacity to conduct year-round
interventions to improve safety for walking and bicycling in the neighborhoods surrounding
the school campuses. Safe Routes to Schools (SRTS) is a national and international
movement to create, safe, convenient, and fun opportunities for children to walk and bicycle
to and from schools. Central to SRTS programming is reducing injuries to young pedestrians
and bicyclists through education and outreach work in local schools and communities.

While many Safe Routes to School programs focus primarily on the dangers that traffic poses
to children, in low-income neighborhoods children may also be facing threats to their personal
safety when walking or bicycling through areas with drug or gang activity. In these areas,
safety must be a top priority for Safe Routes to School programs. The need to protect children
from unintentional firearm injuries has been incorporated into pedestrian safety programs for
children in Monterey County and in other parts of the U.S. For example, Parent Patrols
groups in Salinas encouraged neighbors who were not formal members of the Patrols, to come
out and water their lawns or work in their yards during periods when greater numbers of
school children were present. Similarly, adults in San Bernadino County are encouraged to
schedule walking club meetings when children are walking to and from school. Encouraging
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watchful neighbors and other adults to monitor their blocks, discourages criminal activity,
creating safer neighborhoods. This type of community engagement strengthens the fabric of
communities and drives out violent criminals. Chicago’s Safe Passage Program, which is
similar to Safe Routes to School, offers parent training in gang colors and symbols, to protect
children from becoming unwitting targets of drive-by shootings. As a result, Monterey County
Health Department staff will form school and district-wide parent and neighborhood driven
Safe Routes to School Committees that will discuss issues that affect safe walking to school
and in the neighborhood. These may include identifying infrastructure issues, need for traffic
enforcement, and identifying neighborhood crime problems and communicating their needs to
city officials, police departments and public works. Creating an open dialog between
community members, the PD, and city officials help empower the public and is a proven way
to identify and tackle creating safer routes to schools.

The Monterey County Health Department has an experienced history of working in programs
that focus on unintentional injury prevention programs for children ages 0 to 18 which are
listed below:

+Child Safety Seat Program: Provides information about local, state, and national child safety
resources on car seat safety. This program focuses on education and preventing child
passenger injuries for pregnant women and children ages 0 and up. Maintains an updated list
of ideal low- cost child safety seat programs and indicates agencies that provide free car seat
installation check-ups.

+Child Seat Violator Program: Violators of the California Car Seat Law are given the
opportunity to reduce their fine by attending a car seat class. Classes are conducted in English
and Spanish and are open to non-violators who want to learn about car seat safety. The
program

is aimed at preventing injuries to children ages 0 and up. It employs trained CPS technicians
to teach the classes and make sure all car seats are installed properly.

*Bicycle Violator Safety Program: Violators of the Bicycle Helmet Law, which covers
bicyclists 18 and under, are given the opportunity to have their fine waived by attending a
bicycle safety class. Class is also open to anyone interested in learning more about helmet and
bicycle safety.

« Kids Plate/Safe Routes to School: The Safe Routes to School (SRTS) program is funded
through a federal grant. Through the grant, the Monterey County Health Department works
with students grades K-6 and their parents to promote pedestrian and bike safety for walking
and biking to schools in Seaside and as part of the Strategic Direction as a funded CA4Health
Community Transformation Initiative county. The program uses media, and parent, student,
and community education to alter social norms and influence driver, pedestrian and bicyclist’s
attitudes and encourage biking and walking to school. Students K-6 receive hands-on,
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interactive education through classroom presentations, assemblies, and pedestrian and bike
rodeos. Through age appropriate, bilingual educational presentations, and enforcement of
speed limits and crosswalk laws around schools, the program aims to create safe routes to
school by reducing traffic-related injuries and deaths.

*Monterey County Traffic Safety Coalition: Sponsored by the Monterey County Health
Department, the Monterey County Traffic Safety Collaborative (MCTSC) is composed of
transportation engineers, law enforcement officers, public works officials, safety experts,
educators, public health representatives, community organizations, and citizens who are
concerned about traffic safety issues. Coalition members share information and expertise to
identify and fight traffic safety problems. Adults and children of all ages are included in the
scope of traffic safety issues.

Monterey County Health Department (MCHD) is also very experienced in implementing
similar grants pertaining to traffic safety. From April 2009 - June 30, 2012 MCHD
successfully implemented and completed a Federal Safe Routes to School non-infrastructure
grant, Monterey South County Pedestrian and Biking Safety Plan, that benefited eight low-
income, rural elementary schools and two middle schools in Soledad and King City, serving
about 5640 students. As result of the grant, there was an increase from 44% to 50% in
morning walking trips to school. During that time 4,300 students participated in bicycle and
pedestrian rodeos using a mock city as well as age-appropriate school assemblies. Over 400
bike helmets were given to low-income students before rodeos and biking events. Other
educational activities included, PTA safety education meetings for parents, providing teacher
packets with suggested lesson plans for pedestrian and bike safety, poster contests, exercise
challenges, walking school buses, participation in International Walk to School Day in
October and Bike to School Day in May, and newspaper and TV coverage of the events.
There were many positive effects to the communities stemming from the grant work. In fact,
Monterey County was featured in a Safe Routes to School Success Story published by Safe
Routes to School California.

Over the years, MCHD has also obtained and implemented other related traffic safety grants.
These include:

+Kids’ Plate Car Seat Technician Grant: This was for hosting a training to become car
seat technicians as well as doing a local car seat checkup event.

« Federal SRTS grant, Monterey South County Pedestrian and Biking Safety Plan for
Soledad and King City: Discussed above.

» Gavilan View Safe Routes to School Traffic Signal: This was a SRTS infrastructure grant
that was awarded to Monterey County Public Works to build a traffic light at the Gavilan
View Middle School in Salinas. The Monterey County Health Department implemented
the student and parent educational portion of the grant.
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* Public Hospital Association - Child Passenger Safety: This grant purchased car seats
for Natividad Hospital to give to low-income new mothers and also trained nurses to
educate parents on the proper use of car seats.

« Office of Traffic Safety - CBO Outreach, Building Capacity: Funds were used to award
25 mini-grants to agencies countywide to do traffic safety in their community.

« Office of Traffic Safety - Mano en Mano: The grant funds were used for pedestrian safety
in Salinas with an emphasis on educating the Latino community.
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The Bogota Ciclovia-Recreativa and Cicloruta programs: Promising interventions to

promote physical activity, and social capital in the City of Bogota

Abstract

Background: The Ciclovia program (60.3 miles of streets temporarily closed to motorized
vehicles and open to pedestrians) and the Ciclorutas (186.4 miles bicycle paths network)
represent two policy and built environment approaches that have been implemented in Bogota,
Colombia to increase access to recreational and physical activity (PA) opportunities and promote
active transportation. Both programs have other potential public health outcomes such as quality
of life and social capital. Both physical activity and social capital have been demonstrated to be
strongly related with health. The purpose of this study was to describe and compare the
participants from Ciclovia and Cicloruta and to explore how program usage relates to public
health outcomes including, physical activity, social capital and equity.

Methods: Analysis based on secondary data obtained from two surveys, one conducted in the
Ciclovia and the other in the Ciclorutas in Bogota, Colombia. First, the general characteristics of
the users of both programs were described and compared using the Pearson chi-square test.
Second, a principal component analysis (PCA) was conducted to reduce the number of SC
variables from the Ciclovia survey, by using a varimax (orthogonal) rotation method. A binary
logistic regression adjusted model was developed to examine the relationship between frequency
of participation on the Ciclovia and perceived SC levels. In addition, two adjusted multivariate
logistic regression models were conducted to examine associations between meeting the PA
recommendations with the characteristics of program use/participation.

Results: The majority of the Ciclovia participants reported meeting the PA recommendation in
leisure time (59.5%), whereas near all Cicloruta participants reported to meet the
recommendations by cycling for transportation (70.5%). The safety perception was higher
among Ciclovia users with 51.2% of those surveyed having reported feeling safe at the Ciclovia
with respect to traffic and accidents and 42.4% with regard to crime. Results from the logistic
regressions showed that participants who reported more frequent participation in the Ciclovia
program were more likely to have a higher SC perception (OR=2.0, 95%CI=1.4-2.8), those
who reported regular participation in the program had increased odds of meeting the PA
recommendation in leisure time (OR=1.7, 95%CI=1.1-2.4), as well as those who reported to
perform vigorous (OR=4.9, 95%CI=2.5-9.2) and moderate (OR=1.9, 95%CI=1.2-3.0) physical
activity during the Ciclovia. For the Ciclorutas males (OR=1.94, 95%ClI=1.2-3.2), regular
Cicloruta users (OR=10.18, 95%CI=6.1-16.8), and Cicloruta users who reported participation in
the Ciclovia over the last 12 months (OR=1.6, 95%CI=1.1-2.2), were more likely to meet the PA
recommendation by cycling for transportation.

Conclusions: The Ciclovia program and Cicloruta system represent two policy and
environmental approaches that have the potential to equitably promote physical activity and
provide a mobility alternative in complex urban settings such as the city of Bogota. Specifically
the Ciclovia program also provides enhanced social environments in which the program users
also feel safer.





CHAPTER 1

Introduction

1.1 Background: Physical activity and health in Bogota, Colombia, and the broader

international context

The health benefits of regular physical activity (PA) have been extensively documented’,
especially as a protective behavior for the prevention of chronic diseases and risk factors such as
obesity, lipid disorders and hypertensionZ. Strong evidence indicates that physically active
individuals have a lower risk of premature death compared to their sedentary counterparts3, even
if they engage in moderate intensity activity. Furthermore, higher levels of activity provide
greater effects. * The World Health Organization (WHO) emphasized the relevance of physical
activity for public health globally by recognizing physical inactivity as the fourth leading risk
factor for death in all income level countries, especially in middle income countries, such as the
Latin American countries”.

The growing prevalence of physical inactivity and non-communicable diseases (NCDs)
that Latin America has faced as a result of the epidemiological transition and globalization6; is
also affecting an important percentage of the population in Colombia’. In fact, research
conducted in Bogota, the capital of Colombia, found that NCDs related with atherosclerosis and
vascular system diseases are the first cause of premature death among adults 45 to 59 years old,
and the first cause of death for older adults in the cityg. Importantly, the findings suggest that the
majority of these deaths could be attributed to physical inactivityg. Recent data from the
National Survey of the Nutritional Situation in Colombia’ showed that 42.2% of the adults in
Bogota did not meet the physical activity recommendations for health; only 18.3% met the

recommendations doing activity on leisure time, 4.3% cycling for transportation, and 40.5%





walking for transportation. Furthermore, 70% of the children between 5 to 12 years old, and
77% between 13 to 17 years old were exposed to two hours or more of TV watching (sedentary
time) per day. TV watching and levels of overweight increased for these age groups from 2005

to 2010. Overweight and obesity levels also increased in adults in Bogota’.

The good news is that even fairly small increases in PA can generate valuable positive health
impacts at the population level'™ "', This is also true for the population in Bogota®.
Consequently, it is imperative to continue to focus attention on the promising community-wide
interventions to increase PA, such as environmental and policy interventions. Evidence suggests
that the implementation of strategies to enhance built and social environments are essential to
effectively increase PA and to improve health and quality of life at the population level'*". In
addition, the comprehensive nature of this strategies, could have relevant indirect impacts at the
social level, such as promote social capital, safety and equity'>'*">. Indeed, the city of Bogota
has been recognized for the implementation of policies, programs and built environment changes
that have increased access to recreational facilities and programs, and have promoted public
transportation and active commuting'®. Two of the most acknowledged approaches that the city
has implemented since the late 90’s to increase leisure time and transportation PA are the

Ciclovia program and the Ciclorutas (Bicycle paths) network'®,

The Ciclovias program is a community-based program in which streets are temporarily
closed to motorized vehicles to exclusively allow access to pedestrians, cyclist, rollerbladers, and
others for active recreational activities'’. Currently, a circuit of 97 km (60.3 miles) of main
avenues is closed in Bogota for the Ciclovia'®, almost every Sunday and holiday of the year (72
events per year, from 7am to 2pm). The estimated participation of the program ranges from

600,000 to 1,000,000 people per Sunday along the 60-mile circuit, which also offers a variety of





complementary physical activities such as aerobics and biking classes'’. The Bogota Ciclovia
was found to be a cost-beneficial program for the city19 and was recognized by the Guide for
Useful Interventions for Activity (GUIA) systematic review in Latin America as a promising
intervention for PA promotion for the region within the category of “community-wide policies

and planning™®.

The Cicloruta is the most extensive bicycle path network in Latin America®® with 300 km
(186.4 miles) of cycling paths. The network of paths connects with public transportation and
provides access to several destinations in the city including schools, recreational facilities, and
worksites'®. The characteristics of the Ciclorutas in Bogota and the socio-economic context of
the city make this cycling network a promising approach for future public health impact.
Besides, if the use of Ciclorutas for transportation increased, they could be an alternative to
improve the mobility issues of the city and other social and environmental outcomes could also

be achieved.

Both initiatives, the Ciclovia as a recreational program and Ciclorutas as a transportation
program, have strong potential to increase PA levels in Bogota'”*'; however this potential
should be analyzed for two separate PA domains: leisure time PA (LTPA) for Ciclovias and
transportation (utilitarian) PA for Ciclorutas; Each domain is influenced by different
environmental and policy determinants®. Other critical public health co-benefits that could be
related with both programs include quality of life, health, social capital, equity and air quality
17212324 Unfortunately, specific evidence on the association that Ciclovias and Ciclorutas have
with PA and other health-related outcomes is limited'® '8, Furthermore, few articles have

described characteristics of the Bogota Ciclovia and Cicloruta programs on health-related

outcomes.





Nonetheless, the exponential growth of Ciclovias around the world (especially in the
Americas) and the strong evidence on the impact of Ciclorutas internationally should be
acknowledged. In fact, both programs were recognized as promising interventions to increase
PA and prevent Non-Communicable diseases at the population level by the World Bank®.
Similarly a systematic review conducted in 2008 found 57 Ciclovia programs in the Americas,
from which 38 were active programs that met the inclusion criteria, 24 had been launched over
the two last decades, and 9 had been carried out in the US, which indicates the expansion of this
programs beyond Latin America'’. In addition the Ciclovias have been documented as
programmatic interventions that could promote cycling at the population level*®for
transportaEqually important is the evidence that shows how the provision of separate cycling
paths along the roads (Ciclorutas) have been significantly associated with increasing cycling for
transportation in European and American cities?. Other studies have shown the same positive

association in other developed countries such as Australia®’ and Canada®.

This context emphasizes both the opportunity and need to learn more about these two
promising approaches for PA and health promotion in the city of Bogota, which could also
provide other benefits to the population. This is especially important considering the potential

that PA for transportation has in Bogota, and the need to increase LTPA’ among all age groups.
1.2 Purpose of the Study

The purpose of this study was to describe the characteristics of the participants from
Ciclovia and Cicloruta, compare program participation frequencies, and general demographic
characteristics. In addition, we explored how program usage relates to public health outcomes

including, physical activity, safety perception, social capital and equity.





1.3 Research Questions:

1. What are the main differences between the characteristics of the Ciclovia and Cicloruta
participants with respect to socio-demographics, physical activity behavior and social capital

perception?

2. What are the characteristics of the Ciclovia users that are related with meeting the PA

recommendations in leisure time?

3. Is the level of Social Capital perception associated with the frequency of participation in the

Ciclovia program?

4. What are the characteristics of the Cicloruta users that are related with meeting the PA

recommendations by cycling for transportation?





CHAPTER 2
Literature Review
2.1 Physical Activity Recommendations for Health

Physical Activity (PA) was originally defined as “any bodily movement produced by skeletal

2 This definition differentiated PA from exercise

muscles that results in energy expenditure
and fitness, and allowed the beginning of a new field in public health: physical activity and
public health, which is concerned with the incorporation of physical activity as part of the daily
life of the individuals, for achieving health benefits and preventing disease. One key
consequence of the evolution of the PA concept globally has been the development of PA
recommendations or guidelines directed to entire populations. The WHO, in an effort to provide
a unified message around the world and reach low and middle income countries, recently
published the Global Recommendations on PA for Health™, which are consistent with the 2008
PA Guidelines for Americans’'. The recommendations provide guidance on the minimum
amount of physical activity that any person should do to obtain health benefits and prevent
diseases, and how it can be incorporated into daily life. The guidelines recommend that adults
accumulate at least 150 minutes of moderate intensity aerobic activity throughout the week or 75

minutes of vigorous activity, both in bouts of at least 10 minutes each time>C. Table 1

summarizes the recommendations by age group.





Table 1. Summary of the WHO Global Recommendations on Physical Activity for Health

by age group30.

Age Recommendation

e Accumulate at least 60 minutes of moderate- to vigorous intensity physical
Children activity a day.
and ¢ Amounts of physical activity greater than 60 minutes provide additional
youth health benefits.
aged e Most of the daily activity should be aerobic.
5-17 ® Vigorous-intensity activities should be incorporated
e Muscle and bone strengthening activities at least 3 times per week.

e Accumulate at least 150 minutes of moderate or 75 minutes of vigorous
intensity aerobic activity throughout the week, performed in bouts of at least
10 minutes duration.

Adults | e Additional health benefits can be accomplished by increasing moderate-

18-64 intensity activity to 300 minutes per week, or engaging in 150 minutes of

vigorous activity per week, or an equivalent combination of both.

e Muscle-strengthening activities should be performed on 2 or more days a
week.

¢ Follow the recommendations for adults

¢ Adults of this age group, with poor mobility, should perform physical activity
to enhance balance and prevent falls on 3 or more days per week.

Older | e Muscle-strengthening activities should be done involving major muscle

Adults groups, on 2 or more days a week.
65and | e When adults of this age group cannot do the recommended amounts of
above physical activity due to health conditions, they should be as physically active

as their abilities and conditions allow.

2.2 Environment and policy interventions to promote physical activity

Increasing evidence suggests that built environment policies influence PA behaviors and are

important contributors to comprehensive efforts to effectively increase PA at the population

level®.  People who live in communities with environments that encourage them to engage in

recreational or transportation physical activity are more likely to be active'’. The Community





Guide systematic review identified two evidence-based environmental and policy approaches

that can increase PA at the community level**:

e Community-scale urban design and land use regulations, policies, and practices, which
include policies to promote mixed land use, safe and appealing neighborhoods and routes,
and street connectivity.

e Street-scale urban design and land use approaches, which target smaller geographic

areas, include street lighting, and other safety features and improved aesthetics of streets.

Both approaches were positively associated with higher levels of PA both in the leisure and
transportation domains®>. Nonetheless, it is important to analyze each domain separately,

because they are influenced by different environmental and policy determinants*.
2.3 Environmental and policy approaches and leisure time physical activity

Researchers have explored the relationship of environment and policies on leisure time
physical activity (LTPA), with special emphasis on walking, which is the most common type of
physical activity for adults'?>. Evidence suggests that LTPA has a stronger correlation with
intrapersonal and neighborhood attributes™. A review showed that positive perceptions of the
neighborhood environments were associated with higher levels of LTPA. Stronger associations
were observed for access-proximity to facilities, opportunities to be active and aesthetic
characteristics of the neighborhood. The relationship with safety was in the same direction but
was not as strong34. Hoehner et, al., also found that LTPA had a positive association with
access to recreational facilities (e.g. parks, recreational areas, trails) and neighborhood aesthetics,
including maintenance and presence of trees”>. Similarly, studies conducted in Latin America

have shown that environmental attributes are related with LTPA. Parra, et al., found that people
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Taking Physical Activity to the Streets: The Popularity of
Ciclovia and Open Streets Initiatives in the United States

J. Aaron Hipp, PhD; Amy A. Eyler, PhD; Susan G. Zieff, PhD; Michael A. Samuelson, BA

As a way to reduce chronic diseases associated with
increasingly sedentary lifestyles, the Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention advocates community-wide initia-
tives promoting physical activity. One such initiative gaining
popularity in the United States is the Ciclovia, or Open
Streets initiative, where city streets are opened to residents
for physical activity and closed to motorized traffic.' Open
Streets gained international prominence in Bogota, Colom-
bia, and are viewed by policy makers and health and
community advocates as being beneficial to social, environ-
mental, and community health.? The interest in initiatives is
demonstrated by the increase in the number of events within
and across the United States in recent years; between 2008
and 2013, over 90 U.S. cities hosted at least one event.” The
cities hosting events range in size from small suburban towns
to large metropolitan areas and also range in socioeconomic
demographics and diversity.* Open Streets offer a potentially
effective public health intervention in a variety of contexts.

WHY OPEN STREETS?

The reasons cities host Open Streets initiatives vary, with
the most common to provide an opportunity for physical
activity (Table). Open Streets not only provide access to safe
and fun places to cycle, walk and jog, but also include
exposure to less common modes of physical activity through
associated activity hubs. Hubs include yoga, dance classes,
and sports demonstrations, giving participants an opportu-
nity to experience, and perhaps adopt, new forms of activity.
Research shows significant increases (+b min/d) to overall
physical activity behavior among participants attending more
than one event.” Furthermore, because there is considerably
less access to safe public spaces for physical activity in lower-
income neighborhoods when compared to higher-income
neighborhoods, Open Streets can democratize the commons
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by creating safe, public spaces for community residents to
engage in physical activity. While many cities are limited in
adding open space and recreational facilities, Open Streets
offer a unique opportunity to increase physical activity
infrastructure through “temporary parks” that offer many of
the health and social benefits of standard parks.®

Showcasing active transportation is another reason for
hosting Open Streets. Active transportation can increase
community physical activity as well as address sustainability
goals of reducing vehicle miles and carbon dioxide
emissions. Many cities connect greenways or parks with
Open Streets routes, drawing attention to new bike lanes or
providing an opportunity for citizens to get to know their
streets and feel safe when walking or cycling for transport.
Initiatives open not only the streets, but also the eyes of
participants to see their community in a way they may have
only seen before from a car.

Open Streets initiatives are also ways to promote social
health and community cohesion. Removing automobiles from
streets creates space for community members to come
together and build social capital, and carefully planned routes
can connect people from neighborhoods not normally
associated with one another. First-time attendees at San
Francisco’s Sunday Streets listed the social environment
created by the opening of the street as one of the most
important reasons for their participation, whereas the positive
experience and sense of vitality appealed to participants who
attended multiple events.” Further, the involvement of
community residents in the selection of programming for the
events means each site has the opportunity to offer culturally
appropriate activities, enhancing the experience—and likely
the numbers—of those attending.

WHO NEEDS TO BE INVOLVED?

The success of Open Streets initiatives depends on a wide
variety of stakeholders. At the recent National Open Streets
Training (August 2013; Minneapolis, Minnesota) facilitators
were from a public health, pedestrian/bicycle advocacy,
urban planning, transportation, engineering, and academia.
Participants, from 20 states and Ontario, came from a diverse
background including cities, metropolitan planning organi-
zations, visitors’ bureaus, commercial associations, YMCAs,
health clinics, and health insurance companies. The diversity
of interested parties speaks to the need to collaborate across
sectors to develop and implement successful Open Streets
initiatives.
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Table
Motivations for Hosting Open Streets Initiatives

Motivation to Host
Open Streets Outcome

Increase physical activity ~ 35—108 min of physical activity per participant®”
Access to open space Respondents (n = 60) at one St. Louis, Missouri, event
reported closest non—Open Streets open space an

average of 0.8 miles away*

Minneapolis, Minnesota, and St. Louis have used Open
Streets to showcase new bike lanes and draw
attention to streets in need of improved cycling
infrastructure

89% of participants reported the initiative changing their
feelings about St. Louis in a positive manner”

Showcase active
transportation

Promote community
cohesion and social

well-being
Stimulate a 82% of participants spent money at event and 56%
neighborhood became aware of a new store/restaurant along route

economy Businesses reported a 44% increase in revenue during
event compared to nonevent Sundays”*®

* Currently unpublished data.

Of particular importance to successful Open Streets is the
involvement and support from policy makers and elected/
appointed officials. The Bogota, Colombia, initiative is an
exemplar of a successful and sustainable initiative due to
present mayoral support.2 Policy maker support can come in
a variety of forms such as public endorsement, but also more
tangible support mechanisms such as funding, assistance
with permits, collaboration with city departments (route
security), and funding. Without top-level support, an
already-complex initiative becomes even more of a challenge
to plan, implement, and sustain.

Other stakeholder groups needed for successful Open
Streets initiatives are local businesses and community
groups. For business leaders, promoting economic benefits
such as increased exposure or sales is im;)erative. Studies
show participants spend money at events’ and that Open
Streets can be beneficial for business (Table).® Community
and neighborhood groups also need to be involved in
planning and implementation. These stakeholders are the
most proximate, and knowledgeable, connection to local
residents who are going to be the primary participants in
events as well as those most impacted during the day of the
event. Support from these two groups often is a product of
effective communication during the planning process.

WHAT’S NEXT?

Even with the increase in Open Streets across the United
States, there is little known about the process of planning,
implementing, and evaluating initiatives across varied cities.
Purposeful, consistent evaluation is needed to learn more
about initiatives and identify correlates of successful out-
comes. With many purposes and stakeholders, success can be
a challenge to measure and communicate.

Just as planning and implementing these complex initiatives
must involve input from a combination of local communities,
policy makers, transportation, public health, local businesses,
advocacy groups, and researchers, it is important they also be
involved in measuring success. Identifying goals (e.g.,
increased physical activity, awareness of bicycling infrastruc-
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ture, increased sales) that if achieved would support hosting
future initiatives is essential. It is critical to recognize or
establish key messengers within these groups to ensure there
are receptive ears and eyes before, during, and after events.

Many initiatives continue to strive for sustainable funding
and leadership. Significant costs of initiatives include
communication/marketing and barriers and staffing at
intersections. Some cities and initiatives have been able to
reduce costs of staffing at intersections by working with the
police department on assigning regular-duty officers, incor-
porating Open Streets into the annual city budget, or
training a corps of volunteers. Common sources of funds
include local governments, grants, and financial partner-
ships, but these are often limited by political will and
elections, grant periods, and difficult-to-establish returns on
investment. The inclusion of multiple stakeholders and key
messengers throughout the process will increase the pool of
potential funders. Successful evaluation will also support
funding via the communication of benefits gained.

Leadership has also been a challenge across multiple
initiatives as Open Streets have been an auxiliary task for city
employees or bicycling/pedestrian advocates. Establishing a
steering committee with representatives from key city
departments (e.g., police, streets, transportation), advocates,
and neighborhood champions allows for shared communi-
cation and delegation. With increased collaboration and
funding, sustainable initiatives can begin to expand. The
expansion of successful initiatives to different neighbor-
hoods and communities, as well as increasing from
occasional to weekly or monthly events, will extend the reach
and benefits associated with Open Streets. Then streets that
are open and inviting to neighbors for biking, walking, and
interacting with one another will become the rule and not
the Sunday afternoon exception.
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Soledad Unified School District

MEMBERS OF THE BOARD ADMINISTRATION

Marie Berlanga, President 3 e H-n-n-lj Rupi K. Boyd Ed.D, Superintendent of Schools
Jodi Massa, Vice President Jorge Z. Guzman, Associate Superintendent

Josie Perez-Aguilera, Clerk Lisa Kleinhofer, Assistant Superintendent

Jaime Fernandez, Trustee Cesar Vega, Chief Business Officer
Javier Galvan, Trustee

May 25, 2016

CALTRANS

Division of Local Assistance MS 1

Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Spec. Prog.
1120 N. Street

Sacramento, CA. 95814

Re: ATP Project Proposal Cycle lll, Salinas Valley
To Whom It May Concern:

The Soledad Unified School District is committed to partnering with the Monterey County Health
Department and all its partners to work collaboratively in implementing the activities outlined in
the Via Salinas Valley: Pathways to Health through Active Transportation project proposal.
Via Salinas Valley will increase bicycling and walking as a means of transportation for our com-
munity by increasing safety and travel options for people who aren’t traveling by vehicle, en-
hance public health with a special emphasis on reducing childhood obesity, and ensure that our
community fully benefits from the program and infrastructure upgrades made possible by ATP
Cycle | currently underway. Our department is in full support of increasing the use of safe and
active transportation as a means of increasing public health benefits while supporting a reduc-
tion of vehicle emissions in our city and surrounding communities in the Salinas Valley.

This partnership will include Safe Route to School activities, including education, encourage-
ment and enforcement, community engagement, and Ciclovia an Open Streets event. These ac-
tivities aim to meet the active transportation goals of the ATP program. To best support these
efforts, the Soledad Unified School District is committed to work with the Via Salinas Valley
partners in implementing the activities stated above in an effort to increase walking and biking.
We value the opportunity to continue to work in partnership to improve the safety of all resi-
dents in the Salinas Valley and vow to provide any other type of encouragement and support
that we can offer the Monterey County Health Department and Via Salinas Valley Partners.

We are committed to working together to increase healthy alternatives in building a safe and
green community.

Sincerely,

Rupi K. Boyd, Ed.D
Superintendent

1261 Metz Rd. = Soledad, California, 93960 « Tel: (831) 678-3987 « Fax: (831) 678-2866
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Oak Avenue  Oak Avenue Elementary School

*Principal- Jeannette Ramirez *Assistant Principal- Julie Croy

.. . Greenfield Union School District
. 1239 Oak Avenue
. Greenfield CA, 93927
. (831)674-5916
(831) 674-3682 FAX

Elementary School

June 10, 2016

CALTRANS

Division of Local Assistance MS 1

Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Spec. Prog.
1120 N. Street

Sacramento, CA. 95814

Re: ATP Project Proposal Cycle lll, Salinas Valley
To Whom It May Concern:

The Oak Avenue Elementary School is committed to partnering with the Monterey County Health Department
and all its partners to work collaboratively in implementing the activities outlined in the Via Salinas Valley:
Pathways to Health through Active Transportation project proposal. Via Salinas Valley will increase bicycling
and walking as a means of transportation for our community by increasing safety and travel options for people
who aren’t traveling by vehicle, enhance public health with a special emphasis on reducing childhood obesity,
and ensure that our community fully benefits from the program and infrastructure upgrades made possible by
ATP Cycle | currently underway. Our department is in full support of increasing the use of safe and active
transportation as a means of increasing public health benefits while supporting a reduction of vehicle emissions
in our city and surrounding communities in the Salinas Valley.

This partnership will include Safe Route to School activities, including education, encouragement and
enforcement, community engagement, and Ciclovia an Open Streets event. These activities aim to meet the
active transportation goals of the ATP program. To best support these efforts, the Oak Avenue Elementary
School is committed to work with the Via Salinas Valley partners in implementing the activities stated above in
an effort to increase walking and biking. We value the opportunity to continue to work in partnership to
improve the safety of all residents in the Salinas Valley and vow to provide any other type of encouragement
and support that we can offer the Monterey County Health Department and Via Salinas Valley Partners.

We are committed to working together to increase healthy alternatives in building a safe and green community.

Sincerel
Ms. Ramirez
Principal

* Doc E}w'n, Superintendent
Juergen Smith, Board President Sandra L. Cante, Vice President Mayra Perez-Diaz, Clerk
Sonia Heredia, Member Leticia Martinez, Member
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Doc Ervin, Superintendent

Greenfield Union School District

493 El Camino Real, Greenfield, CA, 93927
(831) 674-2840, Ext. 2027

oe'glg

Mgy g Today’s Learners, Tomorrow’s Leaders

493 El Camino Real Greenfield, CA 93927 Phone: 831-674-2840 Fax: 831-674-3712

Date: June 10, 2016

CALTRANS

Division of Local Assistance MS 1

Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Spec. Prog.
1120 N. Street

Sacramento, CA. 95814

Re: ATP Project Proposal Cycle 111, Salinas Valley
To Whom It May Concern:

The Greenfield Union School District is committed to partnering with the Monterey County Health Department
and all its partners to work collaboratively in implementing the activities outlined in the Via Salinas Valley:
Pathways to Health through Active Transportation project proposal. Via Salinas Valley will increase bicycling
and walking as a means of transportation for our community by increasing safety and travel options for people
who aren’t traveling by vehicle, enhance public health with a special emphasis on reducing childhood obesity,
and ensure that our community fully benefits from the program and infrastructure upgrades made possible by
ATP Cycle I currently underway. Our department is in full support of increasing the use of safe and active
transportation as a means of increasing public health benefits while supporting a reduction of vehicle emissions
in our city and surrounding communities in the Salinas Valley.

This partnership will include Safe Route to School activities, including education, encouragement and
enforcement, community engagement, and Ciclovia an Open Streets event. These activities aim to meet the
active transportation goals of the ATP program. To best support these efforts, Greenfield Union School District
is committed to work with the Via Salinas Valley partners in implementing the activities stated above in an
effort to increase walking and biking. We value the opportunity to continue to work in partnership to improve
the safety of all residents in the Salinas Valley and vow to provide any other type of encouragement and support
that we can offer the Monterey County Health Department and Via Salinas Valley Partners.

We are committed to working together to increase healthy alternatives in building a safe and green community.
Sincerely,

7 A

“Tony Amezcua
Family and Community Engagement Representative

Juergen Smith, Board President @ Sandra L. Cante, Vice President @ Mayra Perez Diaz, Clerk
Sonia Heredia, Member @ Leticia Martinez, Member






Vista Verde Middle School

*Principal- Traci Gholar *Assistant Principal- Jaime Calderon
Greentield Union School District
1199 Elm Avenue
Greenfield CA, 93927
(831) 674-1420
(831) 674-1425 FAX

June 9, 2016

CALTRANS

Division of Local Assistance MS 1

Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Spec. Prog.
1120 N. Street

Sacramento, CA. 95814

Re: ATP Project Proposal Cycle lll, Salinas Valley
To Whom It May Concern:

Vista Verde Middle School (Greenfield Union School District) is committed to partnering with the Monterey
County Health Department and all its partners to work collaboratively in implementing the activities outlined in
the Via Salinas Valley: Pathways to Health through Active Transportation project proposal. Via Salinas Valley
will increase bicycling and walking as a means of transportation for our community by increasing safety and
travel options for people who aren’t traveling by vehicle, enhance public health with a special emphasis on
reducing childhood obesity, and ensure that our community fully benefits from the program and infrastructure
upgrades made possible by ATP Cycle | currently underway. Our department is in full support of increasing the
use of safe and active transportation as a means of increasing public health benefits while supporting a
reduction of vehicle emissions in our city and surrounding communities in the Salinas Valley.

This partnership will include Safe Route to School activities, including education, encouragement and
enforcement, community engagement, and Ciclovia an Open Streets event. These activities aim to meet the
active transportation goals of the ATP program. To best support these efforts, Vista Verde Middle School is
committed to work with the Via Salinas Valley partners in implementing the activities stated above in an effort
to increase walking and biking. We value the opportunity to continue to work in partnership to improve the
safety of all residents in the Salinas Valley and vow to provide any other type of encouragement and support
that we can offer the Monterey County Health Department and Via Salinas Valley Partners.

We are committed to working together to increase healthy alternatives in building a safe and green community.

Doc Ervin, Superintendent
Juergen Smith, Board President Sandra L. Cante, Vice President @ Mayra Perez-Diaz, Clerk
Sonia Heredia, Member ® Leticia Martinez, Member
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King City

UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT

K i n g C i ty UNION SCHOOL

DISTRICT

435 Pearl Street King City, CA 93930
Phone: (831) 385-2940 www.kcusd.org

Santa Lucia Elementary School King City Arts Magnet School Chalone Peaks Middle School
King City Early Education Center Del Rey Elementary School The Phoenix Academy
June 8, 2016
CALTRANS

Division of Local Assistance MS 1

Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Spec. Prog.
1120 N. Street

Sacramento, CA. 95814

Re: ATP Project Proposal Cycle 111, Salinas Valley
To Whom It May Concern:

The King City Union School District is committed to partnering with the Monterey County Health
Department and all its partners to work collaboratively in implementing the activities outlined in the Via
Salinas Valley: Pathways to Health through Active Transportation project proposal. Via Salinas Valley
will increase bicycling and walking as a means of transportation for our community by increasing safety
and travel options for people who aren’t traveling by vehicle, enhance public health with a special
emphasis on reducing childhood obesity, and ensure that our community fully benefits from the program
and infrastructure upgrades made possible by ATP Cycle I currently underway. Our department is in full
support of increasing the use of safe and active transportation as a means of increasing public health
benefits while supporting a reduction of vehicle emissions in our city and surrounding communities in the
Salinas Valley.

This partnership will include Safe Route to School activities, including education, encouragement and
enforcement, community engagement, and Ciclovia an Open Streets event. These activities aim to meet
the active transportation goals of the ATP program. To best support these efforts, the King City Union
School District is committed to work with the Via Salinas Valley partners in implementing the activities
stated above in an effort to increase walking and biking. We value the opportunity to continue to work in
partnership to improve the safety of all residents in the Salinas Valley and vow to provide any other type
of encouragement and support that we can offer the Monterey County Health Department and Via Salinas
Valley Partners.

We are committed to working together to increase healthy alternatives in building a safe and green
community.

Sincerely,

Phoson £, b

Theresa R. Rouse Ed.D.
Superintendent

KCUSD Governing Board: Vina Paramo-Alonzo - President, Susan King - Clerk, Lawrence Hinkle, Ana Vargas and Millie Dodd.
Superintendent: Theresa Rouse Ed.D.
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OFFICE OF THE SUPERINTENDENT Board of Trustees

1205 East Market Street Salinas, CA 93905 Noemi Armenta

o (831)753-5700 « FAX (831)753-5709 Maricela Cruz

< Guadalupe Ruiz Gilpas

UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT Guadalupe Guzmdn

John Ramirez, Jr., Superintendent Fernando Mercado
June 9, 2016
CALTRANS

Division of Local Assistance MS 1

Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Spec. Prog.
1120 N. Street

Sacramento, CA. 95814

Re: ATP Project Proposal Cycle III, Salinas Valley
To Whom It May Concern:

The Alisal Union School District is committed to partnering with the Monterey County Health
Department and all its partners to work collaboratively in implementing the activities outlined in the
Via Salinas Valley: Pathways to Health through Active Transportation project proposal. Via
Salinas Valley will increase bicycling and walking as a means of transportation for our community by
increasing safety and travel options for people who aren’t traveling by vehicle, enhance public health
with a special emphasis on reducing childhood obesity, and ensure that our community fully benefits
from the program and infrastructure upgrades made possible by ATP Cycle I currently underway. Our
department is in full support of increasing the use of safe and active transportation as a means of
increasing public health benefits while supporting a reduction of vehicle emissions in our city and
surrounding communities in the Salinas Valley.

This partnership will include Safe Route to School activities, including education, encouragement and
enforcement, community engagement, and Ciclovia an Open Streets event. These activities aim to
meet the active transportation goals of the ATP program. To best support these efforts, the Alisal
Union School District is committed to working with the Via Salinas Valley partners in implementing
the activities stated above in an effort to increase walking and biking. We value the opportunity to
continue to work in partnership to improve the safety of all residents in the Salinas Valley and vow to
provide any other type of encouragement and support that we can offer the Monterey County Health
Department and Via Salinas Valley Partners.

We are committed to working together to increase healthy alternatives in building a safe and green

community.
incerely,

: 5@ %{ < 7
John Ramirle '

Superintendent
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Timothy J. Vanoli
Superintendent
tim.vanoli@salinasuhsd.org

Dan Burns
Associate Superintendent
Instructional Services
dan.burns@salinasuhsd.org

Randy Bangs
Assistant Superintendent
Human Resources
randall.bangs@salinasuhsd.org

Ana Aguillon
CBO/ Manager
Business Services

Ana.aguillon@salinasuhsd.org

431 W. Alisal Street, Salinas, CA 93901 -

Salinas Union High School District

June 10, 2016

CALTRANS

Division of Local Assistance MS 1

Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Spec. Prog.
1120 N. Street

Sacramento, CA. 95814

Re: ATP Project Proposal Cycle 111, Salinas Valley
To Whom It May Concern:

The Salinas Union High School District supports partnerships like that which is being
proposed by the Monterey County Health Department and its partners in implementing the
activities outlined in the Via Salinas Valley: Pathways to Health through Active
Transportation. An initiative like Via Salinas Valley will increase bicycling and walking
as a means of transportation for our community by increasing safety and travel options for
people who aren’t traveling by vehicle, enhance public health with a special emphasis on
reducing childhood obesity, and ensure that our community fully benefits from the program
and infrastructure upgrades made possible by ATP Cycle I currently underway. Our District
is in full support of increasing the use of safe and active transportation as a means of
increasing public health benefits in the Salinas Valley.

Therefore, we will support the initiative that includes Safe Route to School activities,
including education, encouragement and enforcement, community engagement, and
Ciclovia an Open Streets event. These activities aim to meet the active transportation goals
of the ATP program. We value the opportunity to support the partnership to improve the
safety of all residents in the Salinas Valley.

We are committed to working together to increase healthy alternatives in building a safe
and green community and look forward to the launch of the initiative.

Sincerely,

f > b /
/Q’M /// .

Dan Burns

Phone: (831) 796-7000 - Fax: (831) 796-7005 - www.salinas.k12.ca.us
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Form Title: ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORM
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Version 1.2
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.
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ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORM
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v1.3
State of California Department of Transportation
Form Title: ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORM
Form Number: DLA-001 (Designed April 2016) 
Version 1.2
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 OR THE RISK 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.  Applicants must review and verify these values meet the following criteria:
                   Leveraging Funds
                           Non-ATP funds; either already expended by the applicant or funds to be programmed for use on elements within the requested ATP project.  This non-ATP funding can only be considered "Leveraging" funding if it goes towards ATP eligible costs.
                  Matching Funds
                           The portion of the Leveraging funding that can be used as the local match if Federal ATP funding is programmed.  These must be 
                           non-federal funds not yet expended and provided by the applicant in a specific project phase.
                   If these numbers do not match this criteria and/or the applicant's expectations, the numbers inputted earlier need to be revised.
                   
 
                   Funding in $1,000s
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:
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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