SIX-COUNTY REGIONAL
2019 ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM
Regional Supplement to the State ATP Application

City of Citrus Heights
Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets Phase 2

2019 REGIONAL ATP CALENDAR
Regional ATP Policy Framework Approved by SACOG Board

June 21, 2018

Advance release of Regional ATP Application materials

July 13, 2018

CTC adoption of Regional Policy Framework; Regional ATP Call for projects

August 15, 2018
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August 31, 2018, 4 p.m.

Release of State ATP funding recommendations
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CTC adoption of State ATP funding recommendations

January 2019

Release of Regional ATP funding recommendations

January 30, 2019
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March 21, 2019
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This Supplemental Application provides Regional ATP -specific information to complement the State ATP
application. Per the State ATP Guidelines, all Regional ATP applicants must first compete through the State
ATP application process.

All application materials are available online at:
https://www.sacog.org/active-transportation-program
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I.
1.

PROJECT INFORMATION
Are you applying for a reduced version of the scope identified in your State ATP application?
Yes

No

If yes, revise these parts of your State ATP application and submit it with your Regional ATP Supplement. This
information is needed for Caltrans to process your project if awarded funding.
Part A2: General Project Information
Part A4: Project Details
Part A5: Project Schedule
Part A6: Project Funding

2.

Partial Scope Description

If SACOG could only partially fund your project, is there a reduced scope/usable partial stage of your project? Please
describe the reduced or partial scope and cost(s). (suggested length: 1 paragraph)
If SACOG cannot fully fund the $1.5 million request, the City can adjust the southern limit of the project to build a
shorter, but still useable segment. As proposed, the project will construct over ½ mile of Complete Streets
improvements. If a lesser amount of Regional ATP funding is received (such as $0.5 million), the City can reduce the
scope proportionately.

3.

Project Funding Request
My funding request meets the minimum dollar amount and matching fund requirements.
Project funding request:

$1,500,000 (Regional ATP)
$2,700,000 (Community Design)
$4,000,000 (Regional Program)

Project matching funds:

$4,500,000 (Local Funds)

TOTAL PROJECT COST:

12,700,000
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II.

SCREENING CRITERIA

Please fill out Part II in its entirety.
1.

Project is one of the eligible types of non-infrastructure, infrastructure, or a combination of infrastructure and
non-infrastructure.
Yes
No

2.

Explain how this project is consistent with the long-range transportation plan in your county: The El Dorado
County Transportation Commission (EDCTC) Regional Transportation Plan, the Placer County Transportation
Planning Agency (PCTPA) Regional Transportation Plan, or the Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG)
Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (MTP/SCS) for Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo,
and Yuba counties. (Check the option most applicable to your project.)
Infrastructure Project is a planned project included in the SACOG Regional Bicycle, Pedestrian, and Trails Master
Plan, MTP/SCS, and/or the Regional Transportation Plan of EDCTC or PCTPA. Provide the project name and number
(if available) and the applicable document title and page number.
Improvements to bicycle facilities along Auburn Boulevard are illustrated in the SACOG Regional Bicycle,
Pedestrian, and Trails Master Plan (Appendix B, ID #30012, pg. 92-93).
The project is consistent with policies in the adopted 2016 SACOG Metropolitan Transportation Plan/SCS which
encourage local investment in bicycle and pedestrian facilities. These include: Policy 3 (Strategy 3.5) and Policy 29
(Strategy 29.1).
If your infrastructure project is not included as described above, please explain any special circumstances that
precluded it from being included in the applicable Regional Transportation Plan (100 words or less).

Non-Infrastructure Project that meets at least one of two eligibility requirements:
1) Encourage biking and walking through public information, education, training, and awareness, or
2) Perform studies and develop plans that support one or more of the project performance outcomes of the
program.
3.

Project is ready for inclusion into the short-term Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program (Fiscal Years
2019-2022), with project scope and cost.
Yes

4.

5.

No

Project is eligible for Active Transportation Program funding. (consult with RTPA and/or Caltrans staff to discuss
funding eligibility.)
Yes
No
Project meets the minimum dollar amount for an infrastructure or non-infrastructure project and includes at
least an 11.47% local match; local match requirements apply to all project types (Infrastructure, Noninfrastructure, combination of non-infrastructure and infrastructure).
A. Infrastructure project minimum total cost is $282,390 ($250,000 funding request + $32,390 local match).
Yes

No

2019 Supplemental Regional ATP Application

Page 4 of 16

B. Non-Infrastructure project minimum total cost is $56,478 ($50,000 funding request + $6,478 local match).
Yes
6.

Project proposal culminated from a community-based public participation process with demonstrated
stakeholder support.
Yes

7.

No

No

Project demonstrates coordination with the California Conservation Corps (CCC) or a certified community
conservation corp. (Applies to infrastructure and non-infrastructure projects applying to the Regional ATP.)
The applicant must send the project description, detailed estimate, project schedule, project map, and preliminary
plans to the CCC and CALCC prior to application submittal to SACOG. The corps agencies can be contacted at:
http://calocalcorps.org/active-transportation-program/
https://ccc.ca.gov/what-we-do/natural-resource-management/active-transportation-program/

A. The applicant has coordinated with the CCC to identify how a state conservation corps can be a partner of
the project. Yes

No

B. The applicant has coordinated with a representative from the California Association of Local Conservation
Corps (CALCC) to identify how a certified community conservation corps can be a partner of the project.
Yes

No

C. The applicant intends to utilize the CCC or a certified community conservation corps on all items where
participation is indicated by the corps? Yes

No

D. Did the CCC and a certified community conservation corps indicate they cannot participate in the project?
Yes

No

E. The project sponsor is electing to provide demonstration of the cost-effectiveness clause 23 CFR 635.204
and provide the relevant documentation. (include in Appendix) Yes
8.

No

Project is not part of developer-funded basic good practices in a new development.
See the Federal Highway Administration’s guidance for more background on basic good practices.
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bicycle_pedestrian/guidance/design.cfm
Yes

No

Please explain if the project is serving a new development but is still outside of developer-funded basic good
practices (100 words or less).
Development projects on the horizon will be conditioned to provide in lieu fees and/or dedication and will continue to be
conditioned as redevelopment occurs. This was the case with the newly-approved Rally’s Hamburgers development on Auburn
Blvd. The city required paving and landscaping conditions which meet complete street improvement standards. Specifics of
future developer contributions will depend upon projects' scale and nexus to Auburn Boulevard. In sum, potential
redevelopment projects on the 20-year horizon are unlikely to trigger significant conditions of development that would meet or
surpass the amount sought in this grant application; however, properties will be conditioned whenever possible.
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III.

LOCAL IMPACT OF PROJECT

Suggested length: maximum 1 page
Please describe why this project is a priority for your agency, also considering the following points:
 Mark the plans that describe the need for the project.
Planning
Describes
Last
Name & hyperlink
Document
Need for
Updated
(for those checked yes)
Project?
(year, for
(check if
those
yes)
checked
yes)
Sustainability plan
X
2011
Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plan
http://www.citrusheights.net/203/Greenhouse-GasReduction-Plan
Active
X
2015,
Citrus Heights Bikeway Master Plan
transportation plan
2016
http://www.citrusheights.net/857/Bikeway-Master-Plan
(e.g. Bicycle Master
Plan, Trails Master
Citrus Heights Pedestrian Master Plan
Plan, etc.)
http://www.citrusheights.net/DocumentCenter/View/5909
Economic
X
2018
The Boulevard Plan
revitalization plan
http://www.citrusheights.net/256/Boulevard-Plan
Other local,
X
2011
Citrus Heights General Plan
regional, or state
http://www.citrusheights.net/201/General-Plan
planning
document(s)
(identify each)
 Discuss projects, plans, and programs (job or housing projects, transportation investments, park improvements,
etc.) near the project area anticipated for construction in the immediate future (next five years).
 Include any information specific to the Regional ATP criteria that is not discussed in your State ATP application.
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Auburn Boulevard has been the city’s highest priority capital project for over 15 years. The city has worked tirelessly to
transform the Boulevard from an auto-oriented former highway into a walkable, bikeable, transit friendly destination
within the city and the region.
The Boulevard Plan was the driving force for this renewal, establishing a vision for the corridor that will result in the
revitalization of the Boulevard. This community-based plan (land use plan, complete streets plan, and economic
revitalization plan) was developed in 2005 and was unique in its time in that it combined land use changes along with a
Complete Streets approach to the revitalization of the corridor.
The Boulevard Plan prioritizes land uses which are supportive of active transportation, including restaurants,
entertainment destinations, housing, and mixed use projects. Since Phase 1 of the Boulevard was completed in 2014,
there has been a wave of private investment into the Boulevard. Recently Studio Movie Grill announced a $20 million
investment into the northern gateway of Auburn Boulevard. On the southern gateway, the owner of Bear Paw shoes
recently remodeled their international headquarters (in Sylvan Corners) and received approval for a 42 unit horizontal
mixed use project at Sylvan Corners. This same owner has purchased several other properties on Auburn Boulevard with
the overall objective to redevelop aging properties into vibrant centers supportive of the Boulevard Plan vision. The Plan
calls for introduction of more of these types of uses, and increased interest over recent years indicates this trend will
continue.
The city’s Bikeway Master Plan identifies Auburn Boulevard as an important north/south route through the city. By
providing Class II bike lanes, the project will result in a seamless 4 mile safe, convenient, and comfortable bike route along
Auburn Boulevard, Sylvan Road, and San Juan Avenue connecting the northern and southern city limits.
The city’s Pedestrian Master Plan recognizes Auburn Boulevard as a community destination and identifies the Boulevard
as a Priority 1 (highest priority) pedestrian project. The Pedestrian Master Plan also identifies perpendicular routes as
those that need pedestrian improvements to provide connectivity to Auburn Boulevard by installing sidewalk where
missing and closing gaps along these routes. These routes also provide connectivity to nearby Mariposa Elementary and
Grand Oaks elementary, each meeting the criteria as disadvantaged schools per ATP. The Pedestrian Master Plan will
result in safe routes across Auburn for students and residents that transverse Auburn Boulevard on their route to school
or other destinations along the Boulevard.
The city’s Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plan (Sustainability Plan) recognizes that a modal shift from cars to bicycles,
pedestrians and transit is key to achieving the City’s greenhouse gas reduction goals (10-15% below 2005 levels by 2020).
The GGRP, anticipated this shift would be supported by infrastructure improvements and land use changes identified by
the Boulevard Plan.
Finally, the city’s General Plan adopted a Complete Streets approach to the city’s transportation network. The General
Plan calls for more projects, similar to Auburn Boulevard, to occur along other corridors. Further, the General Plan
recognizes the importance of Auburn Boulevard as a destination from a CEQA perspective. The General Plan exempts
Auburn Boulevard (as well as other corridors) from the LOS requirements applicable to other locations in the City. As a
result, proposed redevelopments along this corridor have a streamlining effect to help encourage continuing
redevelopment of the corridor.
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IV.

PROJECT PERFORMANCE

0-95 points total
Complete the Regional ATP Project Performance Assessment Tool summary output table for all questions. Input the data
measure values into the tables below and include the excel output summary table with your electronic application submittal.

1. Increasing Biking and Walking
(0-40 points) Suggested length: maximum 1 page, including data table
Question 1 focuses on how the project will increase active transportation trips . It is addressed in question 2 in
all State ATP applications. Fill out the PPA table, but do not write a narrative response for this question unless
you are clarifying about a reduction of scope from the originally proposed State ATP project.
Check one strategy to increase biking and walking that best describes your project’s outcome; this step is required for all
applicants.

☐ Increase access to schools
☒ Increase access to transit
Table IV.1.1 Performance Measures Provided by PPA Tool
Data Measure
Number of times a transit vehicle stops daily in
the project area (To what extent does the project
support an area with productive transit service?)

Project value
3.48

Community Average
1.21

Regional Average
0.06

☒ Eliminate gaps/remove barriers in the active transportation network
Table IV.1.2 Performance Measures Provided by PPA Tool
Data Measure
Project value
Community Average
Bike lanes and paths/total roadway mileage (To 2%
22%
what extent is the project in, or add to, an area
supported by a network of dedicated bike
facilities?)
Number of 3 and 4-way intersections per acre of 0.18
0.16
the project area (To what extent is the project in,
or add to, an area with high street connectivity to
encourage walking?)

Regional Average
10%

0.03

Describe how the proposed project increase active transportation trips by increasing access for potential users.
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2. Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians
(0-20 points) Suggested length: maximum 1 page, including PPA table
Question 2 focuses on how effectively the project will address safety issues or concerns in the project area. It is
answered in question 3 of the non-infrastructure, large, medium, and small infrastructure State ATP applications. Fill out the
PPA table and only provide a narrative response to this question if you:
1. Used the Plan State ATP application, or
2. Are providing a clarification regarding a reduction of scope in your Regional ATP application.
Table IV.2 Performance Measures Provided by PPA Tool
Data Measure

Project value

Community Average

Regional Average

Total collisions per 1 million VMT (Does the
facility have a high rate of collisions?)
% bike/ped collisions (Does the facility have a
high rate of collisions involving pedestrians or
cyclists?)

0.14

0.90

0.70

19%

18%

14%

Describe how the project will address the causes of safety issues or concerns in the project area.

3. Performance Potential
(0-20 points) Suggested length: maximum 1 page, including PPA table
Question 3 examines how the proposed project is the best option to meet the needs of anticipated users in the project area,
with respect to the surrounding environment, constraints, and cost-effectiveness.

A. ANALYSIS OF ALTERNATIVES
(0-10 points)
How did you determine that the proposed project is the preferred alternative for the project area?
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The Boulevard Plan was based on a robust, multi-year community engagement effort to establish a vision for the
corridor and provide the tools necessary to implement that vision. This Plan identified a Complete Streets approach
coupled with land use changes supportive of active transportation. At the same time, the Plan recognizes the
constraints of a built out environment. As a result, the plan was designed to maximize pedestrian safety through
separated sidewalks and provide Class II bike lanes for bicycle users. The proposed project provides the desired
community outcomes while recognizing right of way constraints, therefore the project tis the preferred alternative.

B. CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN
(0-10 points)
Question 3B is answered in question 5 in the large and medium infrastructure State ATP applications. Projects using all
other State ATP application forms (i.e. Plan, Non-infrastructure, or Small Infrastructure) must answer this question.
Table IV.3 Performance Measures Provided by PPA Tool
Data Measure
Facility speed and AADT

Project value
24,537

Community Average
N/A

Regional Average
N/A

Describe how the project design is context-sensitive (i.e., features are appropriate for surrounding land uses,
transportation needs and user comfort, and community vision)?
The Complete Streets Approach is recognized as a best practice in addressing the issues often affiliated with midcentury corridors, such as Auburn Boulevard. The existing corridor includes a number of safety concerns for all vehicle
users. The project addresses these concerns through improvements that benefit all users. This includes driveway
consolidation, installation of landscaped medians, installation of wide separated (5-6’) sidewalks and bike lanes as
well as enhanced transit stops.
The posted speed limits along Auburn Blvd between the northern city limits and Antelope Road are 40 mph. Given the
speed of traffic, special attention is necessary to ensure bike user safety. While recent best practices suggest that on
stret separated bikeways (Class IV) may be preferable to Class II bike lanes, right of way constraints make Class IV
infeasible. Widening the ROW to accommodate Class IV lanes would result in further impacts to existing businesses
and would necessitate full takes (purchasing entire businesses) which greatly impacts the project costs and feasibility.
The combined impact of proposed Complete Streets Improvements is anticipated to also result in speed reductions
along the corridor. Coupled with landscaping and pedestrian-scale lighting, the project will result in a more walkable
environment. Undergrounding utilities is also considered best practice, and will be completed along the project area
which eliminates barriers to pedestrians and mobility devices as well as hazards for vehicles. This adds to pedestrian
comfort and community aesthetics. The transit facilities will be upgraded to include shelter, comfortable seating, and
amenities.
The Boulevard Plan specifically calls for context-sensitive development and provides guidelines for design, facade
improvements, attractive signage, accessible pedestrian routes from roads to buildings, and landscaping standards
(including storm water quality). This is evident from redevelopment that has taken place since Phase 1 has been
completed, including a mixed-use housing project that is currently underway.
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Currently, the stress level experienced by bikes, pedestrians, and vehicles is high. The existing environment is
inhospitable and drab. The Project will go beyond the minimum design standards to maximize potential users of all
ages and abilities. Wider sidewalks will provide comfort and access for pedestrians, strollers, and mobility device
users. Vertical curb will provide protection from vehicles. Class II bike lanes are wider than the minimum standard,
providing an extra safety cushion between vehicles and bicycles. The undergrounded utilities remove barriers and add
to the ambiance for all users. Pedestrian-scale lighting will bring additional aesthetics and attraction for all users.
Safety has been a major concern for bikes and pedestrians within the project area. The driveway consolidations
reduce conflicts between vehicles, pedestrians, and bicyclists. The dedicated bike lanes and wider sidewalks will
provide a sense of greater separation and safety, in addition to more predictable paths of travel.
The new gateway traffic signal at the northern end of the project area provides a new, signalized crossing for
pedestrians and bikes to access the redeveloped Louis Orlando Transit Center.

4. Supporting greenhouse gas reduction goals
(0-8 points) Suggested length: maximum 1 page, including PPA table
Question 4 is specific to the Regional ATP Supplement; all project sponsors must answer this question. The question focuses
on how the project advances the active transportation efforts of SACOG to achieve greenhouse gas reduction goals while
improving health and sustainability as established pursuant to SB 375 and SB 391.
Table IV.4 Performance Measures Provided by PPA Tool
Data Measure

Project value

Community Average

Regional Average

VMT/capita (Does the project serve an area that
currently has low VMT per capita?)
% change VMT/capita (Does the project serve an area
significantly decreasing its VMT per capita through
time?)
2036 bike mode share (Does project serve an area
projected to increase bike mode share?)
2036 walk mode share (Does project serve an area
projected to increase walk mode share?)

18.3

13.5

18.3

-7%

-11%

-6%

0.7%

4.7%

2.1%

5.5%

16.3%

8.3%

Describe the project’s potential to reduce the number of vehicle trips taken (i.e. replace) or to shorten vehicle miles
traveled (VMT) by shifting more trips from automobiles to biking and/or walking. Consider addressing the project’s role
in:
 supporting trips serving utilitarian purposes (e.g. trips to school, work, services, shopping), and/or
 how the investment complements a change in density or mixture of land uses (identified in approved local
plans and/or the MTP/SCS) in the project area to support increased biking and walking trips.
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The development of the Boulevard Plan was predicated on a complete streets approach coupled with land use vision
to support uses that support active transportation. The plan includes wide separated sidewalks, Class II bike lanes,
enhanced transit stops with frequent service, pedestrian scale lighting and other improvements intended to make
active transportation safe, convenient, and comfortable.
The project provides direct connectivity to the Orlando Transit Center, a shared transit transfer site between
Sacramento Regional Transit, Placer County Transit, and Roseville Transit. This provides opportunities for connections
to the broader region and downtown Sacramento via light rail. This connection allows for residents of Citrus Heights to
utilize transit to get to work or residents of other areas to work on Auburn Boulevard.
The Boulevard Plan provides for a mix of uses along the corridor including housing and mixed use projects. This type of
development will result in reduced VMT by allowing residents to access services by walking and biking along the
Boulevard or taking transit to other locations. These land use changes encourage active uses as well which result in the
Boulevard becoming a destination, as opposed to residents choosing to travel outside the City for entertainment and
dining options.

5. Supporting economic prosperity
(0-7 points) Suggested length: maximum 1 page, including PPA table
Question 5 is specific to the Regional ATP Supplement; all project sponsors must answer this question. The question focuses
on how the project supports local economic strategies, e.g. through providing access to opportunity (connections to jobs or
education), or creating a sense of place.

Table IV.5 Performance Measures Provided by PPA Tool
Data Measure

Project value

Community Average

Regional Average

Net jobs/acre (Does the project serve an
area with high employment?)
2012 K-university enrollment per net
acre (To what extent does the project
support accessibility to educational
facilities?)

21.60

28.4

13.4

0.4

3.1

0.2

How will this project support local economic development goals or strategies? Consider discussing the project’s role in
supporting these strategies (not all will apply to each project):
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Creating a sense of place1
Improving accessibility to opportunity, e.g. job sites or educational/training facilities
Increasing perceived safety in the project area, catalyzing re-use of underutilized parcels, or other locallyidentified means to strengthen economic prosperity.
A significant goal of the Boulevard Plan is to transform the Boulevard into a vibrant, walkable community with a sense
of place. As described in the Plan:
a.
b.
c.

Seizing the opportunity to reinvent The Boulevard, the city adopted The Boulevard Plan: Reinventing the Auburn
Boulevard Corridor, which called for mixed use developments in an urbanizing environment and was designed to
anticipate the change in land uses and the community insistence on quality reinvestment. The Boulevard embodied
the civic vision of interconnected neighborhoods; walkable safe streets; and a variety of civic, commercial, and social
centers. Most of all, the city ensured that every project made a contribution to the vision of the community and the
Boulevard.
As described above, the plan is rooted in sound Smart Growth principles which embody community reinvestment and
economic prosperity. The plan’s introduction of housing and mix of uses not only increases jobs but also increases
access to jobs that can be achieved through walking and biking. Recently, the headquarters of Bear Paw shoes, located
in Sylvan Corners, received approval for the first residential project on Auburn Boulevard in decades. The intent of this
project is to provide housing for employees of Bear Paw shoes as well as other community members. This project will
transform an otherwise underutilized parcel into a horizontal mixed use project serving both Bear Paw and its
employees.
The project will increase transit ridership and provides a direct link via the Louis/Orlando Transit Center to the region
for improved accessibility to job centers in Roseville (via Sac RT and Roseville Transit), Sacramento (via light rail), and
Sunrise MarketPlace (via Regional Transit).
The broader Auburn Boulevard Plan has a focus on flexibility to help eliminate retail vacancies on storefronts. Recently,
the city amended the Boulevard Plan to allow additional users into the Boulevard which has already reduced
vacancies. This approach has led to re-use of vacant or underutilized centers which adds more eyes on the street to
help improve safety along the entire Boulevard, raising property values, increasing rents, and increasing economic
prosperity.

V.

OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

(5 points; up to 15 points if DAC points are applied) Suggested length: maximum 1 page, including PPA table

1. APPLICANT’S PERFORMANCE ON PAST GRANTS
Describe your agency’s history delivering ATP-funded projects, including whether ATP funds were deprogrammed from any of your projects. If ATP funds were de-programmed, please explain what your agency
will do differently to avoid losing additional funds.

1

Placemaking is defined as a combination of strategies (e.g. zoning, context-sensitive design standards, planned
infrastructure, etc.) that lead to a built environment where walking and biking can become a primary mode for shorter
distance trips.
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The city currently has two ATP-funded projects underway. The first is the Electric Greenway Project, which was
awarded a regional ATP grant in September 2016 for the amount of $350,000 and an additional $5,866,000 was
awarded through the ATP SB Augmentation in September 2017. The Request for Authorization for PA/ED was
submitted November 2017 and the SB1 Augmentation allocation was subsequently approved by the CTC in on
February 1 2018. The city approved a consultant contract award for PA/ED in May 2018 and the project is
currently on schedule and on budget.
The second ATP project being administered by the city is a Safe Routes to School Project, Mariposa 4, which is
currently in the PA/ED phase. The Project was awarded $2,078,000 in November 2016 in the Regional ATP
Program through SACOG. Allocation was requested in November 2017 and approved by CTC February 1, 2018
and allocated state funding for PA/ED. A Request for Proposals was issued in April 2018 and a consultant
services agreement was awarded in August 2018. The Project is currently on time and on budget.

2. PROJECT READINESS
Discuss how your agency will deliver your project through the CTC on time and within budget, including past
lessons learned on delivering projects with public agency partners (e.g. permitting agencies), and any risks you
identified that could throw the project off-schedule or create cost overruns.
The Project is the highest priority transportation capital project for the city. This application is part of a larger
effort to complete Phase 2 and complete the connection to the Roseville city limits/Placer County line. The city
has been working on this project for over 15 years. There are dedicated staff in the General Services and
Community Development departments who are experienced with federal project delivery requirements
currently managing the PA/ED and ROW phases and ready to deliver the final phases of the Project. Together
these departments have successfully funded and constructed large federally funded projects on-time and
within budget, including the Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets Project Phase 1 and 2 Design, Phase 1
(Segments 1 and 2) Construction , Sunrise Boulevard Complete Streets Project Phase 1A, Mariposa Safe Routes
to School Projects, and the Old Auburn Multi-use trail project.
ROW is 75% complete and will be 100% complete in FY 18-19.
The Project has support of the affected property owners as well as the community at large. In fact, the city is
seeking to obtain funding to complete the Project without having to break it into smaller phases so as to finish
the project as soon as possible and deliver the completed project to the community and the region.

3. BENEFIT TO DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES
This question focuses on how the project will benefit residents of disadvantaged communities. It is
addressed in all State ATP applications. Fill out the PPA table, but do not provide a narrative
response for question 3 unless you are providing a clarification regarding a reduction of scope .
Table V.1 Performance Measures Provided by PPA Tool
Data Measure
Low income, high minority population
(LIHM) (Does the project provide benefits
to underserved populations?)
2019 Supplemental Regional ATP Application
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Community Average
N/A

Regional Average
N/A

% LIHM population (Does the project serve
a disadvantaged community?)

30%

56%

30%

Describe how the project provides a meaningful benefit for a disadvantaged community.
The ‘disadvantaged community’ referenced in the State ATP application is based on the percentage of students in
the area who are dependent upon Free or Reduced Priced School Meals at Grand Oaks Elementary (77%) and
Mariposa Elementary (83%).
Upgrades to pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure allow for safer, more spacious, and more active modes of
transportation for students commuting to/from school via Auburn Boulevard, and multiple programs and services at
Rusch Park; the park District partners with the schools to provide after school and summer program activities and
students often go from one to the other. The park also provides a direct route to Grand Oaks Elementary; the
project therefore provides connections adding value and safety to that particular route option.
Within the project area, 80% of students at the schools (on average) are reliant upon free and reduced-price meals
programs. Parents and guardians of these students will also benefit from the project by having improved access to
local and regional transit facilities within the project area (Louis Orlando Transit Center). This access will improve
their commuting options to regional job centers (such as Roseville Galleria, Sutter and Kaiser Roseville Hospitals,
Sunrise Mall, downtown Sacramento, etc.).
For students crossing the project area (approx. 35), the project will be both physically convenient and logical for
them to navigate. The sidewalks are currently difficult to navigate due to their derelict conditions and numerous
utility poles obstructing foot traffic. The project connects to existing improvements to the south, providing
connectivity to an additional disadvantaged area south of the project (where previous improvements meet Phase
2). Residents will have safer access to Rusch Park, Mariposa and Grand Oaks schools, as well as public transit
facilities on both Antelope Road and Auburn Boulevard, and near I-80 (Louis Orlando Transit Center, serving Placer
County, the City of Roseville, and the City of Citrus Heights).
Grand Oaks and Mariposa were included in the Citrus Heights School Walkability Master Plan Report, completed
2011-2015. At both schools the top concerns of parents related to walking and bicycling to school was the speed
and volume of traffic on major roads (arterials and collectors), and the difficulty of finding safe places to cross these
roads. The master plan included a number of recommendations to increase safety and the share of walking and
bicycling, including complete streets projects on major roads, such as this project on Auburn Blvd. Each school has
requested additional Safe Routes support since completion of the master plan, and major roads remain a top
concern of principals, parent teacher organizations, school site councils, and individual students and parents.
The Auburn Boulevard Business Association (ABBA), who act as advocates for local businesses and spurring
economic growth in the area, are also vocal supporters of the project.
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V. PROJECT APPLICATION CHECKLIST
☐ Eligibility: Potential applicants may check with the contacts identified for SACOG, EDCTC (for project sponsors in El
Dorado County), or PCTPA (for projects in Placer County) regarding the eligibility of their project or their eligibility as
an applicant (project sponsor) for federal transportation funding.
☐ Program Schedule: Review the Regional ATP Calendar for important dates.
☐ Application contents: Review pages for all needed elements and compliance with page limits and formatting
requirements.






Signed cover letter (electronic signature is accepted)
Completed Application
 Project Information—Section I
 Screening Criteria—Section II
 Local Impact of Project—Section III
 Project Performance—Section IV
 Other Considerations—Section V
 Project Performance Assessment Tool Output Table (excel)
Complete Appendix—in order
a. State ATP Application
b. Any additional exhibits not included in your State ATP application
c. Partner Support Letters not included in your State ATP application (if project is co-sponsored)
d. Miscellaneous – Any other information in support of your project not included in your State ATP
application
Please do not include a complete Master Plan or other local planning document with your application.

☐ Implementation Requirements: Review the Screening Criteria in Part II to make sure your project is eligible.
☐ Submittal Deadline: Please submit one (1) signed original, three (3) color copies of the complete grant application no
later than 4:00 p.m. on Friday, August 31, 2018, to:
Victoria S. Cacciatore, Active Transportation Program Manager
Sacramento Area Council of Governments
1415 L Street, Suite 300
Sacramento, CA 95814
The grant submittal deadline will be strictly enforced. Failure to submit all required parts of the application may
result in the application being screened out of the competition.
☐ Electronic File Submittal: Submit one (1) USB, compact disc, or email/filesharing site (vcacciatore@sacog.org) with
a PDF file of all the application contents and an excel version of the Project Performance Assessment Tool Output
Table no later than 4:00 p.m. on Friday, August 31, 2018.

2019 Supplemental Regional ATP Application
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Appendix B

NOT A PART OF REDUCED SCOPE
FOR REGIONAL ATP SUBMITTAL

Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 4
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.

Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).

Project Information:
Agency: City of Citrus Heights
Date: 8/30/2018
Project Description: Phase 2A of of a vibrant, active, 'complete street' project including bike lane installations, wide sidewalks, transit enhacements
Project Location: Auburn Boulevard between Orlando Avenue (in Roseville) to Oak Grove Ave.
License #: C 43991
Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: Stuart Hodgkins

Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:
Cost Breakdown

Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)
Item
No.

Item

General Overhead-Related Construction Items
Mobilization
1
Construction Staking
2
Erosion and Sediment Control (SWPPP)
3
Traffic Control System
4
5
General Construction Items (non-decorative only)
Remove Retaining Wall
6
Clearing and Grubbing & Misc Site Prep
7
Remove Tree
8
Roadway Excavation (Landscape Areas)
9
Remove Concrete (Curb, Gutter, and
10
Sidewalk)
Remove Parking Lot Striping
11
Remove/Relocate Parking Lot Lighting &
12
Signage
Potholing and Supplemental Survey
13
HMA (Type A), Class 2 Aggregate base
14
(Roadway)
Class 2 Aggregate base (C&G, Sidewalk)
15
Masonry Retaining Wall (Type 6B)
16
Minor Concrete (Type 3 Curb) (Curb at Back
17
of walk)
Minor Concrete (Type 4 Curb)
18
Minor Concrete (Type 5 Curb)
19
Minor Concrete (Type 2 Curb and Gutter)
20
Stamped Concrete (Roadway)
21
Stamped Concrete (Median)
22
Stamped Concrete (Crosswalk)
23
Minor Concrete (Sidewalk)
24
Minor Concrete (Pedestrian Ramp)
25
Minor Concrete (Driveway) (24' to 30' width)
26
Minor Concrete (Driveway) (30' to 40' width)
27
Minor Concrete (Driveway) (40' to 60' width)
28
Abandon Storm Drainage Pipe
29
Remove Drainage Inlet
30
Remove Manhole
31
Storm Drain Pipe, 18" RCP
32
Storm Drain Pipe, 24" RCP
33
Storm Drain Pipe, 42" RCP
34
Drainage Inlet
35
Storm Drain Manhole
36
Abandon Water Main Pipe
37
Water Main Pipe & Appurtenances
38
Remove Fire Hydrant
39
Relocate Water Meter
40
Install Fire Hydrant
41
Lateral Cleanout Retrofit & Adjust to Grade
42
Remove Traffic Stripe, Pavement Marking
43
4" Thermoplastic Traffic Stripe
44
6" Thermoplastic Traffic Stripe
45
8" Thermoplastic Traffic Stripe
46
Thermoplastic Crosswalk and Pavement
47
Marking
Thermoplastic Pavement Markings
48
Pavement Markers (Retroreflective)
49
Project Signing
50
City Entrance Signage/Arch
51
Lighting
52
Signal Interconnect System
53
Modify Signal (Auburn @ Grand Oaks)
54
Modify Signal (Auburn @ Rollingwood)
55
Modify Signal (Auburn @ Twin Oaks )
56
Install Signal (Auburn @ K-Mart Entrance)
57
Slurry Seal (Parking Lot)
58
Landscaping (Private)
59
Minor Concrete (Type 3 Curb) (Private
60
Landscape Areas)
4" Parking Stall Stripe
61
4" ADA Path Striping
62
Parking Bumper (Precast)
63
Private Hardscape Improvements
64
Landscaping (Roadway)
65
Landscaping (Bioretention areas)
66
Joint Trench
67

Quantity Units

ATP Eligible
Costs/Items

Unit Cost

Total
Item Cost

1
1
1
1

LS
LS
LS
LS

$100,000.00

$100,000

$25,000.00

$25,000

$25,000.00
$60,000.00

$25,000
$60,000

100
1

LF
LS

$50.00
$50,000.00

31

EA

$2,200.00

475
41,075
3,050
1
1
179,500

CY
SF
LF
LS
LS
SF

$75.00
$3.50
$1.00
$40,000.00
$25,000.00
$11.50

760
800

CY
SF

$75.00
$50.00

$5,000
$50,000
$68,200
$35,625
$143,763
$3,050
$40,000
$25,000
$2,064,250
$57,000
$40,000
$72,000
$37,530
$32,500
$160,000
$100,750
$30,000
$115,000
$313,980
$108,000
$14,000
$54,000
$52,000
$750
$22,000
$12,000
$54,360
$59,400
$90,000
$81,000
$80,000
$1,550
$46,500
$7,500
$15,400
$17,500
$48,000
$5,000
$8,100
$20,790
$1,563
$9,150
$3,000
$2,250
$30,000
$200,000
$600,000
$175,000

3,600

LF

$20.00

2,085
1,250
5,000
4,030

LF
LF
LF
SF

$18.00
$26.00
$32.00
$25.00

2,000
4,600
26,165
24

SF
SF
SF
EA

$15.00
$25.00
$12.00
$4,500.00

4
12
8
150

EA
EA
EA
LF

$3,500.00
$4,500.00
$6,500.00
$5.00

11

EA

$2,000.00

4
302

EA
LF

$3,000.00
$180.00

270
300

LF
LF

$220.00
$300.00

18
8

EA
EA

$4,500.00
$10,000.00

310
310

LF
LF

$5.00
$150.00

5

EA

$1,500.00

7

EA

$2,200.00

5

EA

$3,500.00

16
1

EA
LS

$3,000.00
$5,000.00

4,050

LF

$2.00

9,450
625

LF
LF

$2.20
$2.50

1,525
300
1
1
1
1

LF
SF
LS
LS
LS
LS

$6.00
$10.00
$2,250.00
$30,000.00
$200,000.00

1

LS

$175,000.00

1
1
1
1
1

LS
LS
LS
LS
LS

$270,000.00
$350,000.00
$12,500.00

7,200
900
3,050
6,025

SF
LF
LF
SF

$16.00
$20.00
$2.00
$2.50

27
1
13,800

EA
LS
SF

$200.00
$187,500.00
$16.00

900

SF

$40.00

1

LS

$2,980,000.00

$600,000.00

8/31/2018

$270,000
$350,000
$12,500
$115,200
$18,000
$6,100
$15,063
$5,400
$187,500
$220,800
$36,000
$2,980,000

%

$

65%
65%
65%
65%
65%

$65,300
$16,325
$16,325
$39,180

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
16%
100%
100%
100%
13%
13%
100%

$5,000
$50,000
$68,200
$35,625
$143,763
$3,050
$40,000
$25,000
$330,280
$57,000
$40,000
$72,000
$4,879
$4,225
$160,000

18%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

$5,400
$115,000
$313,980
$108,000
$14,000
$54,000
$52,000
$750
$22,000
$12,000
$54,360
$59,400
$90,000
$81,000
$80,000

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
16%
16%
100%

$7,500
$15,400
$17,500
$48,000
$5,000
$8,100
$20,790
$1,563
$9,150
$480
$360
$30,000

34%

$204,000

34%
34%
34%

$91,800

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

$12,500
$115,200
$18,000
$6,100
$15,063
$5,400
$187,500
$220,800
$36,000
$2,980,000

ATP Ineligible
Costs/Items
%

35%
35%
35%
35%
35%

$

Corps/CCC
to construct
%

$

10%

$5,000

3%
3%
3%
3%

$2,160
$1,126
$975
$4,800

3%
3%

$9,419
$3,240

25%

$28,800

10%
10%

$22,080
$3,600

$34,700
$8,675
$8,675
$20,820

84%

$1,733,970

87%
87%

$32,651
$28,275

100%
82%

$100,750
$24,600

100%
100%

$1,550
$46,500

84%
84%

$2,520
$1,890

100%
66%
100%
66%
66%
66%
100%

$200,000
$396,000
$175,000

$178,200
$350,000
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Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 4
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.

Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).

Project Information:
Agency: City of Citrus Heights
Date: 8/30/2018
Project Description: Phase 2A of of a vibrant, active, 'complete street' project including bike lane installations, wide sidewalks, transit enhacements
Project Location: Auburn Boulevard between Orlando Avenue (in Roseville) to Oak Grove Ave.
License #: C 43991
Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: Stuart Hodgkins
Subtotal of Construction Items:
Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):

$9,639,023

$6,294,246

$1,445,853

15.00%

Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost: $11,084,876

$3,344,777

$944,137

$501,717

$7,238,382

$3,846,493

ATP Eligible Costs

Non-participating Costs

$81,200

Project Delivery Costs:
Type of Project Cost
Preliminary Engineering (PE)

Cost $

Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED):
Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):

"PE" costs / "CON" costs

Total PE: $

-

Right of Way Engineering: $
Acquisitions and Utilities: $
Total RW: $

-

25% Max

Right of Way (RW)

Construction Engineering (CE)

"CE" costs / "CON" costs

Construction Engineering (CE): $

1,609,621

Total Project Delivery:

$1,609,621

Total Construction Costs:

$12,694,497

Total Project Cost:

$12,694,497

$1,051,076

$558,545

$1,051,076

$558,545

$8,289,459

$4,405,038

ATP Eligible Costs

Non-participating Costs

$8,289,459

$4,405,038

15%

15% Max

Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:
The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.
Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.

Item Number(s):

Description of Engineer's Logic:

(See examples shown in the Instructions)

14

Based upon cross sections inculded in the 35% preliminary design, a weighted width of the AC portion of the roadway was calculated at 57.4', and a weighted average of the width of non-motorized facilities
(bicycle lanes only) was calculated at 9'. The benefit of non-motorized users (bicyclists) provided by the proposed HMA and roadway base is 15.68% [9'/57.4' x 100 = 15.68 %; say 16%]

18

Per LAPG Section 22.6, raised medians within 50' of a marked crosswalk are eligible for ATP funding. Therfore, a calculation of the percentage of raised median within 50' of a marked crosswalk, compared
to all raised median, was calculated. There are 9 marked crosswalk across Auburn Blvd within the proejct limits and curb will be installed on either side of the medians. Therefore there is 900linear feet of
raised curb within 50' of a marked crosswalk [50' * 2' * 9 crosswalks = 900'] . The percentage of all raised median curb within 50' of a marked crosswalk was calucated [900' / 6670' = 13.49%; say 13%]

19

Per LAPG Section 22.6, raised medians within 50' of a marked crosswalk are eligible for ATP funding. Therfore, a calculation of the percentage of raised median within 50' of a marked crosswalk, compared
to all raised median, was calculated. There are 9 marked crosswalk across Auburn Blvd within the proejct limits and curb will be installed on either side of the medians. Therefore there is 900linear feet of
raised curb within 50' of a marked crosswalk [50' * 2' * 9 crosswalks = 900'] . The percentage of all raised median curb within 50' of a marked crosswalk was calucated [900' / 6670' = 13.49%; say 13%]

21

Stamped Concrete (Roadway) will be installed in the TWLT lane, for exclusive use by vehicles and is therefore ATP ineligible.

22

Per LAPG Section 22.6, raised medians within 50' of a marked crosswalk are eligible for ATP funding. Therfore, a calculation of the percentage of samped median cocrete within 50' of a marked crosswalk,
compared to all median stamped concrete, was calculated. There are 9 marked crosswalk across Auburn Blvd within the proejct limits and curb will be installed on either side of the medians. There is 725
square feet of stamped concrete within 50' of the 9 marked crosswalks, and 4000 SF of stamped concrete for the entirety of the project. The percentage of all stamped concrete within 50' of a marked
crosswalk was calucated [725 SF /4000 SF = 18.13%; say 18%]

37

Abandon Water Main Pipe is necessitated due to resurfacing of roadway above the water line. The water line is located under the vehicular travel lanes and therefore resurfacing above the water locations is
to benefit vehicular traffic. Per LAPG Section 22.6, "roadway paving ad/or base repair beyond proposed bike/ped facilities limits" are ineligible.

38

Installation of a Water Main Pipe is necessitated due to resurfacing of roadway above the water line. The water line is located under the vehicular travel lanes and therefore resurfacing above the water
locations is to benefit vehicular traffic. Per LAPG Section 22.6, "roadway paving ad/or base repair beyond proposed bike/ped facilities limits" are ineligible.

48
49
51

Thermoplastic pavement markings will be installed within vehicular lanes and therefore ATP ineligible..

52

Based upon cross sections inculded in the 35% preliminary design, a weighted roadway width was calculated at 86.7', and a weighted average of the width of non-motorized facilities was calculated at 29.6'.
The benefit of non-motorized users provided by the porposed street lighting is 34.2% [29.6'/86.7' x 100 = 34.18 %; say 34%]

53

Signal Interconnect System will provide connectivity for advanted traffic signal coordination, and routine monitoring/adjustments. All associated improvements will benefit vehicular operations, minimizing
vehicular delay, decreasing greenhouse gas emissions, etc. Per LAPG Section 22.6, "traffic signal elements for the benefit of the motorized user" are ineligible.

54

Traffic Signal modificatons an installations will benefit all users of the roadway. Bid items will include upgrades to pedestrian and bicycle features including upgraded push buttons, count-down pedestrian
signal heads, advanced bicycle signal timing capabilities, video detection for enhanced and more reliable bicycle detection, etc. Therefore a percentage of the costs are ATP eligible. The same methodolgoy as
described for Item 52 was utilized for Item 54.

55

Traffic Signal modificatons an installations will benefit all users of the roadway. Bid items will include upgrades to pedestrian and bicycle features including upgraded push buttons, count-down pedestrian
signal heads, advanced bicycle signal timing capabilities, video detection for enhanced and more reliable bicycle detection, etc. Therefore a percentage of the costs are ATP eligible. The same methodolgoy as
described for Item 52 was utilized for Item 55.

56

Traffic Signal modificatons an installations will benefit all users of the roadway. Bid items will include upgrades to pedestrian and bicycle features including upgraded push buttons, count-down pedestrian
signal heads, advanced bicycle signal timing capabilities, video detection for enhanced and more reliable bicycle detection, etc. Therefore a percentage of the costs are ATP eligible. The same methodolgoy as
described for Item 52 was utilized for Item 56.

67

There are many utility poles located within the sidewalk on Auburn Boulevarn, leaving obstacles within the already narrow exisiting sidewalk, and creating pinch points along the sidewalk. Removal of these
poles/obstacles is critical to ensuring an attractive and funcational non-motorized facility. Therefore, installation of the joint trench is ATP eligible.

Pavement markers will be installed for vehicular striping and therefore ATP ineligible..
City Entrance Signange/Arch is decorative in nature. Per LAPG Section 22.6, "Gateway elemtns and art wor" are ineligible.

8/31/2018
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ATP CYCLE 4 APPLICATION FORM

3-Citrus Heights- I
Auburn Boulevard Complere Streels- Phase 2A

LAPG 22-U (NEW 05/2018)
v 1.1

Part A2: General Project Information
PROJECT NAME: (Max of 10 Words} (To be used in the CTC project list)

Words Remaining:

4

Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets- Phase 2A
PROJECT I APPLICATION NUMBER:
SUMMARY OF PROJECT SCOPE: (Max of 300 Words)
(Summary of the Existing Condition, Project Scope, the Expected Benefits)

Words Remaining :

I

30

The City of Citrus Heights will complete the Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets Project- Phase 2A. Phase 2A, from Orlando Ave. (City of
Roseville) to Oak Grove Ave., will build on the 2015 completion of Phase 1 of Auburn Boulevard (Sylvan Corners to Rusch Park).
The project will address deficiencies in the existing infrastructure causing obstacles for pedestrians, bicyclists, and public transit riders
attempting to navigate Auburn Boulevard between Antelope Road and Orlando Avenue . The project area currently (1) lacks bike routes, (2)
poses obstacles for pedestrians due to the location of utility equipment on the sidewalks, and (3) requires operational improvements along the
roadway to improve safety for automobiles and active transportation users.
The city will construct a new signalized intersection between Whyte Ave and Linden Ave (serving two major shopping centers), relocate the
utilities underground along the entire project area, consolidate driveways (eliminating 13, a 23% decrease), and provide 4,800 linear feet of
complete street improvements (including: minimum 6ft. sidewalks plus 5-7 ft. landscaped buffer and lighting, and 6ft. wide bike lanes). See
Project Map/Plans showing existing and proposed conditions (Attachment D) and Photos of Existing Conditions (Attachment E) for additional
illustrations.
The construction of Phase 2A will result in numerous outcomes benefiting the community, city, and the region. These outcomes include:
-An attractive, safe, efficient, well-connected corridor for pedestrians, bicyclists, transit riders, and automobiles.
-A distinctive, high-quality living, working, and shopping en vironment with attractive streetscapes that are pedestrian-scaled, and that will
provide a sense of place and identity.
- Encourage new development, redevelopment, and private investment along the Auburn Boulevard corridor.

FTIP PROJECT DESCRIPTION: (Max of 180 Characters)

Characters Remaining:

7

The Project is part A of a 2-part, complete street project including bike lane installation, 6'+ buffered sidewalks and other transit and active
transportation enhancements.
PROJECT LOCATION: (Max of 180 characters)

Characters Remaining:

The project is located on Auburn Boulevard in the City of Citrus Heights, extending from Orlando Avenue (City of Roseville) to Oak Grove
Avenue.
In addition to the Location Description provided, attach a location map to the application. The location map needs to show the project
boundaries in relation to the Implementing Agency's boundaries.

Project Coordinates: (latitude/longitude in decimal format)

Caltrans District:

0
,-------,10

County:

ISacramento

MPO:

jsACOG

RTPA:

jNone

Congressional Oistrict(s):
State Senate Oistrict(s):

Urbanized Zone Area
(UZA) Population:

3

Lat.

DO
DO

38.718436

--------------

N /long.

121.290395

------------

State Assembly District(s):

.

Project is located within one of the ten large MPOs

0

w

DD

36

STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
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ATP CYCLE 4 APPLICATION FORM

3-Ciuus Heig)•ts-1

LAPG 22-U (NEW 05/2018)
v1.1

Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets - Phase 2A

Past Projects : Within the last 10 years, has there been any previous State or Federal ATP, SRTS, SR2S, BTA or other ped/bike funding awards
for a project(s) that are adjacent to or overlap the limits of project scope of this application?
~Yes

0

No

Project Number

S02030021

If yes, how many previous awards?
Past Project
Funding
Federal - Safe Routes to School
(SRTS)

Funded
Amount$
$496,670

Project
Type
Plan

Type of overlap/connection
with past projects
(select only one which matches the best)
Adjacent project limits with no overlapping scope
5
or limits of work

0

STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

......-

ATP CYCLE 4 APPLICATION FORM

'

LAPG 22-U (NEW 05/2018)
v1 .1

Page8of39

~

3-Citrus Heights- I
Aubunt Boulevard Complete S!Teets- Phase 2A

Part A4: Project Details
Indicate the project details included in the project/program/plan .
Note:

When quantifying the amount of Active Transportation improvements proposed by the project, do not double-count the
improvements that benefit both Bicyclists and Pedestrians (i.e. new RRFB/Signal should only show as a Pedestrian QJ: Bicycle
Improvement).

[g) Bicycle Improvements
What % of the BICYCLE related project cost are going towards closing a "Gap" in infrastructure?

100%

(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing bicycle infrastructure: i.e. Class 2 to Class 4)
New Bike Lanes/Routes:

Class 1:
Class 3:

0
0

Linear Feet

Linear Feet
0
New Bike Boxes:
Number
0
New RRFB/Signal:
Number
0
New RRFB/Signal:
Number
0
Intersection:
Number
0
New Station:
Number
0
New Racks:
Number
Other Bicycle Improvements: #1:
#:
Signalized Intersections:
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Mid-Block Crossing:
Lighting:
Bike Share Program :
Bike Racks/Lockers:

0

5,200
Class 2:
Linear Feet
0
Class 4:
Linear Feet
0
Timing Improvements:
Number
0
Crossing-Surface Improvements:
Number
0
Crossing-Surface Improvements:
Number
0
Roadway Segments:
Linear Feet
0
New Bikes:
Number
0 Number
New Secured Lockers:
0
#:
#2:

[g) Pedestrian Improvements
What % of the PEDESTRIAN related project cost are going towards closing a "Gap" in infrastructure?

0%

(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing pedestrian infrastructure.)
Sidewalks:

213
Linear Feet
New (over 8' wide):
0
Linear Feet
New (4' to 8' wide):
Widen Existing :
4,900
Linear Feet
Reconstruct/Enhance Existing:
0
Linear Feet
New Barrier Protected (Barrier, parking, functional-planter, etc.):
900
Linear Feet
New Ramp (none exist):
9
Number
Reconstruct Ramp to Standard:
13 Number

ADA Ramp Improvements:
Signalized Intersections:

New Crosswalk:
1
Ped-Heads :
2
Timing Improvements:

Un-Signalized Intersections:

New Traffic Signal: ---:0:--- Number
0
Number
New RRFB/Signal:
Shorten Crossing:
0
Number
0
Number
New RRFB/Signal:
Intersection:
0
Number
- --::---Benches:
0
Number
Shade Trees:
0
Number
#1: High Visibility Crosswalk Enhancements #:

Mid-Block Crossing:
Lighting:
Pedestrian Amenities:
Other Ped Improvements:

Enhance Existing Crosswalk:
Shorten Crossing:
0

Number
Number
0
Number

- -:----

3

Number
Number

New Roundabout: _ _ _
o___ Number
Crossing-Surface Improvements: _ _

o__ Number

Crossing-Surface Improvements:

4

0

Number

0
Linear Feet
Roadway Segments:
Trash Cans:
0
Number
Shade Tree Type:
2
#2: ADA compliant ped push but1ons
#:

- --

D Multi-use Trail Improvements
[g) Vehicular-Roadway Traffic-Calming Improvements
Road Diets:

Remove Travel Lane:

0

Speed Feedback Signs:

Speed Feedback Signs:

Signalized Intersections:

Timing Improvements:

Un-Signalized Intersections :
Other Traffic-Calming
Improvements :

New Traffic Signal:
- - - - - - Number
#1: Install Rai sed Center M edian
#:

Remove Right-Turn Pocket:

Linear Feet

0

- -- -0

0

Number

Number
New Roundabout:

Number

3

0

Number

0
New Roundabout:
Number
#2: Improve/Upgrade Signal Hardware

#:

[g) Non-Infrastructure Components
Nl Program Type:

Indicate the Nl program type. If more than one, indicate the percentage split based on cost.

D
D

Regional Initiative
Community Initiative

~ Safe Routes to School

0%
0%
100 %

D
D

First Last Mile
Other:

0%

- - - - -- - - - - ----

0%

STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Page9of39

ATP CYCLE 4 APPLICATION FORM

3-Citrus Heights- I

LAPG 22-U (NEW 05/2018)
v1.1

Program Activities:

Auburn Boule,·ard Complete Streets- Phase 2A

Insert the number of each type of activity included in the program. Do not double count.

Regional Community Initiatives:
0

Number of walk or bike audits

4
4
0
0
0
0
2

Number of bicycle skills/safety classes
Number of pedestrian skills/safety classes
Number of community demonstration projects/pop-ups/open street events
Number of community encouragement (i.e. bike to work days)
Number of community challenges (i.e. bike to wo rk month challenge)
Number of law enforcement methods (i.e. progressive ticketing, deploying speed tra ilers, etc.)
Number of community workshops/stakeholder meetings

Safe Routes to School (SRTS):
12
4
0
0
0

Number of classroom/PE classes receiving pedestrian/bicycle safety instruction/education
Number of school assemblies receiving pedestrian/bicycle safety instruction/education
Number of afterschool programs receiving pedestrian/bicycle safety instruction/education
Number of bike rodeos
Number of pedestrian 'mock city' safety skills events
Number of schools with walking school bus program (defined as planned route with meeting points, a
0
timetable and a schedule of trained volunteers)
Number of schools with bicycle train program (defined as a planned route with meeting points, a
0
timetable and a schedule of trained volunteers)
Number of SRTS encouragement days (i.e. desig nated monthly bike/walk to school days X number of
12
school months X number of school involved)
8
Number of SRI$ law enforcement methods (i.e. progressive ticketing , deploying speed trailers, etc.)
Number of training sessions to implement the SRTS program (i.e training for volunteer walki ng school
____ bus leaders, crossing guards, etc.)

Number of
Number of
Communications:

Check the box if the program will include the communication type.

I:8J Traditional media (radio ads, TV ads,
newspaper ads, flyers, etc.)
Large media (bus-wraps, billboards, etc.)

I:8J
I:8J Print/electronic publications

I:8J Social media (Twitter, Facebook,
lnstagram, etc.)

I:8J Program website
O Other; .---------------------------------.

(newsletters, blogs, etc.)
What languages, if any, will the selected communications be translated to:

!English, Russian, Spanish
Collaborative
Partnerships:

Check all parties that have a committed role in the project beyond submitting a Jetter of support.

0

Local Public Health Department

I:8J Law Enforcement
O Non-Profit Organizations/Community Based
Organizations

0

Plan Type (only intended for Plans)

I:8J Schools/School Districts
I:8J Public Works Departments

0

Other;
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LAPG 22-U (NEW 05/2018)
v1 .1

Auburn Boule"ard Complete Streets - Phase 2A

Right of Way (RIW) Impacts (Check all that apply)

0

Project is 100% within the Implementing Agency's RJW and/or is within their control at the time of this application submittal.
(This includes temporary construction easements)

~ Project will likely require R/W in fee ownership, permanent easements and/or temporary construction easements from private owners and/
or will require utility relocations from utility companies outside that implementing agency's governmental control.

The federal R/W process involving private property acquisitions and/or private utility relocations can often take 18 to 24 months after
environmental document approval. The project schedule in the application for R/W needs to reflect the necessary time to complete the
federal RIW process.

What is the total number of private R/W parcels expected to be impacted? 26
What is the total number of utility companies expected to be impacted?

--10

--What is the total additional months needed (all project phases) for the expected RJW acquisitions and/or utility relocations? 0
Has the project schedule been developed to account for this time? Yes

0

---

Project will likely encroach into Caltrans RJW requiring easements, encroachment permits and/or other approvals.

~ Project will likely require RJW, Easements, encroachment and/or approval involving Governmental (excluding Caltrans - as Caltrans

impacts are documented above), Environmental, or Railroad owner's property.
*See the application instructions for more details on the required coordination and documentation from these agencies.

Attach a letter of support or neutrality from each separate agency. Combine all letters in one pdf attachment.

IROW Letter- final.pdf
The following information should be based on specific prior coordination and agreement between the agencies:

What is the total additional months needed (all project phases) for all of these agencies to complete their required
oversite responsibilities and to complete any required actions that are necessary based on the expected RJW impacts? 0

- -- - -

Has the project schedule been developed to account for this time? Yes

STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
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LAPG 22-U (NEW 05/2018)
v1 .1

Auburn Boule\'ard Complete Streets - Phase 2A

Part AS: Project Schedule
NOTES: 1) Per CTC Guidelines, all project applications must be submitted with the expectation of receiving federal fu nding and therefore the
schedule below must account for the extra time needed for federal project delivery requirements and approvals, including a NEPA
environmental clearance and for each CTC allocation there must also be a Notice to Proceed with Federally Reimbursable work.
2) Prior to estimating the durations of the project delivery tasks (below), applicants are highly encouraged to review the appropriate
chapters of the Local Assistance Procedures Manual and work closely with District Local Assistance Staff.
3) The proposed CTC Allocation dates must be between July 1, 2019 and June 30, 2023 to be consistent with the available ATP funds
for Cycle 4.

This page cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS:
PA&ED Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?

D Yes

~ No

Expected or Past Start Date for PA&ED activities:
Time to complete the separate CEQA & NEPA studies/approvals:

I
Imonths

11/ 12/2014
13

(See note #2, above)

I

Expected or Past Completion Date for the PA&ED Phase:
12 7 120 15
*Applications showing the PA&ED phase as complete, must include/attach the signature pages for the CEQA and NEPA documents,
which include project descriptions covering the full scope.

PS&E Project Delivery Phase :
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?

DYes

!ZI

No

Expected or Past Start Date for PS&E activities:
Time to complete the final Plans, Specification & Estimate:
Expected or Past Completion Date for the PS&E Phase:

6/24/2016

48

I

Imonths

6l312o2o

1

*Applications showing the PS&E phase as complete, must include/attach the signed & Stamped Title Sheet for the plans and
approval page of the specifications.

Right of Way Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?

D

Yes

IX]

No

I
Imonths
6. 312o2o
I

Expected or Past Start Date for RIW activities:
Time to complete the R!W Engineering, Acquisition, and Utilities:

6/24.2016

48

Expected or Past Completion Date for the R/W Phase:
* PS&E and Right of Way phases can be allocated at the same CTC meeting.

*Applications showing the RIW phase as complete, must include/attach the Caltrans approved RIW Certification.

Construction Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?

IX]

Yes D No

Proposed CTC "CON Allocation" Date:

..--------,

Notice to Proceed with Federally Reimbursable ATP Work:

I
Imonths
4 ·2412022
I

Expected Start Date for Construction activities:

9:1:2o2o

Time to complete the Construction activities:

20

Expected or Past Completion Date for the CON Phase:

NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS: (This includes combined "/"and "NI" projects)
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?

1Z1 Yes

Proposed CTC "CON Allocation" Date:
Notice to Proceed with Federally Reimbursable ATP Work:

D

No

.------,

STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
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3-Citrus Heights- I

LAPG 22-U (NEW 05/2018)
v1 1

Auburn Boule"ard Complete Streets- Phase 2A

Expected Start Date for "NI" or "Plan" Construction activities:

9: 112o2o

Time to complete the CON-Phase activities :

20

Expected Completion Date for the CON Phase:

4 24. 2022

1

Imonths
1

Proposed Dates for "Before" and "After" Counts (As required bv the CTC and Caltrans guidelines):
Expected Date for "Before" counts (Ideally, within 12 months of the beginning of the Construction Activities)

5/ 1/2020

Expected Date for "After" counts (Ideally, at least 6 months after the end of all Construction Activities)

9115/2022

STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
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3-Citrus Heights- I

LAPG 22-U (NEW 05/2018)
v1.1

Aubum Boulevard Complete Streets - Phase 2A

Part A6: Project Funding
(1 ,OOOs)
The Project Funding table cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
Total
Non-ATP
Funding **

NonParticipating
Funding

"Prior"
ATP
Funding

Leveraging
Fun ding

Future Local
Identified
Funding

-

-

-

-

-

-

1,529

-

1,529

-

-

1,529

-

RIW

2,989

-

2,989

-

-

2,989

-

CON

12,694

1,489

20121

11 ,205

4,405

-

100

6,700

NI-CONI
PLAN

13

13

20/21

-

-

-

-

-

TOTAL

17,225

1,502

15,723

4,405

-

4,618

6,700

Project
Phase

Total
Project
Costs

Total
ATP
Funding

PA&ED

-

PS&E

A TP
Allocation
Year*

* The CTC Allocation- Year is calculated based on the information entered into the "Project Schedule" section.
** Applican ts must ensure that the "Total Non-A TP Funding" values show in this table m atch the overall Non-A TP Funding values they enter
into Page 2 of the PPR (later in this form)

ATP FUNDING TYPE REQUESTED:
Per the CTC Guidelines, all ATP projects must be eligible to receive federal funding . Most ATP projects will receive federal funding; however, it
is the intent of the Commission to consolidate the allocation of federal funds to as few projects as practicable. Therefore, the smallest projects
may be granted State Funding from the State Highway Account (SHA) for all or part of the project. Agencies with projects under $1M.
especially ones being implemented by agencies who are not familiar with the federal funding process, are encouraged to request State funding.
Do you b elieve your project warrants receiving state-only funding?

DYes [g]

No

ATP PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST (PPR):
Using the Proj ect Schedule, Project Funding, and General Project information provided, this electronic fo rm has automatically prepared the
following PPR pages. Appl icants must review the informat ion in the PPR to confirm it match es their expectations.
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Amendment (Existing Project)
District

YON~

EA

Project ID

Route/Corridor

I

I

PPNO

3
County

3-Citrus Heights-!
Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets - Phase 2A

I

PM Bk PMAhd

SAC

MPOID

I

I

Date: 08/31/18
Alt Project. ID/prg.

I

I

Project Sponsor/Lead Agency

ATP

Citrus Heights

Project Manager/Contact
Stuart Hodgkins

MPO

Element

SACOG

Local Assistance

Phone

E-mail Address

(916) 727-4 734

shodgkins@citrusheigts.net

Project Title
Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets - Phase 2A

Location (Project Limits), Description (Scope of Work)
The project is located on Auburn Boulevard in the City of Citrus Heights, extending from Orlando Avenue (City of Roseville) to Oak Grove Avenue.

Component
PA&ED
PS&E
Right of Way
Construction
Legislative Districts
Assembly:

Implementing Agency
Citrus Heights
Citrus Heights
Citrus Heights
Citrus Heights

Is

ISenate: 14

Congressional:

17
Project Benefits (If more space is needed, use the Additional Information field on the next page.)
In addition to creating a complete street, this proj ect will:
1. Provide an attractive, safe, efficient, well-connected corridor for pedestrians, bicyclists, automobiles, and transit. 2. Provide a distinctive, high-quality
living, working, and shopping environment with attractive pedestrian-scaled streetscapes that provide a sense of place and identity. 3. Promote new
development, redevelopment, and private investment on the corridor.

Purpose and Need
The proj ect removes barriers that currently prevent pedestrians, bicyclists, and transit riders from accessing local amenities such as schools, parks, public
services, and retail. It completes a multi-phased regeneration project transforming the existing sub-standard infrastructure to a complete street.

Category

Outputs/Outcomes

Unit

Total

Local Streets and Roads

Pedestrian/Bicycle facilities miles constructed

Feet

5,200

Local Steets and Roads

Operational Improvements

Feet

2,600

Local Steets and Roads

Intersections constructed - new

Each

I

Local Steets and Roads

# Signs, lights, greenway, or o ther safety/beautificati on

Feet

2,600

ADA Improvements: Y~NO

Bike/Ped Improvements: y~

Inc. Sustainable Communities Strategy Goals: y~

NO

Project Milestone
Project Study Report Approved
Begin Environmental (PA&ED) Phase
Circulate Draft Environmental Document (Document Type)
Draft Project Report
End Environmental Phase (PA&ED Milestone)
Begin Design (PS&E) Phase
End Design Phase (Ready to List for Advertisement Mi lestone)
Begin Right of Way Phase
End Right of Way Phase (Right of Way Certification Milestone)
Begin Construction Phase
End Construction Phase
Beg in Closeout Phase
End Closeout Phase (Closeout Report)

NO

Reversible Lane Analysis:

Reduces Greenhouse Gas Emissions: y~

Existing
08/3111 8

I

ND/CE

I

Y0

N~

NO
Proposed
11/1 2/2014
10/06/2015
11 /03/2015
12/07/2015
06/24/2016
06/03/2020
06/24/2016
06. 03/2020
09/01 /2020
04/24/2022
08/ 19.'2022
11/18/2022
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Additional Information
Project Study Report Approved in 2004; application auto-inserted the date in which the application was saved/printed.
Existing/Completed Project Milestones:
- Project Study Report Approved
- Begin Environmental (PA&ED) Phase
- Circulate Draft Environmental Document; Draft Project Report
-End Environmental Phase (PA&ED Milestone)
- Begin Design (PS&E) Phase
Project Milestones In progress:
-Begin Right of Way Phase

3-Citrus Heights- I
Aubu rn Boulevard Complete Streets - Phase 2A

IDate: I

08/ 31/18
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Aubum Boulevard Complete Streets- Phase 2A

LAPG 22-U (NEW 05/2018)
v1 .1
Exhibit

22-G Project Programming Request (PPR)

l Date:l os/31/18
Project Information:
Project Title :

Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets - Phase 2A

District

County

Route

3

Sacramento

-

EA

PPNO

Project ID

Funding Information:
DO NOT FILL IN ANY SHADED AREAS
Proposed Total Project Cost ($1 ,OOOs)
18/19
19/20
21/22
20/21
0
0
0
0

Component
E&P(PA&ED)
PS&E

1,529

RIW

2,989

0
0

CON
TOTAL

0
4,518

0
0

ATP Funds
Component
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E

RIW
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds

Prior
0

0
0

0
0

0
0

0
0

0

12,707

0

0

12,707

0

0
0

Infrastructure Cycle 4
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1 ,000s)
Prior
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
1,489
0
0
0
0
1,489
0

CON
TOTAL

Non-Infrastructure Cycle 4
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1 ,OOOs)
Prior
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
13
0
0
0
0
0
13
0

ATP Funds

Plan Cycle 4

Component
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E

RIW

Component
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E

RIW
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Component
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E

RIW
CON
TOTAL

Prior
0
0
0
0
0

Notes:
22/23
0

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1 ,000s)
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

Previous Cycle
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1 ,000s)
Prior
19/20
21/22
18/19
20/21
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

22/23
0
0
0
0
0

23/24+
0
0
0
0
0

23/24+
0
0
0
0
0

Total
0
1,529
2,989
12,707
17,225

Total
0
0
0
1,489
1,489

Program Code
20.30.720
Funding Agency
Caltrans
Notes:

Program Code
22/23
0
0
0
0
0

22/23
0
0
0
0
0

23/24+
0
0
0
0
0

23/24+
0
0
0
0
0

Total
0
0
0
13
13

Total
0
0
0
0
0

20.30.720
Funding Agency
Caltrans
Notes:
See Form 22-R

Program Code
20.30.720
Funding Agency
Caltrans
Notes:

Program Code
22/23

0
0
0
0
0

23/24+
0
0
0
0
0

Total
0
0
0
0
0

Funding Agency
Caltrans
Notes:
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3-Citrus Heights- I

LAPG 22-U (NEW 05/2018)
v1 .1

Auburn Boule,·ard Complete Streets - Phase 2A

Exhibit 22-G Project Programming Request (PPR)
I Date: I OB/31/18

Project Information:
Project Title:
District

3

Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets- Phase 2A
County
Route
Sacramento
I
I

I

I

EA

I
I

Project 10

I

PPNO

I

Summary of Non-ATP Funding
The Non-A TP funding shown on this page must match the values in the Project Funding table.
Fund No. 2:
Component
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E

RIW
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 3:
Component
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 4:
Component
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL

Program Code

Local (TBD)
Prior
0
175
343
0
518

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1 ,000s)
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
4,505
0
0
0
4,505
0

Requested SACOG Funding
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1 ,000s)
Prior
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
2,700
0
0
0
0
0
2,700
0
Requested SACOG Funding
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)
Prior
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22
0
0
0
0
0
1,354
0
0
0
0
2,646
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
4,000
0
4,000
0
0
4,000
0

22/23
0
0
0
0
0

23/24+
0
0
0
0
0

Total
0
175
343
4,505
5,023

22/23
0
0
0
0
0

22/23
0
0
0
0
0

23/24+
0
0
0
0
0

23/24+
0
0
0
0
0

Total
0
0
0
2,700
2,700

Total
0
1,354
2,646
4,000
8,000

RIW
CON
TOTAL

Prior
0
0
0
0
0

Prior
0
0
0
0
0

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

Prior
0
0
0
0
0

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1 ,OOOs)
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

22/23
0
0
0
0
0

23/24+
0
0
0
0
0

Total
0
0
0
0
0

SACOG
Notes:
Application to fund $2.7M for 20/21
Construction to Community Design
submitted 6/29/18
Program Code
Regional Program
Funding Agency
SACOG
Notes:
Application to fund $4M for 20/21
Construction to Regional Program
submitted 7/19/1 8

Funding Agency
Notes:

Program Code
22/23
0
0
0
0
0

23/24+
0
0
0
0
0

Total
0
0
0
0
0

Fund No. 7:
Component
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL

Community Design
Funding Agency

Program Code
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1 ,000s)
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

Fund No. 6:
Component
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E

Citrus Heights
Notes:
City committed $4.4M minimum for ATP
ineligible construction costs and an
additional $1 OOk in leverage funding
Program Code

Fund No. 5:
Component
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL

Local Funds
Funding Agency

Funding Agency
Notes:

Program Code
22/23
0
0
0
0
0

23/24+
0
0
0
0
0

Total
0
0
0
0
0

Funding Agency
Notes:
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District

I

3

County

I

Route

Sacramento

I

-

EA

Project ID

PPNO

Alt. ID

SECTION 1 - All Projects
Project Background

Characters Remaining :

I

750

Programming Change Requested

Characters Remaining :

I

750

Reason for Proposed Changed

Characters Remaining:

I

If proposed change will delay one or more components, clearly explain 1) reason for the delay, 2) cost increase related to the delay,
and 3) how cost increase will be funded
Characters Remaining:

I

Other Significant Information

Characters Remaining :

I

SECTION 2- For SB1 Projects Only
Alternative Project Request (Please follow the individual SB1 program guidelines for specific criteria)

SECTION 3 - All Projects
Approvals
I hereby certify that the above information is complete and accurate and all approvals have been obtained for the processing of this amendment
request.*
Name (Print or Type)
Stuart Hodgkins

Signature

City Engineer
Attachments
1) Concurrence from Implementing Agency and/or Regional Transportation Planning Agency
2) Project Location Map

Title

Date

Original State ATP application
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ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM
IMPLEMENTING AGENCY:

Citrus Heights

PROJECT TYPE:

Infrastructure + NI - Large

PROJECT APPLICATION NO.: 3-Citrus Heights-1
PROJECT NAME:

Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets – Phase 2

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The project is the final phase of a vibrant, active, “complete street” project including bike lane
installations, min. 6 ft. wide sidewalks, transit enhancements, and landscaping.

PROJECT LOCATION:

The project is located on Auburn Boulevard in the City of Citrus Heights, extending from the City of
Roseville (Orlando Avenue) to Rusch Park (600 linear ft. north Antelope Road).

ATP FUNDED COMPONENTS
Infrastructure
PA&ED

PS&E

R/W

CON

Non-Infrastructure

$

-

$

-

$

-

$

12,654

$

FY

-

FY

-

FY

-

FY

20/21

FY

13
20/21

Plan
$

-

FY

-

PROJECT FUNDING INFORMATION (1,000s)
Total
Project $

Total
ATP $

Total
Non-ATP $

Past
ATP $

Leveraging $

Non-Participating
$

Future
Local $

25,477

12,667

12,810

-

4,518

8,292

-

ADA Notice

For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats. For alternate format information, contact the Active Transportation
Program at (916) 653-4335, TTY 711, or write to Caltrans-Local Assistance, 1120 N Street, MS-1, Sacramento, CA 95814.
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Check App
3-Citrus Heights-1
Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets – Phase 2

APPLICATION INDEX PAGE
Part A: General Application Questions......................................................................................................3
Part A1: Applicant Information............................................................................................ 3
Part A2: General Project Information .................................................................................. 4
Part A3: Project Type ........................................................................................................ 6
Part A4: Project Details...................................................................................................... 8
Part A5: Project Schedule ................................................................................................ 11
Part A6: Project Funding.................................................................................................. 13
Project Program Request (PPR)....................................................................................... 16
Part A7: Screening Criteria .............................................................................................. 19
Part B: Narrative Questions .....................................................................................................................20
Part C: Application Attachments ............................................................................................................. 39

ADA Notice

For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats. For alternate format information, contact the Active Transportation
Program at (916) 653-4335, TTY 711, or write to Caltrans-Local Assistance, 1120 N Street, MS-1, Sacramento, CA 95814.
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Part A1: Applicant Information
Implementing Agency: This agency must enter into a Master Agreement with Caltrans and will be financially and
contractually responsible for the delivery of the project within all pertinent Federal and State funding requirements, including being
responsible and accountable for the use and expenditure of program funds. This agency is responsible for the accuracy of the
technical information provided in the application and is required to sign the application.
IMPLEMENTING AGENCY'S NAME:
Citrus Heights
IMPLEMENTING AGENCY'S ADDRESS

CITY

6360 Fountain Square Drive

Citrus Heights

ZIP CODE

IMPLEMENTING AGENCY'S CONTACT PERSON:

CONTACT PERSON'S TITLE:

Stuart Hodgkins

City Engineer

CONTACT PERSON'S PHONE NUMBER:

CONTACT PERSON'S EMAIL ADDRESS :

916-727-4734

shodgkins@citrusheigts.net

CA

95621

X

Applicants have the opportunity to insert a project picture, agency seal,
or other image on the cover page. If you would like to do this, attach
the image (*.jpg, *.bmp, *.png, etc.) by clicking in the box.
MASTER AGREEMENTS (MAs):
Does the Implementing Agency currently have a MA with Caltrans?

Yes

Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans MA number

5475

Implementing Agency's State Caltrans MA number

5475

No

* Implementing Agencies that do not currently have a MA with Caltrans, must be able to meet the requirements and enter into an MA with
Caltrans prior to funds allocation. The MA approval process can take 6 to 12 months to complete and there is no guarantee the agency will
meet the requirements necessary for the State to enter into a MA with the agency. Delays could also result in a failure to meeting the CTC
Allocation timeline requirements and the loss of ATP funding.

Project Partnering Agency:
The “Project Partnering Agency” is defined as an agency, other than Implementing Agency, that will assume the responsibilities
for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the improved facility. The Implementing Agency must: 1) ensure the Partnering
Agency agrees to assume responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the improved facility, 2) provide
documentation of the agreement (e.g., letter of intent) as part of the project application, and 3) ensure a copy of the Memorandum
of Understanding or Interagency Agreement between the parties is submitted with the first request for allocation. For these
projects, the Project Partnering Agency's information shall be provided below.
Based on the definition above, does this project have a partnering agency?

Yes

No

PROJECT PARTNERING AGENCY'S NAME:
City of Roseville
PROJECT PARTNERING AGENCY'S CONTACT PERSON:

CONTACT PERSON'S TITLE:

Jason Shykowski

Engineering Manager

CONTACT PERSON'S PHONE NUMBER:

CONTACT PERSON'S EMAIL ADDRESS :

916-746-1300

jshykowski@roseville.ca.gov

Attach a "letter of intent" or other documentation. letter_of_intent_Auburn_Blvd_Complete_Streets Proj_Ph_2.pdf

Remove

Open File
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Part A2: General Project Information
PROJECT NAME: (Max of 10 Words) (To be used in the CTC project list)

Words Remaining:

4

Words Remaining:

36

Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets – Phase 2
PROJECT / APPLICATION NUMBER:

1

SUMMARY OF PROJECT SCOPE: (Max of 300 Words)
(Summary of the Existing Condition, Project Scope, the Expected Benefits)

The City of Citrus Heights will complete the Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets Project – Phase 2. Phase 2 (Rusch Park to northern City
Limits) will build on the 2015 completion of Phase 1 of Auburn Boulevard (Sylvan Corners to Rusch Park).

The project will address deficiencies in the existing infrastructure causing obstacles for pedestrians, bicyclists, and public transit riders
attempting to navigate Auburn Boulevard between Antelope Road and Orlando Avenue. The project area currently (1) lacks bike routes, (2)
poses obstacles for pedestrians due to the location of utility equipment on the sidewalks, and (3) requires operational improvements along the
roadway to improve safety for automobiles and active transportation.
The city will introduce a new signalized intersection between Whyte Ave and Linden Ave (serving two major shopping centers), relocate the
utilities underground along the entire project area, consolidate driveways (eliminating 13, a 23% decrease), and provide 4,800 linear feet of
complete street improvements (including: minimum 6 ft. sidewalks plus 5-7 ft. landscaped median and lighting, and 6 ft. wide bike lanes). See
Project Map/Plans showing existing and proposed conditions (Attachment D) and Photos of Existing Conditions (Attachment E) for additional
illustrations.
The construction of Phase 2 will result in numerous outcomes benefiting the community, city, and the region. These outcomes include:
- An attractive, safe, efficient, well-connected corridor for pedestrians, bicyclists, transit riders, and automobiles.
- A distinctive, high-quality living, working, and shopping environment with attractive streetscapes that are pedestrian-scaled, and that will
provide a sense of place and identity.
- New development, redevelopment, and private investment along the Auburn Boulevard corridor.

FTIP PROJECT DESCRIPTION: (Max of 180 Characters)

Characters Remaining:

1

The project is the final phase of a vibrant, active, “complete street” project including bike lane installations, min. 6 ft. wide sidewalks, transit
enhancements, and landscaping.

PROJECT LOCATION: (Max of 180 characters)

Characters Remaining:

1

The project is located on Auburn Boulevard in the City of Citrus Heights, extending from the City of Roseville (Orlando Avenue) to Rusch Park
(600 linear ft. north Antelope Road).

In addition to the Location Description provided, attach a location map to the application. The location map needs to show the project
boundaries in relation to the Implementing Agency's boundaries.

Project Overview.pdf
Project Coordinates: (latitude/longitude in decimal format)
Congressional District(s):

7

State Senate District(s):

4

Caltrans District:

Lat.

38.718436

N /long.

121.290395

State Assembly District(s):

3

County:

Sacramento

MPO:

SACOG

RTPA:

None

Urbanized Zone Area
(UZA) Population:

Project is located within one of the ten large MPOs

8
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Past Projects: Within the last 10 years, has there been any previous State or Federal ATP, SRTS, SR2S, BTA or other ped/bike funding awards
for a project(s) that are adjacent to or overlap the limits of project scope of this application?
Yes

No

Project Number
S02030021

If yes, how many previous awards?
Past Project
Funding
Federal – Safe Routes to School
(SRTS)

Federal – Safe Routes to School (SRTS)

1
Funded
Amount $
$496,670

Project
Type
Plan

Plan

Type of overlap/connection
with past projects
(select only one which matches the best)
Adjacent project limits with no overlapping scope
or limits of work

Adjacent project limits with no overlapping scope or limits of
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Part A3: Project Type
PROJECT TYPE: (Use the drop down menu to select.)

Infrastructure + NI - Large

Indicate any of the following plans that your agency currently has: (Check all that apply)
Bicycle Plan

Pedestrian Plan

Safe Routes to School Plan

Active Transportation Plan

None

PROJECT SUB-TYPE (check all Project Sub-Types that apply):
Bicycle Transportation

% of Project

47 %

Pedestrian Transportation

% of Project

53 %

Safe Routes to School (Also fill out Bicycle and Pedestrian Sub-Type information above)
For a project to qualify for Safe Routes to School designation, the project must directly increase safety and convenience for public
school students to walk and/or bike to school. Safe Routes to Schools infrastructure projects must be located within two miles of a
public school or within the vicinity of a public school bus stop and the students must be the intended beneficiaries of the project.
Other than traffic education and enforcement activities, non-infrastructure projects do not have a location restriction.
Projects with Safe Routes to School elements must fill out "School and Student Details" later in this application.
As a condition of receiving funding, projects with Safe Routes to School Elements must commit to completing additional before and
after student surveys as defined in the Caltrans Active Transportation Guidelines (LAPG Chapter 22).
How many schools does the project impact/serve:

2

For each school benefited by the project: 1) Fill in the school and student information; and 2) Include the required
attachment information.

School Name:
School Address:
District Name:
District Address:
Co.-Dist.-School Code:
School Type:

Grand Oaks Elementary
7901 Rosswood Drive, Citrus Heights, CA 95621
San Juan Unified School District
3738 Walnut Avenue Carmichael, CA 95608
34 67447 6034573
to
K
5

Project improvements maximum distance from school

0.5 mile

Total student enrollment:
Total # of students that currently walk or bike to school:
Approximate # of students living along route proposed for improvement:
Projected # of students that will walk/bike to school after the project:
Percentage of students eligible for free or reduced meal programs**

308
47
15
51
77 %

**Refer to the California Department of Education website: http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sd/sd/filessp.asp
Attach the following: A) a map which clearly shows: 1) the student enrollment area, 2) the locations and limits of the
proposed project improvements; and B) the contact information/person for the school, and a short statement of support
combined with the signature of the school official.

Grand Oaks Elementary Enrollment Area and Statement of Support.pdf
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School Name:
School Address:
District Name:
District Address:
Co.-Dist.-School Code:
School Type:

Mariposa Avenue Elementary
7940 Mariposa Avenue, Citrus Heights, CA 95610
San Juan Unified School District
3738 Walnut Avenue Carmichael, CA 95608
34 67447 6034714
to
K
5

Project improvements maximum distance from school

0.5 mile

Total student enrollment:
Total # of students that currently walk or bike to school:
Approximate # of students living along route proposed for improvement:
Projected # of students that will walk/bike to school after the project:
Percentage of students eligible for free or reduced meal programs**

377
42
32
49
83 %

**Refer to the California Department of Education website: http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sd/sd/filessp.asp
Attach the following: A) a map which clearly shows: 1) the student enrollment area, 2) the locations and limits of the
proposed project improvements; and B) the contact information/person for the school, and a short statement of support
combined with the signature of the school official.

Mariposa Elementary Enrollment Area and Statement of Support.pdf
Trails (Multi-use and Recreational): (Also fill out Bicycle and Pedestrian Sub-Type information above)
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Part A4: Project Details
Indicate the project details included in the project/program/plan.
Note: When quantifying the amount of Active Transportation improvements proposed by the project, do not double-count the
improvements that benefit both Bicyclists and Pedestrians (i.e. new RRFB/Signal should only show as a Pedestrian or Bicycle
Improvement).

Bicycle Improvements
100 %

What % of the BICYCLE related project cost are going towards closing a "Gap" in infrastructure?
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing bicycle infrastructure: i.e. Class 2 to Class 4)

0
Class 1:
Linear Feet
0
Class 3:
Linear Feet
0
Signalized Intersections:
New Bike Boxes:
Number
0
Un-Signalized Intersections: New RRFB/Signal:
Number
0
Mid-Block Crossing:
New RRFB/Signal:
Number
0
Lighting:
Intersection:
Number
0
Bike Share Program:
New Station:
Number
0
Bike Racks/Lockers:
New Racks:
Number
Other Bicycle Improvements: #1:
#:
New Bike Lanes/Routes:

0

9,560
Class 2:
Linear Feet
0
Class 4:
Linear Feet
0
Timing Improvements:
Number
0
Crossing-Surface Improvements:
Number
0
Crossing-Surface Improvements:
Number
0
Roadway Segments:
Linear Feet
0 Number
New Bikes:
New Secured Lockers: 0 Number
0
#2:
#:

Pedestrian Improvements
What % of the PEDESTRIAN related project cost are going towards closing a "Gap" in infrastructure?
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing pedestrian infrastructure.)
Sidewalks:

ADA Ramp Improvements:
Signalized Intersections:

Un-Signalized Intersections:

Mid-Block Crossing:
Lighting:
Pedestrian Amenities:
Other Ped Improvements:

0%

213
0
New (4' to 8' wide):
New (over 8' wide):
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
8,980
0
Widen Existing:
Reconstruct/Enhance Existing:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
5,955 Linear Feet
New Barrier Protected (Barrier, parking, functional-planter, etc.):
13
33 Number
New Ramp (none exist):
Reconstruct Ramp to Standard:
Number
5
7
New Crosswalk:
Enhance Existing Crosswalk:
Number
Number
14
0
Ped-Heads:
Shorten Crossing:
Number
Number
0
Timing Improvements:
Number
0
0
New Traffic Signal:
New Roundabout:
Number
Number
0
0
New RRFB/Signal:
Crossing-Surface Improvements:
Number
Number
0
Shorten Crossing:
Number
0
0
New RRFB/Signal:
Crossing-Surface Improvements:
Number
Number
0
0
Intersection:
Roadway Segments:
Number
Linear Feet
0
0
Benches:
Trash Cans:
Number
Number
0
Shade Trees:
Shade Tree Type:
Number
11 #2: ADA compliant ped push buttons
8
#1: High Visibility Crosswalk Enhancements #:
#:

Multi-use Trail Improvements
Vehicular-Roadway Traffic-Calming Improvements
0
Road Diets:
Remove Travel Lane:

Remove Right-Turn Pocket:

Linear Feet

0

Speed Feedback Signs:

Speed Feedback Signs:

Signalized Intersections:

Timing Improvements:

Un-Signalized Intersections:
Other Traffic-Calming
Improvements:

1
New Traffic Signal:
#1: Install Raised Center Median

5

0

Number

Number
New Roundabout:

Number
Number
#:

10

0

Number

0
New Roundabout:
Number
#2: Improve/Upgrade Signal Hardware

#:

Non-Infrastructure Components
NI Program Type:

Indicate the NI program type. If more than one, indicate the percentage split based on cost.
Regional Initiative
Community Initiative
Safe Routes to School

0%
0%
100 %

First Last Mile
Other:

0%
0%

3
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Program Activities:

Insert the number of each type of activity included in the program. Do not double count.
Regional Community Initiatives:

0
4
4
0
0
0
0
2

Number of walk or bike audits
Number of bicycle skills/safety classes
Number of pedestrian skills/safety classes
Number of community demonstration projects/pop-ups/open street events
Number of community encouragement (i.e. bike to work days)
Number of community challenges (i.e. bike to work month challenge)
Number of law enforcement methods (i.e. progressive ticketing, deploying speed trailers, etc.)
Number of community workshops/stakeholder meetings

Safe Routes to School (SRTS):

12
4
0
0
0
0
0
12
8
1

Number of classroom/PE classes receiving pedestrian/bicycle safety instruction/education
Number of school assemblies receiving pedestrian/bicycle safety instruction/education
Number of afterschool programs receiving pedestrian/bicycle safety instruction/education
Number of bike rodeos
Number of pedestrian 'mock city' safety skills events
Number of schools with walking school bus program (defined as planned route with meeting points, a
timetable and a schedule of trained volunteers)
Number of schools with bicycle train program (defined as a planned route with meeting points, a
timetable and a schedule of trained volunteers)
Number of SRTS encouragement days (i.e. designated monthly bike/walk to school days X number of
school months X number of school involved)
Number of SRTS law enforcement methods (i.e. progressive ticketing, deploying speed trailers, etc.)
Number of training sessions to implement the SRTS program (i.e training for volunteer walking school
bus leaders, crossing guards, etc.)

Number of
Number of
Communications:

Check the box if the program will include the communication type.
Traditional media (radio ads, TV ads,
newspaper ads, flyers, etc.)
Large media (bus-wraps, billboards, etc.)

Social media (Twitter, Facebook,
Instagram, etc.)
Program website

Print/electronic publications
(newsletters, blogs, etc.)

Other;

What languages, if any, will the selected communications be translated to:

English, Russian, Spanish
Collaborative
Partnerships:

Check all parties that have a committed role in the project beyond submitting a letter of support.
Local Public Health Department

Schools/School Districts

Law Enforcement

Public Works Departments

Non-Profit Organizations/Community Based
Organizations

Other;

Plan Type (only intended for Plans)
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Right of Way (R/W) Impacts (Check all that apply)
Project is 100% within the Implementing Agency's R/W and/or is within their control at the time of this application submittal.
(This includes temporary construction easements)
Project will likely require R/W in fee ownership, permanent easements and/or temporary construction easements from private owners and/
or will require utility relocations from utility companies outside that implementing agency's governmental control.
The federal R/W process involving private property acquisitions and/or private utility relocations can often take 18 to 24 months after
environmental document approval. The project schedule in the application for R/W needs to reflect the necessary time to complete the
federal R/W process.
What is the total number of private R/W parcels expected to be impacted? 55
What is the total number of utility companies expected to be impacted?

10

What is the total additional months needed (all project phases) for the expected R/W acquisitions and/or utility relocations? 0
Has the project schedule been developed to account for this time? Yes
Project will likely encroach into Caltrans R/W requiring easements, encroachment permits and/or other approvals.
Project will likely require R/W, Easements, encroachment and/or approval involving Governmental (excluding Caltrans - as Caltrans
impacts are documented above), Environmental, or Railroad owner's property.
*See the application instructions for more details on the required coordination and documentation from these agencies.
Attach a letter of support or neutrality from each separate agency. Combine all letters in one pdf attachment.

ROW Letter - final.pdf
The following information should be based on specific prior coordination and agreement between the agencies:

What is the total additional months needed (all project phases) for all of these agencies to complete their required
oversite responsibilities and to complete any required actions that are necessary based on the expected R/W impacts? 0
Has the project schedule been developed to account for this time?

Yes
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Part A5: Project Schedule
NOTES: 1) Per CTC Guidelines, all project applications must be submitted with the expectation of receiving federal funding and therefore the
schedule below must account for the extra time needed for federal project delivery requirements and approvals, including a NEPA
environmental clearance and for each CTC allocation there must also be a Notice to Proceed with Federally Reimbursable work.
2) Prior to estimating the durations of the project delivery tasks (below), applicants are highly encouraged to review the appropriate
chapters of the Local Assistance Procedures Manual and work closely with District Local Assistance Staff.
3) The proposed CTC Allocation dates must be between July 1, 2019 and June 30, 2023 to be consistent with the available ATP funds
for Cycle 4.

This page cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS:
PA&ED Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?

Yes

No

11/12/2014
Expected or Past Start Date for PA&ED activities:
months (See note #2, above)
13
Time to complete the separate CEQA & NEPA studies/approvals:
12/7/2015
Expected or Past Completion Date for the PA&ED Phase:
* Applications showing the PA&ED phase as complete, must include/attach the signature pages for the CEQA and NEPA documents,
which include project descriptions covering the full scope.

Signed MND & CE CMAQ.pdf
PS&E Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?

Yes

No

6/24/2016
Expected or Past Start Date for PS&E activities:
months
48
Time to complete the final Plans, Specification & Estimate:
6/3/2020
Expected or Past Completion Date for the PS&E Phase:
* Applications showing the PS&E phase as complete, must include/attach the signed & Stamped Title Sheet for the plans and
approval page of the specifications.

Right of Way Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?

Yes

No

Expected or Past Start Date for R/W activities:
Time to complete the R/W Engineering, Acquisition, and Utilities:
Expected or Past Completion Date for the R/W Phase:

6/24/2016
48

months

6/3/2020

* PS&E and Right of Way phases can be allocated at the same CTC meeting.
* Applications showing the R/W phase as complete, must include/attach the Caltrans approved R/W Certification.

Construction Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?

Yes

No

Proposed CTC "CON Allocation" Date:
Notice to Proceed with Federally Reimbursable ATP Work:

7/1/2020
8/30/2020

Expected Start Date for Construction activities:
Time to complete the Construction activities:
Expected or Past Completion Date for the CON Phase:

9/1/2020
28

months

12/19/2022

NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS: (This includes combined "I" and "NI" projects)
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
Proposed CTC "CON Allocation" Date:
Notice to Proceed with Federally Reimbursable ATP Work:

Yes

No
7/1/2020
8/30/2020
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Expected Start Date for "NI" or "Plan" Construction activities:
Time to complete the CON-Phase activities:
Expected Completion Date for the CON Phase:

9/1/2020
28

months

12/19/2022

Proposed Dates for "Before" and "After" Counts (As required by the CTC and Caltrans guidelines):
Expected Date for "Before" counts (Ideally, within 12 months of the beginning of the Construction Activities)
Expected Date for "After" counts (Ideally, at least 6 months after the end of all Construction Activities)

5/1/2020
5/1/2023
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Part A6: Project Funding
(1,000s)
The Project Funding table cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
Project
Phase

Total
Project
Costs

Total
ATP
Funding

PA&ED

-

PS&E

ATP
Allocation
Year *

Total
Non-ATP
Funding **

NonParticipating
Funding

"Prior"
ATP
Funding

Leveraging
Funding

Future Local
Identified
Funding

-

-

-

-

-

-

1,529

-

1,529

-

-

1,529

-

R/W

2,989

-

2,989

-

-

2,989

-

CON

20,946

12,654

20/21

8,292

8,292

-

-

-

NI-CON/
PLAN

13

13

20/21

-

-

-

-

-

TOTAL

25,477

12,667

12,810

8,292

-

4,518

-

* The CTC Allocation-Year is calculated based on the information entered into the "Project Schedule" section.
** Applicants must ensure that the “Total Non-ATP Funding” values show in this table match the overall Non-ATP Funding values they enter
into Page 2 of the PPR (later in this form)

ATP FUNDING TYPE REQUESTED:
Per the CTC Guidelines, all ATP projects must be eligible to receive federal funding. Most ATP projects will receive federal funding; however, it
is the intent of the Commission to consolidate the allocation of federal funds to as few projects as practicable. Therefore, the smallest projects
may be granted State Funding from the State Highway Account (SHA) for all or part of the project. Agencies with projects under $1M,
especially ones being implemented by agencies who are not familiar with the federal funding process, are encouraged to request State funding.
Do you believe your project warrants receiving state-only funding?

Yes

No

ATP PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST (PPR):
Using the Project Schedule, Project Funding, and General Project information provided, this electronic form has automatically prepared the
following PPR pages. Applicants must review the information in the PPR to confirm it matches their expectations.
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Amendment (Existing Project)
District

Y

EA

N
Project ID

PPNO

Date: 08/31/18
Alt Project. ID/prg.

MPO ID

3

ATP

County

Route/Corridor

PM Bk PM Ahd

SAC

Project Sponsor/Lead Agency
Citrus Heights

Project Manager/Contact
Stuart Hodgkins

MPO

Element

SACOG

Local Assistance

Phone

E-mail Address

(916) 727-4734

shodgkins@citrusheigts.net

Project Title
Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets – Phase 2
Location (Project Limits), Description (Scope of Work)
The project is located on Auburn Boulevard in the City of Citrus Heights, extending from the City of Roseville (Orlando Avenue) to Rusch Park (600 linear
ft. north Antelope Road).
Component
PA&ED
PS&E
Right of Way
Construction
Legislative Districts

Implementing Agency
Citrus Heights
Citrus Heights
Citrus Heights
Citrus Heights

Assembly: 8

Senate: 4

Congressional:

7

Project Benefits (If more space is needed, use the Additional Information field on the next page.)
In addition to creating a complete street, this project will:
1. Provide an attractive, safe, efficient, well-connected corridor for pedestrians, bicyclists, automobiles, and transit. 2. Provide a distinctive, high-quality
living, working, and shopping environment with attractive pedestrian-scaled streetscapes that provide a sense of place and identity. 3. Promote new
development, redevelopment, and private investment on the corridor.
Purpose and Need
The project removes barriers that currently prevent pedestrians, bicyclists, and transit riders from accessing local amenities such as schools, parks, public
services, and retail. It completes a multi-phased regeneration project transforming the existing sub-standard infrastructure to a complete street.
Unit

Total

Local Streets and Roads

Category

Pedestrian/Bicycle facilities miles constructed

Feet

9,600

Local Steets and Roads

Operational Improvements

Feet

4,800

Local Steets and Roads

Intersections constructed - new

Each

1

Local Steets and Roads

# Signs, lights, greenway, or other safety/beautification

Feet

4,800

ADA Improvements: Y

Outputs/Outcomes

N

Inc. Sustainable Communities Strategy Goals: Y

Bike/Ped Improvements: Y
N

Project Milestone
Project Study Report Approved
Begin Environmental (PA&ED) Phase
Circulate Draft Environmental Document (Document Type)
Draft Project Report
End Environmental Phase (PA&ED Milestone)
Begin Design (PS&E) Phase
End Design Phase (Ready to List for Advertisement Milestone)
Begin Right of Way Phase
End Right of Way Phase (Right of Way Certification Milestone)
Begin Construction Phase
End Construction Phase
Begin Closeout Phase
End Closeout Phase (Closeout Report)

N

Reversible Lane Analysis: Y

Reduces Greenhouse Gas Emissions: Y
Existing
08/31/18
ND/CE

N

N
Proposed
11/12/2014
10/06/2015
11/03/2015
12/07/2015
06/24/2016
06/03/2020
06/24/2016
06/03/2020
09/01/2020
12/19/2022
01/01/2023
05/01/2023
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Additional Information
Project Study Report Approved in 2004; application auto-inserted the date in which the application was saved/printed.
Existing/Completed Project Milestones:
- Project Study Report Approved
- Begin Environmental (PA&ED) Phase
- Circulate Draft Environmental Document; Draft Project Report
- End Environmental Phase (PA&ED Milestone)
- Begin Design (PS&E) Phase
Project Milestones In progress:
- Begin Right of Way Phase

3-Citrus Heights-1
Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets – Phase 2

08/31/18
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Exhibit 22-G Project Programming Request (PPR)
Date: 08/31/18

Project Information:
Project Title:
District
3

Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets – Phase 2
County
Route
Sacramento
-

EA

Project ID

PPNO

Funding Information:
DO NOT FILL IN ANY SHADED AREAS
Proposed Total Project Cost ($1,000s)
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22
0
0
0
0

Component
E&P (PA&ED)

Prior
0

PS&E

1,529

0

0

0

R/W

2,989

0

0

0

CON

0

0

0

4,518

0

0

TOTAL
ATP Funds
Component
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds

23/24+
0

Total
0

0

0

0

1,529

0

0

0

2,989

20,959

0

0

0

20,959

20,959

0

0

0

25,477

Infrastructure Cycle 4
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)
Prior
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
12,654
0
0
0
0
12,654
0

Component
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL

Non-Infrastructure Cycle 4
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)
Prior
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
13
0
0
0
0
13
0

ATP Funds

Plan Cycle 4

Component
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Component
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL

Prior
0
0
0
0
0

Notes:
22/23
0

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

Previous Cycle
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)
Prior
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

22/23
0
0
0
0
0

22/23
0
0
0
0
0

22/23
0
0
0
0
0

23/24+
0
0
0
0
0

23/24+
0
0
0
0
0

23/24+
0
0
0
0
0

Total
0
0
0
12,654
12,654

Total
0
0
0
13
13

Total
0
0
0
0
0

Program Code
20.30.720
Funding Agency
Caltrans
Notes:

Program Code
20.30.720
Funding Agency
Caltrans
Notes:
See Form 22-R

Program Code
20.30.720
Funding Agency
Caltrans
Notes:

Program Code
22/23
0
0
0
0
0

23/24+
0
0
0
0
0

Total
0
0
0
0
0

Funding Agency
Caltrans
Notes:
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Exhibit 22-G Project Programming Request (PPR)
Date: 08/31/18

Project Information:
Project Title:
District
3

Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets – Phase 2
County
Route
Sacramento
-

EA

Project ID

PPNO

Summary of Non-ATP Funding
The Non-ATP funding shown on this page must match the values in the Project Funding table.
Fund No. 2:
Component
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 3:
Component
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 4:
Component
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL

Local (TBD)

Prior
0
175
343
0
518

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
1,592
0
0
0
1,592
0

Requested SACOG Funding
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)
Prior
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
2,700
0
0
0
0
2,700
0
Requested SACOG Funding
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)
Prior
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22
0
0
0
0
0
1,354
0
0
0
0
2,646
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
4,000
0
4,000
0
0
4,000
0

22/23
0
0
0
0
0

22/23
0
0
0
0
0

22/23
0
0
0
0
0

23/24+
0
0
0
0
0

23/24+
0
0
0
0
0

23/24+
0
0
0
0
0

Total
0
175
343
1,592
2,110

Total
0
0
0
2,700
2,700

Program Code
Community Design
Funding Agency
SACOG
Notes:
Application to fund $2.7M for 20/21
Construction to Community Design
submitted 6/29/18

Total
0
1,354
2,646
4,000
8,000

Program Code
Regional Program
Funding Agency
SACOG
Notes:
Application to fund $4M for 20/21
Construction to Regional Program
submitted 7/19/18

Fund No. 5:
Component
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL

Program Code
Prior
0
0
0
0
0

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

Prior
0
0
0
0
0

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

Prior
0
0
0
0
0

Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

22/23
0
0
0
0
0

23/24+
0
0
0
0
0

Total
0
0
0
0
0

Fund No. 6:
Component
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL

Funding Agency
Notes:

Program Code
22/23
0
0
0
0
0

23/24+
0
0
0
0
0

Total
0
0
0
0
0

Fund No. 7:
Component
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL

Program Code
Local Funds
Funding Agency
Citrus Heights
Notes:
City committed $1.6M minimum for ATP
ineligible construction costs

Funding Agency
Notes:

Program Code
22/23
0
0
0
0
0

23/24+
0
0
0
0
0

Total
0
0
0
0
0

Funding Agency
Notes:
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District

County

Route

3

Sacramento

-

EA

Project ID

PPNO

Alt. ID

SECTION 1 - All Projects
Project Background

Characters Remaining:

750

Programming Change Requested

Characters Remaining:

750

Reason for Proposed Changed

Characters Remaining:

If proposed change will delay one or more components, clearly explain 1) reason for the delay, 2) cost increase related to the delay,
and 3) how cost increase will be funded
Characters Remaining:

Other Significant Information

Characters Remaining:

SECTION 2 - For SB1 Projects Only
Alternative Project Request (Please follow the individual SB1 program guidelines for specific criteria)

SECTION 3 - All Projects
Approvals
I hereby certify that the above information is complete and accurate and all approvals have been obtained for the processing of this amendment
request.*

Name (Print or Type)
Stuart Hodgkins

Signature

Title
City Engineer

Attachments
1) Concurrence from Implementing Agency and/or Regional Transportation Planning Agency
2) Project Location Map

Date
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Part A7: Screening Criteria
The following Screening Criteria are requirements for applications to be considered for ATP funding. Failure to
demonstrate a project meets these criteria will result is the disqualification of the application.
1.

Demonstrated fiscal needs of the applicant:
Yes

- Is all or part of the project currently (or has it ever been) formally programmed in an RTPA, MPO and/or
Caltrans funding program?
If "Yes", explain why the project is not considered "fully funded". (Max of 200 Words)

Words Remaining:

No
59

The Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets project consists of two separate phases: Phase 1 and Phase 2. Phase 1 funding originated
from 18 different sources, including state, federal, CDBG, utility participation, a mixture of local funding, and developer fees. These
funding sources covered Right of Way (ROW), Design, Environmental and Construction. Phase 2 funding has been secured for design
and ROW.
Phase 2 (subject of this grant application) is a semi-independent project that builds upon the success of Phase 1. Due to the scale of the
Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets project, undertaking both phases simultaneously was and continues to be cost-prohibitive. Phase 2
thus relies on this application for ATP grant funding to apply to costs associated with construction of the 4,800 lf. of complete streets
improvements. The environmental and preliminary design components for both phases have been completed.

- Are any elements of the proposed project directly or indirectly related to the intended improvements of a
past or future development or capital improvement project?
If “Yes”, explain why the other project cannot fund the proposed project. (Max of 200 Words)

Yes

Words Remaining:

No
94

This project (Phase 2) will build on the 2015 success of Phase 1 of Auburn Boulevard (Rusch Park to Sylvan Corners) and serve as a
model for the transformation of aging mid-century corridors in the Sacramento region. Due to the length and costs associated with
improvements outlined for the whole of the ABCS project, the city split implementation of the Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets into
two major phases with smaller segments (projects) within Phase 1. Phase 2 design and Environmental are complete, and Right of Way
is in progress (70% complete); therefore this Project will only require funding for construction as part of this application.

- Are adjacent properties undeveloped or under-developed where standard “conditions of development”
could be placed on future adjacent redevelopment to construct the proposed project improvements?
If “Yes”, explain why the development cannot fund the proposed project. (Max of 200 Words)

Yes

Words Remaining:

No
9

The corridor has been built-out and is now out-of-date. Without public investment to improve the existing streetscape and mobility
deficits, the city does not anticipate private investment/redevelopment occurring in the near or mid-term. Relying solely on private
investment to provide for constructing the proposed project improvements will cause the project to be disjointed and uncoordinated in
design and delivery. Securing ATP funding for the project guarantees that improvements will remain as one cohesive design and
maintain a set schedule for completion.

However, development projects on the horizon will be conditioned to provide in lieu fees and/or dedication and will continue to be as
redevelopment occurs. This was the case with the newly-approved Rally’s Hamburgers development on Auburn Blvd. The city required
paving and landscaping conditions which meet complete street improvement standards. Specifics of future developer contributions will
depend upon projects' scale and nexus to Auburn Boulevard. In sum, potential redevelopment projects on the 20-year horizon are
unlikely to trigger significant conditions of development that would meet or surpass the amount sought in this grant application; however,
properties will be conditioned whenever possible.
2.

Consistency with an adopted regional transportation plan:
- Is the project consistent with the relevant adopted regional transportation plan that has been developed and
updated pursuant to Government Code Section 65080?

Yes

No

If “Yes”, the applicant must provide that portion of Regional Transportation Plan showing that the proposed project is consistent. Attach
a copy of ONLY the following elements of the plan: cover page and pages linking the proposed project to the plan. Highlighted and/or
mark the attachment to clearly identify the connection.

SACOG MTP Excerpts.pdf
Note: Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
3.

Is the Implementing Agency Caltrans?

Yes

No

Chapter 1:

BUILDING A SUSTAINABLE SYSTEM
2016

M E T R O P O L I TA N T R A N S P O R TAT I O N P L A N / S U S TA I N A B I L I T Y C O M M U N I T I E S S T R AT E G Y

ADOPTED FEBRUARY 18, 2016
DRAFT AUGUST 27, 2015

1

Chapter 6: Policies and Supportive Strategies

2. Policy: Educate and provide information to
policymakers, local staff, and the public about
the mutually supportive relationship between
smart growth development, transportation,
and resource conservation.
2.1. Strategy: Provide computer software, training and
technical assistance to local governments.
2.2. Strategy: Monitor and report on the transportation and air quality impacts of development patterns
and their relationship to Blueprint growth principles.
2.3. Strategy: Monitor and report on commute patterns for all modes, traffic levels, and transit use and
bicycle and pedestrian mode share compared with the
projections in this MTP/SCS.
2.4. Strategy: Develop educational materials to
inform local discussions, particularly in urban and suburban infill areas, about neighborhood travel behavior,
health and the effects of higher density on traffic, transit, walking and bicycling.
2.5. Strategy: Continue to develop and apply health
and social equity analysis methods and performance
measures to help inform MTP/SCS updates and local
discussions on development patterns, including transportation performance measures and opportunities
related to accessibility, equity, public health and youth.
2.6. Strategy: Assist with mapping and coordination
between SACOG, transit, and health and human service providers on transit planning and siting of lifeline
services needing transit access. Develop educational
materials and life-cycle methodology on public facility
planning that incorporates the costs of extending transit service to locations outside existing transit corridors.
2.7 Strategy: During the scoping phase, review transportation projects using appropriate and available
project-level analysis tools to assess whether they
foster transportation choices, improve local community circulation and provide access to opportunities or
divide communities, and either avoid or mitigate negative impacts (including those to public health, safety, air
quality, housing and the environment).
2.8. Strategy: Continue Airport Land Use Commission
(ALUC) efforts that promote good land use planning
around airports, minimize public safety hazards, and
support the utility of each airport.
2.9 Strategy: Strengthen SACOG’s modeling tools

with the development of an economic land use model
based on the PECAS framework. This model may support regional economic development efforts and inform
a wide range of MTP/SCS efforts, including jobs-housing fit (i.e., the relationship between housing costs and
wages around an employment center), infill incentives,
congestion and parking pricing, and transportation
project phasing.
2.10 Strategy: Provide technical analysis and education to inform policy and decision makers, local staff,
and regional stakeholders about the benefits of strategic growth management on the region’s open space
resources and the economic and environmental benefits they provide.

3. Policy: SACOG encourages local
jurisdictions in developing community activity
centers well-suited for high-quality transit
service and complete streets.
3.1. Strategy: Support development proposals that are
well-suited and located to support high-quality transit
use in Transit Priority Areas, or walkable communities,
through Blueprint analysis.
3.2. Strategy: Continue to identify best practices
for complete streets, continue to add to the Complete
Streets Toolkit, and initiate a technical assistance program to help local agencies develop street designs that
are sensitive to their surroundings and context.
3.3. Strategy: Establish regional guidance for transit-oriented development.
3.4. Strategy: Support efforts by transit agencies and
local governments to site and design transit centers
and stations close to economic centers and neighborhoods and to expand park-and-ride facilities at a few
key stations.
3.5. Strategy: Encourage local agencies to develop an
interconnected system of streets, bikeways, and walkways that support a more compact development form;
avoid building new circulation barriers; accommodate
safe travel for all users; and provide connections across
creeks, freeways and high-speed/high volume arterials
and through existing gated communities, walls and culde-sacs to access schools, activity centers and transit
stops.
127

Chapter 6: Policies and Supportive Strategies

28. Policy: Prioritize transit investments
that result in an effective transit system that
serves both transit-dependent and choice
riders.
28.1. Strategy: Transit expansion should be targeted
at land use patterns that will generate transit ridership
and improve the cost recovery rates for transit service.
28.2. Strategy: Pursue transit expansion using a
wide spectrum of services, each best suited to particular travel markets, considering but not limited to light
rail, streetcar, express bus, Bus Rapid Transit, local bus,
neighborhood shuttle, demand-response service, subscription bus, and jitney.
28.3. Strategy: Consider the full life-cycle cost of
transit options including both capital and operations,
the relative value of broader area coverage versus high
capacity for a limited corridor, and more routes versus
higher frequency, for each situation.
28.4. Strategy: Develop trunk transit corridors
between communities and local transit circulation
within communities, to attract riders both for commuting and local activities.
28.5. Strategy: Develop local transit services that
serve local travel patterns and meet high-capacity
trunk transit lines with timed transfers.
28.6. Strategy: Design commute transit as a door-todoor system, with full or limited-stop express routes,
short waits at transfer points, and walk and bicycle
access at each end.
28.7. Strategy: Develop a bus and carpool lane system
for key commuter corridors and expand transit service
to use it.
28.8. Strategy: Address commute congestion to
switch drivers into empty seats in both transit and autos
with transit-first/carpool-second strategies for downtown Sacramento, and carpool-first/transit-second
strategies for suburban job centers until employment
density indicates a shift.
28.9. Strategy: Seek to develop good bus transit service with heavy established ridership as a precursor to
investment in rail transit, to ensure return on the high
capital investment for rail.
28.10. Strategy: Factor in the benefit of rail transit as
a permanent investment, with stronger ability to attract
transit-oriented development patterns around it, where

local smart growth planning and the real estate market
already promise development dense enough to support
rail investment.
28.11. Strategy: When a transit route or service fills
to capacity, examine complementary service of another
type as an alternative simply to adding capacity to the
route that is full.
28.12. Strategy: When planning high-quality transit
along light rail, regional rail and high speed rail corridors, also plan for supportive features that include
sidewalks and walkways, passenger shelters, or transfer
stations, next-bus notification signs, signal preemption
and park-and-ride lots.

29. Policy: SACOG encourages locally
determined developments consistent with
Blueprint principles and local circulation
plans to be designed with walking, bicycling
and transit use as primary transportation
considerations.
29.1. Strategy: Invest in safe bicycle and pedestrian routes that improve connectivity and access to
common destinations, such as connections between
residential areas and schools, work sites, neighborhood
shopping, and transit stops and stations. Also, invest in
safe routes to and around schools so trips can be made
by bicycling or walking.
29.2. Strategy: Invest toward the creation of a regional
bicycle and pedestrian network, connecting first those
communities that already have good local circulation
networks in place, but also supporting efforts throughout the region to improve connectivity and realize
public health benefits from these investments.
29.3. Strategy: Utilize the Planners Committee,
Regional Planning Partnership and Transit Coordinating
Committee to better coordinate information-sharing
between jurisdictions on transit, bicycle and pedestrian
improvements to ensure connected routes, sharing of
effective ideas, and more complete public information.
29.4. Strategy: Continue to support improved bicycle
and pedestrian connectivity through SACOG’s Regional
Bicycle and Pedestrian Program, the Regional Active
Transportation Program, and the Community Design
Grant Program in order to maintain program criteria
139
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Part B: Narrative Questions
Question #1
QUESTION #1
DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES (0-10 POINTS)
This project does not qualify as a Disadvantaged Community.
A. Map of Project Boundaries, Access and Destination (0 points): Required
Provide a scaled map showing the boundaries of the proposed project/program/plan, the geographic boundaries of the disadvantaged
community, and disadvantaged community access point(s) and destinations that the project/program/plan is benefiting.

Disadvantaged Communities Map - final.pdf
B. Identification of Disadvantaged Community: (0 points)
Select one of the following 4 options. Must provide information for all Census Tract/Block Group/Place # that the project affects.
● Median Household Income
● CalEnviroScreen
● Free or Reduced Priced School Meals - Applications using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school
students in the project area.
● Other
Select Option:

Free or Reduced Priced School Meals

At least 75% of public school students in the project area are eligible to receive free or reduced-price meals under the
National School Lunch Program. Data is available at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sd/sd/filessp.asp (auto filled from Part A).
Applicants using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area. Project
must be located within two miles of the school(s) represented by this criteria.
School Name

School Enrollment

% of Students Eligible for FRPM

Grand Oaks Elementary

308

77 %

Mariposa Avenue Elementary

377

83 %

Highest percentage of students eligible from above (autofill):

83%

(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
80%

Percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals Programs:
(to be used for severity calculation only)

C. Direct Benefit: (0 - 4 points)
1. Explain how the project closes a gap, provides connections to, or addresses a deficiency in an active transportation network or meets an
important community need. (Max of 150 Words)
Words Remaining:
1
Upgrades to pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure allow for safer, more spacious, and more active modes of transportation for students commuting
to/from school via Auburn Boulevard, and multiple programs and services at Rusch Park; the park partners with the schools to provide after school
and summer program activities and students often go from one to the other. The park also provides a direct route to Grand Oaks Elementary; the
project therefore provides connections adding value and safety to that particular route option.

Within the project area, 80% of students at the schools are reliant upon free and reduced-price meals programs. Parents and guardians of these
students will also benefit from the project by having improved access to local and regional transit facilities within the project area (Louis Orlando
Transit Center). This access will improve their commuting options to regional job centers (see access to transit in Attachment K).
2. Explain how the disadvantaged community residents will have physical access to the project.
(Max of 150 Words)

Words Remaining:

37

For students crossing the project area (approx. 35), the project will be both physically convenient and logical for them to navigate. The sidewalks
are currently difficult to navigate due to their derelict conditions and numerous utility poles obstructing foot traffic. The project connects to existing
improvements to the south, providing connectivity to an additional disadvantaged area south of the project (where previous improvements meet
Phase 2). Residents will have safer access to Rusch Park, Mariposa and Grand Oaks schools, as well as public transit facilities on both Antelope
Road and Auburn Boulevard, and near I-80 (Louis Orlando Transit Center, serving Placer County, the City of Roseville, and the City of Citrus
Heights).

3. Illustrate and provide documentation for how the project was requested or supported by the disadvantaged community residents.
(Max of 150 Words)
Words Remaining:

1

O

F
Major
Employment
Centers

Luis/Orlando
Transit Center

Roseville

F

Grand Oaks Elementary School

For census Tract 81.43

F FF FF

Grand Oaks Shopping Center

1765 Units

FF

F F

1520 Units

Citrus Heights

F
For census Tract 81.13

Studio Movie Grill

Mariposa Elementary School

Fireside Lanes

1504 Units

For census Tract 81.42

Rusch Park

0.125

0.25

F

0

Sunrise Mall
Employment
Center

0.5
Miles

Legend

Disadvantaged Communities

Citrus Heights City Limits

Parks

Schools

Disadvantaged Communities

F

Benefits from Improvement

*School boundries and total housing units within boundaries

Access Point
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Grand Oaks and Mariposa were included in the Citrus Heights School Walkability Master Plan, completed 2011-2015. At both schools the top
concerns of parents related to walking and bicycling to school was the speed and volume of traffic on major roads (arterials and collectors), and the
difficulty of finding safe places to cross these roads. The master plan included a number of recommendations to increase safety and the share of
walking and bicycling, including complete streets projects on major roads, such as this project on Auburn Blvd. Each school has requested
additional Safe Routes support since completion of the master plan, and major roads remain a top concern of principals, parent teacher
organizations, school site councils, and individual students and parents.
The Auburn Boulevard Business Association (ABBA), who act as advocates for local businesses and spurring economic growth in the area, are also
vocal supporters of the project.

Attach Documentation

SJUSD and ABBA Letters of Support.pdf
D. Project Location: (0 - 2 points)
1. Is your project located within a disadvantaged community? Fully
E. Severity: (0 - 4 points)
a. Auto calculated
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Part B: Narrative Questions
Question #2
QUESTION #2
POTENTIAL FOR INCREASED WALKING AND BICYCLING, ESPECIALLY AMONG STUDENTS, INCLUDING THE IDENTIFICATION OF
WALKING AND BICYCLING ROUTES TO AND FROM SCHOOLS, TRANSIT FACILITIES, COMMUNITY CENTERS, EMPLOYMENT
CENTERS, AND OTHER DESTINATIONS; AND INCLUDING INCREASING AND IMPROVING CONNECTIVITY AND MOBILITY OF NONMOTORIZED USERS. (0-38 POINTS)
Please provide the following information: (This must be completed to be considered for funding.)
# of Users

Pedestrian

Bicycle

Date of Counts

416

215

5/30/2018

Current

Mark here if N/A to project

Safe Routes to School projects: The following information related to the Safe Routes to School Projects data was already entered in part
3 of the application.
School
Grand Oaks Elementary

Total Student
Enrollment
308

Approx. # of Students # of Students Currently
Walking/Biking to
Living Along School
School
Route Proposed
15

47

Mariposa Avenue Elementary

377

32

42

Total

685

47

89

Document the methodologies used to establish the current count data. (Max of 250 Words)

Words Remaining:

49

Bicycle, pedestrian and turning movement counts were collected at two signalized intersections within the project limits. All counts were collected
during the AM (7:00 AM - 9:00 AM), School (2:00 PM - 4:00 PM) and PM (4:00 PM - 6:00 PM) peak periods. The daily bicycle and pedestrian
volumes were extrapolated from peak period turning movement counts utilizing the calculated percentage of peak vehicles to daily vehicles from a
historic daily vehicular count collected in May 2012. The extrapolated pedestrian and bicycle counts at the two locations were added together to obtain
the total number of users/day on this roadway corridor. Total users were assumed to be the number of distinct pedestrians and bicycles along any
portion of the corridor. Pedestrians and bicyclists traveling across the project corridor were counted in addition to those traveling along the corridor as
all users will benefit from the proposed project including upgrades to the traffic signals, reduced conflict points, enhance crosswalks, etc.

Current counts for schools were based on data developed by the San Juan Unified School District. Counts were based on school surveys and School
District Safe Routes to School Coordinator physical observation during the 2016-17 School Year.
A. Statement of project need. Describe the issue(s) that this project will address. How will the proposed project benefit the
non-motorized users? What is the project's desired outcome and how will the project best deliver that outcome? (0-19 points)
Discuss:
Lack of connectivity
The lack of mobility - if applicable - Does the population have limited access to cars, bikes, and transit?
Does the project have an unserved or underserved demand?
The local health concerns responses should focus on:
Specific local public health concerns, health disparity, and/or conditions in the built and social environment that affect the
project community and can be addressed through the proposed project. Please provide detailed relevant answers instead of
general descriptions of the health benefits of walking and biking (i.e. "walking and biking increase physical activity").
Local public health data demonstrating the above public health concern or health disparity. Data should be at the smallest
geography available (state or national data is not sufficient). One potential source is the Healthy Places Index (HPI) (http://
healthyplacesindex.org)
For combined I/NI projects: Discuss need for an encouragement, education, and/or enforcement program.
(Max of 1000 Words)

Words Remaining:

322

The City of Citrus Heights has a strong need to provide safe, efficient, and effective transportation for all modes of transport. As an aging suburban
community, the design of the city has historically been oriented towards automobile transportation. Sidewalks are often lacking, bike lanes are
inadequate and transit had previously been an afterthought.

According to the California Health Disadvantage Index, the project limits are within a 51-75% Health Disadvantage Index (HDI) boundary which is
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moderately disadvantaged according to the Public Health Alliance. This means that 51-75% of residents near Auburn Boulevard are unable to fulfill
basic human needs required for full social participation and optimal health and well-being.

According to the HDI, 41% of the population west of Auburn Boulevard is living in poverty and 1.8% have no access to an automobile. At the same
time the population has a 10.2% average annual rate of severe and fatal pedestrian injuries per 100,000 population, which is in the 77.8 percentile.
Since incorporation over 20 years ago, the City has sought to address these (and other) needs through a Complete Streets Philosophy. Shortly after
incorporation, the City realized that Auburn Boulevard was the City corridor with the highest need to address these issues. In particular, the City
recognized that the overall decline of the Boulevard was closely related to the design of the infrastructure and accompanying land use patterns.
Active transportation users were deterred from using Auburn Boulevard because it was uninviting and the infrastructure was inadequate to support
disadvantaged residents who needed it most. Although Auburn Boulevard was home to service and shopping uses, the ability for disadvantaged to reach
those uses was limited without access to a car. The inability to utilize active transportation to connect to basic services contributes to health impacts such
as obesity, heart disease, asthma and associated health risks.
The project will address residents' needs (safe, convenient, and comfortable access to key destinations). The project creates distinct bicycle and
pedestrian routes that are safe (provides improved crossings of roadways and is separated from traffic), convenient (connects neighborhoods to
amenities such as parks, two schools in the immediate area, transit, and two major shopping centers), and comfortable (separated from traffic).
The project also addresses a larger need to make active transportation a way of life in Citrus Heights - to improve quality of life, improve public health,
increase recreational opportunities and achieve its greenhouse gas reduction goals. The City’s transportation network needs to be safe, convenient, and
comfortable. The Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets project achieves these needs by providing a safe, separate facility for non-motorized users.

The City recognizes that infrastructure alone cannot achieve the desired outcomes. The City and San Juan Unified School District recognize that
changing these outcomes depends on creating healthy habits early in life. As a result, a critical part of the project is the non-infrastructure component
conducted with San Juan Unified School District. This NI portion of the project recognizes that these students who learn to walk safely to school are
more likely to continue to walk throughout adulthood. As a result the NI portion of the project will train Grand Oaks Elementary and Mariposa
Elementary students how to properly navigate and safely travel both Auburn Boulevard and the adjacent roadways that cross it. This approach not only
instills healthy habits, it also enables more students to have access from their neighborhood across and/or along Auburn Boulevard on their routes to
these schools.
Users surrounding the project include students, transit riders (the Louis/Orlando Transit Center, a major transit hub, is within the project area),
recreational walkers, and bicyclists, including those users living in disadvantaged communities. The existing on-street routes are challenging to navigate
as they require users to travel on the higher speed/ high volume road of Auburn Boulevard (24,537 ADT, 42 MPH 85th percentile speed). These streets
have many conflict points as higher volume driveways are commonplace near the Sunrise MarketPlace. The City estimates 1,022 non-motorized users
currently utilize the existing transportation network daily.
B. Describe how the proposed project will address the active transportation need: (0-19 points)
1. Close a gap?
No. of gaps: 3

Yes

No

Total length of gap(s) (feet): 9,831

Gap closure = Construction of a missing segment of an existing facility in order to make that facility continuous.
a. Must provide a map of each gap closure identifying gap and connections.

Project Doc - Gap Map FINAL.pdf
b. Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified
destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities,
transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional,
State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations. Specific destinations
must be identified. (Max of 150 Words)
Words Remaining:
49
The project is the final phase of the Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets project between Antelope Road and Orlando Avenue. The project
closes existing gaps within the pedestrian network (sidewalks/curb ramps/crosswalks) missing along Auburn Boulevard. The project closes the
final gap in the bicycle network (Class II bike routes) on Auburn Boulevard (bike lanes currently exist south of the project, in the Phase 1
project area). Together these gap closures will physically connect Mariposa Avenue Elementary, Grand Oaks Elementary and Rusch Park to the
surrounding neighborhood, ultimately providing access to regional transit on Orlando Avenue (the Louis Orlando Transit Center).

2. Creation of new routes?

Yes

No

New route = Construction of a new facility that did not previously exist for non-motorized users that provides a course or way to get
from one place to another.

Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets (Phase 2)
Gaps

Sidewalk Gaps

Lack of Bike Lanes
Throughout Segment

Grand Oaks
Elementary
School

Mariposa
Avenue
Elem.
School

Legend

Rusch
Park

Project Area
Lack of Bike Lanes
Sidewalk Gaps
Rusch Park
Schools
Regional Transit Stop (Louis
Orlando Transit Center)

N
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a. Must provide a map of the new route location.

Project Doc - New Route Intersection FINAL.pdf
b. Describe the existing route(s) that currently connect the affected transportation related and community identified destinations and
why the route(s) are not adequate. (Max of 150 Words)
Words Remaining:

32

There will be a new signal for pedestrian crossings a the proposed intersection south of Whyte Avenue (between two shopping centers) where
there are no crossings presently. This intersection serves oncoming traffic to/from I-80 and lacks a connection from the commercial/retail
facilities and regional transit stop (SB) located on the west side of Auburn Boulevard to the Louis Orlando Transit Stop located on the east side
of Auburn Boulevard. The existing "route" for transit riders transferring from one facility to another requires them to cross Whyte Avenue
where there is not a pedestrian signal, and then continue to the closest signalized crossing on Auburn and Orlando, adjacent to the I-80 on and
off ramps.

c. Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified
destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities,
transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional,
State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations. Specific destination
must be identified. (Max of 150 Words)
Words Remaining:
25
The project is along a key corridor that provides critical access to multiple transit stops and a transit center connecting three different transit
agencies that provide further connections to social services, medical centers, employment centers, etc. Sunrise Recreation and Park District, a
regional park, is located in the project area providing daycare, recreational activities, after school programs and other related activities for the
disadvantaged communities, including seniors (congregate meals and health programs) and youth services. Grand Oaks and Mariposa
elementary schools are within a half a mile of the corridor. Essential retail centers such as grocery stores, banks, personal services and other
recreational facilities front this corridor (ex. Grand Oaks Shopping Center and retail surrounding Smart & Final at the northern end of the
project area).

3. Removal of barrier to mobility?
a. Type of barrier:

Yes

No

Safety

b. Must provide a map identifying the barrier location and improvement.

Project Doc - Barrier Map FINAL.pdf
c. Describe the existing negative effects of barrier to be removed and how the project addresses the existing barrier.
(Max of 150 Words)
Words Remaining:

0

Auburn Blvd is a four lane roadway that provides access to small businesses, large shopping centers, schools, transit, and a park. Currently this
stretch of roadway has no Class III bike routes, missing sections of sidewalk, and many driveway conflicts. It does not breed a safe
environment for active transportation users. In the past seven years, 22 collisions involved bicyclists and pedestrians (10% of all collisions).
This project will consolidate 57 driveways to 44 (a 23% decrease), which will reduce pedestrian/motorists conflicts. Utility poles plague the
right of way paths and reduce sidewalk width to less than 3 feet in some areas. Lack of bike routes force many cyclists onto the sidewalks,
which create conflicts for pedestrians. This project would remove the utility poles by moving utilities underground, and install bike lanes and
separated, 6 ft. wide sidewalks to provide a safer environment for our bike and pedestrian travelers.

d. Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified
destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities,
transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional,
State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations. Specific destination
must be identified. (Max of 150 Words)
Words Remaining:
25
The project is along a key corridor that provides critical access to multiple transit stops and a transit center connecting three different transit
agencies that provide further connections to social services, medical centers, employment centers, etc. Sunrise Recreation and Park District, a
regional park, is located in the project area providing daycare, recreational activities, after school programs and other related activities for the
disadvantaged communities, including seniors (congregate meals and health programs) and youth services. Grand Oaks and Mariposa
elementary schools are within a half a mile of the corridor. Essential retail centers such as grocery stores, banks, personal services and other
recreational facilities front this corridor (ex. Grand Oaks Shopping Center and retail surrounding Smart & Final at the northern end of the
project area).

4. Other improvements to existing routes?

Yes

No

a. Must provide a map of the new improvement location.

Project Doc - Other Improvements FINAL.pdf
b. Explain the improvement. (Max of 150 Words)

Words Remaining:

83

The current bicycle conditions (no existing bike routes) will be upgraded to provide Class II bike routes, and the transit stops will be enhanced
with benches, shelters, upgraded ADA access and other amenities. Landscaping, driveway consolidation, and improved striping and signage
will also help improve the route. In addition, ATMS connections are included which will help with incident management, corridor speeds and
pedestrian-bike access through intersections.

Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets (Phase 2)
New Route (Proposed)

Existing Condition

Existing Condition

Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets (Phase 2)
Barrier to Mobility

N

Missing Sidewalk

Lack of Bike Lanes
Throughout Segment

Grand Oaks
Elementary
School

Mariposa
Avenue
Elem.
School

Legend
Project Area
Lack of Bike Lanes
Missing Sidewalk
Rusch Park
Schools
Utility Infrastructure Blocking
Pedestrian Access

Rusch
Park
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c. Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to important or community identified destinations
where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit
facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or
national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations. Specific destination must be
identified. (Max of 150 Words)
Words Remaining:
25
The project is along a key corridor that provides critical access to multiple transit stops and a transit center connecting three different transit
agencies that provide further connections to social services, medical centers, employment centers, etc. Sunrise Recreation and Park District, a
regional park, is located in the project area providing daycare, recreational activities, after school programs and other related activities for the
disadvantaged communities, including seniors (congregate meals and health programs) and youth services. Grand Oaks and Mariposa
elementary schools are within a half a mile of the corridor. Essential retail centers such as grocery stores, banks, personal services and other
recreational facilities front this corridor (ex. Grand Oaks Shopping Center and retail surrounding Smart & Final at the northern end of the
project area).
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Part B: Narrative Questions
Question #3
QUESTION #3
POTENTIAL FOR REDUCING THE NUMBER AND/OR RATE OF PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLIST FATALITIES AND INJURIES, INCLUDING
THE IDENTIFICATION OF SAFETY HAZARDS FOR PEDESTRIANS AND BICYCLISTS. (0-20 POINTS)
A. Describe the project location’s history of pedestrian and bicycle collisions resulting in fatalities and injuries to non-motorized
users, which this project will mitigate. (10 points max)
Applicants are encouraged to use the new UC Berkeley SafeTREC TIMS tool which was specifically designed for the ATP to
produce these documents in an efficient manner. Applicants with access to alternative collision data tools and training can utilize their
choice of methods/tools. Applicants must respond to question 1 or 2, and have the option to respond to both.
1.

For applications using the TIMS ATP tool, attach the following:
a. Collision Heat-map of the area surrounding the project limits - demonstrating the relative collision history of the project
limits in relation to the overall jurisdiction/community's collision history
b. Project Area Collision Map - identifying the past crash locations within the project limits
c. Collision Summaries and collision lists/reports - demonstrating collision trends, collision types, and collision details
d. For a Combined INI project - If the NI project area is different than the infrastructure portion, the applicant may attach NI
related heat-maps, etc in Attachment J
Combine the various maps/summaries into one PDF file and attach it in the field below.

TIMS_ATP_Sacramento_Citrus Heights_2018_07_25.pdf
2.

Applications that do not have the collision data above OR that prefer to provide additional collision data and/or safety in a different
format can provide this data below. (Examples include: Collision Rates, Community Observations, surveys, etc.)
The data and corresponding methodologies can be included in written/text form and/or via a separate attachment in the field below.
(Max of 200 Words) (optional)

Words Remaining:

198

N/A

Data and methodologies Attachment (optional)

Blank.pdf
3.

From the project-area collision summaries/data provided in questions 1 and/or 2, enter the total reported pedestrian and/or bicycle
collisions using the most recent 5 to 11 years of available data:

6

How many years of collision data were used in the Heat Maps and collision summaries:
# of Crashes

Pedestrian

Bicycle

Total

Average Per Year

Fatalities

1

0

1

0.17

Injuries

6

4

10

1.67

Total

7

4

11

1.83

2018/07/25

TIMS - Transportation Injury Mapping System

ATP Maps & Summary Data
The tool is designed to support the California Active Transportation Program
(ATP), as well as active transportation users and practitioners throughout
California. The tool utilizes interactive collision maps to allow users to track and
document pedestrian and bicycle collisions and generate data summaries within
specified project and/or community limits.
Step 1: Select a County/City, Bike/Ped, Severity, and Years
County: Sacramento
City: Citrus Heights
Include State Highway Related Collisions: Yes
Involved With: Pedestrian and Bicycle
Collision Severity: Fatal, Severe Injury, Other Visible Injury, and Complaint of Pain
Year: 2011 - 2017

Collision Summary for initial parameters defined above:
Number of Collisions by Collision Severity
Involved With Fatal Severe Injury Visible Injury Complaint of Pain Total
Bicycle

1

18

98

74

191

Pedestrian

8

37

38

59

142

https://tims.berkeley.edu/tools/atp/

1/6

2018/07/25

TIMS - Transportation Injury Mapping System

County/City Heat Map:
Step 2: Identify your project area to develop a more localized Community
Heat Map
Select the size of your proposed project limits: Less than 3 miles across.

https://tims.berkeley.edu/tools/atp/

2/6

2018/07/25

TIMS - Transportation Injury Mapping System

Community Heat Map:
Step 3: Draw the project boundaries to get detailed collision data
summaries and map

https://tims.berkeley.edu/tools/atp/

3/6

2018/07/25

TIMS - Transportation Injury Mapping System

Project Area Collision Map: 12 total collisions.
Step 4: Review the project-specific collision map

https://tims.berkeley.edu/tools/atp/

4/6

2018/07/25

TIMS - Transportation Injury Mapping System

Step 5: Review the collision summary data, graphs and tables provided.
Summary Results
Involved With Fatal Severe Injury Visible Injury Complaint of Pain Total
Bicycle

0

0

4

1

5

Pedestrian

1

2

4

0

7

https://tims.berkeley.edu/tools/atp/

5/6

2018/07/25

TIMS - Transportation Injury Mapping System

Collision List
Case ID
5769050
6116131
6145318
8112121
7110410
5415557
5436233
8421349
8311864
7006184
6767278
6569209

Date
06/18/2012
05/26/2013
06/09/2013
08/14/2016
10/10/2015
11/10/2011
11/30/2011
07/05/2017
01/31/2017
08/27/2015
12/22/2014
07/07/2014

https://tims.berkeley.edu/tools/atp/

Time
14:53
20:51
23:10
16:30
10:06
16:00
19:54
21:31
18:24
23:05
06:35
14:28

Primary
AUBURN BL
AUBURN RD
AUBURN BL
AUBURN BL
AUBURN BL
AUBURN BL
AUBURN BL
AUBURN BL
AUBURN BL
AUBURN BL
TWIN OAKS AV
TWIN OAKS AV

Secondary
CHERRY GLEN AV
GRAND OAKS BL
GRAND OAKS BL
CRIPPLE CREEK RD
SUN AV
BAIRD WY
AUBURN OAKS CT
LINDEN AV
BAIRD WY
LINDEN AV
AUBURN BL
AUBURN BL

Distance
36.00
393.00
300.00
196.00
64.00
0.00
53.00
205.00
109.00
63.00
3.00
5.00

Direction
S
S
S
S
N
S
N
N
S
E
E

Bike
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

Ped
No
No
No
No
No
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
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4.

3-Citrus Heights-1
Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets – Phase 2

Referencing project's heat-maps, collision map and collision summaries provided in above, discuss the extent to which the proposed
project limits represents one of the agency's top priorities for addressing ongoing safety and discuss how the proposed safety
improvements correspond to the types and locations of the past collisions. (e.g. sidewalks, bike lanes, lighting, bulb-outs, signals/
barriers, etc.)
For Projects with Non-Infrastructure elements (Combined I/NI projects):
As appropriate, describe how the NI program elements:
● educates bicyclists, pedestrians, and/or drivers about safety hazards for pedestrians and bicyclists; and
● encourages safe behavior, including through enforcement.
(Max of 700 Words)

Words Remaining: 469

The TIMS/SWITRS collision map for Auburn Blvd indicates a significant level of incidents involving bicyclists and particularly pedestrians, many
occurring at locations where there is no marked crosswalk, or crosswalks with insufficient protection for the speed of motor vehicle traffic. This
project will significantly improve safety for students at these two elementary schools, as well as the middle school and high schools, both for trips to
and from school and other trips to community destinations including Rusch Park.

The project's non-infrastructure program focuses on education, encouragement, assessment and evaluation at the three nearby schools that will
directly benefit from this project. A bike/pedestrian education program at Grand Oaks and Mariposa schools provides students the knowledge and
skills to safely use the sidewalks and bike lanes resulting from this and prior phases of the Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets project, as well as
other facilities and roadways. Standard district curriculum will be used, which has demonstrated improved knowledge and skills in prior grants.
Encouragement programs will increase the use of this project, and produce a mode share shift towards walking and bicycling for the schools. Event
days and walking school buses, with demonstrated success in prior grants, will be used. Standard Safe Routes to School evaluation (student tally
and parent survey) will be completed for both schools, documenting existing mode share and concerns, and changes resulting from this project.

B. Safety Countermeasures (10 points max)
Describe how the project improvements will remedy (one or more) potential safety hazards that contribute to pedestrian and/or
bicyclist injuries or fatalities. Referencing the information you provided in Part A, demonstrate how the proposed
countermeasures directly address the underlying factors that are contributing to the occurrence of pedestrian and/or bicyclist
collisions.
1. Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users?
a. Current speed and/or volume: (Max of 100 Words)

Yes
Words Remaining:

No
71

The current 85th percentile speed on this section of Auburn Boulevard is 42 MPH. The average daily traffic was measured in 2012 and is
24,537 vehicles per day.

b. Anticipated speed and/or volume after project completion : (Max of 100 Words)

Words Remaining:

0

The project will install a raised median along a significant portion of Auburn Boulevard, eliminating the two way left turn lane. Although
travel lanes along this roadway segment were narrowed with a previous resurfacing project, the existing two-way left turn lane does not provide
a physical barrier along the left edge of the travel lanes. It is anticipated that a raised center median along Auburn Boulevard will reduce
vehicle speeds. Installation of traffic signal communication equipment will allow coordination of the traffic signals and encourage vehicles to
travel at or below the speed limit, reducing the 85th percentile speed.

2. Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users?
a. Current sight distance and/or visibility issue: (Max of 100 Words)

Yes
Words Remaining:

No
2

This roadway segment is lacking consistent street lighting. 25% of the bicycle involved, 67% of the pedestrian involved and 25% of the vehicle
collisions over the past 7 years occurred during the dark, nighttime and dusk hours. There has been 1 fatal collision on this roadway segment
within the past seven years. This collision occurred at 11:05 PM, at an intersection where one substandard street light is present. The lack of
and inconsistent street lighting is believed to be a contributing factor in the fatal, all nighttime non-motorized collisions, and many of the
nighttime vehicular collisions.

b. Anticipated sight distance and/or visibility issue resolution: (Max of 100 Words)

Words Remaining:

0

The project will install new street lights along this segment of Auburn Boulevard. All new street lighting will be installed at locations in
conformance with existing lighting standards and will meet or exceed minimum lighting requirements. The street lights will provide lighting to
increase the visibility of pedestrians and bicyclists during nighttime hours, as well as all other users of this roadway. The project installs high
visibility crosswalks at intersections along Auburn Boulevard and specialized stamped asphalt concrete crosswalks will be constructed at the
signalized intersections. These special crosswalk treatments will make pedestrians more visibile to drivers, increasing pedestrian safety.

3. Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, including creating
physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users?

Yes

No
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a. Current conflict point description: (Max of 100 Words)

3-Citrus Heights-1
Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets – Phase 2

Words Remaining:

3

There are currently no bicycle facilities along this segment of Auburn Boulevard. Bicyclists are forced to share the road with the high speed
vehicles on Auburn Boulevard or mix with pedestrians on the sidewalk. Existing sidewalk is sub-standard, often only 3 feet wide at locations
where utility poles are present, only rolled curbs are present. There is a large number of driveways and the presence of a two way left turn lanes
allows left turns in and out of all driveways along this project corridor, creating many points of conflict between vehicles and non-motorized
users.

b. Improvement that addresses conflict point: (Max of 100 Words)

Words Remaining:

11

Installation of a raised median, and elimination/consolidation of many driveways will significantly reduce vehicle-pedestrian and vehiclebicycle conflict points across the non-motorized facilities. Installation of bicycle lanes will increase visibility of bicyclists, reducing the
conflicts with both pedestrians and vehicles. Undergrounding overhead utilities will reduce the pedestrian-pole conflicts within the limits of the
existing sidewalk, and the sidewalk will be upgraded to meet current ADA standards. Installation of vertical curbs will reduce the potential for
vehicles to run off the road, and onto the sidewalk.

4. Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users?

Yes

No

a. Which Law: Wrong Way Travel of non-motorized user
b. How will the project improve compliance: (Max of 100 Words)

Words Remaining:

37

The lack of bicycle facilities on this section of Auburn Boulevard contributes to many bicyclists riding on the sidewalk; many traveling against
the flow of traffic. This project will result in the installation of bicycle lanes, providing a dedicated space for bicyclists, reducing the conflicts
between pedestrians and vehicles, as well as encouraging bicycles to ride in the correct direction (See Attachment D).

5. Addresses inadequate vehicular traffic control devices?

Yes

No

6. Addresses inadequate or unsafe bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks?

Yes

No

a. List bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks that are inadequate: (Max of 100 Words)

Words Remaining:

20

There are no bike lanes throughout the entire project area. The sidewalks are narrow and dilapidated, do not meet ADA requirements, with gaps
at the north end and utility poles consistently narrowing the effective width of the entire eastern side of the corridor. Crosswalks are
inadequately striped or missing altogether at major intersections. Given that Auburn Boulevard provides connection to several schools and a
local transit center, it is critical that this substandard infrastructure is updated to meet current needs.

b. How are they inadequate? (Max of 100 Words)

Words Remaining:

9

Bike lanes are non-existent. Sidewalks are missing, narrow and full of barriers (e.g. utility poles). There is minimal, inconsistent, and
substandard street lighting. There is no landscaping to provide a buffer between vehicles, shade, and additional safety. There is no crossing at
the north end to provide safe access to local services including the Louis Orlando Transit Center, a major non-motorized destination along this
corridor. Visibility of non-motorizing users during dusk and nighttime hours is minimal due to the lack of consistent street lighting. (See
Attachment E).

c. How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 100 Words)

Words Remaining:

5

The project will install the missing Class II bicycle routes, missing sidewalk, upgrade all sidewalk and curb ramps to meet ADA standards.
Bicycle lane installations will also include upgrades striping and pavement legends. The project will install wide sidewalks with a landscape
buffer, underground utilities and remove the conflicting utility poles providing unobstructed, safer pedestrian travel. Street lighting will
improve nighttime visibility of non-motorized users. Upgrades to the traffic signals and installation of signal communication equipment will
allow the signals to be synchronized to help reduce vehicle speeds adjacent to the new bicycle lanes.

7. Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users?
a. List of behaviors: (Max of 100 Words)

Yes
Words Remaining:

No
2

There are no bicycle lanes along this segment of Auburn Boulevard. Bicycles use the narrow sidewalk, mixing with pedestrians and ride
around existing utility poles. The collision history indicates that vehicular drivers consistently drive off the road (16% of all collisions) and hit
nearby objects. Although no pedestrians or bicyclists have been hit, the potential for a collision remains. Street lights along the roadway
corridor are lacking and substandard. 25% of the bicycle involved and 67% of the pedestrian involved collisions (including one fatality)
occurred at night, and the lack of street lighting is considered a contributing factor.

b. How will the project eliminate or reduce these behaviors? (Max of 100 Words)

Words Remaining:

8

Installation of continuous bike lanes and sidewalks will allow separation of bicycles and pedestrians, eliminating the current conflict between
users. Undergrounding utilities and removing joint utility poles will eliminate obstructions on the sidewalk. Installation of vertical curb will
reduce the potential for run-off-the-road collisions resulting in injury to a non-motorized users. Installation of consistent and adequate street
lighting will increase visibility of all users at night, reducing the potential of nighttime collisions, specifically those involving non-motorized
users who are the most difficult user to see at night.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

ATP CYCLE 4 APPLICATION FORM

3-Citrus Heights-1
Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets – Phase 2

LAPG 22-U (NEW 05/2018)
v1.1

Part B: Narrative Questions
Question #4
QUESTION #4
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION and PLANNING (0-10 POINTS)
Describe the community based public participation process that culminated in the project.
A. What is/was the process of defining future policies, goals, investments and designs to prepare for future needs of users of this
project? How did the applicant analyze the wide range of alternatives and impacts on the transportation system to influence
beneficial outcomes? (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
Words Remaining: 79
The process was a culmination of special interrelated planning exercises of: the Auburn Blvd Specific Plan; Bikeway Master Plan; Pedestrian master
plan; the Safe Routes to School Master Plan Report; and the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plan. These planning efforts began in 2001 and continue to be
refined to this day. Each of these plans used planning and development concepts to provide a sustainable framework and land-use recommendations and
complete streets standards. Although a variety of alterations were considered, the complete street approach was the preferred choice. These plans were
vetted with stakeholders to determine the best course of action within fiscal and environmental constraints. This was and continues to be an iterative
process as each project in this area develops.

B. Who: Describe who was/will be engaged in the identification and development of this project and how they were engaged.
Describe and provide documentation of the type, extent, and duration of outreach and engagement conducted to relevant
stakeholders. (3 points max) (Max of 150 words)
Words Remaining: 21
We began engagement with the Auburn Blvd Specific plan in 2002, which engaged businesses, residents, park district, schools, and city staff. The
Bikeway Master Plan and the Pedestrian Master Plan targeted community members, schools, recreational riders, walkers and mobility device users, and
representatives (Sacramento Area Bicycle Advocates (SABA) and WALK Sacramento). The Safe Routes to School Master Plan Report included walk
and bike audits and engaged students, parents, neighborhood associations, SABA, WALK Sacramento, police, and city staff. The Greenhouse Gas
Reduction Plan included some environmental and health stakeholders. The Auburn Boulevard Business Association specifically focused on business
owners and operators along the project corridor. Each of these planning exercises included extensive outreach utilizing surveys, community meetings,
charets, walk and bike audits and walking tours as well as site visits.

C. What: Describe the feedback received during the stakeholder engagement process and describe how the public participation and
planning process has improved the project’s overall effectiveness at meeting the purpose and goals of the ATP. (2 points max)
(Max of 200 words)
Words Remaining: 63
The feedback received identified issues with lack of sidewalk and pedestrian facilities along major arterials, specifically Auburn Blvd. Specific
deficiencies include: ADA access, lack of bike lanes, gaps in pedestrian routes, high volume and high speed traffic, too many vehicle-pedestrian driveway
conflicts, substandard public realm provisions, lack of pedestrian scale space, little to no landscaping, lack of safe crossing, and median islands acting as
barriers. The public participation initiatives directly informed city staff of the bespoke issues affecting Auburn Blvd. Civic engagement activities ensure
that the community has a sense of ownership throughout the project lifespan and continuing investment. The overall project effectiveness has been
improved because the educated stakeholders were able to add significant value in terms of context sensitive components and were able to bridge the gap
between ATP concepts and real world application.

D. Describe how stakeholders will continue to be engaged in the implementation of the project. (1 point max)
(Max of 150 words)
Words Remaining:

72

The project includes an education component for local schools to improve public knowledge of bike/pedestrian safety trainings, assemblies, and field trips
specific to the project. The Auburn Boulevard Business Association has been actively engaged during the design process and will continue to be active
during the construction phase. In addition, the city will be in regular communication with the neighbors utilizing social media applications such as
Nextdoor, Facebook, Twitter, as well as traditional media and community meetings.

E. Is this project specifically listed in an approved Transportation Plan? (1 point max)
(Max of 50 words)

Words Remaining:

166

Yes, the project is referenced in the MTIP, the Citrus Heights General Plan (Complete Streets Element), the Boulevard Plan (Specific Plan), the Bikeway
Master Plan, the Pedestrian Master Plan, and the Capital Improvement Plan.

Attach the applicable plan page with the project highlight:

Plan Excerpts.pdf
Attach any applicable Public Participation & Planning documents:

Auburn Blvd - Summary of Public Engagement thru Plan Development.pdf
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MTIP
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Citrus Heights

General Plan

Adopted by the City Council - August 11, 2011

Chapter 2 - Community Development

Policy 28.8:

Create housing to help meet the needs of the community.
Actions A.

Leverage available funding to obtain Federal, State, or
other funds for low and moderate housing projects.

TRANSPORTATION AND MOBILITY
Roadways are the primary transportation facilities in Citrus Heights. In the past,
roadways were viewed as primarily for automobile travel. This view has evolved
over time to recognize the important role roadways also play for travel by
walking, bicycling, and using transit. The new view recognizes roadways within a
complete streets context where the needs of all mobility types, users and ability
levels are considered and accommodated.
While roadways still serve two basic functions from a design standpoint for
vehicles – to provide mobility and property access– they are an important public
space, which should be considered in their design and operation. Traditionally,
high speeds were desirable for mobility, while low speeds were more desirable
for access. Today, speeds should consider multiple operational objectives such
as stability of flow, fuel consumption, air pollution and greenhouse gas
emissions, and collision severity. Further, the City’s roadway system should
attempt to provide a high level of connectivity which increases the opportunity to
connect places using multiple travel choices.
Today, the Citrus Heights roadway network hierarchy consists of arterial,
collector, and local streets. This general plan updates this traditional
classification of roadways to recognize that some arterials will have transit
enhancements and that all streets are intended to be complete streets (refer to
goals and policies). Map 5: Circulation System presents the functional
classification of Citrus Heights’ roadways.
The operation of the City’s roadways will be managed in the future to balance a
variety of objectives that consider all roadway users, recognizes constraints such
as funding limitations, and addresses the tradeoffs of roadway operations with
other community values such as safety, environmental protection, quality of life,
and economic development. As such, the general plan transportation goals and
policies below introduce new performance measures and thresholds that will
guide decision making about how to modify and enhance the existing
transportation network in response to future population and employment growth.
A key focus on the policies is to manage the transportation network, which will
require more emphasis on intelligent transportation systems (ITS). This approach
is reflected in Map 6: Potential Mobility Improvements.
The traditional performance measure known as level of service (LOS) is still used
to measure traffic operations from a driver’s perspective. LOS ranges from A to F
similar to a report card assuming the driver is the grader. LOS A describes
conditions where drivers are not delayed by other traffic while LOS F recognizes
that the presence of other drivers results in a deterioration in speeds and travel
time resulting in delays. The City has chosen LOS E as its threshold, which
represents the highest level of roadway capacity utilization, but has included
some exceptions where LOS F would be allowed due to conflicts of expanding
roadways to provide a better LOS for drivers with other community values (see
policy 29.2 for details). Daily roadway segment LOS forecasts for 2035
conditions under this general plan are contained in Map 7: 2035 Daily Roadway
Segment LOS.
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Walking and bicycling are expected to grow in importance as efforts are made in
the City to create a development form that will support multiple travel choices.
The City has already completed a bikeway master plan (BMP) and the policies
below identify the need to develop a pedestrian master plan, an Americans with
Disability Act (ADA) Transition Plan, and a Safe Route to School Plan. Map 8:
Planned Bikeway System shows the location of existing and proposed bicycle
facilities while Map 9: Potential Pedestrian System Needs identifies gaps in the
existing sidewalk network.
Public transit is also a vital part of the circulation system to serve people unable
or desiring not to use automobiles. Public transit can also serve as a means of
reducing congestion if the service is well utilized. Map 10: Transit Emphasis
Areas shows current (2010) bus routes in the City and the areas within ¼ miles
of these routes that will be targeted for enhancements to improve transit access,
transit facilities, and transit service.
The policies in this section seek to provide a complete transportation system to
meet the needs of all residents and to serve businesses within the City.

Goal 29: Plan, design, construct, and manage
a Complete Streets transportation
network that accommodates the
needs of all mobility types, users and
ability levels
Policy 29.1:
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When constructing or modifying transportation facilities, strive to
provide for the movement of vehicles, commercial trucks,
alternative and low energy vehicles, transit, bicyclists and
pedestrians appropriate for the road classification and adjacent
land use.
Actions A.

Update the Capital Improvement Program annually to
incorporate necessary circulation system improvements.

B.

Evaluate projects to ensure that the safety, comfort, and
convenience of pedestrians and bicyclists are given
equal level of consideration to drivers.

C.

Consider ways to increase and improve travel choices
when reviewing development or transportation
infrastructure projects.

D.

Require sidewalks on all arterial and collector streets.
Where feasible, separate sidewalks from streets on
arterials and collectors with landscaping including a tree
canopy to create shade.

E.

Improve the existing street network to minimize travel
times and improve mobility for transit, bicycle, and
walking trips between new projects and surrounding land
uses to reduce vehicle trips.

Chapter 2 - Community Development

Map 5: Circulation System

Map 5
Circulation System

Page 2 - 41

Chapter 2 - Community Development

Map 6 Potential Roadway Improvements

Map 6
Potential Mobility Improvements
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Chapter 2 - Community Development

Map 7
2035 Daily Roadway Segment LOS
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Chapter 2 - Community Development

Map 8
Planned Bikeway System
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Map 8
Planned Bikeway System

Map 9: Potential Pedestrian System Needs

Chapter 2 - Community Development

Map 10: Transit Emphasis Areas

Map 10
Transit Emphasis Areas
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Chapter 2 - Community Development

Policy 29.2:

Measure customer satisfaction related to vehicle travel using
level of service (LOS) according to procedures in the latest
version of the Highway Capacity Manual published by the
Transportation Research Board. The City will strive to achieve
LOS E or better conditions for City roadways and intersections
during peak hours (these may include weekday AM, Mid-Day,
and PM hours as well as Saturday Mid-Day or PM peak hours).
The intent of the policy is to effectively utilize the roadway
network capacity while balancing the desire to minimize potential
adverse effects of vehicle travel on the environment and other
modes.
Exceptions to LOS E are allowed for both roadway segments
and intersections along the following streets:


Sunrise Boulevard – south City limits to north City limits



Greenback Lane – west City limits to east City limits



Old Auburn Road – Sylvan Road to Fair Oaks Boulevard



Antelope Road – I-80 to Auburn Boulevard



Auburn Boulevard – Old Auburn Road to northern City limits

No road widening to provide additional vehicle capacity of the
above listed streets will be permitted. Development projects that
impact these locations according to the City’s transportation
impact study guidelines would require mitigation, including, but
not limited to, the following items:


actions that reduce vehicle trips or provide non-auto
improvements to the transportation network or services



lengthening of turn pockets



signal timing modifications

Additional exceptions may be allowed by the City Council at both
exempt and non-exempt locations where mitigation is infeasible
or would conflict with other community values such as those
listed below:


Impacts on general safety, particularly pedestrian, bicycle,
and transit safety



The right-of-way needs and the physical impacts on
surrounding private or public properties



The visual aesthetics of the required improvement and its
impact on community identity and character



Environmental impacts including air quality and noise
impacts



Impacts on quality of life as perceived by residents

Actions A.
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Modify the existing traffic impact fee program to include a
mitigation fee designed to reduce vehicle trips and
vehicle miles of travel per capita within the City to avoid

Chapter 2 - Community Development

or minimize the need to expand existing roadway
capacity. This program should include a multi-modal
(Complete Streets) capital improvement program (CIP)
and, in conjunction with public funding, provide full
funding for the City’s circulation element improvements.
B.

The City shall develop and adopt transportation impact
study guidelines within one year of General Plan
adoption.

Policy 29.3:

Require development proposals to analyze future transportation
impacts and mitigate significant impacts consistent with Policies
29.1 and 29.2.

Policy 29.4:

Support safe, complete and well-connected neighborhood street,
bicycle, and pedestrian access and connections that balance
circulation needs with the neighborhood context.
Actions A.

Policy 29.5:

Modify the existing street network to enable direct
physical connections within neighborhoods and between
neighborhoods, neighborhood-commercial areas, and
commercial-commercial areas, including connections
accessible only by pedestrians and bicycles on existing
cul-de-sac streets.

B.

Provide direct connection from residential areas to
neighborhood parks and open space.

C.

Where feasible, provide pedestrian crosswalks on all
intersection approaches.

D.

Develop and implement an ADA Transition Plan that
focuses on compliant sidewalk improvements that
provide continuous pedestrian access where compatible
with the surrounding area.

E.

Develop and implement a Pedestrian Master Plan (PMP)
that indicates which streets in addition to arterials and
collectors will install sidewalks and what other pedestrian
facilities and amenities (such as ‘resting spots’) are
needed to complete the pedestrian network shown in
Map 9. Sidewalk widths and shade coverage should also
be addressed in the context of the adjacent land use,
vehicle volumes, and vehicle speeds.

F.

Update the Bikeway Master Plan (BMP) and complete
the proposed bikeway network shown in Map 8 within 10
years and prioritize projects that close existing gaps in
the network.

G.

Develop and implement a Safe Routes to School Plan.
This effort should complement the ADA Transition Plan,
the PMP, and the BMP.

Encourage movement of goods by truck on freeways and other
appropriate designated routes.
Actions A.

Designate official truck routes to minimize the impacts of
truck traffic on residential neighborhoods and other
sensitive land uses.

B.

Establish a protocol to minimize noise and other impacts
of truck traffic, deliveries and staging in residential areas.
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C.

Consider restricting truck traffic on City streets during
peak periods in collaboration with Caltrans, California
Highway Patrol, and the California Trucking Association.
Consider other methods to reduce regional through
trucks on City streets to the extent feasible.

D.

Actively enforce compliance with truck route designations
and any time period restrictions.

Policy 29.6:

Collaborate with neighboring jurisdictions when updating the
General Plan and preparing the Capital Improvement Program to
work toward providing a regional Complete Streets transportation
network for all modes.

Policy 29.7:

Develop a transportation financing program that will fully fund the
planned expansion of the existing transportation network and
comply with Policies 29.1 and 29.2. This program will combine
federal and state transportation funds with local funding sources
that provide the means by which new development consistent
with the general plan will fully mitigate its cumulative
transportation impacts. This approach to transportation finance is
intended to streamline development review for those projects
consistent with the general plan.

Policy 29.8:

Minimize the number of access points along arterial roadways,
including by consolidating or relocating driveways to provide for
more efficient traffic movement.

Goal 30: Promote attractive and wellmaintained roadways and sidewalks
Policy 30.1:

Improve aesthetic features along the City’s roadways and
maintain landscaping in an efficient and timely manner especially
when it enhances the walking and biking environment.
Actions A.
B.

Policy 30.2:

Update the Capital Improvement Program annually to
incorporate aesthetic improvements on roadways. Seek
additional funding for roadway maintenance to provide
safe, functional and attractive streets and roads.

Require public street right-of-way dedications and improvements
as development occurs. Ultimate right-of-way and improvements
should be installed at the time of development, except when a
lesser right-of-way will avoid significant social, neighborhood or
environmental impacts and perform the same traffic movement
function.
Action
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Install improvements along roadway segments as
identified on Map 4.

A.

The City shall develop and adopt ultimate right-of-way
dimensions for public roadways through a plan line study
or equivalent. This study/plan should also address key
complete street issues such as intersection and access
spacing, lane widths, land use context, landscaping,
transit, and non-motorized vehicles.

Chapter 2 - Community Development

Policy 30.3:

Discourage the construction of private streets to ensure full
public access to the City circulation system.

Policy 30.4:

Maintain street and sidewalks in rural residential areas that
balance circulation needs and compatibility within the
surrounding neighborhoods.

Goal 31: Provide access to public transit
service to all Citrus Heights residents
and high quality, frequent public
transit service to those residents
living along designated transit routes
Policy 31.1:

Strive to increase fixed-route and demand responsive (i.e.,
paratransit) transit service coverage and frequency to Citrus
Heights residents and employees.
Action

Policy 31.2:

A.

Develop and implement a long-range transit plan. The
plan should identify desired service expansion, transit
operating enhancements, and transit terminals especially
within the transit enhancement areas shown in Map 10.
The service expansion should address coverage area,
types of vehicles, routes, operating times, and frequency.
The operating enhancements should address how to
improve transit travel times through actions such as
transit signal priority, peak hour bus-only lanes, queue
jump lanes, etc. The transit terminals should include
facilities to accommodate transit transfers and use while
also supporting transit oriented development.

Strive to provide public transit that is an attractive, convenient,
dependable and safe alternative to the automobile.
Action

A.

As funding allows, construct attractive bus shelters at
appropriate locations throughout the City.

Policy 31.3:

Consider express commuter bus service between Citrus Heights
and major employment and transit centers.

Policy 31.4:

Require new development to provide transit enhancements,
(including, but not limited to bus pull-outs and bus shelters)
where appropriate, that decrease transit travel times, improve
access to transit stops, or improve the amenities, security, or
travel information at transit stops.
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Goal 32: Use advanced technologies to
enhance and improve safety and
mobility
Policy 32.1:

Evaluate and utilize technologies that can improve the
performance, reliability, and safety of the transportation system
(such as signal coordination, centralized traffic control, red-light
cameras, and real-time travel information).
Action

A.

Prepare and implement an Intelligent Transportation
System master plan that strives to achieve the following
objectives:


Regulate operating speeds on City streets that
balance the City’s desire to minimize air pollution
and greenhouse gas emissions, reduce the severity
of collisions (especially for bicyclists and
pedestrians), and provide stable traffic flows (e.g., 40
miles-per-hour or lower on arterial streets, 30 milesper-hour or lower on collector streets).



Connect all City traffic signals to the traffic control
center to coordinate signal operations and improve
incident response.




Reduce transit travel or wait times.
Improve traveler information about travel choices and
travel times.

REGIONAL COORDINATION
While much of the General Plan focuses on shaping a unique character for Citrus
Heights, the City remains inextricably connected to the larger region. In addition
to the need to coordinate with the many public service providers in Citrus
Heights, regional planning issues such as transportation and air quality require
cooperation with other agencies (see Table 7: Regional Coordination Agencies).
It is clearly in the City’s interest to participate in regional planning efforts, both to
ensure that City interests are represented and to help shape effective regional
planning policies.
Regional transportation planning is especially critical. The Sacramento Area
Council of Governments and Sacramento Regional Transit provide regional
transportation and transit improvement planning. Citrus Heights should consider
future transportation improvements in connection with planned regional light rail,
public transit and highway improvements.
The policies in this section are intended to ensure that Citrus Heights participates
effectively in regional planning efforts and provides timely input regarding land
use decisions that will affect City residents.
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S acramento C ounty

Gateway District
150- room hotel with conference facilities, low- and
mid-rise offices,and supporting retail commercial
uses centered around a central plaza or town square
Business center with regional access and visability
Requires consolidation of lots

AUBURN BLVD.

G ateway
Dis tric t

Redevelopment Plan Area

Rusch Park District
Mid- and high-density infill housing (i.e., 2-story apartments,
3-story live work townhomes, 2-story townhomes)
intermixed with neighborhood and community-serving
businesses
Neighborhood Main Street District
Links to Rusch Park by Main Street
Commercial storefronts and pedestrian-scale streets
Requires consolidation of lots
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Rusch
Park

ANT
ELO
PE

RD.

Lincoln 40 District
Commercial infill of vacant sites
Adaptive reuse of existing buildings
Existing commercial buildings will be replaced and/or expanded
Continuation of small-lot commercial uses and strip centers
with an emphasis on local independent business uses
Emphasize cross-lot connectivity to reduce the number of
curb cuts on Auburn Boulevard
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Citrus Heights
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Sylvan Corners Village Square District
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Sylvan Middle
School
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RO

Employs "Village center" concept
Pedestrian-friendly shopping environment that re-establishes
Sylvan Corners' tradition as a social and commercial focal point
Potential for a drugstore or pharmacy, a large family-style
restaurant, and a construction contractors' business center.

Figure 2.1 Land Use Concept
Above: Figure 2.1 identifies parcels in the commercial corridor where the focus of the City's revitalization efforts will occur; major opportunity areas
(e.g., Rusch Park Village Center and Gateway Commercial Center), constrained land, and land that will change less dramatically with the next 25
years (e.g., Rusch Park, the cemetery, the elementary and middle schools). Key land use concepts for each district are located on the figure.

Design Guidelines

4.2 Gateway District
The Gateway District is the northern entry for the city and
Auburn Boulevard and welcomes travelers to Citrus
Heights. It has played a traditional role as a regional-serving location for discount retailing, convenience commercial
centers, and fast food. It is to be transformed into a
bustling commercial center and mixed-use village with visibility from I-80 and transit access via a transit center. A
hotel along the freeway is planned and a plaza is the central organizing feature.
The following guidelines are for the Gateway District.
These guidelines provide the qualitative requirements for
public and private investment in this area.
TR Regional Transit Stop

2

Enhanced Bus Stop

Above:
These sketches of the Gateway District
illustrate an urban village of commercial uses. The District provides a symbolic entry to Citrus Heights and a new
business address featuring employment and shopping activities. A formal
plaza is located in the heart of the
District, providing a shady gathering
place and social focus.
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T

Auburn Boulevard

3

Auburn Boulevard
Entry Zone

1

Plaza
T

Concept Plan

The Boulevard Plan
4.2.1 Gateway District Urban Design Guidelines
The site planning for the Gateway District shall provide an overall design
framework that creates an internal organizational structure and a contextual
response to the surrounding community.
Gateway District Site Planning
Development in the Gateway District shall be planned to accomplish both
functional and district design objectives.
• Project site plans shall possess a clear organizational structure. The site
plan concept shall make it a distinctive address with definable hierarchy of
streets and focal points.
• Projects shall be planned to provide centrally-located or accessible commercial services and conveniences for employees.
• Projects shall support the District’s role as a city gateway.
• Interface with other types of uses, particularly residential, shall be planned
carefully. The transition in scale, use, visual privacy, noise and traffic flow
shall respect the needs of adjacent neighborhoods.

Below:
The Gateway District has three types
of streets. Auburn Boulevard is treated
as the northern Citrus Heights entry
with street-oriented storefronts and
building entries and special
streetscape features. The Gateway
District Street is a loop road that connects street-oriented buildings and
frames a plaza. Other minor streets
connect to parking lots and pedestrian
access to adjacent neighborhoods.

Street Sections
1. Auburn Boulevard
• 100’ ROW
• City Entry Monument
• Median Planting
• 5’ setback
• 2-4 stories
• Ground floor commercial

Residential

Residential

Commercial

Commercial

Hotel

Plaza

Street Sections

2.
•
•
•
•
•
•

Gateway District Drive
72’ ROW
On-street parking
Parking access
Pedestrian walking edge
0’ setback
2-3 stories

3.
•
•
•
•
•
•

Hotel and Plaza
72’ ROW
On-street parking
Hotel and park
Hotel lobby and arcade
0’ setback
2-3 stories
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Design Guidelines
Gateway District Street Design
Streets shall be designed to reflect both the placemaking and circulation
objectives for new and existing businesses.

Above:
Public art is encouraged in the
Gateway District. Above is a photo of a
sculpture and water feature in
Sacramento.

• Public and private streets and driveways shall have a design hierarchy.
Primary address streets shall demonstrate a “higher order” of streetscape,
setbacks, medians and other distinctive features.
• Functional street requirements for truck and emergency vehicle access
shall be accommodated. However, streets shall not be used for stacking
and backing into loading and service yard areas.
• All streets shall be designed to encourage pedestrian and transit use. The
design of sidewalks and planting strips shall contribute to the comfort and
safety of walking in the district.
• Traffic calming techniques, such as a change in paving materials, shall be
used at crosswalks, drop-offs, and lobby zones.
Gateway District Streetscape
The District’s streetscape concepts shall be supported by each project. Each
project’s landscaping design shall contribute to the community’s identity and
pedestrian comfort.
• Streetscape concepts shall be a distinctive feature for the district. This
includes tree selection, lighting, furniture, signage, decorative walls,
arbors, trellis, and other design elements.
• Streetscape shall reinforce urban design concepts for the district. This
includes creation of gateway elements, defining focal points, framing
views and edges, and highlighting architectural design features.
• When necessary, streetscape shall screen views of parking lots and loading areas. Berms or shrubs shall be used to screen parking lots.
• Public art is encouraged. Art shall be integrated into streetscape and landscape concepts.
Gateway District Parking and Loading Areas
The visual presence of parking and loading areas shall be reduced in the
planning and design of projects.

Above:
The streets in the Gateway District are
intended to be more than transportation
facilities. They are to be designed as
places. The guidelines provides direction for making streets environments
that support both business and social
objectives for the Gateway District.

• On-site circulation concepts shall reduce the visibility of parking lots from
adjacent buildings and public streets.
• The design of on-site circulation and parking lots shall reflect the needs of
pedestrians. Sidewalks and raised curbs shall be included in parking lots
designs.
• Parking shall be located to the rear or side of buildings so that buildings
front on public streets.
• Loading areas shall be located to the rear or inside side yards. Loading
areas shall not be visible from public streets or adjacent buildings.
• Parking for corner parcels shall be located away from primary streets.
Service areas and parking shall be accessed via secondary streets.
Gateway District Building Orientation and Alignments
The overall planning concepts for the district shall result in a pleasing composition of buildings that shape and enliven public and common spaces
while enhancing pedestrian connections. Each project shall contribute to the
overall site planning concept for the Gateway District.
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• Building entries shall be placed to reinforce their presence on primary
business streets and where they can enhance pedestrian linkages to
other buildings, transit, and parking areas.

The Boulevard Plan
• Buildings located at street intersections shall orient building entries
towards the corner. This is particularly important at key intersections and
entryways.
• Building orientation and placement shall shape and activate public
spaces.
• Building design shall place public uses towards streets and public
spaces. Private and service uses shall be placed to the rear or away from
public spaces.
• Multi-tenant single story buildings shall face lobbies towards public
streets.
Gateway District Landscaping
On-site landscaping shall reinforce overall site and architectural concepts
while promoting pedestrian comfort.
• Landscaping shall contribute to the “sense of place.” It shall enhance the
definition and distinctiveness of courtyards and other public spaces.
• Planting in front and side yards shall reinforce the District’s streetscape
concept.
• Foundation planting shall enhance architectural and massing concepts for
buildings.

Above:
The guidelines stress incorporation of
transit facilities and creating a multimodal environment. Standard RT bus
shelters are to be used (in photo).

Tree List
1. Feature Tree in Plaza:
Western Catalpa
Ht. 40’-60’, Sp. 20’-40’.
Deciduous, white flowers.

1

2

3

2. Auburn Blvd. Street Tree:
Red Maple,
Ht. 60’, Sp. 40’.
Deciduous, Fall color.
3. Secondary Streets, North/South:
Common Hackberry,
Ht. 50’, Sp. 40’.
Deciduous.
4. Secondary Streets, East/West:
Katsura Tree,
Ht. 40’, Sp. 30’-40’.
Deciduous, fall color.

4

5

6

5. Median Tree, Auburn Blvd.:
English Oak,
Ht. 60’, Sp. 20’.
6. Parking Lots:
Evergreen Ash,
Ht. 40’-60’, Sp. 30’-40’.
Evergreen.
7. Trash receptacle and bench

7

Streetscape Pallet
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Design Guidelines
• Accent planting and color shall reinforce architectural and site design
entry expression.
• Screen planting shall be used around parking lots and to block undesirable views. Parking lot screen planting shall be at least 30” tall.
• Vines or ivy shall be planted to soften the sound wall along Auburn
Boulevard just north of Sandlewood Drive.
• Street tree planting shall be distinct to the district.
Gateway District Transit
As business destinations, new development shall make transit use a more
desirable option.

Above:
This mixed-use residential and commercial building in Sacramento is a
similar scale as those proposed for the
Gateway District

• Enhanced transit facilities shall be centrally located, visible, and integrated
in the district.
• Pedestrian connections to transit facilities shall be easy to navigate, safe,
comfortable, and friendly.
• Shelters and lighting shall be provided at enhanced transit stops. The
design of shelters shall anticipate the number of transit patrons and their
physical comfort. Shade and screening from wind and rain shall be a
Auburn Boulevard Entry
Zone
• Street paving treatment
• Landscaping
• Monument sign

I-80

Hotel

Gateway District Plaza
• Formal plaza
• Office address
• Hotel with freeway visibility

Above:
These two commercial districts are built
around small squares. The squares
provide a destination and social focus
for the adjacent commercial buildings.
Right:
The site planning guidelines organize
buildings, roads, and parking locations
around common address streets.
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Plaza

KEY
Hotel lobby and drop-off
Office and commercial tenant
lobbies and entries
Gateway District street

Building Massing and Orientation

Design Guidelines

4.4 Lincoln 40 District
The Lincoln 40 District is a small-lot commercial area that
has traditionally offered auto-oriented services that reflect
Auburn Boulevard’s highway-era economy. The Lincoln 40
District celebrates Auburn Boulevard’s history as the former Lincoln Highway. This cross-national road connected
Citrus Heights to other communities and today, the
Boulevard historically reflects the commercial uses of the
highway’s past. The district still features many “American
Graffiti”-type uses including auto part sales and repair.
This area is to continue to provide opportunities for small
businesses while working to improve parking and pedestrian connections. The Boulevard Plan seeks to diversify the
types of uses (e.g., restaurants, specialty garden supply
stores, home furnishings and improvement stores, sporting
goods stores) while reconnecting individual parcels and
emphasizing pedestrian access and overall image enhancement.
The following guidelines are for the Lincoln 40 District.
These guidelines provide the qualitative requirements for
public and private investment in this area.
Antelope and
Auburn
Boulevard

Pratt Avenue
and Auburn
Boulevard

Above:
This sketch of the Lincoln 40 District
portrays the experience of walking
along Auburn Boulevard. Ahead is a
commercial building at the corner. To
the left is a parking lot wrapped in commercial storefronts. Canopy trees are
located in the planting strip along the
Boulevard and a low shrub screen
blocks view of parked cars.
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Kanai Avenue
and Auburn
Boulevard

Concept Plan

Design Guidelines
Lincoln 40 District Roadway Design and Streetscape
Landscape and signage for every project shall contribute to the implementation of streetscape principles and concepts for the Lincoln 40 District.
• Renovated and new commercial buildings and centers shall have an interconnected system of roadways, pedestrian walks, and sidewalks. This
system shall connect to the district and neighborhood.
• Commercial buildings and centers shall possess an overall landscape and
streetscape concept plan. The plan shall reinforce the placemaking, connections, and shopping environment objectives for the project and district.
• Projects shall provide an overall street lighting and furniture concept plan
that is coordinated with Auburn Boulevard streetscaping. The plan shall
identify types and location of lighting fixtures and furniture. The lighting
and furniture shall be a coordinated design “family” with color and style
that complements site and architectural concepts.
• Roadway and street design shall incorporate various methods of traffic
calming to support pedestrian circulation objectives. This could include
changing paving materials in crosswalks.
Lincoln 40 District Building Setbacks and Alignments
New buildings in the Lincoln 40 District shall have setbacks that support
streetscape, circulation and image objectives for the district.
• New buildings and centers shall be designed so that building edges align
with adjacent projects and sidewalks so that they support overall urban
design objectives for the district and shape and activate spaces and
streetscapes.
• Buildings shall be sited and designed to reinforce the pedestrian experience. Building edges shall be transparent and provide a visually interesting shopping experience for pedestrians.
• Building setbacks shall contribute to overall streetscaping concepts for the
district. The setbacks shall be sized to support the size and spacing of
trees and visual continuity of the district.
• When necessary, setbacks shall provide for landscape screening of parking and loading areas. This could include trees, shrubs, or trellis.
Lincoln 40 District Building Edges and Storefronts
Building edges and storefronts shall be planned and designed to be an integral part of the district’s pedestrian system.

Above:
The roadway project and consolidation
of driveways allows the planting of
trees and widening of the sidewalks
providing a shady and safer walking
experience along the boulevard.
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• Whenever possible, new development shall be located at the sidewalk
edge to enhance the pedestrian experience.
• Building edges shall contribute to a safe, comfortable and interesting
pedestrian shopping experience. At least eight (8) feet of unobstructed
sidewalk shall be provided along storefront edges.
• Display windows shall comprise at least 33 percent of the width of the
facade that faces a public street. When large blank walls are unavoidable,
they shall be articulated with three-dimensional elements, such as
planters, and soften with vines and shrubs.
• New and renovated commercial buildings and centers shall have a system
of connected storefronts and entries. Sidewalks, streetscape and building
edges shall be designed in a coordinated fashion.
• Building edges and storefronts shall be designed to reflect both auto-oriented and pedestrian-oriented merchandising needs of the tenants and

The Boulevard Plan
• The landscape plan shall identify locations and infrastructure support
(i.e., lighting, power, water, etc.).
Lincoln 40 District Integrating Transit
New commercial development and renovation of existing centers and buildings shall be planned and designed to facilitate access to transit.
• New and renovated commercial projects shall be clearly connected to
transit services. Sidewalks shall provide direct access to transit stops.
Special considerations for patrons shall be taken in to account, such as
shopping cart storage near bus stops.
• Transit stops shall be conveniently and centrally located. They shall be
easy to find and collocated with commercial services and amenities.
• Transit stops and connecting pedestrian routes shall be well lit and visible.
• Bicycle parking shall be designed into the site plan of every project.

Below:
This commercial pad building with a
restaurant chain tenant is located at a
busy intersection. It has a corner entry,
outdoor seating and storefronts that
address the sidewalk.

Lincoln 40 District Transition to Residential Areas
New and renovated projects shall be designed to enhance adjacent residential neighborhoods. Projects shall be designed to reduce the visual,
noise and use impacts on adjacent residential areas.
• New and renovated commercial projects shall enhance the connections
to Auburn Boulevard. They shall provide streetscape, sidewalks, building
setback and storefront design that link residential streets to Auburn
Boulevard. Residents should be able to walk a direct route from their
Commercial Pad Buildings
Lobby and storefronts
oriented towards
streets and corners

A. All commercial buildings should face
the street
B. Building corners and street edges
should have architecture features to
add interest and scale
C. Transparent storefronts and
awnings along sidewalks and walking routes should connect the pad to
adjacent buildings

C

B
A

Commercial Pad Building

Commercial Architecture

B

C

A. Storefront street edge
B. Architectural theme elements
C. Transparent storefronts and
awnings or canopies

A

A
Commercial–Traditional
Storefronts
oriented
towards
walking
edges

B

C

Commercial–Contemporary

Commercial Facing Parking Lots

B
B
C

A

A

Commercial–Parking Lot

Architectural Features

A. Commercial center should have
storefront edges along walkways
B. Building corners and street edges
should have architecture features
C. Transparent storefronts and
awnings along sidewalks and walking routes should wrap parking lots
and connect the center to adjacent
buildings and parking

page

4-27

The Boulevard Plan

A-2:
Expanded Summary of Key
Findings

Appendix 2

KEY ISSUES
In the first phase of the Specific Plan process, local stakeholders, the community, City Staff, and
the Specific Plan Consultants identified key issues along Auburn Boulevard that define policy
choices for the Auburn Boulevard Specific Plan. This list of issues derives from two sources: the
Existing Conditions Report, which provides an overview of the current land use, transportation,
environmental, economic, and design conditions along the 1.75-mile segment of Auburn
Boulevard; and public input from Community and Stakeholder Workshops described above.
Existing Conditions Report Findings
Land Use
• Citrus Heights and Auburn Boulevard now lie at the center of the growing Sacramento
Region. They are now surrounded by major employment centers, such as Folsom and
Roseville, and major shopping areas, such as Sunrise Boulevard, Greenback Lane,
Roseville Galleria, and Madison Avenue.
•

The stretch of I-80 at its intersection with Auburn Boulevard is one of the most heavilytraveled commuter corridors in the region.

•

About 38 percent of the Auburn Boulevard Planning Area (excluding single family
residential) is made up of retail, service, auto, and professional uses. About 17 percent is
made up of medium density residential.

•

The largest land holdings within the Planning Area are under public ownership. Nearly
96 acres of land or 20 percent of the total land area is owned by public agencies.

•

The Planning Area has a fairly dispersed pattern of private ownership, with very few
landowners owning more than one parcel or a significant amount of acreage.

•

All commercial parcels fall within Redevelopment Project Area boundaries.

Community Design
• The landscaping along Auburn Boulevard is fragmented. Only the large expanses of
landscaped areas along the west side of the Boulevard at Rusch Park and Sylvan
Cemetery create a strong, positive visual impression. Otherwise, most of the streetscape
is devoid of trees and greenery.
•

Overhead transmission lines, light poles, and other utilities along the Boulevard,
especially on the east side of the street, limit the possibility of adding trees and
landscaping.

•

Signage along the Boulevard fragments the visual and spatial experience.

•

There is a rough interface between commercial and abutting residential uses in terms of
land use and activity patterns. Parking lots, service areas and outdoor storage areas,
trash containers, and utilitarian buildings back up to residential areas. Residential
neighbors are also affected by the noise from commercial uses such as nighttime
shipping and receiving activities.

•

The sidewalk system is incomplete and narrow, has many vertical obstructions, is
interrupted by numerous curb cuts, and provides little separation from speeding traffic. In
some cases, there are no sidewalks.

page A-2-1

Appendix 2

Circulation
• Average daily traffic volume on Auburn Boulevard ranges from 32,000 to 34,300 vehicles.
The segment currently operates at LOS F, which is below the City’s desired LOS of “D.”
•

This stretch of Auburn Boulevard has 120 driveways. The driveway density (average of
approximately 32 driveways per mile) is among the highest rates for comparable arterial
streets in the Sacramento Region.

•

The accident rate on Auburn Boulevard is higher than the statewide average accident
rate for similar facilities. The majority of accidents involve rear-end and broadside
collisions.

•

There are currently no bike lanes along Auburn Boulevard.

Market and Financial Resources
• The city enjoys an overall surplus in retail sales. However, the Auburn Boulevard market
area loses about one-half of its potential sales to stores outside the area.
•

The Auburn Boulevard Planning Area has market potential for lumber and building
materials stores, nurseries and garden supply stores, and sporting goods/bicycle stores.

•

The Auburn Boulevard Planning Area has moderate market potential for grocery stores,
furniture and home furnishing stores, eating places, and drug stores.

•

There doesn’t appear to be a strong market demand for new office development.

Fiscal Conditions
• Sales tax generation in the Auburn Boulevard Specific Plan area has decreased in the
last two fiscal years (2002-03). After showing strong growth in fiscal years 1998-99 and
1999-00, sales tax revenue has decreased by over 3.9 percent from the high reached in
1999-00 and 4.5 percent in 2001-02. While the sluggish economy plays a major role in
the decrease, competition from new local and regional retail development in surrounding
cities is a major contributor as well.
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CITY OF CITRUS HEIGHTS
COMMUNITY AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
AND
GENERAL SERVICES DEPARTMENTS
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Notes:
1. The City of Citrus Heights makes no claims
as to the safety of any proposed bike facility shown
on this map. The purpose of this map is to identify
potential bikeways for funding and implemenation.
For more information please contact the City of
Citrus Heights General Services Department at
916-727-4770.

"

5

"

"

"

11
7

!! !!

"

" "
" " " " " " " ""
""

81
!!

"

"

"
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
"

120

17

eek
Cr

le

Cr ip p le

#
#

"

"

ip
Cr

"

Edgecliff & Cripple Creek Park

"

"

79
# ##
##
##
#
##
##

"

37

" "
"

"

""""
"
""

116

""
"" "
""

Grand Oaks Elementary School

Madera Park

"

""" "" """ """"
" """ "" """ """ "" " """" "" """ """ "" """

"

"" """
" " ""

"" """ """ "

""

"

98

"

"

77

Westwood Park

119 99

e

"

#

!! !
! ! !!
! !!
! ! !!
Rusch Park !
!! !
!!
!!
# # #
" "
" "
" " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " ""
" " " " " " " " " " " "
""
" "" """ """ """ """"" "" """ """
" " ""
""
"

1

100

#
# # # # # ##
#######

TWIN OAKS AVE

Cr

""

DR

101

" " " "#
" """ """ "" """ """ "" """ """

Lichen Elementary School

" " "" " " ""

""
""
" "

"

## #
#
##
##
##
##
##
# # ##
##
##
##
##
# ###
##

"

" "
"
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
""" """ "" """ """ ""
" "
" "
" "
"

""
"

CITY OF ROSEVILLE
" "
"" " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " "
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
" "
"

ANTELOPE

§
¦
¨
80

112

######

MADISON AVE

1
MILES



Proposed Bikeway System
Figure 4

STREET/ Trail

Antelope Road
Arcadia Drive
Auburn Boulevard
Auburn Boulevard
Auburn Boulevard
Birdcage Street
Canelo Hills
Grand Oaks Boulevard
Greenback Lane
Greenback Lane
Greenback Lane
Lauppe Lane
Madison Avenue
Madison Avenue
Madison Avenue
Mariposa Avenue
Mariposa Avenue
Mariposa Avenue
Mariposa Avenue
Pebble Beach Drive
Saybrook Drive
Sungarden Drive
Sunrise Boulevard
Sunrise Boulevard
Sunrise Boulevard
Sunrise East Way
Sunrise Vista Drive
Twin Oaks Avenue
Uplands Drive
Cobalt Way

ID

5
6
7
11
12
14
19
37
42
43
44
51
54
55
56
57
59
61
62
75
81
87
88
89
91
92
93
99
102
121

Class II (Proposed)
Lichen Drive
Greenback Lane
City Limits
Rusch Park
Donegal Drive
Greenback Lane
Crux Drive
Auburn Boulevard
Auburn Boulevard
Fair Oaks Boulevard
Sunrise Boulevard
Pratt Avenue
Mariposa Avenue
East City Limits
Sunrise Boulevard
Antelope Road
Madison Avenue
Highland Drive
Old Auburn Road
Sunrise Boulevard
Tupelo Drive
Canelo Hills Drive
South City Limits
Antelope Road
Sayonara Drive
Fair Oaks Boulevard
Sunrise East Way
Gary Oak Drive
Sunrise Boulevard
Auburn Boulevard

Limits (South/East)
Gardengate Drive
Sunrise Boulevard
Greenback Lane
City Limits
Van Maren Lane
Sunhill Drive
Oak Avenue
Rosswood Drive
Matheny Way
Sunrise Boulevard
Birdcage Street
Antelope Road
West City Limits
Sunrise Boulevard
Mariposa Avenue
Twin Oaks Avenue
San Juan Park
Old Auburn Road
Antelope Road
Kingswood Drive
Antelope Road
Sunrise Boulevard
Sayonara Drive
North City Limits
Oak Avenue
Sunrise Vista Drive
Greenback Lane
Cripple Creek
Birdcage Street
Calvin Drive
SUBTOTAL
Miles

Limits (North/West)
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2,751
1,848
2,957
4,515
1,788
1,056
1,676
2,763
522
2,663
1,277
1,904
3,755
2,517
3,541
4,699
472
4,236
2,360
1,239
2,851
567
7,790
4,185
5,479
524
2,322
218
445
3,633
76,553
14.50

Length (LF)
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

17,881.50
12,012.00
19,220.50
12,500,000.00
11,622.00
6,864.00
10,894.00
17,959.50
227,070.00
1,158,405.00
555,495.00
12,376.00
1,633,425.00
1,094,895.00
1,540,335.00
117,475.00
11,800.00
105,900.00
59,000.00
8,053.50
18,531.50
3,685.50
3,388,650.00
1,820,475.00
2,383,365.00
3,406.00
15,093.00
1,417.00
2,892.50
23,614.50
26,781,813.00

Cost

5-Year
Capital Improvement Program
2018/2019-2022/2023

CITY OF CITRUS HEIGHTS
6360 Fountain Square Drive x Citrus Heights, CA 95621-5634 x (916) 725-2448
Fax (916) 725-5799 x TTY/TDD: California Relay Service 7-1-1 x www.citrusheights.net
The City of Citrus Heights is committed to providing high quality, economical, responsive city services to our community.

April 20, 2018
RE:

Overview of 2018/19-2022/23 Citrus Heights Capital Improvement Program (CIP)

Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council:
The City of Citrus Heights Capital Improvement Program (CIP) for FYs 2018/2019-2022/2023
allocates existing funds and anticipated revenues to rehabilitate, restore, improve and add to the
City's infrastructure. Projects in the CIP cover a wide range of capital improvements, including:
Transportation, Stormwater, and General Purpose.
The CIP covers a five-year planning horizon, and is updated each year to reflect on-going
changes. The document, prepared by City staff based on submissions from City departments, is
approved by the Planning Commission, and then submitted to the City Council for final adoption,
along with the City's annual budget. The Five-Year Plan does not appropriate funds, but rather
functions as a budgeting and planning tool, supporting the actual appropriations made through
adoption of the budget.
With regard to the CIP’s annual development, criteria used in prioritizing and including capital
and maintenance projects and programs include:


Consistency with the City’s General Plan;



Programs and services directly benefitting residents;



Direct benefit to neighborhoods;



Support of economic development;



Increases the City's capacity to provide services to residents;



Program and project funding that is leveraged by external funding sources; and



Consistency with the City's financial policies and condition.

The 2018/2019-2022/2023 CIP is organized around several project categories. The categories
and noteworthy projects include:


Transportation Capital Projects, including continuing design and right of way acquisitions
for the next phase of Auburn Boulevard – Rusch Park to the North City Limits;
completing construction of Sunrise Boulevard Complete Streets Phase 2(A) Project;
constructing Mariposa Safe Routes to School Phase III; initiating preliminary engineering

Steve Miller, Mayor x Jeannie Bruins, Vice Mayor x
Bret Daniels, Council Member x Albert J. Fox, Council Member x Jeff Slowey, Council Member
Christopher W. Boyd, City Manager x Ruthann Ziegler, City Attorney

AUBURN BOULEVARD COMPLETE STREETS PHASE II
Locations:

Auburn Blvd

An important commercial corridor requiring priority attention from the City is the two mile-long
Auburn Boulevard Corridor located in the north-central portion of the City. The Corridor is home to
more than 130 businesses, and serves as a vital business services and retail node, responsible for
generating approximately 15% of all city sales.
The City has developed a comprehensive blueprint to revitalize the Auburn Boulevard Corridor. This
blueprint encompasses a multi-faceted approach to revitalization with a Redevelopment and Land
Use Component (including an infrastructure improvement element), a Business Retention
Component and a Business Attraction Component. City staff is anticipating these overall project
components will be implemented concurrently. The scope of the Auburn Boulevard-related projects
in the City’s Capital Improvement Program include capital reinvestment of ADA, pedestrian and
transportation infrastructure, streetscape beautification and under-grounding overhead utility lines.
To date, the project has been divided into 2 Phases with 3 segments within Phase 1: Phase 1Segment 1 – Sylvan Corners (completed in 2005); Segment 2 - utility undergrounding (Sylvan Corners
to Rusch Park) and street improvements between Sycamore and Rusch Park (completion in late
2013); Segment 3 – street improvements between Sycamore and Rusch Park (construction Fall 2013
through summer 2014); and Phase 2 – Rusch Park to the northern City limit (design, row, utility
undergrounding and enhancements)
Rusch Park to North City Limit
Project Background
This project maintains two through-lanes in each direction and adds medians and pedestrian and
bicycle facilities. Planned improvements include a Class II bike lane and a separated wider sidewalk
with street trees. This project will have the added benefit of creating a uniform look to the corridor.
Project Objectives
 Improve pedestrian and bicycle safety
 Provide landscaping and trees along the street frontage to encourage pedestrian traffic
 Minimize right of way impacts to property owners
Existing Condition
The existing roadway currently provides for bicycle traffic with a slightly wider outside vehicle lane.
The existing sidewalks are 3-feet to 4-feet wide with utility poles placed within that width at the back
of curb. With the increasing traffic volume and speed along this corridor, improved facilities are
needed.
Project Justification
This project is needed to provide better pedestrian and bicycle safety along Auburn Boulevard to the
northern city limits. This project will also carry north the improvements started in Phase I- Sylvan
Intersection to Rusch Park.
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Summary of Community Participation/Input
PROCESS
The process of preparing the Auburn Boulevard Specific Plan was a collaborative effort of the
City of Citrus Heights and its Consultants, business and property owners, neighboring home
owners and renters, and the larger community. This process was carried out in three major
phases: Opportunities and Objectives, Options, and Concept and Action Plan.
Community Outreach
To solicit the views of the community and Auburn Boulevard stakeholders, the City of Citrus
Heights convened an extensive series of meetings throughout the planning process leading to
adoption of this Plan. These meetings included four Community Workshops, five Stakeholders
Workshops, and four Joint City Council/Planning Commission Study Sessions. City Staff and the
Consultants met individually with local property owners to address their concerns regarding
potential changes to their land and surrounding properties. The City and Consultants also met
with local land development and building professionals to obtain their input on the physical,
market, and financial feasibility of various conceptual development programs based on the
Concepts and Options Report. The City Council and Planning Commission also conducted
formal public hearings leading up to the adoption of the Specific Plan on February 9, 2004.
•
•
•
•

Community Workshop #1 (November 12, 2002)
Community Workshop #2 (January 30, 2003)
Community Workshop #3 (April 22, 2003)
Community Workshop #4 (September 23, 2004)

•
•
•
•
•

Stakeholders Workshop #1 (October 25, 2002)
Stakeholders Workshop #2 (November 22, 2002)
Stakeholders Workshop #3 (February 14, 2003)
Stakeholders Workshop #4 (April 11, 2003)
Stakeholders Workshop #5 (February 10, 2004)

•
•
•
•
•
•

Joint City Council/Planning Commission Study Session #1 (February 26, 2003)
Joint City Council/Planning Commission Study Session #2 (April 9, 2003)
Joint City Council/Planning Commission Study Session #3 (June 11, 2003)
Joint City Council/Planning Commission Study Session #4 (December 10, 2003)
Planning Commission Study Session (October 28, 2004)
City Council Study Session (January 26, 2005)

•
•
•
•

Auburn Boulevard Property Owners Meeting #1(June 6, 2003)
Auburn Boulevard Property Owners Meeting #2 (June 6, 2003)
Developer Technical Review Session #1 (June 30, 2003)
Developer Technical Review Session #2 (August 1, 2003)

Key Issues from Community and Stakeholder Workshops
Based on the community and stakeholder workshops, the following issues were identified as the
community’s top concerns along Auburn Boulevard, including:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Ingress and egress (too many driveways);
Beautification;
Cut-through traffic;
Littering/trash;
Lighting;
Noise (sound wall to prevent traffic noise);
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•
•
•
•
•
•

Congestion;
Homeless people;
Vandalism;
Property loss (negative business impacts due to widening activities);
Turn lane off Linden (2 killed in 20 years and 1 injury per month by K-Mart); and
Safety (sidewalks, parking, turn lanes, sidewalks, turning lane).

TECHNICAL REVIEW SESSIONS
As part of the Specific Plan process the City of Citrus Heights conducted two technical review
sessions to review the draft conceptual development programs for Subarea 4 (Rusch Park Village
Center) and Subarea 5 (Gateway Commercial Center). The two technical review sessions were
conducted on July 30 and August 1, 2003, respectively.
The City of Citrus Heights invited representatives of the real estate development and brokerage
community, experienced in the type of development envisioned for Subarea 4 and Subarea 5, to
participate in the two technical review sessions. In addition Mayor Hughes and representatives of
city staff and the Specific Plan consulting team participated in the technical review sessions. The
following lists the participants at these meetings:
Development/Building Community
Randy Boehm
Philip Bowman
Vice President
Senior Vice President
Walsh & Forster, Inc.
Lennar Partners

Robert Holmes
Senior Project Manager
Regis Homes of Northern California

John Saca
President
Saca Development

Thomas E. Callahan
Executive Voice President
PKF Consulting

James Cordano III
Vice President
Cordano Company

David Taylor
President
David S. Taylor Interests

Al Gianini
Managing Director
CB Richard Ellis

City of Citrus Heights
William Hughes,
Mayor

Henry Tingle,
City Manager

Rhonda Sherman,
Economic Development
Director
Consultants
Larry Mintier, Principal
J. Laurence Mintier &
Associates

Janet Ruggiero,
Community, Development Director

Bob MacNicholl,
Associate Planner

Bruce Race, Principal
RACESTUDIO

Andrew J. Plescia, Principal
A. Plescia & C.

The purposes of these technical review sessions was to obtain input on the physical, market and
economic feasibility of the draft conceptual development programs, and planned implementation
approach for achieving revitalization of the existing properties along Auburn Boulevard. The
technical review sessions were also intended to test the draft conceptual development programs
prior to finalizing land use and revitalization recommendations within the Auburn Boulevard
Specific Plan.
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The City and its consultants prepared the following questions of the development/building
representatives:
1. What is the appropriate type, scope and scale of development to effectively create the
catalyst project for revitalization of that segment of Auburn Boulevard? Is there a minimal
amount of property area that is required to create an effective potential redevelopment
site?
2. What is the appropriate type and mixture of land uses for the subject development
site? Which of these potential uses appear to be supportive in terms of the current
(and/or projected) real estate market conditions for the area?
3. For mixed-use development projects – is there a strategy for phasing or sequencing of
the respective land use components? Is there a particular land use component(s) that
tends to be initiated first as a means to stimulate development of the other planned land
use components of a project?
4. What are the types and extent of public improvements (streets, landscape, street
lighting, sidewalks, signage, etc.) required to create the appropriate “context” to facilitate
new redevelopment activity?
5. What are the opportunities to develop joint use/shared parking for the various land
uses of an urban scale, mixed-use development project? How can joint use/shared
parking assure adequate parking for all uses of a mixed-use development project?
6. What are the essential elements of developing successful urban scale housing in a
mixed-use (combined with retail and/;or office uses) environment? What are the
appropriate types of units – i.e. rental versus ownership? loft style housing? live/work
units? vertical mixed-use versus horizontal mixed-use?
7. How does the City of Citrus Heights position itself to effectively market the planned
development project so as to attract the right prospective developers with ability to
successfully carryout the planned project?
The following are a summary of the “key” findings that related to both subarea discussions. The
six “key” findings were:
Findings No. 1:
The plan for revitalization of Auburn Boulevard needs to be striking and bold, create an
identity for the corridor, establish the corridor as “place”, and treat the corridor as a
distinct district.
Finding No. 2:
There is potential to develop an urban scale mixed-use development of retail and
residential uses as envisioned in the draft conceptual development program for Subarea
4. The development should include retail use, mixed-use (rental housing over retail) and
detached or attached housing (ownership) - horizontally separated from the retail/mixeduses and strongly connected to Rusch Park.
Finding No. 3:
There is potential to develop an urban scale mixed-use development of office, retail, hotel
and residential uses as envisioned in the draft conceptual development program for
Subarea 5 (although the hotel component might need to be developed at a later point in
time). The development should include small/specialized office space, support/ancillary
retail, housing (rental) and preservation of site area for a future hotel.
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Finding No. 4:
Efforts to revitalize Auburn Boulevard should begin at the “gateway” of Auburn Boulevard
at the Citrus Heights-Roseville city limits (near Interstate 80). It is necessary to establish
the correct tone for future development along the corridor by creating a positive, high
quality “window” and major entry on Auburn Boulevard at that location.
Finding No. 5:
Efforts to redevelop Auburn Boulevard need to be a part of an overall comprehensive
revitalization program that includes components such as streetscape/landscape
improvements, identification/directional signage program, commercial rehabilitation and
façade loan program, and code enforcement and nuisance abatement activities.
Finding No. 6:
The City of Citrus Heights needs to be very proactive in initiating and implementing a
revitalization program for Auburn Boulevard; including use of redevelopment authorities
and financing to acquire/assemble certain properties to create key redevelopment
opportunities along Auburn Boulevard.
Summary of Comments and Recommendations
The following is a summary of comments and recommendations from the two technical review
sessions on July 30 and August 1, 2003, respectively. The following represents a composite of
comments and recommendations presented to the City of Citrus Heights by the private sector
representatives participating in the two technical review sessions. The following comments and
recommendations relate to both subareas unless otherwise indicated.
Type, Scope and Scale of Development
•

Address each subarea as a potential new “district” – not just a parcel-by-parcel
development site.

•

City of Citrus Heights should consider undertaking redevelopment/revitalization of the
entire subject areas identified in the draft conceptual development program;

•

Redevelopment of the subject areas would be best if existing uses/buildings were
removed and new development was constructed;

•

Potential development could be either vertical mixed-use i.e. residential or office over
retail and/or horizontal mixed-use (uses adjacent to each other);

In regards to Subarea 4:
•

Opportunity to do retail and housing with strong connection/linkage with Rusch Park;
retail could or not include grocery store;

•

Consider expanding potential development site to west to increase opportunity to achieve
a better connection/linkage to Rusch Park

In regards to Subarea 5:
•

The subject site area represents an opportunity to create a “key” entry into Citrus
Heights; create a “destination”;
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•

Opportunity to develop a mixture of complimentary uses include office, retail, hotel and/or
residential;

Type and Mixture of Land Uses
Office
•

Appears to be some market support for office use i.e. flex office space; based on
advantage of being in proximity to South Placer County/Roseville; but with having lease
rates less than South Placer County/Roseville

•

Opportunity to develop small/specialized office space; office condominiums
approximately 2,500 to 10,000 square feet in size

•

Additional new office development could build on the existing office development on
along Auburn Boulevard near the subject site area;

•

Developing specialty office above retail appears to be risky.

Retail
•

Challenge to overcome with potential retail end users is the existing image and
demographics of the immediate trade area surrounding Auburn boulevard;

•

Difficult to attract first-tier (large and mid-size) retail users due to competition with Stock
Ranch development project;

•

Retail will tend to follow other uses – i.e. office, hotel, residential; unless retail is a
destination use i.e. grocery store;

•

Success of attracting quality retail users (i.e. restaurants, coffee, etc.) would be enhanced
by location of a quality full service grocery store;

•

Location of subject area appears to be underserved for grocery; success of a grocery
store along Auburn Boulevard could be enhanced by serving that portion of Roseville
west of Interstate 80;

In regards to Subarea 4:
•

Locate retail uses closest to Auburn Boulevard with parking to rear of buildings;

•

Although grocery store previously existed on the site, it would be best to consult with
grocery store end users as to the best potential location for a grocery store along Auburn
Boulevard.

In regards to Subarea 5:
•

If a proactive redevelopment program is not initiated – retail users likely to be attracted to
the subject site would be “factory-to-users” stores and discount retailers (i.e. Big/Lots,
Dollar Tree, etc.) when the KMART goes out of business.

•

With a proactive redevelopment program retail users would likely be small support retail
business focused on adjacent office and hotel use i.e. restaurants, cafes, coffee houses;
copy centers, etc.
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•

Potential for restaurants due to freeway accessibility and adjacent planned office (day
time employment) and/or hotel uses;

Hotel
•

Projected demand for 150 to 200 additional hotel rooms in area over the next seven
years; good market absorption in Roseville (70% occupancy rate and $90 average daily
room rate); three additional hotels under construction in Roseville; appears to be several
additional developments being pursued in the general area to meet the remaining
projected demand;

•

Economics of a 150 to 200 room property with meeting/banquet space (5,000 SF) is
difficult; average daily room rates do not fully offset costs of development (need $1.00 in
average daily room rate for every $10,000 in development cost);

•

Meeting/banquet space doesn’t enhance economics/financing of hotel property; would
need public subsidy; could consider hotel with separate/adjacent meeting and banquet
space, with such space publicly financed;

•

Appears to be little demand for meeting/banquet space – other than for social activities;

•

Need strong “branding” flag on hotel property;

•

Potential methods of public financing investment include land write down, financing
meeting/conference space, and rebate of Transient Occupancy Tax;

•

Hotel development difficult to finance; 60% to 65% loan to vale ratio; best if hotel has fee
simple interest in land (versus leasehold interest); hotels with cost in $10 to $15 million
range are currently easiest to finance;

•

Opportunity to pursue development of upper tier limited service hotel facility i.e. Hampton
Suites, Marriott Courtyard, Hilton Garden; 125 rooms;

•

Cost is $85,000 per room (limited service hotel); $120,000 per room (full service with
meeting/restaurant space); land cost at $7,000 to $10,000 per room;

•

A potential hotel could be a later phase of the project; designated site (approximately 3.0
acres) could be preserved for future hotel use.

In regards to Subarea 5:
•

K-Mart site considered to be a secondary site due to competition with existing/planned
hotel facilities in Roseville;

Residential
•

Strong market support to achieve residential development early in redevelopment
process; such early development would help signal the transition of the subject area;

•

High quality and well designed housing could set the right tone for the balance of the
Auburn Boulevard revitalization effort; this could occur sooner than office, retail or hotel
uses;

•

Need critical mass of housing units – at least 200 units; preference would be 300 to 400
units;
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•

Housing would be of urban scale and densities, with range of densities of 15 to 40 units
per acre;

•

Vertical mixed-use with ownership housing would be difficult due to construction liability
issues (City of Citrus Heights could consider inserting itself directly into the liability issue);
more appropriate to consider attached/detached townhouse style development for
ownership;

•

For ownership units consider horizontal mixed-use with attached or detached housing
units;

•

For rental units (market rate and/or affordable) consider vertical mixed-use (residential
over retail);

•

Should lead with transitional housing product (detached/attached single family units),
then pursue housing types not currently in the Citrus Heights market place (i.e. live-work
lofts) in order to help create a distinctive “place” along Auburn Boulevard;

In regards to Subarea 4:
•

Focus residential development on west and south sides of development site adjacent to
existing residential uses and Rusch Park, respectively.

•

Opportunity to develop ownership units to west and south sides of the site with rental
units vertically stacked above retail uses;

In regards to Subarea 5:
•

Opportunities to provide housing due to good freeway access, proximity to potential
future transit along Auburn Boulevard and proximity to employment areas of
Roseville/South Placer County;

•

Lower scale residential development would be planned on those portions of site adjacent
to existing residential areas; this would provide for appropriate interface with such
existing residential areas;

Phasing or Sequencing of Development
•

Revitalization efforts should begin at the “gateway” and entry to Auburn Boulevard at the
Citrus Heights-Roseville city limits (near Interstate 80);

•

Important to initially signal transition of area in early stages of redevelopment with public
improvements (landscape, streetscape, signage, street lighting, etc.) and aggressive
identification/directional;

•

Important to evidence ongoing public commitment of City of Citrus Heights to the
proposed redevelopment of Auburn Boulevard;

•

In a mixed-use development the market would determine which land use component
would be initially developed; City of Citrus Heights needs to remain flexible and pursue
uses with market support and consistent with overall redevelopment/revitalization
objectives;
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Type and Extent of Public Improvements
•

The City of Citrus Heights should pursue installation of public right-of-way improvements
along Auburn Boulevard including landscape, sidewalk and street lighting improvements;

•

Public improvements along Auburn Boulevard should be focused in areas adjacent to
planned redevelopment/revitalization activities – i.e. Grand Oaks, K-Mart site, etc.

•

The City of Citrus Heights should prioritize transportation funding expenditures to align
with City priorities for redevelopment/revitalization along Auburn Boulevard;

•

The City of Citrus Heights should pursue establishment of comprehensive
identification/directional signage program along Auburn Boulevard.

In regards to Subarea 4:
•

The plan should consider the idea of creating a separate access road parallel to Auburn
Boulevard that provides direct vehicle access and also serves to separate residential and
retail uses on the development site (i.e. Pavillions);

Opportunity for Joint Use/Shared Parking
•

Parking would likely be provided by surface parking lots; and should be provided on a
“district” basis;

•

Parking areas should be minimized and physically located in a manner that helps to
establish the desired urban character of the area;

•

Parking could be jointly used/shared among the office, retail and hotel uses; such uses
tend to have different peak parking demand period during the day or week;

•

Parking for residential use needs to be dedicated parking for owners/renters of such
housing;

•

Existing City of Citrus Heights parking requirements for multiple family housing and high
density single family housing should be re-evaluated with intent of reducing such
requirements to more closely coincide with real parking demand associated with such
urban scale housing;

Actions for City to Effectively Market Development
•

The plan for revitalization of Auburn Boulevard:
- needs to create the “place”; be striking and bold; and create an identity for the
corridor and City of Citrus Heights;
- should be designed to serve a combination of residents, employees and visitors;
- should include design guidelines that assure unique high quality architecture and
strong curb appeal;
- needs to treat the corridor as a distinctive district.

•

City of Citrus Heights should prepare a marketing document that sets forth:
- positive attributes of the City including its location, residential character and
quality of life;
- City’s plans for redevelopment/revitalization of Auburn Boulevard;
- potential redevelopment opportunities for the private sector, and
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-

evidence of the City commitment (public investment) to achieving successful
redevelopment/revitalization of Auburn Boulevard

•

City of Citrus Heights should work with key property/business owners along Auburn
Boulevard to consider formation of a Property Based Improvement District (PBID) that
would assist in activities such as management, maintenance, promotion, marketing and
special events;

•

City of Citrus Heights may need to use its redevelopment authorities and financing to
assist in land acquisition and assembly (including existing leases) to create appropriate
sites for redevelopment opportunities;

•

City of Citrus Heights should assist in assembling and clearing the subject site areas, and
pursue a new ground-up development;

In regards to Subarea 5:
•

City of Citrus Heights should pursue potential acquisition of the current K-Mart building
immediately (prior to the building being vacated/sold to another private party); City of
Citrus Heights should be ready to execute regarding acquisition of the subject property;
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Part B: Narrative Questions
Question #5
CONTEXT SENSITIVE BIKEWAYS/WALKWAYS and INNOVATIVE PROJECT ELEMENTS (0-5 POINTS)
A. How are the "recognized best" solutions employed in this project appropriate to maximize user comfort and for the local
community context?
As you address this question consider the following:
● The posted speed limits and actual speed
● The existing and future motorized and non-motorized traffic volume
● The widths for each facility
● The adjacent land use, and
● How the project is advancing a low(er) stress environment on each facility or a low stress network
What is the current stress level? (low, medium, or high?
If the stress level is medium or high, is the project going beyond minimum design standards to maximize potential users of all
ages and abilities?
(Max of 500 words)
Words Remaining: 19
The Complete Streets Approach is recognized as a best practice in addressing the issues often affiliated with mid-century corridors, such as Auburn
Boulevard. The existing corridor includes a number of safety concerns for all vehicle users. The project addresses these concerns through improvements
that benefit all users. This includes driveway consolidation, installation of landscaped medians, installation of wide separated sidewalks and bike lanes as
well as enhanced transit stops.
The posted speed limits along Auburn Blvd between the northern city limits and Antelope Road are 40 mph. Given the speed of traffic special attention is
necessary to ensure bike user safety. While recent best practices suggest that separated bikeways (Class IV) may be preferable to Class II bike lanes, right
of way constraints make Class IV infeasible. Widening the ROW to accommodate Class IV lanes would result in further impacts to existing businesses
and would necessitate full takes (purchasing entire businesses) which greatly impacts the project costs and feasibility.

The combined impact of proposed Complete Streets Improvements is anticipated to also result in speed reductions along the corridor. Coupled with
landscaping and pedestrian-scale lighting, the project will result in a more walkable environment. Undergrounding utilities is also considered best
practice, and will be completed along the project area which eliminates barriers to pedestrians and mobility devices as well as hazards for vehicles. This
adds to pedestrian comfort and community aesthetics. The transit facilities will be upgraded to include shelter, comfortable seating, and amenities.
The Boulevard Plan specifically calls for context-sensitive development and provides guidelines for design, facade improvements, attractive signage,
accessible pedestrian routes from roads to buildings, and landscaping standards (including stormwater quality). This is evident from redevelopment that
has taken place since Phase 1 has been completed, including a mixed-use housing project that is currently underway.
Currently, the stress level experienced by bikes, pedestrians, and vehicles is high. The existing environment is inhospitable and drab. The project will go
beyond the minimum design standards to maximize potential users of all ages and abilities. Wider sidewalks will provide comfort and access for
pedestrians, strollers, and mobility device users. Vertical curb will provide protection from vehicles. Class II bike lanes are wider than the minimum
standard, providing an extra safety cushion between vehicles and bicycles. The undergrounded utilities remove barriers and add to the ambiance for all
users. Pedestrian-scale lighting will bring additional aesthetics and attraction for all users.
Safety has been a major concern for bikes and pedestrians within the project area. The driveway consolidations reduces conflicts between vehicles,
pedestrians, and bicyclists. The dedicated bike lanes and wider sidewalks will provide a sense of greater desperation and safety, in addition to more
predictable paths of travel.
The new gateway traffic signal at the northern end of the project area provides a new, signalized crossing for pedestrians and bikes to access the
redeveloped Louis Orlando Transit Center.
B. Innovative Project Elements
Does this project propose any solutions that are new to their region? Were any innovative elements considered, but not selected? Explain
why they were not selected. (Max of 500 words)
Words Remaining: 46
The project includes several context-sensitive design features that were developed as part of the vision for the Boulevard Plan. The community expressed
a desire to increase safety while balancing the impact to goods movement. As a result, the project installs wide landscape medians and landscape planters
between the sidewalk and the road to help slow traffic down and provide a barrier to pedestrians. The project also completes Class II bike routes to
provide a safe route for bicyclists. The project also consolidates or eliminates dozens of driveways to help improve traffic safety.
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The project also includes signalization improvements including coordinated traffic signals as well as a new traffic signal near Whyte Avenue to improve
safety and turn movements out of a former K-Mart (future Studio Movie Grill) center.

The Gateway Traffic Signal is an innovative gateway treatment also acting as a traffic signal with pedestrian and bike detection. This provides multiple
benefits, including safety, access, as well as branding, placemaking, art and economic development. The project is utilizing state of the art stormwater
mitigation practices that also act as attractive landscaping and traffic buffers. Wayfinding art was considered and will be included as a separate project
outside this application.It is also desirable to include advanced technology for the bus stops, and this is also being folded into another project. Conduit
will be installed in anticipation of future improvements as well as for the Advanced Traffic Management System (ATMS) that is included in the project.
The project includes transit improvements including enhanced transit stops with regional connectivity via SacRT and Roseville Transit.
Finally, the proposed Complete Streets project was designed in tandem with the Land Use Plan for the Boulevard (Boulevard Plan) This approach is
innovative- in order to transform an auto oriented atmosphere into a vibrant area people want to live, work, and play land uses supportive of complete
streets is paramount. The Boulevard Plan includes land use policies which offer streamlining (permitted by right) to active uses (uses that support
walking and biking) such as restaurants, theaters, store front retail, outdoor dining, etc. By combining the impact of the Complete Streets project and the
supportive land use policies, the City is in the early stages of a transformation of the corridor from a mid-century auto dominated corridor into a vibrant
and active destination.
As discussed in Question 5A, other innovative design practices were considered, specifically Class IV bike route (bike lanes separated by parking or other
barrier); however, given the build out nature of the area, additional ROW impacts would occur necessitating full parcel acquisitions, making the project
infeasible. The proposed project improves safety and accessibility for all users while balancing the community context and desires of the community.
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Part B: Narrative Questions
Question #6
TRANSFORMATIVE PROJECTS (0-5 POINTS)
A. Describe how your project will transform the non-motorized environment? (Max of 500 words)

Words Remaining:

93

The Project will transform the non-motorized environment and is consistent with the city's planning documents and policies that support complete the
streets philosophy (see attached plan excerpts) . The current environment is unattractive, unappealing, unfriendly and feels unsafe and stressful for all
modes. The Project will address multiple aspects, alleviating stress and reducing safety fears.
Although any Complete Streets roadway improvement can improve safety, a comprehensive approach including land use policies is necessary to actually
transform a corridor to support non-motorized users. As a result the proposed Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets project was designed in tandem with
the Land Use Plan for the Boulevard (Boulevard Plan) This approach is innovative- in order to transform an auto oriented atmosphere into a vibrant area
people want to live, work, and play land uses supportive of complete streets is paramount. The Boulevard Plan includes land use policies which offer
streamlining (permitted by right) to active uses (uses that support walking and biking) such as restaurants, theaters, store front retail, outdoor dining,
etc. By combining the impact of the Complete Streets project and the supportive land use policies, the City is in the early stages of a transformation of
the corridor from a mid-century auto dominated corridor into a vibrant and active destination.

Recently, the City has seen this transformation start to take place. After the completion of Phase 1, the City has seen a wave of nearly $30 million of
private investment along the corridor. This includes the redevelopment of underutilized properties into uses that support active transportation. For
example, a vacant former K-Mart was recently approved to redevelop into a center anchored by Studio Movie Grill. Further south, as a result of the
success of Phase 1, a developer received approval for a 42 unit horizontal mixed use project at Sylvan Corners. This project is the first introduction of
housing to Auburn Boulevard in decades.
The transformation from an auto-oriented street into a complete street is predicated on land use polices which support this transformation. The City's
Boulevard Plan includes policies that support active uses and streamline the process for uses that are active in nature. For example, the City does not
require parking for outdoor seating for new restaurants and brew pubs are permitted by right along the Boulevard. Land Use Policies such as these
support complete streets by introducing more active transportation users, creating a destination within the City and region.
B. Describe how other new or proposed funded projects or policies in the vicinity of this project will attribute to the transformative
nature of this project?
As you address this question consider items like the following:
● Transit
● Land Use
● Overall non-motorized network
For projects please attach one of the following:
● The meeting minutes voting to fund the project, or
● The approved environmental document,
● Other important documentation demonstrating the transformation
(Max of 500 words)

Words Remaining:

16

Auburn Boulevard is Citrus Heights’ highest priority community development and public works project. Auburn Boulevard is more than just a complete
street - it involves land use changes, community investment, business development and more. It involves the true collaboration between businesses,
economic development, planning and engineering staff as well as citizens. The city is committed to building on the success of Phase 1 by delivering
Phase 2 by 2021.

The transformation from an auto-oriented street into a complete street is predicated on land use polices which support this transformation. The City's
Boulevard Plan includes policies that support active uses and streamline the process for uses that are active in nature. For example, the City does not
require parking for outdoor seating for new restaurants and brew pubs are permitted by right along the Boulevard. Land Use Policies such as these
support complete streets by introducing more active transportation users, creating a destination within the City and region.
The Boulevard Plan: Reinventing the Auburn Boulevard Corridor, calls for mixed use developments in an urbanizing environment and was designed to
anticipate the change in land uses and the community insistence on quality reinvestment. The Boulevard embodied the civic vision of interconnected
neighborhoods; walkable safe streets; and a variety of civic, commercial, and social centers. Most of all, the city ensured that every project made a
contribution to the vision of the community and the Boulevard.
As the City has invested in physical improvements on Auburn Boulevard, private investment has followed. After the completion of Phase 1, the City has
seen a wave of nearly $30 million of private investment along the corridor. This includes the redevelopment of underutilized properties into uses that
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support active transportation. For example, a vacant former K-Mart was recently approved to redevelop into a center anchored by Studio Movie Grill.
Further south, as a result of the success of Phase 1, a developer received approval for a 42 unit horizontal mixed use project at Sylvan Corners. This
project is the first introduction of housing to Auburn Boulevard in decades.
Community Building- Inspired by Phase 1, a non-profit, the Auburn Boulevard Business Association (ABBA) was established by local business owners.
ABBA recently undertook an in-depth strategic planning process and are evaluating a potential Property Based Improvement District (PBID) for the
corridor. The association is thrilled with the city’s efforts to transform the Boulevard. They continue to advocate for the project and cannot wait to see it
move forward.

The key to Auburn Boulevard’s success is that the Complete Streets design was coupled with the land use regulations necessary to create a vibrant and
exciting environment. This is particularly the case in many areas of the region that have experienced years of neglect and under-investment similar to
Citrus Heights. Phase 2 will serve as an example for infill areas found in many parts of the Sacramento region.

Auburn Blvd plan - Intro.pdf

FEBRUARY 2018

Foreword: A Perspective from
2025

The Boulevard Plan

From Past to Present

I first came to Citrus Heights from Washington State with my family back at
the turn-of-the-century. My parents told us that we were moving to be closer
to grandma who was getting older and lived in California because of the
warm weather. Dad had always liked the idea of being his own boss, so he
bought an auto supply shop on Auburn Boulevard and we moved into a
three-bedroom ranch-style house two blocks from the store. My twelve-yearold sister Megan wasn’t thrilled about telling her new friends at the Sylvan
Middle School that her dad owned an auto parts store, but I was a comingof-age fourteen-year-old boy and to me all things combustible were cool. It’s
kind of ironic that today, twenty-five years later, my wife drives the family car
and I rely primarily on regional transit to visit clients in downtown
Sacramento or I take my two girls on the Whisper Transport for the 30minute trip to downtown Auburn to visit their aunt and uncle.

Residential and commercial uses
have been designed to support our
pedestrian experience on The
Boulevard.
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The Boulevard has new life. Even
older buildings have been renovated
and cleaned up. Our street trees
make our neighborhood cooler and
has really changed the look of the
street.

Back in 2000, my mom worked as a teacher at Citrus Heights Elementary,
and though I’m not sure how she felt about becoming the first-lady of an
auto parts store, I do remember the interest she developed in learning about
the Boulevard which she tried to instill in us as young residents, particularly,
when it came time for the community to participate in the process of designing a plan for the Boulevard’s future. I remember this as a long process of
workshops and meetings held after hurried microwave dinners she would
prepare for us before rushing off to City Hall. Looking back as an adult with
my own vested interest in the community, I can see that it was a process
designed to merge varied community interests into one shared vision, and it
was a successful one as you can see by walking the Boulevard today. I wish
she was able to see the results of her efforts now twenty-five years later. I
know she would be pleased.
Today, we are a community made up individuals and families of mixed socioeconomic backgrounds, living in connected mixed-use neighborhood districts that have grown out of historic regional 19th century roads and 1950s
suburbs. The sidewalk cafes, intimate shopping, and network of transit services attract many of our regional neighbors. Yet, despite the regional traffic,
the Boulevard remains Citrus Heights’s most pedestrian-friendly street,
which is especially important if you are car-less, like I am on weekdays.

Auburn Boulevard

Our Rusch Park neighborhood has
been a new destination for the surrounding community. Our cluster of
townhouses and pedestrian-oriented
shopping provide a place to visit
friends, sit and people watch, and
get our laundry done.
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Grand Oaks Boulevard
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Many local residents appreciate the alternative to auto-oriented living.
As a kid, I thought only old people and European capitals had histories, but
my mom introduced me to the idea that Auburn Boulevard had a past like
everything else in life. She told us how approximately 175 years ago,
Auburn Road (as it was called then) cut through Sacramento County’s
Central Township (what is present day Citrus Heights) to connect Auburn
and Sacramento. In the 1860s, Sylvan School and Sylvan Corners became
the educational, civic, social, and religious center of this early settlement.
Each morning, as I watch my two girls board school transit for the mile trip
down the Boulevard to Sylvan Corners, I think about the generations of children who have had ties to the Boulevard. From the first motorists that traveled down the Lincoln Highway, to Megan and I, who tried to ride our bikes
down a disconnected 4-lane road back in 2000, to my girls, who can walk or
ride public transportation up and down a modern Boulevard of wide, well-lit
sidewalks, with broad street trees and interconnected districts, Auburn
Boulevard has continued to evolve in order to meet the changing needs of
the community.

The Boulevard Plan

My favorite restaurant has a shady
place to sit outside. I run into
friends most weekends around our
shopping street or at the swimming
pool in the park.

2

page

iii

Foreword

In
te
rs
ta
te

The Gateway District has become a
regionally celebrated example of
how collocating businesses, housing and transit can result in a competitive and livable neighborhood.

80

The new hotel facing the park in the
Gateway District has been an important addition to our business community. Its visibility from Interstate
80 has heightened the regional presence of Citrus Heights.

It took many years before Auburn Boulevard evolved into its present mix of
pedestrian-friendly, commercial, and residential uses. During my childhood,
in what is now called the Lincoln 40 District (in reference to the Boulevard’s
history as part of the historic Lincoln Highway, a.k.a. Highway 40), Auburn
Boulevard consisted of a hodge-podge of strip commercial and tract homes.
It is hard to tell today that the Boulevard of the late 20th century, with its
middle “suicide lane,” narrow and poorly lit sidewalks, and seemingly ubiquitous commercial signs, was once a difficult and sometimes dangerous place
to drive or walk. Since sidewalks were narrow, irregular, uneven, and in
some places nonexistent, tricycles, baby strollers, and wheelchairs were difficult to navigate along the Boulevard. The litter, unsightly overhead utility
wires, lack of greenery, and cluster of commercial signs discouraged even
the hardiest pedestrians from walking down the Boulevard. Not only is the
modern Boulevard more attractive with its tree-lined median and welcoming
monument sign, but it is more functional with distinctive districts that connect
to adjacent neighborhoods. Storefronts line the edges of the sidewalks and
there are places to sit and people watch.

Auburn Boulevard
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A Boulevard of Districts
With the help of the community’s vision established through The Boulevard
Plan: Reinventing the Auburn Boulevard Corridor, the 1.75 mile Boulevard
has evolved into four distinctive districts that have been designed to integrate surrounding residential neighborhoods. Starting at the north is the
Gateway District, a mixed-use commercial center that provides a hub of
commercial activity. The District includes a wide range of uses, including
groundfloor retail shops with apartments on top, townhomes, and professional office buildings, and a hotel. On Wednesdays, I like to walk over to
the concert in the park and join many of the area’s employees enjoying the
shade and refreshments. It is a distinct contrast to the auto-oriented neighboring communities of Roseville and Rocklin, where residents have no
choice but to get in their cars and drive.
As you travel south down the Boulevard, the storefronts draw in pedestrians
with sidewalk cafes and public seating areas. This is known as the Rusch
Park Village Center, an area my wife fell in love with after we first were married and where we now live with our two girls. Living in a traditional pedestrian storefront district was an important part of the vision developed by my
mom and other community members of that era. The storefronts and the

The Boulevard Plan

New mixed-use projects have transformed the entry experience for
Citrus Heights. Shops and apartments have created a high quality
gateway to the city and a destination
for area residents.
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commercial buildings blend well with adjacent condos and live/work lofts.
Our three-bedroom condominium faces a mixed-use street of shops and
live-work buildings. I have just a one-block walk to my favorite cafe, and,
when the girls arrive from school and band practice, we walk a block to
Rusch Park where they share with me their day’s adventures and play with
other neighborhood kids. My neighbors live in two-story townhomes and
share a quiet courtyard. Over 650 people live in our 30-acre neighborhood
center, some in apartments, some in townhouses, and some in live-work
units. The adjacent neighborhoods have adopted our little main-street-scale,
commercial district, including a conveniently-located grocery store. There is
always a line in front of the cafe on Saturday mornings. Both my wife and I
wouldn’t want to live anywhere else.
Sylvan Corners has become a fun
restaurant district and safer place to
walk for students since the streets
were improved and sidewalks
added.

South of the Rusch Park Village District is the Lincoln 40 District where my
Dad’s auto parts store was until he retired in 2018. The Boulevard that once
specialized in auto products now hosts an eclectic selection of shops in
themed commercial district reminiscent of its long history as a regional thoroughfare. In the 1950s there were drive-in restaurants and a variety of combustion-engine businesses like car repair, motorcycle sales, and gasolinepowered lawn mowers. Since then, some of the characteristics of the
Boulevard have changed, but the district still has many of the same type of
small auto-oriented, owner-occupied stores.
At the south end, the Sylvan Corners Village Square District still plays an
important role as an institutional cornerstone and commercial center. With
the revitalization efforts of the city 22 years ago, Sylvan Corners has been
reborn as one of Citrus Heights’s most important civic and social focal
points. There is a great synergy between the restaurants in the neighborhood and the renovated middle school and auditorium.

How We Got Here

The transformation of Auburn Boulevard was the result of Citrus Heights’s
central location in the region and the vision of the community leaders.
Seizing the opportunity to reinvent The Boulevard, the City adopted The
Boulevard Plan: Reinventing the Auburn Boulevard Corridor, which called for
mixed use developments in an urbanizing environment and was designed to
anticipate the change in land uses and the community insistence on quality
reinvestment. The Boulevard embodied the civic vision of interconnected
neighborhoods; walkable safe streets; and a variety of civic, commercial,
and social centers. Most of all, the City ensured that every project made a
contribution to the vision of the community and the Boulevard. The results
have been popular. There are more jobs, more homes, and better-defined
neighborhoods. Today nearly 1,400 Citrus Heights residents have an Auburn
Boulevard address and thousands more enjoy the advantages of living within walking distance of social and convenient neighborhood storefront commercial centers.
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The Boulevard Plan

SECTION ONE: Introduction

The Boulevard Plan

The Boulevard Plan creates a vision of a dynamic and livable Citrus Heights
community. The Plan repositions the Boulevard as a set of connected districts
that are becoming increasingly central to the Sacramento region. The Plan is a
result of nearly two years of community input and discussion and is intended to
further the goals and policies of Citrus Height’s General Plan, which are to create a walkable, lively, and prosperous city.
1.1 Purpose
The City of Citrus Heights has prepared The Boulevard Plan to guide the
revitalization and enhancement of Auburn Boulevard between Sylvan
Corners and Interstate 80. This 1.75-mile stretch of Auburn Boulevard was
once part of historic State Highway 40, which carried traffic between
Sacramento and Auburn. Today, the Boulevard is a five-lane arterial road
with a mix of single family and multi-family homes; retail, office, and service
commercial uses; several industrial uses; and park, civic, and institutional
facilities.
The City of Citrus Heights is adopting The Boulevard Plan as a specific plan
under the authority of State Planning Law to redefine the role of Auburn
Boulevard within the context of the city and the region. Authorized by State
Planning Law, a specific plan is a tool for the systematic implementation of
the general plan. For a defined area of the community, it creates a bridge
between the policies of the general plan and individual development proposals.

1.2 Regional Context

Over the past 30 years, Citrus Heights has evolved from a relatively small
community of approximately 30,000 people (in 1970) on the periphery of the
Sacramento Metropolitan Area to a urbanizing community of approximately
90,000 people in the center of the expanding Sacramento Metropolitan Area.
Citrus Heights and Auburn Boulevard are now surrounded by major employment centers, such as Folsom and Roseville, and major shopping areas.
The stretch of I-80 at its intersection with Auburn Boulevard is one of the
most heavily traveled commuter corridors in the region.
Population in the six-county Sacramento Metropolitan Area is expected to
grow by almost a million people, an increase of about 50 percent, between
2000 and 2025. Sacramento County is expected to have a more modest

Above:
Auburn Boulevard is part of the historic
Lincoln Highway which was the first
cross-county road. Over the years, the
road has undergone generations of
auto-oriented investment resulting in a
hodge-podge image. The Boulevard
Plan fulfills a community vision of
friendly and definable neighborhoods
and districts.
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gain of approximately 475,000 (39 percent increase), while Placer County
will experience a relatively high increase of 75 percent. During the same
period, employment is expected to increase by about half a million, a 60 percent increase. This job growth is expected primarily in downtown
Sacramento, South Placer County (Roseville and Rocklin), and the U.S. 50
Corridor (West Sacramento, Rancho Cordova, and Folsom/West El Dorado
County), which all lie within a 20-mile radius of Auburn Boulevard.

1.3 Plan Boundary and Districts

The Boulevard Plan encompasses the Auburn Boulevard corridor between
the Citrus Heights city limits on the north and Sylvan Corners on the south
and extending roughly one quarter mile east and west of Auburn Boulevard,
an area which totals approximately 460 acres. The Plan, however, focuses
primarily on the parcels and commercial and residential uses (encompassing
112 acres) that front on Auburn Boulevard.

Above:
Over 100 people attended community
workshops in preparation of the Plan.
They helped identify issues, objectives
and concepts that are included in The
Boulevard Plan.

Right:
Citrus Heights is becoming increasingly
central to the growing Sacramento
region. This SACOG map shows the
pattern of population growth projection
for 2025 and 2050.
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Figure 1.1 Regional Context

The Boulevard Plan divides the Auburn Boulevard corridor into four districts:
the Gateway District; the Rusch Park District; the Lincoln 40 District; and the
Sylvan Corners Village Square District (see Figure 1.2). Each of these districts has distinctive land use, design, and circulation roles to play. Within the
Gateway District and the Rusch Park District are two subdistricts – the
Gateway Commercial Center and the Rusch Park Village Center. The following describes the boundaries and key emphasis of each of the four districts.

The Boulevard Plan

Gateway District
The Gateway District is the northernmost district that starts at the Placer
County line/Roseville city limits and extends south to Sandalwood Drive and
Oak Grove Avenue. The Gateway Commercial Center includes nearly all of
the properties in the Gateway District north of Auburn Oaks Court and Twin
Oaks Avenue. It will be transformed into a residential mixed-use and commercial center with regional employment opportunities. The District will be
visible from Interstate 80 and accessible by transit via an enhanced transit
stop. A hotel along the freeway is planned with a plaza as its central organizing feature.
Rusch Park District
The Rusch Park District abuts the Gateway District boundary on the north
and extends south to Rusch Park near Antelope Road and Cripple Creek.
The Rusch Park Village Center includes all the parcels fronting Auburn
Boulevard between the northern property line of Rusch Park and Cripple
Creek and Walnut Drive. The Rusch Park District is to be a distinctive, residential mixed-use district connected to Rusch Park by a walkable main
street. The district is to connect to adjacent neighborhoods providing a social
and economic center.
Lincoln 40 District
The Lincoln 40 District northern edge abuts the Rusch Park District and
extends south to the northern edge of the Sylvan Middle School and Maple
Avenue. The Lincoln 40 District is a small-lot commercial area that has traditionally offered auto-oriented services that reflect Auburn Boulevard’s highway-era economy. This area will continue to provide an opportunity for small
businesses but will have a greater variety of commercial uses and be better
coordinated in terms of parking and pedestrian connections.

Above:
Auburn Boulevard has been an important part of the community for over 100
years. Schools and community facilities
serving the community are located on
the Boulevard. Sylvan Middle School
and Rusch Park are pictured above.

Sylvan Corners Village Square District
The Sylvan Corners Village Square District extends south from the Lincoln
40 District boundary past Auburn Boulevard and Old Auburn Boulevard
roughly four parcels south along Sylvan Road. The Sylvan Corners Village
Square District is the first district along Auburn Boulevard to begin the revitalization process. The City of Citrus Heights City Council adopted the
Sylvan Corners Redevelopment Concept Plan in August 2001. The
Boulevard Plan incorporates the concepts and strategies contained in the
Redevelopment Concept Plan, which envisions a “village square” focus for
the intersection that connects businesses and institutional uses.

1.4 Process

Preparing The Boulevard Plan was a collaborative effort of the City of Citrus
Heights and its consultants, business and property owners, neighboring
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Right:
The regulatory focus of this
Plan is on those commercially-designated lots directly
fronting Auburn Boulevard.
However, the Auburn
Boulevard Planning Area
includes all commercial, residential and institutional land
uses within 1,000 feet of
each side of Auburn
Boulevard. The Plan mapped
and analyzed adjacent residential areas to better understand the benefits that planning could bring to existing
neighborhoods.

Figure 1.2 Planning Area
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homeowners and renters, and the larger community. This process was carried out in three major phases (see diagram below): the Opportunities and
Objectives Phase, during which the City collected data on existing conditions
along the Auburn Boulevard Corridor; the Options Phase, in which the City
evaluated three potential development scenarios through a Concepts and
Options Report; and the Specific Plan Phase, during which the City produced and adopted The Boulevard Plan -- the specific plan for Auburn
Boulevard.

The Boulevard Plan

Community Outreach
To solicit the views of the community and Auburn Boulevard stakeholders,
the City of Citrus Heights convened an extensive series of meetings
throughout the planning process for Auburn Boulevard. These meetings
included four Community Workshops, five Stakeholders Workshops, and
four Joint City Council/Planning Commission Study Sessions. City Staff and
the Consultants met with local property owners to address their concerns
regarding potential changes to their land and surrounding properties. The
City and Consultants also met with local land development and building professionals to solicit their views on the physical, market, and financial feasibility of various conceptual development programs based on the Concepts and
Options Report. The City Council and Planning Commission conducted formal public hearings leading up to the adoption of the Plan on February 9,
2005.

1.5 Relationship with Other Policy Documents and
City Actions

The Boulevard Plan is both a policy tool and a regulatory tool designed to
implement the General Plan. By law, this Specific Plan must be consistent
with the Citrus Heights General Plan. In turn, zoning, all City development
approvals, all public works projects, and all Redevelopment Agency programs and actions must by law be consistent with this Specific Plan as well
as the General Plan.

Phase 1: Opportunities
and Objectives
Existing Conditions Report

Phase 2: Issues and
Options
Concepts and Options Report
Preferred Option

Phase 3: Specific Plan

Community
Input
• Community
Workshops
• Stakeholder
Sessions
• City Council/
Planning
Commission
Sessions and
Hearings

Above:
Area residents, property owners, and
business owners participated in workshops and as members of a stakeholders group to shape and review the
planning concepts in the process.
Left:
The three-phase planning process was
included community input at three levels. This included community workshops; stakeholder workshops with a
group of business, property, and community members; and study sessions
with the City Council and Planning
Commission.

The Boulevard Plan
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

ATP CYCLE 4 APPLICATION FORM

3-Citrus Heights-1
Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets – Phase 2

LAPG 22-U (NEW 05/2018)
v1.1

Part B: Narrative Questions
Question #7
COST EFFECTIVENESS (0-5 POINTS)
A project’s cost effectiveness is considered to be the relative costs of the project in comparison to the project’s benefits as defined by the
purpose and goals of the ATP. This includes the consideration of the safety and mobility benefit in relation to both the total project cost and the
funds provided.
Explain why this project is the best use of State Resources. (5 points max.) (Max of 250 words)

Words Remaining:

22

This project will significantly increase the amount of non-motorized trips within the city of Citrus Heights. Recent public engagement indicates roadways
like Auburn Boulevard are not enjoyable or safe non-motorized environments. This project will address the community concerns by installing a separated
pedestrian walkway, eliminating sidewalk conflicts and other hazards, and closing a significant gap in the existing bicycle network.
This project will increase safety and mobility of non-motorized users by reducing conflict points, increasing lighting, and providing enhanced high-visibility
crossings, installing a raised median and vertical curbs, as well as a separated landscaping buffer and bicycle lanes. This corridor is surrounded by
disadvantaged communities. Residents of these communities will be able to share in the project benefits, including the potential to attract new businesses and
uses to the corridor.
Further, by increasing active trips and reducing those accomplished by vehicles, this project will reduce greenhouse gas emissions, enhance public health by
increasing daily activity, as well as increase safety for school aged travel and contribute to an increase in childhood physical activity.
As discussed in Question 6, in addition to improving safety and active users, this project includes land use policies that support the ultimate transformation of
the Boulevard. The City is committed (financially and emotionally) to seeing the transformation from a mid-century corridor into a walkable, bikeable, and
transit supportive community.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

ATP CYCLE 4 APPLICATION FORM

3-Citrus Heights-1
Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets – Phase 2

LAPG 22-U (NEW 05/2018)
v1.1

Part B: Narrative Questions
Question #8
LEVERAGING FUNDS (0-5 POINTS)
A. The application funding plan will show all federal, state and local funding for the project: (5 points max)
Based on the project funding information provided earlier in the application (Part 6: Project Funding), the following Leveraging amounts are
designated for this project. If these numbers do not match the applicant's expectations, the numbers shown earlier need to be revised.
Non-ATP funding can only be considered "Leveraging" funding if it goes towards ATP eligible costs. If the project includes ineligible costs,
the application must confirm the leveraging funding shown below does not include the non-ATP funds for ineligible items.
PA&ED Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Leveraging Funding: $0

Designate the Funding Type:

PS&E Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Leveraging Funding: $1,529

Designate the Funding Type: Other

Right of Way Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Leveraging Funding: $2,989

Designate the Funding Type: Other

Construction Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Leveraging Funding: $0

Designate the Funding Type:

Projects with NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) elements:
Leveraging Funding: $0
Designate the Funding Type:
OVERALL TOTALS FOR PROJECT/APPLICATION:
Total Project Costs: $25,477
Leveraging Funding: $4,518
% of Total Project

17.73 %

Total Points received for “leveraging funding”: (Auto-calculated)

1 Point

At least 1% to 5% of total project cost

2 Points

More than 5% to less than 10% of total project cost

3 Points

At least 10% to 15% of total project cost

4 Points

More than 15% to 20% of the project cost

5 Points

More than 20% of the total project cost

Optional: If desired, clarifications can be added to explain the leveraging funding and its intended use on the ATP project.
(Max of 100 Words)
Words Remaining: 17
The city was previously awarded a $4 Million Regional/Local Grant for the Preliminary Engineering, Environmental Documentation, Right-of-way,
Public Outreach, and Final design portions of the project. The city will commit a minimum of $1.4 Million in construction costs for this project, which
will go to cover a portion of the ATP ineligible costs. Not included in this leverage calculation is a significant amount of local staff time that has already
been invested in the project over past 13 years.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

ATP CYCLE 4 APPLICATION FORM

3-Citrus Heights-1
Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets – Phase 2

LAPG 22-U (NEW 05/2018)
v1.1

Part B: Narrative Questions
Question #9
QUESTION #9
SCOPE AND PLAN CONSISTENCY (0 - 2 points)
A.

The application, scope and plans are consistent with one another: (2 points max)
The scope and plans are consistent with one another including:
• Improvement location(s)
• Improvement elements(s)

STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

ATP CYCLE 4 APPLICATION FORM

3-Citrus Heights-1
Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets – Phase 2

LAPG 22-U (NEW 05/2018)
v1.1

Part B: Narrative Questions
Question #10
USE OF CALIFORNIA CONSERVATION CORPS (CCC) OR CERTIFIED COMMUNITY CONSERVATION CORPS (0-5 POINTS)

- For project "Plan" types, this section is not required. Applicant has not coordinated with both corps, or Tribal Corps (if applicable) (-5 points)
Applicant contacted the corps; but does not intend to partner with any corps (-5 points)
Step 1: The applicant must submit the following information via email concurrently to both the CCC AND Certified Community Conservation
Corps at least 5 days prior to application submittal to Caltrans. The CCC and Certified Community Conservation Corps will respond
within five (5) business days from receipt of the information.
•
•
•
•
•
•

Project Title
Project Description
Detailed Estimate
Project Schedule
Project Map
Preliminary Plan

Click on the following links for the California Conservation Corps and Certified Community Conservation Corps Representative ATP
contact information:
http://www.ccc.ca.gov/work/programs/ATP/Pages/ATP%20home.aspx
http://calocalcorps.org/active-transportation-program/
The applicant must also attach any email correspondence from the CCC and Certified Community Conservation Corps or Tribal Corps
(if applicable) to the application verifying communication/participation. Failure to attach their email responses will result in a loss of 5
points.
Attach submittal email, response email and any attachment(s) from the CCC:

CCC Correspondence.pdf
Attach submittal email, response email and any attachment(s) from the Certified Community Conservation Corps:

Community Conservation Corps Correspondence - FINAL.pdf
Attach submittal email, response email and any attachment(s) from the Tribal Corps (If applicable):

Step 2: The applicant has coordinated with the CCC AND with the Certified Community Conservation Corps, or the Tribal Corps and
determined the following: (check appropriate box)
Applicant intends to utilize the CCC, Certified Community Conservation Corps, or the Tribal Corps on the following items listed
below. (0 points) (Max of 100 Words)
Words Remaining:

41

The Sacramento Regional Conservation Corps has agreed to assist with the following items from the Engineer's Estimate:
- Minor Concrete (Type 3 Curb) (Curb at Back of walk)
- Minor Concrete (Type 4 Curb)
- Minor Concrete (Type 5 Curb)
- Minor Concrete (Type 2 Curb and Gutter)
- Minor Concrete (Sidewalk)
- Minor Concrete (Pedestrian Ramp)
- Landscaping (Private)
- Landscaping (Roadway)
- Landscaping (Bioretention areas)
No corps can participate in the project. (0 points)
At the time that the application was submitted, the applicant had not received a response from the following corps: (0 points)
the CCC

the Certified Community Conservation Corps

the Tribal Corps (if applicable)

Ayeni, Julia
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>
Wednesday, July 18, 2018 10:57 AM
Kempenaar, Casey; 'inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org'; ATP@CCC
Ayeni, Julia; Hodgkins, Stuart; Poole, Mary; Thornhill, Rod@CCC; Monroe, Carie@CCC
RE: ATP Project - Citrus Heights Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets Project (Phase 2)

Hi Casey,
Thank you for reaching out to the California Conservation Corps. Rod Thornhill, District Director from our Placer District
has indicated that it’s not feasible for the CCC to participate in this project. Please include this email with your
application as proof that you reached out to the California Conservation Corps.
Thanks,

JULIE WOLSEY
Legislative, Proposition 1 and ATP Analyst
Legislative Unit
1719 24th Street
Sacramento, CA 95816
P: (916) 341-3207
Julie.wolsey@ccc.ca.gov
ccc.ca.gov

From: Kempenaar, Casey <ckempenaar@citrusheights.net>
Sent: Wednesday, July 18, 2018 8:16 AM
To: 'inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org' <inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org>; ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>
Cc: Ayeni, Julia <jayeni@citrusheights.net>; Hodgkins, Stuart <shodgkins@citrusheights.net>; Poole, Mary
<MPoole@citrusheights.net>
Subject: ATP Project ‐ Citrus Heights Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets Project (Phase 2)
Dear Corps Members:
Thanks for considering assisting us with the implementation of this project. Here are the relevant details:
Project Title:

Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets Project (Phase 2)

1

Project Description: City of Citrus Heights will complete the Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets Project – Phase 2.
Phase 2 (Rusch Park to northern City Limits) will build on the 2015 completion of Phase 1 of Auburn Boulevard (Sylvan
Corners to Rusch Park). Phase 2 of the Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets (ABCS) is a critical corridor link which will
transform an aging boulevard into a vibrant, active, “complete street” with bike lanes, wide, separated sidewalks, and
landscaping, and will spur economic improvements. The project is 4,800 LF long stretching between Orlando Avenue in
Roseville to Rusch Park in Citrus Heights. The project includes:
‐
‐
‐
‐
‐
‐

Installation of Raised landscaped medians
Installation of landscape planters/separated sidewalks
Installation of Bike Lanes
Installation of a new Intersection/Gateway Signal.
Undergrounding of utilities
Roadway improvements

Project Map: See the attached project Map. The project stretches from Orlando Avenue in Roseville to Rusch Park In
Citrus Heights
Project Schedule: The project construction is slated for 2020/2021
Project Estimate: See Attached. $20,949,096
Project Plan: See attached Map (Labeled Concept Exhibit). The map shows the proposed improvements including
medians, landscape planters, sidewalks, and bike lanes, etc.
Please review these materials and let me know if you have any questions or need more info.

Thanks!

Casey Kempenaar
Senior Planner
ckempenaar@citrusheights.net
6360 Fountain Square Dr. | Citrus Heights, CA
(916) 727-4740 | www.citrusheights.net

2

Ayeni, Julia
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Active Transportation Program <inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org>
Tuesday, July 24, 2018 9:18 AM
Kempenaar, Casey
atp@ccc.ca.gov; Ayeni, Julia; Hodgkins, Stuart; Poole, Mary
Re: ATP Project - Citrus Heights Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets Project (Phase 2)

Hello Casey,
Baldeo Singh of the Sacramento Regional Conservation Corps has responded that they are able to
assist with the Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets Project (Phase 2) if it receives funding. Please
include this email with your application as proof that you reached out to the Local Conservation
Corps.
Additionally, feel free to email Baldeo (bsingh@saccorps.org) directly if your project receives funding.
Best,
Dominique
On Wed, Jul 18, 2018 at 8:15 AM, Kempenaar, Casey <ckempenaar@citrusheights.net> wrote:
Dear Corps Members:

Thanks for considering assisting us with the implementation of this project. Here are the relevant details:

Project Title:

Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets Project (Phase 2)

Project Description: City of Citrus Heights will complete the Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets Project –
Phase 2. Phase 2 (Rusch Park to northern City Limits) will build on the 2015 completion of Phase 1 of Auburn
Boulevard (Sylvan Corners to Rusch Park). Phase 2 of the Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets (ABCS) is a
critical corridor link which will transform an aging boulevard into a vibrant, active, “complete street” with bike
lanes, wide, separated sidewalks, and landscaping, and will spur economic improvements. The project is 4,800
LF long stretching between Orlando Avenue in Roseville to Rusch Park in Citrus Heights. The project
includes:

-

Installation of Raised landscaped medians

-

Installation of landscape planters/separated sidewalks

-

Installation of Bike Lanes
1

-

Installation of a new Intersection/Gateway Signal.

-

Undergrounding of utilities

-

Roadway improvements

Project Map: See the attached project Map. The project stretches from Orlando Avenue in Roseville to Rusch
Park In Citrus Heights

Project Schedule: The project construction is slated for 2020/2021

Project Estimate: See Attached. $20,949,096

Project Plan: See attached Map (Labeled Concept Exhibit). The map shows the proposed improvements
including medians, landscape planters, sidewalks, and bike lanes, etc.

Please review these materials and let me know if you have any questions or need more info.

Thanks!

Casey Kempenaar
Senior Planner
ckempenaar@citrusheights.net
6360 Fountain Square Dr. | Citrus Heights, CA
(916) 727-4740 | www.citrusheights.net

2

-Dominique Lofton | Program Associate
Environmental & Energy Consulting
1121 L Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
916.426.9170 | inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org

3

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Baldeo Singh
Hodgkins, Stuart
Poole, Mary; Blomquist, Leslie; Ayeni, Julia
RE: ATP Project - Citrus Heights Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets Project (Phase 2)
Wednesday, July 25, 2018 11:16:25 AM
image004.png
image005.png

Hello Stuart,
Hi Stu,
It was nice talking with you and all the best with your project proposal. SRCC will provide labor for
the following items listed in the final estimate..
Items – 7, 17,18, 19, 20, 24, 25, 59, 65 and 66.
Let me know if you need any other information or have any questions.
Thank you,
Baldeo Singh
Director for Work Training Programs and Operations
Sacramento Regional Conservation Corps
6101 27 th Street, Sacramento, CA 95822
(916)-416-1400

From: Hodgkins, Stuart <shodgkins@citrusheights.net>
Sent: Wednesday, July 25, 2018 10:33 AM
To: Baldeo Singh <bsingh@SACCORPS.ORG>
Cc: Poole, Mary <MPoole@citrusheights.net>; Blomquist, Leslie <lblomquist@citrusheights.net>;
Ayeni, Julia <jayeni@citrusheights.net>
Subject: ATP Project - Citrus Heights Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets Project (Phase 2)
Good morning Baldeo,
We received the attached email from Dominique yesterday indicating the SRCC would be able to
assist with Citrus Heights’ Auburn Blvd. Complete Streets Improvement Phase 2 project , for which
we are seeking Active Transportation Program (ATP) funding. The ATP grant application requires that
we show specific items in our Engineer’s Estimate (attached) that the SRCC will participate in. Please
review the various bid items on the attached Engineer’s Estimate and let us know those certain

items the SRCC will be able to work on.
For your background, when we applied for ATP funds back in 2016 for our Mariposa Ave Safe Routes
to School Phase 4 project, the SRCC specifically indicated they could assist with the following items
of work:
Clearing & Grubbing
Reconstructing Fence
Replace/Restore Existing Landscape
Planting Trees
Plant Establishment
We assumed 40% participation for most of the items and 60% on the Tree Planting for that
application.
The ATP applications are due next Tuesday (7/31/18), so we would appreciate your response on this
request by tomorrow if possible. Should have any questions, please contact either Mary Poole,
Leslie Blomquist or me.
Thank you for your assistance on this important project.

Stuart Hodgkins
City Engineer
shodgkins@citrusheights.net
6360 Fountain Square Dr. | Citrus Heights, CA
(916) 727-4770 | www.citrusheights.net
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Part B: Narrative Questions
Question #11
APPLICANT'S PERFORMANCE ON PAST ATP FUNDED PROJECTS (0 to -10 points)
For CTC use only.
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3-Citrus Heights-1
Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets – Phase 2

Part C: Application Attachments
Applicants must ensure all data in this part of the application is fully consistent with the other parts of the
application. See the Application Instructions and Guidance document for more information and
requirements related to Part C.

List of Application Attachments
The following attachment names and order must be maintained for all applications. Depending on the Project Type (I, NI or Plans)
some attachments will be intentionally left blank. All non-blank attachments must be identified in hard-copy applications using
“tabs” with appropriate letter designations

Application Signature Page (Required for all applications)

Attachment A

Attachment-A-Signature-Page-FINAL.pdf

Engineer's Checklist (Required for Infrastructure & Combo Projects)

Attachment B

Attachment-B-Engr-Checklist-FINAL.pdf

Project Location Map (Required for all applications)

Attachment C

Project Overview.pdf

Project Map/Plans showing existing and proposed conditions
(Required for all Infrastructure Projects; Optional for ‘Non-Infrastructure’ and ‘Plan’ Projects)

Attachment D

Attachment D - Project Map and Plans for Existing and Proposed - FINAL.pdf

Photos of Existing Conditions (Required for all applications)

Attachment E

Attachment E - Photos of Existing Conditions.pdf

Project Estimate (Required for all Infrastructure Projects)

Attachment F

ABCS2_Final Estimate 2018-07-26.xlsm

Non-Infrastructure Work Plan (Form 22-R)
(Required for all projects with Non-Infrastructure Elements)

Attachment G

22R_SJUSD-education&encouragement.xlsx

Plan Scope of Work (Form 22-PLAN)
(Required for all Plan Projects)

Attachment H

Blank.pdf

Letters of Support (10 maximum)
Attachment I
(Required or recommended for all projects as designated in the instructions) (All letters must be scanned into one document.)
Attachment I - Letters of Supoort FINAL.pdf

Exhibit 22-F State Funding

Attachment J

Blank.pdf

Additional Attachments
Attachment K
(Additional attachments may be included. They should be organized in a way that allows application reviews
easy identification and review of the information.) (All additional attachments must be scanned into one document.)
Attachment K- Access toTransit Map.pdf

A-2:
Expanded Summary of Key
Findings

The Boulevard Plan

Appendix 2

KEY ISSUES
In the first phase of the Specific Plan process, local stakeholders, the community, City Staff, and
the Specific Plan Consultants identified key issues along Auburn Boulevard that define policy
choices for the Auburn Boulevard Specific Plan. This list of issues derives from two sources: the
Existing Conditions Report, which provides an overview of the current land use, transportation,
environmental, economic, and design conditions along the 1.75-mile segment of Auburn
Boulevard; and public input from Community and Stakeholder Workshops described above.
Existing Conditions Report Findings
Land Use
• Citrus Heights and Auburn Boulevard now lie at the center of the growing Sacramento
Region. They are now surrounded by major employment centers, such as Folsom and
Roseville, and major shopping areas, such as Sunrise Boulevard, Greenback Lane,
Roseville Galleria, and Madison Avenue.
•

The stretch of I-80 at its intersection with Auburn Boulevard is one of the most heavilytraveled commuter corridors in the region.

•

About 38 percent of the Auburn Boulevard Planning Area (excluding single family
residential) is made up of retail, service, auto, and professional uses. About 17 percent is
made up of medium density residential.

•

The largest land holdings within the Planning Area are under public ownership. Nearly
96 acres of land or 20 percent of the total land area is owned by public agencies.

•

The Planning Area has a fairly dispersed pattern of private ownership, with very few
landowners owning more than one parcel or a significant amount of acreage.

•

All commercial parcels fall within Redevelopment Project Area boundaries.

Community Design
• The landscaping along Auburn Boulevard is fragmented. Only the large expanses of
landscaped areas along the west side of the Boulevard at Rusch Park and Sylvan
Cemetery create a strong, positive visual impression. Otherwise, most of the streetscape
is devoid of trees and greenery.
•

Overhead transmission lines, light poles, and other utilities along the Boulevard,
especially on the east side of the street, limit the possibility of adding trees and
landscaping.

•

Signage along the Boulevard fragments the visual and spatial experience.

•

There is a rough interface between commercial and abutting residential uses in terms of
land use and activity patterns. Parking lots, service areas and outdoor storage areas,
trash containers, and utilitarian buildings back up to residential areas. Residential
neighbors are also affected by the noise from commercial uses such as nighttime
shipping and receiving activities.

•

The sidewalk system is incomplete and narrow, has many vertical obstructions, is
interrupted by numerous curb cuts, and provides little separation from speeding traffic. In
some cases, there are no sidewalks.
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Circulation
• Average daily traffic volume on Auburn Boulevard ranges from 32,000 to 34,300 vehicles.
The segment currently operates at LOS F, which is below the City’s desired LOS of “D.”
•

This stretch of Auburn Boulevard has 120 driveways. The driveway density (average of
approximately 32 driveways per mile) is among the highest rates for comparable arterial
streets in the Sacramento Region.

•

The accident rate on Auburn Boulevard is higher than the statewide average accident
rate for similar facilities. The majority of accidents involve rear-end and broadside
collisions.

•

There are currently no bike lanes along Auburn Boulevard.

Market and Financial Resources
• The city enjoys an overall surplus in retail sales. However, the Auburn Boulevard market
area loses about one-half of its potential sales to stores outside the area.
•

The Auburn Boulevard Planning Area has market potential for lumber and building
materials stores, nurseries and garden supply stores, and sporting goods/bicycle stores.

•

The Auburn Boulevard Planning Area has moderate market potential for grocery stores,
furniture and home furnishing stores, eating places, and drug stores.

•

There doesn’t appear to be a strong market demand for new office development.

Fiscal Conditions
• Sales tax generation in the Auburn Boulevard Specific Plan area has decreased in the
last two fiscal years (2002-03). After showing strong growth in fiscal years 1998-99 and
1999-00, sales tax revenue has decreased by over 3.9 percent from the high reached in
1999-00 and 4.5 percent in 2001-02. While the sluggish economy plays a major role in
the decrease, competition from new local and regional retail development in surrounding
cities is a major contributor as well.
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Attachment E
Photos of Existing Conditions

Utility pole encroachment,
non-compliant width of
sidewalk. No bike lanes.

Utility pole encroachment,
non-compliant width of
sidewalk.

Utility pole encroachment,
non-compliant width of
sidewalk.

Utility pole encroachment,
non-compliant width of
sidewalk.

Utility pole encroachment,
non-compliant width of
sidewalk. No bike lanes.

Utility pole encroachment,
non-compliant width of
sidewalk. No bike lanes.

Utility pole encroachment,
non-compliant width of and
broken sidewalk. Multiple
driveway conflicts.

Utility guy wire encroachment,
non-compliant width of
sidewalk. No bike lanes.

Close-up of utility guy wire
encroachment, non-compliant
width of sidewalk (only 2 ft).

Attachment E
Photos of Existing Conditions
Utility pole encroachment,
non-compliant width of
sidewalk. Driveway conflict.

Utility pole encroachment,
non-compliant width of
sidewalk. No bike lanes.

Utility pole encroachment, noncompliant width of and uneven
sidewalk. No bike lanes.

Close-up of Utility pole
encroachment, noncompliant width of sidewalk
(only 2 ft.)

Non-compliant width of
sidewalk. No bike lanes –
gutter pan only.

Utility pole encroachment, noncompliant width of sidewalk. No
bike lanes.

Missing sidewalk. No bike
lanes.

Utility pole encroachment, noncompliant width of and uneven
sidewalk. No bike lanes.
Driveway conflicts.

View of street with several utility
pole encroachments, noncompliant width of and uneven
sidewalk. No bike lanes.
Driveway conflicts.

Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 4
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.

Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).

Project Information:

Agency: City of Citrus Heights
Date: 7/20/2018
Project Description: Second and Final phase of a vibrant, active, 'complete street' project including bike lane installations, wide sidewalks, transit enhacements, and lan
Project Location: Auburn Boulevard between Orlando Avenue (in Roseville) to Rusch Park.
License #: C 72334
Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: Leslie Blomquist

Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:
Cost Breakdown

Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)
Item
No.

Item

General Overhead-Related Construction Items
Mobilization
1
Construction Staking
2
Erosion and Sediment Control (SWPPP)
3
Traffic Control System
4
5
General Construction Items (non-decorative only)
Remove Retaining Wall
6
Clearing and Grubbing & Misc Site Prep
7
Remove Tree
8
Roadway Excavation (Landscape Areas)
9
Remove Concrete (Curb, Gutter, and
10
Sidewalk)
Remove Parking Lot Striping
11
Remove/Relocate Parking Lot Lighting &
12
Signage
Potholing and Supplemental Survey
13
HMA (Type A), Class 2 Aggregate base
14
(Roadway)
Class 2 Aggregate base (C&G, Sidewalk)
15
Masonry Retaining Wall (Type 6B)
16
Minor Concrete (Type 3 Curb) (Curb at Back
17
of walk)
Minor Concrete (Type 4 Curb)
18
Minor Concrete (Type 5 Curb)
19
Minor Concrete (Type 2 Curb and Gutter)
20
Stamped Concrete (Roadway)
21
Stamped Concrete (Median)
22
Stamped Concrete (Crosswalk)
23
Minor Concrete (Sidewalk)
24
Minor Concrete (Pedestrian Ramp)
25
Minor Concrete (Driveway) (24' to 30' width)
26
Minor Concrete (Driveway) (30' to 40' width)
27
Minor Concrete (Driveway) (40' to 60' width)
28
Abandon Storm Drainage Pipe
29
Remove Drainage Inlet
30
Remove Manhole
31
Storm Drain Pipe, 18" RCP
32
Storm Drain Pipe, 24" RCP
33
Storm Drain Pipe, 42" RCP
34
Drainage Inlet
35
Storm Drain Manhole
36
Abandon Water Main Pipe
37
Water Main Pipe & Appurtenances
38
Remove Fire Hydrant
39
Relocate Water Meter
40
Install Fire Hydrant
41
Lateral Cleanout Retrofit & Adjust to Grade
42
Remove Traffic Stripe, Pavement Marking
43
4" Thermoplastic Traffic Stripe
44
6" Thermoplastic Traffic Stripe
45
8" Thermoplastic Traffic Stripe
46
Thermoplastic Crosswalk and Pavement
47
Marking
Thermoplastic Pavement Markings
48
Pavement Markers (Retroreflective)
49
Project Signing
50
City Entrance Signage/Arch
51
Lighting
52
Signal Interconnect System
53
Modify Signal (Auburn @ Grand Oaks)
54
Modify Signal (Auburn @ Rollingwood)
55
Modify Signal (Auburn @ Twin Oaks )
56
Install Signal (Auburn @ K-Mart Entrance)
57
Slurry Seal (Parking Lot)
58
Landscaping (Private)
59
Minor Concrete (Type 3 Curb) (Private
60
Landscape Areas)
4" Parking Stall Stripe
61
4" ADA Path Striping
62
Parking Bumper (Precast)
63
Private Hardscape Improvements
64
Landscaping (Roadway)
65
Landscaping (Bioretention areas)
66
Joint Trench
67

Quantity Units

ATP Eligible
Costs/Items

Unit Cost

Total
Item Cost

1
1
1
1

LS
LS
LS
LS

$200,000.00

$200,000

$50,000.00

$50,000

$50,000.00
$120,000.00

$50,000
$120,000

200
1

LF
LS

$50.00
$100,000.00

63
950
82,150
6,100
1
1
359,000
1,521
1,600
7,200
4,170
2,500

EA
CY
SF
LF
LS
LS
SF
CY
SF
LF
LF
LF

$2,200.00
$75.00
$3.50
$1.00
$80,000.00
$50,000.00
$11.50
$75.00
$50.00
$20.00
$18.00

10,000
8,060
4,000
9,200
52,330
48
7
23
16

LF
SF
SF
SF
SF
EA
EA
EA
EA

$26.00
$32.00
$25.00
$15.00
$25.00
$12.00
$4,500.00
$3,500.00
$4,500.00
$6,500.00

300
22
8
604
540
600
36
15

LF
EA
EA
LF
LF
LF
EA
EA

$5.00
$2,000.00
$3,000.00
$180.00
$220.00
$300.00
$4,500.00
$10,000.00

620
620
9
14
9
32
1
8,100
18,900
1,250
3,050
600

LF
LF
EA
EA
EA
EA
LS
LF
LF
LF
LF
SF

$5.00
$150.00
$1,500.00
$2,200.00
$3,500.00
$3,000.00
$10,000.00
$2.00
$2.20
$2.50
$6.00
$10.00

1
1
1
1
1
1

LS
LS
LS
LS
LS
LS

$4,500.00
$60,000.00
$200,000.00

1
1
1
1

LS
LS
LS
LS

$250,000.00
$270,000.00
$350,000.00
$25,000.00

14,400
1,800
6,100
12,050
53
1

SF
LF
LF
SF
EA
LS

$16.00
$20.00
$2.00
$2.50
$200.00
$375,000.00

27,600
1,800

SF
SF

$16.00
$40.00

1

LS

$2,980,000.00

$10,000
$100,000
$138,600
$71,250
$287,525
$6,100
$80,000
$50,000
$4,128,500
$114,075
$80,000
$144,000
$75,060
$65,000
$320,000
$201,500
$60,000
$230,000
$627,960
$216,000
$24,500
$103,500
$104,000
$1,500
$44,000
$24,000
$108,720
$118,800
$180,000
$162,000
$150,000
$3,100
$93,000
$13,500
$30,800
$31,500
$96,000
$10,000
$16,200
$41,580
$3,125
$18,300
$6,000
$4,500
$60,000
$200,000
$1,200,000
$350,000
$270,000
$250,000
$270,000
$350,000
$25,000
$230,400
$36,000
$12,200
$30,125
$10,600
$375,000
$441,600
$72,000
$2,980,000

$1,200,000.00

$350,000.00
$270,000.00
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%

$

60%
60%
60%
60%
60%

$120,823
$30,206
$30,206
$72,494

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
16%
100%
100%
100%
13%
13%
100%

$10,000
$100,000
$138,600
$71,250
$287,525
$6,100
$80,000
$50,000
$660,560
$114,075
$80,000
$144,000
$9,758
$8,450
$320,000

18%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

$10,800
$230,000
$627,960
$216,000
$24,500
$103,500
$104,000
$1,500
$44,000
$24,000
$108,720
$118,800
$180,000
$162,000
$150,000

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
16%
16%
100%

$13,500
$30,800
$31,500
$96,000
$10,000
$16,200
$41,580
$3,125
$18,300
$960
$720
$60,000

34%

$408,000

34%
34%
34%

$91,800
$85,000
$91,800

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

$25,000
$230,400
$36,000
$12,200
$30,125
$10,600
$375,000
$441,600
$72,000
$2,980,000

ATP Ineligible
Costs/Items
%

40%
40%
40%
40%
40%

$

Corps/CCC
to construct
%

$

10%

$10,000

3%
3%
3%
3%

$4,320
$2,252
$1,950
$9,600

3%
3%

$18,839
$6,480

25%

$57,600

10%
10%

$44,160
$7,200

$79,177
$19,794
$19,794
$47,506

84%

$3,467,940

87%
87%

$65,302
$56,550

100%
82%

$201,500
$49,200

100%
100%

$3,100
$93,000

84%
84%

$5,040
$3,780

100%
66%
100%
66%
66%
66%
100%

$200,000
$792,000
$350,000
$178,200
$165,000
$178,200
$350,000
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Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 4
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.

Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).

Project Information:

Agency: City of Citrus Heights
Date: 7/20/2018
Project Description: Second and Final phase of a vibrant, active, 'complete street' project including bike lane installations, wide sidewalks, transit enhacements, and lan
Project Location: Auburn Boulevard between Orlando Avenue (in Roseville) to Rusch Park.
License #: C 72334
Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: Leslie Blomquist
Subtotal
of Construction
Items: and
$15,977,120
Engineer's
Estimate
Cost

$9,652,037
Breakdown:

$6,325,083

$2,396,568

$1,447,805

$948,763

Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost: $18,373,688

$11,099,842

$7,273,846

ATP Eligible Costs

Non-participating Costs

Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):

15.00%

$162,401

Project Delivery Costs:
Type of Project Cost
Preliminary Engineering (PE)

Cost $

Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED):
Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):

"PE" costs / "CON" costs

Total PE: $

-

Right of Way Engineering: $
Acquisitions and Utilities: $
Total RW: $

-

25% Max

Right of Way (RW)

Construction Engineering (CE)

"CE" costs / "CON" costs

Construction Engineering (CE): $

2,572,325

Total Project Delivery:

$2,572,325

Total Construction Costs:

$20,946,013

Total Project Cost:

$20,946,013

$1,553,983

$1,018,342

$1,553,983

$1,018,342

$12,653,825

$8,292,188

ATP Eligible Costs

Non-participating Costs

$12,653,825

$8,292,188

14%

15% Max

Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:
The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.
Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.

Item Number(s):

Description of Engineer's Logic:

(See examples shown in the Instructions)

14

Based upon cross sections inculded in the 35% preliminary design, a weighted width of the AC portion of the roadway was calculated at 57.4', and a weighted average of the width of non-motorized facilities
(bicycle lanes only) was calculated at 9'. The benefit of non-motorized users (bicyclists) provided by the proposed HMA and roadway base is 15.68% [9'/57.4' x 100 = 15.68 %; say 16%]

18

Per LAPG Section 22.6, raised medians within 50' of a marked crosswalk are eligible for ATP funding. Therfore, a calculation of the percentage of raised median within 50' of a marked crosswalk, compared
to all raised median, was calculated. There are 9 marked crosswalk across Auburn Blvd within the proejct limits and curb will be installed on either side of the medians. Therefore there is 900linear feet of
raised curb within 50' of a marked crosswalk [50' * 2' * 9 crosswalks = 900'] . The percentage of all raised median curb within 50' of a marked crosswalk was calucated [900' / 6670' = 13.49%; say 13%]

19

Per LAPG Section 22.6, raised medians within 50' of a marked crosswalk are eligible for ATP funding. Therfore, a calculation of the percentage of raised median within 50' of a marked crosswalk, compared
to all raised median, was calculated. There are 9 marked crosswalk across Auburn Blvd within the proejct limits and curb will be installed on either side of the medians. Therefore there is 900linear feet of
raised curb within 50' of a marked crosswalk [50' * 2' * 9 crosswalks = 900'] . The percentage of all raised median curb within 50' of a marked crosswalk was calucated [900' / 6670' = 13.49%; say 13%]

21

Stamped Concrete (Roadway) will be installed in the TWLT lane, for exclusive use by vehicles and is therefore ATP ineligible.

22

Per LAPG Section 22.6, raised medians within 50' of a marked crosswalk are eligible for ATP funding. Therfore, a calculation of the percentage of samped median cocrete within 50' of a marked crosswalk,
compared to all median stamped concrete, was calculated. There are 9 marked crosswalk across Auburn Blvd within the proejct limits and curb will be installed on either side of the medians. There is 725
square feet of stamped concrete within 50' of the 9 marked crosswalks, and 4000 SF of stamped concrete for the entirety of the project. The percentage of all stamped concrete within 50' of a marked
crosswalk was calucated [725 SF /4000 SF = 18.13%; say 18%]

37

Abandon Water Main Pipe is necessitated due to resurfacing of roadway above the water line. The water line is located under the vehicular travel lanes and therefore resurfacing above the water locations is
to benefit vehicular traffic. Per LAPG Section 22.6, "roadway paving ad/or base repair beyond proposed bike/ped facilities limits" are ineligible.

38

Installation of a Water Main Pipe is necessitated due to resurfacing of roadway above the water line. The water line is located under the vehicular travel lanes and therefore resurfacing above the water
locations is to benefit vehicular traffic. Per LAPG Section 22.6, "roadway paving ad/or base repair beyond proposed bike/ped facilities limits" are ineligible.

48
49
51

Thermoplastic pavement markings will be installed within vehicular lanes and therefore ATP ineligible..

52

Based upon cross sections inculded in the 35% preliminary design, a weighted roadway width was calculated at 86.7', and a weighted average of the width of non-motorized facilities was calculated at 29.6'.
The benefit of non-motorized users provided by the porposed street lighting is 34.2% [29.6'/86.7' x 100 = 34.18 %; say 34%]

53

Signal Interconnect System will provide connectivity for advanted traffic signal coordination, and routine monitoring/adjustments. All associated improvements will benefit vehicular operations, minimizing
vehicular delay, decreasing greenhouse gas emissions, etc. Per LAPG Section 22.6, "traffic signal elements for the benefit of the motorized user" are ineligible.

54

Traffic Signal modificatons an installations will benefit all users of the roadway. Bid items will include upgrades to pedestrian and bicycle features including upgraded push buttons, count-down pedestrian
signal heads, advanced bicycle signal timing capabilities, video detection for enhanced and more reliable bicycle detection, etc. Therefore a percentage of the costs are ATP eligible. The same methodolgoy as
described for Item 52 was utilized for Item 54.

55

Traffic Signal modificatons an installations will benefit all users of the roadway. Bid items will include upgrades to pedestrian and bicycle features including upgraded push buttons, count-down pedestrian
signal heads, advanced bicycle signal timing capabilities, video detection for enhanced and more reliable bicycle detection, etc. Therefore a percentage of the costs are ATP eligible. The same methodolgoy as
described for Item 52 was utilized for Item 55.

56

Traffic Signal modificatons an installations will benefit all users of the roadway. Bid items will include upgrades to pedestrian and bicycle features including upgraded push buttons, count-down pedestrian
signal heads, advanced bicycle signal timing capabilities, video detection for enhanced and more reliable bicycle detection, etc. Therefore a percentage of the costs are ATP eligible. The same methodolgoy as
described for Item 52 was utilized for Item 56.

67

There are many utility poles located within the sidewalk on Auburn Boulevarn, leaving obstacles within the already narrow exisiting sidewalk, and creating pinch points along the sidewalk. Removal of these
poles/obstacles is critical to ensuring an attractive and funcational non-motorized facility. Therefore, installation of the joint trench is ATP eligible.

Pavement markers will be installed for vehicular striping and therefore ATP ineligible..
City Entrance Signange/Arch is decorative in nature. Per LAPG Section 22.6, "Gateway elemtns and art wor" are ineligible.
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Exhibit 22-R ATP Non-Infrastructure Project Work Plan
Fill in the following items:
Date: (1)
Implementing Agency Name: (2)

San Juan Unified School District

Project Number: (3)

Grand Oaks Elementary School, Mariposa Avenue Elementary School

Project Location(s): (4a)
""

(4b)

""

(4c)

""

(4d)

Project Description: (5)

An education and encouragement program will be provided at two schools in order to increase walking and
bicycling rates at each school and within the community, and to instruct and encourage students and families
to use the new facilities provided by the Auburn Blvd project and other projects within the City of Citrus
Heights.

Enter information in each Task Tab, as it applies (Task A, Task B, Task C, Task C, etc.)

For Department use only
You will not be able to fill in the following items. Items will auto-populate once you've entered all "Task" tabs that applies:
Task Summary:
Click the links below
to navigate to
"Task Details" tabs:
Task

Task Name

Task "A"
Task "B"
Task "C"
Task "D"
Task "E"
Task "F"
Task "G"
Task "H"
Task "I"
Task "J"

Education & Encouragement

ATP Cost
9,596.00 $

$

-

$

-

$

-

$

-

$

-

$

-

$

-

$

-

$

-

$

-

$

-

$

-

$

-

$

-

$

-

$

-

$

-

$

-

ATP Total: $
InKind Total:
GRAND TOTAL $

ATP V.11 (04/27/2018)

InKind Cost

$

3,744.00

9,596.00
$

3,744.00

13,340.00

Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets – Phase 2
Access to Transit
DESTINATIONS WEST

DESTINATIONS NORTHEAST

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Light Rail (Blue Line- Watt & I-80)
Downtown Sacramento
State Capital
Federal Building
County Courts
Golden One Center
AmTrack Station (Bay Area)
Sutter General Hospital
Raley Field
UC Davis

Louis Orlando
Transit Center
Ave.

Whyte

Auburn Oaks Ct.

BOULEVARD

Twin Oaks Ave.

N

AUBURN

Rollingwood Blvd.

Mariposa
Avenue
Elementary
School

Baird Way

Grand Oaks
Elementary
School

Cedar Dr.
Grand Oaks Ave.

DESTINATIONS SOUTHWEST
• Walmart
• Costco
• Light Rail(Gold Line – Sunrise &
Folsom)
• Sac State
• Kaiser South Hospital
• Rancho Cordova
• Elk Grove
• American River College
• SMUD Offices

Downtown Roseville
Roseville Galleria
Sutter Roseville Hospital
Kaiser Roseville Hospital
Downtown Rocklin
Sierra College
Downtown Auburn
Placer County Offices

DESTINATIONS SOUTHEAST
Rusch
Park
Watson Way

•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Sunrise Mall & Market Place
Mercy San Juan Hospital
Mesa Verde High School
Citrus Heights City Hall
Downtown Folsom
The Palladio Folsom
Intel

Additional
application
materials
Post‐submittal:
Responses to Working Group questions

Sacramento Area Council of Governments

Citrus Heights ‐ Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets – Phase II
1. How will the $2.7 million shortfall be made up (i.e. the funding requested through Community
Design that was not awarded)? Through project re‐scoping or additional funds to be found
elsewhere?
As indicated in our various grant applications for the project, the city is committed to completing the
utility undergrounding for the full project length with city funds. The $2.7 million shortfall will be
made up by adjusting the length of the surface improvements (curb, gutter, sidewalk, medians, etc.)
to be constructed. The city’s intent is to begin at the Orlando Avenue and progress south to complete
the gateway feature and new traffic signal and then extend the surface improvements (curb, gutter,
sidewalk, medians, landscaping, etc.) as far as available funding will allow.

2.

Is there any biking/walking data (e.g. counts) from the Phase I project available?
No pedestrian or bicycle counts were taken during development of the Auburn Blvd. Enhancement ‐
Phase 1 project. However, since completion of the project, the city has seen and experienced an
increase in non‐motorized travel, and has received feedback from many different members of the
community, including residents, property owners, business owners, parents, school administrators,
etc. regarding the improvements on Auburn Boulevard and the increased safety of the corridor.

3. Please clarify the scope of what project elements ATP would fund for the $1.5mil project and
$0.5mil project (Engineer’s estimate is for the full corridor/project).
The ATP funds will be used to construct project elements related to pedestrian and bicycle
improvements including, but not limited to, curb, gutter, sidewalk, ADA ramps, a percentage of the
street lighting, asphalt pavement, striping and marking and other incidental work. The amount of
funding available ($1.5 mil or $0.5 mil) will simply impact the length of the surface improvement
constructed as indicated in question one above.

