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October 15, 2014
NCTPA Board of Directors
Meeting Handouts

Caltrans Report October 2014
Transit Service Analysis - July 2013 - June 2014

PowerPoint Presentation - Item 10.2 Final Report on the
State Route 29 (SR29) Gateway Corridor Improvement
Plan Study

Summary of Proposed Improvements - Item 10.2 Final
Report on the State Route 29 (SR29) Gateway Corridor
Improvement Plan Study

The following handout was presented and distributed at
the meeting by the Vine Trail Napa Vallejo:

Caltrans Highway 12 SR 29 Flyover - Proposed
Mitigation Measures to Provide Bicycle and Pedestrian
Route and Meet Complete Streets Requirement

3

S I o IS IS IS O IS O O O O O )




Draft October 2014
NCTPA - Caltrans Report

PROJECT INITIATION DOCUMENT
EA4G210

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

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

EA4G920

Tulucay Creek Bridge; NAPA 121-PM 6.1/6.2; In City of Napa
Scope: Bridge Repair

ENVIRONMENTAL
EA 4H200
Pavement Preservation from 0.4 mile north of Trancas St. to Mee Ln.; NAPA 29-PM 13.5/25.5; In County of Napa
Scope: Resurface the existing pavement
Cost Estimate: $14.8M Construction Capital
Schedule: DED: 7/2015  PAED: 1/2016 PS&E: 4/2017 RWC: 8/2017 RTL: 8/2017 CCA: 12/2019

EA4G840

Capell Creek Bridge;: NAPA 128-PM 20.2; In County of Napa

Scope: Bridge Repair/Replacement

Cost Estimate: $12.7M Construction Capital

Schedule: DED: 12/2015 PAED: 6/2016 PS&E:3/2018 RWC: 6/2018 RTL: 6/2018  CCA: 12/2020

EA4G540

Signals at First Street Off Ramp; NAPA 29-PM 11.4; In City of Napa

Scope: Install new traffic signals

Cost Estimate: $712K Construction Capital

Schedule: PAED: 6/2015 PS&E: 3/2016 RWC:6/2016 RTL:6/2016 CCA: 12/2017

EA4G490

Concrete Barrier at Solano Ave. Southbound Onramp; NAPA 29 PM 11.9; In City of Napa

Scope: Install Concrete Barrier (Type 60)

Cost Estimate: $1,300K Construction Capital

Schedule: DED: 7/2015 PAED: 8/2015 PS&E: 12/2016 RWC: 3/2017 RTL: 3/2017 CCA: 3/2022

EA 3G140

ADA Curb Ramps; NAPA 29 and 128; In County of Napa

Scope: Upgrade and construct curb ramps at various locations.

Cost Estimate: $1,423 K Construction Capital

Schedule: DED: 7/2015  PAED: 1/2016 PS&E: 3/2017 RWC: 6/2017 RTL:6/2017 CCA: 11/2018

EA 28120

Soscol Junction; NAPA 221 PM 0.6/0.7 NAPA 29 PM 5.0/7.1; In Napa County
Scope: Construct Flyover Structure at SR 221/29/12 '

Cost Estimate: $35M Construction Capital

Schedule DED: 11/2014 PAED: 7/2015

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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Draft October 2014
NCTPA - Caltrans Report

EA 1G430

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

Scope: Replace bridge at Conn Creek

Cost Estimate: $7.1M Construction Capital

Schedule: DED: 2/2015  PAED: 7/2015 PSE: 12/2016 RWC:4/2017 RTL:4/2017 CCA: 1/2020

EA 3G640

Napa River Bridge Scour Mitigation; NAPA 29 PM 37.0; In City of Calistoga

Scope: Reconstruct bridge at Napa River Bridge

Cost Estimate: $9.2M Construction Capital

Schedule: DED: 10/2014 PAED: 11/2014 PSE: 1/2016 RWC: 3/2016 RTL:3/2016 CCA: 12/2017

DESIGN
EA 2G940
West Of Knoxville Road Storm Damage; NAPA 128 PM 17.9; Near Rutherford
Scope: Construct Roadway Retaining System
Cost Estimate: $1.6M Construction Capital
Schedule: PAED: 6/9/14 PSE: 8/2015 RWC: 11/2015 RTL: 11/2015 CCA: 11/2020

EA 25941
Channelization; NAPA 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: $19M Construction Capital

Schedule: PAED: 6/29/07 PSE: 3/21/14 RWC: 6/16/14 RTL: 6/16/14 CCA: 12/2016

EA 4A090
Troutdale Creek Bridge Replacement;: NAPA 29 PM 47.0/47.2; In Napa County

Scope: Bridge replacement at Troutdale Creek
Cost Estimate: $15M Construction Capital

Schedule: PAED: 6/28/13 PSE: 5/30/14 RWC: 5/30/14 RTL: 6/27/14 CCA: 12/2016

EA 3G760

Capell Creek Horizontal Drain; NAPA 128 PM 20.2; In Napa County

Scope: Install slope inclinometer. Clean and install horizontal drains.

Cost Estimate: $540K Construction Capital

Schedule: PAED: 5/30/2013 PSE: 3/10/14 RWC: 5/12/14 RTL: 6/24/14 CCA: 12/2015

EA 2A320

Sarco Creek Bridge Replacement; NAPA 121 PM 9.3/9.5; In Napa County Near City of Napa

Scope: Bridge replacement at Sarco Creek

Cost Estimate: $9.7M Construction Capital

Schedule: PAED: 6/28/12 PSE: 12/2015 RWC:4/2016 RTL: 4/2016 CCA: 12/2020

EA 2G950

East of Wragg Canyon Road Storm Damage; NAPA 128 PM 29.7;: Near Rutherford
Scope: Construct Roadway Retaining System

Cost Estimate: $2.1 M Construction Capital

Schedule: PAED: 12/6/12 PSE: 12/2014 RWC: 2/2015 RTL: 3/2015 CCA: 4/2019
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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Draft October 2014
NCTPA - Caltrans Report

CONSTRUCTION
EA 4442A

Dubhig Project Landscaping; NAPA 12/121 PM 0.3/2.0; in Napa County

Scope: Highway Planting from 0 3 mile 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: 6/2015

EA 26413
Jameson Canyon; NAPA 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: $29M
Schedule: PAED: 1/31/08 RTL: 11/19/10 AWD: 1/26/12 (Ghilotti Bros.) CCA: 12/2015

EA 26414
Jameson Canyon; SOLANO 12 PM 0.0/2.6: In Solano 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: 12/1/10 AWD: 1/11/12 (Ghilloti Const.) CCA: 12/2015

EA 45030
Storm Damage; NAPA 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 AWD: 11/16/2012 (Gordon Ball) CCA: 10/2017

EA 2A110

Capell Creek Bridge Replacement; NAPA 121 PM 20.2/20.4; In Napa County
Scope: Bridge replacement at Capell Creek

Cost Estimate: $3.4M Construction Capital
Schedule: PAED: 6/22/11 RTL: 3/14/13  AWD: 10/24/13 (Gordon Ball) CCA: 8/2015

EA 3E220

Pavement Digouts; NAPA-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 RTL: 11/26/13 AWD: 3/24/14 (MCK ) CCA 12/2014

EA 3E400
Rubberized Bonded Wearing Course Seal Coat: NAPA 128 PM 19.0/34.2; In Napa County

Scope: Place asphalt rubber seal coat from Knoxville Road to the County Line
Cost Estimate: $3.4M Construction Capital

Schedule: PAED: 4/16/12 RTL: 11/15/13 AWD: 3/26/14 (Chester Bros. Const.) CCA: 12/2014

EA 3E370

Pavement Digouts; NAPA 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: $800K Construction Capital

Schedule: PAED: 11/8/12 RTL: 11/15/13 AWD: 5/12/14 (OC Jones & Son) CCA: 12/2014
ACTION ITEMS:
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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TRANSIT SERVICE ANALYSIS

July 2013 - June 2014

SYSTEMWIDE NOTES
July - June 1,000,000
2012/13 2013/14 500,000
673,287 893,029 | 33% 800,000
700,000 . “
RIDERS BY SERVICE 000,099 BEEEBN
July - June 500,000 B EHB B
400,000
2012/13 2013/14 300,000 = = = =
VINERoutes1-11| 517,906 707,241  37% iggggg EEER
VINE Route 21 10,668 N/A ’
VINE Route 25 4,603 6,690 45/% ° “ b /\ cb q 0 ,\, % ,,, u
VINE Route 29 29,250 38913  33% SV % & gV @ VS B
’ ' & QT T
Am Can Transit 28,032 26,934 -4% Chart does not include Taxi or Shared Vehicle Programs.
Calistoga Shuttle 18,222 21,989 21%
St. Helfna Shuttle 9,153 16,212 77% ML ES DETWEEN Pii\éfDN;::sLE
Yountville Trolley 29,826 29,255 -2% ROADCALLS Per 100,000 miles
VINE GO 19,525 21,127 8% 2012/13 2013/14 2012/13 | 2013/14
Taxi Program 9,972 7,786 -22% 1 per 15,428 1 per 26,092 Act=.5 | Act= .8
Shared Vehicle Prg. 6,798 6,214 -9% Standard = 1 per 10,000 mi Std.=1.4 |Std.= 1.6
Weekday Passengers Per On Time Performance TDA Farebox Ratio
Revenue Service Hour Oct '13 - June '14 Calculation
Goal Actual Goal Actual Requirement| Actual
Route 1 12 7.7 90% 96.8%
Route 2 12 13.9 90% 91.8%
Route 3 12 13.6 90% 91.9% TDA
Route 4 12 11.9 90% 95.4% statute
Route 5 12 11.7 90% 89.6% requires
Route 6 12 9.7 90% 92.7% the VINE
Route 7 12 6.1 90% 90.6% attain a 15.41%
Route 8 12 17.5 90% 89.0% 16%
Route 10 12 9.5 90% 77.4% farebox
Route 11 12 11.8 90% 78.2% ratio for
Route 21 7 5.4 90% 90.0% the year.
Route 25 5 14.8 90% 89.1%
Route 29 7 5.8 90% 83.1%
Am Can Transit 5 6.0
Calistoga Shuttle 2 4.3
St. Helena Shuttle 2 5.2
Yountville Trolley 2 6.5




State Route 29 Gateway Corridor
Improvement Plan

NCTPA Board of Directors
October 15, 2014




HIGHWAY 29 GATEWAY CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT PLAN

Welcome!

Project Development Process
* Additional Work Completed since February 2014

Final Plan Review
Discussion

Final Plan Acceptance
Next Steps



HIGHWAY 29 GATEWAY CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT PLAN

The Corridor Planning Process
* Phase [: Visioning
* Phase II: Implementation
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HIGHWAY 29 GATEWAY CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT PLAN

Implementation

* Existing and future traffic volumes used to assess
corridor performance

* Focus on intersection operations / sources of
bottlenecks along corridor

* Improvements to roadway segments and
intersections compared to future baseline conditions

e Cost estimation and infrastructure constraints
analyzed



HIGHWAY 29 GATEWAY CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT PLAN
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HIGHWAY 29 GATEWAY CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT PLAN |

Segment 1 and 2: Vallejo

e Plan defers to recommendations in the Sonoma
Boulevard Specific Plan and the City of Vallejo




HIGHWAY 29 GATEWAY CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT PLAN

e Segment 2: Vallejo

West Frontage East Frontage
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HIGHWAY 29 GATEWAY CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT PLAN

Segment 3: Central American Canyon
* Vision Plan:
— Boulevard

* Modeling Results:
— Detailed Microsimulation

* Recommended Improvements:
— Modified Boulevard



HIGHWAY 29 GATEWAY CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT PLAN

* Segment 4

West Frontage
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HIGHWAY 29 GATEWAY CORRIDO

e Segment 5 and 6: Jameson/Hwy 12 to Napa Park
~ and Ride

* Roadway widening not necessary

* Planned improvements in City of Napa proceed
e Other intersection Improvements

* |mprovements to landscaping and signage



HIGHWAY 29 GATEWAY CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT PLAN

Tight Diamond [l
Interchange A

pBWd '—:".I:'_I._ T

Nu‘q(_

salana !os-u.n
_.-\I*Hh&v
.
e

B -

18

mh-!wm-fa

Single Point Urban V
Interchange |

'T‘Ht—
}
=

Jameson Canyon

Intersection |

Flalm =3y v Al

VAR 7
l:] <43 Pan}un R’\-M .

ez sszsle [2s| |




HIGHWAY 29 GATEWAY CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT PLAN
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HIGHWAY 29 GATEWAY CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT PLAN
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HIGHWAY 29 GATEWAY CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT PLAN

Preliminary Cost Estimation

* BKF Engineers performed a high-level cost estimation
based on the proposed improvements

— Total of $349 million if Boulevard option is chosen

— Total of $325 million if Modified Boulevard/Parkway
options are chosen

* Cost of acquiring right of way not included
* Cost of public transit improvements not included

o Funding to be determined by NCTPA, Caltrans, and
participating jurisdictions
— Wide variety of sources



HIGHWAY 29 GATEWAY CORRIDOR II\/IPROVEI\/IENT PLAN

* Preliminary Cost Estimation

A

Parkway Options Boulevard Options
ITEM {DESCRIPTION UNITS UNIT COST UNIT COST QUANTITY COSTS

INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENTS

1 SR 29 / American Canyon LS $150,000 1 $150,000 $150,000
2 SR 29 / South Kelly Road L! $218,000 1 $218,000 $218,000]
3 SR 29 / Airport Blvd./Jameson Canyon L $73,100,000 1 $73,100,000 $73,100,000
4 SR 29 / 12/221 (Soscol Flyover) LS $48,400,000 1 $48,400,000 $48,400,000
5 SR 29 /12/121 (Carneros) LS $472,000 1 $472,000 $472,000
INTERCHANGE SUBTOTAL $122,340,000 $122,340,000|
Parkway or Modified
=] ROADWAY SEGMENT IMPROVEMENTS Boulevard Boulevard
1 Seg. 2 - Option 1: Hwy 37 to American Canyon Road (143' ROW) LF $2,800 8,275 $23,170,000
1b_ ]|Seq. 2 - Option 2: Hwy 37 to American Canyon Road (150' ROW) LF $3,500 8,275 $28,962,500
Seq. 2 - Opt. 2: Traffic Signal Modification EA $150,000 4 $600,000
2 Seg. 3 - Option 1: American Canyon Road to Napa Junction Road (176' ROW) LF $4,500 6,900 $31,050,000
Seg. 3 - Opt. 1: Traffic Signal Addition EA $150,000 2 $300,000
Seq. 3 - Opt. 1: Traffic Signal Modification EA $300,000 1 $300,000
Seg. 3 - Opt. 1: 1,200 LF Undergrounding of 25' wide Drainage Detention Swale EA $5,000,000 1 $5,000,000
2b Seg. 3 - Option 2: American Canyon Road to Napa Junction Road (151' ROW) LF $3,700 6,900 $25,530,000
3 Seg. 4a: Napa Junction Road to South Kelly Road (157 ROW) LF $3,400 8,130 $27,642,000 $27,642,000
Seg. 4a: Southern Pacific RR Pedestrian Bridge Overpass EA $10,000,000 1 $10,000,000 $10,000,000
4 Seg. 4b: South Kelly Road to Hwy 12/Jameson Canyon (142' ROW) LF $3,300 3,960 $13,068,000 $13,068,000
5 Seg. 5: Hwy 12/Jameson Canyon to City of Napa Limits (168' ROW) LF $450 17,540 $7,893,000 $7,893,000
ROADWAY IMPROVEMENTS SUBTOTAL $107,303,000 $124,815,500
[} TRAIL IMPROVEMENTS
Seg. 4a: Trail Connection to Devlin Road LF $700 1,000 $700,000 $700,000
TRAIL IMPROVEMENTS SUBTOTAL $700,000 $700,000
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST $230,343,000] $247,855,500i
Design, Soft Costs, Mapping (18%) $41,461,700 $44,614,000
Inspection, Staking, C/A (15%) $34,551 500 $37 178 300
Project Management (8%)
GRAND TOTAL { !
Alternate Improvement Options o el
3a_| SR 29/Aiport Bivd./Jameson Canyon - Teardrop Alternate [ s | [ $20,000,000] 1] ;go,ooo,oool $20,000,000
Notes:
1 ltems A3 and A4 are Caltrans estimates and do include ROW acquisition costs.
2 Costs associated with ROW acquisition are not included in these estimates unless otherwise noted.
3 Alternate Item 3a would be in lieu of item A3 for the Airport Blvd/Jameson Canyon intersection. Estimated costs are an order of magnitude estimate based on a similar project. ROW acquisition is not included.
4 Estimates do not include construction phasing, construction permitting, or traffic control implementation.




HIGHWAY 29 GATEWAY CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT PLAN

Final Plan Additional Recommendations

* Microsimulation Analysis of Segment 3

— Comparison of Boulevard and Modified Boulevard
through City of American Canyon

* Recommended Project Phasing



HIGHWAY 29 GATEWAY CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT PLAN

Microsimulation Analysis
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Microsimulation Analysis

EXISTING CONDITIONS

MODIFIED BOULEVARD
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SR 29 Improvement Options




HIGHWAY 29 GATEWAY CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT PLAN

Microsimulation Analysis

L »J-'

! e
B (a0
3 -
8 e Ex

Ry

MODIFIED BOULEVARD  EXISTING CONDITIONS

BOULEVARD

SR 29 Improvement Options




HIGHWAY 29 GATEWAY CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT PLAN

Recommended Project Phasing

Future LOS Future
Phasing Without L0S With
Segmeant or Intersection | Proposed Designs Estimated Cost | Recommendation | Staff Comments Improvement' | Improvement’
S1. South of Highway 37 | Per Sonoma Boulevard Specific Plan N/A | NJ/A - Per City of N/A N/A
Vallejo
$2: Northern Vallejo Option 1: Parkway $23,170,000 | N/A - PerCity of | City of Vallejo Staff prefers Option 1 B B
. Vallejo {Parkwayy}; this is also consistent with the
gg%ﬁhﬁguégﬂfs%ﬂg arkway/ $26,962.500 preferred recommendation for Segmant 3
$3: Central American Modified Boulevard $25,530,000 #2 Recommendations: CtofF CtoE
Canyon ® 6 lane Modtfied Blvd, {varies by {varies by
* [improved pedestrian amenities at intersection) | intersection)
intarsections and safety island in median
* General landscaping improvements
 Class 1 bike/ped path on both sidas
¢ Transit: future study of queue jumps,
signal priorities, no parking, transit
amenities
$§4: Napa Junction 6-lane Parkway from Napa Junction $51,004,000 #2 3 C
Roadto SR 12/Jameson | Road to South Kelly Road
Canyon Road 4-lane Rural Highway from South
Kelly Road to SR 12
Signal timing improvements
Diversion of Class il bike lane to
North Kelly Road
$5:SR12to Urbanized | 4-lane Rural Highway $7,893,000 3 LOS determined by improve-
City of Napa ments to 18, 19, & 110 below
$§6: Freaway in Urban- | Urban Freeway; landscaping/gateway N/A #5 N/A N/A
ized City of Napa improvements only
18: SR 28/SR 12/Airport | Tight Diamond interchange $73,100,000 #6 F F/A {SB/NB
Boulevard (Jameson) ramps)
19: SR 29/SR 221 Flyover design per Caltrans preferred $48,400,000 # Most progress towards complete environ F A
{Soscal) alternative mental documentation and funding
110: SR 29/SR 121/SR 12 | Channglization/Further Study $472,000 #4 F F
{Carneros)
Corridor-Wide Improvements
Transit Improvements Numerous transit improvements in N/A: See Staff | N/A:See Staff | Simultaneous delivery: low cost; different N/A N/A

the corridor are under active study Comments Comments funding sources
including establishment of 2 “Bus
Rapid Corridor,” which may include
bus signal priority, signal optimiza-
tion, bulb outs, queue jumps, addi-
tional intersection improvements, and
coordinated service with SolTrans
Signal Timing and Signat | Various throughout corridor
Improvements
Transportation Demand | Staggered work/schoo! hours, tele-
Management commuting flexibility, etc.
1. For PM Peak Hour unless otherwise indicated.
2 While dimp do average delsy, the imp is not sufficient to fall below LOS F threshold. See Table $-9.
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§ ¥ Traff]o. BT j . | !.I,__:;" - ; e _'_‘:'v S e e R . e
Existing Butler o - S 4 | Class Il bikeway s 1% 5
| Bridge . No bikes or LA e connection for cyclists |

edestrlans allowed _ ¥ and pedestrians along
Corporate Way to Soscol

2 Bay TrailfVine Trall | '; | B Ave. _ -
to Napa Pipe. \ e/ e
BN B4 Appx limits of Caltrans
Z

Mitigatlon Measure #1
Construct new 10° wide
multi-use path from
entry 4p Sanitation A o
District g%y to Amorin e ok lmproved traffic
Cork bulldlng ® N signalization for cyclists
| 3 SRS and pedestrians at
Existing Vlne Trail 4 & Intersection of Highwa ‘ Kaﬁﬂy m
8§ multi-use path at | | 12and SR 29 5 o~ :
| Amorin Cork. Wi 7 =

~ |
Mitigation Measure #2 — & %
| Retrofit existing 6’ wide sidewalk v g/ Al |
as 10° wide multi-use path between §F o b £ R *
Amorin Cork and Alrport Blvd. |

s ' 7 4P SN TR S ., i : ';E. Jameson Canyon Road
Existing Vine Trail muiti- \ o ' e S e (Hwy 12) '-
use path south of Airport N 3N ¢ el

: 2 = A > - e
BIVd il = ok imanery 82014 Goonle, Map deta ®2014 Gooale

Caltrans Highway 12 SR 29 Flyover

Proposed Mitigation Measures to provide bicycle and pedestrian route and meet
Complete Streets Requirement.




