
Draft One Bay Area Grant 2 Application  

The One Bay Area 2 Program is a funding program under the Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
(MTC) Resolution 4202.  NVTA has been delegated to be the program manager for Napa County OBAG 2 
funds.  The OBAG 2 funding cycle is from FY 2017‐18 to FY 2021‐22. Applications for the OBAG 2 call for 
projects are due no later than Friday, December 23, 2016.   

 Required Attachments:  
   Complete Streets Checklist  
   Project Map (Including Priority Development Area (PDA) boundaries)  

Please complete the requested fields below:  

Project Sponsor: City of Napa 

Single Point of Contact (SPOC) for the Agency: Eric Whan 

Point of Contact for project if different than SPOC: John Ferons 

Email/Phone: jferons@cityofnapa.org/707‐257‐9423 

Project Title: Browns Valley Bike and Pedestrian Improvements 

Project Location/Description: Acquire right‐of‐way and widen Browns Valley Road to accommodate 
bike lanes and provide sidewalk, planter strip, curb and gutter, and on‐street parking between Westview 
Drive and McCormick Lane along Browns Valley Road on both sides of the roadway. Two smaller 
sections of Brown Valley Road will also be widened to include sidewalk, planter strip, curb and gutter, 
and on‐street parking along of Browns Valley Road east of Buhman Avenue and west of Reno Court. 
Improvements total an approximate project length of 1,100 feet in four different locations within the 
project area shown on the project map. 

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

 Planning and Outreach Activities    __________________% 
 Transit Improvements    __________________%  
 Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements1      ________45________%  
 Local Streets and Roads Preservation2  ________40________%  
 Safe Routes to Schools or Transit1   ________15________% 
 Transportation for Livable Communities1     __________________% 
 Priority Conservation Areas       __________________%  
1 Is project within the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD)    Y  N
2 Roads must be eligible for federal aid 
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RTP Goals:  Please describe how the project is consistent with the goals of the MTC Regional 
Transportation Plan 2040 (RTP): Can be found at http://planbayarea.org/the‐plan/plan‐details/goals‐
and‐targets.html  

Draft Plan Bay Area 2040 Performance Targets   Check all 
that apply Goal/Outcome Performance Target 

Climate Protection 
1  Reduce per capita CO2 emissions from cars and light‐duty 

trucks by 15% (statutory requirement is for year 2035, per SB 
375)  

Adequate Housing  

2  House 100% of the region’s projected growth (from a 2010 
baseline year) by income level (very low, low, moderate, 
above‐moderate) without displacing current low‐income 
residents (statutory requirements, per SB 375) and with no 
increase in in‐commuters over the Plan baseline year.  

Healthy and Safe 
Communities 

3 
Reduce adverse health impacts associated with air quality, 
road safety, and physical inactivity by 10%. 

Open Space and 
Agricultural 
Preservation 

4  Direct all non‐agricultural development within the urban 
footprint (existing urban development and urban growth 
boundaries)   

Equitable Access 

5  Decrease the share of lower‐income residents’ household 
income consumed by transportation and housing 10%  

6  Increase the share of affordable housing in PDAs, TPAs, or 
high‐opportunity areas by 15%  

7  Reduce the share of households at risk of displacement to 0%  

Economic Vitality 
8  Increase by 20% the share of jobs accessible within 30 

minutes by auto or within 45 minutes by transit in congested 
conditions   

Transportation 
System Effectiveness 

9  Increase non‐auto mode share by 10%  

10  Reduce vehicle operating and maintenance costs due to 
pavement conditions by 100%  

11  Reduce per‐rider transit delay due to aged infrastructure by 
100%  

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)
See Letter Dated January 22, 2013

Y N

2. Does Sponsor have a Housing and Community Development (HCD) Y N
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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:  
Letter Received March 30, 2015 

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?

Y N

5. Is there a Project Map attached to the current application? Y N

6. Is the proposed project inside the boundaries of an approved PDA?* Y N

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

Y N

8. Does the project serve a Community of Concern? Y N

9. Is the project in an approved PCA? 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.

Y N

*If the project is in a PDA or serves a PDA please fill out the supplemental PDA application attached.

11. Funding Estimates:  Round to the nearest thousand for programming purposes
Total Project Cost:   $3,500,000
Local Match:             $2,000,000
OBAG Request:        $1,500,000

Phase  FY 17/18  FY 18/19  FY 19/20  FY 20/21  FY 21/22 
Federal 
Fund 

Local 
Match  

Federal 
Fund 

Local 
Match 

Federal 
Fund 

Local 
Match  

Federal 
Funds 

Local Match   Federal 
Funds 

Local 
Match 

Preliminary 
Engineering 

$      $        $        $     
$250,000  $250,000  $          $          $         

$     

Right‐of‐Way 
$      $        $        $     

$250,000  $250,000  $          $          $         
$     

Construction 
$      $        $        $     

$500,000  $1,000,000  $         
$     

Construction 
Engineering  

$      $        $        $     
$500,000  $500,000  $         

$     

Indicate source(s) of matching funds here:  

Source 
General 
Fund 

Amount  $2,000,000  $  $ 
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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 walks  12j. 

13. Schedule: Please provide project development schedule:

Phase  Begin MO/YR  End MO/YR 

ENV  January 2019  April 2020 

PSE  January 2019  April 2020 

R/W  April 2019  April 2020 

CON  August 2020  December 2021 

Please indicate the dates sponsor anticipates achieving the following milestones:  

a. Field Review: January 2018

b. Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Local Assistance Procedures Manual Form 9‐B:
Completed October 2016 and will be submitted annually

c. Request for Authorization:  (Please indicate Phases if seeking funding for multiple phases):
PE: March 2018
R/W: June 2018
CE & CON: November 2019

d. Recipient of Authorization (E‐76):
PE: January 2019
R/W: April 2019
CE & CON: March 2020

14. If a Local Street and Roads Preservation (LSRP) project, please indicate the federal aid
classification of each road proposed:
Browns Valley Road (Minor Arterial/Collector)

15. If LS&R project, what type?
 Pavement Rehabilitation (<70 PCI)  
 Preventive Maintenance (≥ 70 PCI)  
 Non‐pavement  

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

Yes. December 16, 2015 (see attached)
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Disclaimer:  The City of Napa does not guarantee the accuracy, adequacy, completeness, or usefulness of 
any information.  This information is provided on an "as is" basis without any warranty of any kind, including 
but not limited to warranties of marchantability or fitness for a particular purpose.
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The One Bay Area 2 Program is a funding program under the Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
(MTC) Resolution 4202.  NVTA has been delegated to be the program manager for Napa County OBAG 2 
funds.  The OBAG 2 funding cycle is from FY 2017‐18 to FY 2021‐22. Applications for the OBAG 2 call for 
projects are due no later than Friday, December 23, 2016.   

 Required Attachments:  
   Complete Streets Checklist  
   Project Map (Including Priority Development Area (PDA) boundaries)  

Please complete the requested fields below:  

Project Sponsor: City of Napa 

Single Point of Contact (SPOC) for the Agency: Eric Whan 

Point of Contact for project if different than SPOC: John Ferons 

Email/Phone: jferons@cityofnapa.org/707‐257‐9423 

Project Title: First Streets Roundabouts 

Project Location/Description: Construction of two roundabouts on the west side of State Route 29. 
One at the intersection at Freeway Drive and First Street and one at First Street and the on/off ramp 
for State Route 29. 

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

 Planning and Outreach Activities    ________10__________% 
 Transit Improvements    ________70_________%  
 Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements1      ________20_________%  
 Local Streets and Roads Preservation2  __________________%  
 Safe Routes to Schools or Transit1   __________________% 
 Transportation for Livable Communities1     __________________% 
 Priority Conservation Areas       __________________%  
1 Is project within the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD)    Y  N
2 Roads must be eligible for federal aid 

RTP Goals:  Please describe how the project is consistent with the goals of the MTC Regional 
Transportation Plan 2040 (RTP): Can be found at http://planbayarea.org/the‐plan/plan‐details/goals‐
and‐targets.html  

Draft Plan Bay Area 2040 Performance Targets   Check all 



Draft One Bay Area Grant 2 Application  

Goal/Outcome Performance Target  that apply 

Climate Protection 
1  Reduce per capita CO2 emissions from cars and light‐duty 

trucks by 15% (statutory requirement is for year 2035, per SB 
375)  

Adequate Housing  

2  House 100% of the region’s projected growth (from a 2010 
baseline year) by income level (very low, low, moderate, 
above‐moderate) without displacing current low‐income 
residents (statutory requirements, per SB 375) and with no 
increase in in‐commuters over the Plan baseline year.  

Healthy and Safe 
Communities 

3 
Reduce adverse health impacts associated with air quality, 
road safety, and physical inactivity by 10%. 

Open Space and 
Agricultural 
Preservation 

4  Direct all non‐agricultural development within the urban 
footprint (existing urban development and urban growth 
boundaries)   

Equitable Access 

5  Decrease the share of lower‐income residents’ household 
income consumed by transportation and housing 10%  

6  Increase the share of affordable housing in PDAs, TPAs, or 
high‐opportunity areas by 15%  

7  Reduce the share of households at risk of displacement to 0%  

Economic Vitality 
8  Increase by 20% the share of jobs accessible within 30 

minutes by auto or within 45 minutes by transit in congested 
conditions   

Transportation 
System Effectiveness 

9  Increase non‐auto mode share by 10%  

10  Reduce vehicle operating and maintenance costs due to 
pavement conditions by 100%  

11  Reduce per‐rider transit delay due to aged infrastructure by 
100%  

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)
See Letter Dated January 22, 2013

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 be submitted to HCD for consideration.  Date submitted to HCD:
Letter Received March 30, 2015

Y N

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

Y N

5. Is there a Project Map attached to the current application? Y N

6. Is the proposed project inside the boundaries of an approved PDA?* Y N

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

Y N

8. Does the project serve a Community of Concern?
9. See Attachment from Vision 2040

Y N

10. Is the project in an approved PCA? Y N

11. 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.

Y N

*If the project is in a PDA or serves a PDA please fill out the supplemental PDA application attached.

12. Funding Estimates:  Round to the nearest thousand for programming purposes
Total Project Cost:   $8.5M
Local Match:             $6.5M
OBAG Request:        $2.0M

Phase  FY 17/18  FY 18/19  FY 19/20  FY 20/21  FY 21/22 
Federal 
Fund 

Local 
Match  

Federal 
Fund 

Local 
Match  

Federal 
Fund 

Local 
Match  

Federal 
Funds 

Local 
Match  

Federal 
Funds 

Local 
Match  

Preliminary 
Engineering 

$          $          $          $          $1.5M  $          $          $          $         

Right‐of‐Way  $          $          $          $          $          $          $2.0M  $          $          $         

Construction  $          $          $          $          $          $          $          $          $2.0M  $2.5M 

Construction 
Engineering  

$          $          $          $          $          $          $          $          $          $0.5M 

Indicate source(s) of matching funds here:  

Source 
(General Fund, 
Gas Tax, SIF) 

Amount  $6.5M  $  $ 

13. 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 walks  12j. Pedestrian/Bike Signals (RRFB) 
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14. Schedule: Please provide project development schedule:

Phase  Begin MO/YR  End MO/YR 

ENV  January 2020  May 2021 

PSE  January 2020  May 2021 

R/W  May 2020  May 2021 

CON  April 2022  December 2023 

Please indicate the dates sponsor anticipates achieving the following milestones:  

a. Field Review: June 2019

b. Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Local Assistance Procedures Manual Form 9‐B:
Completed October 2016 and will be submitted annually

c. Request for Authorization:  (Please indicate Phases if seeking funding for multiple phases):
R/W: November 2019
CE & CON: November 2020

d. Recipient of Authorization (E‐76):
R/W: June 2020
CE & CON: May 2021

15. If a Local Street and Roads Preservation (LSRP) project, please indicate the federal aid
classification of each road proposed:
First Street (Minor Arterial)

16. If LS&R project, what type?
 Pavement Rehabilitation (<70 PCI)  
 Preventive Maintenance (≥ 70 PCI)  
 Non‐pavement  

17. Does the sponsor have a current, certified Pavement Management Program?
Please indicate the date of last certification: Yes. December 16, 2015 (see attached) 
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Disclaimer:  The City of Napa does not guarantee the accuracy, adequacy, completeness, or usefulness of 
any information.  This information is provided on an "as is" basis without any warranty of any kind, including 
but not limited to warranties of marchantability or fitness for a particular purpose.



The One Bay Area 2 Program is a funding program under the Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
(MTC) Resolution 4202.  NVTA has been delegated to be the program manager for Napa County OBAG 2 
funds.  The OBAG 2 funding cycle is from FY 2017-18 to FY 2021-22. Applications for the OBAG 2 call for 
projects are due no later than Friday, December 23, 2016.   

 Required Attachments: 
 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 (SPOC) for the Agency: Tracey Perkosky; tperkosky@cityofsthelena.org; 707-
968-2627  

Point of Contact for project if different than SPOC: Erica Smithies, P.E. 

Email/Phone: esmithies@cityofsthelena.org; 707-312-1471 

Project Title: Grayson Avenue Resurfacing, Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements 

Project Location/Description: The project is located on Grayson Avenue between Main Street (SR29) 
and Valley View St/South Crane Ave in St. Helena. The full project description is attached to this 
application. 

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

    Planning and Outreach Activities    __________________% 
    Transit Improvements   __________________% 
    Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements1       __________________% 
    Local Streets and Roads Preservation2    __________________55% 
    Safe Routes to Schools or Transit1      __________________45% 
    Transportation for Livable Communities1   __________________% 
    Priority Conservation Areas      __________________% 

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

RTP Goals:  Please describe how the project is consistent with the goals of the MTC Regional 
Transportation Plan 2040 (RTP): Can be found at http://planbayarea.org/the-plan/plan-details/goals-
and-targets.html  

http://planbayarea.org/the-plan/plan-details/goals-and-targets.html
http://planbayarea.org/the-plan/plan-details/goals-and-targets.html


Draft Plan Bay Area 2040 Performance Targets Check all 
that apply Goal/Outcome Performance Target 

Climate Protection 
1 Reduce per capita CO2 emissions from cars and light-duty 

trucks by 15% (statutory requirement is for year 2035, per 
SB 375)  

Adequate Housing 

2 House 100% of the region’s projected growth (from a 2010 
baseline year) by income level (very low, low, moderate, 
above-moderate) without displacing current low-income 
residents (statutory requirements, per SB 375) and with no 
increase in in-commuters over the Plan baseline year.  

Healthy and Safe 
Communities 

3 
Reduce adverse health impacts associated with air quality, 
road safety, and physical inactivity by 10%. 

Open Space and 
Agricultural 
Preservation 

4 Direct all non-agricultural development within the urban 
footprint (existing urban development and urban growth 
boundaries)   

Equitable Access 

5 Decrease the share of lower-income residents’ household 
income consumed by transportation and housing 10%  

6 Increase the share of affordable housing in PDAs, TPAs, or 
high-opportunity areas by 15%  

7 Reduce the share of households at risk of displacement to 
0% 

Economic Vitality 
8 Increase by 20% the share of jobs accessible within 30 

minutes by auto or within 45 minutes by transit in 
congested conditions   

Transportation 
System Effectiveness 

9 Increase non-auto mode share by 10%  

10 Reduce vehicle operating and maintenance costs due to 
pavement conditions by 100% 

11 Reduce per-rider transit delay due to aged infrastructure by 
100% 

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 be submitted to HCD for consideration.  Date submitted to
HCD: The City Council adopted the Housing Element in May 2015 and it
was previously approved by HCD.

Y N



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? Y N

5. Is there a Project Map attached to the current application? Y N
6. Is the proposed project inside the boundaries of an approved PDA?* Y N
7. Does the project provide proximate access to a PDA?*

If the project provides proximate access to a PDA please explain how. Y N

8. Does the project serve a Community of Concern? Y N
9. Is the project in an approved PCA? 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.

Y N

*If the project is in a PDA or serves a PDA please fill out the supplemental PDA application attached.

11. Funding Estimates:  Round to the nearest thousand for programming purposes
Total Project Cost:   1,037,000
Local Match:  124,000 
OBAG Request:        913,000

Phase FY 17/18 FY 18/19 FY 19/20 FY 20/21 FY 21/22 

Fed
eral 
Fun

d 

Loc
al 

Mat
ch  

Feder
al 

Fund 

Local 
Matc

h  

Federal 
Fund 

Local 
Match 

Federal 
Funds 

Local 
Match 

Fede
ral 

Fund
s 

Local 
Matc

h  

Preliminary 
Engineering 

$ 
  $125,

000 
$17,
000 

$ $ $ $ $ $ 

Right-of-Way 
$ $ 

  $ $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 

Construction 
$ $ 

  $ $ $ $ $716,000 $98,000 $ $ 

Construction 
Engineering 

$ $ 
  $ $ $ $ $$72,000 $9,000 $ $ 

Indicate source(s) of matching funds here: 



Source Gas Tax Measure T 
Funds 

Amount $50,000 $74,000 $ 

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

12a. sidewalks 12f. Choose an item. 
12b. bike lanes 12g. Choose an item. 
12c. ADA ramps 12h. Choose an item. 
12d. cross walks 12i. Choose an item. 
12e. signage 12j. 

13. Schedule: Please provide project development schedule:

Phase Begin MO/YR End MO/YR 
ENV 11/1/2018 10/01/2020 
PSE 11/1/2018 10/01/2020 
R/W NA NA 
CON 11/2/2020 12/01/2022 

Please indicate the dates sponsor anticipates achieving the following milestones: 

a. Field Review: 12/2018

b. Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Local Assistance Procedures Manual Form 9-B:
08/01/2018

c. Request for Authorization:  (Please indicate Phases if seeking funding for multiple phases):
PS&E 11/2018; CON 11/2020

d. Recipient of Authorization (E-76): PS&E 1/2019; CON 1/2021

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

15. If LS&R project, what type?
 Pavement Rehabilitation (<70 PCI)  
 Preventive Maintenance (≥ 70 PCI) 
 Non-pavement  

16. Does the sponsor have a current, certified Pavement Management Program?
a. Please indicate the date of last certification: 2/1/2015



Grayson Avenue Resurfacing, Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements 

Full Project Description 
The proposed project will rehabilitate the existing pavement; which has an average PCI of 23, upgrade 
8 ADA curb ramps, repair sidewalk, and expand the existing sidewalk by 113 feet and install a 
midblock crossing with lit LED signage. Additionally the project includes constructing approximately 
2650 LF of Class II bike lanes or Class III route and 1,500 LF of Class I bike path facilities, which will 
connect to the recently added green bike lanes on Valley View Street to Grayson Avenue.  

The street segment serves: St. Helena High (495 students) and Primary Schools (315 students), a Vine 
Shuttle stop, as well as Crane Park. Crane Park, which is the busiest and largest park in St. Helena, 
hosts the Farmers Market, 4th of July Fireworks, Skateboard Park, Summer Child and Youth Programs, 
Bocce Ball Leagues, playing fields, children’s playground, and large picnic areas. Additionally the 
adjacent school grounds serve as additional community playing fields and the modern public aquatics 
center.  

Development activity directly on Grayson Avenue or adjacent to the segment includes a large winery 
and tasting room, as well as a proposed large hotel across SR 29 on Mills Lane. It is the goal of the 
project to create a robust multi-modal transportation segment in order to increase the number of 
youth, family and visitors utilizing active-transportation choices to travel to schools, parks, amenities 
and visitor destinations.   



EXHIBIT 1 – PROJECT LOCATION 

GRAYSON RESURFACING, BICYCLE AND 
PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS 

SHEET 1 OF 1 

Project Location 



The One Bay Area 2 Program is a funding program under the Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
(MTC) Resolution 4202.  NVTA has been delegated to be the program manager for Napa County OBAG 2 
funds.  The OBAG 2 funding cycle is from FY 2017-18 to FY 2021-22. Applications for the OBAG 2 call for 
projects are due no later than Friday, December 23, 2016.   

 Required Attachments: 
 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 (SPOC) for the Agency: Tracey Perkosky; tperkosky@cityofsthelena.org; 707-
968-2627 

Point of Contact for project if different than SPOC: Erica Smithies, P.E. 

Email/Phone: esmithies@cityofsthelena.org; 707-312-1471 

Project Title: Main Street St. Helena Pedestrian Improvements 

Project Location/Description: The project will replace and repair pedestrian facilities and install traffic 
calming devices along Main Street (SR29) from Mitchell Drive to Pine Street. Supplimental Description 
is attached.   

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

    Planning and Outreach Activities    __________________% 
    Transit Improvements   __________________% 
    Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements1        __________________85% 
    Local Streets and Roads Preservation2    __________________% 
    Safe Routes to Schools or Transit1      __________________% 
    Transportation for Livable Communities1   __________________15% 
    Priority Conservation Areas      __________________% 

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

RTP Goals:  Please describe how the project is consistent with the goals of the MTC Regional 
Transportation Plan 2040 (RTP): Can be found at http://planbayarea.org/the-plan/plan-details/goals-
and-targets.html  

http://planbayarea.org/the-plan/plan-details/goals-and-targets.html
http://planbayarea.org/the-plan/plan-details/goals-and-targets.html


Draft Plan Bay Area 2040 Performance Targets Check all 
that apply Goal/Outcome Performance Target 

Climate Protection 
1 Reduce per capita CO2 emissions from cars and light-duty 

trucks by 15% (statutory requirement is for year 2035, per 
SB 375)  

Adequate Housing 

2 House 100% of the region’s projected growth (from a 2010 
baseline year) by income level (very low, low, moderate, 
above-moderate) without displacing current low-income 
residents (statutory requirements, per SB 375) and with no 
increase in in-commuters over the Plan baseline year.  

Healthy and Safe 
Communities 

3 
Reduce adverse health impacts associated with air quality, 
road safety, and physical inactivity by 10%. 

Open Space and 
Agricultural 
Preservation 

4 Direct all non-agricultural development within the urban 
footprint (existing urban development and urban growth 
boundaries)   

Equitable Access 

5 Decrease the share of lower-income residents’ household 
income consumed by transportation and housing 10%  

6 Increase the share of affordable housing in PDAs, TPAs, or 
high-opportunity areas by 15%  

7 Reduce the share of households at risk of displacement to 
0% 

Economic Vitality 
8 Increase by 20% the share of jobs accessible within 30 

minutes by auto or within 45 minutes by transit in 
congested conditions   

Transportation 
System Effectiveness 

9 Increase non-auto mode share by 10%  

10 Reduce vehicle operating and maintenance costs due to 
pavement conditions by 100% 

11 Reduce per-rider transit delay due to aged infrastructure by 
100% 

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 be submitted to HCD for consideration.  Date submitted to
HCD: The City Council adopted the Housing Element in May 2015 and it
was previously approved by HCD.

Y N



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? Y N

5. Is there a Project Map attached to the current application? Y N
6. Is the proposed project inside the boundaries of an approved PDA?* Y N
7. Does the project provide proximate access to a PDA?*

If the project provides proximate access to a PDA please explain how. Y N

8. Does the project serve a Community of Concern? Y N
9. Is the project in an approved PCA? 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.

Y N

*If the project is in a PDA or serves a PDA please fill out the supplemental PDA application attached.

11. Funding Estimates:  Round to the nearest thousand for programming purposes
Total Project Cost:   1,557,000
Local Match:  187,000 
OBAG Request:        1,370,000

Phase FY 17/18 FY 18/19 FY 
19/20 

FY 20/21 FY 21/22 

Fede
ral 

Fund 

Local 
Matc

h  

Federal 
Fund 

Local 
Match 

Fe
de
ral 
Fu
nd 

Loc
al 

Mat
ch  

Federal Funds Local Match  Fede
ral 

Fund
s 

Local 
Match 

Preliminary 
Engineering 

$ $ $254,00
0 

$35,00
0 

$ $ 
$ $ $ $ 

Right-of-Way $ $ $ $ 
$ $ 

$ $ $ $ 

Construction $ $ $ $ 
$ $ 

$1,015,000 $138,000 $ $ 

Construction 
Engineering 

$ $ $ $ 
$ $ 

$101,000 $14,000 $ $ 

Indicate source(s) of matching funds here: 
Source Gas Tax Measure T 
Amount $75,000 $112,000 $ 



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

12a. sidewalks 12f. Choose an item. 
12b. bulb outs 12g. Choose an item. 
12c. ADA ramps 12h. Choose an item. 
12d. cross walks 12i. Choose an item. 
12e. street furniture 12j. 

13. Schedule: Please provide project development schedule:

Phase Begin MO/YR End MO/YR 
ENV 11/1/2018 10/31/2020 
PSE 11/1/2018 10/31/2020 
R/W 11/1/2018 10/31/2020 
CON 11/2/2020 12/01/2022 

Please indicate the dates sponsor anticipates achieving the following milestones: 

a. Field Review: 12/2018

b. Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Local Assistance Procedures Manual Form 9-B:  08/2018

c. Request for Authorization:  (Please indicate Phases if seeking funding for multiple phases):
PSE&E 11/2018; CON 11/2020

d. Recipient of Authorization (E-76): PSE&E 1/2018; CON 1/2021

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

15. If LS&R project, what type?
 Pavement Rehabilitation (<70 PCI)  
 Preventive Maintenance (≥ 70 PCI) 
 Non-pavement  

16. Does the sponsor have a current, certified Pavement Management Program?
a. Please indicate the date of last certification: 2/1/2015



Main Street St Helena Pedestrian Improvements 
Full Project Description 
The project will upgrade and fully replace approximately 3,609 linear feet of sidewalk including 17 
ADA curb ramps and landscaping improvements. Additionally, traffic calming devices in the form of 
pedestrian bulb outs are proposed at the intersections of Spring Street, the mid-block crossings at 
Hunt Avenue and the crossing at Britton Way.  

The existing sidewalk has lifted areas due to tree roots and is a mixture of concrete and pavers. The 
existing curb ramps are not ADA compliant. Pedestrian counts on this segment completed in 2015 
calculated the active transportation users to be 584,645 annually.  

St. Helena’s current development and planned growth includes a number of hotels along Main Street, 
a public parking lot at the projects southern boundary, and public restroom facilities and electric 
vehicle DC Fast Chargers adjacent to Main Street. By improving pedestrian access and safety along the 
Main Street corridor, the project’s goals are to provide safe pedestrian access throughout Main Street, 
increase pedestrian trips and decrease vehicle trips in the downtown corridor.  



EXHIBIT 1 – PROJECT LOCATION 

MAIN STREET ST HELENA PEDESTRIAN 
IMPROVEMENTS 

SHEET 1 OF 1 

PROJECT LOCATION 
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One Bay Area Grant 2 Application 

The One Bay Area 2 Program is a funding program under the Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
(MTC) Resolution 4202.  NVTA has been delegated to be the program manager for Napa County OBAG 2 
funds.  The OBAG 2 funding cycle is from FY 2017-18 to FY 2021-22. Applications for the OBAG 2 call for 
projects are due no later than Friday, December 23, 2016.   

      Required Attachments:  
          Complete Streets Checklist  
          Project Map (Including Priority Development Area (PDA) boundaries) 

Please complete the requested fields below: 

Project Sponsor: County of Napa 

Single Point of Contact (SPOC) for the Agency: Rick Marshall, Deputy Director of Public Works 

Point of Contact for project if different than SPOC: Juan Arias, Engineering Manager 

Email/Phone:  Rick.Marshall@countyofnapa.org / (707) 259-8381 
Juan.Arias@countyofnapa.org / (707) 259-8374 

Project Title:  Airport Boulevard Pavement Rehabilitation and Complete Streets 

Project Location/Description:  On Airport Boulevard, from SR 29/12 to the Napa County Airport; 
reconstruct existing asphalt concrete pavement, upgrade curb ramps to current ADA standards at 
three intersections, close sidewalk “gap” on north side, retain existing Class II bicycle lanes.  Project 
provides proximate access to two Priority Development Areas, by providing the only connection 
between those PDAs and the county’s only air transportation facility. 

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

    Planning and Outreach Activities   __________________% 
    Transit Improvements           __________________%  

    Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements1     _______25___________% 
    Local Streets and Roads Preservation2    _______75___________%  

    Safe Routes to Schools or Transit1            __________________% 
    Transportation for Livable Communities1      __________________% 
    Priority Conservation Areas          __________________%  

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

mailto:Rick.Marshall@countyofnapa.org
mailto:Juan.Arias@countyofnapa.org


One Bay Area Grant 2 Application 

RTP Goals:  Please describe how the project is consistent with the goals of the MTC Regional 
Transportation Plan 2040 (RTP): Can be found at http://planbayarea.org/the-plan/plan-details/goals-
and-targets.html  

Draft Plan Bay Area 2040 Performance Targets Check all 
that apply Goal/Outcome Performance Target 

Climate Protection 
1 Reduce per capita CO2 emissions from cars and light-duty 

trucks by 15% (statutory requirement is for year 2035, per SB 
375) 



Adequate Housing 

2 House 100% of the region’s projected growth (from a 2010 
baseline year) by income level (very low, low, moderate, 
above-moderate) without displacing current low-income 
residents (statutory requirements, per SB 375) and with no 
increase in in-commuters over the Plan baseline year.  

Healthy and Safe 
Communities 

3 
Reduce adverse health impacts associated with air quality, 
road safety, and physical inactivity by 10%. 



Open Space and 
Agricultural 
Preservation 

4 Direct all non-agricultural development within the urban 
footprint (existing urban development and urban growth 
boundaries)   

Equitable Access 

5 Decrease the share of lower-income residents’ household 
income consumed by transportation and housing 10%  

6 Increase the share of affordable housing in PDAs, TPAs, or 
high-opportunity areas by 15%  

7 Reduce the share of households at risk of displacement to 0% 

Economic Vitality 
8 Increase by 20% the share of jobs accessible within 30 

minutes by auto or within 45 minutes by transit in congested 
conditions   

Transportation 
System Effectiveness 

9 Increase non-auto mode share by 10% 


10 Reduce vehicle operating and maintenance costs due to 
pavement conditions by 100%  



11 Reduce per-rider transit delay due to aged infrastructure by 
100% 

http://planbayarea.org/the-plan/plan-details/goals-and-targets.html
http://planbayarea.org/the-plan/plan-details/goals-and-targets.html


One Bay Area Grant 2 Application 

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

Y N

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?

Y N 

5. Is there a Project Map attached to the current application? Y N

6. Is the proposed project inside the boundaries of an approved PDA?* Y N 

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

Y N

8. Does the project serve a Community of Concern? Y N 

9. Is the project in an approved PCA? 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.

Y N 

*If the project is in a PDA or serves a PDA please fill out the supplemental PDA application attached.

11. Funding Estimates:  Round to the nearest thousand for programming purposes
Total Project Cost:   $1,824,000
Local Match:  $208,000 
OBAG Request:   $1,616,000 

Phase FY 17/18 FY 18/19 FY 19/20 FY 20/21 FY 21/22 
Federal 

Fund 
Local 

Match 
Federal 

Fund 
Local 

Match 
Federal 

Fund 
Local 

Match 
Federal 
Funds 

Local 
Match 

Federal 
Funds 

Local 
Match 

Preliminary 
Engineering 

$ $ 36000 4000 89000 12000 $ $ 
$ 

$ 

Right-of-Way $ $ $ 
$ 

$ 
$ 

$ $ 
$ 

$ 

Construction $ $ $ 
$ 

$ 
$ 

1366000 176000 
$ 

$ 

Construction 
Engineering 

$ $ $ 
$ 

$ 
$ 

125000 16000 
$ 

$ 

Indicate source(s) of matching funds here: 

Source 
County Road 

Funds 

Amount $208,000 $ $ 



One Bay Area Grant 2 Application 

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. Class II bicycle lanes 

13. Schedule: Please provide project development schedule:

Phase Begin MO/YR End MO/YR 

ENV 8/2018 10/2019 

PSE 8/2018 5/2020 

R/W 10/2019 11/2019 

CON 9/2020 12/2021 

Please indicate the dates sponsor anticipates achieving the following milestones: 

a. Field Review: 6/30/2019

b. Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Local Assistance Procedures Manual Form 9-B:  This
form is submitted every fiscal year.  The current year has been submitted.  At the time of
RFA, the then-current form will be provided.

c. Request for Authorization:  (Please indicate Phases if seeking funding for multiple phases):
PE – 9/30/2018
CON – 6/30/2020

d. Recipient of Authorization (E-76):
PE – 3/1/2019
CON – 3/30/2021

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

15. If LS&R project, what type?
 Pavement Rehabilitation (<70 PCI)

 Preventive Maintenance (≥ 70 PCI) 
 Non-pavement  

16. Does the sponsor have a current, certified Pavement Management Program?
a. Please indicate the date of last certification: August 26, 2016



County of Napa - One Bay Area Grant
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Draft One Bay Area Grant 2 Application  

The One Bay Area 2 Program is a funding program under the Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
(MTC) Resolution 4202.  NVTA has been delegated to be the program manager for Napa County OBAG 2 
funds.  The OBAG 2 funding cycle is from FY 2017‐18 to FY 2021‐22. Applications for the OBAG 2 call for 
projects are due no later than Friday, December 23, 2016.   

 Required Attachments:  
   Complete Streets Checklist  
   Project Map (Including Priority Development Area (PDA) boundaries)  

Please complete the requested fields below:  

Project Sponsor: City of Napa 

Single Point of Contact (SPOC) for the Agency: Eric Whan 

Point of Contact for project if different than SPOC: John Ferons 

Email/Phone: jferons@cityofnapa.org/707‐257‐9423 

Project Title: State Route 29 Bicycle and Pedestrian Undercrossing 

Project Location/Description: Construct a Class I multiuse trail along the north bank of Napa Creek 
underneath State Route 29 at approximately post mile 11.67. The proposed bike path will connect 
Coffield Avenue with California Boulevard and provide a critical east‐west link for bicyclists and 
pedestrians crossing State Route 29. The proposed pathway would be approximately 10 feet wide with a 
two‐foot shoulder. The path would extend approximately 550 feet from an existing Class I trail beyond 
the west side of the highway and a future Class I trail associated with a future multi‐use family 
development project on the east side of the highway. 35% design drawings are included as an 
attachment. Additional scope may be added to extend the multi‐use trail southeast with a mid‐block 
crossing on California Boulevard.   

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

 Planning and Outreach Activities    ________10________% 
 Transit Improvements    __________________%  
 Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements1      _______50_________%  
 Local Streets and Roads Preservation2  __________________%  
 Safe Routes to Schools or Transit1   _______40_________% 
 Transportation for Livable Communities1     __________________% 
 Priority Conservation Areas       __________________%  
1 Is project within the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD)    Y  N
2 Roads must be eligible for federal aid 



Draft One Bay Area Grant 2 Application  

RTP Goals:  Please describe how the project is consistent with the goals of the MTC Regional 
Transportation Plan 2040 (RTP): Can be found at http://planbayarea.org/the‐plan/plan‐details/goals‐
and‐targets.html  

Draft Plan Bay Area 2040 Performance Targets   Check all 
that apply Goal/Outcome Performance Target 

Climate Protection 
1  Reduce per capita CO2 emissions from cars and light‐duty 

trucks by 15% (statutory requirement is for year 2035, per SB 
375)  

Adequate Housing  

2  House 100% of the region’s projected growth (from a 2010 
baseline year) by income level (very low, low, moderate, 
above‐moderate) without displacing current low‐income 
residents (statutory requirements, per SB 375) and with no 
increase in in‐commuters over the Plan baseline year.  

Healthy and Safe 
Communities 

3 
Reduce adverse health impacts associated with air quality, 
road safety, and physical inactivity by 10%. 

Open Space and 
Agricultural 
Preservation 

4  Direct all non‐agricultural development within the urban 
footprint (existing urban development and urban growth 
boundaries)   

Equitable Access 

5  Decrease the share of lower‐income residents’ household 
income consumed by transportation and housing 10%  

6  Increase the share of affordable housing in PDAs, TPAs, or 
high‐opportunity areas by 15%  

7  Reduce the share of households at risk of displacement to 0%  

Economic Vitality 
8  Increase by 20% the share of jobs accessible within 30 

minutes by auto or within 45 minutes by transit in congested 
conditions   

Transportation 
System Effectiveness 

9  Increase non‐auto mode share by 10%  

10  Reduce vehicle operating and maintenance costs due to 
pavement conditions by 100%  

11  Reduce per‐rider transit delay due to aged infrastructure by 
100%  

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)
See Letter Dated January 22, 2013

Y N

2. Does Sponsor have a Housing and Community Development (HCD) Y N



Draft One Bay Area Grant 2 Application  

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:  
Letter Received March 30, 2015   

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?

Y N

5. Is there a Project Map attached to the current application? Y N

6. Is the proposed project inside the boundaries of an approved PDA?* Y N

7. Does the project provide proximate access to a PDA?*
If the project provides proximate access to a PDA please explain how.
Within approximately 0.5 mile from PDA. Provides connectivity to PDA.

Y N

8. Does the project serve a Community of Concern? Y N

9. Is the project in an approved PCA? 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.

Y N

*If the project is in a PDA or serves a PDA please fill out the supplemental PDA application attached.

11. Funding Estimates:  Round to the nearest thousand for programming purposes
Total Project Cost:   $900,000
Local Match:             $150,000
OBAG Request:        $750,000

Phase  FY 17/18  FY 18/19  FY 19/20  FY 20/21  FY 21/22 
Federal 
Fund 

Local 
Match  

Federal 
Fund 

Local Match  
Federal 
Fund 

Local 
Match  

Federal 
Funds 

Local 
Match 

Federal 
Funds 

Local 
Match 

Preliminary 
Engineering 

$          100,000  $          $          $          $         
$        $      $        $     

Right‐of‐Way  $          $          $50,000  $          $         
$        $      $        $     

Construction  $          $          $700,000  $          $          $         
$        $      $        $     

Construction 
Engineering  

$          $          $50,000    $          $         
$        $      $        $     

Indicate source(s) of matching funds here:  

Source 
General 
Fund 

Amount  $150,000  $  $ 



Draft One Bay Area Grant 2 Application  

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 walks  12j. Signals ‐ RRFB 

13. Schedule: Please provide project development schedule:

Phase  Begin MO/YR  End MO/YR 

ENV  January 2017  December 2017 

PSE  January 2017  December 2017 

R/W  January 2018  June 2018 

CON  June 2018  September 2018 

Please indicate the dates sponsor anticipates achieving the following milestones:  

a. Field Review: Completed March 2014

b. Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Local Assistance Procedures Manual Form 9‐B:
Completed October 2016 and will be submitted annually

c. Request for Authorization:  (Please indicate Phases if seeking funding for multiple phases):
November 2017

d. Recipient of Authorization (E‐76): June 2018

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

15. If LS&R project, what type?  N/A
 Pavement Rehabilitation (<70 PCI)  
 Preventive Maintenance (≥ 70 PCI)  
 Non‐pavement  

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

Yes. December 16, 2015 (see attached)
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One Bay Area Grant 2 Application – BROADWAY LIVABLE CORRIDOR 

The One Bay Area 2 Program is a funding program under the Metropolitan Transportation Commission 

(MTC) Resolution 4202.  NVTA has been delegated to be the program manager for Napa County OBAG 2 

funds.  The OBAG 2 funding cycle is from FY 2017-18 to FY 2021-22. Applications for the OBAG 2 call for 

projects are due no later than Friday, December 23, 2016.   

 Required Attachments: 

 Complete Streets Checklist  

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

Please complete the requested fields below: 

Project Sponsor: City of American Canyon 

Single Point of Contact (SPOC) for the Agency: Ronald Ranada, Sr. Civil Engineer 

Point of Contact for project if different than SPOC: Not Applicable 

Email/Phone: rranada@cityofamericancanyon.org/707-647-4559 

Project Title: Broadway Livable Corridor 

Project Location/Description: Create a livable corridor along Broadway in the American Canyon PDA 

from American Canyon Road to Napa Junction Road as contemplated by the Broadway Specific Plan and 

in furtherance of MTC’s Sustainable Community Strategy (see Attachment A). 

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

 Planning and Outreach Activities  ____________________% 

 Transit Improvements  _25_________________% 

 Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements1   _25_________________% 

 Local Streets and Roads Preservation2  ____________________% 

 Safe Routes to Schools or Transit1  _25_________________% 

 Transportation for Livable Communities1  _25_________________% 

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



One Bay Area Grant 2 Application – BROADWAY LIVABLE CORRIDOR 

RTP Goals:  Please describe how the project is consistent with the goals of the MTC Regional 

Transportation Plan 2040 (RTP): Can be found at http://planbayarea.org/the-plan/plan-details/goals-

and-targets.html  

Draft Plan Bay Area 2040 Performance Targets Check all 

that apply Goal/Outcome Performance Target 

Climate Protection 

1 Reduce per capita CO2 emissions from cars and light-duty 

trucks by 15% (statutory requirement is for year 2035, per 

SB 375)  

Adequate Housing 

2 House 100% of the region’s projected growth (from a 2010 

baseline year) by income level (very low, low, moderate, 

above-moderate) without displacing current low-income 

residents (statutory requirements, per SB 375) and with no 

increase in in-commuters over the Plan baseline year.  

Healthy and Safe 

Communities 

3 

Reduce adverse health impacts associated with air quality, 

road safety, and physical inactivity by 10%. 

Open Space and 

Agricultural 

Preservation 

4 Direct all non-agricultural development within the urban 

footprint (existing urban development and urban growth 

boundaries)   

Equitable Access 

5 Decrease the share of lower-income residents’ household 

income consumed by transportation and housing 10%  

6 Increase the share of affordable housing in PDAs, TPAs, or 

high-opportunity areas by 15%  

7 Reduce the share of households at risk of displacement to 

0% 

Economic Vitality 

8 Increase by 20% the share of jobs accessible within 30 

minutes by auto or within 45 minutes by transit in congested 

conditions   

Transportation 

System Effectiveness 

9 Increase non-auto mode share by 10% 

10 Reduce vehicle operating and maintenance costs due to 

pavement conditions by 100%  

11 Reduce per-rider transit delay due to aged infrastructure by 

100% 



One Bay Area Grant 2 Application – BROADWAY LIVABLE CORRIDOR 

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

Y N

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?
Y N

5. Is there a Project Map attached to the current application? Y N

6. Is the proposed project inside the boundaries of an approved PDA?* Y N

7. Does the project provide proximate access to a PDA?*

If the project provides proximate access to a PDA please explain how.
Y N

8. Does the project serve a Community of Concern? Y N

9. Is the project in an approved PCA? 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.

Y N

*If the project is in a PDA or serves a PDA please fill out the supplemental PDA application attached.

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

Total Project Cost:   $32,000,000 

Local Match:  $22,000,000 

OBAG Request:  $10,000,000 

Phase FY 17/18 FY 18/19 FY 19/20 FY 20/21 FY 21/22 

Federal 

Fund 

Local 

Match  

Federal 

Fund 

Local 

Match  

Federal 

Fund 

Local 

Match  

Federal 

Funds 

Local 

Match  

Federal 

Funds 

Local Match  

Preliminary 

Engineering 
$ $ $ $ $ 5,000,000 $ $ $ $ 

Right-of-Way $ $ $ $ $ $ $ $2,000,000 $ $ 

Construction $ $ $ $ $ $ $ $ $10,000,000 $10,000,000 

Construction 

Engineering 
$ $ $ $ $ $ $ $ $ $5,000,000 

Indicate source(s) of matching funds here: 

Source STIP Local Impact Fees Caltrans Mitigation Funds Federal Tiger Grant 

Amount $5,000,000 $16,000,000 $1,000,000 TBD 



One Bay Area Grant 2 Application – BROADWAY LIVABLE CORRIDOR 

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

part of this project:

12a. sidewalks 12f. cross walks 

12b. ADA ramps 12g. bus stops 

12c. bike lanes 12h. bus turnouts 

12d. signage 12i. bus routes 

12e. signals 12j. truck routes 

*bike lanes include Class IV

13. Schedule: Please provide project development schedule:

Phase Begin MO/YR End MO/YR 

ENV 7/2019 6/2020 

PSE 7/2019 6/2020 

R/W 7/2020 6/2021 

CON 7/2021 6/2022 

Please indicate the dates sponsor anticipates achieving the following milestones: 

a. Field Review: 7/2019

b. Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Local Assistance Procedures Manual Form 9-B:  7/2019

c. Request for Authorization:  (Please indicate Phases if seeking funding for multiple phases):

CONSTRUCTION PHASE: 9/2020

d. Recipient of Authorization (E-76): 3/2021

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

classification of each road proposed: Not Applicable

15. If LS&R project, what type?

 Pavement Rehabilitation (<70 PCI)  

 Preventive Maintenance (≥ 70 PCI) 

 Non-pavement  

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

a. Please indicate the date of last certification: 2016



One Bay Area Grant 2 Application – BROADWAY LIVABLE CORRIDOR 

Attachment A: Project Description 

This project will implement the Broadway Specific Plan within the American Canyon Priority 

Development Area (PDA).  The Plan embodies the Sustainable Community Strategy (SCS) 

adopted by MTC and its implementation will result in the conversion of a previously inhabitable 

commuter corridor into a new livable community.  The result is a new 1.25 mile urban core 

bisected by a 6-lane modified boulevard that accommodates all users (pedestrians, bicycles and 

vehicles), and will be the source of high-density housing and local employment for Napa County 

over the next two decades. 

The Broadway corridor in American Canyon has long been recognized as an ideal location for a 

PDA because it meets three important criteria: transit, housing opportunities, and pedestrian 

friendly potential.  Currently, the City is using OBAG 1 funding to develop the Plan.  It is natural 

that funding for implementation of the Plan should come from OBAG 2 funding. 

Existing transit and future transit opportunities are provided by NVTA.  Significant housing and 

mixed-use housing opportunities are currently permitted in the Highway 29 area due to the 

residential overlay zoning district.  The residential overlay zoning district allows mixed-use and 

higher density housing opportunities that foster transit use and non-motorized mobility 

options, such as bicycle and pedestrian paths.   

The Napa Junction Center provides a local example of pedestrian friendly, mixed-use 

development on Highway 29 that can serve as a catalyst for future development on Highway 

29. But there is a need for connecting pedestrian and bicycle trails from this center to the rest

of Highway 29 and the rest of the City. 

The Project includes many components eligible for OBAG 2 funding including: 

1. Increases in transit (bus) service on Broadway in the PDA

a. Increases in transit service between the PDA and employment centers to the

north:

i. in the nearby “Airport Industrial Area”

ii. in the City of Napa

iii. in the three smaller cities/towns north of the City of Napa

b. Increases in transit service to Bay Area employment centers to the south,

including links to the Vallejo Ferry and to BART

c. Establishment of a mainline transit hub in the PDA.

2. Increases in Class IV bikeways, sidewalks, and Complete Streets design and development

along the Broadway corridor in the PDA to accommodate transit, as well as walkable,



One Bay Area Grant 2 Application – BROADWAY LIVABLE CORRIDOR 

bikeable, local serving circulation to the adjacent residential neighborhoods and to 

employment centers within American Canyon and beyond that are currently only 

accessible via motorized vehicles on Highway 29. 

3. Associated higher density housing development in the PDA to take advantage of these

transit amenities and corridor improvements

a. Need for infrastructure and services associated with such development

b. Need for “placemaking” design guidelines to enhance the PDA as a livable

alternative to conventional single family subdivisions in American Canyon

4. Advanced Technology – such the implementation of interconnected, adaptive traffic

signal controls; bus rapid transit lanes and high-occupancy vehicle lanes.

The Project includes other components that may not be eligible for OBAG 2 funding such as an 

additional vehicle travel lane for bus rapid transit lanes and/or high-occupancy vehicles.  If it is 

determined that this is not eligible for OBAG 2 funding, other funding sources such as the STIP, 

local traffic impact fees and federal TIGER Grant are proposed to fund these particular 

improvements. 



One Bay Area Grant 2 Application – BROADWAY LIVABLE CORRIDOR 

Attachment B: Project Map / PDA Map 

NAPA VALLEV TIIANsPOiiTATION AUTHOAITV 

PDAMAP 



SUPPLEMENTAL PDA APPLICATION –BROADWAY LIVABLE CORRIDOR 

As part of the OBAG 2 Call for Projects, MTC is requiring Congestion Management Agencies (CMAs) to adopt a specific 

scoring methodology for allocating funds to projects within PDAs and Transit Priority Areas (TPAs) that reward 

jurisdictions based on the effectiveness of their affordable housing and anti-displacement policies.    

To meet this requirement, jurisdictions submitting PDA projects will be given a “PDA Affordable Housing Anti-

Displacement Ranking” of high, medium or low.  The jurisdiction’s ranking will be factored into the prioritization process 

but will not be the only means of evaluating PDA projects.   

The PDA Affordable Housing and Anti-Displacement Ranking will be based on how many of the following 

policies/programs a jurisdiction has in place.  Jurisdictions that have 10 or more policies in place will be given a high 

ranking, jurisdictions with 5 to 9 policies a medium ranking, and fewer than 5 a low ranking.  

Affordable Housing/Anti-Displacement Policy Program Check all that apply 

Condo conversion ordinance regulating the conversion of apartments to condos 

SRO conversion ordinance 

Mobile Home Park Preservation 

Demolition of residential structure ordinance 

Streamlined Permitting Process 

Low-cost loan program for affordable housing rehabilitation, preservation 

Inclusionary/Below Market Rate Housing Policy 

Density Bonus Ordinance 

Mixed-use zoning 

Rent stabilization 

Just cause for eviction 

Foreclosure prevention programs 

Homebuyer education/counseling/assistance programs 

First-time homebuyer loan program 

Code enforcement relocation program 

Repair/rehabilitation loan program for low-income residents 

Fair housing and landlord-tenant counseling programs 

Reduced fee or waivers for affordable housing 

Inclusionary zoning 

Second unit ordinance 

Has Affordable housing complexes 

Has Group Homes 

Reduced Parking Requirements 

Commercial Development Fee 

Housing Development Impact Fee 

Other taxes or fees dedicated to housing 

Other: 

Total 12 

Please submit electronic copies of policies checked above or provide a url where NVTA can review the applicable 

policies. 



One Bay Area Grant 2 Application – GREEN ISLAND RD PROJECT 

The One Bay Area 2 Program is a funding program under the Metropolitan Transportation Commission 

(MTC) Resolution 4202.  NVTA has been delegated to be the program manager for Napa County OBAG 2 

funds.  The OBAG 2 funding cycle is from FY 2017-18 to FY 2021-22. Applications for the OBAG 2 call for 

projects are due no later than Friday, December 23, 2016.   

 Required Attachments: 

 Complete Streets Checklist  

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

Please complete the requested fields below: 

Project Sponsor: City of American Canyon 

Single Point of Contact (SPOC) for the Agency: Ronald Ranada 

Point of Contact for project if different than SPOC: Not applicable 

Email/Phone:  rranada@cityofamericancan.org/707-647-4559 

Project Title: Green Island Road Widening and Reconstruction Project 

Project Location/Description:  Reconstruction of industrial park roads to serve all users.  Link new 

affordable high density housing opportunities in the American Canyon PDA to economic jobs centers in 

the Green Island Industrial Area.  Enhance Napa Priority Conservation Areas by supporting local existing 

agricultural produces. See Attachment A. 

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

 Planning and Outreach Activities       __________________% 

 Transit Improvements        __________________%  

 Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements1       _33_______________%  

 Local Streets and Roads Preservation2   _33_______________%  

 Safe Routes to Schools or Transit1         __________________% 

 Transportation for Livable Communities1    __________________% 

 Priority Conservation Areas        _33________________% 
1 Is project within the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD)  Y  N
2 Roads must be eligible for federal aid 

RTP Goals:  Please describe how the project is consistent with the goals of the MTC Regional 

Transportation Plan 2040 (RTP): Can be found at http://planbayarea.org/the-plan/plan-details/goals-

and-targets.html  



One Bay Area Grant 2 Application – GREEN ISLAND RD PROJECT 

Draft Plan Bay Area 2040 Performance Targets Check all 

that apply Goal/Outcome Performance Target 

Climate Protection 

1 Reduce per capita CO2 emissions from cars and light-duty 

trucks by 15% (statutory requirement is for year 2035, per SB 

375) 

Adequate Housing 

2 House 100% of the region’s projected growth (from a 2010 

baseline year) by income level (very low, low, moderate, 

above-moderate) without displacing current low-income 

residents (statutory requirements, per SB 375) and with no 

increase in in-commuters over the Plan baseline year.  

Healthy and Safe 

Communities 

3 

Reduce adverse health impacts associated with air quality, 

road safety, and physical inactivity by 10%. 

Open Space and 

Agricultural 

Preservation 

4 Direct all non-agricultural development within the urban 

footprint (existing urban development and urban growth 

boundaries)   

Equitable Access 

5 Decrease the share of lower-income residents’ household 

income consumed by transportation and housing 10%  

6 Increase the share of affordable housing in PDAs, TPAs, or 

high-opportunity areas by 15%  

7 Reduce the share of households at risk of displacement to 0% 

Economic Vitality 

8 Increase by 20% the share of jobs accessible within 30 

minutes by auto or within 45 minutes by transit in congested 

conditions   

Transportation 

System Effectiveness 

9 Increase non-auto mode share by 10% 

10 Reduce vehicle operating and maintenance costs due to 

pavement conditions by 100%  

11 Reduce per-rider transit delay due to aged infrastructure by 

100% 



One Bay Area Grant 2 Application – GREEN ISLAND RD PROJECT 

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

Y N

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?
Y N

5. Is there a Project Map attached to the current application? Y N

6. Is the proposed project inside the boundaries of an approved PDA?* Y N

7. Does the project provide proximate access to a PDA?*

If the project provides proximate access to a PDA please explain how.
Y N

8. Does the project serve a Community of Concern? Y N

9. Is the project in an approved PCA? 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.

Y N

*If the project is in a PDA or serves a PDA please fill out the supplemental PDA application attached.

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

Total Project Cost:   $12,000,000

Local Match:  $9,000,000 

OBAG Request:  $3,000,000 

Phase FY 17/18 FY 18/19 FY 19/20 FY 20/21 FY 21/22 

Federal 

Fund 

Local 

Match  

Federal 

Fund 

Local 

Match  

Federal 

Fund 

Local 

Match  

Federal 

Funds 

Local 

Match  

Federal 

Funds 

Local 

Match  

Preliminary 

Engineering 
1,000,000 

Right-of-Way 500,000 

Construction 1,000,000 3,000,000 6,500,000 

Construction 

Engineering 

Indicate source(s) of matching funds here: 

Source 

Local 

Development 

Impact Fees 

Federal 

 EDA Grant 

Local 

Property 

Taxes 

Amount 1,000,000 $2,500,000 $5,500,000 



One Bay Area Grant 2 Application – GREEN ISLAND RD PROJECT 

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

part of this project:

12a. sidewalks 12f. cross walks 

12b. ADA ramps 12g. truck routes 

12c. bike lanes 12h. Choose an item. 

12d. signage 12i. Choose an item. 

12e. signals 12j. 

*bike lanes include Class I and Class II

**signals include two RxR crossings 

13. Schedule: Please provide project development schedule:

Phase Begin MO/YR End MO/YR 

ENV 1/2016 12/2017 

PSE 1/2016 12/2017 

R/W 1/2016 12/2018 

CON 1/2019 6/2020 

Please indicate the dates sponsor anticipates achieving the following milestones: 

a. Field Review: 7/2018

b. Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Local Assistance Procedures Manual Form 9-B:  7/2018

c. Request for Authorization:  (Please indicate Phases if seeking funding for multiple phases):

9/2018

d. Recipient of Authorization (E-76): 3/2019

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

classification of each road proposed: Industrial Collector

15. If LS&R project, what type?

 Pavement Rehabilitation (<70 PCI)  

 Preventive Maintenance (≥ 70 PCI) 

 Non-pavement  

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

a. Please indicate the date of last certification: 2016



One Bay Area Grant 2 Application – GREEN ISLAND RD PROJECT 

Attachment A: Project Description 

The City of American Canyon enjoys an ideal location among three major goods movement 

corridors:  Highways 29, 37, and 80; near three international airports; and Union Pacific 

Railroad.  Within the City, the Green Island Industrial District (GRID) is a regional agricultural 

employment center (with 30+/- logistics centers and over 1,227 employees) that provides 

industrial space for wineries and international farm to table agricultural distributors.  These 

industrial users include food service/processing facilities such as Biagi Brothers (finished 

agricultural product trucking), Sutter Home Wines (wine), Barry Callebaut (chocolate), Mezzetta 

Foods (vegetables), and Wallaby Yogurt (dairy products).  As a whole, the Project will benefit 

the City and Napa Valley, which is a critical economic engine for the region. 

The Green Island Road Reconstruction & Widening Project will improve roadways in need of 

significant repair and bring Complete Streets amenities to the GRID. The Project will reconstruct 

existing roadways to accommodate all users – including bicyclists and pedestrians – in an 

attempt to encourage non-vehicular modes of transportation, and as required by local, regional 

and State “Complete Streets” policies.  Improvements will include sidewalks and Class I and 

Class II bike facilities such as the Napa Valley Vine Trail. The Project involves the rehabilitation 

of 2 miles of the existing roadways in the GRID (Green Island Road, Jim Oswalt Way, Mezzetta 

Court, Commerce Boulevard, and Hanna Drive).  The Project also includes the widening of 

Green Island Road to three lanes, the undergrounding of existing overhead utilities, and 

upgrades to two existing railroad crossings.  Engineering plans are currently 40% complete.   

The Green Island Road Reconstruction and Widening Project will also serve to connect high-

density housing in the American Canyon PDA to economic opportunities in the Green Island 

Industrial Area. The Project will serve to improve traffic circulation, benefit the City’s 

commercial/industrial users, and foster the economic vitality of the City. 
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One Bay Area Grant 2 Application – GREEN ISLAND RD PROJECT 

Attachment C: PDA Map 

NAPA VALLEV TIIANsPOiiTATION AUTHOAITV 



SUPPLEMENTAL PDA APPLICATION

As part of the OBAG 2 Call for Projects, MTC is requiring Congestion Management Agencies (CMAs) to 

adopt a specific scoring methodology for allocating funds to projects within PDAs and Transit Priority 

Areas (TPAs) that reward jurisdictions based on the effectiveness of their affordable housing and anti-

displacement policies.    

To meet this requirement, jurisdictions submitting PDA projects will be given a “PDA Affordable Housing 

Anti-Displacement Ranking” of high, medium or low.  The jurisdiction’s ranking will be factored into the 

prioritization process but will not be the only means of evaluating PDA projects.   

The PDA Affordable Housing and Anti-Displacement Ranking will be based on how many of the following 

policies/programs a jurisdiction has in place.  Jurisdictions that have 10 or more policies in place will be 

given a high ranking, jurisdictions with 5 to 9 policies a medium ranking, and fewer than 5 a low ranking.  

Affordable Housing/Anti-Displacement Policy Program Check all that apply 

Condo conversion ordinance regulating the conversion of apartments to condos 

SRO conversion ordinance 

Mobile Home Park Preservation 

Demolition of residential structure ordinance 

Streamlined Permitting Process 

Low-cost loan program for affordable housing rehabilitation, preservation 

Inclusionary/Below Market Rate Housing Policy 

Density Bonus Ordinance 

Mixed-use zoning 

Rent stabilization 

Just cause for eviction 

Foreclosure prevention programs 

Homebuyer education/counseling/assistance programs 

First-time homebuyer loan program 

Code enforcement relocation program 

Repair/rehabilitation loan program for low-income residents 

Fair housing and landlord-tenant counseling programs 

Reduced fee or waivers for affordable housing 

Inclusionary zoning 

Second unit ordinance 

Has Affordable housing complexes 

Has Group Homes 

Reduced Parking Requirements 

Commercial Development Fee 

Housing Development Impact Fee 

Other taxes or fees dedicated to housing 

Other: 

Total 13 

Please submit electronic copies of policies checked above or provide a url where NVTA can review the 

applicable policies. 



Draft One Bay Area Grant 2 Application 

The One Bay Area 2 Program is a funding program under the Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
(MTC) Resolution 4202. NVTA has been delegated to be the program manager for Napa County OBAG 2 
funds. The OBAG 2 fund ing cycle is from FY 2017-18 to FY 2021-22. Applications for the OBAG 2 call for 
projects are due no later than Friday, December 23, 2016. 

Required Attachments: 
~ Complete Streets Checklist 
~ Project Map (Including Priority Development Area (PDA) boundaries) 

Please complete the requested fields below: 

Project Sponsor: City of Napa, Caltrans, NVTA 

Single Point of Contact (SPOC) for the Agency: Eric Whan 

Point of Contact for project if different than SPOC: John Ferons 

Email/Phone: jferons@cityofnapa.org/707-257-9423 

Project Title: Silverado Trail Five-Way Intersection Improvements 

Project Location/Description: Improvements at the intersection of Silverado Trail (SR 121)/Third 
Street/Coombsville Road/East Avenue. Improvements will be consistent with the MTC RTP goals by 
reducing idling cars through reduction in driver delay at the intersection, and improving intersection 
operation and safety for vehicles, bicyclists and pedestrians as well as improving connectivity of bicycle 
and pedestrian facilities to better serve bike and pedestrians and to encourage alternative modes of 
transportation. 

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

~ Planning and Outreach Activities 10 % 

~ Transit Improvements 35 % 

~ Bicycle and Pedestrian lmprovements1 20 % 

~ Local Streets and Roads Preservation2 15 % 

~ Safe Routes to Schools or Transit1 10 % 

~ Transportation for Livable Communities1 10 % 

D Priority Conservation Areas % 
Is project within the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) y~ NO 
Roads must be eligible for federal aid 



Draft One Bay Area Grant 2 Application 

RTP Goals: Please describe how the project is consistent with the goals of the MTC Regional 
Transportation Plan 2040 (RTP): Can be found at http://planbavarea.org/the-plan/plan-details/qoals
and-tarqets.html 

Draft Plan Bay Area 2040 Performance Targets Check all 

Goal/Outcome Performance Target that apply 

1 Reduce per capita C02 emissions from cars and light-duty 
Climate Protection trucks by 15% (statutory requirement is for year 2035, per SB ~ 

375) 
2 House 100% of the region's projected growth (from a 2010 

baseline year) by income level (very low, low, moderate, 
Adequate Housing above-moderate) without displacing current low-income 0 

residents (statutory requirements, per SB 375) and with no 
increase in in-commuters over the Plan baseline year. 

3 
Healthy and Safe Reduce adverse health impacts associated with air quality, ~ 

Communities road safety, and physical inactivity by 10%. 

Open Space and 4 Direct all non-agricultural development within the urban 
Agricultural footprint (existing urban development and urban growth 0 
Preservation boundaries) 

5 Decrease the share of lower-income residents' household 0 income consumed by transportation and housing 10% 

Equitable Access 6 Increase the share of affordable housing in PDAs, TPAs, or 0 high-opportunity areas by 15% 
7 Reduce the share of households at risk of displacement to 0% 0 
8 Increase by 20% the share of jobs accessible within 30 

Economic Vitality minutes by auto or within 45 minutes by transit in congested ~ 
conditions 

9 Increase non-auto mode share by 10% 
~ 

Transportation 10 Reduce vehicle operating and maintenance costs due to 
~ System Effectiveness pavement conditions by 100% 

11 Reduce per-rider transit delay due to aged infrastructure by 0 100% 

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~ NO 
See letter Dated January 22, 2013 

2. Does Sponsor have a Housing and Community Development (HCD) 
y~ NO approved GP or Housing Element? 



Draft One Bay Area Grant 2 Application 

In order to waive the above requirement GP Housing element must 
already be submitted to HCD for consideration. 
Date submitted to HCD: 
Letter Received March 30, 2015 

3. Is there a Complete Streets Checklist attached to this application? y~ NO 
4. Has the sponsor failed to comply with regional or state delivery vO N~ milestones in the past 3 years? 

5. Is there a Project Map attached to the current application? y~ NO 
6. Is the proposed project inside the boundaries of an approved PDA?* y~ NO 
7. Does the project provide proximate access to a PDA?* vO N~ 

If the project provides proximate access to a PDA please explain how. 
8. Does the project serve a Community of Concern? vO N~ 
9. Is the project in an approved PCA? vO N~ 
10. Did sponsor do public outreach to develop this project specifically? 

Please provide documentation of the public outreach process including 
y~ NO 

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

*If the project is in a PDA or serves a PDA please fill out the supplemental PDA application attached. 

11. Funding Estimates: Round to the nearest thousand for programming purposes 
Total Project Cost: $9.5 M (Includes $3.675M SHOPP) 
Local Match: $3.525M 
OBAG Request: $2.3 M 

Phase FY 17/18 FY 18/19 FY 19/20 FY 20/21 
Federal Local Federal Local Federal Local Federal Local 

Fund Match Fund Match Fund Match Funds Match 

Preliminary 
$1.3M 

$ 
$ $ $ $ 

$ 
Engineering 

Right-of-Way $ 
$ 

$ $ $1.9 M $ $ 
$ 

Construction $ 
$ 

$ $ $ $ $ 
$ 

Construction 
$ 

$ 
$ $ $ $ $ 

$ 
Engineering 

Indicate source(s) of matching funds here: 

Source STIP General Fund 
Amount $1.153M $1.372M 

FY 21/22 
Federal Local 
Funds Match 

$ $ 

$2.52M $3.2M 

$0.255M $0.325M 



Draft One Bay Area Grant 2 Application 

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

12a. sidewalks 12f. signage 

12b. ADA ramps 12g. cross walks 

12c. bike lanes 12h. Choose an item. 

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

12e. Choose an item. 12j. Pedestrian/Bike Signals (RRFB) 

13. Schedule: Please provide project development schedule: 

Phase Begin MO/YR End MO/YR 

ENV January 2018 May 2019 

PSE January 2018 May 2020 

R/W May 2019 May 2020 

CON April 2021 December 2022 

Please indicate the dates sponsor anticipates achieving the following milestones: 

a. Field Review: June 2017 
b. Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Local Assistance Procedures Manual Form 9-B: 

Completed October 2016 and will be submitted annually 
c. Request for Authorization: (Please indicate Phases if seeking funding for multiple phases) : 

PE: March 2017 
R/W: November 2018 

CE & CON: November 2020 
d. Recipient of Authorization (E-76): 

PE: December 2017 
R/W: June 2019 

CE & CON: May 2021 
14. If a Local Street and Roads Preservation (LSRP) project, please indicate the federal aid 

classification of each road proposed: 
Other Principle Arterial (SR 121) 
Minor Arterial (Third Street, Coombsville Avenue) 
Major Collector (East Avenue) 

15. If LS&R project, what type? 
~Pavement Rehabilitation (<70 PCI) 
D Preventive Maintenance (~ 70 PCI) 
~ Non-pavement 

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

Yes. December 16, 2015 (see attached) 
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One Bay Area Grant 2 Application 

The One Bay Area 2 Program is a funding program under the Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
(MTC) Resolution 4202.  NVTA has been delegated to be the program manager for Napa County OBAG 2 
funds.  The OBAG 2 funding cycle is from FY 2017-18 to FY 2021-22. Applications for the OBAG 2 call for 
projects are due no later than Friday, December 23, 2016.   

      Required Attachments:  
          Complete Streets Checklist  
          Project Map (Including Priority Development Area (PDA) boundaries) 

Please complete the requested fields below: 

Project Sponsor: County of Napa 

Single Point of Contact (SPOC) for the Agency: Rick Marshall, Deputy Director of Public Works 

Point of Contact for project if different than SPOC: Juan Arias, Engineering Manager 

Email/Phone:  Rick.Marshall@countyofnapa.org / (707) 259-8381 
Juan.Arias@countyofnapa.org / (707) 259-8374 

Project Title:  Silverado Trail Phase “L” Pavement Rehabilitation 

Project Location/Description:  On Silverado Trail, from Oak Knoll Avenue to Hardman Avenue; 
rehabilitate existing asphalt concrete pavement, retain existing Class II bicycle lanes, replace existing 
“rumble dots” (audible pavement markers) along bike lane line following overlay.  Project provides for 
the preservation and safety of this important farm-to-market and community-interconnectivity route, 
serving Priority Conservation Areas (PCA) 01, Napa County Agricultural Lands and Watersheds, and 
PCA 06, Napa Valley – Napa River Corridor. 

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

    Planning and Outreach Activities   __________________% 
    Transit Improvements           __________________%  

    Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements1    ______40__________%  
    Local Streets and Roads Preservation2     ______60___________% 

    Safe Routes to Schools or Transit1          __________________% 
    Transportation for Livable Communities1    __________________% 
    Priority Conservation Areas        __________________%  

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

mailto:Rick.Marshall@countyofnapa.org
mailto:Juan.Arias@countyofnapa.org


One Bay Area Grant 2 Application 

RTP Goals:  Please describe how the project is consistent with the goals of the MTC Regional 
Transportation Plan 2040 (RTP): Can be found at http://planbayarea.org/the-plan/plan-details/goals-
and-targets.html  

Draft Plan Bay Area 2040 Performance Targets Check all 
that apply Goal/Outcome Performance Target 

Climate Protection 
1 Reduce per capita CO2 emissions from cars and light-duty 

trucks by 15% (statutory requirement is for year 2035, per SB 
375) 



Adequate Housing 

2 House 100% of the region’s projected growth (from a 2010 
baseline year) by income level (very low, low, moderate, 
above-moderate) without displacing current low-income 
residents (statutory requirements, per SB 375) and with no 
increase in in-commuters over the Plan baseline year.  

Healthy and Safe 
Communities 

3 
Reduce adverse health impacts associated with air quality, 
road safety, and physical inactivity by 10%. 



Open Space and 
Agricultural 
Preservation 

4 Direct all non-agricultural development within the urban 
footprint (existing urban development and urban growth 
boundaries)   

Equitable Access 

5 Decrease the share of lower-income residents’ household 
income consumed by transportation and housing 10%  

6 Increase the share of affordable housing in PDAs, TPAs, or 
high-opportunity areas by 15%  

7 Reduce the share of households at risk of displacement to 0% 

Economic Vitality 
8 Increase by 20% the share of jobs accessible within 30 

minutes by auto or within 45 minutes by transit in congested 
conditions   

Transportation 
System Effectiveness 

9 Increase non-auto mode share by 10% 


10 Reduce vehicle operating and maintenance costs due to 
pavement conditions by 100%  



11 Reduce per-rider transit delay due to aged infrastructure by 
100% 

http://planbayarea.org/the-plan/plan-details/goals-and-targets.html
http://planbayarea.org/the-plan/plan-details/goals-and-targets.html


One Bay Area Grant 2 Application 

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

Y N

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?

Y N 

5. Is there a Project Map attached to the current application? Y N

6. Is the proposed project inside the boundaries of an approved PDA?* Y N 

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

Y N 

8. Does the project serve a Community of Concern? Y N 

9. Is the project in an approved PCA? 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.

Y N 

*If the project is in a PDA or serves a PDA please fill out the supplemental PDA application attached.

11. Funding Estimates:  Round to the nearest thousand for programming purposes
Total Project Cost:   $2,478,000
Local Match:  $294,000 
OBAG Request:   $2,184,000 

Phase FY 17/18 FY 18/19 FY 19/20 FY 20/21 FY 21/22 
Federal 

Fund 
Local 

Match 
Federal 

Fund 
Local 

Match 
Federal 

Fund 
Local 

Match 
Federal 
Funds 

Local 
Match 

Federal 
Funds 

Local 
Match 

Preliminary 
Engineering 

40000 5000 127000 17000 $ $ $ $ $ $ 

Right-of-Way $ 
$ 

$ 
$ 

$ $ $ $ $ $ 

Construction $ 
$ 

$ 
$ 

1850000 250000 $ $ $ $ 

Construction 
Engineering 

$ 
$ 

$ 
$ 

167000 22000 $ $ $ $ 

Indicate source(s) of matching funds here: 

Source 
County Road 

Funds 

Amount $294,000 $ $ 



One Bay Area Grant 2 Application 

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. Class II bicycle lanes 

13. Schedule: Please provide project development schedule:

Phase Begin MO/YR End MO/YR 

ENV 8/2017 10/2018 

PSE 8/2017 5/2019 

R/W 10/2018 11/2018 

CON 9/2019 12/2020 

Please indicate the dates sponsor anticipates achieving the following milestones: 

a. Field Review: 6/30/2018

b. Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Local Assistance Procedures Manual Form 9-B:  This
form is submitted every fiscal year.  The current year has been submitted.  At the time of
RFA, the then-current form will be provided.

c. Request for Authorization:  (Please indicate Phases if seeking funding for multiple phases):
PE – 9/30/2017
CON – 6/30/2019

d. Recipient of Authorization (E-76):
PE – 3/1/2018
CON – 3/30/2020

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

15. If LS&R project, what type?
 Pavement Rehabilitation (<70 PCI)

 Preventive Maintenance (≥ 70 PCI) 
 Non-pavement  

16. Does the sponsor have a current, certified Pavement Management Program?
a. Please indicate the date of last certification: August 26, 2016
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Draft One Bay Area Grant 2 Application  

The One Bay Area 2 Program is a funding program under the Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
(MTC) Resolution 4202.  NVTA has been delegated to be the program manager for Napa County OBAG 2 
funds.  The OBAG 2 funding cycle is from FY 2017‐18 to FY 2021‐22. Applications for the OBAG 2 call for 
projects are due no later than Friday, December 23, 2016.   

 Required Attachments:  
   Complete Streets Checklist  
   Project Map (Including Priority Development Area (PDA) boundaries)  

Please complete the requested fields below:  

Project Sponsor: City of Napa 

Single Point of Contact (SPOC) for the Agency: Eric Whan 

Point of Contact for project if different than SPOC: John Ferons 

Email/Phone: jferons@cityofnapa.org/707‐257‐9423 

Project Title: Vine Trail Gap Closure ‐ Soscol Avenue Corridor 

Project Location/Description: Connect the missing gap in the Vine Trail Class I Multi‐Use Trail in 
Downtown Napa. The connection will go from Third Street to Vallejo Street adjacent to Soscol Avenue. 

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

 Planning and Outreach Activities    ________5__________% 
 Transit Improvements    __________________%  
 Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements1      _______65_________%  
 Local Streets and Roads Preservation2  __________________%  
 Safe Routes to Schools or Transit1   __________________% 
 Transportation for Livable Communities1     __________________% 
 Priority Conservation Areas       _______30_________%  
1 Is project within the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD)    Y  N
2 Roads must be eligible for federal aid 

RTP Goals:  Please describe how the project is consistent with the goals of the MTC Regional 
Transportation Plan 2040 (RTP): Can be found at http://planbayarea.org/the‐plan/plan‐details/goals‐
and‐targets.html  

Draft Plan Bay Area 2040 Performance Targets   Check all 
that apply Goal/Outcome Performance Target 



Draft One Bay Area Grant 2 Application  

Climate Protection 
1  Reduce per capita CO2 emissions from cars and light‐duty 

trucks by 15% (statutory requirement is for year 2035, per SB 
375)  

Adequate Housing  

2  House 100% of the region’s projected growth (from a 2010 
baseline year) by income level (very low, low, moderate, 
above‐moderate) without displacing current low‐income 
residents (statutory requirements, per SB 375) and with no 
increase in in‐commuters over the Plan baseline year.  

Healthy and Safe 
Communities 

3 
Reduce adverse health impacts associated with air quality, 
road safety, and physical inactivity by 10%. 

Open Space and 
Agricultural 
Preservation 

4  Direct all non‐agricultural development within the urban 
footprint (existing urban development and urban growth 
boundaries)   

Equitable Access 

5  Decrease the share of lower‐income residents’ household 
income consumed by transportation and housing 10%  

6  Increase the share of affordable housing in PDAs, TPAs, or 
high‐opportunity areas by 15%  

7  Reduce the share of households at risk of displacement to 0%  

Economic Vitality 
8  Increase by 20% the share of jobs accessible within 30 

minutes by auto or within 45 minutes by transit in congested 
conditions   

Transportation 
System Effectiveness 

9  Increase non‐auto mode share by 10%  

10  Reduce vehicle operating and maintenance costs due to 
pavement conditions by 100%  

11  Reduce per‐rider transit delay due to aged infrastructure by 
100%  

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)
See Letter Dated January 22, 2013

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 be submitted to HCD for consideration.  Date submitted to HCD:
Letter Received March 30, 2015

Y N

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 Y N
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milestones in the past 3 years?  

5. Is there a Project Map attached to the current application? Y N

6. Is the proposed project inside the boundaries of an approved PDA?* Y N

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

Y N

8. Does the project serve a Community of Concern?
See Attachment from Vision 2040

Y N

9. Is the project in an approved PCA? 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.

Y N

*If the project is in a PDA or serves a PDA please fill out the supplemental PDA application attached.

11. Funding Estimates:  Round to the nearest thousand for programming purposes
Total Project Cost:   $750,000
Local Match:             $500,000
OBAG Request:        $250,000

Phase  FY 17/18  FY 18/19  FY 19/20  FY 20/21  FY 21/22 

Federal 
Fund 

Local 
Match  

Federal 
Fund 

Local 
Match  

Feder
al 

Fund 

Local 
Match  

Federal 
Funds 

Local 
Match  

Federal 
Funds 

Local 
Match  

Preliminary 
Engineering 

$       
$100,000  $          $         

$     
$         

$        $     
$          $         

Right‐of‐Way 
$       

$          $          $         
$     

$         
$        $     

$          $         

Construction 
$       

$          $150,000  $300,000 
$     

$         
$        $     

$          $         

Construction 
Engineering  

$       
$          $100,000  $100,000 

$     
$         

$        $     
$          $         

Indicate source(s) of matching funds here:  

Source 
(TDA‐3, TFCA, Napa 

Valley Vine Trail Coalition 
etc.) 

Amount  $500,000  $  $ 

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

12a. sidewalks  12f. Choose an item. 

12b. bulb outs  12g. Choose an item. 

12c. ADA ramps  12h. Choose an item. 
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12d. bike lanes  12i. Choose an item. 

12e. signage  12j. 

13. Schedule: Please provide project development schedule:

Phase  Begin MO/YR  End MO/YR 

ENV  July 2017  April 2018 

PSE  Already in Progress  June 2017 

R/W  June 2017  April 2018 

CON  May 2018  December 2018 

Please indicate the dates sponsor anticipates achieving the following milestones:  

a. Field Review: May 2017

b. Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Local Assistance Procedures Manual Form 9‐B:
Completed October 2016 and will be submitted annually

c. Request for Authorization:  (Please indicate Phases if seeking funding for multiple phases):
CON/CE: November 2017

d. Recipient of Authorization (E‐76):
CON/CE: March 2017

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

15. If LS&R project, what type? N/A
 Pavement Rehabilitation (<70 PCI)  
 Preventive Maintenance (≥ 70 PCI)  
 Non‐pavement  

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

Yes. December 16, 2015 (see attached)
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The One Bay Area 2 Program is a funding program under the Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
(MTC) Resolution 4202.  NVTA has been delegated to be the program manager for Napa County OBAG 2 
funds.  The OBAG 2 funding cycle is from FY 2017‐18 to FY 2021‐22. Applications for the OBAG 2 call for 
projects are due no later than Friday, December 23, 2016.   

 Required Attachments:  
   Complete Streets Checklist  
   Project Map (Including Priority Development Area (PDA) boundaries)  

Please complete the requested fields below:  

Project Sponsor: Town of Yountville  

Single Point of Contact (SPOC) for the Agency: Nathan Steele, Senior Management Analyst 

Point of Contact for project if different than SPOC: Nathan Steele, Senior Management Analyst 

Email/Phone: nsteele@yville.com / 707‐944‐8851 

Project Title: Washington Park Accessibility Improvements 

Project Location/Description: Washington Park Neighborhood. Located south of Lande Way, East of 
Yount Street, North of Vista Court. Improvements to be made along segments of Forrester Lane, 
Redwood Drive, and Mount Avenue. 

The project will include the construction of accessible sidewalks in place of the non‐accessible parking 
shoulders that are currently there. The specific project locations (as shown on the attached map) include 
the South West side of Forrester Lane alongside Three‐Wiers Park, the far east side of Forrester lane on 
the south side of the street, and the area on Redwood Drive along Forrester Park. Sidewalks and ADA 
ramps will be installed to provide an accessible path of travel. 

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

 Planning and Outreach Activities    _________10_______% 
 Transit Improvements    __________________%  
 Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements1      _________100______%  
 Local Streets and Roads Preservation2  __________________%  
 Safe Routes to Schools or Transit1   _________100______% 
 Transportation for Livable Communities1     __________________% 
 Priority Conservation Areas       __________________%  
1 Is project within the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD)    Y  N
2 Roads must be eligible for federal aid 
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RTP Goals:  Please describe how the project is consistent with the goals of the MTC Regional 
Transportation Plan 2040 (RTP): Can be found at http://planbayarea.org/the‐plan/plan‐details/goals‐
and‐targets.html  

Draft Plan Bay Area 2040 Performance Targets   Check all 
that apply Goal/Outcome Performance Target 

Climate Protection 
1  Reduce per capita CO2 emissions from cars and light‐duty 

trucks by 15% (statutory requirement is for year 2035, per SB 
375)  

Adequate Housing  

2  House 100% of the region’s projected growth (from a 2010 
baseline year) by income level (very low, low, moderate, 
above‐moderate) without displacing current low‐income 
residents (statutory requirements, per SB 375) and with no 
increase in in‐commuters over the Plan baseline year.  

Healthy and Safe 
Communities 

3 
Reduce adverse health impacts associated with air quality, 
road safety, and physical inactivity by 10%. 

Open Space and 
Agricultural 
Preservation 

4  Direct all non‐agricultural development within the urban 
footprint (existing urban development and urban growth 
boundaries)   

Equitable Access 

5  Decrease the share of lower‐income residents’ household 
income consumed by transportation and housing 10%  

6  Increase the share of affordable housing in PDAs, TPAs, or 
high‐opportunity areas by 15%  

7  Reduce the share of households at risk of displacement to 0%  

Economic Vitality 
8  Increase by 20% the share of jobs accessible within 30 

minutes by auto or within 45 minutes by transit in congested 
conditions   

Transportation 
System Effectiveness 

9  Increase non‐auto mode share by 10%  

10  Reduce vehicle operating and maintenance costs due to 
pavement conditions by 100%  

11  Reduce per‐rider transit delay due to aged infrastructure by 
100%  

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?

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

Y N

5. Is there a Project Map attached to the current application? Y N

6. Is the proposed project inside the boundaries of an approved PDA?* Y N

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

Y N

8. Does the project serve a Community of Concern? Y N

9. Is the project in an approved PCA? 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.

Y N

*If the project is in a PDA or serves a PDA please fill out the supplemental PDA application attached.

11. Funding Estimates:  Round to the nearest thousand for programming purposes
Total Project Cost:   $    465,000
Local Match:   13% 
OBAG Request:        87%

Phase  FY 17/18  FY 18/19  FY 19/20  FY 20/21  FY 21/22 
Federal 
Fund 

Local 
Match  

Federal 
Fund 

Local 
Match  

Federal 
Fund 

Local 
Match  

Federal 
Funds 

Local 
Match  

Federal 
Funds 

Local 
Match  

Preliminary 
Engineering 

$21.75  $3.25  $          $          $          $          $          $          $          $         

Right‐of‐Way  $          $          $          $          $          $          $          $          $          $         

Construction  $348  $52  $          $          $          $          $          $          $          $         

Construction 
Engineering  

$34.8  $5.2  $          $          $          $          $          $          $          $         

Indicate source(s) of matching funds here:  

Source 

Amount  $  $  $ 

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

12d. Choose an item.  12i. Choose an item. 
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12e. Choose an item.  12j. 

13. Schedule: Please provide project development schedule:

Phase  Begin MO/YR  End MO/YR 

ENV

PSE  July 2017  October 2017 

R/W

CON  March 2018  June 2018 

Please indicate the dates sponsor anticipates achieving the following milestones:  

a. Field Review:

b. Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Local Assistance Procedures Manual Form 9‐B:  March
2018 

c. Request for Authorization:  (Please indicate Phases if seeking funding for multiple phases):

d. 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 LS&R project, what type?
 Pavement Rehabilitation (<70 PCI)  
 Preventive Maintenance (≥ 70 PCI)  
 Non‐pavement  

16. Does the sponsor have a current, certified Pavement Management Program?
a. Please indicate the date of last certification:
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The One Bay Area 2 Program is a funding program under the Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
(MTC) Resolution 4202.  NVTA has been delegated to be the program manager for Napa County OBAG 2 
funds.  The OBAG 2 funding cycle is from FY 2017‐18 to FY 2021‐22. Applications for the OBAG 2 call for 
projects are due no later than Friday, December 23, 2016.   
 
      Required Attachments:  
           Complete Streets Checklist  
           Project Map (Including Priority Development Area (PDA) boundaries)  
 
 
Please complete the requested fields below:  
 
Project Sponsor: Napa Valley Transportation Authority/Napa Valley Vine Trail Coalition 
 
Single Point of Contact (SPOC) for the Agency: Herb Fredricksen 
 
Point of Contact for project if different than SPOC:            
 
Email/Phone: hfredricksen@nvta.ca.gov (707) 259 5951 
 
Project Title: Ridge Trail/Vine Trail Connector Bothe‐Napa Valley State Park 
 
Project Location/Description: The project is located within Bothe‐Napa Valley State Park 
 
Project Type:  Check all that apply; indicate percentage of each if there is more than one element  
 

    Planning and Outreach Activities                                                         __________________% 
    Transit Improvements                                                                            __________________%  

X       Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements1                                               _______100________%  
    Local Streets and Roads Preservation2                                                   __________________%  
    Safe Routes to Schools or Transit1                                                        __________________% 
    Transportation for Livable Communities1                                            __________________% 

X       Priority Conservation Areas                                                                   ______100%________%  
1 Is project within the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD)          Y       N  
2 Roads must be eligible for federal aid  

 
 
RTP Goals:  Please describe how the project is consistent with the goals of the MTC Regional 
Transportation Plan 2040 (RTP): Can be found at http://planbayarea.org/the‐plan/plan‐details/goals‐
and‐targets.html  
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Completion of the Napa Valley Vine Trail St Helena to Calistoga project would encourage people 
to consider walking and bicycling to access work and school and for recreational and fitness 
purposes. The proposed project will generate $4,891,299 in Itemized Savings in Health Benefits 
over a 20-year period which calculates to be $185,577 per year based on the Caltrans Benefit/Cost 
analysis for this corridor. (Appendix 6) 
 

b. Safety 
 

The proposed 9.4-mile Class I shared use path between Calistoga and St Helena will parallel two 
roads SR29 and the Silverado Trail – the only arterials that run north and south in Napa County 
and the primary facilities for cyclists and pedestrians. As previously mentioned, the arterials are 
narrow two lane highways with traffic speeds excess of 55 miles per hour.  The arterials pose a 
safety hazard for even the most experienced cyclists. 
 
Napa County was ranked tenth highest of 58 counties in California in Bicycle Accident per million 
population from 2006 to 2010. The number of cycling injuries reported per year through SWITRS 
undercounts actual injuries on both SR 29 and Silverado Trail. Additional supplemental 
information was obtained from the St Helena Hospital Emergency Room. Chart 1 shows cyclists 
who were injured riding this corridor and required emergency room treatment. In 2012 and 2013 
there were two fatalities involving cyclists on the Silverado Trail. Another cyclist was killed in 
2015 in St. Helena.   
 
The proposed project will significantly reduce hazards for cyclists and walkers using existing high-
speed arterials.  The proposed project is a shared use path separated from traffic. 
 
Chart 1: Cyclist injuries sustained in the corridor between St Helena and Calistoga 
requiring Emergency Room treatment. (Source: St Helena Hospital ER Dept) 
 

 
 
The proposed project will remove conflicts between motor vehicles and non-motorized users by 
providing a separate shared use path. This will eliminate conflict points between motorized and 
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non-motorized users in the SR29 corridor and will significantly reduce collisions between 
motorized and non-motorized users. 
 
Using the Caltrans Cost/Benefit Tool the savings in Safety by having a project that separates 
cyclists and pedestrians from SR29, it is estimated that savings in Safety would be $101 million 
over a twenty-year period. 
 

3. Open Space and Agricultural Preservation: 
 
Direct all non-agricultural development within the urban footprint (existing urban development 
and urban growth boundaries)  
 
The project will provide access to Open Space by improving non-motorized (pedestrian and 
bicycle) access to the open space lands of Bothe-Napa Valley State Park.  Reducing automobile 
traffic will also reduce the need for increased parking in Open Space areas. 
 

4. Economic Vitality: 
 
Increase by 20% the share of jobs accessible within 30 minutes by auto or within 45 minutes by 
transit in congested conditions   
 
The proposed project will connect two cities, two State Parks (Bothe-Napa Valley and Bale Grist 
Mill), schools, including the prestigious Culinary Institute of America, employment, a regional 
trail system, tourist attractions and destinations, and hotels. Many employees and students are 
likely to use the trail as a means of getting to and from work or school (Table 1). The economy of 
Napa Valley relies on tourism including wineries, parks and trails. 
 
Specifically, the Vine Trail project between St Helena and Calistoga will;  
 

a. Connect Commercial Districts 
 
The proposed project will connect the two commercial districts of the cities of Calistoga (pop 
5,254) and St Helena (pop 5,947) with a 9.4-mile Class I shared use path. Recreational use by 
visitors is projected to be high reflecting the annual visitors in Calistoga and St. Helena.  
 
Surveys of visitors to Napa Valley by Visit Napa Valley (4) indicated that 66.6% of the 2.9 
million visitors to Napa Valley visit St Helena and 43.6% visit Calistoga. An average of 55.1% 
was used to calculate the visitors to the area served by the proposed project. The proposed 
project is located in a vicinity where there are 1,332 hotel rooms employing 832 employees (5),  
fifteen wineries, as well as visitor destinations such as the State Parks and spas in Calistoga and 
St Helena.  There is a higher than average latent demand by tourists in this area who are the 
source that fuels the area’s economy. Many bike touring companies who previously operated 
bike tours using the SR 29 corridor in the 1980s and1990s now choose to avoid this section on 
SR 29 because of the traffic volumes. Combined it is estimated that the wineries, restaurants and 

                                                 
4 Napa Valley Visitor Industry Economic Impact Report 2012 http://www.visitnapavalley.com/library.cfm?id=61 
5 WTO 2012 Economic impact report, PKF 2013 Lodging Performance report, AHLA 2014 Lodging statistics. 
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hotels and spas provide employment for over 1,500 employees. Two of the hotels already make 
bicycles available to guests (Solage and Indian Springs Resort), who because of safety concerns, 
may only use bikes locally and not venture down valley for recreation and other amenities. 

b. Connect Parks 
 

Approximately halfway between the two cities of St Helena and Calistoga there are two State 
Parks; Bothe-Napa Valley State Park (1991 acres) and the Bale Grist Mill Historic Park. The two 
parks host 58,900 visitors per year.(6) The proposed safe non-motorized alternative to busy SR 29 
and the Silverado Trail will give both residents and tourists access to the two State Parks. Bothe 
Napa Valley State Park also has the only swimming pool available to residents of northern Napa 
Valley, a campground with 50 camp sites, and miles of hiking and biking trails.  
 

c. Connect Schools 
 

There are six public schools within 1.5 miles of the proposed project with 2,869 students. Napa 
Valley Colleges St. Helena Campus and the Culinary Institute of America (CIA, a world 
renowned culinary institute drawing hundreds of students and visitors) with a combined student 
population of 1250, provide numerous educational and vocational opportunities for students, 
residents, and visitors.  School groups from St Helena and Calistoga regularly use 
 
Bothe-Napa Valley State Park and the Bale Grist Mill Historic Park for environmental and 
historical education programs. The Vine Trail would make these accessible to bicyclists and 
pedestrians. Bothe-Napa Valley State Park hosts 15-20 schools per year and Bale Grist Mill 
Historic Park hosts 25-30 schools per year.  
 
Napa Valley College’s Upper Valley campus (750 students) is located 1.5 miles from the south 
terminus of the project. The shared use path would permit residents of Calistoga to access the 
college by bicycle. It is estimated that the project would be accessible to 834 students including 
250 from the Napa Valley College’s Upper Valley campus and 300 from the CIA.  
 

d. Connect Visitor Attractions 
 
The proposed project will directly connect 15 wineries which host over 650,000 visitors per year. 
If wineries within the three-mile area are included, the total is almost 959,000.  
 
The proposed project will also connect the two State Parks. There is a campground with 50 camp 
sites in Bothe-Napa Valley State Park and one of only two public swimming pools, and miles of 
trail. 
 

e. Provides access to employment 
 
The project would serve many of the low-moderate income households in Calistoga. Many 
Calistoga residents work in the project corridor in the winery, lodging and restaurant businesses. 
Over 832 people are involved in the lodging industry alone and over 637 work in wineries, the 
CIA and State Parks. 

                                                 
6 State of California Parks and Recreation Dept. Annual Statistical Report 2013/14 http://www.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=23308 
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The Flynnville industrial park which has many wine industry support facilities such as barrel 
making is located adjacent to the proposed project on SR29. There is also Farmworker Housing 
located at Maple Lane directly along the project corridor. 
 
Calistoga and St. Helena are also dining and shopping destinations with hundreds of retail 
businesses employing a number of low income workers.  The CIA employs students and 
individuals at its restaurant, stores, and coffee shop.  The project would also connect hundreds of 
winery workers to places of employment.  There are two dozen large wineries that are located in 
the project limits with roughly 100 mid-sized wineries in/around St. Helena and Calistoga. 
 

f. Connects to regional trail system 
 
The project will also connect to the San Francisco Bay Trail at Bothe-Napa Valley State Park. The 
proposed project will serve users of both the Vine Trail and Bay Area Ridge Trail which follow 
the same route from the Bothe-Napa Valley State Park to Calistoga. 
 
D. Public Meetings 
 
Appendix 7 is a summary of two public meetings held on the 9.4-mile project.  
 
March 23, 2015 Calistoga 
March 25, 2015 St Helena 
 
In addition, State Parks, has met with representatives from the key stakeholders, Napa County 
Open Space District, the Napa Valley Transportation Authority, the Napa Valley Vine Trail 
Coalition, the Bay Area Ridge Trail Council collectively or in smaller groups five times to review 
alternatives for this particular project. 
 
June 3, 2015 
November 30, 2015 
October 26, 2016 
December 6, 2016 
December 19. 2016 



December	19,	2016	

Katherine	Miller	
Executive	Director	
Napa	Valley	Transportation	Authority	
625	Burnell	Street	
Napa,	CA	94559	

Re:	PCA	Funding	Request	to	complete	a	regional	Ridge	Trail/Vine	Trail	section	

Dear	Ms.	Miller:	

The	Bay	Area	Ridge	Trail	Council	strongly	supports	Priority	Conservation	Area	(PCA)	funds	to	construct	
a	shared	Ridge	Trail/Vine	Trail	section	from	SR-29	to	the	entry	station	at	Bothe-Napa	Valley	State	Park.	
The	Council	is	a	501(c)(3)	non-profit	organization	dedicated	to	completing	a	continuous	550-mile	public	
trail	on	the	ridge	lines	surrounding	San	Francisco	Bay.	The	trail	will	connect	open	spaces	and	parklands,	
and	afford	stunning	views	and	recreational	opportunities	for	hikers,	mountain	bicyclists,	and	equestrians	
of	all	ages	and	abilities.	

The	Bay	Area	Ridge	Trail	is	designated	in	its	entirety	as	a	PCA.	Construction	of	the	proposed	section	will	
help	complete	the	Ridge	Trail	and	Vine	Trail	in	Napa	County,	where	the	two	trail	systems	share	an	
alignment	from	the	park	to	Calistoga	(already	designated	within	the	park,	the	Ridge	Trail	will	eventually	
connect	with	Sonoma	County;	the	Vine	Trail	continues	southwards	through	the	park	to	St	Helena).	Most	
of	the	project	is	already	funded	through	an	Active	Transportation	grant.		

Pedestrians	and	cyclists	currently	share	the	park	entry	road	to	access	Bothe-Napa	Valley	State	Park,	but	
State	Parks	staff	have	determined	that	the	increase	in	visitors	anticipated	with	the	connection	of	St	
Helena	and	Calistoga	by	the	Vine	Trail	would	create	conflicts	with	automobiles	using	the	entry	road.	In	
consultation	with	traffic	and	civil	engineers,	State	Parks	staff	recommend	a	separate	paved	shared-use	
path	between	Larkmead	Avenue	and	the	entry	station	(approximately	720	linear	feet),	which	would	
alleviate	this	situation	and	provide	a	safer	and	more	seamless	way	for	people	to	use	the	trails.	

Thank	you	for	your	consideration,	and	we	urge	your	support	for	this	regionally-significant	project	that	
connects	communities	with	parklands	and	helps	complete	two	regional	trail	systems.	

Sincerely,	

Janet	McBride	
Executive	Director,	Bay	Area	Ridge	Trail	Council	

cc:	 Danielle	Schmitz,	Planning	Manager,	NVTA	
Philip	Sales,	Napa	Valley	Vine	Trail	Coalition	
Moira	McEnespy	Bay	Area	Ridge	Trail	Council	
John	Woodbury,	Napa	County	Regional	Park	and	Open	Space	District	
Vince	Anibale,	Sector	Superintendent,	State	Parks	Bay	Area	District	
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! ! ! ! ! !

! ! ! ! ! !

! ! ! ! ! !

! ! ! ! ! !

! ! ! ! ! !

! ! ! ! ! !

ID PCA Name PCA Lead Designation

0101 Napa County Agricultural Lands and 
Watersheds

Napa County Agricultural Lands

0202 Blue Oak Woodlands of the Lake 
District

Napa County Regional Park and 
Open Space District

Natural Landscapes/Regional 
Recreation

0303 Interior Mountains - Moore Creek to 
Milliken Creek

Napa County Regional Park and 
Open Space District

Natural Landscapes/Regional 
Recreation

0404 Palisades - Mount Saint Helena to 
Angwin

Napa County Regional Park and 
Open Space District

Natural Landscapes/Regional 
Recreation

0505 Southern Mountains - Skyline Park to 
Newell Preserve

Napa County Regional Park and 
Open Space District

Natural Landscapes/Regional 
Recreation

0606 Napa Valley - Napa River Corridor Land Trust of Napa County Natural Landscapes

0808
Bothe-Napa Valley State Park to 
Sugarloaf Ridge State Park Priority 
Conservation Area

Save-the-Redwoods League Natural Landscapes

0909 Redwood & Dry Creek Watersheds 
Priority Conservation Area

Save-the-Redwoods League Natural Landscapes

1010 Lake Curry/Suisun Creek Watershed Napa County Regional Park and 
Open Space District

Natural Landscapes

M1M1 San Francisco Bay Trail - Bay Area 
Ridge Trail

San Francisco Bay Trail Project Natural Landscapes

M5M5 San Francisco Bay Area Water Trail
San Mateo County, on behalf of the 
California State Coastal 
Conservancy

Regional Recreation

Map IDs are numeric portion of Priority Conservation Area (PCA) key. Numbers are non-sequential due to either PCAs 
being withdrawn by lead or proposed PCAs being rejected for inclusion in program.

Map IDs starting with M designate multi-county PCAs.
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ITEM QTY Unit Unit Price Total
Mobilization LS LS LS 10,000.00$            
Erosion Control LS LS LS 10,000.00$            
Clear and grub LS LS LS 5,000.00$               
Dust control LS LS LS 1,000.00$               
Rip rap LS LS LS 1,000.00$               
Traffic control LS LS LS 4,000.00$               
Tree removal 15 ea 3,000.00$     45,000.00$            
Grading 2640 CY 15.00$          39,600.00$            
Export fill 2640 CY 30.00$          79,200.00$            
Parktread 6400 SF 20.00$          128,000.00$          
Geogrid walls 3200 SF 75.00$          240,000.00$          
Culvert extention 2 ea 10,000.00$   20,000.00$            
Railing for high walls 200 LF 50.00$          10,000.00$            

Sub total 592,800.00$          
Contingency (20%) 118,560.00$          

Sub total 711,360.00$          
Design & Engineering (20%) 118,560.00$          
Environmental (5%) 30,080.00$            

Total 860,000.00$          

Project Cost Estimate
Project : Ridge Trail/Vine Trail Connector Bothe-Napa Valley State Park
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YEARLY ESTIMATED GAS AND EMISSION SAVINGS FROM THE PROJECT 

INFRASTRUCTURE

New Pedestrians 396

New Bicyclists 872

Avoided VMT due to Walking 29,700

Avoided VMT due to Biking 327,000

Fuel Saved $60,817

Emissions Saved $4,459

Fuel and Emissions saved $65,276

Underlying assumptions for calculations:

1) Bike miles traveled= 1.5 mi, walk miles traveled= .3 (CHTS)

2) Assume 50% of new walkers and cyclists choose not to drive their cars

3) 1 mile driven is ~ 0.05 gal ~ 1 lb of CO2  based on US average 20mpg.

Source: Active Transportation for America:  The Case for Increased Federal Investment

in Bicycling and Walking. Rails to Trails Conservancy, page 22.

http://www.railstotrails.org/resourcehandler.ashx?id=2948

4) Gasoline price per gallon is $3.41 (incl. tax)

5) Carbon price is $25 per ton

6) 250 working days

7) 2,000 lbs = 1 ton
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Draft One Bay Area Grant 2 Application  
 

 
 

Draft Plan Bay Area 2040 Performance Targets   Check all 
that apply Goal/Outcome    Performance Target 

Climate Protection 
1  Reduce per capita CO2 emissions from cars and light‐duty 

trucks by 15% (statutory requirement is for year 2035, per 
SB 375)  

 

Adequate Housing  

2  House 100% of the region’s projected growth (from a 2010 
baseline year) by income level (very low, low, moderate, 
above‐moderate) without displacing current low‐income 
residents (statutory requirements, per SB 375) and with no 
increase in in‐commuters over the Plan baseline year.  

 

Healthy and Safe 
Communities 

3 
 
 

Reduce adverse health impacts associated with air quality, 
road safety, and physical inactivity by 10%. 

 
 

 
 

Open Space and 
Agricultural 
Preservation 

4  Direct all non‐agricultural development within the urban 
footprint (existing urban development and urban growth 
boundaries)   

 

Equitable Access 

5  Decrease the share of lower‐income residents’ household 
income consumed by transportation and housing 10%  

 

6  Increase the share of affordable housing in PDAs, TPAs, or 
high‐opportunity areas by 15%  

 

7  Reduce the share of households at risk of displacement to 
0%  

 

Economic Vitality 
8  Increase by 20% the share of jobs accessible within 30 

minutes by auto or within 45 minutes by transit in 
congested conditions   

 

Transportation 
System Effectiveness 

9  Increase non‐auto mode share by 10%  
 

 

10  Reduce vehicle operating and maintenance costs due to 
pavement conditions by 100%  

 

11  Reduce per‐rider transit delay due to aged infrastructure by 
100%  

 

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

Y   N  



YEARLY ESTIMATED HEALTH BENEFITS FROM THE PROJECT 

Cycling:

872

GDP Deflator

$146 2006 0.9429

2014 1.0781

$127,621

Walking:

396

$146

$57,956

$185,577

Source: NCHRP 552‐ Guidelines for Analysis of Investments in 

Bicycle Facilities, Appendix G.
(Estimated annual per capita cost savings of direct and/indirect)

of physical activity)

INFRASTRUCTURE

Total Annual Health Benefits

Annual Health Benefits

New Cyclists

Value of Health (ave.annual)

Annual Health Benefits

New Walkers

Value of Health
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Public and Stakeholder Outreach 

List of meetings & outreach 2011-May 2015 

Public notice for meetings March 23 and 25 

Flier for meetings March 23 & 25 

Meeting Agenda Calistoga meeting March 23 

Meeting attendees Calistoga March 23 

Meeting Agenda St Helena meeting March 25 

Meeting attendees St Helena March 25 
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Napa Valley Vine Trail Outreach Meetings 
2011-6/2015 

 
The Vine Trail’s # 1 pledge is to be open and inclusive.  Any organization that agrees 
with the goal of building a safe class 1 trail in Napa Valley can join our board.  We 
currently have 32 organizations in Napa Valley represented on our board. 
 
All our board and committee meetings are open to the public.  Since 2011 we have held 
the following meetings and events 
 

2011 (49 total) 
 
Napa Valley Grapegrowers Board 
(1/4) 
VT Engineering Comm. (1/24) 
SH Chamber Award Dinner  (1/22) 
RP&OSD Plan Review (1/26) 
Arts Council (2/16) 
Capital Campaign Comm (2/25, 3/25) 
Youth Committee (3/2) 
National Bike Summit (3/8-10) 
VT Marketing Comm. (3/24) 
NC Bike Plan Comm (3/28) 
Clif Bar Foundation (3/31) 
Cheers to Taste (4/6) 
CA Trails Conference (4/11-13) 
VT Youth Comm (4/13) 
Cycle for Sight (4/16) 
VT Engineering Comm. (4/18) 
Napa Chamber (4/27) 
Capital Campaign Comm (4/29) 
Secretary Ray LaHood (5/18!) 
LaHood Dinner (5/18) 
Capital Campaign (5/20) 
Echelon Grand Fondo (5/21) 
Engineering Comm. (5/23) 
Cheers to Taste (6/1) 
NTCAP NAC (8/24) 
TCSP Funding Support (8/31) 
NC Flood Control District (8/31) 
TEDx Napa Presentation (9/11) 
Marketing Comm (9/13) 
NV Lodging Council (9/14) 
VT Engineering Comm. (9/19) 

VT Capital Campaign (9/20) 
NCTPA Bike Advisory Comm. (9/22) 
COPE Walk & Stroll (9//24) 
NVV Am Can Outreach (10/6) 
VT Birthday Party (10/14) 
VT Engineering Comm (10/17, 12/12) 
VT Biz Partners (10/20,11/29) 
St Helena Harvest Festival (10/22) 
Napa Action Committee (10/25 
Metropolitan Transportation Com 
(11/7) 
NV Vintners Member Meeting (11/8) 
Pedal America (11/10) 
NCBC Ride (11/11) 
VT Capital Campaign (11/3) 
Girls On The Run (11/19) 
SH Chamber Mixer (11/23) 
NCTPA NAC (12/14) 
NCTPA Bike Plan (12/16) 
 
2012 (71 total) 
 
NCTPA Bike Plan (1/11) 
Anderson Valley Trails (1/6) 
VT Engineering Comm (1/9) 
SH Star Ed Bd (1/9) 
VT Biz Partners (1/10) 
Calistoga Rotary (1/12) 
Plan Bay Area (1/19) 
Capital Campaign (1/27) 
Napa Bike Offsite (1/28) 
VT Governance (2/7) 
VT Engineering Comm (2/13) 
CA Soroptimists (2/15) 



Biz Partners (2/21) 
Arts Council (2/21) 
 Sustainable Winegrowing (2/22) 
Napa Sunrise Rotary (2/23) 
VT Governance (3/1) 
Caltrans (3/6) 
VT Engineering Comm (3/19) 
NCTPA (3/21, 3/23) 
Napa Noon Rotary (3/21) 
National Bike Summit (3/20-22) 
Ag/Bike Interface (3/27) 
Biz Partners Comm. (3/28) 
VT Capital Campaign (3/30) 
SH Cycling (3/31) 
Eagle Cycling (4/9) 
NV Community Foundation (4/10) 
VT Engineering Comm. (4/16) 
Bike Plan Steering (4/19) 
Napa Earth Day (4/21) 
Bay Area Ridge Trail (4/25) 
Vallejo City Manager (4/26) 
Capital Campaign (4/27) 
Napa Bike Fest (4/28) 
Ag Respect  Comm. (5/3) 
VT Governance (5/7) 
Echelon Grand Fondo (5/12) 
Girls on the Run Fun Run (5/19) 
VT Engineering Comm (5/21) 
Vallejo City Council (5/22) 
 Capital Campaign Comm (5/25) 
St. Helena Hospital (5/25) 
VT Engineering Comm. (6/18) 
Caltrans (6/18) 
 Gasser Foundation (6/21) 
Rails to Trails Ride and Lunch (6/26) 
Capital Campaign (6/29) 
Grants Comm.(7/3) 
Biz Partners (7/10) 
Art on the Trail (7/16) 
NV Leadership Council (7/20) 
VT Engineering Comm. (7/23) 
 Capital Campaign (7/27, 8/31) 
Solano/NCTPA (8/2) 

Gasser Foundation (8/9) 
Ag Respect Comm. (8/9) 
Napa Town Center Display (8/1-31) 
Measure T (8/21, 8/28) 
VT Engineering Comm. (9/17) 
Toot Suite (10/3) 
VT Birthday Party (10/12) 
Measure T (Multiple) 
Capital Campaign (9/28) 
VT Engineering Comm. (10/22) 
Capital Campaign (10/26) 
County Bike Map (11/6) 
NC Viticultural Fair (11/7) 
NCTPA Board (11/14) 
SH Rotary (12/4) 
VT Engineering Comm. (12/10) 
 

 
2013 (63 Total) 
 
NV Vintner Board (12/13, 1/10) 
SR 29 Committee (12/19) 
County Staff (3x) 
VT Engineering Comm. (1/7) 
VT Governance (1/7) 
Sonoma Land Trust (1/11) 
 Capital Campaign (1/25) 
NCTPA/County (1/31, 2/11) 
SR29 Study Comm. (2/6) 
VT Engineering Comm. (2/11) 
KCRB Radio (2/12) 
 Mike Thompson Open House (3/22) 
NV Register Ed Board (3/27) 
VT Engineering Comm. (4/1) 
VT Marketing Comm. (4/16) 
 Calistoga Working Group (4/22) 
Napa Tourist Investment District 
(4/23) 
VT Marketing Comm. (4/23) 
Rails to Trails in Sacramento (4/25) 
Capital Campaign (4/26) 
Napa Bike Fest (4/27) 
Sonoma Trail Ride (4/28) 



Star Editorial Bd (5/3) 
VT Engineering Comm. (5/6) 
Girls on the Run 5K Fun Run (5/18) 
SH Tourist Improvement District 
(5/20) 
NV CanDo Give!Guide (5/22) 
STA/NCTPA Meeting (5/28) 
VT Capital Campaign (5/30) 
VT Marketing Comm (5/30) 
Sonoma County Supervisors (5/31) 
VT Engineering Comm. (6/3) 
VT Marketing Comm. (6/3) 
Cheers StH (6/7) 
Kidical Mass (6/7) 
Metropolitan Transportation Com 
(6/12) 
Ag Respect Comm. (3 mtgs) 
STA/NCTPA Meeting (5/28) 
VT Marketing (6/20) 
St Helena Tourist Invest. Dist.(6/24) 
VT Engineering Comm. (7/1) 
Festival de Sole Auction (7/14) 
Yountville Tourist Invest. Dist. (7/19) 
Ag Respect  Comm.(8/12) 
VT Marketing Comm. (8/20) 
Capital Campaign Comm. (8/30) 
Yountville Realtors (9/5) 
VT Engineering Comm. ( 9/9) 
Napa Chamber (9/11) 
VT Marketing Comm. (10/22) 
Vist Napa Valley Marketing (10/29) 
NapaBike Legendary Ride (10/31) 
VT Engineering Comm. (11/4) 
VT Capital Campaign (11/8) 
Ridge Trail dedication (11/10) 
Visit Napa Valley Board (11/11) 
Napa Tourist Invest. District (11/19) 
VT Governance (11/20) 
Napa Valley Vintners (11/21) 
Caltrans (12/6) 
VT Engineering Comm. (12/9) 
SR 29 Corridor (12/10) 
VT Marketing (12/10) 

 
2014 (43 Total) 
 
Resolution Run Yvl (1/1) 
VT Engineering Comm. (1/6) 
VT Marketing (1/8) 
Devlin Road Dedication (1/9) 
Am Can Broadway Dedication (1/11) 
NV Vintners Board (1/16) 
Calistoga Tourist Invest. Dist. (1/17) 
Visit NV Welcome Center (1/21) 
Am Canyon Town Center (1/23) 
VT Engineering Comm. (2/3) 
SR 29 Comm. (2/3) 
VT Marketing Comm. (2/12) 
VT Valentine Day Party (2/13) 
Solano Ave Public Mtg (2/27) 
VT Engineering Comm. (3/3) 
Calistoga Rotary (3/6) 
Eagle Cycling (3/10) 
VT Engineering Comm. (4/7) 
VT Marketing Comm. (4/8) 
SH Tourist Invest. Dist. (4/9) 
Bottega GF Booth (4/12-13) 
Napa Leadership Lunch (4/18) 
NC 25 Yr Trans Plan (4/21,23,24,26) 
Napa Bikefest (4/27) 
VT Engineering Comm. (5/5) 
Napa Bike Davis Visit (5/10) 
SH Rotary (5/20) 
VT Engineering Comm (6/6) 
VT ACE Meetings (5/13) 
VT ACE Meetings (6/10) 
VT ACE Meetings (7/8) 
VT ACE Meetings (8/12) 
VT ACE Meetings (9/12) 
VT ACE Meetings (10/14) 
VT ACE Meetings (11/4) 
VT ACE Meetings (12/9) 
VT Marketing Meeting (12/9) 
VT Engineering Comm (7/7) 
VT Engineering Comm (8/4) 
VT Engineering Comm (9/8) 
VT Engineering Comm (10/6) 



VT Engineering Comm (11/3) 
VT Engineering Comm (12/1) 
 
2015 (53 Total) thru May 17 

 
Resolution Run (1/1) 
VT Engineering Meeting (1/5) 
Meeting with City of Vallejo (2/2) 
Meeting with Greater Vallejo Rec 
District (2/2) 
NCTPA TAC (2/5) 
Napa County Ped Plans (1/22) (1/27) 
(1/28) & (2/4) 
St Helena Hwy 29 Channelization 
Meeting (2/5) 
ACE Committee (2/10) 
Marketing Committee (2/10) 
Valentines Celebration (2/12) 
NCTPA Board Meeting (2/18) 
NCTPA ATAC (2/23) 
Engineering Committee  (3/2) 
NCTPA TAC (3/5) 
ACE Committee (3/10) 
Marketing Committee (3/10) 
City of Vallejo re Joint VT/Bay Trail 
Study (3/10) 
STA Board re Joint VT/Bay Trail 
Study (3/11)  
City of St Helena staff 2/19 
Attended NCTPA ATAC 2/23 
City of Calistoga ATAC 3/2 
City of St Helena ATAC 3/4 
NCTPA TAC 3/5 
Ridge Trail event 3/9 
ACE Committee 3/10 
Marketing Committee 3/10 
City of Napa Kennedy Park Master 
Plan meeting 3/11 
Calistoga Public Meeting 3/23 
City of American Canyon Joint City 
Council/Parks and OS Meeting 4/24 
City of St Helena Public Meeting 3/25 
Napa Arts Steering Committee 3/31 
NCTPA TAC 4/2 
Vallejo Convention and Visitors 
Bureau ED 4/3 

Engineering Meeting 4/6 
Met with Caltrans 4/9 
Greater Vallejo Recreation District 
Board Meeting 4/9 
Meeting with State Parks 4/14 
ACE Committee 4/14 
Marketing Committee 4/14 
Caltrans Soscol Meeting 4/14 
Solano Transportation Authority 
Board Meeting 4/15 
NVVTC Investment Committee 4/17 
NCTPA ATAC 4/27 
Farm Bureau 4/27 
City of Vallejo City Council 4/28 
Meeting with CDF and State Parks 
4/30 
Grapegrowers Exec Comm 4/30 
Town of Yountville 4/30 
Engineering Route Committee 
Meeting 5/4 
Vallejo Rotary Club 5/6 
NVV 5/7 
Attended NCTPA TAC 5/7 
Trail Maintenance Summit 5/7 
ACE Committee 5/11 
Bike Fest 5/17 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  



JOIN US FOR A PROJECT OVERVIEW, Q&A! 

PUBLIC MEETINGS 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 

 

 

“CONNECTING CALISTOGA & ST HELENA” 

CALISTOGA: MONDAY, MARCH 23, 5:30-7:00 
Calistoga Community Center, 1307 Washington 

 

ST HELENA: WEDNESDAY, MARCH 25, 5:30-7:00 
St Helena Fire House Training Room, 1500 Railroad Ave. 

 VINETRAIL.ORG



PRESS RELEASE 

Release Date: March 5, 2015 
Contact: Philip Sales, Executive Director, Napa Valley Vine Trail Coalition 
Telephone: 707 592 1601 
Email psales@vinetrail.org 
 
NAPA VALLEY VINE TRAIL “CONNECTING CALISTOGA AND ST. HELENA” INFORMATION MEETING 
The Public is invited to two Public Meetings on the project. Vine Trail staff and consultants will present 
an overview of the proposed project to connect the cities of St Helena and Calistoga. The project is being 
considered for an application for State funds this year. 

This project when completed will provide nine continuous miles of safe and scenic Vine Trail connecting 
the two cities in the upper Napa Valley. 

CALISTOGA: Monday, March 23, 5:30-7:00.  
Calistoga’s Community Center, 1307 Washington 
 

ST HELENA: Wednesday, March 25, 5:30-7:00.  
Fire Department Training Room, 1500 Railroad Ave. 
 
ABOUT THE VINE TRAIL 
The Vine Trail mission is to build a 47-mile walking/biking trail system to physically, artistically, and 
culturally connect the entire Napa Valley--from historic Vallejo's Ferry Terminal to the foot of Mt. St 
Helena in Calistoga-- for a more livable, family-and-visitor-friendly community. 

ABOUT THE CALISTOGA TO ST HELENA SECTION OF THE VINE TRAIL 
Over the past two years, the Vine Trail, through a grant from an anonymous donor, has been working 
with the City of Calistoga, Napa County and Caltrans to develop a route to connect Bothe-Napa Valley 
State Park to the City of Calistoga. At this time almost all the pre-engineering and environmental work is 
completed. In addition, a short section of the Vine Trail from the existing bike path in Calistoga has been 
approved by the City of Calistoga and is ready for construction. 
 
The Vine Trail Coalition is proposing to complete the connection from Bothe-Napa Valley State Park 
south to the City of St Helena. This would provide residents and visitors an alternative to the busy 
Highway 29 corridor. This second half of the project is in its early stages and will require additional 
funding to complete the necessary pre-engineering and environmental studies. 

The Vine Trail Coalition, in collaboration with the Napa County Transportation Planning Agency (NCTPA) 
and support from the cities of St Helena and Calistoga, is planning to apply for a grant under the next 
round of California’s Active Transportation Program (ATP) in May 2015.  This grant would, in three 
phases, fund construction of the connection from Calistoga to Bothe-Napa Valley State Park and fund 
the design, environmental studies and construction of the Vine Trail from Bothe-Napa Valley State Park 
to Pratt Avenue in St Helena. The result will be a total of nine continuous miles of safe and scenic Vine 
Trail connecting the two cities in the upper Napa Valley. 

mailto:psales@vinetrail.org


Calistoga to St Helena Segment 

Public Meeting 

Calistoga Community Center 

March 23, 2015 

Agenda 

 

 

5:30 Meet and Gather 

5:40 Welcome    

Chris Canning, Mayor of Calistoga and Supervisor Diane Dillon 

5:50 Overview of the Vine Trail and the Coalition 

Chuck McMinn President NVVTC 

6:00 Partnership with the Bay Area Ridge Trail    

Janet McBride, Executive Director Bay Area Ridge Trail 

6:10 Connecting Calistoga to St Helena 

Philip Sales Executive Director Napa Valley Vine Trail Coalition   

6:50 Questions? 

7:30 Wrap up 
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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?  

Y   N  

5. Is there a Project Map attached to the current application?   Y   N  

6. Is the proposed project inside the boundaries of an approved PDA?*   Y   N  

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

Y   N  

8. Does the project serve a Community of Concern?   Y   N  

9. Is the project in an approved PCA?   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.  

Y   N  

*If the project is in a PDA or serves a PDA please fill out the supplemental PDA application attached.   
 

11. Funding Estimates:  Round to the nearest thousand for programming purposes  
Total Project Cost:   $860,000     
Local Match:             $148,640 
OBAG Request:        $711,360 

  

Phase  FY 17/18  FY 18/19  FY 19/20  FY 20/21  FY 21/22 

 
Federal 
Fund 

Local 
Match  

Federal Fund 
Local 
Match  

Federal 
Fund 

Local 
Match  

Feder
al 

Funds 

Local 
Matc
h  

Feder
al 

Funds 

Local 
Match  

Preliminary 
Engineering 

$       
   

$60,000  $            $            $            $           
$     
     

$   
       

$     
     

$       
   

Right‐of‐Way 
$       

   
$  $            $            $            $           

$     
     

$   
       

$     
     

$       
   

Construction  $  $            $  $            $711,360  $            $ 
$   
       

$     
     

$       
   

Construction 
Engineering  

$       
   

$            $            $88,640  $            $           
$     
     

$   
       

$     
     

$       
   

 
Indicate source(s) of matching funds here:  

Source 
Bay Area 
Ridge Trail 

Napa Valley 
Vine Trail 

Total 

Amount  $25,000  $123,640  $148,640 

 
 

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

12a. sidewalks  12f. Choose an item. 

12b. cross walks  12g. Choose an item. 
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12c. signage  12h. Choose an item. 

12d. ADA ramps  12i. Choose an item. 

12e. bike lanes  12j.            

 
13. Schedule: Please provide project development schedule:  

 

Phase  Begin MO/YR  End MO/YR 

ENV  July 2017  June 2018 

PSE  July 2018  June 2019 

R/W  July 2017  June 2018 

CON  July 2019  June 2020 

  
Please indicate the dates sponsor anticipates achieving the following milestones:  
 

a. Field Review: June 2017 
 

b.  Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Local Assistance Procedures Manual Form 9‐B:  April 
2019 

 

c. Request for Authorization:  (Please indicate Phases if seeking funding for multiple phases): 
June 2019 

 

d. Recipient of Authorization (E‐76): July 2019 
 

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

 
15. If LS&R project, what type? N/A 

 Pavement Rehabilitation (<70 PCI)  
 Preventive Maintenance (≥ 70 PCI)  
 Non‐pavement  

 
16. Does the sponsor have a current, certified Pavement Management Program?  N/A 

a. Please indicate the date of last certification:            



 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 

Application for Priority Conservation Area Funds for  

Bay Area Ridge Trail and Vine Trail Connector,  

Bothe-Napa Valley State Park 

Narrative and Supporting Materials 
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Ridge Trail/Vine Trail Connector Bothe-Napa Valley State Park 
 
A. Consistency with Priority Conservation Area: 
 
The project is located within two of the Priority Conservation Areas (PCAs) identified in Napa 
County:  the Bay and Ridge Trails and Bothe-Napa Valley State Park. The project will serve the 
goals of these PCAs. These goals are hi lited below 
 

 
 
The Bay Area Ridge Trail Council’s Executive Director has submitted a letter of support 
(Appendix 1.). The PCA Map showing the location is attached as Appendix 2. 
 
B. Project Description: 
 
This project would construct a separate shared use pathway (cyclists and pedestrians) adjacent 
and parallel to the park entry road in Bothe-Napa Valley State Park. The project will be part of 
the larger 9.4-mile Vine Trail project connecting the cities of St Helena and Calistoga. Public 
Meetings were held in March 2015 in Calistoga and St Helena to solicit input on the overall 
project. Since that time, Vine Trail staff have met with many property owners including State 
Parks staff. 
 
The planned Vine Trail between St Helena and Calistoga will be using an approximate one-mile 
section of an internal paved road within Bothe-Napa Valley State Park.  
 
From Bothe-Napa Valley State Park to Calistoga the Vine Trail shares the same alignment as the 
Bay Area Ridge Trail. Whereas the Vine Trail will head south from Bothe-Napa Valley State 

From the PCA descriptions 
“Bay and Ridge Trails - The San Francisco Bay Area has two significant and 
complementary long-distance trails: the San Francisco Bay Trail hugs the shoreline 
and the Bay Area Ridge Trail runs along the ridgelines overlooking the Bay.  These 
trails connect people and communities to each other, to parks and open space, to 
home, work and recreation, and to countless areas of cultural and historic interest. 
They also provide opportunities for solitude and passive and active recreation, 
which fosters healthy lifestyles. Furthermore, both trails increase transportation 
options and offer untold opportunities to observe, learn about, and care for the 
environment.  Lastly, the bay and ridge trails offer economic benefits, such as 
increased tourism and increased property values.  The regional trail alignments are 
not yet completed. Continued coordination with local and regional entities to close 
existing gaps is needed. Completion of these regional trails will continue to enhance 
the quality of life for Bay Area residents and offer an alternate means for people to 
enjoy the outdoors and get to various destinations within a network of connected, 
permanently-protected open space corridors and urban centers.” 
 
“Bothe – Napa Valley State Park to Sugarloaf Ridge State Park – The Bothe-
Napa Valley State Park to Sugarloaf Ridge State Park area encompasses the thickly 
forested hills of the western side of the Napa Valley where the Mayacamas 
Mountain Range terminates.  The fir and redwood forest canopy provide shading for 
several creeks year-round that drain the area to the Napa River. This area contains 
the only known stands of old-growth redwoods left in Napa County. Land 
conservation in this area provides opportunities to provide a landscape linkage 
between these two state parks, to protect species habitat, and for people to 
experience the redwood forests”.   
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Park to St Helena and eventually Vallejo, the Ridge Trail will head west to Sugarloaf State Park. 
The shared trail alignment north from Bothe-Napa Valley State Park will be a separate Class 1 
shared use path constructed mostly on unused Caltrans right of way on the east side of SR29 
between Larkmead Avenue and Dunaweal Lane. 
 
The existing park entry connects to SR29 opposite Larkmead Avenue. From the intersection with 
SR29 and Larkmead Avenue, it was proposed to have trail users share the park entry road, to the 
park entry station. The entry road is a 20’ wide asphalt road but with no shoulders. Pedestrian 
and cyclists currently share the park entry road to access Bothe Napa Valley State Park.  
 
However, the projected increase in pedestrians and cyclists anticipated with the connection of St 
Helena and Calistoga by the Vine Trail will increase conflicts with automobiles using the entry 
road. This will occur particularly in the busy summer months for the park when vehicles 
including RVs stack up on the entry road in front on the entry station and often back up to the 
intersection with SR29. 
 
State Parks staff in consultation with representatives from the Napa County Open Space District, 
the Napa Valley Transportation Authority, the Napa Valley Vine Trail Coalition, the Bay Area 
Ridge Trail Council and traffic and civil engineers have determined that a separate paved shared 
use path between Larkmead Avenue and the entry station (appx 800 linear feet) would alleviate 
this situation and provide a safer and more seamless way for users to use the trails. This preferred 
option was one of five alternatives reviewed and evaluated by State Parks staff including their in 
house experts in archaeology/anthropology and natural resources. A site plan is provided as 
Appendix 3. The Cost Estimate for the project is $860,000. A detailed breakdown is included as 
Appendix 4. 
 
C. Meeting the Draft Plan Bay Area 2040 Performance Targets 
 
The following responses are based on information and data which was prepared for the 9.4-mile 
project and utilized Caltrans Cost-Benefit Tool. The Ridge Trail/Vine Trail Connector project is 
party of the larger project. The larger project addresses many of the Performance Targets in 
addition to the project being within the PCA. 
 

1. Climate Protection 
 

Reduce per capita CO2 emissions from cars and light-duty trucks by 15% (statutory requirement 
is for year 2035, per SB 375) 
 
The St Helena to Calistoga Vine Trail section will contribute to the target for reduction in CO2 
emissions. The overall project will serve not only the 11,200 residents of the two cities but also 
the 58,900 visitors to Bothe-Napa Valley State Park. (1) There are also based on Visit Napa 
Valley’s estimates almost 1.6 million visitors who visit the over 100 wineries as well as spas and 
resorts in the area. This project is essential to the economic well-being of the area as well as 
reducing motorized traffic on SR29 and the Silverado Trail. Table I is the estimate of the 
additional cyclists and pedestrian trips to the area served by the proposed Vine Trail. A mode 
                                                 
1 State of California Parks and Recreation Dept. Annual Statistical Report 2013/14 
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shift of even a small percentage of residents and visitors to non-motorized forms of 
transportation will reduce carbon and other emissions as well as fuel. A summary prepared for 
the Active Transportation Program application in 2015 (Appendix 5) illustrated using Caltran’s 
Cost/Benefit Analysis (2) that the benefits of the Vine Trail between St Helena and Calistoga. 
The project anticipates an overall saving of $65,276/year. 
 

 Table 1: Existing trips and Forecast of future trips my mode and type 

Trips by mode and type St Helena to Calistoga 

   Annual Trips  Recreation  Commuting  Daily Trips 

Bicyclists (existing) 
                
28,964  

             
23,358               5,606                   79 

Bicyclists (future) 
              
347,231  

           
313,595             33,636                 951 

Pedestrian (existing) 
                
78,016  

             
44,380             33,636                 214 

Pedestrians (future) 
              
222,634  

           
152,560             70,074                 610 

Combined Bicyclists and 
Pedestrians (existing) 

              
106,980  

             
67,738             39,241                 293 

Combined Bicyclists and 
Pedestrians (future) 

              
569,865  

           
466,155          103,710             1,561 

 
 

2. Healthy and Safe Communities 
 
Reduce adverse health impacts associated with air quality, road safety, and physical inactivity 
by 10%. 
The proposed project will reduce health impacts and improve safety. 
 

a. Health 
 
An active transportation network is a critical element for a healthy community.  The Vine Trail 
provides a no-cost facility for exercise and healthy living to address obesity and improve overall 
health.  
 
Youth obesity rates have dropped nationally by 43% from 2003 to 2012, according to the Center 
for Disease Control, reducing the youth obesity rate to 8%.  However, among Napa’s low income 
youth, the obesity rate is at 18.3%. Napa County Public Health estimated that 40% of all 5th, 7th 
and 9th graders are now overweight or obese.3 In 2010 Napa County was reported to have the 
highest obesity rate in the nine Bay area counties at 28% and the second highest diabetes rate at 
9.2% (3).  
 

                                                 
2 Caltrans Cost/Benefit Analysis Tool Active Transportation Program Cycle 2 (2015). 
3 Napa County Community Health Improvement Plan 2014-17 (February 2014) page 4 
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The	One	Bay	Area	2	Program	is	a	funding	program	under	the	Metropolitan	Transportation	Commission	
(MTC)	Resolution	4202.		NVTA	has	been	delegated	to	be	the	program	manager	for	Napa	County	OBAG	2	
funds.		The	OBAG	2	funding	cycle	is	from	FY	2017-18	to	FY	2021-22.	Applications	for	the	OBAG	2	call	for	
projects	are	due	no	later	than	Friday,	December	23,	2016.			
	
						Required	Attachments:		
					 					Complete	Streets	Checklist		
					 					Project	Map	(Including	Priority	Development	Area	(PDA)	boundaries)		
	
	
Please	complete	the	requested	fields	below:		
	

Project	Sponsor:	Napa	Valley	Transportation	Authority	
	
Single	Point	of	Contact	(SPOC)	for	the	Agency:	Diana	Meehan,	dmeehan@nvta.ca.gov	
	
Point	of	Contact	for	project	if	different	than	SPOC:	Patrick	Band,	Napa	County	Bicycle	Coalition	
	
Email/Phone:	pband@napabike.org	-	(707)	812-1770	
	
Project	Title:	Napa	County	Safe	Routes	to	School	Program	

	
Project	Location/Description:	Napa	County,	CA	
	
Project	Type:		Check	all	that	apply;	indicate	percentage	of	each	if	there	is	more	than	one	element		

	
				Planning	and	Outreach	Activities																																																									__________________%	
				Transit	Improvements																																																																												__________________%		
				Bicycle	and	Pedestrian	Improvements1																																															__________________%		
				Local	Streets	and	Roads	Preservation2																																																			__________________%		
				Safe	Routes	to	Schools	or	Transit1																																																								100%	
				Transportation	for	Livable	Communities1																																												__________________%	
				Priority	Conservation	Areas																																																																			__________________%		
1 Is	project	within	the	Bay	Area	Air	Quality	Management	District	(BAAQMD)										Y 						N 	
2 Roads	must	be	eligible	for	federal	aid		

	
	
RTP	Goals:		Please	describe	how	the	project	is	consistent	with	the	goals	of	the	MTC	Regional	

Transportation	Plan	2040	(RTP):	Can	be	found	at	http://planbayarea.org/the-plan/plan-details/goals-

and-targets.html		

	
Draft	Plan	Bay	Area	2040	Performance	Targets		 Check	all	

that	apply	Goal/Outcome	 	 Performance	Target	
Climate	Protection	 1	 Reduce	per	capita	CO2	emissions	from	cars	and	light-duty	 	
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trucks	by	15%	(statutory	requirement	is	for	year	2035,	per	SB	
375)		

Adequate	Housing		

2	 House	100%	of	the	region’s	projected	growth	(from	a	2010	
baseline	year)	by	income	level	(very	low,	low,	moderate,	
above-moderate)	without	displacing	current	low-income	
residents	(statutory	requirements,	per	SB	375)	and	with	no	
increase	in	in-commuters	over	the	Plan	baseline	year.		

	

Healthy	and	Safe	
Communities	

3	
	
	

Reduce	adverse	health	impacts	associated	with	air	quality,	
road	safety,	and	physical	inactivity	by	10%.	

	
	

	
	

Open	Space	and	
Agricultural	
Preservation	

4	 Direct	all	non-agricultural	development	within	the	urban	
footprint	(existing	urban	development	and	urban	growth	
boundaries)			

	

Equitable	Access	

5	 Decrease	the	share	of	lower-income	residents’	household	
income	consumed	by	transportation	and	housing	10%		 	

6	 Increase	the	share	of	affordable	housing	in	PDAs,	TPAs,	or	
high-opportunity	areas	by	15%		 	

7	 Reduce	the	share	of	households	at	risk	of	displacement	to	0%		 	

Economic	Vitality	
8	 Increase	by	20%	the	share	of	jobs	accessible	within	30	

minutes	by	auto	or	within	45	minutes	by	transit	in	congested	
conditions			

	

Transportation	
System	Effectiveness	

9	 Increase	non-auto	mode	share	by	10%		
	 	

10	 Reduce	vehicle	operating	and	maintenance	costs	due	to	
pavement	conditions	by	100%		 	

11	 Reduce	per-rider	transit	delay	due	to	aged	infrastructure	by	
100%		 	

	

																																																																																							
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)		-	NOT	APPLICABLE	 Y 	 N 	

2. Does	Sponsor	have	a	Housing	and	Community	Development	(HCD)	
approved	GP	or	Housing	Element?		-	NOT	APPLICABLE	
In	order	to	waive	the	above	requirement	GP	Housing	element	must	

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

Y 	 N 	

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?		 Y 	 N 	

5. Is	there	a	Project	Map	attached	to	the	current	application?		 Y 	 N 	
6. Is	the	proposed	project	inside	the	boundaries	of	an	approved	PDA?*		 Y 	 N 	
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7. Does	the	project	provide	proximate	access	to	a	PDA?*		
If	the	project	provides	proximate	access	to	a	PDA	please	explain	how.		

Y 	 N 	

8. Does	the	project	serve	a	Community	of	Concern?	 Y 	 N 	
9. Is	the	project	in	an	approved	PCA?		 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.		

Y 	 N 	

*If	the	project	is	in	a	PDA	or	serves	a	PDA	please	fill	out	the	supplemental	PDA	application	attached.			

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

Total	Project	Cost:			$270	 	 	
Local	Match:													$42	

															OBAG	Request:								$228	
		
Phase	 FY	17/18	 FY	18/19	 FY	19/20	 FY	20/21	 FY	21/22	

	 Federal	
Fund	

Local	
Match		

Federal	
Fund	

Local	
Match		

Federal	
Fund	

Local	
Match		

Federal	
Funds	

Local	
Match		

Federal	
Funds	

Local	
Match		

Preliminary	
Engineering	 $120	 $27	 $66	 $15	 $35	 $7	 $

					

	 $

					

	 $

					

	 $

					

	

Right-of-Way	 $

					

	 $

					

	 $

					

	 $

					

	 $

					

	 $

					

	 $

					

	 $

					

	 $

					

	 $

					

	
Construction	 $

					

	 $

					

	 $

					

	 $

					

	 $

					

	 $

					

	 $

					

	 $

					

	 $

					

	 $

					

	
Construction	
Engineering		 $

					

	 $

					

	 $

					

	 $

					

	 $

					

	 $

					

	 $

					

	 $

					

	 $

					

	 $

					

	

	
Indicate	source(s)	of	matching	funds	here:		
Source	 NCOE	 NCBC	

					

	
Amount	 $26	 $16	 $	
	
	

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

part	of	this	project:	Note	–	project	will	only	make	recommendations;	no	implementation.	
12a.	Sidewalks	 12f.	Crosswalks	
12b.	Bulbouts	 12g.	Street	Furniture	
12c.	ADA	Ramps	 12h.	Bus	Stops	
12d.	Signage	 12i.		Bus	Turnouts	
12e.	Signals	 12j.		Secure	Bicycle	Parking	
	
13. Schedule:	Please	provide	project	development	schedule:		

	
Phase	 Begin	MO/YR	 End	MO/YR	

ENV	 	 	
PSE	 	 	
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R/W	 	 	
CON	 011/17	 10/20	

		
Please	indicate	the	dates	sponsor	anticipates	achieving	the	following	milestones:		

	
a. Field	Review:	N/A	

	
b. 	Disadvantaged	Business	Enterprise	Local	Assistance	Procedures	Manual	Form	9-B:		N/A	
	
c. Request	for	Authorization:		(Please	indicate	Phases	if	seeking	funding	for	multiple	phases):	

November	2017	
	
d. Recipient	of	Authorization	(E-76):	February	2018	
	

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

	
15. If	LS&R	project,	what	type?		

	Pavement	Rehabilitation	(<70	PCI)		
	Preventive	Maintenance	(≥	70	PCI)		
	Non-pavement		

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

a. Please	indicate	the	date	of	last	certification:	N/A	
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Summary	Program	Description:	
	
The	Napa	County	Safe	Routes	to	Schools	program	builds	upon	over	a	decade	of	proven	
strategies	to	increase	the	number	of	youth	walking	and	riding	to	school	and	makes	active-
transportation	choices	safer	and	more	appealing	to	students	and	their	parents.		By	
incorporating	scientific	surveys	and	school-specific	analysis	of	barriers,	along	with	a	
comprehensive	education	and	encouragement	program,	we	aim	to	double	target	audience	
walking	and	biking	–	from	10%	to	20%	of	trips	at	our	lowest	performing	schools	–	in	three	years.	
	
	
Narrative	Program	Description:	
	
Current	Conditions:	
According	to	the	Office	of	Traffic	Safety,	Napa	County	ranked	first	among	California’s	58	counties	
for	bicyclists	under	15	years	of	age	killed	or	injured,	and	ranked	second	for	overall	
transportation	fatalities	and	injuries.		For	decades,	the	number	of	children	walking	or	riding	a	
bicycle	to	school	has	been	decreasing,	such	that	today	many	of	our	schools	have	as	few	as	10%	
of	students	using	use	active	transportation	to	get	to	and	from	school.		Nevertheless,	44%	of	
families	still	live	within	½	mile	of	school,	a	commonly	accepted	“walkable”	distance	for	most	
youth.	
	
Data	from	parent	surveys	suggest	that	a	variety	of	factors	are	creating	barriers	to	reversing	that	
trend,	with	32.4%	identifying	unsafe	intersections	as	a	top	reason	for	not	allowing	their	kids	to	
walk	or	ride.	However,	38.2%	of	parents	would	allow	their	kids	to	walk	or	ride	more	often	if	they	
felt	their	child	knew	how	to	do	so	safely,	and	nearly	as	many	(32.7%)	identify	coordination	with	
other	parents	as	a	likely	factor	in	changing	transportation	behavior.	
	
	
The	Program:	
National	trends	indicate	that	children	are	leading	increasingly	sedentary	lives.	Local	
communities,	states	and	national	health	organizations	are	looking	to	SRTS	programs	as	a	way	to	
potentially	increase	physical	activity	and	to	improve	overall	health.	The	U.S.	Department	of	
Health	and	Human	Services,	the	American	Academy	of	Pediatrics,	and	the	Institute	of	Medicine	
have	all	suggested	walking	and	bicycling	to	school	as	ways	children	can	be	more	active.	First	
Lady	Michelle	Obama’s	Let’s	Move	campaign	also	recommends	thinking	about	the	trip	to	school	
as	an	opportunity	to	be	active.	In	addition,	children	who	walk	or	bicycle	to	school	are	more	
likely	to	walk	or	bicycle	to	other	destinations	in	their	neighborhood	than	children	who	are	
driven	to	school.	Physical	activity	also	prepares	students	for	deeper	learning	throughout	the	
day.		
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The	Napa	County	Safe	Routes	to	School	project	will	focus	on	non-infrastructure	components	
including	comprehensive	education	and	encouragement,	as	well	as	data	analysis	and	
community	engagement	to	guide	future	infrastructure	improvements	and	encouragement	
programs.	Through	this	program,	five	(5)	identified	schools	will	serve	as	pilot	schools	to	create	
sustainable	programs,	with	the	potential	for	expansion	to	additional	school	sites	in	future	years	
based	on	available	funding.	
	
Specifically,	the	program	will:	

• 	Conduct	quantitative	and	qualitative	analysis	of	existing	behavior	and	perceptions	
around	students	walking	and	riding	to	school	through	scientific	surveys	and	focus	
groups.	

• Analyze	existing	transportation	conditions	around	five	(5)	high-needs	schools	in	Napa	
County,	serving	2,563	students.	

• Develop	an	Active	Transportation	Action	Plan	in	partnership	with	school	community	
stakeholders	(students,	parents,	administration,	teachers,	law	enforcement,	public	
works)	with	recommendations	for	infrastructure	improvements	to	enhance	student	
safety	and	programs	to	promote	increased	walking	and	riding.	

• Provide	comprehensive	safety	and	encouragement	activities	at	identified	high-needs	
schools,	including	classroom-based	instruction	on	safe	walking	and	biking,	
encouragement	programs,	Bicycle	Rodeos,	community	building	activities,	and	on-street	
bicycle	skills	evaluations.	

• Promote	school-based	leadership	for	the	Safe	Routes	program,	through	identification	of	
teacher	and	parent	champions,	walking	school	bus	chaperones,	and	regular	engagement	
with	Parent-Teacher	groups	to	raise	awareness	around	youth	transportation	safety	&	
the	role	of	active	transportation	in	promoting	a	healthy	and	active	lifestyle.	

	
Students	using	alternative	transportation	methods	at	our	four	schools	with	the	lowest	active	
transportation	rates	will	increase	from	approximately	10%	to	20%	by	the	end	of	the	3-year	
program	implementation.	One	school,	Canyon	Oaks	Elementary,	will	be	utilized	as	a	“model	
school”	to	evaluate	how	active	involvement	from	parents,	teachers,	and	administrators	can	
increase	already	above-average	(23.5%)	active	transportation	rates.		Parents	and	students	will	
feel	more	confident	when	using	alterative	transportation	methods	and	can	serve	as	advocates	
for	their	peers.	Valuable	data	will	be	collected	and	summarized	to	inform	future	active	
transportation	infrastructure	activities,	potentially	including	construction	of	sidewalks,	
installation	of	bike	lanes	and	crosswalks,	traffic	calming,	secure	bicycle	parking,	and	other	
improvements.		This	project	directly	addresses	the	purpose	of	the	Safe	Routes	to	School	funding	
as	it	increases	safety	and	accessibility	for	public	school	students	to	walk	and/or	bike	to	school.	
	
A	map	of	each	proposed	school	site,	along	with	key	demographic	data,	follows	this	narrative.	
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Bel Aire Park Elementary 
 

3580 Beckworth Dr. 
Napa, CA 

 

2014/15 
Enrollment 498 

Active Transportation 
% 10% 

Collisions  
within ½ mile 33 

Free & Reduced Meal 
Program 46.6% 

English Language 
Learners 46.6% 
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Canyon Oaks Elementary 
 

475 Silver Oak Trail 
American Canyon, CA 

 

2014/15 
Enrollment 720 

Active Transportation 
% 23.5% 

Collisions  
within ½ mile 2 

Free & Reduced Meal 
Program 32.4% 

English Language 
Learners 21.9% 
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McPherson Elementary 
 

2670 Yajome St. 
Napa, CA 

 

2014/15 
Enrollment 533 

Active Transportation 
% Unknown 

Collisions  
within ½ mile 31 

Free & Reduced Meal 
Program 84.6% 

English Language 
Learners 71.5% 
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Snow Elementary 
 

1130 Foster Rd. 
Napa, CA 

 

2014/15 
Enrollment 514 

Active Transportation 
% 10% 

Collisions  
within ½ mile 1 

Free & Reduced Meal 
Program 76.3% 

English Language 
Learners 60.3% 
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St. Helena Elementary 
 

1325 Adams St. 
St. Helena, CA 

 

2014/15 
Enrollment 236 

Active Transportation 
% 10% 

Collisions  
within ½ mile 23 

Free & Reduced Meal 
Program 46.6% 

English Language 
Learners 29.7% 
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Project	Consistency	with	Regional	Transportation	Plan	2040	(RTP)	Goals:			
	
The	Napa	County	Safe	Routes	to	Schools	Program	is	consistent	with	the	goals	of	the	MTC	
Regional	Transportation	Plan	2040,	and	will	result	in	decreased	vehicle	trips	to	and	from	
schools,	while	engaging	youth	in	physical	activity	through	walking	and	biking.			
	

• Goal	#1	–	Reduce	per	capita	CO2	emissions	from	cars	and	light-duty	trucks	by	15%	by	
2035.			
The	SRTS	Program	will	reduce	the	number	of	vehicle	trips	to	and	from	schools	in	Napa	
County,	with	associated	reduction	in	idling	vehicles	adjacent	to	school	sites	in	the	
morning	and	afternoon	traffic	periods.		For	the	five	schools	receiving	programming,	we	
expect	to	see	a	cumulative	decrease	of	up	to	200	trips	per	day	by	the	end	of	year	three.	
	

• Goal	#3	–	Reduce	adverse	health	impacts	associated	with	air	quality,	road	safety,	and	
physical	inactivity	by	10%.			
The	SRTS	Program	will	increase	the	number	of	youth	walking	and	biking	to	school	
through	safety	education	and	encouragement	programs,	and	promote	lasting	changes	in	
transportation	choices	toward	more	walking	and	biking.		The	CDC	has	identified	the	
SRTS	Program	as	“associated	with	increased	cardiorespiratory	fitness	levels	among	
students,”	and	note	that	it	“could	also	contribute	to	increased	physical	activity	among	
adults.”		Based	on	2014	Napa	County	Public	Health	reports,	42%	of	Napa	County	fifth,	
seventh,	and	ninth	graders	either	overweight	or	obese.		Promoting	active	transportation	
through	the	Safe	Routes	to	Schools	program	will	provide	youth	the	safety	skills	and	
confidence	necessary	to	choose	active	transportation	options	for	both	school	and	non-
school	trips,	while	promoting	a	more	healthy	and	active	lifestyle.	
	

• Goal	#5	–	Decrease	the	share	of	lower-income	residents’	household	income	consumed	by	
transportation	and	housing	by	10%.			
A	majority	(56.6%)	of	students	at	the	schools	being	served	by	this	program	qualify	for	
the	Free	and	Reduced	Meal	Program.	Based	on	2014	data,	in	order	to	qualify	for	FRMP,	
a	family	of	four	must	have	had	a	household	income	of	less	than	$44,123.		While	the	
program	focuses	on	increasing	the	number	of	youth	using	active	transportation	to	get	to	
and	from	school,	anecdotal	evidence	indicates	that	the	program	may	also	increase	non-
school	related	active	transportation	mode	share	in	those	communities	receiving	
funding.		Replacing	a	daily	½	mile	commute	to	and	from	school	with	walking	or	biking	
would	save	the	average	family	$101.50	over	a	school	year,	based	on	2015	data	from	the	
American	Automobile	Association.	
	

• Goal	#9	–	Increase	non-auto	mode	share	by	10%.			
As	noted	above,	the	SRTS	Program	seeks	to	create	lasting	transportation	behavior	
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change	among	elementary	aged	children	through	comprehensive	education	and	
encouragement	activities.	The	Safe	Routes	program	has	been	shown	to	have	
repercussions	beyond	transportation	choices	to	and	from	school,	and	encourage	
children	and	to	consider	walking	or	riding	a	bicycle	to	the	grocery	store,	library,	to	visit	
friends,	and	for	numerous	other	trips.	

	
	
Is	there	a	Complete	Streets	Checklist	attached	to	this	application	(Question	3):	
	
See	the	Complete	Streets	Checklist	attached	to	the	end	of	this	document.	
	
Does	this	project	serve	a	Community	of	Concern	(Question	8):	
	
This	project	directly	serves	residents	living	in	Communities	of	Concern	in	Napa	County.		See	the	
map	attached	to	the	end	of	this	document	for	2014	Communities	of	Concern	identified	by	MTC.	
	
Community	Outreach	Conducted	by	Project	Proponents	(Question	10):	
	
Project	proponents,	the	Napa	County	Bicycle	Coalition	and	Napa	County	Office	of	Education,	
have	a	strong	presence	in	our	local	active	transportation	community,	and	regularly	meet	with	
community	groups,	project	stakeholders,	and	public	agency	staff	and	elected	officials	about	the	
SRTS	program	and	related	bicycle	safety	issues.		Listed	below	is	a	sampling	of	the	organizations	
that	have	received	information	and/or	provided	feedback	about	the	Safe	Routes	to	Schools	
program	in	2016.	
	

• Alta	Heights	Elementary	School	
• Browns	Valley	Elementary	School	
• Canyon	Oaks	Elementary	School	
• Donaldson	Way	Elementary	School	
• El	Centro	Elementary	School	
• McPherson	Elementary	School	
• Mt.	George	Elementary	School	
• Phillips	Elementary	School	
• River	Middle	School	
• Silverado	Middle	School	
• City	of	American	Canyon	–	Open	Space	Advisory	Committee	
• City	of	American	Canyon	–	Parks	&	Community	Services	Commission	
• City	of	Napa	–	Bicycle	&	Trails	Advisory	Committee	
• City	of	Napa	–	Public	Works	and	Parks	&	Recreation	Department	Staff	
• Eagle	Cycling	Club	
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• Environmental	Education	Coalition	of	Napa	County	
• Live	Healthy	Napa	County	
• Napa	County	Bicycle	Coalition	
• Napa	County	Clean	Air	Coalition	
• Napa	County	Coalition	of	Nonprofits	
• Napa	County	Office	of	Education	“Principal’s	Breakfast,	including	NVUSD,	St.	

Helena	Unified,	Calistoga	Joint	Unified,	Howell	Mountain,	and	Pope	Valley	
Union	District.	

• Napa	Valley	College	Cycling	&	Recreation	Club	
• Napa	Valley	College	Inter-Club	Council	
• Napa	Valley	Transportation	Authority	–	Active	Transportation	Advisory	

Committee	
• Napa	Valley	Transportation	Authority	–	Citizens	Advisory	Committee	
• Napa	Valley	Vine	Trail	Coalition	

 
 
 



Project:
Napa County Safe Routes to Schools Program (/projects/948)

Checklist:
Napa County Safe Routes to Schools Program   

Name Napa County Safe Routes to Schools Program

Description

The Napa County Safe Routes to Schools program builds upon over a decade of proven strategies
to increase the number of youth walking and riding to school, and make active-transportation
choices safer and more appealing to students and their parents. By incorporating scientific surveys
and school-specific analysis of barriers, along with a comprehensive education and encouragement
program, we aim to double the target audience walking and biking rate – from 10% to 20% of trips
to or from school – in three years.

Status In Progress
Project Napa County Safe Routes to Schools Program (/projects/948)
Location
Contact Name Patrick Band
Contact Email pband@napabike.org
Contact Phone 7078121770

Contact Address
3379 Solano Ave #1700 
Napa, CA 94558

1a

What bicycle and pedestrian
accommodations are currently included on
the facility or on facilities it intersects or
crosses? Please check all that apply.

Class I bicycle paths
Class II bicycle lanes
Class III bicycle routes
Class IV bikeways
Bicycle boxes
Raised separated bikeways
Bicycle Boulevards
Bicycle parking
Sidewalks on one side or both sides of street
Marked crosswalks
Protected intersection
Painted conflict zones
Narrow unpaved path
Pedestrian-actuated traffic signals or routine pedestrian cycle
Bulb-outs
Bicycle actuated traffic signals or routine bicyclist cycle
High visibility crosswalks
Pedestrian-level lighting
ADA-compliant ramps
Traffic signal push buttons
Refuge islands on roadways
Transit shelter
Wide curb lanes
Right turn only lanes
Transit vehicle stops
Pedestrian countdown signals
Way-finding or directional signage
None

     
Other

     
Please provide specifics of any items
checked above. See project application.

(/)
External usersMTC usersSponsorsCitiesChecklistsHome / projects

Sponsor login (/external_user_sessions/new)  |  MTC staff login (/internal_user_sessions/new)



     

1b

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

0-1/4 mile
1/4 mile to 1/2 mile
1/2 mile to 1 mile
1+ mile

     

1c
Please indicate needed pedestrian, bicycle,
or transit improvements in the project area
that staff or the public have identified

Improved lighting
sidewalks
Improve intersections
Mid-block crossings
Accommodations for the elderly or disabled or school age children
School age children
Transit shelters
ADA facilities
Widened curb lanes
Bicycle parking
Traffic signals responsive to bicycles
Shorter vehicular traffic signal cycles
Addressing choke points or gaps in pedestrian or bicycle
RR crossings
Bike racks on busses
Widened or better-lit under crossings
Removed slip lanes
Right turn only lanes
None

     
Other Project will evaluate need for additional bicycle and pedestrian improvements.

     

1d Please describe the overall context of the
project area:

Project will evaluate and make recommendations at five (5) elementary school sites with high
collision rates and/or low active transportation rates.

     

1e

What existing challenges could the
proposed project improve for bicycle,
pedestrian, or transit travel in the vicinity of
the proposed project?

Unresponsive signals to bicycles
Lack of bicycle parking
Freeway on-off ramps
Narrow curb lanes
Choke points
RR crossings
No bike racks on buses
Wide roadway crossings
Long signal cycles which require pedestrians to wait long periods of time
Short signal crossing times
Narrow undercrossings, overcrossings
Slip lanes
Sidewalk obstruction or missing sidewalk
Pedestrian-level lighting
Lack of ADA compliant facilities
Lack of Transit vehicle stops

     
Other Project will evaluate need for additional bicycle and pedestrian improvements.

     

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?

Educational institutions
Transit stations
Senior centers
High-density land uses
Downtowns
Shopping areas
Medical centers
Major public venues
Government buildings
Parks



     
Other

     

3a
Have you considered collisions involving
bicyclists and pedestrians along the route
of the facility?

Yes

     
If so, please provide the number of
collisions and describe the outcomes of
each:

Various. See application for additional details.

     

If so, what resources have you consulted?
Data was collected and analyzed through UC Berkeley Transportation Injury Mapping System
(TIMS) and California Office of Traffic Safety (OTS). Additional data from existing programs at
some school sites was evaluated.

     

4a

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

City or town bicycle plan
Countywide bicycle plan
City or town pedestrian plan
Countywide pedestrian plan
Combined bicycle and pedestrian plan
ADA transition plan
General plan
Specific plan
Regional transportation Plan
Sales tax expenditure plan
Station area access plan
No plans

     
Other

     
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 Deputy Directive 64
Caltrans Highway Design Manual (Chapter 1000)
ACR 211
MUTCD 2003
MUTCD California supplement
Americans with Disabilities Act Accessibility Guidelines (ADAAG)
MTC Pedestrian Districts Study
None
more

     

Other Project will evaluate and make recommendations based on existing conditions and policies
listed above, and others as applicable.

     
If so, have the policies been followed? Yes

     
5b N/A No
     

5c

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

AASHTO bicycle and pedestrian design guides
Americans with Disabilities Act Accessibility Guidelines
Caltrans Design Information Bulletin 89
Caltrans Highway Design Manual
Caltrans California MUTCD
Caltrans Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities in California
FHWA MUTCD
ITE Designing Urban Walkable Thoroughfares
NACTO Urban Bikeway Design Guide
N/A - no bicycle or pedestrian facilities included



None
     

6a

What comments have been made
regarding bicycle and pedestrian
accommodations at BPAC, stakeholder, or
public meetings at which the proposed
project has been discussed?

Project as been discussed at numerous stakeholder, advisory committee, and public
meetings, and has strong local support.

     
How have you responded to comments
received? Comments are generally received and responded to in person.

     

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

Class I bicycle paths
Class II bicycle lanes
Class III bicycle routes
Class IV bikeways
Bicycle boxes
Raised separated bikeways
Bicycle Boulevards
Bicycle parking
Sidewalks on one side or both sides of street
Widened sidewalks
Marked crosswalks
Protected intersection
Painted conflict zones
Narrow unpaved path
Pedestrian-actuated traffic signals or routine pedestrian cycle
Bulb-out
Bicycle actuated traffic signals or routine bicyclist cycle
High visibility crosswalks
Pedestrian-level lighting
ADA-compliant ramps
Traffic signal push buttons
Refuge islands on roadways
Transit shelters
Wide curb lanes
Right turn only lanes
Transit vehicle stops
Pedestrian countdown signals
Way-finding or directional signage
None

     

Other Project will make recommendations for safety and accessibility improvement at identified
sites. No construction activities are proposed.

     

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 incorporates
neither bicycle nor 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

     
Was a road diet or car parking removal
considered? N/A



     
What would be the cost of the added
bicycle and/or pedestrian facility? 0

     
If the proposed project incorporates
bicycle or pedestrian improvements, what
proportion is the bicycle and/or pedestrian
facility of the total project cost?

0

     
If right-of-way challenges are the reason
for the hindrance, please explain the
analysis that led to this conclusion.

N/A

     

9a
How will access for bicyclists and
pedestrians be maintained during project
construction?

Alternative signed bicycle route
Alternative signed pedestrian route
Separated pedestrian pathway
Other

     
Other N/A

     

10aWhat agency will be responsible for
ongoing maintenance of the facility? N/A

     

10bHow will ongoing maintenance be
budgeted? N/A

     

Metropolitan 
Transportation 
Commission

375 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA
94105

Phone: 415.778.6700 info@mtc.ca.gov
(mailto:info@mtc.ca.gov)

© 2016 MTC
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OR exceeds the threshold value for Low-Income AND also exceeds the 
threshold values for three or more variables, it is a COC. 
5ource :Af))€ricanCommunt y5umy, Decenn ia/ Census 
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