625 Burnell Street » Napa, CA 94559-3420
Tel: (707) 259-8631
Fax: (707) 259-8638

Technical Advisory Committee
(TAC)

** SPECIAL MEETING ***
AGENDA

Thursday, January 10, 2013
2:00 p.m.

625 Burnell Street
Napa CA 94559

General Information

All materials relating to an agenda item for an open session of a regular meeting of the Technical
Advisory Committee (TAC) which are provided to a majority or all of the members of the TAC by
TAC members, staff or the public within 72 hours of but prior to the meeting will be available for
public inspection, on and after at the time of such distribution, in the office of the Secretary of the
TAC, 625 Burnell Street, Napa, California 94559, Monday through Friday, between the hours of 8:00
a.m. and 5:00 p.m., except for NCTPA holidays. Materials distributed to a majority or all of the
members of the TAC at the meeting will be available for public inspection at the public meeting if
prepared by the members of the TAC or staff and after the public meeting if prepared by some
other person. Availability of materials related to agenda items for public inspection does not
include materials which are exempt from public disclosure under Government Code sections
6253.5, 6254, 6254.3, 6254.7, 6254.15, 6254.16, or 6254.22.

Members of the public may speak to the TAC on any item at the time the TAC is considering the
item. Please complete a Speaker’s Slip, which is located on the table near the entryway, and then
present the slip to the TAC Secretary. Also, members of the public are invited to address the TAC
on any issue not on today’s agenda under Public Comment. Speakers are limited to three
minutes.

This Agenda shall be made available upon request in alternate formats to persons with a
disability. Persons requesting a disability-related modification or accommodation should contact
the Administrative Assistant, at (707) 259-8631 during regular business hours, at least 48 hours
prior to the time of the meeting.

This Agenda may also be viewed online by visiting the NCTPA website at www.nctpa.net, click on
Minutes and Agendas — TAC or go to www.nctpa.net/bod-c/adv-committees/tac.html

ITEMS

Call to Order

Pledge of Allegiance

Introductions

Approval of Meeting Minutes — November 1, 2012 and December 6, 2012
Public Comments

TAC Member and Staff Comments

Standing

Member Agencies: Calistoga, St. Helena, Yountville, City of Napa, American Canyon, County of Napa
Napa County Transpoertation & Planning Agency
Napa Valley Transportation Authority

NOGOAWN =



e Congestion Management Agency (CMA) Report
o Legislative Report
o Project Monitoring Funding Programs
o Transit Dashboard
o Vine Trail Report
o Caltrans Report (Attachment 1)

REGULAR AGENDA ITEMS RECOMMENDATION

8. Selection and Nomination of Chairperson and Vice ACTION
Chairperson of the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC)

(Renée Kulick) (Pages 12-19)
TAC will elect a new Chair and Vice Chair for an annual term.

9. Approval of 2013 TAC Work Plan (Eliot Hurwitz) ACTION
(Pages 20-21)

TAC will review and approve the 2013 TAC Work Plan.

10. Solano Napa Travel Demand Model (Danielle Schmitz) INFORMATION
(Pages 22-38)

A presentation will be made by Solano Transportation
Authority (STA) and Cambridge Systematics on the Solano
Napa Model.

11.  Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) Cycle 2 One Bay Area INFORMATION/
Grant (OBAG) Call for Project Submittals ACTION
(Danielle Schmitz) (Pages39-141)

TAC will perform a first round review of the OBAG project
submittals.
12.  Travel Behavior Study (Eliot Hurwitz) (pages 142-146) INFORMATION/
ACTION
TAC will review and approve the scope of work for a travel
behavior survey.

13.  Solano Avenue Vine Trail Contract (Eliot Hurwitz) INFORMATION/

(Pages 147-151) ACTION

TAC will review and approve the draft scope of work for the
design and environmental clearance of the “Solano Avenue
Segment” of the Napa Valley Vine Trail.




14.

Reprogramming of Lifeline Cycle 2 Funds to VINE Express
Route 29 (Antonio Onorato) (Pages 152-155)

TAC alignment with NCTPA Board’s adoption of Resolution
No. 12-27 authorizing the reprogramming of Cycle 2 Lifeline
Program of Projects funding to VINE Express Route 29
Lifeline Program.

INFORMATION

15.

NCTPA Board of Directors Agenda for January 16, 2013
(Draft) (Kate Miller)

Preview draft version of the NCTPA Board of Directors
Agenda for January 16, 2013.

INFORMATION

16.

Topics for Next Meeting
o Discussion of topics for next meeting by TAC

members

DISCUSSION

17.

Approval of Next Regular Meeting Date of February 7, 2013
and Adjournment

APPROVE




January 10, 2013

TAC Agenda Item 4

Continued From: December 2012
Action Requested: APPROVE

Technical Advisory Committee
(TAC)

MINUTES

Thursday, November 1, 2012

ITEMS

1. Call to Order

The meeting was called to order at 2:04PM (PDT).

Brent Cooper City of American Canyon
Michael Throne, Chair City of American Canyon
Eric Whan City of Napa
Rick Tooker City of Napa
Debra Hight, Vice Chair City of St. Helena
Graham Wadsworth Town of Yountville
Rick Marshall County of Napa
John McDowell County of Napa

2. Introduction.

3. Approval of Meeting Minutes — October 4, 2012.

Action
TAC recommended approval of the meeting minutes of October 4, 2012.
MSC* MARSHALL / WADSWORTH for APPROVAL

4, Public Comments. None.
5. TAC Member and Staff Comments.

Town of Youriitville ~ North Yountville bike path project is ongoing and currently
open for public comments. Greenhouse inventory being conducted and will be
taken to Town Council on November 20, 2012. Upcoming town events include
Napa Film Festival, November 8-11, 2012, and holiday season celebration with
the Festival of Lights on November 23, 2012.

St. Helena — PG&E undergrounding continues; currently installing boxes north of
Zinfandel from Charter Oaks/Jacks Lane and started trench work almost
reaching Grasson. Following week PG&E will return to Charter Oaks to start gas
line trench.

*MSC - Motioned, Seconded, and Unanimously Carried
4



January 10, 2013

TAC Agenda Item 4

Continued From: December 2012
Action Requested: APPROVE

City of Napa — Saratoga Drive project ongoing; rough grade to road completed;
storm drain closure with paving completed next week. Creek project almost
complete with planting work remaining. Project will be complete in time for rainy
season to begin and anticipate the results in withstanding the elements.
City of American Canyon — American Canyon attended the 2012 Flooding
Class conducted by DWR. City will be erecting a new pool dome to cover the
outdoor public aqua center for the winter season.
Michael Throne, Chair, addressed the TAC members as to their thoughts,
comments and/or objections of including the pledge of allegiance at future TAC
meetings. Chair requested a vote from its members for the inclusion of the
pledge to future TAC meetings with the following results:

Yes - Cooper, Throne, Whan, Tooker, Hight, Wadsworth, McDowell

No - Marshall

NCTPA - Jameson Canyon project progressing and nearly 30% complete on the
Napa County side.

6. Standing

o Congestion Management Agency (CMA) Report. Staff attended latest
CMA meeting. Main discussion was the OBAG program.

o Legislative Report — Latest overview provided on current federal
and state legislative events. Special notes: Prop 30 - Endorsement
and aggressive public campaigning by Gov. Jerry Brown, which if
passed by voters could generate $6B per year in new revenues for
the General Fund.

o Project Monitoring Funding Program Report — Staff provided TAC
with the latest project reporting data.

o SB 375/Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) — Covered under
Item 8 of the agenda.

o Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA)/Sub-Region
Formation — Program is starting to ramp up again with revisions
being made. A public hearing and approval of the final RHNA
allocations will be held at the December 2012 Board meeting.

o Housing/SCS Methodology Committee — Removal of item due to
coverage under SB 375/SCS and RHNA above.

o Vine Trail Report — None.

o Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP)/State
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) — None to report.

o Caltrans Report. TAC reviewed current project report provided by
Caltrans.

*MSC - Motioned, Seconded, and Unanimously Carried
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January 10, 2013

TAC Agenda Item 4

Continued From: December 2012
Action Requested: APPROVE

7. Vine Transit Service System Changes
Information
TAC received a summary of all changes to the current Vine transit service

system that will take effect December 3, 2012. Staff introduced the transit
dashboard report to the TAC. Report provides vital VINE transit stats, i.e.
ridership, timeliness, revenue, etc. and is part of the monthly NCTPA Board
report.

8. Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) Cycle 2 One Bay Area Grant (OBAG)
Call for Projects
Information/Action
Staff announced that the NCTPA Board approved and opened the call for
projects at their October 2012 meeting. TAC continued discussion of PDA
funding, formula, project qualifications and rating criteria. Members are to create
a list and submit their projects using the tools provided as guidance. TAC will
continue discussion and refine the process at their December 2012 meeting.
Staff announced and recommended members to attend the upcoming NCTPA
Transportation 101 Workshop on November 28, 2012.

9. Topics for Next Meeting

Information

e RTP/OBAG Cycle 2 Call for Projects

10. Approval of Next Regular Meeting Date of December 6, 2012 and

Adjournment
Approve
Meeting adjourned at 3:47 PM (PDT).

*MSC - Motioned, Seconded, and Unanimously Carried
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January 10, 2013

TAC Agenda item 4

Continued From: NEW

Action Requested: APPROVE

Technical Advisory Committee
(TAC)

MINUTES
Thursday, December 6, 2012

ITEMS

The Secretary informed present TAC members of the absence of Michael Throne, Chair
and delayed attendance by Debra Hight, Vice Chair. In order to proceed with the
meeting, the Secretary requested present TAC members to elect a member to preside
over the meeting until the arrival of the vice chairperson. Eric Whan, City of Napa, and
Dan Takasugi, City of Calistoga, motioned for Brent Cooper, City of American Canyon,
to preside on behalf of the vice chairperson and was unanimously passed by all present
members.

1. Call to Order

The meeting was called to order at 2:15 PM (PST).

Brent Cooper City of American Canyon
Eric Whan City of Napa

Graham Wadsworth Town of Yountville

Dan Takasugi City of Calistoga

2. Pledge of Allegiance.

3. Introduction.
* Diana Meehan, NCTPA Asst. Program Planner/Administrator, will assist
with bike planning projects. (Hurwitz)
» Creighton Wright, Parks & Recreation Director, City of American Canyon.
(Cooper)

4. Approval of Meeting Minutes — November 1, 2012.
Action
Meeting minutes were not approved due to lack of quorum.

5. Public Comments. None.
6. TAC Member and Staff Comments.

Town of Yountville — New Trolley route services; funding allocation sought for
Madison Creek Project.

*MSC - Motioned, Seconded, and Unanimously Carried
7



January 10, 2013

TAC Agenda ltem 4

Continued From: NEW

Action Requested: APPROVE

City of Napa — Napa Creek Project — No flooding occurred during recent heavy
rainfall; 4 ft below level due to barrier improvement.

City of Calistoga — Ken MacNab has left for a new position with the City of
Napa.

NCTPA - Currently evaluating 11 RFQs for On-call Engineer/Architect and
Project Delivery Services; new name for Bicycle Advisory Committee (BAC); now
Active Transportation Advisory Committee (ATAC) - by-laws will be presented to
the NCTPA Board for approval in December 2012; seeking to fill four vacant
positions on the ATAC.

7. Standing
e Congestion Management Agency (CMA) Report. Staff attended latest
CMA Executive Director's meeting. Main discussion was the RTP/OBAG
program; EIR formula still in development.
o Legislative Report — Not available at the time; will be forwarded to
the jurisdictions once received.
o Project Monitoring Funding Program Report — Staff provided TAC
with the latest project reporting data.
o Vine Trail Report — None.

e Caltrans Report. TAC reviewed current project report provided by
Caltrans.

8. Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) Cycle 2 One Bay Area Grant (OBAG)

Call for Projects
Information/Action
Item carried to January 2013 meeting due to lack of quorum.

Vice Chairperson and John McDowell, County of Napa, did not show at the
anticipated time and/or meeting. Due to lack of quorum, no action could be taken
at the meeting.

9. Topics for Next Meeting

Information

e RTP Cycle 2 OBAG Call for Projects

10. Approval of Next Regular Meeting Date of December 6, 2012 and

Adjournment
Approve
Meeting adjourned at 3:20 PM (PST).

*MSC - Motioned, Seconded, and Unanimously Carriad
8



CALTRANS REPORT

PROJECT INITIATION DOCUMENT
EA 0AS500

Pedestrian Circulation from Rio Del Mar to Eucalyptus , NAP 29-PM 1.6/1.8; In City of American Canyon

Scope: Repair curb ramps, cross walk and sidewalk

EA 0G650

Garnett Creek Bridge Replacement NAP 29-PM 39.1: In Napa County

Scope: Scour Mitigation at Gamnett Creek

Status: Not programmed in 2012 SHOPP and No Preferred Alternative have been selected.

EA 3G140

ADA Curb Ramps NAP 29 and 128: In County of Napa

Scope: Update and Construct curb ramps at various locations.

Silverado/Lincoln Roundabout NAP 29-PM 37.9; In City of Calistoga

Scope: Modify intersection with a Roundabout Design at Silverado Intersection

Widen Roadway at Huichica Creek NAP 121-PM 0.75; In County of Napa

Scope: Remove existing triple box culvert and replace with a new bridge

Tulucay Creek Bridge NAP 121-PM 6.1/6.2;: In City of Napa

Scope: Bridge Repair

ENVIRONMENTAL
EA 28120

Soscol Flyover NAP 221 PM 0.0/0.7 NAP 29 PM 5.0/7.1; In Napa County

Scope: Flyover Structure at SR 221/29/12, Alternative 5 Option 2
Cost Estimate: $35M Construction Capital
Schedule PAED TBD

EA 4A090

Troutdale Creek NAP 29-PM 47.0/47.2; In Napa County

Scope: Bridge replacement at Troutdale Creek
Cost Estimate: $17M Construction Capital

Schedule: PAED 2/2013 PSE 3/2014 RWC 5/2014 RTL 5/2014

EA 1G430

Conn Creek Bridge Scour Mitigation NAP 128-PM R7.4; In Napa County

Scope: Repair the pier walls for scour at Conn Creek Bridge
Cost Estimate: $5M Capital

Schedule: PAED TBD PSE TBD RWC TBD RTL TBD

EA 3G640

Napa River Bridge Scour Mitigation NAP 29 37.0: In City of Calistoga

Scope: Reconstruct a bridge at Napa River Bridge
Cost Estimate: $10M Capital

ATTACHMENT 1
TAC Agenda ltem 7 —
January 10, 2013

CCA 4/2016

CCATBD

Schedule: PAED 3/2014 PSE 11/2015 RWC 3/2016 RTL 3/2016 CCA 12/2017
PID (Project Initiation Document) PSR (Project Study Report) DED (Draft Environmental Document)
PAED (Project Approval/ Environmental Document) PSE (Plans, Specifications, and Estimate)
RWC (Right of Way Certification) RTL (Ready to List) CCA (Construction Contract Acceptance)
ADV (Advertise Contract) BO (Bid Open) AWD (Award Contract)




December 2012

DESIGN
EA 2A320
Sarco Creek NAP 121-PM 9.3/9.5; In Napa County Near City of Napa
Scope: Bridge replacement at Sarco Creek
Cost Estimate: $8M Construction Capital
Schedule: PAED 6/28/12 PSE 12/2013 RWC4/2014  RTL 4/2014 CCA 12/2018

EA 2A110

Capell Creek NAP 121-PM 20.2/20.4; In Napa County

Scope: Bridge replacement at Capell Creek

Cost Estimate: $5M Construction Capital

Schedule: PAED 6/22/11 PSE 8/16/12 RWC4/2013  RTL 4/2013 CCA 08/2015

EA 25940

Channelization NAP 29-PM 25.5/28.4; In and Near City of St. Helena

Scope: Left-turn channelization and pavement rehabilitation from Mee Lane to Charter Oak Avenue
Cost Estimate: $24M Construction Capital
Schedule: PAED 6/29/07 PSE 2/2014 RWC 6/2014  RTL 6/2014 CCA 12/2016

EA 3E221

Pavement Digouts Nap-29 PM 13.5/19.8: In City of Napa and Town of Yountville

Scope: AC digouts from 0.5 Mile North of Trancas Street to Madison Street

Cost Estimate: $1.1M Construction Capital

Schedule: PAED 7/2012 PSE 9/2012 RWC 8/2012 RTL 10/2012 CCA 12/2013

EA 3E270

Pavement Overlay NAP-29 PM29.3/36.9 RHMA Overlay: In Napa County

Scope: Pavement Resurfacing with Rubberized Asphalt from north of York Creek to Myrtle Street

Cost Estimate: $2M Construction Capital

Schedule: PSE 8/2012 RTL 10/2012 CCA 12/2013

EA 3E370

Pavement Digouts Nap-29 PM 0.0/5.1; In and Near City of American Canyon

Scope: AC Digouts from Solano County Line to north of SR12 Junction (Jameson Canyon/Airport)

Cost Estimate: $700K Construction Capital

Schedule: PAED 7/2012 PSE 8/2012 RWC 9/2012 RTL 11/2012 CCA 3/2014

EA 3E400

Pavement Seal Coat Nap-128 PM19.0/34.2 Asphalt Rubber Seal Coat: In Napa County

Scope: Place asphalt rubber seal coat from Knoxville Road to the County Line

Cost Estimate: $2.7M Construction Capital

Schedule: PAED 07/2012 PSE 08/2012 RWC 09/2012 RTL 11/2012 CCA 3/2014

CONSTRUCTION
EA 4442A
Duhig I .andscape Nap 12-PM 0.3/2.0 On route 121; in Napa County
Scope: Mitigation and tree Planting from 0 5km North of Sonoma County line to Duhig Road
Cost Estimate: $920K Construction Capital

Schedule: PAED 8/26/05 RTL 11/10/10  AWD 9/23/11(Parker Landscape Inc.) CCA 4/2015
PID (Project Initiation Document) PSR (Project Study Report) DED (Draft Environmental Document)
PAED (Project Approval/ Environmental Document) PSE (Plans, Specifications, and Estimate)
RWC (Right of Way Certification) RTL (Ready to List) CCA (Construction Contract Acceptance)
ADV (Advertise Contract) BO (Bid Open) AWD (Award Contract)
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December 2012

EA 26413

Jameson Canyon NAP 12-PM 0.2/3.3: In Napa County

Scope: Jameson Canyon: Widen 2 lane to 4 lanes, construct a concrete median from SR 29 to the County Line.

Cost Estimate: $29.2M
Schedule: PAED 1/31/08 RTL 11/19/10 AWD 1/26/12 (Ghilotti Bros.) CCA 12/2013

EA 26414

Jameson Canyvon SO 12-PM 0.0/2.6; In Solang County

Scope: Jameson Canyon: Widen 2 lane to 4 lanes, construct a concrete median from the County Line to Red Top.

Cost Estimate: $52M
Schedule: PAED 1/31/08 RTL 12/1/2010 AWD 1/11/12 (Ghilloti Const.) CCA 12/2014

EA 2E580

Pavement Repair NAP 128 PM 19.1/34.2; In Napa County

Scope: Cold plane AC and place Hot Mix Asphalt from Knoxville Road to the County Line

Cost Estimate: $1.4M Construction Capital,
Schedule: PAED 9/1/11 RTL 1/23/12 AWD 4/9/12 (Vintage Paving) CCA 7/17/12

EA 2E650

Resurfacing NAP 121 PM 9.4/22.0; In Napa County

Scope: Place Rubberized Hot Mix Asphalt from Trancas Street to the County Line

Cost Estimate: $3.2M Construction Capital
Schedule: PAED 10/3/11 RTL 1/24/12 AWD 6/27/12 (Ghilotti Construction) CCA 5/2013

EA 1E40A

Bridge Repair NAP 29 PM R6.6/19.0; In Napa County

Scope: Place Polyester Concrete atSth Ave Undercrossing, 1* St Overcrossing, California Dr Undercrossing, and Dry Creek.

Cost Estimate: $960K Construction Capital
Schedule: PAED 5/11/10 RTL 2/11 AWD 4/30/11(LEGG Inc) CCA 12/2012

EA 45020

Storm Damage NAP 29 PM 41.0; In Napa County

Scope: Reconstruct slope and replace culvert, 1.6 miles north of Tubbs Lane,
Cost Estimate: $2.4M Construction Capital
Schedule: PAED 8/2/10 RTL 6/21/12 ADV 9/4/12 BO 10/9/12 CCA 11/2017

EA 45030

Storm Damage NAP 128 PM 10.3; In Napa County near Lake Hennessy

Scope: Construct sheet pile wall at 2.8 miles east of Silverado Trail
Cost Estimate: $1.3M Construction Capital
Schedule: PAED 8/2/10 RTL 5/1/12 ADV 9/17/12  BO 10/16/12 CCA 10/2017

ACTION ITEMS
Signal at Trower at SR 29 — Signal Timing and operation cannot be changed due to presence of Railroad

crossing at this intersection and the need to quick clearing of the leg crossing the Railroad.

PID (Project Initiation Document) PSR (Project Study Report) DED (Draft Environmental Document)
PAED (Project Approval/ Environmental Document) PSE (Plans, Specifications, and Estimate)
RWC (Right of Way Certification) RTL (Ready to List) CCA (Construction Contract Acceptance)

ADV (Advertise Contract) BO (Bid Open) AWD (Award Contract)

1




January 10, 2013

TAC Agenda Item 8

Continued From: NEW

Action Requested: APPROVE

NAPA COUNTY TRANSPORTATION AND PLANNING AGENCY
TAC Agenda Letter

TO: Members of the Technical Advisory Committee
FROM: Kate Miller, Executive Director

REPORT BY: Renée Y. Kulick, Administrative Technician
(707) 259-8780 / Email: rkulick@nctpa.net

SUBJECT: Selection and Nomination of Chairperson and Vice Chairperson of
the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC)

RECOMMENDATION

By Motion: Elect a new Chair and Vice Chair of the Technical Advisory Committee
(TAC) for an annual term beginning on January 1% of each year.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

On May 18, 2011, the NCTPA Board of Directors approved changes to the TAC by-
laws. The changes did not alter the composition or structure of the committee but
appointed its members to take on a more active role to among other things, oversee the
proceedings of the Committee. At their first meeting of the year, the by-laws require
that committee members appoint a new chair and co-chair.

FINANCIAL IMPACT
Is there a Fiscal Impact? None

BACKGROUND AND DISCUSSION

On May 5, 2011, the TAC took action and recommended approval of revisions made to
the TAC by-laws to the NCTPA Board of Directors. Below is the section pertaining to
the election of officers:
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TAC Agenda Letter Thursday, January 10, 2013
TAC Agenda Item 8
Page 2 of 2

Article IV
OFFICERS

§4.1 Chairperson and Vice Chairperson

The Committee shall elect from its membership a chairperson and a vice chairperson
at its first meeting of the calendar year, to serve for a one-year term. The chairperson
shall preside at all meetings of the Committee and represent the Committee before the
Board of Directors. The vice chairperson shall perform the duties of the chairperson
when the chairperson is absent. In the event of a vacancy in the chairperson’s position,
the vice chairperson shall succeed as chairperson for the balance of the chairperson’s
term, and the Committee shall elect a successor to fill the vacancy in the vice
chairperson’s position as provided below.

The Committee may appoint a nominating committee to nominate Committee
members for the positions of chairperson and vice chairperson. Members willing to
serve in either of these positions may submit their names to the nominating committee
for nomination. Members may also submit names of other members for nomination.
The nominating committee shall verify that members whose names have been
submitted are willing to serve in those positions. The nominating committee may submit
to the Committee the names of those members whom it has nominated and
recommends for election. Notwithstanding these procedures, any member may
nominate a member from the floor.

The Chairperson shall appoint a Secretary who will be responsible for preparing
meeting minutes.

SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS
Attachment: (1) TAC By-laws

13



ATTACHMENT 1
TAC Agenda item 8
January 10, 2013

BYLAWS FOR THE TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Article |
GENERAL PROVISIONS

§1.1 Purpose

These Bylaws govern the proceedings of the Technical Advisory Committee
(TAC), an advisory committee established by the Board of Directors of the Napa County
Transportation and Planning Agency (NCTPA).

Article II
DUTIES AND AUTHORITY

§2.1 Duties

The Committee shall advise the NCTPA Board of Directors on transit and
roadway issues, including planning, project, and policy aspects which are referred to the
Committee either by the Board or the Executive Director.. It shall be the members’
responsibility to keep their respective appointing agencies informed of key issues,
facilitate communication between those agencies and NCTPA, and to help build the
consensus necessary to advise the NCTPA regarding policy decisions.

§2.2 Limitations on Authority

The Committee shall serve in an advisory capacity to the Board of Directors. It
shall have no independent duties and no authority to take actions that bind NCTPA or
the Board of Directors. No expenditures or requisitions for services and supplies shall
be made by the Committee and no individual member thereof shall be entitled to
reimbursement for travel or other expenses except as authorized by the Board of
Directors.

Article lli
MEMBERSHIP
§3.1 Membership

The Committee shall be composed of the NCTPA Executive Director, serving ex-
officio, one member nominated by the Paratransit Coordinating Council (PCC) and
appointed by the NCTPA Board, and 12 members and their alternates, each of whom
shall be a staff member of each Member Agency. Two members and two alternates
shall be appointed by the chief administrative officer of each Member Agency and shall
serve at the pleasure of the Member Agency. In addition the Metropolitan

Approved by the NCTPA Board

05/18/2011
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Transportation Commission and the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans)
may each appoint one ex-officio member and one alternate, who shall not be counted
for purposes of establishing a quorum and who shall have no voting rights.

Agency . Delegates (Alternates)
City of American Canyon (2)

City of Calistoga (2)
City of Napa (2)
City of St. Helena (2)
County of Napa County (2)
Town of Yountville (2)
Paratransit Coordinating Council (1)
NCTPA Executive Director

= =2NNNDNDNDN

Metropolitan Transportation Commission 1 (1)
Caltrans 1 (1)

§3.2 Member Terms

Members and aiterates of the Committee shall serve continuously until
resignation or replacement by their respective appointing authorities.

§3.3 Vacancies

Vacancies shall be filled by the body that made the original appointment.

Article IV
OFFICERS

§4.1 Chairperson and Vice Chairperson

The Committee shall elect from its membership a chairperson and a vice
chairperson at its first meeting of the calendar year, to serve for a one-year term. The
chairperson shall preside at all meetings of the Committee and represent the Committee
before the Board of Directors. The vice chairperson shall perform the duties of the
chairperson when the chairperson is absent. In the event of a vacancy in the
chairperson’s position, the vice chairperson shall succeed as chairperson for the
balance of the chairperson’s term, and the Committee shall elect a successor to fill the
vacancy in the vice chairperson’s position as provided below.

The Committee may appoint a nominating committee to nominate Committee
members for the positions of chairperson and vice chairperson. Members willing to
serve in either of these positions may submit their names to the nominating committee
for nomination. Members may also submit names of other members for nomination.

15



The nominating committee shall verify that members whose names have been
submitted are willing to serve in those positions. The nominating committee may submit
to the Committee the names of those members whom it has nominated and
recommends for election. Notwithstanding these procedures, any member may
_hominate a member from the floor.

The Chairperson shall appoint a Secretary who will be responsible for preparing
meeting minutes.

§4.2 Staff Resources

The NCTPA shall fumish clerical services to prepare and distribute the
Committee’s agendas, notices, minutes, correspondence and other documents and
shall assign an employee to attend each meeting of the Committee to serve in the
capacity as the Committee’'s staff. The NCTPA shall maintain a record of all
proceedings of the Committee as required by law and shall perform other duties as
provided in these Bylaws.

Article V
MEETINGS
§5.1 Regular Meetings

Regular meetings shall be held at such time and place and may from time to time
be determined by the TAC.

§5.2 Special Meetings

A special meeting may be called by the chairperson. The meeting may be called
and noticed as provided in Section 5.3 below. (For a general description of the noticing
procedures, see the Rules of Procedure of the Board of Directors.)
§5.3 Calling and Noticing of Meetings

All meetings shall be called, noticed and conducted in accordance with the
applicable provisions of the Ralph M. Brown Act (commencing with Section 54950 of the
Government Code). The Executive Director and General Counsel shall be given notice
of all meetings. The Committee shall meet at least once a month, unless the
Committee’s activities are suspended.
§5.4 Quorum; Vote

Six Committee members representing four member agencies shall constitute a
quorum for the transaction of business at any meeting of the TAC. All acts of the
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Committee shall require the presence of a quorum and the affirmative vote of a majority
of the total membership present.

§5.5 Alternates

If a Committee member represented by an alternate is absent from all or a
portion of a meeting, the alternate shall be seated in that Committee member's seat and
vote in the place of the absent member. An alternate shall be counted as part of the
Committee quorum only when seated in the place of an absent member.

§5.6 Thirty Minute Rule

If a quorum has not been established within thirty minutes of the noticed starting
time for the meeting, the meeting shall be cancelled..

§5.7 [Reserved]
§5.8 [Reserved]
§5.9 Time Limits for Public Speakers

Each member of the public appearing at a Committee meeting may be limited to
three minutes in his or her presentation, unless the chairperson, at his or her discretion,
permits further remarks to be made. Any person addressing the Committee may submit
written statements, petitions or other documents to complement his or her presentation.

§5.10 Impertinence; Disturbance of Meeting

Any person making personal, impertinent or indecorous remarks while
addressing the Committee may be barred by the chairperson from further appearance
before the Committee at that meeting, unless permission to continue is granted by an
affirmative vote of the Committee. The chairperson may order any person removed
from the Committee meeting who causes a disturbance or interferes with the conduct of
the meeting, and the chairperson may direct the meeting room cleared when deemed
necessary to maintain order.

§5.11 Access to Public Records Distributed at Meeting
Writings distributed during a Committee meeting shall be made available for

public inspection at the meeting if prepared by NCTPA or a member of the Committee,
or after the meeting if prepared by some other person.

Article VI
AGENDAS AND MEETING NOTICES
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§6.1 Agenda Format and Content

The agenda shall specify the starting time and location of the meeting and shall
contain a brief general description of each item of business to be transacted or
discussed at the meeting. The description shall be reasonably calculated to adequately
inform the public of the subject matter of each agenda item.

Items may be referred for inclusion on an agenda by: (1) the NCTPA Board of Directors:;
(2) the NCTPA Executive Director; or (3) the Committee Chairperson. The order of
business shall be established by the chair and vice chair with the approval of the
NCTPA Executive Director.

§6.2 Public Comments

Each agenda for a regular meeting shall provide an opportunity for members of
the public to address the Committee on matters within the Committee’s purview, either
before or during the Committee’s consideration of the item if it is listed on the agenda,
or during “Public Comment” if it is not listed on the agenda. The Committee shall not
act upon an item that is not listed on the agenda..

§6.3 Agenda Preparation

The NCTPA Administrative Assistant shall prepare the agenda for each meeting
in consultation with NCTPA staff and the chairperson. Material intended for placement
on the agenda shall be delivered to the NCTPA Administrative Assistant on or before
12:00 Noon on the date established as the agenda deadline for the forthcoming
meeting. The NCTPA Executive Director may withhold placement on the agenda of any
matter which is not timely received, lacks sufficient information or is in need of staff
review and report prior to Committee consideration.

§6.4 Agenda Posting and Delivery

The written agenda for each regular meeting and each meeting continued for
more than five calendar days shall be posted by the NCTPA Administrative Assistant at
least 72 hours before the meeting is scheduled to begin. The written agenda for every
special meeting shall be posted by the NCTPA Administrative Assistant at least 24
hours before the special meeting is scheduled to begin. The agenda shall be posted in
a location that is freely accessible to members of the public. The agenda, together with
supporting documents, shall be delivered to each Committee member, the Executive
Director and General Counsel at least five days before each regular meeting and at
least 24 hours before each special meeting.

§6.5 Meeting Notices

The NCTPA Administrative Assistant shall mail notice of every meeting to each
person who has filed with NCTPA a written request for notice as provided in Section

18



54954.1 of the Government Code. The notice shall be mailed at least one week prior to
the date set for the meeting. Notice of special meetings called less than seven days
prior to the date set for the meeting shall be given at least 24 hours in advance.

Article VI
MISCELLANEOUS

§7.1 Adoption and Amendment of Bylaws

These Bylaws shall be adopted and amended by the Committee by the
affirmative vote of a majority of its total membership and with the approval of the Board
of Directors.

§7.2 Parliamentary Procedure

The rules contained in the “Standard Code of Parliamentary Procedure”, by A.
Sturgis, shall govern the Committee in all cases to which they are applicable and not
inconsistent with the Bylaws of the Committee.
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Janaury 10, 2013

TAC Agenda Item 9

Continued From: NEW

Action Requested: INFORMATION/ACTION

NAPA COUNTY TRANSPORTATION AND PLANNING AGENCY
TAC Agenda Letter

TO: Technical Advisory Committee (TAC)
FROM: Kate Miller, Executive Director

REPORT BY: Eliot Hurwitz, Program Manager for Planning
(707) 259-8782 / Email: ehurwitz@nctpa.net

SUBJECT: 2013 Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) Work Plan

RECOMMENDATION
The TAC will discuss the proposed 2013 work plan and adopt a preferred plan.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

NCTPA staff proposes the attached 2013 work plan for the TAC, featuring both regular
agenda items, transportation project funding cycles and special projects.

FISCAL IMPACT

Is there a Fiscal Impact? No, this item only establishes the work program for the coming
year. Individual budget items will be considered separately.

BACKGROUND AND DISCUSSION

The NCTPA Technical Advisory Committee is responsible for making recommendations
to the NCTPA Board on the technical issues involved in transportation planning, funding
and broad strategic direction. NCTPA staff envision that 2013 will include both a familiar
range of regular program monitoring plus several unique planning project, outlined in
the 2013 TAC Work Plan - DRAFT, attached.

SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS

Attachments: (1) NCTPA TAC 2013 Work Plan - DRAFT
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NCTPA Technical Advisory Committee (TAC)

2013 Work Plan - DRAFT

ATTACHMENT 1
TAC Agenda Item 9
January 10, 2013

Item Period

1. Appoint chair and vice-chair for 2013 January

2. Review and approve monthly agenda for the NCTPA Board of Monthly
Directors

3. Create and maintain consolidated transportation Capital March
Improvement Project listing for all jurisdictions

4. Review monthly Caltrans updates Monthly

5. Review progress on development of the Napa Valley Vine Trail Monthly

6. Review and approve elements of Measure T expenditure program April

7. Review and approve Scope of Work, consultant selection and Spring
consultant reports for an update to the NCTPA Community Based
Transportation Plan (transit).

8. Review and approve elements of the 2013 Regional Transportation February-June
Plan (RTP)

a. OBAG grant project selections
b. PDA Development Strategy

9. Review and approve Active Transportation Advisory Committee As needed
(ATAC) appointments ,

10. Review ATAC findings relative to “complete streets” compliance of As needed
state and federally funded projects

11. Review and approve Transportation Development Act, part 3 (TDA-3) | May
call for projects and project selection

12. Review and approve Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) call for February
projects and project selection

13. Review work products from the SR29 Gateway Corridor Study March-September

14. Review and approve Scope of Work and consultant selection for Fall
update to NCTPA Strategic Transportation Plan, “Napa’s
Transportation Future”

15. Receive presentations and training on regional transportation Spring
planning

16. Receive presentations and training on transportation funding process Spring

17. Receive regular briefings on status of the countywide “Vine” transit Monthly
system

18. Consider and advise on development of new NCTPA fleet March-June
maintenance facility and CNG fueling depot

19. Review and approve consultant contracts as necessary As needed
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January 10, 2013

TAC Agenda Item 10

Continued From: NEW

Action Requested: INFORMATION

NAPA COUNTY TRANSPORTATION AND PLANNING AGENCY
TAC Agenda Letter

TO: Technical Advisory Committee (TAC)

FROM: Kate Miller, Executive Director

REPORT BY: Danielle Schmitz, Associate Program Planner
(707) 259-5968/ Email: dschmitz@nctpa.net

SUBJECT: Solano Napa Travel Demand Model

RECOMMENDATION

TAC will receive a presentation by Solano Transportation Authority (STA) and
Cambridge Systematics on the Solano Napa Model.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
TAC will receive an overview on the Solano Napa Travel Demand Model.

FISCAL IMPACT

Is there a Fiscal Impact? Information only.

BACKGROUND AND DISCUSSION

An effective traffic forecasting tool is necessary for effective transportation planning and
prioritizing projects. NCTPA has worked with the STA over the past eight years to
develop a cost effective way of modeling future traffic in Solano and Napa counties. On
October 17, 2012 the NCTPA Board approved renewing the agreement with STA to
continue maintenance and operation of the Solano Napa Travel Demand Model. For
the model to be useful in aiding future projects such as implementation of the Travel
Behavior Survey and Napa’s Countywide Transportation Plan, it needs to have the most
up to date land use assumptions.

It is requestd that TAC review the land use assumptions presented by Cambridge to
assure the data provided is the most current.



TAC Agenda Letter

Thursday, January 10, 2013
TAC Agenda ltem 10
Page 2 of 2

SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS

Attachments: (1) Employment Maps
(2) Household Maps
(3) TAZ Maps
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ATTACHMENT 1
TAC Agenda Item 10
January 10, 2013
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ATTACHMENT 2
TAC Agenda item 10

January 10, 2013
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Janaury 10, 2013

TAC Agenda ltem 11

Continued From: November/December 2012
Action Requested: INFORMATION/ACTION

NAPA COUNTY TRANSPORTATION AND PLANNING AGENCY
TAC Agenda Letter

TO: Technical Advisory Committee (TAC)
FROM: Kate Miller, Executive Director

REPORT BY: Danielle Schmitz, Associate Program Planner
(707) 259-5968 / Email: dschmitz@nctpa.net

SUBJECT: Review of Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) Cycle 2 One Bay
Area Grant (OBAG) Project Submittals

RECOMMENDATION

TAC will be asked to complete a first round review of the OBAG project submittals and
provide feedback on how to proceed.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The NCTPA Board opened a call for Cycle 2 OBAG projects at their October 17, 2012
meeting. Project submittals were due to NCTPA by 5:00 PM on December 14, 2012.
The NCTPA Technical Advisory Body (TAC) is the review committee for Cycle 2
projects and will recommend a final list of projects to the NCTPA Board.

NCTPA received 18 project submittals totaling $15.7 million. Of the 18 projects, 7 of
them, totaling $8 million, meet the PDA minimum requirement of $2 million.

FISCAL IMPACT

Is there a Fiscal Impact? The applications will determine which projects are best
suited to receive federal aid funding through Cycle 2.

BACKGROUND AND DISCUSSION

The Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) receives federal funding for local
programming through the state from federal transportation legislation currently known
as Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21%' Century (MAP-21). This includes Surface
Transportation Program (STP), Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement
(CMAQ), Transportation Alternatives (TA), and Safe Routes to School (SR2S) funding.
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TAC Agenda Letter Thursday, January 10, 2013
TAC Agenda ltem 11
Page 2 of 2

The Cycle 2 OBAG Program is a new funding approach being introduced as part of the
RTP currently under development.

The OBAG Program will allocate approximately $6 million to Napa County jurisdictions
for the 4-year cycle FY 2012-13 through FY 2015-16. The OBAG Program will require
that Napa County Transportation and Planning Agency (NCTPA) program at least 50%
of the countywide OBAG funds in Priority Development Areas (PDA) or to projects that
provide “proximate access” to PDAs. All OBAG funds will be contingent on a series of
requirements, including the establishment of a local “Complete Streets” program as well
as having a General Plan housing element approved by the State Housing and
Community Development Department. NCTPA will be responsible for ensuring
compliance of these requirements.

The OBAG Program strives to better integrate the region’s federal transportation
program with California’s climate law (Senate Bill 375, Steinberg, 2008) and the
Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) mandated by that legislation. According to
MTC, funding distribution to the nine (9) Bay Area counties will consider progress
toward achieving local land-use and housing policies by:

« Rewarding jurisdictions that accept housing allocations through the Regional
Housing Need Allocation (RHNA) process and produce housing using
transportation dollars as incentives.

» Supporting the Bay Area SCS by promoting transportation investments in PDAs
and by initiating a pilot program that will support open space preservation in
Priority Conservation Areas (PCA). Additional funding for each county has been
set aside to support these efforts and additional information regarding these
opportunities will follow this spring.

« Providing a higher proportion of funding to local agencies and additional
investment flexibility by eliminating required program investment targets (the
OBAG program allows each county the flexibility to invest in transportation
categories such as Transportation for Livable Communities, bicycle and
pedestrian improvements, local streets and roads preservation, and planning
activities, while also providing specific funding opportunities for Safe Routes to
School (SR2S) and PCA.

The OBAG Program establishes program commitments and policies for investing

roughly $320 million over RTP Cycle 2, a 4-year period (FY 2012-13 through FY 2015-
16), funded through the new federal transportation legislation, “MAP-21".

SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS

Attachments: (1) Project Submittals
(2) Cycle 2 Funding Breakdown

40



ATTACHMENT 1
TAC Agenda ltem 11

January 10, 2013

ON

ON

oN

ON

ON

SIA

SOA

S9A

S9A

SaA

S3A

ON

ON

oN

sah

upa1
vad

PT/ET AL

PT/ET A4

PT/ET Ad

ST/PT M

9T/ST AJ

YT/ET A

PI/ET ML
PI/ET AJ

YI/ET A4

PT/ET Ad

PT/ET Ad

PT/ET A4

VYI/ET A4

PI/ET A

YT/ET Ad

leaj ueys

3cueuarurepy
BANRIUBARIJ - Y18

geyay
u3Waney - Y95

“Adw) pag/ang

qeyay
Juawaaed - Y357

wawadeuepy
uonsasuo)

qeyay

WBWIAEY - Y'PST
qeyay

awdAeg - Y451
Qeyay

udwaned - ¥3sy
wawdojarag vad

J1L/uswadeuely
uonsaduoy
ueLysapay
pue 3pAdg

ndwy
Pad a8 /S1usy

qgeyas Juawaaed
- uoneAsasaid ygs

qeya. Juawanaed
- uoneasasaud yigs

qeyay Juawaney
- nudw) pag
g /uonensasaid

¥13s]
A10833e)

000°£9S

000°0v9$

000'00v°T$

000°005$

000°000°€$

000°2LS$

006°LST$
000°0EY'TS

000v80'v$

000°6T5'V$
000°v88$

000°€8Z$

000v89°T$

000'628'2$

000'916°T$

150D Ya9foud €301

000°8$

008'9L$

00Z'8b1$

000°09%

000°S€$

00v'SLS

00€'SES

00t'9Z$

000°06v$

000°St6°Z$

000°ZTES

000‘EE$

000°Z61$

000°SZ€$

000°0ZZ$

000°65$

00Z°€95$

000°00Z‘T$

000°0vv$

000°00E$

009'705$

009°7ze$
009°€6T$

000'V65°€$

000'vLS'T$

000°00€$

000°0Sz$

000°T6Y°T$

000'5052$

000°£69°T$

yaew [e307  3sanbay Suipuny

poo3d jo |Dd 34N
Yim 192135 Jo spaed bs 000’gg Sudepnsay [eas oy

uonejigeyas uawaaed
'S SPJEMPI pue "3AY UOSI{Y ISe3 "3AY YeQ Jatey)

A3, unyding 1aa0 uosAeio 03 YA Woly
SANINIIe} NI PUE ULLISIPIJ 1933 )BQ JO UOISUIIXT

Aem sy
03 syl AW Wouy ‘py 3jeppuAN/IS el uo qeyay

uonIaSIA|
PeOY 153104 PANJINA4 pue ZTYS 40 Juawanoidw)

Py uoAue) uesudwy

03 s A3 wouy Juawaaed J0 3 000'E eqYyaY

JeN |3p

o1y 03 Aep uojuag wo.y uawaned Jo ‘Y 0S8 qeyay
"1g yemsg

wir 03 'Y U3 W0y Juawaned o Y OOY'E JO geyay
HIEMSSOID 67 YS

*Jg smAd|ean3 o1 spad sa3n013J {67 ¥S PUNOQYINOS U
auej Asejixne 510n135U02 ey (3p o1y Je feudis SIAOWaL
‘6T YS 03 'pY esaudy L wouy ig snydAjeany spuaixg
EEENH

PUZ pue IST pue ejuIOgHe) UO SINOGEPUNOY 1INIISUC)
Aep 2juaueway

PUe 0]gaNd UM eILIOJ|e) UO Jue| axiq || SsejD

euamoy pue 1) Jundg
U3aMiI3q peoy A3j|le Sumoug Jo apis yrou Juoje dwey
GJn) pue saue| 3Y1q JINNY ‘QUND Y[EMBPIS MIN jje3su]|

pajueyua aq jjim saue| ayiq | ssepd Sunsixy
‘aue |apejuiz 03 Py UIRIUNOIA ]IMOH wolf Aejsang

Pajueyua 3 jm auey ayiq || ssepd Sunsixg
‘aueq peawnie 03 sywi| A3 efoysiie) wols Aepang

A|emapis pue aue| ax1q || ssep dueyua ‘Suidus ey
mau ‘dwel qind Sunsixa 11jo13as pue Aepiano eydsy

uondisdsag 3dafosd

Bueypinsay jeag ospy

uoiieyjiqeyay uawaney
SPAeMp3 pue uosi||y “yeQ Jauey)

23pLg ueLIS3Pa4 pue UOISUAIXT 393.3S YeQ
uoneqeydy Py jepPLAN/ IS Ul
UBWIA0IW)

U0NISIIU) PeOY 15304 PALLIIRG
ucneyigeyay peoy uapsol4

uoneyjiqeyay 3saMm Aep uospieuog
uoneljiqeyay peoy pue(s| u3aasn

uoIsualxX3 aaug smdAjeany

SINOGepunoy ‘pajg eiuioe)
uo1IBUU0) A YINOS YON/AN) edey

sawaaosdw)
Alemapig peoy As|jeA sumoig
ABLIBAQ ,H,, 35BYd |1eu) Opeanjis

Aepang 9, aseyq jiea) opesanyis

62 YS Wo.y AelJIAQ "pAjg Hoday

CETTRELICTF]

eud|aH 1§

eU3|aH IS

eud|ay 1§

edoisien

edoisie)

uoAue) uesuawy

uoAue) uesuawy

uoAue) ueruawy

uoAue) uespawy

Ay edey

Ay edep

A edey

Ajuno) edepy

Auno) edey

Ajuno) edep

10suodg

S690€Z

S690€T

T90te

S690€Z

8TS0€C

S690€T

S690¢£Z

ECTONT

LS00vZ

L1744

[A%-11174

90t
YA 244

S690€7

S690€Z

S690€T

aidiiy

ST

T

€T

A3

I

ot

41



v/9°066°vZ$ v£8°780°S$ 000°0TLSTS sgeloy

oN PT/ET AS S1uSy PL1'899S vLTBYS 000°0Zv$ s1eah € 1x3u 3y 10y s1ayjo Apedsie JOON Jeyy  wesSoug 100425 03 sainoy ajes |euoiBay JOON [AL 744
B2IAI3S 3INDNJISELUL-UOUL Y} puedxd pue anunuo)

ON YI/€T A4 qeyay 000°0£TS 000'9%$ 000'v0T$ uno) agejsaH pue ‘Juno, ‘swepy uoney|iqeyay peoy pue 323 |ea0] 3|pAUNOA  S690€T
uBWIAARY - Y195 ‘04U0I BUIPNUL S13UIS UMOY SNOLIEA UI ARIIIAQ

oN PT/ET A Adw 009°'1ZZ$ 009'92% 000°S61$ sdog/esoduepy pue ‘utep/isinyus3 Sy[emssou) vewlsapad paiysn BU3I3H IS ZSTOPZ
P3d 73 a1g/01L ‘ule/iuny je suisson uewysapad paiydn

UpaLD Jeap uexs Ato33e) sonaloidieiol yorew (@207 3senbay Surpuny uondussaq 393forg 3y 3r3loig sosuods  QidiLy

vad

42



NC Regional Transportation Plan Cycle 2
Funds Application

Reauired Attachments:

@ General Plan Circulation Element Amendment or Complete Streets Policy Resolution
] Housing & Community Development (HCD) Approval for General Plan Housing Element
X Complete Streets Checklist

E Project Map (Including Priority Development Area (PDA) boundaries)

Please complete the requested fields below:
Project Sponsor: Napa County

Single Point of Contact: Rick Marshall

Emall/Phone: rick.marshall@countyofnapa.org

(707) 253-4351

Project Title: Airport Boulevard Overlay from SR 29 to End, RDS 14-01

Project Location/Description:

The proposed project will overlay Airport Boulevard from State Route 29 to its terminus at Airport Road
at the Napa County Airport. The road requires resurfacing in order to rehabilitate the deteriorated road
surface. Work will include the application of a two-inch asphalt overlay over existing asphalt surfaces,
asphalt and base course removal and replacement in structurally deficient areas (evidenced by rutting
and alligator cracking), and asphalt conform grinding at the project limits, intersections, and curbs and
gutters. The project will also include raising various utility covers within the roadway to match new
roadway elevations, and retrofit of existing curb ramps at three intersections. New traffic striping will
replace the existing striping using the existing patterns. Existing sidewalks and Class Ii bicycle lanes will
be perpetuated with the project. All construction activities, including staging, shall occur within County
right of way. Airport Boulevard provides connectivity, for all areas within Napa County (including PDAs
in American Canyon and Napa), with the Napa County Airport.

Project Type: Check all that apply; indicate percentage of each if there is more than one element

D Transit Improvements %
X Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements! 20%
X Local Streets and Roads Preservation? 80%
[] safe Routes to Schools or Transit %
[] Transportation for Livable Communities® %
[J Ppriority Conservation Areas %
1
3
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N C Regional Transportation Plan Cycle 2
Funds Application

Is project within the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) Y4 N
Roads must be eligible for federal aid

RTP ID#
[:ITransportation for Livable Communities: 21011

DSafe Route to School Program: 22417
KLocal streets and Roads Maintenance: 230518

[CJother

RTP Goals: Please describe the relationship of project to meeting goals of the MTC Proposed Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP): Can be found at
http://www.onebgyarea.org/plan _bay area/transportation.htm

Check which goals apply:
[Iclimate Protection [[Jadequate Housing
DReduce Premature Death from D Reduce number of Injuries and Fatalities
Particulate Matter from Collisions

Elncrease Average Daily Walking and DOpen Space and Agricultural Preservation
Biking for Transportation by 60%
DEquita ble Access DEquitabIe Vitality

DDecrease Average Per Trip Travel Time EMaintain the Transportation
System in a State of Good Repair

Please answer the following questions regarding the proposed project:

1. Does Sponsor have Complete Streets Act of 2008 compliant General Plan
(GP)? (attach reference or resolution) (] N

2. Does Sponsor have a Housing and Community Development (HCD)
approved GP or Housing Element?
In order to waive the above requirement GP Housing element must already Y[:] N&
be submitted to HCD for consideration. Date submitted to HCD:

3. Isthere a Complete Streets Checklist attached to this application? X NJ

4. Has the sponsor failed to comply with regional or state delivery milestones
in the past 3 years?

- PR
5. s there a Project Map attached to the current application? Yg ND

6. Is the proposed project inside the boundaries of an approved PDA? YD N@

E-N

0
X




NC Regional Transportation Plan Cycle 2
Funds Application

7. s the project directly connected to a PDA? YD NIZ

8. Does the project provide proximate access to a PDA?
If the project provides proximate access to a PDA please explain how*

X n[]
Airport Boulevard is the direct connection between PDAs in both
American Canyon and Napa, with the Napa County Airport.
9. Does the project serve a Community of Concern? YD N

10. Did sponsor do public outreach to develop this project specifically?
Please provide documentation of the public outreach process including

. ; e v[] NX]

dates and times of meetings help, notification process, etc.

*For purposes of this application “proximate access” is defined as any project that provides
transportation connectivity to a PDA.

11. Funding Estimates: Round to the nearest thousand from programming purposes
Project Cost: $1,916,000.00
Grant Request:  $1,697,000.00
Total Project Cost: $1,916,000.00

Phase FY 13/14 FY 14/15 FY 15/16
Federal Fund | Local Match Federal Fund Local Match Federal tocal
Fund Match

Preliminary $57,000.00 | $7,000.00

Engineering

Right-of-Way

Construction $1,426,000.00 | $185,000.00

Construction $214,000.00 | $28,000.00

Engineering

Indicate source(s) of matching funds here:

Source Roads Fund
Amount S S S S S $220,000.00
12. Complete Streets Components: Please indicate all the complete street elements proposed as

part of this project:
12a. sidewalks 12f. Choose an item.
12b. ADA ramps 12g. Choose an item.
12c. bike lanes 12h. Choose an item,
12d. Choose an item, 12i. Choose an item,.
12e. Choose an item. 12j.
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N C Regional Transportation Plan Cycle 2
Funds Application

13. Schedule: Please provide project development schedule:

Phase Begin MO/YR End MO/YR
Scoping 11/2012 12/2012
ENV 10/2013 2/2014
PSE 2/2014 8/2014
R/W 10/2013 2/2014
CON 4/2015

Please indicate the dates sponsor anticipates achieving the following milestones:
a. Resolution of Local Support for project: 6/2013

b. FMS Application: 6/2013
c. Filed Review: 10/2013

d. Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Local Assistance Procedures Manual Form 9-B: 10/2013

e. Request for Authorization: (Please indicate both PE and CON Phases if seeking funding for
both): Preliminary Engineering = 10/2013 Construction = 2/2014

f. Recipient of Authorization (E-76): Preliminary Engineering =2/2014, Construction
Engineering = 8/2014

14. If a local Street and Roads Preservation (LSRP) project, please indicate the federal aid
classification of each road proposed: 07 Rural Major Collector

15. If a LSRP, please indicate the number of lane miles to be improved (include street name, length
and Pavement Condition Index [PCI] of each segment):

Airport Boulevard: 3.5 lane-miles, PCl = 55

16. If LSRP project, what type?
E Pavement Rehabilitation (<70 PCI)
[:] Preventative Maintenance {2 70 PCi)
D Non-pavement

17. Does the sponsor have a current, certified Pavement Management Program?
a. Please indicate the date of last certification: October 1, 2013

46



Page 1 of 4

@ Complete Streets

Project:
Airport Boulevard Overlay

Checklist:
Airport Boulevard Overlay

CREATED 2012-12-13 (1 minute ago) UPDATED 2012-12-13 (I minute ago)

City

Status
In Progress

Description

Pavement Overlay on Airport Boulevard from State Route 29 to Napa County Airport
Contact Name

Rick Marshall

Contact Email

rick. marshall@countyofnapa.org

Contact Phone

707.259.8381

Contact Address

1195 Third St., Suite 201
Napa CA 94559

Ta What accommodations for bicycles and pedestrians are now included on the current facility and
on facilities that it intersects or crosses?

Class Il bicycle lanes
Sidewalks on one side or both sides of street
Pedestrian-actuated traffic signals or routine pedestrian cycle

Traffic signal push buttons

7
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Other

Please provide specifics of any items checked above.
Signalized intersection at Airport Boulevard/Devlin Road.

1b If there are no existing pedestrian or bicycle facilities, how far from the proposed project are
the closest parallel bikeways and walkways?

None selected
Other
N/A

1c Please indicate any particular pedestrian uses or needs along the project corridor that you have
observed or have been informed of.

None selected
Other
N/A

id What existing challenges would the proposed project improve for bicycle or pedestrian travel in
the vicinity of the proposed project?

ADA compliant facilities

Other
Curb ramps will be upgraded to current ADA standards.

2a What trip generators (existing and future) are in the vicinity of the proposed project that might
attract walking or bicycling customers, employees, students, visitors or others?

None selected
Other
Napa County Airport, light industrial employment

3a in the project design, have you considered collisions involving bicyclists and pedestrians along
the route of the facility?

Yes

If so, what resources have you consulted?

8
httn://comnletestreets.mtc.ca.gov/checklists/nrint 48 12/13/201?2



Page 3 of 4

Local agency database

4a Do any adopted plans call for the development of bicycle or pedestrian facilities on, crossing or
adjacent to the proposed facility/project?

Countywide bicycle plan
Specific plan

Other

Plans call for the facilities which are aiready in place and will be perpetuated with the project.
Is the proposed project consistent with these plans?

Yes

5a Do any local, statewide or federal policies call for incorporating bicycle and/or pedestrian
facilities into this project?

Caltrans Highway Design Manual (Chapter 1000)
Americans with Disabilities Act Accessibility Guidelines (ADAAG)

Other

If so, have the policies been followed?

Yes

5b If this project includes a bicycle and/or pedestrian facility, have all applicable design standards
or guidelines been followed?

Yes

6a If there have been BPAC, stakeholder and/or public meetings at which the proposed project has
been discussed, what comments have been made regarding bicycle and pedestrian
accommodations?

None

7a What accommodations, if any, are included for bicyclists and pedestrians in the proposed
project design?

Class Il bicycle lanes

Sidewalks on both sides of street
ADA-compliant ramps

Traffic signal push buttons

9
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Other
8a Will the proposed project remove an existing bicycle or pedestrian facility or block or hinder
bicycle or pedestrian movement?
No
If yes, please describe situation in detail.
8b If the proposed project does not incorporate either bicycle or pedestrian facilities, or if the
proposed project would hinder bicycle or pedestrian travel, list reasons why the project cannot
be re-designed to accommodate these facilities.
N/A
What would be the cost of the bicycle and/or pedestrian facility?
0
What is the bicycle and/or pedestrian facility's proportion of the total project cost?
0
Right-of-way. (Did an analysis lead to this conclusion?)
N/A
9a How will access for bicyclists and pedestrians be maintained during project construction?
None selected
Other
Waork will be performed at night.
10a  What agency will be responsible for ongoing maintenance of the facility?
Napa County
10b  How will ongoing maintenance be budgeted?

Existing Roads budget

10
htto://completestreets.mtc.ca.gov/checklists/orint 5o 12/13/2012
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NC Regional Transportation Plan Cycle 2
Funds Application

Required Attachments:

E General Plan Circulation Element Amendment or Complete Streets Policy Resolution
] Housing & Community Development (HCD) Approval for General Plan Housing Element
[XI Complete Streets Checklist

B Project Map (Including Priority Development Area (PDA) boundaries)

Please complete the requested fields below:
Project Sponsor: Napa County

Single Point of Contact: Rick Marshali

Email/Phone: rick.marshali@countyofnapa.org

(707) 253-4351

Project Title: Silverado Trail Phase “G” Overlay
Calistoga City Limits to Larkmead Lane, RDS 14-02

Project Location/Description:

The proposed project will overlay Silverado Trail from the Calistoga City Limits to Larkmead Lane. The
road requires resurfacing in order to rehabilitate the deteriorated road surface. Work will include the
application of a two inch asphalt overlay over existing asphalt surfaces, asphalt and base course removal
and replacement in structurally deficient areas (evidenced by rutting and alligator cracking), and asphalt
conform grinding at the project limits, intersections, and curbs and gutters. The project will also include
raising various utility covers within the roadway to match new roadway elevations. New traffic striping
will replace the existing striping using the existing patterns. Existing Class Il bicycle lanes will be
perpetuated with the project. All construction activities, including staging, shall occur within County
right of way. Silverado Trail is an important farm-to-market route serving the Napa Valley agricultural

area.

Project Type: Check all that apply; indicate percentage of each if there is more than one element

(] Transit improvements %
] Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements® %
E Local Streets and Roads Preservation? 100%
[[] safe Routes to Schools or Transit %
[:I Transportation for Livable Communities* %
I:] Priority Conservation Areas %
1
13
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NC Regional Transportation Plan Cycle 2

RTP ID#

Funds Application

Is project within the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) Y
Roads must be eligible for federal aid

[_]Transportation for Livable Communities: 21011
[TIsafe Route to School Program: 22417
IZLocal Streets and Roads Maintenance: 230518
[:]Other

N[ ]

RTP Goals: Please describe the relationship of project to meeting goals of the MTC Proposed Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP): Can be found at
http.//www.onebayarea.org/plan_bay area/transportation.htm

Check which goals apply:
[Cclimate Protection [:]Adequate Housing
[IReduce Premature Death from ["TReduce number of Injuries and Fatalities
Particulate Matter from Collisions

[increase Average Daily Walking and DOpen Space and Agricultural Preservation

Biking for Transportation by 60%
[Jequitable Access [CJequitable Vitality

[pecrease Average Per Trip Travel Time [X]Maintain the Transportation
System in a State of Good Repair

Please answer the following questions regarding the proposed project:

1. Does Sponsor have Complete Streets Act of 2008 compliant General

Plan (GP)? (attach reference or resolution) YD NE
2. Does Sponsor have a Housing and Community Development (HCD)

approved GP or Housing Element?

In order to waive the above requirement GP Housing element must already v[] NX

be submitted to HCD for consideration. Date submitted to HCD:

November, 2008
3. Is there a Complete Streets Checklist attached to this application? X (]
4, Has the sponsor failed to comply with regional or state delivery

milestones in the past 3 years? (Il NIX]
5. Is there a Project Map attached to the current application? Vx| N[
6. Is the proposed project inside the boundaries of an approved PDA? Y] NX)

2
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Regional Transportation Plan Cycle 2

NC

Funds Application

7. Is the project directly connected to a PDA? YD NE
8. Does the project provide proximate access to a PDA?

If the project provides proximate access to a PDA please explain how* v NX]
S. Does the project serve a Community of Concern? YL__] NE
10. Did sponsor do public outreach to develop this project specifically?

Please provide documentation of the public outreach process including v N

dates and times of meetings help, notification process, etc.

*For purposes of this application “proximate access” is defined as any project that provides
transportation connectivity to a PDA.

i1. Funding Estimates: Round to the nearest thousand from programming purposes
Project Cost: $2,829,000.00
Grant Request:  $2,505,000.00
Total Project Cost: $2,829,000.00

Phase FY 13/14 FY 14/15 FY 15/16
Federal Local

Federal Fund | Local Match Federal Fund Local Match Fund Match

Preliminary $84,000.00 | $11,000.00

Engineering

Right-of-Way

Construction $2,105,000.00 | $273,000.00

Construction $316,000.00 | $41,000.00

Engineering

Indicate source(s) of matching funds here:

Source Roads Fund
Amount S S S S S $325,000.00

12, Complete Streets Components: Please indicate all the complete street elements proposed

as part of this project:

12a. bike lanes 12f. Choose an item.

12b. Choose an item. 12g. Choose an item.

12¢. Choose an item. 12h. Choose an item.

12d. Choose an item. 12i. Choose an item.

12e. Choose an item. 12j.

3
15
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NC

Regional Transportation Plan Cycle 2
Funds Application

13. Schedule: Please provide project development schedule:
Phase Begin MO/YR End MO/YR
Scoping 11/2012 12/2012
ENV 10/2013 2/2014
PSE 2/2015 8/2015
R/W 10/2013 2/2014
CON 4/2016

Please indicate the dates sponsor anticipates achieving the following milestones:
Resolution of Local Support for project: 6/2013

b.

f.

14.

FMS Application: 6/2013

Filed Review: 10/2013

Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Local Assistance Procedures Manual Form 9-B: 10/2015

Request for Authorization: (Please indicate both PE and CON Phases if seeking funding for
both): Preliminary Engineering = 10/2013 Construction = 2/2015

Recipient of Authorization (E-76): Preliminary Engineering = 10/2013, Construction = 8/2015

If a local Street and Roads Preservation (LSRP) project, please indicate the federal aid

classification of each road proposed: 07 Rural Major Collector

15.

if a LSRP, please indicate the number of lane miles to be improved (include street name,

length and Pavement Condition Index [PCl] of each segment):

Silverado Trail Phase G: 4.0 lane-miles, PCl = 63

16. If LSRP project, what type?
& Pavement Rehabilitation (<70 PCi)

[_] preventative Maintenance (2 70 PCl)

[] Non-pavement

17.

16
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Does the sponsor have a current, certified Pavement Management Program?
a. Please indicate the date of last certification: October 1, 2013




Page 1 of 4

@ Complete Streets

Project:
Stlverado Traii Phase "G” Overlay

Checklist:
Silverado Trail Phase "G" Overlay

CREATED 2012-12-13 (less than a minute ago) UPDATED 2012-12-13 (less than a minute ago)

City

Status
In Progress

Description

Pavement overlay on Silverado Trail from Calistoga city limits to Larkmead Lane
Contact Name

Rick Marshall

Contact Email

rick.marshall@countyofnapa.org

Contact Phone

707.259.8381

Contact Address

1195 Third Street, Suite 201
Napa CA 94559

1a What accommodations for bicycles and pedestrians are now included on the current facility and
on facilities that it intersects or crosses?

Class Il bicycle lanes

Other

Please provide specifics of any items checked above.

17
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Page 2 of 4

b If there are no existing pedestrian or bicycle facilities, how far from the proposed project are
the closest parallel bikeways and walkways?

None selected
Other
N/A

tc Please indicate any particular pedestrian uses or needs along the project corridor that you have
observed or have been informed of. '

None selected
Other
N/A

id What existing challenges would the proposed project improve for bicycle or pedestrian travel in
the vicinity of the proposed project?

None selected
Other
N/A

2a What trip generators (existing and future) are in the vicinity of the proposed project that might
attract walking or bicycling customers, employees, students, visitors or others?

None selected
Other
N/A

3a in the project design, have you considered collisions involving bicyclists and pedestrians along
the route of the facility?

Yes
If so, what resources have you consulted?
Local agency database

4a Do any adopted plans call for the development of bicycle or pedestrian facilities on, crossing or
adjacent to the proposed facility/project?

18
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Page 3 of 4

Countywide bicycle plan
Other

Plan calls for the facility which is already in place and will be perpetuated with the project.
Is the proposed project consistent with these plans?

Yes

5a Do any local, statewide or federal policies call for incorporating bicycle and/or pedestrian
facilities into this project?

Caltrans Highway Design Manual (Chapter 1000)

Other

if so, have the policies been followed?

Yes

5b If this project includes a bicycle and/or pedestrian facility, have all applicable design standards
or guidelines been followed?

Yes

6a if there have been BPAC, stakeholder and/or public meetings at which the proposed project has
been discussed, what comments have been made regard ing bicycle and pedestrian
accommodations?

None

7a What accommodations, if any, are included for bicyclists and pedestrians in the proposed
project design?

Class Ii bicycle lanes

Other

8a Will the proposed project remove an existing bicycle or pedestrian facility or block or hinder
bicycle or pedestrian movement?
No

If yes, please describe situation in detail.

19
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Page 4 of 4

8b If the proposed project does not incorporate either bicycle or pedestrian facilities, or if the
proposed project would hinder bicycle or pedestrian travel, list reasons why the project cannot
be re-designed to accommodate these facilities.
N/A
What would be the cost of the bicycle and/or pedestrian facility?
0
What is the bicycle and/or pedestrian facility's proportion of the total project cost?
0
Right-of-way. (Did an analysis lead to this conclusion?)
N/A
9a How will access for bicyclists and pedestrians be maintained during project construction?
None selected
Other
Work will be performed at night
10a What agency will be responsible for ongoing maintenance of the facility?
Napa County

10b  How will ongoing maintenance be budgeted?

Existing Roads budget

20
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NC Regional Transportation Plan Cycle 2
Funds Application

Required Attachments:

XI General Plan Circulation Element Amendment or Complete Streets Policy Resolution
[[] Housing & Community Development (HCD) Approval for General Plan Housing Element
XI Complete Streets Checklist

X Project Map (Including Priority Development Area (PDA) boundaries)

Please complete the requested fields below:

Project Sponsor: Napa County
Single Point of Contact: Rick Marshall
Email/Phone: rick.marshall@countyofnapa.org

(707) 253-4351

Project Title: Silverado Trail Phase “H” Overlay
Howell Mountain Road to Zinfandel Lane, RDS 14-03

Project Location/Description:

The proposed project will overlay Silverado Trail from Howell Mountain Road to Zinfandel Lane. The
road requires resurfacing in order to rehabilitate the deteriorated road surface. Work will include the
application of a two inch asphalt overlay over existing asphalt surfaces, asphalt and base course removal
and replacement in structurally deficient areas (evidenced by rutting and alligator cracking), and asphalt
conform grinding at the project limits, intersections, and curbs and gutters. The project will also include
raising various utility covers within the roadway to match new roadway elevations. New traffic striping
will replace the existing striping using the existing patterns. Existing Class I bicycle lanes will be
perpetuated with the project. All construction activities, including staging, shall occur within County
right of way. Silverado Trail is an important farm-to-market route serving the Napa Valley agricultural
area.

Project Type: Check all that apply; indicate percentage of each if there is more than one element

(] Transit Improvements %
[] Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements® %
X Local Streets and Roads Preservation? 100%
[[] safe Routes to Schools or Transit! %
[ ] Transportation for Livable Communities® %
[T]1 Priority Conservation Areas %
1
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NC Regional Transportation Plan Cycle 2
Funds Application

t Is project within the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) Y4 N[C]
2 Roads must be eligible for federal aid
RTP ID#
[JTransportation for Livable Communities: 21011
[ ]safe Route to School Program: 22417
%Local Streets and Roads Maintenance: 230518
Other

RTP Goals: Please describe the relationship of project to meeting goals of the MTC Proposed Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP): Can be found at
http.//www.onebayarea.org/plan_bay area/transportation.htm

Check which goals apply:
L__lclimate Protection DAdequate Housing
[CJReduce Premature Death from [CIReduce number of Injuries and Fatalities
Particulate Matter from Collisions

increase Average Daily Walking and E]Open Space and Agricultural Preservation
Biking for Transportation by 60%
[Jequitable Access [ClEequitable Vitality

[IDecrease Average Per Trip Travel Time [X]Maintain the Transportation
System in a State of Good Repair

Please answer the following questions regarding the proposed project:

1. Does Sponsor have Complete Streets Act of 2008 compliant General -

Plan (GP)? (attach reference or resolution) v ] NLX]
2. Does Sponsor have a Housing and Community Development (HCD)

approved GP or Housing Element?

In order to waive the above requirement GP Housing element must already Y] NX]

be submitted to HCD for consideration. Date submitted to HCD:

November, 2008
3. Is there a Complete Streets Checklist attached to this application? Xl N
4, Has the sponsor failed to comply with regional or state delivery

milestones in the past 3 years? ] N
5.  Isthere a Project Map attached to the current application? Xl ND
6. Is the proposed project inside the boundaries of an approved PDA? YD N[

2
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Regional Transportation Plan Cycle 2

NC

Funds Application
Is the project directly connected to a PDA? YL__] NIZ

8. Does the project provide proximate access to a PDA?

If the project provides proximate access to a PDA please explain how* v[] Y
9. Does the project serve a Community of Concern? [ ] NI
10. Did sponsor do public outreach to develop this project specifically?

Please provide documentation of the public outreach process including v Ng

dates and times of meetings help, notification process, etc.

*For purposes of this application “proximate access” is defined as any project that provides
transportation connectivity to a PDA.

11. Funding Estimates: Round to the nearest thousand from programming purposes
Project Cost: $1,684,000.00
Grant Request:  $1,491,000.00
Total Project Cost: $1,684,000.00

Phase FY 13/14 FY 14/15 FY 15/16
Federal Fund | Local Match Federal Fund Local Match Federal Local
Fund Match

Preliminary $50,000.00 | $6,000.00

Engineering

Right-of-Way

Construction $1,253,000.00 | $162,000.00

Construction $188,000.00 | $24,000.00

Engineering

Indicate source(s) of matching funds here:

Source Roads Fund
Amount S S $ S S $192,000.00

12. Complete Streets Components: Please indicate all the complete street elements proposed

as part of this project:

12a. bike lanes 12f. Choose an item.

12b. Choose an item. 12g. Choose an item.

12¢. Choose an item. 12h. Choose an item.

12d. Choose an item. 12i. Choose an item.

12e. Choose an item. 12;.

3
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NC

Regional Transportation Plan Cycle 2
Funds Application

13. Schedule: Please provide project development schedule:
Phase Begin MO/YR End MO/YR
Scoping 11/2012 12/2012
ENV 10/2013 2/2014
PSE 2/2014 8/2014
R/W 10/2013 2/2014
CON 4/2015

Please indicate the dates sponsor anticipates achieving the following milestones:
Resolution of Local Support for project: 6/2013

b.

o

baal

14.

FMS Application: 6/2013

Filed Review: 10/2013

Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Local Assistance Procedures Manual Form 9-B: 10/2014

Request for Authorization: (Please indicate both PE and CON Phases if seeking funding for
both): Preliminary Engineering = 10/2013 Construction = 2/2014

Recipient of Authorization (E-76): Preliminary Engineering = 10/2013, Construction = 8/2015

if a local Street and Roads Preservation (LSRP) project, please indicate the federal aid

classification of each road proposed: 07 Rural Major Collector

1s. If a LSRP, please indicate the number of lane miles to be improved (include street name,

length and Pavement Condition Index [PCI] of each segment):

Silverado Trail Phase H: 2.4 lane-miles, PCl = 46

16. If LSRP project, what type?
<] Pavement Rehabilitation (<70 PCl)

[[] preventative Maintenance (2 70 PCI)

[(] Non-pavement

17. Does the sponsor have a current, certified Pavement Management Program?
a. Please indicate the date of last certification: October 1, 2013

26
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@ Complete Streets

Project:
Silverado Trail Phase "H" Overlay

Checklist:
Silverado Trail Phase "H" Overlay

CREATED 2012-12-13 (less than a minute ago) UPDATED 2012-12-13 (less than a minute ago)

City

Status
In Progress

Description

Pavement overlay on Silverado Trail from Howell Mountain Road to Larkmead Lane
Contact Name

Rick Marshail

Contact Email

rick.marshall@countyofnapa.org

Contact Phone

707.259.8381

Contact Address

1195 Third Street, Suite 201
Napa CA 94559

la What accommodations for bicycles and pedestrians are now included on the current facility and
on facilities that it intersects or crosses?

Class | bicycle lanes

Other

Please provide specifics of any items checked above.

27
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Page 2 of 4

1b If there are no existing pedestrian or bicycle facilities, how far from the proposed project are
the closest parallel bikeways and walkways?

None selected
Other
N/A

Ic Please indicate any particular pedestrian uses or needs along the project corridor that you have
observed or have been informed of.

None selected
Other
N/A

id What existing challenges would the proposed project improve for bicycle or pedestrian travel in
the vicinity of the proposed project?

None selected
Other
N/A

2a What trip generators (existing and future) are in the vicinity of the proposed project that might
attract walking or bicycling customers, employees, students, visitors or others?

None selected
Other
N/A

3a In the project design, have you considered collisions involving bicyclists and pedestrians along
the route of the facility?

Yes
if so, what resources have you consulted?
Local agency database

4a Do any adopted plans call for the development of bicycle or pedestrian facilities on, crossing or
adjacent to the proposed facility/project?
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Countywi de bicycle plan
Other

Plan calls for the facility which is already in place and will be perpetuated with the project.
Is the proposed project consistent with these plans?

Yes

5a Do any local, statewide or federal policies call for incorporating bicycle and/or pedestrian
facilities Bnto this project?

Caltrans Highway Design Manual (Chapter 1000)

Other

If so, have the policies been followed?

Yes

S5b If this project includes a bicycle and/or pedestrian facility, have all applicable design standards
or guidelines been followed?

Yes
6a If there have been BPAC, stakeholder and/or public meetings at which the proposed project has
been discussed, what comments have been made regarding bicycle and pedestrian

accommodations?

None

7a What accommodations, if any, are included for bicyclists and pedestrians in the proposed
project design?

Class Il bicycle lanes

Other

8a Will the proposed project remove an existing bicycle or pedestrian facility or block or hinder
bicycle or pedestrian movement?

No

If yes, please describe situation in detail.

29
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8b If the proposed project does not incorporate either bicycle or pedestrian facilities, or if the
proposed project would hinder bicycle or pedestrian travel, list reasons why the project cannot
be re-designed to accommodate these facilities.
N/A
What would be the cost of the bicycle and/or pedestrian facility?
0
What is the bicycle and/or pedestrian facility's proportion of the total project cost?
0
Right-of-way. (Did an analysis lead to this conclusion?)
N/A
9a How will access for bicyclists and pedestrians be maintained during project construction?
None selected
Other
Work witl be performed at night
10a  What agency will be responsible for ongoing maintenance of the facility?
Napa County

t0b How will ongoing maintenance be budgeted?

Existing Roads budget

30
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NC Regional Transportation Plan Cycle 2
Funds Application

Required Attachments:
General Plan Circulation Element Amendment or Complete Streets Policy Resolution
WILL PROVIDE TO NCTPA BY 1/31/13
E Housing & Community Development (HCD) Approval for General Plan Housing Element
[:] Complete Streets Checklist
WILL HAVE COMPLETED BY EARLY 2013
E Project Map (Including Priority Development Area {PDA) boundaries)

Please complete the requested fields below:
Project Sponsor: CITY OF NAPA

Single Point of Contact: MIKE SOCORRO

Email/Phone: msocorro@cityofnapa.org
707-257-9305

Project Title: BROWNS VALLEY ROAD SIDEWALK IMPROVEMENTS

Project Location/Description: NAPA CITY: BROWNS VALLEY ROAD - 160’ WEST OF SPRIG COURT TO
ROWENA LANE / INSTALL NEW SIDEWALK, CURB, GUTTER, AND CURB RAMP ALONG THE NORTHERLY
SIDE OF BROWNS VALLEY ROAD WHERE NONE EXISTS. THIS WILL PROVIDE FOR CONTINOUS
SIDEWALK ACCESS MOSTLY BENEFITTING THE CHILDREN WHO ATTEND BROWNS VALLEY ELEMENTARY
SCHOOL.

Project Type: Check all that apply; indicate percentage of each if there is more than one element

(] Transit improvements %

E Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements® 20 %

[[] Local Streets and Roads Preservation? %

DJ safe Routes to Schools or Transit® 80 %

[(] Transportation for Livable Communities® %

[C] Ppriority Conservation Areas %
1

Is project within the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) X N[]
Roads must be eligible for federal aid

RTP ID# DTransportation for Livable Communities: 21011

[Xlsafe Route to School Program: 22417
[_JLocal Streets and Roads Maintenance: 230518
[Clother
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NC |

Funds Application

Regional Transportation Plan Cycle 2

RTP Goals: Please describe the relationship of project to meeting goals of the MTC Proposed Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP): Can be found at
http://www.onebayarea.ora/plan bay_area/transportation.htm

Check which goals apply:

Xciimate Protection [JAdequate Housing
E]Reduce Premature Death from EReduce number of Injuries and Fatalities
Particulate Matter from Collisions

Dlncrease Average Daily Walking and I:]Open Space and Agricultural Preservation

Biking for Transportation by 60%
[Jequitable Access [CJEequitable Vitality

[[]pecrease Average Per Trip Travel Time []Maintain the Transportation

System in a State of Good Repair
Please answer the following questions regarding the proposed project:

1.

Does Sponsor have Complete Streets Act of 2008 compliant General Plan

(GP)? (attach reference or resolution) Y[X N[
WILL PRIDE REFERENCE TO NCTPA BY 1/31/13
2. Does Sponsor have a Housing and Community Development (HCD)
approved GP or Housing Element?
In order to waive the above requirement GP Housing element must already YE ND
be submitted to HCD for consideration. Date submitted to HCD: 7/1/09
3. Isthere a Complete Streets Checklist attached to this application? YD N@
WILL HAVE COMPLETED BY EARLY 2013
4. Has the sponsor failed to comply with regional or state delivery milestones
in the past 3 years? (] N
5. Isthere a Project Map attached to the current application? Y] N]
6. Is the proposed project inside the boundaries of an approved PDA? YD N@
7. s the project directly connected to a PDA? YD N@
8. Does the project provide proximate access to a PDA?
If the project provides proximate access to a PDA please explain how* Y[ ] NX
9. Does the project serve a Community of Concern? YD le
10. Did sponsor do public outreach to develop this project specifically?

Please provide documentation of the public outreach process including
dates and times of meetings help, notification process, etc.
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NC

Regional' Transportation Plan Cycle 2
Funds Application

*For purposes of this application “proximate access” is defined as any project that provides
transportation connectivity to a PDA.

11. Funding Estimates: Round to the nearest thousand from programming purposes

Project Cost:
Grant Request:

$250,000
RSR2S

Total Project Cost: $283,000

Phase FY 13/14 FY 14/15 FY 15/16
Federal Fund | Local Match | Federal Fund | Local Match | Federal Fund Local Match

Preliminary Engineering | $30,000 $3,000 S S S S
Right-of-Way $88,000 $12,000 ) S S $
Construction S S $ $ $112,000 $15,000
Construction
Engineering > > > > 320,000 33,000
Indicate source(s) of matching funds here:
Source General
Amount $33,000 S S $ S S

12. Complete Streets Components: Please indicate all the complete street elements proposed as

part of this project:

12a. sidewalks

12f. Choose an item.

12b. ADA ramps

12g. Choose an item

12c. bike lanes

12h. Choose an item.

12d. Choose an item.

12i. Choose an item.

12e. Choose an item.

12j.

13. Schedule: Please provide project development schedule:

Phase Begin MO/YR End MO/YR
Scoping COMPLETED
ENV 10/13 2/14

PSE 10/13 4/15

R/W 4/14 4/15

CON 6/16 8/16
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NC

Regional Transportation Plan Cycle 2
Funds Application

Please indicate the dates sponsor anticipates achieving the following milestones:

14.

15.

16.

17.

a. Resolution of Local Support for project: N/A
b. FMS Application: 6/13
c. Field Review: 10/13

d. Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Local Assistance Procedures Manual Form 9-B: 6/13

e. Request for Authorization: (Please indicate both PE and CON Phases if seeking funding for
both): PE 11/13
R/W 2/14
CE & CON 12/15

f. Recipient of Authorization (E-76): PE 2/14
R/W 4/14
CE & CON 3/16

If a local Street and Roads Preservation (LSRP) project, please indicate the federal aid
classification of each road proposed: N/A

If a LSRP, please indicate the number of lane miles to be improved (include street name, length
and Pavement Condition Index [PCI] of each segment): N/A

If LSRP project, what type? N/A

[] pavement Rehabilitation (<70 PCI)
D Preventative Maintenance (2 70 PCl)
[] Non-pavement

Does the sponsor have a current, certified Pavement Management Program?
a. Please indicate the date of last certification: APRIL 30, 2012

36
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NC Regional Transportation Plan Cycle 2
Funds Application

Required Attachments:

General Plan Circulation Element Amendment or Complete Streets Policy Resolution
WILL PROVIDE TO NCTPA BY 1/31/13
% Housing & Community Development (HCD) Approval for General Plan Housing Element
] Complete Streets Checklist
WILL HAVE COMPLETED BY EARLY 2013
X Project Map (Including Priority Development Area (PDA) boundaries)

Please complete the requested fields below:
Project Sponsor: CITY OF NAPA
Single Point of Contact: MIKE SOCORRO

Email/Phone: msocorro@cityofnapa.org
707-257-9305

Project Title: NAPA CITY NORTH/SOUTH BIKE CONNECTION

Project Location/Description: NAPA CITY: CALIFORNIA BLVD BETWEEN PUEBLO AND PERMANENTE/
WIDENING OF CALIFORNIA BLVD BETWEEN PUEBLO AND PERMANENTE TO PROVIDE FOR CLASS I
BIKE LANES ALONG THE ENTIRE CORRIDOR. NEWLY INSTALLED BIKE LANES WILL PROVIDE ACCESS TO
THE CITY OF NAPA’S COMMUTER BIKE PATH WHICH HEADS SOUTHEAST AND CONNECTS TO THE CITY
OF NAPA'’S PDA.

Project Type: Check all that apply; indicate percentage of each if there is more than one element

[] Transit Improvements %

Iz Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements! 100 %

[] Local Streets and Roads Preservation? %

[[] safe Routes to Schools or Transit* %

[] Transportation for Livable Communities® %

D Priority Conservation Areas %
1

Is project within the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) X N[

2 Roads must be eligible for federal aid

RTPID# [ ]Transportation for Livable Communities: 21011

[Jsafe Route to School Program: 22417
[ Jtocal Streets and Roads Maintenance: 230518
®Other
BUILD OUT COUNTYWIDE PRIMARY 240612,
BIKE NETWORK 230527
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NC

Funds Application

Regional Transportation Plan Cycle 2

RTP Goals: Please describe the relationship of project to meeting goals of the MTC Proposed Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP): Can be found at
http.//www.onebayarea.orq/plan_bay area/transportation.htm

Check which goals apply:

XCIimate Protection DAdequate Housing
[CIReduce Premature Death from DReduce number of Injuries and Fatalities
Particulate Matter from Collisions

Xincrease Average Daily Walking and [Jopen Space and Agricultural Preservation

Biking for Transportation by 60%
[:]Equitable Access [Jequitable Vitality

EDecrease Average Per Trip Travel Time DMaintain the Transportation

System in a State of Good Repair
Please answer the following questions regarding the proposed project:

1. Does Sponsor have Complete Streets Act of 2008 compliant General Plan
(GP)? (attach reference or resolution) X N[]
WILL PRIDE REFERENCE TO NCTPA BY 1/31/13
2. Does Sponsor have a Housing and Community Development (HCD)
approved GP or Housing Element?
In order to waive the above requirement GP Housing element must already y@ ND
be submitted to HCD for consideration. Date submitted to HCD: 7/1/09
3. Isthere a Complete Streets Checklist attached to this application? YD NIZ
WILL HAVE COMPLETED BY EARLY 2013
4. Has the sponsor failed to comply with regional or state delivery milestones
in the past 3 years? v ] NX
5. Isthere a Project Map attached to the current application? Y@ ND
6. Is the proposed project inside the boundaries of an approved PDA? YD N‘z
7. Isthe project directly connected to a PDA? YD NE
8. Does the project provide proximate access to a PDA?
If the project provides proximate access to a PDA please explain how* Y@ ND
NEWLY INSTALLED CLASS Il BIKE LANES AS PART OF PROJECT CONNECT
TO COMMUTER BIKE PATH WHICH PROVIDES CONNECTIVITY TO PDA
9. Does the project serve a Community of Concern? YD N@
10. Did sponsor do public outreach to develop this project specifically?

Please provide documentation of the public outreach process including
dates and times of meetings help, notification process, etc.
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NC

Funds Application

Regional Transportation Plan Cycle 2

*For purposes of this application “proximate access” is defined as any project that provides
transportation connectivity to a PDA.

11. Funding Estimates: Round to the nearest thousand from programming purposes

Project Cost:

$300,000

Grant Request: CMAQ

Total Project Cost: $884,000* (DESIGN (INDEPENDENTLY FUNDED EXTERNAL OF THIS

APPLICATION) & CONSTRUCTION)

Phase FY 13/14 FY 14/15 FY 15/16
Federal Fund | Local Match | Federal Fund | Local Match Federal Fund | Local Match

Preliminary Engineering | $ $ $ $ $ $
Right-of-Way $ S S S S S
Construction $265,000 | $308,000 S S S S
Construction
Engineering $35,000 $4,000 S S S S
Indicate source(s) of matching funds here:
Source GENERAL GAS
Amount $25,000 $287,000 $ $ $

12. Complete Streets Components: Please indicate all the complete street elements proposed as

part of this project:

12a. sidewalks

12f. Choose an item.

12b. ADA ramps

12g. Choose an item.

12c. bike lanes

12h. Choose an item.

12d. signage

12i. Choose an item.

12e. cross waiks

12j.

13. Schedule: Please provide project development schedule:

Phase Begin MO/YR End MO/YR
Scoping COMPLETED
ENV (CEQA)** 12/12 2/13

PSE 1/12 3/13

R/W N/A N/A

CON 6/14 5/14

*FUNDING BREAKDOWN - $112,000 TFCA, $160,000 CMAQ CYCLE 1, 5300,000 CMAQ CYCLE 2,

$312,000 LOCAL FUNDS

**NEPA COMPLETED 8/12
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NC Regional Transportation Plan Cycle 2

Funds Application

Please indicate the dates sponsor anticipates achieving the following milestones:

14.

15.

16.

17.

a.

b.

Resolution of Local Support for project: N/A
FMS Application: 9/13 FOR TIP AMENDMENT AS PROJECT IS ALREADY IN THE FMS
Field Review: COMPLETED 3/12

Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Local Assistance Procedures Manual Form 9-B: 6/13

Request for Authorization: (Please indicate both PE and CON Phases if seeking funding for
both): CON 9/13

Recipient of Authorization (E-76): CON 2/14

If a local Street and Roads Preservation (LSRP) project, please indicate the federal aid
classification of each road proposed: N/A

If a LSRP, please indicate the number of lane miles to be improved (include street name, length
and Pavement Condition Index [PCI] of each segment): N/A

If LSRP project, what type? N/A

[] Pavement Rehabilitation (<70 PCI)
[[] preventative Maintenance (270 PCI)
[] Non-pavement

Does the sponsor have a current, certified Pavement Management Program?

a.

Please indicate the date of last certification: APRIL 30, 2012
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NC Regional Transportation Plan Cycle 2
Funds Application

Required Attachments:
[l General Plan Circulation Element Amendment or Complete Streets Policy Resolution
WILL PROVIDE TO NCTPA BY 1/31/13
E Housing & Community Development (HCD) Approval for General Plan Housing Element
] Complete Streets Checklist
WILL HAVE COMPLETED BY EARLY 2013
X Project Map (Including Priority Development Area (PDA) boundaries)

Piease complete the requested fields below:
Project Sponsor: CITY OF NAPA

Single Point of Contact: MIKE SOCORRO

Email/Phone: msocorro@cityofnapa.org

707-257-9305
Project Title: CALIFORNIA BLVD ROUNDABOUTS
Project Location/Description: NAPA CITY: CALIFORNIA BLVD BETWEEN 1% STREET AND 2™ STREET/
INSTALL ROUNDABOUTS ON CALIFORNIA BLVD AT THE INTERSECTION OF 15" AND 2"° STREET. NEWLY

INSTALLED ROUNDABOUTS WILL PROVIDE FOR CONGESTION RELIEF FOR TRAFFIC ACCESSING THE
DOWNTOWN PDA AREA.

Project Type: Check all that apply; indicate percentage of each if there is more than one element

X Transit Improvements 5 %
Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements® 5 %
[] Local Streets and Roads Preservation? %
[] safe Routes to Schools or Transit %
Transportation for Livable Communities* S %
[L] Ppriority Conservation Areas %
X] Congestion Management 85 %

Is project within the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) X NC]
Roads must be eligible for federal aid

RTPID# [ JTransportation for Livable Communities: 21011

[[Jsafe Route to School Program: 22417
DLocal Streets and Roads Maintenance: 230518
IZOther

CONSTRUCT ROUNDABOUTS ON CA BLVD 22746
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NC Regional Transportation Plan Cycle 2
Funds Application

RTP Goals: Please describe the relationship of project to meeting goals of the MTC Proposed Regional

Transportation Plan (RTP): Can be found at
http://www.onebayarea.orq/plan _bay _area/transportation.htm

Check which goals apply:
[Xclimate Protection [ ]adequate Housing
[JReduce Premature Death from [CJReduce number of Injuries and Fatalities
Particulate Matter from Collisions

Dlncrease Average Daily Walking and DOpen Space and Agricultural Preservation

Biking for Transportation by 60%
[CJEquitable Access [lequitable vitality

gDecrease Average Per Trip Travel Time DMaintain the Transportation
System in a State of Good Repair
Please answer the following questions regarding the proposed project:

1. Does Sponsor have Complete Streets Act of 2008 compliant General Plan
(GP)? (attach reference or resolution) YE
WILL PRIDE REFERENCE TO NCTPA BY 1/31/13

N[]

2. Does Sponsor have a Housing and Community Development (HCD)
approved GP or Housing Element?
In order to waive the above requirement GP Housing element must already y@
be submitted to HCD for consideration. Date submitted to HCD: 7/1/09

3. Is there a Complete Streets Checklist attached to this application? YD N2
WILL HAVE COMPLETED BY EARLY 2013 —
4. Has the sponsor failed to comply with regional or state delivery milestones
in the past 3 years? Y] NX]
5. Is there a Project Map attached to the current application? Yg N[
6. Is the proposed project inside the boundaries of an approved PDA? YD NIZ
7. Is the project directly connected to a PDA? YD NIZ

8. Does the project provide proximate access to a PDA?
If the project provides proximate access to a PDA please explain how* Y&
NEWLY INSTALLED ROUNDABQUTS WILL PROVIDE FOR CONGESTION
RELIEF FOR TRAFFIC ACCESSING THE DOWNTOWN PDA AREA.

9. Does the project serve a Community of Concern? YD Ng
10. Did sponsor do public outreach to develop this project specifically?
Please provide documentation of the public outreach process including YD NE
dates and times of meetings help, notification process, etc.
2
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NC

Funds Application

Regional Transportation Plan Cycle 2

*For purposes of this application “proximate access” is defined as any project that provides
transportation connectivity to a PDA.

11. Funding Estimates: Round to the nearest thousand from programming purposes

Project Cost:

$1,574,000

Grant Request: CMAQ $1,143,000
TA $431,000
Total Project Cost: $4,519,000

Phase FY 13/14 FY 14/15 FY 15/16
Federal Fund | Local Match | Federai Fund | Local Match | Federal Fund Local Match

Preliminary Engineering | $407,000 $53,000 S S S S
Right-of-Way $ S $575,000 | $75,000 $ $
Construction S S S $ $526,000 | $2,808,000
Construction
Engineering S S S S $66,000 $9,000
Indicate source(s) of matching funds here:
Source LOCAL
Amount $2,945,000 S S S S S

12. Complete Streets Components: Please indicate all the complete street elements proposed as

part of this project:

12a. sidewalks

12f. Choose an item.

12b. ADA ramps

12g. Choose an item.

12c. signage

12h. Choase an item.

12d. cross walks

12i. Choose an item.

12e. Choose an item

12j.

13. Schedule: Please provide project development schedule:

Phase Begin MO/YR End MO/YR
Scoping COMPLETED
ENV 9/13 9/14

PSE 3/14 2/16

R/W 10/14 12/15

CON 6/16 6/17
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NC

Regional Transportation Plan Cycle 2
Funds Application

Please indicate the dates sponsor anticipates achieving the following milestones:

14.

15.

16.

17.

a.

b.

Resolution of Local Support for project:
FMS Application: 6/13
Field Review: 10/13

Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Local Assistance Procedures Manual Form 9-B: 6/13

Request for Authorization: (Please indicate both PE and CON Phases if seeking funding for
both): PE 11/13

R/W 10/14

CE & CON 12/15

Recipient of Authorization (E-76): PE 3/14
R/W 1/15
CE & CON 3/16

If a local Street and Roads Preservation (LSRP} project, please indicate the federal aid
classification of each road proposed: N/A

If a LSRP, please indicate the number of lane miles to be improved (include street name, length
and Pavement Condition Index [PCI] of each segment): N/A

If LSRP project, what type? N/A

[_] Pavement Rehabilitation (<70 PCI)
[_] Preventative Maintenance (2 70 PCI)
(] Non-pavement

Does the sponsor have a current, certified Pavement Management Program?

Please indicate the date of last certification: APRIL 30, 2012
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NC Regional Transportation Plan Cycle 2
Funds Application

Required Attachments:

General Plan Circulation Element Amendment or Complete Streets Policy Resolution
Housing & Community Development (HCD) Approval for General Plan Housing Element
Complete Streets Checklist

Project Map (Including Priority Development Area (PDA) boundaries)

NN

Please complete the requested fields below:
Project Sponsor: City of American Canyon
Single Point of Contact: Michael Throne, Public Works Director

Email/Phone: mthrone@cityofamericancanyon.org / (707) 647-4558

Project Title: See attached list
Project Location/Description: See attached map and list

Project Type: Check all that apply; indicate percentage of each if there is more than one element

SR PDA
[] Transit Improvements %
Xl Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements? 5 10 %
E Local Streets and Roads Preservation? 20 %
[] safe Routes to Schools or Transit! %
Xl Transportation for Livable Communities* S 90 %
(O] Priority Conservation Areas %

' s project within the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) Y ] N[]
2 Roads must be eligible for federal aid

RTP ID#
E]Transportation for Livable Communities: 21011
[[Jsafe Route to School Program: 22417
DXLocal Streets and Roads Maintenance: 230518 (230695)
DJother: 240123 [XOther: 240057 [XOther: 22744

RTP Goals: Please describe the relationship of project to meeting goals of the MTC Proposed Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP): Can be found at
http://www.onebayarea.orq/plan _bay area/transportation.htm
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NC Regional Transportation Plan Cycle 2

Funds Application

Check which goals apply:
Xclimate Protection XAdequate Housing
DJReduce Premature Death from XIrReduce number of Injuries and Fatalities
Particulate Matter from Collisions

Xincrease Average Daily Walking and Xlopen Space and Agricultural Preservation
Biking for Transportation by 60%
XEquitable Access MEequitable Vitality

Xpecrease Average Per Trip Travel Time &Maintain the Transportation
System in a State of Good Repair

Please answer the following questions regarding the proposed project:

1. Does Sponsor have Complete Streets Act of 2008 compliant General Plan

(GP)? (attach reference or resolution) X NJ
2. Does Sponsor have a Housing and Community Development (HCD)

approved GP or Housing Element?

In order to waive the above requirement GP Housing element must already y& N[:I

be submitted to HCD for consideration. Date submitted to HCD: See

Attached
3. Isthere a Complete Streets Checklist attached to this application? O ND
4. Has the sponsor failed to comply with regional or state delivery milestones

in the past 3 years? YE] N@
5. Isthere a Project Map attached to the current application? YE ND
6. s the proposed project inside the boundaries of an approved PDA? YE ND
7. s the project directly connected to a PDA? YE ND
8. Does the project provide proximate access to a PDA?

If the project provides proximate access to a PDA please explain how* Yg ND
9. Does the project serve a Community of Concern? YX ND
10. Did sponsor do public outreach to develop this project specifically?

Capital improvement project adoption: 2012 YE N D
FY 2013/14 Budget Process: June 2012
General Plan Update: 2011-12

*For purposes of this application “proximate access” is defined as any project that provides
transportation connectivity to a PDA.
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N C Regional Transportation Plan Cycle 2
Funds Application

Eucalyptus Drive Extension

11 Funding Estimates: Round to the nearest thousand from programming purposes
Project Cost:  $4,084,000
Grant Request: $3,594,000
Total Project Cost: $4,084,000

Phase FY 13/14 FY 14/15 FY 15/16
Federal Fund | Local Match | Federal Fund | Local Match | Federal Fund | Local Match
Preliminary Engineering $222 $25 $222 $25 S S
Right-of-Way S $ $440 $60 $ $
Construction $ $ $ $ $2,464 $336
Construction
Engineering 3 > > 3 5246 >34

Indicate source(s) of matching funds here:

Source Traffic
Impact
Amount $490 $ $ S S S

12 Complete Streets Components: Please indicate all the complete street elements proposed as

part of this project:
12a. sidewalks 12f. signals
12b. bulb outs 12g. cross walks
12¢. ADA ramps 12h. street furniture
12d. bike lanes 12i. bus stops
12e. signage 12j. bus routes

13 Schedule: Please provide project development schedule:

Phase Begin MO/YR End MO/YR
Scoping 7/2013 9/2013
ENV 9/2013 9/2014
PSE 9/2013 3/2015
R/W 1/2014 12/2014
CON 3/2015 6/2016
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N C Regional Transportation Plan Cycle 2
Funds Application

Eucalyptus Drive Extension

Please indicate the dates sponsor anticipates achieving the following milestones:
.a Resolution of Local Support for project: 3/2013

.b  FMS Application: 3/2013
.c Filed Review: 7/2013

.d  Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Local Assistance Procedures Manual Form 9-B: 3/2015

.e Request for Authorization: {Please indicate both PE and CON Phases if seeking funding for
both): PE=7/2013; CON = 2/2015

.f Recipient of Authorization (E-76): 7/2013 and 1/2015

14 If alocal Street and Roads Preservation {LSRP) project, please indicate the federal aid
classification of each road proposed: Not applicable, but it is a Collector

15 If a LSRP, please indicate the number of lane miles to be improved (include street name,
length and Pavement Condition Index [PCI] of each segment): Not applicable

16 If LSRP project, what type?

[[] Pavement Rehabilitation (<70 PCi)
[[] Preventative Maintenance (= 70 PCI)
[:l Non-pavement

17 Does the sponsor have a current, certified Pavement Management Program?

18 Please indicate the date of last certification: Not Applicable
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NC

Regional Transportation Plan Cycle 2
Funds Application

LSR Projects

11. Funding Estimates: Round to the nearest thousand from programming purposes

Project Cost:
Grant Request; $9

$1,347,000

18,000

Total Project Cost: $2,265,000
Phase FY 13/14 FY 14/15 FY 15/16
Federal Fund | Local Match | Federal Fund | Local Match | Federal Fund | Local Match

Preliminary Engineering $194 $76 S S S S
Right-of-Way S $ $ $ $ $
Construction S S $724 512 S S
Construction
Engineering > > > 350 > >
Indicate source(s) of matching funds here:
Source HUTA
Amount 5138 $ S S $ $

12. Complete Streets Components: Please indicate all the complete street elements proposed as

part of this project:

12a. sidewalks

12f. bus stops

12b. ADA ramps

12g. Choose an item.

12c¢. bike lanes

12h. Choose an item.

12d. signage

12i. Choose an item.

12e. cross walks

12j.

13. Schedule: Please provide project development schedule:

Phase Begin MO/YR End MO/YR
Scoping 3/2013 3/2013
ENV 3/2013 5/2013

PSE 3/2013 9/2013
R/W 3/2013 3/2013
CON 11/2013 12/2014
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N C Regional Transportation Plan Cycle 2
Funds Application

LSR Projects

Please indicate the dates sponsor anticipates achieving the following milestones:
a. Resolution of Local Support for project: 3/2013

b. FMS Application: 4/2013
¢. Filed Review: 3/2013

d. Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Local Assistance Procedures Manual Form 9-8: 9/2013

e. Request for Authorization: (Please indicate both PE and CON Phases if seeking funding for
both): PE=3/2013 CON=9/2013

f. Recipient of Authorization (E-76):  3/2013 and 9/2013

14 If a local Street and Roads Preservation (LSRP) project, please indicate the federal aid
classification of each road proposed: Collector

15 Ifa LSRP, please indicate the number of lane miles to be improved {include street name, length
and Pavement Condition Index [PCI] of each segment): See attached list

16 If LSRP project, what type?
Pavement Rehabilitation (<70 PCI)
[] preventative Maintenance (=70 PCl)
D Non-pavement

17 Does the sponsor have a current, certified Pavement Management Program?
a. Please indicate the date of last certification: 8-31-2011
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S -
Project title: LSR + PDaA Prijects
County: Napa

Jurisdiction/agency: C HA of American Cqn
Project location: $2& aftachad ma

Contact name: X choal Throne

Contact phone: o7 640 - 4558

Contact e-mail: MHAPM\Q@ c'«"-\.f Amurican Ca ~yan

Preamble

Recent federal, state and regional policies call for
the routine consideration of bicyclists and
pedestrians in the planning, design and
construction of all transportation projects. These
policies—known as “Routine Accommodation”
guidelines—are included in the federal surface
transportation act (SAFETEA-LU), Caltrans
Deputy Directive 64, and MTC Resolution 3765,
which calls for the creation of this checklist.

In accordance with MTC Resolution 3765, agencies
applying for regional transportation funds must
complete this checklist to document how the
needs of bicyclists and pedestrians were
considered in the process of planning and/or
designing the project for which funds are being
requested. For projects that do not accommodate
bicyclists and pedestrians, project sponsors must
document why not. According to the resolution,
the checklist is intended for use on projects at their
earliest conception or design phase.

This guidance pertains to transportation projects
that could in any way impact bicycle and/or
pedestrian use, whether or not the proposed
project is designed to accommodate either or both
modes. Projects that do not affect the public right-
of-way, such as bus-washers and emergency
communications equipment, are exempt from
completing the checklist.

U 12-14-12

COMPLETE STREETS CHECKLIST

.Or_)
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COMPLETE STREETS CHECKLIST

I. Existing Conditions

© PROJECT AREA

a. What accommodations for bicycles and
pedestrians are included on the current facility
and on facilities that it intersects or crosses?

Sidewalks, bike lanes & routes

b. If there are no existing pedestrian or bicycle
facilities, how far from the proposed project are
the closest parallel bikeways and walkways?

Not applicable

c. Please describe any particular pedestrian or
bicycle uses or needs along the project corridor
which you have observed or of which you have
been informed.

S;tho(k 9aps o ("\ 9 Pro‘.q,c,f
Sections

d. What existing challenges could the proposed
project address for bicycle and pedestrian
travel in the vicinity of the proposed project?

Lack of continvous sidewolks and
Prepur crossimg of state h.ngM’
© DEMAND
What trip generators (existing and future) are
in the vicinity of the proposed project that
might attract walking or bicycling customers,
employees, students, visitors or others?

I Industrial P ark, alementa *y £1 ., .,uﬂq_
Scliools, V_(Mm-'rz\:o_ P .;.5 cunter

© COLLISIONS
In the project design, have you considered
collisions involving bicyclists and pedestrians
along the route of the facility? If so, what
resources have you consulted?

Ves, +raffic and aceidaut An‘{‘ﬂ
provided B, local Po(:‘ce dc,r.,wl-wg“f

Page )



Il. Plans, Policies and Process

lll. The Project

© PLANS

a. Do any adopted plans call for the development
of bicycle or pedestrian facilities on, crossing or
adjacent to the proposed facility/project? If yes,
list the applicable plan(s).

Nes, Guneral plan, Porks Xaster Plan,
TH ke plan

b. Is the proposed project consistent with these
plans?

Yes

© POLICIES, DESIGN STANDARDS & GUIDELINES

a. Are there any local, statewide or federal policies
that call for incorporating bicycle and/or
pedestrian facilities into this project? If so,
have these policies been followed?

Yes ,Yes

b. If this project includes a bicycle and/or
pedestrian facility, have all applicable design
standards or guidelines been followed?

Yes

O REVIEW
If there have been BPAC, stakeholder and/or
public meetings at which the proposed project
has been discussed, what comments have been
made regarding bicycle and pedestrian
accommodations?

Need for c(DC.I"j sidewalk and
bike lane gaps

UD 12 ~14-42

COMPLETE SYREETS CHECKLIST
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@ PROJECT SCOPE
What accommodations, if any, are included for
bicyclists and pedestrians in the proposed
project design?

LS'{'Qn&Mo\— compliant rom Ps, sIJe;](ks‘
bike Tanes ' T
© HINDERING BICYCLISTS/PEDESTRIANS
a. Will the proposed project remove an existing
bicycle or pedestrian facility or block or hinder
bicycle or pedestrian movement? If yes, please
describe sjtuation in detail.

.\hs. RQMOVQ. -”u, loarr"q,r &'Lq“' s E

I—l?bT.—Wm, 29 lack of propar cross-wolks
b. If the proposed project does not incorporate

both bicycle and pedestrian facilities, or if the

proposed project would hinder bicycle or

pedestrian travel, list reasons why the project is

being proposed as designed.

* Cost (What would be the cost of the bicycle
and/or pedestrian facility and the ptoportion of
the total project cost?)

k)o‘l" qrr‘;caLl{_

* Right-of-way (Did an analysis lead to this
conclusion?)

Not Aff“cath

® Other (Please explain.)
A) o“‘ Ar P l:'c.:\LlL

© CONSTRUCTION PERIOD

How will access for bicyclists and pedestrians
be maintained during project construction?

!‘Prbpl,r s;ohdst an Jt“'ou.— !’l“;‘}

—_—

© ONGOING MAINTENANCE
What agency will be responsible for ongoing
maintenance of the facility and how will this be
budgeted?
QH"! o{: -Ame,n' can Ca n7on b {‘Uné.l' hg

L-| gasoline tax and SQH"-—[QQ\P
'rUnia'v\)

+ransr.
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NC Regional Transportation Plan Cycle
2 Funds Application

Required Attachments:
X] General Plan Circulation Element Amendment or Complete Streets Policy Resolution

E Housing & Community Development (HCD) Approval for General Plan Housing Element
X complete Streets Checklist
X] Project Map (Including Priority Development Area (PDA) boundaries)

Please complete the requested fields below:
Project Sponsor: City of Calistoga

Single Point of Contact: Dan Takasugi, Public Works Director

Email/Phone: dtakasugi@ci.calistoga.ca.us 707-942-2828

Project Title: Improvement of SR128 and Petrified Forest Road Intersection
Project Location/Description: State Route 128 and Petrified Forest Road
Project Type: Check all that apply; indicate percentage of each if there is more than one element

Transit Improvements
Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements®
Local Streets and Roads Preservation®
Safe Routes to Schools or Transit?
Transportation for Livable Communities®
Priority Conservation Areas %
Is project within the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) Y N[:]
Roads must be eligible for federal aid

LI

gxx**

O]

RTP ID#
[[Jtransportation for Livable Communities
[CJRregional Bicycle Program
[JLocal Streets and Roads Maintenance
[CJother

RTP Goals: Please describe the relationship of project to meeting goals of the MTC Proposed Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP): Can be found at
http://www.onebayarea.org/plan_bay area/transportation.h
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NC Regional Transportation Plan Cycle
2 Funds Application

Check which goals apply:
Xclimate Protection [JAdequate Housing
[ JReduce Premature Death from XIReduce number of Injuries and Fatalities
Particulate Matter from Collisions

[Jincrease Average Daily Walking and DOpen Space and Agricultural Preservation

Biking for Transportation by 60%
[Jequitable Access [CJequitable vitality

EDecrease Average Per Trip Travel Time &Maintain the Transportation
System in a State of Good Repair

Please answer the following questions regarding the proposed project:

1. Does Sponsor have Complete Streets Act of 2008 compliant General
Plan (GP)? (attach reference or resolution) X NCJ
2. Does Sponsor have a Housing and Community Development (HCD)

approved GP or Housing Element?
In order to waive the above requirement GP Housing element must already y@
be submitted to HCD for consideration. Date submitted to HCD:

- - PR
3. Is there a Complete Streets Checklist attached to this application? Y] N[
4. Has the sponsor failed to comply with regional or state delivery

milestones in the past 3 years? (B NX
5. Is there a Project Map attached to the current application? YE ND
6. Is the proposed project inside the boundaries of an approved PDA? v[] N(X)
7. Is the project directly connected to a PDA? (N N[
8. Does the project provide proximate access to a PDA?

If the project provides proximate access to a PDA please explain how* X N[
9, Does the project serve a Community of Concern? YD NE

10. Did sponsor do public outreach to develop this project specifically?
Please provide documentation of the public outreach process including Y[
dates and times of meetings help, notification process, etc.

*For purposes of this application “proximate access” is defined as any project that provides
transportation connectivity to a PDA.
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NC

Regional Transportation Plan Cycle
2 Funds Application

11.

Project Cost:

Grant Request: $300,000
Total Project Cost: $3,000,000

Funding Estimates: Round to the nearest thousand from programming purposes
$335,000

Phase FY 13/14 FY 14/15 FY 15/16
Federal Fund | Local Match | Federal Fund | Local Match | Federal Fund | Local Match

Preliminary Engineering | § $ $ S $300K $35K
Right-of-Way $ $ $ $ $ $
Construction $ $ $ S $ S
Construction
Engineering 3 3 3 3 ? 3
Indicate source(s) of matching funds here:
Source Impact Fees
Amount $35K $ $ $ $ $

12. Complete Streets Components: Please indicate all the complete street elements proposed

as part of this project:

12a. Choose an item.

12f. Choose an item.

12b. Choose an item.

12g. Choose an item.

12c. Choose an item.

12h. Choose an item.

12d. Choose an item.

12i. Choose an item.

12e. Choose an item.

12].

13. Schedule: Please provide project development schedule:
Phase Begin MO/YR End MO/YR
Scoping 10/2014 06/2015
ENV 10/2014 06/2015
PSE 07/2015 03/2016
R/W
CON
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NC

Regional Transportation Plan Cycle
2 Funds Application

Please indicate the dates sponsor anticipates achieving the following milestones:

14.

15.

16.

17.

b.

Resolution of Local Support for project: 01/2014
FMS Application: 03/2014
Filed Review: 06/2014

Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Local Assistance Procedures Manual Form 9-B: 07/2014

Request for Authorization: (Please indicate both PE and CON Phases if seeking funding for
both): 09/2014

Recipient of Authorization (E-76): 03/2015

If a local Street and Roads Preservation (LSRP) project, please indicate the federal aid

classification of each road proposed:

If a LSRP, please indicate the number of lane miles to be improved (include street nName,

length and Pavement Condition Index [PCI] of each segment):

If LSRP project, what type?

(] pavement Rehabilitation (<70 PCI)
[_] preventative Maintenance (2 70 PCI)
(] Non-pavement

Does the sponsor have a current, certified Pavement Management Program?
Please indicate the date of last certification: December 2012
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NC

Regional Transportation Plan Cycle
2 Funds Application

Required Attachments:

X General Plan Circulation Element Amendment or Complete Streets Policy Resolution
X Housing & Community Development (HCD) Approval for General Plan Housing Element
X Complete Streets Checklist

X Project Map (Including Priority Development Area (PDA) boundaries)

Please complete the requested fields below:

Project Sponsor: City of Calistoga

Single Point of Contact: Dan Takasugi, Public Works Director

Email/Phone: dtakasugi@ci.calistoga.ca.us (707) 942-2782

Project Title: Rehabilitation of Various Streets in Calistoga

Project Location/Description: Grant St / Myrtiedale Rd. from City Limits to Michael Way

Project Type: Check all that apply; indicate percentage of each if there is more than one element

1 Transit Improvements %

[] Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements® %

X Local Streets and Roads Preservation? %

[] safe Routes to Schools or Transit! %

[ ] Transportation for Livable Communities® %

(] Priority Conservation Areas %
1 Is project within the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) X N[
2 Roads must be eligible for federal aid

RTP ID#

[CItransportation for Livable Communities
[CJregional Bicycle Program

DJLocal Streets and Roads Maintenance
[CJother

RTP Goals: Please describe the relationship of project to meeting goals of the MTC Proposed Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP): Can be found at
http://www.onebayarea.org/plan bay_area/transportation.htm
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NC

Check which goals apply:
[CIctimate Protection [_JAdequate Housing
[CJReduce Premature Death from [CJrReduce number of Injuries and Fatalities
Particulate Matter from Collisions

2 Funds Application

Regional Transportation Plan Cycle

[CJincrease Average Daily Walking and [CJopen Space and Agricultural Preservation

Biking for Transportation by 60%
[CJequitable Access [CJequitable Vitality

[_IDecrease Average Per Trip Travel Time [X]Maintain the Transportation

System in a State of Good Repair

Please answer the following questions regarding the proposed project:

1. Does Sponsor have Complete Streets Act of 2008 compliant General

Plan (GP)? (attach reference or resolution) X N[
2, Does Sponsor have a Housing and Community Development (HCD)

approved GP or Housing Element?

In order to waive the above requirement GP Housing element must already Y N[ ]

be submitted to HCD for consideration. Date submitted to HCD:

- - T

3. Is there a Complete Streets Checklist attached to this application? Y N[
4, Has the sponsor failed to comply with regional or state delivery

milestones in the past 3 years? (Il NX

- e

5. Is there a Project Map attached to the current application? YE Nl:]
6. Is the proposed project inside the boundaries of an approved PDA? v N[
7. Is the project directly connected to a PDA? YD N[
8. Does the project provide proximate access to a PDA?

If the project provides proximate access to a PDA please explain how* YD N
9, Does the project serve a Community of Concern? YD N
10. Did sponsor do public outreach to develop this project specifically?

Please provide documentation of the public outreach process including
dates and times of meetings help, notification process, etc.

*For purposes of this application “proximate access” is defined as any project that provides
transportation connectivity to a PDA.
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NC

Regional Transportation Plan Cycle
2 Funds Application

11.

Project Cost:

Grant Request: $440,000
Total Project Cost: $500,000

Funding Estimates: Round to the nearest thousand from programming purposes
$500,000

Phase FY 13/14 FY 14/15 FY 15/16
Federal Fund | Local Match | Federal Fund | Local Match | Federal Fund | Local Match
Preliminary Engineering $ $ $70K $8K $ S
Right-of-Way $ $ $ $ $ $
Construction S S S S $370K $52K
Construction
Engineering 3 3 > > > 3
Indicate source(s) of matching funds here;
Source General
Y Fund

Amount $60K $ $ S $ $

12, Complete Streets Components: Please indicate all the complete street elements proposed

as part of this project:

12a. Choose an item.

12f. Choose an item.

12b. Choose an item.

12g. Choose an item.

12c. Choose an item.

12h. Choose an item.

12d. Choose an item.

12i. Choose an item..

12e. Choose an item.

12},

13. Schedule: Please provide project development schedule:
Phase Begin MO/YR End MO/YR
Scoping 06/2014 09/2014
ENV 06/2014 09/2014
PSE 12/2014 03/2015
R/W
CON 06/2015 12/2015
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NC

Regional Transportation Plan Cycle
2 Funds Application

Please indicate the dates sponsor anticipates achieving the following milestones:
a. Resolution of Local Support for project: 01/2014

b. FMS Application: 03/2014
c. Filed Review: 06/2014

d. Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Local Assistance Procedures Manual Form 9-8: 07/2014

e. Request for Authorization: (Please indicate both PE and CON Phases if seeking funding for
both): PE: 09/2014 CON: 12/2014

f. Recipient of Authorization (E-76): 03/2015

14. If a local Street and Roads Preservation (LSRP) project, please indicate the federal aid
classification-of each road proposed:

15. If a LSRP, please indicate the number of lane miles to be improved (include street name,
length and Pavement Condition Index [PCI] of each segment):

16. If LSRP project, what type?
X] pavement Rehabilitation (<70 PCI)
[[] preventative Maintenance (2 70 PCl)
[ Non-pavement

17. Does the sponsor have a current, certified Pavement Management Program?
a. Please indicate the date of last certification: December 2012
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NC Regional Transportation Plan Cycle 2
Funds Application

Required Attachments:

(O] General Plan Circulation Element Amendment or Complete Streets Policy Resolution
[C] Housing & Community Development (HCD) Approval for General Plan Housing Element
[[] complete Streets Checklist

[C] Project Map (Including Priority Development Area (PDA) boundaries)

Please complete the requested fields below:

Project Sponsor: City of St. Helena

Single Point of Contact: Debra Hight, Assistant Director of Public Works
Email/Phone: 707-968-2658

Project Title: Oak Street Extension and Pedestrian Bridge

Project Location/Description: Extension of Oak Street Pedestrian and Bike facilities from Mitchell to
Grayson to include pedestrian/bicycle bridge over Sulphur Creek

Project Type: Check all that apply; indicate percentage of each if there is more than one element

Transit Improvements
Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements*
Local Streets and Roads Preservation®
Safe Routes to Schools or Transit!
Transportation for Livable Communities®
Priority Conservation Areas
Is project within the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) Y1 NJ
Roads must be eligible for federal aid

LXK

aeaeaﬁaeée*

2

RTP iD#
XTransportation for Livable Communities: 21011
Xsafe Route to School Program: 22417
[ JLocal Streets and Roads Maintenance: ~ 230518

[CJother

RTP Goals: Please describe the relationship of project to meeting goals of the MTC Proposed Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP): Can be found at
http://www.onebayarea.org/plan bay areg/transportation.htm
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Check which goals apply:
Xclimate Protection [CJAdequate Housing
[CJReduce Premature Death from [CJReduce number of injuries and Fatalities
Particulate Matter from Collisions

Funds Application

Regional Transportation Plan Cycle 2

Xincrease Average Daily Walking and [CJopen space and Agricultural Preservation

Biking for Transportation by 60%
[Jequitable Access XEquitable Vitality

DDecrease Average Per Trip Travel Time E]Maintain the Transportation

System in a State of Good Repair

Please answer the following questions regarding the proposed project:

1. Does Sponsor have Complete Streets Act of 2008 compliant General Plan

(GP)? (attach reference or resolution) X N
2. Does Sponsor have a Housing and Community Development (HCD)

approved GP or Housing Element?

In order to waive the above requirement GP Housing element must already Y} N[]

be submitted to HCD for consideration. Date submitted to HCD:
3. Is there a Complete Streets Checklist attached to this application? Y] N[
4. Has the sponsor failed to comply with regional or state delivery milestones

in the past 3 years? v N
5. Is there a Project Map attached to the current application? YD N[
6. Is the proposed project inside the boundaries of an approved PDA? v(J N&
7. ls the project directly connected to a PDA? | N
8. Does the project provide proximate access to a PDA?

If the project provides proximate access to a PDA please explain how* v N
9. Does the project serve a Community of Concern? Y[ N
10. Did sponsor do public outreach to develop this project specifically?

Please provide documentation of the public outreach process including
dates and times of meetings help, notification process, etc.
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*For purposes of this application “proximate access” is defined as any project that provides
transportation connectivity to a PDA.

11. Funding Estimates: Round to the nearest thousand from programming purposes
Project Cost:  $148.2K
Grant Request: $1.2M
Total Project Cost: $1.4M

Phase FY 13/14 FY 14/15 FY 15/16
Federal Fund | tocal Match | Federal Fund | Local Match | Federal Fund Local Match

Preliminary Engineering $30K $4K S$70K $9K $20K $2K
Right-of-Way $50K $6K S S S )
Construction $0 $0 SO SO S1M $120K
Construction S0 $0 S0
Engineering 30 360K 57.2K
Indicate source(s) of matching funds here:
Source CiP funds CIP funds CIP funds
Amount $10K $9K $129.2K

12. Complete Streets Components: Please indicate all the complete street elements proposed as

part of this project:

12a. Choose an item.

12f. Choose an item.

12b. Choose an item.

12g. Choose an item.

12c. Choose an item.

12h. Choose an item.

12d. Choose an item.

12i. Choose an item.

12e. Choose an item.

12j.

13. Schedule: Please provide project development schedule:

Phase Begin MO/YR End MO/YR
Scoping

ENV

PSE 6/13 6/15

R/W

CON 8/13 12/15
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Please indicate the dates sponsor anticipates achieving the following milestones:
a. Resolution of Local Support for project:

b. FMS Application:
c. Filed Review:

d. Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Local Assistance Procedures Manual Form 9-B:

e. Request for Authorization: (Please indicate both PE and CON Phases if seeking funding for
both):

f. Recipient of Authorization (E-76):

14. iIf a local Street and Roads Preservation (LSRP) project, please indicate the federal aid
classification of each road proposed:

15. If a LSRP, please indicate the number of lane miles to be improved (include street name, length
and Pavement Condition Index [PCI] of each segment):

16. If LSRP project, what type?
[[] Pavement Rehabilitation (<70 PCI)
[[] preventative Maintenance (2 70 PCI)
[C] Non-pavement

17. Does the sponsor have a current, certified Pavement Management Program?
a. Please indicate the date of last certification:
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Required Attachments:

General Plan Circulation Element Amendment or Complete Streets Policy Resolution
Housing & Community Development (HCD) Approval for General Plan Housing Element
Complete Streets Checklist

Project Map (including Priority Development Area (PDA) boundaries)

0000

Please complete the requested fields below:

Project Sponsor: City of St. Helena

Single Point of Contact: Debra Hight, Assistant Director of PW
Email/Phone: 707-968-2658

Project Title: Charter Oak/Allison/Edwards Pavement Rehab Project

Project Location/Description: Charter Oak Avenue East, Allison Avenue, Edwards Street
Project Type: Check all that apply; indicate percentage of each if there.is more than one element
Transit Improvements

Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements®
Local Streets and Roads Preservation?
Safe Routes to Schools or Transit!
Transportation for Livable Communities®
Priority Conservation Areas

1 Is project within the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) v[l w~NJJ
2 Roads must be eligible for federal aid

OOOXO0]

Ve RXRR

RTP ID#
[ITransportation for Livable Communities: 21011
[_]safe Route to School Program: 22417
DLocal Streets and Roads Maintenance: 230518
[CJother

RTP Goals: Please describe the relationship of project to meeting goals of the MTC Proposed Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP): Can be found at
http://www.onebayarea.orq/plan_bay area/transportation.htm
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Funds Application
Check which goals apply:
[CIctimate Protection [CJadequate Housing
[CJrReduce Premature Death from [[JReduce number of injuries and Fatalities
Particulate Matter from Collisions

Regional Transportation Plan Cycle 2

[[Jincrease Average Daily Walking and [CJopen space and Agricultural Preservation

Biking for Transportation by 60%
[JEquitable Access [CJEequitable vitality

[:|Decrease Average Per Trip Travel Time g Maintain the Transportation

System in a State of Good Repair

Please answer the following questions regarding the proposed project:

1. Does Sponsor have Complete Streets Act of 2008 compliant General Plan

(GP)? (attach reference or resolution) Y N
2. Does Sponsor have a Housing and Community Development (HCD)

approved GP or Housing Element?

In order to waive the above requirement GP Housing element must already Y NC]

be submitted to HCD for consideration. Date submitted to HCD:
3. Isthere a Complete Streets Checklist attached to this application? Y[ N]
4. Has the sponsor failed to comply with regional or state delivery milestones

in the past 3 years? v[] N[
5. Isthere a Project Map attached to the current application? v N[J
6. Is the proposed project inside the boundaries of an approved PDA? 7

Y] NI

7. Is the project directly connected to a PDA? YD Nm
8. Does the project provide proximate access to a PDA?

If the project provides proximate access to a PDA please explain how* vl N
9. Does the project serve a Community of Concern? YD ND
10. DId sponsor do public outreach to develop this project specifically?

Please provide documentation of the public outreach process including
dates and times of meetings help, notification process, etc.

*For purposes of this application “proximate access” is defined as any project that provides
transportation connectivity to a PDA.
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11. Funding Estimates: Round to the nearest thousand from programming purposes
Project Cost:  $76.8K
Grant Request: $563.2K
Total Project Cost: $640K

Phase FY 13/14 FY 14/15 FY 15/16
Federal Fund | Local Match | Federal Fund | Local Match | Federal Fund | Local Match

Preliminary Engineering $26.4K $3.6K S S S S
Right-of-Way $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Construction $503K $68.8K S S S S
Construction
Engineering 333.8K >4.6K s > > 3
Indicate source(s) of matching funds here:
Source CIP funds
Amount $563.2K $76.8K S S S S

12. Complete Streets Components: Please indicate all the complete street elements proposed as
part of this project:

12a. Choose an item.

12f. Choose an item.

12b. Choose an item.

12g. Choose an item,

12c¢. Choose an item.

12h. Choose an item.

12d. Choose an item.

12i. Choose an item.

12e. Choose an item.

12},

13. Schedule: Please provide project development schedule:

Phase Begin MO/YR End MO/YR
Scoping 6/13 7/13

ENV

PSE 8/13 9/13

R/W

CON 9/13 11/13
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Please indicate the dates sponsor anticipates achieving the following milestones:
a. Resolution of Local Support for project:

b. FMS Application:
c. Filed Review:

d. Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Loca! Assistance Procedures Manual Form 9-B:

e. Request for Authorization: (Please indicate both PE and CON Phases if seeking funding for
both):

f. Recipient of Authorization (E-76):

14, If a local Street and Roads Preservation (LSRP) project, please indicate the federal aid
classification of each road proposed:

15. If a LSRP, please indicate the number of lane miles to be improved (include street name, length
and Pavement Condition Index [PCI] of each segment):

16. If LSRP project, what type?
(] pavement Rehabilitation (<70 PCI)
[_] Preventative Maintenance (2 70 PCI)
(] Non-pavement

17. Does the sponsor have a current, certifiled Pavement Management Program?
a. Please indicate the date of last certification:
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General Plan Circulation Element Amendment or Complete Streets Policy Resolution
[J Housing & Community Development (HCD) Approval for General Plan Housing Element
(] Complete Streets Checklist
[ Project Map (Including Priority Development Area (PDA) boundaries)

Required Attachments:

Please complete the requested fields below:;
Project Sponsor: City of St. Helena

Single Point of Contact: Debra Hight, Assistant Director of Public Works

Email/Phone: 707-968-2658

Project Title: Micro Seal Resurfacing of 38K sq yds of pavement

Project Location/Description: City streets with current PCl of Good

Project Type: Check all that apply; indicate percentage of each if there is more than one element
Transit Improvements

Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements®
Local Streets and Roads Preservation?
Safe Routes to Schools or Transit*
Transportation for Livable Communities®
Priority Conservation Areas

! Is project within the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) Y] NJ
2 Roads must be eligible for federal aid

R RNIRR

LO0OXOO

RTP ID#
[ITransportation for Livable Communities: 21011
{[]safe Route to School Program: 22417
XLocal Streets and Roads Maintenance: 230518
[CJother

RTP Goals: Please describe the relationship of project to meeting goals of the MTC Proposed Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP): Can be found at
http://www.onebayarea.org/plan bay area/transportation.htm
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Check which goals apply:
L__]CIimate Protection E]Adequate Housing
[CJReduce Premature Death from [[JReduce number of Injuries and Fatalities
Particulate Matter from Collisions

Funds Application

Regional Transportation Plan Cycle 2

Dlncrease Average Daily Walking and DOpen Space and Agricultural Preservation

Biking for Transportation by 60%
[CJequitable Access [Jequitable Vitality

[(JDecrease Average Per Trip Travel Time [X]Maintain the Transportation

System in a State of Good Repair

Please answer the following questions regarding the proposed project:

1.

Does Sponsor have Complete Streets Act of 2008 compliant General Plan

(GP)? (attach reference or resolution) Y N[J
2. Does Sponsor have a Housing and Community Development (HCD)

approved GP or Housing Element?

In order to waive the above requirement GP Housing element must already Y} N[]

be submitted to HCD for consideration. Date submitted to HCD:
3. Is there a Complete Streets Checklist attached to this application? Y] NC]
4. Has the sponsor failed to comply with regional or state delivery milestones

in the past 3 years? \(H NX
5. Is there a Project Map attached to the current application? YD ND
6. Is the proposed project inside the boundaries of an approved PDA? Y[ N]
7. Is the project directly connected to a PDA? YD N
8. Does the project provide proximate access to a PDA?

If the project provides proximate access to a PDA please explain how* YD NE
9. Does the project serve a Community of Concern? YD Ng
10. Did sponsor do public outreach to develop this project specifically?

Please provide documentation of the public outreach process including
dates and times of meetings help, notification process, etc.

*For purposes of this application “proximate access” is defined as any project that provides
transportation connectivity to a PDA.
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11. Funding Estimates: Round to the nearest thousand from programming purposes

Project Cost:

$8K

Grant Request: $59K
Total Project Cost: $67K

Phase Fy 13/14 FY 14/15 FY 15/16
Federal Fund | LocalMatch | FederalFund | Local Match | Federal Fund Local Match

Preliminary Engineering | $ S $ $ $ S
Right-of-Way $ $ $ $ $ S
Construction $55.5K $7K S $ S S
Construction
Engineering 33.5K 31K 3 3 > 2
Indicate source(s) of matching funds here:
Source CIP funds
Amount $ >8K S S $ S

12. Complete Streets Components: Please indicate all the complete street elements proposed as

part of this project:

12a. Choose an item.

12f. Choose an item.

12b. Choose an item.

12g. Choose an item.

12c. Choose an item.

12h. Choose an item.

12d. Choose an item.

12i. Choose an item.

12e. Choose an item.

12j.

13. Schedule: Please provide project development schedule:

Phase Begin MO/YR End MO/YR
Scoping

ENV

PSE 6/13 6/13

R/W

CON 8/13 6/14
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Please indicate the dates sponsor anticipates achieving the following milestones:
a. Resolution of Local Support for project:

b. FMS Application:
¢. Filed Review:

d. Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Local Assistance Procedures Manua! Form 9-B:

e. Request for Authorization: (Please indicate both PE and CON Phases if seeking funding for
both):

f. Recipient of Authorization (E-76):

14, If a local Street and Roads Preservation (LSRP) project, please indicate the federal aid
classification of each road proposed:

15. If a LSRP, please indicate the number of lane miles to be improved (include street name, length
and Pavement Condition Index [PCi} of each segment):

16. If LSRP project, what type?
[[] Pavement Rehabilitation (<70 PCI)
D Preventative Maintenance (2 70 PC!)
(] Non-pavement

17. Does the sponsor have a current, certified Pavement Management Program?
a. Please indicate the date of last certification:
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Required Attachments:

General Plan Circulation Element Amendment or Complete Streets Policy Resolution
[J Housing & Community Development (HCD) Approval for General Plan Housing Element
[C] Complete Streets Checklist
[ Project Map (including Priority Development Area (PDA) boundaries)

Please complete the requested fields below:

Project Sponsor: City of St. Helena

Single Point of Contact: Debra Hight, Assistant Director of Public Works
Email/Phone: 707-968-2658

Project Title: Lighted Pedestrian Crosswalks

Project Location/Description: Pedestrian crossings at Hunt/Main, Elmhurst/Main, Pine/Main,
Mariposa/Pope

Project Type: Check all that apply; indicate percentage of each if there is more than one element

O

Transit Improvements
Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements?
Local Streets and Roads Preservation?
Safe Routes to Schools or Transit*
Transportation for Livable Communities®
Priority Conservation Areas
Is project within the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) Y[J N
Roads must be eligible for federal aid

RegRAIRRK

LOXOX

2

RTP ID#
DX Transportation for Livable Communities: 21011
Pdsafe Route to School Program: 22417
[JLocal Streets and Roads Maintenance: 230518
DOther

RTP Goals: Please describe the relationship of project to meeting goals of the MTC Proposed Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP): Can be found at
http://www.onebayarea.org/plan bay area/transportation.htm
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Check which goals apply:
Xclimate Protection [CJadequate Housing
[CJreduce Premature Death from [[JReduce number of Injuries and Fatalities
Particulate Matter from Collisions

Funds Application

Regional Transportation Plan Cycle 2

Xincrease Average Daily Walking and [(CJopen space and Agricultural Preservation

Biking for Transportation by 60%
[Jequitable Access XEquitable vitality

DDecrease Average Per Trip Travel Time DMaintain the Transportation

System in a State of Good Repair

Please answer the following questions regarding the proposed project:

1

Does Sponsor have Complete Streets Act of 2008 compliant General Plan
(GP)? (attach reference or resolution)

X

Does Sponsor have a Housing and Community Development (HCD)
approved GP or Housing Element?

In order to waive the above requirement GP Housing element must already
be submitted to HCD for consideration. Date submitted to HCD:

YiX

3. Is there a Complete Streets Checklist attached to this application? YD ND
4. Has the sponsor failed to comply with regional or state delivery milestones

in the past 3 years? \( NIX]
5. Isthere a Project Map attached to the current application? v NC]
6. Isthe proposed project inside the boundaries of an approved PDA? Y[ N[X]
7. Is the project directly connected to a PDA? v N
8. Does the project provide proximate access to a PDA?

If the project provides proximate access to a PDA please explain how* v NX
9. Does the project serve a Community of Concern? Y[ N

10.

Did sponsor do public outreach to develop this project specifically?
Please provide documentation of the public outreach process including
dates and times of meetings help, notification process, etc.
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*For purposes of this application “proximate access” is defined as any project that provides
transportation connectivity to a PDA.

11. Funding Estimates: Round to the nearest thousand from programming purposes

Project Cost:

$26.6K

Grant Request: $195K
Total Project Cost: $221.7K

Phase FY 13/14 FY 14/15 FY 15/16
Federal Fund | Local Match | Federal Fund | LocalMatch | Federal Fund Local Match

Preliminary Engineering | $11.7K $1.6K $11.7K $1.6K $11.7K $1.6K
Right-of-Way $ $ $ $ $ S
Construction $50.4K S7K $50.4K $7K $50.4K $7K
Construction
Engineering $2.8K $0.4K $2.8K $0.4K $2.8K $0.4K
Indicate source(s) of matching funds here:
Source CIP funds CIP funds CIP funds
Amount $9K $9K $9K

12. Complete Streets Components: Please indicate all the complete street elements proposed as
_part of this project:

12a. Choose an item.

12f. Choose an item.

12b. Choose an item.

12g. Choose an item.

12c. Choose an item.

12h. Choose an item.

12d. Choose an item.

12i. Choose an item.

12e. Choose an item.

12],

13. Schedule: Please provide project development schedule:

Phase Begin MO/YR End MO/YR
Scoping

ENV

PSE 6/13 6/15

R/W

CON 8/13 12/15
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Please indicate the dates sponsor anticipates achieving the following milestones:
a. Resolution of Local Support for project:

b. FMS Application:
c. Filed Review:

d. Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Local Assistance Procedures Manual Form 9-B:

e. Request for Authorization: (Please indicate both PE and CON Phases if seeking funding for
both):

f. Recipient of Authorization (E-76):

14. If a local Street and Roads Preservation ({LSRP) project, please indicate the federal aid
classification of each road proposed:

15. If a LSRP, please indicate the number of lane miles to be improved {include street name, length
and Pavement Condition index [PCI] of each segment):

16. If LSRP project, what type?
[[] pavement Rehabilitation (<70 PCl)
[[] preventative Maintenance (> 70 PC)
[ Non-pavement

17. Does the sponsor have a current, certified Pavement Management Program?
a. Please indicate the date of last certification:
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Reguired Attachments:
X  General Plan Circulation Element Amendment or Complete Streets Policy Resolution

X Housing & Community Development (HCD) Approval for General Plan Housing Element
X Complete Streets Checklist
[J eroject Map (Including Priority Development Area (PDA) boundaries) - N/A

Please complete the requested fields below:

Project Sponsor: Town of Yountville

Single Point of Contact: Graham Wadsworth

Email/Phone: gwadsworth@yville.com / 707-948-2628

Project Title: Yountville Local Streets and Road Rehabllitation

Project Location/Description: Overlay 0.62 miles of various Town streets identified in the Pavement
Management Program, including Monroe Street, Adams Street, portions of Yount Street, and Heritage

Court.

Project Type: Check all that apply; indicate percentage of each if there is more than one element

(] Transit improvements %
[] Bicycle and Pedestrian Im provements® %
BJ  Local Streets and Roads Preservation? %
[[] safe Routes to Schools or Transit! %
[] Transportation for Livable Communities* %
[] eriority Conservation Areas %
1 Is project within the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) Y] N[]

Roads must be eligible for federal aid

[_ITransportation for Livable Communities: 21011
[_Isafe Route to School Program: 22417
[ JLocal Streets and Roads Maintenance: 230518
other - 230695
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RTP Goals: Please describe the relationship of project to meeting goals of the MTC Proposed Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP): Can be found at
http://www.onebayarea.org/plan_bay area/transportation.htm

This project will help meet Goal #10 “Maintain the transportation system in a state of good repair” of
the Performance Targets for Sustainable Communities/RTP by performing maintenance and
rehabilitation of street pavement.

Check which goals apply:
[CIctimate Protection [CJAdequate Housing
[[JReduce Premature Death from [CJReduce number of Injuries and Fatalities
Particulate Matter from Collisions

[Jincrease Average Daily Walking and [(CJopen Space and Agricultural Preservation
Biking for Transportation by 60%
[Jequitable Access [(Jequitable vitality

[CJoecrease Average Per Trip Travel Time [X]Maintain the Transportation
System in a State of Good Repair

Please answer the following questions regarding the proposed project:

1. Does Sponsor have Complete Streets Act of 2008 compliant General

Plan (GP)? (attach reference or resolution) Y& ND
2. Does Sponsor have a Housing and Community Development (HCD)

approved GP or Housing Element?

In order to waive the above requirement GP Housing element must already y& NL—_]

be submitted to HCD for consideration. Date submitted to HCD:
3. Is there a Complete Streets Checklist attached to this application? Y] N
4, Has the sponsor failed to comply with reglonal or state delivery

milestones in the past 3 years? vl NI
S. Is there a Project Map attached to the current application? YD NE
6. Is the proposed project inside the boundaries of an approved PDA? YD N@
7. Is the project directly connected to a PDA? Y[ N&
8. Does the project provide proximate access to a PDA?

If the project provides proximate access to a PDA please explain how* v NX
9. Does the project serve a Community of Concern? (il NX)

2
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10. Did sponsor do public outreach to develop this project specifically?
Please provide documentation of the public outreach process including
dates and times of meetings help, notification process, etc. If this project
is funded, it will be reviewed at a public hearing of the Town Council prior Y]
to authorization to solicit bids. It will also be reviewed at a public hearing
of the Town Council when they adopt the Five Year Capital Improvement
Program.

*For purposes of this application “proximate access” is defined as any project that provides
transportation connectivity to a PDA.

11. Funding Estimates: Round to the nearest thousand from programming purposes
Project Cost:  $230,000
Grant Request: $204,000
Total Project Cost: $230,000

Phase FY 13/14 FY 14/15 FY 15/16
Federal Fund | Local Match | Federal Fund | Local Match | Federal Fund | Local Match
Preliminary Engineering | $27,000 $3,000 S S S [
Right-of-Way $ $ $ $ $ $
Construction $ $ $159,000 | $21,000 S $
Construction
Engineering 3 > 318,000 32,000 3 3
indicate source(s) of matching funds here:
Source Gas Tax T Gas Tax
FY13-14 FY14-15
Amount $3,000 $23,000 S S S S
12, Complete Streets Components: Please indicate all the complete street elements proposed
as part of this project:
12a. ADA ramps. 12f. Choose an item.
12b. Crosswalks. 12g. Choose an item.
12¢. Choose an item. 12h. Choose an item.
12d. Choose an item. 12i. Choose an item.
12e. Choose an item, 12j.
3
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13, Schedule: Please provide project development schedule:
Phase Begin MO/YR End MO/YR
Scoping 5/2013 10/2013
ENV 11/2014 07/2014
PSE 11/2013 07/2014
R/W N/A N/A

CON 04/2015 07/2015

Please indicate the dates sponsor anticipates achieving the following milestones:

14.

15.

16.

a. Resolution of Local Support for project: 08/2014
b. FMS Application: 10/2014
¢. Field Review:

d. Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Local Assistance Procedures Manua!l Form 9-B:

e. Request for Authorization: (Please indicate both PE and CON Phases if seeking funding for
both):

f. Recipient of Authorization (E-76):

If a local Street and Roads Preservation (LSRP) project, please indicate the federal aid
classification of each road proposed: N/A

If a LSRP, please indicate the number of lane miles to be improved (include street name,
length and Pavement Condition Index [PCI] of each segment):
Monroe Street (Lincoln St to Yount St), 667°, PCI 31 to 45
Adams Street (Jefferson St to Yount St), 300’. PCI 34
Yount Street (Yountville Cross Rd to Yount Mill Rd), 454’, PCI 22
Heritage Court, 213’, PCI 54
Total Lane miles = 0.62 miles

if LSRP project, what type?
D Pavement Rehabilitation (<70 PCI)
["] Preventative Maintenance (2 70 PCI)
(] Non-pavement
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17. Does the sponsor have a current, certified Pavement Management Program? Yes.
a. Please indicate the date of last certification: 08/31/2011

90

130



NC Regional Transportation Plan Cycle 2
Funds Application

Required Attachments:
[] General Plan Circulation Element Amendment or Complete Streets Policy Resolution

[J Housing & Community Development (HCD) Approval for General Plan Housing Element
[C] complete Streets Checklist
[} Project Map (Including Priority Development Area (PDA) boundaries)

Please complete the requested fields below:
Project Sponsor: Napa County Office of Education
Singie Point of Contact: Anne Darrow
Email/Phone: (707) 253-6884

Project Title: SRTS Funding 2013-1016

Project Location/Description: Continued funding for the NCOE SRTS Program (see attached sheet)
Project Type: Check all that apply; indicate percentage of each if there is more than one element
Transit Improvements

Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements!
Local Streets and Roads Preservation?
Safe Routes to Schools or Transit* 100
Transportation for Livable Communities®
Priority Conservation Areas

Is project within the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) vOJ n~NOJ
2 Roads must be eligible for federal aid

R R

LOXOOO

RTP I1D#
[ JTransportation for Livable Communities: 21011
Xsafe Route to School Program: 22417
[ JLocal Streets and Roads Maintenance: 230518

[CJother

RTP Goals: Please describe the relationship of project to meeting goals of the MTC Proposed Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP): Can be found at
http://www.onebayarea.org/plan _bay area/transportation.htm
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NC

Check which goals apply:
[Xciimate Protection [CJadequate Housing
[_JrReduce Premature Death from [CJReduce number of Injuries and Fatalities
Particulate Matter from Collisions

Funds Application

Regional Transportation Plan Cycle 2

Xincrease Average Daily Walking and [Jopen Space and Agricultural Preservation

Biking for Transportation by 60%
[Jequitable Access [CJequitable vitality

[Cpecrease Average Per Trip Travel Time [_JMaintain the Transportation

System in a State of Good Repair

Please answer the following questions regarding the proposed project:

1

Does Sponsor have Complete Streets Act of 2008 compliant General Plan
(GP)? (attach reference or resolution)

v

Does Sponsor have a Housing and Community Development (HCD)
approved GP or Housing Element?

In order to waive the above requirement GP Housing element must already
be submitted to HCD for consideration. Date submitted to HCD:

v

3. Isthere a Complete Streets Checklist attached to this application? (] ]
4. Has the sponsor failed to comply with regional or state delivery milestones

in the past 3 years? Y] NCJ
5. Isthere a Project Map attached to the current application? (] (]
6. Isthe proposed project inside the boundaries of an approved PDA? v n[J
7. s the project directly connected to a PDA? YD N
8. Does the project provide proximate access to a PDA?

If the project provides proximate access to a PDA please explain how* YD ND
9. Does the project serve a Community of Concern? YD ND

10.

Did sponsor do public outreach to develop this project specifically?
Please provide documentation of the public outreach process including
dates and times of meetings help, notification process, etc.

*For purposes of this application “proximate access” is defined as any project that provides
transportation connectivity to a PDA.
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Project Proposal to: NCTPA SRTS Funding 2013-2016
Program: Napa County Office of Education SRTS Continuation Program

Napa County Office of Education is the county’s provider of Safe Routes to Schools (SRTS)
programming, and has received continuous funding for'direct “non-infrastructure” services from
CalTrans and NCTPA since 2007. This proposal is to request the available $420,000 of Napa County SRTS
funding to continue the service and expand into all schools in the county over the next three fiscal years
(July 2013 - June 2016). As detailed below, NCOE is a capable provider with ample experience and
momentum to maintain the strong program of educational services for biking and walking to school.

Agency Overview
Napa County Office of Education’s School & Community Partnership Projects Division (SCPP)

operates more than 15 federal, state and local grants that “engage the community, various funding
sources, and schools to promote safe and healthy environments in which Napa County students can
learn, develop and thrive.” Projects include a Drug Free Communities Support program, Emergency
Response and Crisis Management project, Foster Youth and Homeless Support, Counseling Services,
Pregnancy Prevention, Gang and Violence Prevention, School Safety Committees, After School Programs
and much more. Together, these $4 million+ of independently funded projects fall under the School and
Community Partnership Project Division, to work collaboratively in the County of Napa. The focus of the
School and Community Partnership Project Division is to work together to improve student engagement,
health and academic success.

Existing Program Overview
Napa County Office of Education received Safe Routes to School Program funding in 2007. The

Napa County Office of Education’s Safe Routes to School (SRTS) Program has operated continuously
since that time, expanding to include additional funding resources (Napa County Transportation &
Planning Agency Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement funds (CMAQ) and local
contributions), and has conducted activities at 16 elementary, middle and high schools in Napa County.
The program, staffed by employees of Napa County Office of Education has gone into the partner
schools to provide services. The program has created strong partnerships with Napa County
Transportation Planning Agency and local police departments. Additionally, the program is highly
supported by the Bicycle Coalition, Safe Kids Committee and local hospitals and has strong collaborative
relationships with the National Safe Routes to School Partnership and other regional SRTS programs.

The NCOE SRTS program is prepared to leverage NCTPA funding with existing and new resources.
The program has a fleet of bicycles for use In classroom lessons with students for safe riding classes.
Credentialed instructors are already trained to provide in-class and after school lessons and activities for
students. The program has been heavily focused on improving air quality around schools by reducing
motor vehicle traffic. Presentation materials and awareness materials regarding bike trails (Vine Trail),
walking paths, family fun activities and more, are already designed and available to be distributed into
the schools. Activities of the SRTS program in Napa County In the past few years have induded:

e Bike rodeos for all students in grades K-6 at 12 elementary schools

o Distribution of safety equipment including reflectors and helmets at 12 elementary schools

® 10 hours (two weeks) of safe bicycle riding lessons in 4™ and 5™ grade classrooms at Napa

County elementary schools
® Parent presentations about safe walking and riding at elementary schools
Safe Walking presentations in 2"-3" grade classrooms at elementary schools
* Integration of NCOE, Napa County Transportation and Planning Agency, law enforcement and
hospital programs to support youth safety
¢ Bicycle and walking groups and clubs in middle and high schools
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Program Proposal
The SRTS Bike and Pedestrian Safety program will reach students in every school in Napa County.

The program will provide multiple components based on student grade level, offering age appropriate
instruction. Brochures with tips for safe walking and riding, reflectors and brightly colored vests will be
offered to all participants.

In elementary school, students will be provided a two week long intensive class designed to teach
riding and walking to and from school. The 10 lesson program moves from school to school and leaves
students excited about biking and walking. Trained instructors use a curriculum that aligns with content
standards for physical education and health.

In middle school, youth will continue to be engaged during their after school program and through
clubs. Students will learn to ride bikes safely, repair flat tires and how to maintain a bike. The program
is supported in part by the after school program providers in a sustainable collaborative relationship.

High school students will be engaged in bicycling and walking through advocacy campaigns and
clubs. Students will be invited to attend the well-established Eagle Cycling Club and Napa County Active
Transportation Advisory Committee to give a youth perspective to the conditions of biking all over Napa
County. This will build a sense of ownership from the students on the biking clubs and motivates them
to participate in more coordinated student bike rides. High school students will be trained as volunteers
to assist with riding programs for younger students, promoting cycling at all ages.

In addition to instruction and groups, staff will also work within the community to raise awareness
and educate the public about the value of biking and walking. Staff coordinates parent informational
meetings about pedestrian and biking safety, Walk and Roll days, Bike Rodeos, Walking School Buses
and outreach at community events. Continuing education and training will be provided for staff to keep
current with the safest and most effective instruction. In 2012, Walk to School Day was held at multiple
elementary schools across the county, with leaders such as Mayor Jill Techel, Supervisors Dillon and
Caldwell, and Superintendent Barbara Nemko welcoming walkers to school.

District wide Bike Rodeos will continue to be held twice per year at elementary schools who would
like the service. The Bike Rodeos are a partnership with the Napa Police Department, Safe Kids Napa
Valley and Napa County Office of Education where students from all grade levels are taught bike safety
laws from a police officer and are offered a free helmet.

The program will also continue to conduct Bike to School Day each May & Walk to School Day each
October. The Program Coordinator and safety instructors will work with school staff to organize booths
to be set up at each participating school site to welcome students that walk or ride to school. Raffle
tickets will be given to students for prizes that will be donated by community businesses. Publicity for
the events will feature student art work from contests conducted at each school. Walking school buses
and bike trains will be organized by safety instructors who will work with school staff to select a meeting
spot within 1 mile of the school and a safe route to follow to the school with a group. Local media will
be naotified of the events to cover.

The program will also be evaluated and data will be reviewed regularly for continuous program
improvement efforts. In 2011, NCOE added questions to the “California Healthy Kids Survey”,
conducted biannually for all 5, 7, 9 and 11" graders, to find out more about youth biking and walking
habits. Data will be used to help identify areas of need in the community. Within the SRTS program, pre
and post surveys will be administered to students and parents at each participating school site at the
beginning and end of each program to measure program Impact. Raffle tickets will be given to students
when they turn in parent surveys and prizes that are donated by {ocal businesses will be given to the
raffle winners.
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Program Activities

As described above, the requested funding will support the continuation and expansion of the

NCOE SRTS program, to insure all students in Napa County are offered bicycling and walking safety
instruction and support. The funding will specifically go toward the direct instruction of curriculum to
elementary school students, group and activity opportunities for middle and high school students,
materials and supplies {including helmets, reflectors, vests and more), parent and teacher presentations,
large-scale and media-focused community events, and advocacy for important community projects such
as bike trails and safety.

Intended
Date

Activity

Ongoing

Distribute Safety brochures in multiple languages to parents and students with tips on safe
biking and walking at all Napa County schools, and at community events

Distribute reflectors to students that clip onto their backpacks & brightly colored vests so they
can be more visible when they walk or bike to school at all Napa County schools, and at
community events

Offer bike rodeos twice per year to elementary schools throughout Napa County, including:
-free helmet giveaways for any student needing a helmet
-free bike tune-up and minor repairs by voluntary community bicycle enthusiasts

Maintain all SRTS equipment: bicycles, helmets, instructional aides

Annual
Outputs

Develop and teach one class at each SRTS school for parents and teachers, focusing on “How to
share the road with bicycles and pedestrians”

Teach 2-week long classes on bike safety at Napa County schools, grades 2-3 and 4-5

Coordinate bike/walk events at schools across the county during the months of May and
October as a part of International Bike/Walk to school day

Hold 4 bike safety classes for the public

Collect data for every participating school that identifies the community attitude towards
biking and walking. Determine if there are any physical barriers to biking and walking in the
community to address during instruction and presentations.

Budget and Scope

The attached budget describes the three year budget based on the available $420,000 for Napa

County SRTS. Additionally, we have attached our “dream” budget that describes the additional costs for
instructors to reach students in every school, every year. The scope and reach of the smaller budget will
be approximately 1/3 of the size of the full budget. Over the course of the three year grant, the
$420,000 program will reach every elementary student; with the full budget the staff will reach every
elementary student every year.
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RTP- Cycle 2 Funds

1) All Cycle 2 Funds FY 12/13 through FY 15/16:

SR2S STP TE CMAQ TOTAL

$420,000 $4,787,000 $431,000 51,443,000 $7,081,000

This does not include PCA funds which is a $5 million dollar competitive program for 4 North Bay
Counties

2) One Bay Area Grant Funds (does not include SR2S or PCA):

Napa County STP CMAQ RTIP TE Total
Specific Projects TBD by Napa | $2,114,000 $1,443,000 $431,000 $3,988,000
CMA Planning Activities 52,673,000 Y Y 52,673,000
(NCTPA)

Total | $4,787,000 $1,443,000 $431,000 $6,661,000

3) Planning Funds (NCTPA) - STP $$

FY 12-13 FY 13-14 FY 14-15 FY 15-16 STP TOTAL

NCTPA $638,000 $658,000 $678,000 $699,000 $2,673,000

4) STP/CMAQ split

STP-72% CMAQ - 22% TE-7% Total

Napa County $4,787,000 $1,443,000 $431,000 $6,661,000

5) PDA Minimum Requirement

OBAG funds PDA/Anywhere PDA Anywhere
split
Napa County $6,661,000 50/50 $3,330,500* $3,330,500

*50% of NCTPA planning funds ($1,336,500) can count toward the PDA minimum requirement

6) OBAG funds: STP/CMAQ/TE after planning funds are taken off the top

FY 12-13 FY 13-14 FY 14-15 FY 15-16 TOTAL

Napa County $997,000 $997,000 $997,000 $997,000 $3,988,000

7) OBAG Funding Breakdown Options

TOTAL FUNDS PDA Anywhere
(STP,CMAQ, TE)
Option 1 $3,988,000 $3,330,500 $657,500
Option 2 - 50% of
Planning funds count $3,988,000 $1,994,000 $1,994,000
toward PDA Minimum

137




ATTACHMENT 2
TAC Agenda item 11
January 10, 2013

Cycle 2 Funds Criteria:

STP Funds: $2,114,000 — Available for projects — subject to One Bay Area Grant (OBAG) requirements
Eligible projects are any project on the any federal aid highway, including the national highway system;
bridges on any public highway; transit capital projects; and inter-city/intra-city bus terminals and

facilities.
Eligible project types (Title 23 USC, Chapter 1, Section 133) include:

Construction, reconstruction, rehabilitation, resurfacing, restoration and operational
improvements for highway and bridge projects, including bridge seismic retrofit, painting and
application of calcium magnesium acetate, sodium acetate/formate, or other environmentally
acceptable, minimally corrosive anti-icing and de-icing compositions.  Also included are the
necessary engineering, right-of-way and environmental mitigation for these activities.

Transit capital projects under Chapter 53 of 49 USC including vehicles and facilities, whether
publicly or privately owned, that are used to provide inter-city passenger service by bus.

Carpool projects, fringe and corridor parking facilities, bicycle facilities and non-construction
projects, pedestrian walkways, and modification of public sidewalks to comply with the
Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 USC 12101 et seq.).

Highway and transit safety infrastructure projects, hazard eliminations, projects to mitigate
hazards caused by wildlife, and railway-highway grade crossing elimination or improvement.
Highway and transit research and development and technology transfer programs.

Capital and operating costs for traffic monitoring, management and control facilities and
programs.

Surface transportation planning programs.

Transportation enhancement activities.

Transportation control measures listed in Section 108(f)(1)(A) of the Clean Air Act excluding
clause (xvi).

Development and establishment of management systems under Title 23 USC, section 303.
Wetlands mitigation and natural habitat efforts related to projects funded under Title 23 USC.
Capital improvements for infrastructure-based intelligent transportation systems.
Environmental restoration and pollution abatement projects, including retrofit or construction
of stormwater treatment facilities (limited to 20% of the total cost of reconstruction,
rehabilitation, resurfacing, or restoration projects).

CMAAQ: $1,443,000 — subject to OBAG requirements
The general eligibility criteria for CMAQ funding is for projects to have expected reductions in carbon
monoxide, ozone precursor, or PM emissions.

Eligible Project Types:

Transportation Control Measures (TCMs)

Extreme Low-Temperature Cold Start Programs
Alternative Fuels and Vehicles

Congestion Reduction & Traffic Flow Improvements
Transit Improvements

Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities and Programs
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Travel Demand Management

Public Education and Outreach Activities

Transportation Management Associations

Carpooling and Vanpooling

Freight/Intermodal

Diesel Engine Retrofits & Other Advanced Truck Technologies
Idle Reduction

Training for Transportation Workforce
Inspection/Maintenance (/M) Programs

Experimental Pilot Projects

TE: $431,000 — subject to OBAG requirements
Transportation Enhancement activities must have a direct relationship — by function, proximity or
impact — to the surface transportation system. Activities must be over and above normal projects,
including mitigation.
This list is exclusive. Only these activities are eligible to be accounted for as Transportation
Enhancement activities. They are:
1. Provision of facilities for pedestrians and bicycles.
2. Provision of safety and educational activities for pedestrians and bicyclists.
3. Acquisition of scenic easements and scenic or historic sites (including historic battlefields).
4. Scenic or historic highway programs (including the provision of tourist and welcome center
facilities).
Landscaping and other scenic beautification.
Historic preservation.
7. Rehabilitation and operation of historic transportation buildings, structures or facilities
(including historic railroad facilities and canals).
8. Preservation of abandoned railway corridors (including the conversion and use thereof for
pedestrian or bicycle trails).
9. Inventory, control and removal of outdoor advertising.
10. Archaeological planning and research.
11. Environmental mitigation to address water pollution due to highway runoff or reduce vehicle-
caused wildlife mortality while maintaining habitat connectivity
12. Establishment of transportation museums.

o v

SR2S: $420,000 —

Eligible projects include infrastructure and non-infrastructure projects that facilitate reduction in
vehicular travel to and from schools. SR2S is CMAQ funded and therefore has an emphasis on air quality
improvement rather than children’s health and safety. Nevertheless CMAQ can fund all specific
improvements that are eligible in the State and Federal SR2S Programs with the following exceptions:
walking audits and other planning activities, crossing guards and vehicle speed feedback devices, traffic
control that is primarily oriented to vehicular traffic rather than bicyclists and pedestrians, and material
incentives that lack an educational message or exceeding a nominal cost. Refer to the following link for
detailed examples of eligible projects: http://www.mtc.ca.gov/funding/STPCMAQ

139



ATTACHMENT 2
TAC Agenda Item 11
January 10, 2013

PCA: Competitive —

This is a $10 million dollar grant of which the first $5 million is only available to the 4 North Bay counties:
Marin, Sonoma, Napa, and Solano.

Priority Conservation Areas- This is an outgrowth of the new regional pilot for the development of
Priority Conservation Area (PCA) plans and projects to assist counties to improve outward development
expansion and maintain their rural character. A CMA may use OBAG funding to augment grants
received from the regionally competitive program or develop its own county PCA program. Generally,
eligible projects will include planning, land/easement acquisition, open space access, and farm-to-
market capital projects.

Project Delivery and Monitoring -

MTC’s guidelines for project delivering and monitoring are outlined below. In addition to the guidelines
below, projects that are not obligated 2 months prior to the deadline will be re-programmed to an
existing federalized project. The first priority will be to another jurisdiction in the county. Future
programming may be reduced for project sponsors with project revenues that are not obligated by the
deadline or in any way result in the loss of STP CMAQ funding to the countywide funds. NCTPA has
implemented a project monitoring process and will remind project sponsors of specific deadlines
associated with managing the STP/CMAQ revenues. Jurisdictions are responsible for reviewing,
understanding and adhering to the guidelines in MTC’s Resolution 3606 and OBAG Resolution 4035.

MTC Guidelines: Cycle 2 funding is available in the following four federal fiscal years: FY 2012-13, 2013-
14, 2014-15, and FY 2015-16. Funds may be programmed in any one of these years, conditioned upon
the availability of federal apportionment and obligation authority (OA). This will be determined through
the development of an annual obligation plan, which is developed in coordination with the Partnership
and project sponsors. However, funds MUST be obligated in the fiscal year programmed in the TIP, with
all Cycle 2 funds to be obligated no later than March 31, 2016. Specifically, the funds must be obligated
by FHWA or transferred to Federal Transit Administration (FTA) within the federal fiscal year that the
funds are programmed in the TIP.

All Cycle 2 funding is subject to the Regional Project Funding Delivery Policy and any subsequent
revisions (MTC Resolution No. 3606 at http://www.mtc.ca.gov/funding/delivery/MTC_Res_3606.pdf).
Obligation deadlines, project substitutions and redirection of project savings will continue to be
governed by the MTC Regional Project Funding Delivery Policy. All funds are subject to obligation,
award, invoicing, reimbursement and project close out requirements. The failure to meet these
deadlines may result in the de-programming and redirection to other projects.

To further facilitate project delivery and ensure all federal funds in the region are meeting federal and
state regulations and deadlines, every recipient of Cycle 2 funding will need to identify a staff position
that serves as the single point of contact for the implementation of all FHWA-administered funds within
that agency. The person in this position must have sufficient knowledge and expertise in the federal-aid
delivery process to coordinate issues and questions that may arise from project inception to project
close-out. The agency is required to identify the contact information for this position at the time of
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programming of funds in the federal TIP. This person will be expected to work closely with FHWA,
Caltrans, MTC and the respective CMA on all issues related to federal funding for all FHWA-funded
projects implemented by the recipient.

Project sponsors that continue to miss delivery milestones and funding deadlines for any federal funds
are required to prepare and update a delivery status report on all projects with FHWA-administered
funds they manage, and participate if requested in a consultation meeting with the county CMA, MTC
and Caltrans prior to MTC approving future Cycle programming or including any funding revisions for the
agency in the federal TIP. The purpose of the status report and consultation is to ensure the local public
agency has the resources and technical capacity to deliver FHWA federal-aid projects, is fully aware of
the required delivery deadlines, and has developed a delivery timeline that takes into consideration the
requirements and lead-time of the federal-aid process within available resources.

By applying for and accepting Cycle 2 funding, the project sponsor is acknowledging that it has and will
maintain the expertise and staff resources necessary to deliver the federal-aid project within the funding
timeframe.

Local Match ~

Projects funded with STP or CMAQ funding requires a non-federal local match. Based on California’s
share of the nation’s federal lands, the local match for STP and CMAQ is currently 11.47% of the total
project cost. The FHWA will reimburse up to 88.53% of the total project cost. Project sponsors are
required to provide the required match, which is subject to change.
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Continued From: NEW

Action Requested: INFORMATION/ACTION

NAPA COUNTY TRANSPORTATION AND PLANNING AGENCY
TAC Agenda Letter

TO: Technical Advisory Committee (TAC)
FROM: Kate Miller, Executive Director

REPORT BY: Eliot Hurwitz, Program Manager for Planning
(707) 259-8782 / Email: ehurwitz@nctpa.net

SUBJECT: Travel Behavior Survey

RECOMMENDATION
The TAC review and approve the scope of work for a travel behavior survey.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The proposed project will gather existing, available information about Napa Valley
transportation, employment, schools, and tourism. With input from a project steering
committee and community advisory committee, a travel behavior survey will be
designed to address key data gaps and research questions. The survey will be
designed to provide a full understanding of travel behavior by employees and visitors to
the Napa Valley. If there is consensus about the feasibility of paratransit services, a
draft paratransit plan will be prepared, identifying potential ridership, operations, costs,
and implementation tasks.

FISCAL IMPACT

Is there a Fiscal Impact? Yes, approval will commit NCTPA to a share of the costs of
this project. The total cost is estimated at between $100,000 and $200,000. Upon
approval from the Board, NCTPA will contribute up to $100,000 of this amount with the
balance contributed by Napa County and potential private sector partners.

BACKGROUND AND DISCUSSION

One key gap in existing countywide transportation data is that most standard data
sources, including the Census Transportation Planning Package (CTTP), focus on
“travel to work” statistics, neglecting non-work trips, that may be a significant dimension
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of travel in Napa, given the large visitor-serving industry in the county, including
wineries, restaurants and other attraction. This project will conduct necessary surveys
to provide reliable information about visitor travel within Napa County. At the same time,
while this survey is being conducted, we will take the opportunity to also examine other
elements of the Napa countywide travel pattern to enhance the information we currently
derive from the Napa-Solano Travel Demand Model, which is also being updated on a
separate track.

The scope of work (full draft text attached) for this project will feature collection and
analysis of data including:

e the number of trips per day, origins and destinations, that are associated
with winery visitors and employees;

o the number of trips per day, origins and destinations, that are associated
with other major employers in Napa Valley

e the travel characteristics associated with other tourist destinations in the
valley the number of trips per day, origins and destinations, that are
associated with lodging, restaurant and retail employees

o the number of trips per day, origins and destinations, that are associated
with Napa Valley College, and other schools to be identified

e the predominant modes of travel, vehicle occupancies, and peak times of
day/week;

e seasonal variations;
the effect of winery operations such as various hours of operation, use of
pre-arranged appointments and marketing events; and

e whether there are segments of travel demand that can be addressed
cost-effectively by expanding transit or paratransit services.

o Employer existing and interest in programs that reduce traffic congestion
and or travel during peak periods such as flexible work schedules,
subsidizing van pools or transit, etc.

Collected data and proposed conclusions will be reviewed with a Steering Committee
and Community Advisory Committee.

If there is a consensus about the feasibility of paratransit services a draft paratransit

plan will be prepared identifying potential ridership, operations, costs, and
implementation tasks.

SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS

Attachments: (1) Travel Behavior Survey Scope of Work - DRAFT
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Napa Valley Travel Behavior Survey

Napa Valley, with its scenic agricultural landscape and over 400 wineries, is one of the most
popular tourist destinations in California with an estimated 5 million visitors per year. The
travel behavior survey will focus on work and non-work trips in Napa Valley. The survey will
identify how many trips per day are associated with visitors, employees, and students, where
those trips start and end, what are the predominant modes of travel, vehicle occupancies, and
times of day/week that are most heavily used. The survey will take seasonal variations into
consideration, as well as winery hours of operation, some wineries’ use of pre-arranged
appointments and marketing events, other tourist destinations in the valley, such as trips
related to colleges, schools, and work. The survey will include weekday and weekend travel.

The successful bidder will complete a review of census data associated with work trips and
other recent studies associated with travel in Napa Valley. It should be noted that while there
have been recent studies of tourism and visitors (who is coming, from where, and why), the
travel behavior of winery visitors when they get to the Napa Valley has not been studied in
detail.! And while this project will undertake a survey of employees and visitors to determine
their travel behavior and assess whether other modes can cost effectively address a meaningful
segment of winery-related travel demand as well as other employment, school and leisure
travel demand.

Scope of Work

1. Within 2 weeks of award, meet with Agency and selected members of the NCTPA
Technical Advisory Committee staff on a schedule for completing the project. Elements
of the project must be completed on a timely basis and data must be captured on specific
intervals in order to understand seasonal travel and school travel. Failure to meet
critical deadlines associated with public funding could result in reduce scope of work.

2. Work with Agency staff to convene a Community Advisory Committee comprised of
representatives from business and wine industry groups, major employers, and other
community stakeholders.

3. Gather existing, available information about Napa Valley transportation, employment,
schools, and tourism, and review with the committee to identify data gaps and research
questions.

! We do know that visitors mostly travel by car and visit four or five wineries during their stay. Visit
Napa Valley is currently completing a 2012 Visitor Profile Study, updating the March 2006 study by the
Napa Valley Conference & Visitors Bureau & Purdue University Tourism and Hospitality Research
Center (http://www.napavintners.com/downloads/visitor_profile_study.pdf).

November 2012 Preliminary Draft — Subject to Modification
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4. With input from the project Steering Committee and the Community Advisory
Committee, design a travel behavior survey to address the data gaps and research
questions. The survey should be designed to provide a full understanding of travel
behavior by employees and visitors to the Napa Valley.

5. Collect and analyze data, reaching conclusions about:

¢ the number of trips per day, origins and destinations, that are associated with
winery visitors and employees;

e the number of trips per day, origins and destinations, that are associated with
other major employers in Napa Valley.

* the travel characteristics associated with other tourist destinations in the valley
the number of trips per day, origins and destinations, that are associated with
lodging, restaurant and retail employees

 the number of trips per day, origins and destinations, that are associated with
Napa Valley College, and other schools to be identified

e the predominant modes of travel, vehicle occupancies, and peak times of
day/week;

e seasonal variations;

e the effect of winery operations such as various hours of operation, use of pre-
arranged appointments and marketing events; and

e whether there are segments of travel demand that can be addressed cost-
effectively by expanding transit or paratransit services.

* Employer existing and interest of programs that reduce traffic congestion and or
travel during peak periods such as flexible work schedules, subsidizing van
pools or transit, etc.

e ' Survey tool should include basic demographic information (gender, race,
income)

e travel surveys should include basic questions about willingness to use alternative
modes for work and non-work trips (transit, van pool, private excursion services
such as limousine, etc.)

6. Review the collected data and proposed conclusions with the Steering Committee and
Community Advisory Committee.

7. If there is consensus about the feasibility of paratransit services, prepare a draft
paratransit plan, identifying potential ridership, operations, costs, and implementation
tasks.

8. Review the draft paratransit plan with the Steering Committee and the Community
Advisory Committee and revise as necessary for presentation to the County Board of
Supervisors and/or the NCTPA Board of Directors.

November 2012 Preliminary Draft — Subject to Modification
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If the Board(s) wishes to adopt the revised plan or initiate implementation actions,

review pursuant to CEQA would be required. Implementation actions by private
parties (e.g. private paratransit providers) would not require CEQA review.

November 2012 Preliminary Draft — Subject to Modification
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Continued From: NEW

Action Requested: INFORMATION/ACTION

NAPA COUNTY TRANSPORTATION AND PLANNING AGENCY
TAC Agenda Letter

TO: Technical Advisory Committee (TAC)
FROM: Kate Miller, Executive Director

REPORT BY: Eliot Hurwitz, Program Manager for Planning
(707) 259-8782 / Email: ehurwitz@nctpa.net

SUBJECT: Solano Avenue Vine Trail Contract

RECOMMENDATION

The TAC review and approve the draft scope of work for the design and environmental
clearance of the “Solano Avenue Segment” of the Napa Valley Vine Trail.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The “Solano Avenue Segment” project of the Napa Valley Vine Trail will construct a 6
mile Class | bicycle/pedestrian path within the public right of way from the present
terminus of the Napa City “cross town Class | bike path” at the intersection of Redwood
Road and Solano Avenue in Napa to the beginning of the “Yountville Mile” class | bike
path at the intersection of SR29 and California St. in the Town of Yountville.

FISCAL IMPACT

Is there a Fiscal Impact? Yes, this contract will be for approximately $500,000.

BACKGROUND AND DISCUSSION

Napa Valley Vine Trail is envisioned as a 47-mile mixed-use path for pedestrians and
cyclists that will run the length of the Napa Valley and connect to the ferry terminal in
Vallejo, California, providing a crucial link to the city of San Francisco and larger Bay
Area. The project has broad based community support from a coalition representing
over 20 private and public sector organizations, all involved in its planning, design and
funding . Initial project funding for the “Solano Avenue Segment" has been established
from federal, state, local and private (philanthropic) sources.
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The path will be located in the public right of way on property belonging to or controlled
by the Napa County Flood Control District or Napa County west of the Napa Valley
Wine Train tracks. The path is westerly of and runs parallel to State Highway 29. There
will be three minor creek crossings, all of which can be accomplished via clear spans
that will not impact the creek channels. The path shall be designed per local, state and
federal requirements as an asphalt concrete path 10 feet in width with shoulders
including highway safety improvements where the path crosses local streets and
signing per local and MUTCD standards.

This contract will be for the complete engineering, design and environmental work,

preliminary to project construction, as well as construction bid support and will include at
least one public workshop.

SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS

Attachments: (1) Solano Avenue Bike Path Design and Environmental Studies
Scope of Work - DRAFT
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Solano Avenue Vine Trail Segment

Project Description

Napa Valley Vine Trail is envisioned as a 47-mile mixed-use path for pedestrians and cyclists that will run
the length of the Napa Valley and connect to the ferry terminal in Vallejo, California, providing a crucial
link to the city of San Francisco and larger Bay Area. The project has broad based community support
from a coalition representing over 20 private and public sector organizations, all involved in its
planning, design and funding . Initial project funding for the “Solano Avenue Segment” has been
established from federal, state, local and private (philanthropic) sources. The Solano Avenue Segment
project will construct a 6 mile Class | bicycle/pedestrian path within the public right of way from the
present terminus of the Napa City “cross town Class | bike path” at the intersection of Redwood Road
and Solano Avenue in Napa to the beginning of the “Yountville Mile” class | bike path at the intersection
of SR29 and California St. in the Town of Yountville.

The path will be located in the public right of way on property belonging to or controlied by the Napa
County Flood Control District or Napa County west of the Napa Valley Wine Train tracks. The path is
westerly of and runs parallel to State Highway 29. There will be three minor creek crossings, all of which
can be accomplished via clear spans that will not impact the creek channels. The path shall be designed
per local, state and federal requirements as an asphalt concrete path 10 feet in width with shoulders
including highway safety improvements where the path crosses local streets and signing per local and
MUTCD standards.

This contract will be for the complete engineering, design and environmental work, preliminary to
project construction, as well as construction bid support and will include at least one public workshop.
Professional civil engineering services under this agreement may include, but are not limited to, the
following activities conducted to industry standards:

Engineering, Design and Environmental

Scope of Work

Task 1 — CEQA/NEPA Compliance

1.1 PES and CEQA/NEPA Documentation/Determination

1.1.1 Field Review Participation

1.2 Caltrans biological Studies(if required)

1.3 Caltrans Cultural Studies

1.4 Right of Way Certification

1.5 Limited ADL Survey (if required)

1.6 Other Required Technical Studies and Analyses as to be determined
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Task 2 — Agency and Stakeholder Outreach

2.1 Project Coordination with Agencies
2.2 Utility Coordination

Task 3 Design Development Drawings (35%)
3.1 35% Construction Plan

3.2 Potholing

3.3 Floodplain Delineation

3.4 Arborist Report

3.5 Outline Specifications

3.6 DD-Level Opinion of Costs

3.7 PS&E Plan Review

Task 4 — Public Workshops/Presentations

Task 5 — Permit Processing

5.1 Regulatory Agency Permitting

5.2 Town of Yountville Permitting (if required)
5.3 City of Napa Permitting (if required)

5.4 Napa County Permitting (if required)

5.5 Caltrans Permitting (if required)

Task 6 — 65%, 95% and Final PS&Es
6.1 65% PS&Es

6.2 95% PS&Es

6.3 Final PS&Es

6.4 Bridge Peer Review (optional)
6.5 NPDES

Task 7 — Authorization to Proceed with Construction and Construction Engineering
7.1 Field Review Participation
7.2 Required Technical Studies and Analyses as required

Task 8 — Public Presentation

Task 9 — Bid Support

January 10, 2013

Development of construction bid package will depend on extent of available construction funding

Task 10 — Construction Inspection Services

150



ATTACHMENT 1
TAC Agenda Item 13
January 10, 2013

Additional requirements are as follows:

1.

The Consultant’s Project Manager shall be available for periodic meetings to discuss issues related
to Scope of Work.

The Consultant must be adequately insured for liability and property damage pursuant to the
conditions of the Agreement.

All work shall be performed and delivered in English Standard Units or as required by NCTPA.

All survey work shall be performed on CCS/NAD 83 horizontal coordinates and use true NAVD 88
vertical control.

Plans and Maps shall be submitted in hard copy format, 24”X36” or 11”X17” as determined by
NCTPA with AutoCAD files, format as approved by NCTPA. Point files shall be submitted in ASCHI
format, and any estimates, schedules, or reports shall be submitted in Microsoft Office format.
Consultant will be required to provide their own topographic surveys to support their work product
as necessary.

151



January 10, 2013

TAC Agenda Item 14

Continued From: NEW

Action Requested: INFORMATION

NAPA COUNTY TRANSPORTATION AND PLANNING AGENCY
TAC Agenda Letter

TO: Technical Advisory Committee (TAC)
FROM: Kate Miller, Executive Director

REPORT BY: Antonio Onorato, Program Manager of Finance
(707) 259-8779 / Email: aonorato@nctpa.net

SUBJECT: Reprogramming of Lifeline Cycle 2 Funds to VINE Express Route 29

RECOMMENDATION

TAC here the Napa County Transportation and Planning Agency (NCTPA) Board’s
adoption of Resolution No. 12-27 authorizing the reprogramming of $70,688 Cycle 2
Lifeline Program of Projects to VINE Express Route 29 Lifeline Program. This is an
information item only.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) Resolution 3881 programmed
$1,066,395 for Cycle 2 Lifeline Program of projects for FY 2009-2011. One (1) of the
five (5) projects approved in the program, VINE Route 11, had an unallocated balance
of $70,688 remaining and available for reprogramming toward other eligible Lifeline
programs because the Route was eliminated. Staff proposed to reprogram the $70,688
for operating assistance for the VINE Express Route 29, also a Lifeline-eligible project.
The NCTPA Board of Director's adopted Resolution 12-27 allowing the reprogramming
of the funds for operating assistance for VINE Express Route 29.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

Is there a fiscal impact?  Yes. $70,688 will be reprogrammed for operating assistance
for VINE Express Route 29 for FY2012/13.

BACKGROUND AND DISCUSSION

An additional $70,688 in FY 2009-2011 in STA Cycle 2 Lifeline funds became available
when the VINE Route 11 was eliminated - VINE rural connector service between

Calistoga and Santa Rosa.
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VINE Route 11 was discontinued on July 31, 2010, and the remaining funding of
$70,688 was not reprogrammed for other programs. Per MTC guidelines, NCTPA was
allowed to moved Lifeline Transportation Program Cycle 2 (LTP2) STA balances to any
other Lifeline eligible project in the County.

STA funds are eligible for public transportation purposes including community transit
services, transit capital and operations, including:

New, continued or expanded fixed-route service

Purchase of vehicles

Shuttle service if available for use by the general public

Purchase of technology (i.e. GPS, other ITS applications)

Capital projects such as bus stop improvements, including bus benches,
shelters, etc.

e Various elements of mobility management, if consistent with STA program
purpose and allowable use. These may include planning, coordinating, capital or
operating activities.

Staff proposed to reprogram the remaining balance of $70,688 to VINE Express Route
29 operations. NCTPA was recently informed by MTC that Regional Measure 2 (RM2)
funding for the northemn portion of the VINE Express service between the northem
border of the City of Napa to Calistoga is no longer eligible for RM2 funding. This
reprogramming of funds will help fill the funding gap left by the withdrawal of RM2 funds
for the northern portion of the route. Job Access Reverse Commute (JARC) will fund
the remaining gap left by the rescission of RM2 funds and allow the northern portion of
VINE Route 29 to continue operation through the end of the fiscal year.

SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS

Attachments: (1) Resolution No. 12-27
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707 Randolph Street, Suite 100 + Napa, CA 94559-2912
Tel: (707) 259-8631
Fax: (707) 259-8638

RESOLUTION No. 12-27

A RESOLUTION OF THE
NAPA COUNTY TRANSPORTATION AND PLANNING AGENCY (NCTPA)
AUTHORIZING THE REPROGRAMMING OF THE
THE LIFELINE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM CYCLE 2 FUNDING

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) has established
a Lifeline Transportation Program to assist in funding projects that (1) are intended to
result in improved mobility for low-income residents of the nine San Francisco Bay Area
counties; (2) are developed through a collaborative and inclusive planning process; and
(3) are proposed to address transportation gaps and/or barriers identified through a
substantive community-based transportation plan or are otherwise based on a
documented assessment of needs; and

WHEREAS, MTC has adopted principles, pursuant to MTC Resolution No. 3881,
to guide implementation of the Lifeline Transportation Program for the three year period
from FY 08/09 through FY 10/11, and has designated the County Congestion
Management Agency (or another countywide entity) in each of the nine bay area
counties to help with recommending project selections and project administration; and

WHEREAS, Napa County Transportation and “Planning Agency (NCTPA) has
been designated by MTC to assist with the Lifeline Transportation Program in Napa on

behalf of MTC; and

WHEREAS, Project Number 31, “VINE Route 11- Extend operations of VINE
rural connector service (route 11) between Calistoga and Santa Rosa” was discontinued
as of July 31, 2010; and

WHEREAS, $70,688 in STA Tier 2 Lifeline funds have become available for
reprogramming due to the discontinuation of VINE Route 11 ; and

WHEREAS, NCTPA is allowed to reprogram the available funds to another
Lifeline Transportation program; and

WHEREAS, MTC will no longer fund the VINE Express Route 29 between the
northern border of the City of Napa and Calistoga with Regional Measure 2 (RM2)
funds; and

WHEREAS, NCTPA, after review, recommends the $70,688 be reprogrammed
to fund the VINE Express Route 29 between the northern border of the City of Napa and

Calistoga; and

WHEREAS, NCTPA certifies that the project(s) and purpose(s) for which funds are
being requested is in compliance with the requirements of the California Environmental
Quality Act (Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq.), and with the

Member Agencies: Calistoga, St. Helena, Yountville, City of Napa, American Canyon, County of Napa
Napa County Transportation & Planning Agency
Napa Valley - 154 tation Authority
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State Environmental Impact Report Guidelines (14 California Code of Regulations
Section 1500 et seq.) and if relevant the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), 42
USC Section 4-1 et seq. and the applicable regulations thereunder: and

WHEREAS, there is no legal impediment to NCTPA making the funding request;
and

WHEREAS, there is no pending or threatened litigation which might in any way
adversely affect the ability of NCTPA to deliver the proposed project(s) for which funds
are being requested:

NOW THERFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that NCTPA requests that MTC
reprogram funds available under its Lifeline Transportation Program, in the amount of
$70,688 for which NCTPA is eligible; and be it further

RESOLVED, that NCTPA shall forward a copy of this Resolution, and such other
information as may be required, to MTC, and such other agencies as may be
appropriate.

Passed and Adopted this 17" day of October, 2012

%}:’%—-/

Keith Caldwell, NCTPA Chair Ayes: GARCIA, BENNETT,

‘ 4 GINGLES, KRIDER,
TECHEL, DODD,
CALDWELL, CHILTON,

DUNBAR

Nays: NoNE

Absent. DUNSFORD, BRITTON,
WHITE

ATTEST:

Karalyn E/8anderlin, NCTPA Board Secretary
APPROVED:

A

J@7 Killion, NCTPA Legal Counsel
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