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Land Use & Natural  Resources Committee     

Thursday, October 15, 2015, at 1:00 p.m. 
SACOG Rivers Rooms, 1415 L Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA  
 
The Land Use & Natural Resources Committee may take up any agenda item at any time, regardless of 
the order listed.  Public comment will be taken on the item at the time that it is taken up by the 
committee.  We ask that members of the public complete a request to speak form, submit it to the clerk of 
the committee, and keep their remarks brief.   If several persons wish to address the committee on a 
single item, the chair may impose a time limit on individual remarks at the beginning of the discussion.  
Action may be taken on any item on this agenda.   

 
Roll Call: Directors Frerichs, Jankovitz, Kennedy, Powers, Rohan, Veerkamp, West, 
Vice Chair Hodges and Chair Aguiar-Curry 
 
Public Communications:  Any person wishing to address the Committee on any item 
not on the agenda may do so at this time.  After ten minutes of testimony, any 
additional testimony will be heard following the action items.  

 
1. Minutes of the September 3, 2015, Meeting◄ (Ms. Lizon) 
2. Sacramento Region Food System Multipliers Project (Mr. Ballard-Rosa) 
3. Regional Active Transportation Program Projects Funding Recommendations (Ms. 

DeVere-Oki) 
4. Release of 2015 Flexible Funding Programming Round Recommendations for 

Public Review (Ms. DeVere-Oki) 
5. Region Rising Conference – Friday, November 20, 2015 (Ms. Bradbury) 
6. Receive & File: 2016 Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities 

Strategy Update: Public Hearing Dates (Ms. Lizon) 

Other Matters 
Adjournment 

◄ Indicates Action 

Prepared by:    Approved by: 

 

Mike McKeever    Cecilia Aguiar-Curry 
Chief Executive Officer   Chair 

Next committee meeting: November 19, 2015  

The Meridian Plaza Building is accessible to the disabled.  If requested, this agenda, and documents in the agenda 
packet can be made available in appropriate alternative formats to persons with a disability, as required by Section 
202 of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 and the Federal Rules and Regulations adopted in 
implementation thereof.  Persons seeking an alternative format should contact SACOG for further information.  In 
addition, a person with a disability who requires a modification or accommodation, including auxiliary aids or 
services, in order to participate in a public meeting should contact SACOG by phone at 916-321-9000, e-mail 
(contact@sacog.org) or in person as soon as possible and preferably at least 24 hours prior to the meeting.   
Parking is available at 15th and K Streets  



      
 
 

 

 Item #15-10-1 
L a n d  U s e  &  N a t u r a l  R e s o u r c e s  C o m m i t t e e  Ac t i o n  

 
October 8, 2015 
  
Minutes of the September 3, 2015, Meeting 
     
Issue:  The Land Use & Natural Resources Committee met on September 3, 2015. 
   
Recommendation:  Approve the minutes of the meeting as submitted.  
 
Discussion:  Attached are the minutes of the September 3, 2015 Land Use & Natural Resources 
Committee meeting for approval. 
 
Approved by: 
 
 
 
Mike McKeever 
Chief Executive Officer 
 
MM:KL:ts 
 
Attachment 
 
Key Staff: Kacey Lizon, Planning Manager, (916) 340-6265 
 



SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
LAND USE & NATURAL RESOURCES COMMITTEE 

 
DRAFT ACTION MINUTES 

  
 
The SACOG Land Use & Natural Resources Committee met on September 3, 2015 in the 
Sacramento & American Rivers rooms on the Third Floor of the Meridian Plaza Building 
located at 1415 L Street, Sacramento, CA at 1:00 p.m. 
 
CALL TO ORDER:  Chair Aguiar-Curry called the meeting to order at 1:00 p.m. 
 
ROLL CALL: Present: Directors, Jankovitz, Kennedy, Rohan, West, Vice Chair Hodges and 

Chair Aguiar-Curry 
  
 Absent: Directors Frerichs, Powers and Veerkamp. 
   
1. Minutes of the August 6, 2015, Meeting 
 

Upon motion by Director Rohan, seconded by Director Kennedy, and unanimously 
carried, the minutes of the August 6, 2015 Land Use & Natural Resources Committee 
meeting were approved without any changes.  

 
2. Yuba County Rural-Urban Connections Strategy Case Study 
 

The Committee received and reviewed this report. 
 

3. AgPlus Central Valley Manufacturing Consortium 
 

The Committee received and reviewed this report.  Trish Kelly, Valley Vision, presented 
to the Committee. 
 

4. SACOG Presentation to Symposium on Climate Goals 
 

The Committee received and reviewed this report. 
 

5. 2016 Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy Update: 
Public Review Draft 2016 MTP/SCS 

 
The Committee received and reviewed this report. 

 
6. Preliminary Rank of Regional Active Transportation Program Projects 
 
 The Committee received and reviewed this report.   
 
7. Regional Funding Program Targets in 2015 
 

The Committee received and reviewed this report. 
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8. Region Rising Conference – Save the Date 
 

The Committee received and reviewed this report.  
 

9. Receive & File: Advancing Bicycling in the Sacramento Region One-Day 
Conference 
 
This was a receive & file item.  No staff presentation was made. 
 

Other Matters 
 
SACOG staff announced to the Committee that Beyond Traffic 2045 will kick off on September 
18 at Sacramento State University from 9 a.m. – noon and the U. S. Department of 
Transportation will be sending out invites directly. 

 
Adjournment 
 
Chair Aguiar-Curry adjourned the meeting at 2:49 p.m. 
 
 
 



      

 Item #15-10-2 
L a n d  U s e  &  N a t u r a l  R e s o u r c e s  C o m m i t t e e   In f o r m a t i o n  

October 8, 2015 
  
Sacramento Region Food System Multipliers Project 
 
Issue: SACOG’s Food System Multipliers project is seeking updated data and tools to better quantify the total 
economic contribution of the region’s specialty food system.  
 
Recommendation: None, this item is for information only. 
 
Discussion: Oftentimes the economic contribution of the region’s agriculture cluster is framed through the lens of 
direct farm-gate value, which is the value of food grown in the region at the time it leaves the farm. While this 
framing captures important on-the-farm economic activity, it misses the substantial ‘multiplier’ or ripple effects 
agriculture provides to the larger economy. For example, the region’s extensive agricultural output impacts both 
upstream industries like seed companies and downstream supply chains including aggregation, processing, 
distribution and ultimately consumption. Using a grant from the California Department of Food and Agriculture, 
the RUCS team is conducting a Food System Multipliers study to provide updated data and economic modeling 
results for a full picture—including both direct and ripple effects—of the region’s important agricultural cluster. 
The Land Use & Natural Resources Committee was last briefed on the project at its May 2015 meeting. 
 
This RUCS study responds to a pronounced data gap in the region, as the most comprehensive multiplier estimate 
for agriculture in the Sacramento region relies on national supply chain data from the year 2002. Since then, 
substantial changes to both the local and global food system underscore the need for updated information to help 
support appropriate policies and investments in the agriculture and food cluster. In addition to general economic 
growth, these changes include:  
 

• The resurgence of a locally-oriented food system 
• Shifts in global commodity markets 
• A renewed focus on value-adding agricultural processing, especially in midscale facilities such as food 

hubs 
• Recognition that current multipliers do not capture all the economic activity related to the agriculture and 

food sector. 
 
At the October 2015 meeting of the LUNR committee, RUCS staff will provide an overview of current regional 
multiplier estimates, data limitations, and emerging trends from national research and best practice. The 
presentation will conclude with how the LUNR committee could help assist the project’s outreach to better capture 
the interconnected supply chain network of local growers, processors and distributors.  
 
Approved by: 
 
 
 
Mike McKeever 
Chief Executive Officer 
 
MM:GBR:ts 
 
Key Staff: Kacey Lizon, Planning Manager, (916) 340-6265 
  David Shabazian, RUCS Program Manager, (916) 340-6231 
  Garett Ballard-Rosa, Planner II, (916) 319-5183 



  
Item #15-10-3 

Land Use & Natural  Resources Committee  Information 

October 8, 2015 
 
Regional Active Transportation Program Projects Funding Recommendations 
 
Issue: How should SACOG invest Regional Active Transportation Program funds? 
 
Recommendation: For information only.  The Transportation Committee will take action on 
this item. 
 
Discussion: Pursuant to the passage of Senate Bill 99 and Assembly Bill 101, the Active 
Transportation Program (ATP) was created and is being administered by Caltrans and the 
California Transportation Commission (CTC). The ATP combines many federal and state 
funding streams previously used for bicycle, pedestrian, safety, and other related purposes into 
one funding stream with broad eligibilities. Approximately $359 million has been budgeted for 
ATP Cycle 2 across the state for the three-year period beginning with fiscal year (FY) 2017 and 
ending with FY 2019. Per statewide ATP guidelines, the goals of the ATP are to: 
 
 Increase the proportion of trips accomplished by biking and walking; 
 Increase the safety and mobility of non-motorized users; 
 Advance the active transportation efforts of regional agencies to achieve greenhouse gas 

reduction goals as established pursuant to SB 375 (C728, §2008) and SB 391 (C585, 
§2009); 

 Enhance public health, including reduction of childhood obesity, through the use of 
programs including but not limited to projects eligible for Safe Routes to School Program 
funding; 

 Ensure that disadvantaged communities fully share in the benefits of the program; and 
 Provide a broad spectrum of projects to benefit many types of active transportation users. 

 
All ATP funds are distributed competitively, with 50 percent of the funds channeled through a 
statewide competitive program, 10 percent through small urban and rural regions with 
populations of 200,000 or less, and the final 40 percent being distributed through metropolitan 
planning organizations (MPOs) in urban areas with populations greater than 200,000, such as the 
SACOG six-county region. 
 
State ATP 
Fifty percent of the ATP funding available over the next three years ($180 million) will be 
competitively awarded for projects selected by the CTC on a statewide basis. The CTC will 
approve the list of projects recommended for funding through the Statewide ATP on October 21, 
2015. In the SACOG region, 37 applications were submitted, requesting $61 million in funds.  
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Following the September 15, 2015, release of funding recommendations, three applications from 
the SACOG region are recommended for a total $6, 396,000 (Attachment D) through the 
statewide competition.  
 
Development of the 2015 Regional ATP Process 
As the MPO, SACOG is responsible for the selection and recommendation of $9,615,000 in ATP 
projects within the six-county region. The Regional ATP is implemented collaboratively between 
SACOG, El Dorado County Transportation Commission (EDCTC), and Placer County 
Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA). 
 
Following the process pioneered in ATP Cycle 1, staff developed the Regional ATP process to 
allow local agencies to build on the State ATP application process by submitting supplemental 
materials in support of projects also competing for Regional ATP funds, rather than developing 
entirely new applications. Additionally, staff streamlined the Regional ATP call for projects and 
evaluation process with the Bicycle and Pedestrian Funding Program in response to local agency 
discussions following ATP Cycle 1. Building on input from Board committees in February 2015, 
staff developed policy frameworks that could implement a joint call for projects while retaining 
unique funding program elements related to regional policies and goals.  
 
Board engagement on development of the Regional ATP framework culminated in the approval 
of the Regional ATP framework (Attachment B) by the SACOG Board and the CTC. The six-
county call for projects was issued May 28, 2015, with applications due June 19, 2015. 
Seventeen agencies were able to take advantage of the streamlined process by submitting 
materials to supplement their State ATP applications for 36 projects; an additional five projects 
were submitted directly to the Regional ATP without first competing in the State ATP. 
 
Evaluation and Preliminary Ranking 
All project applications were screened for eligibility by SACOG, EDCTC, and PCTPA staff 
using the criteria identified in the Regional ATP Framework. All projects submitted were 
deemed eligible to compete for funding and were referred to the 11-member multidisciplinary 
Active Transportation Working Group (Working Group) for evaluation. The Working Group was 
comprised of geographically diverse volunteers with expertise in bicycle and pedestrian 
transportation, engineering, public health, Safe Routes to School, transit, air quality, community 
groups, and land use planning (Attachment C), and facilitated by a non-voting SACOG staff 
person. 
 
The Working Group was charged with developing a preliminary ranked list of projects based on 
the Board-approved policy direction and the implementing scoring criteria. Each project was 
reviewed by eight Working Group members, with each application being reviewed by at least 
one Working Group member with each of the following expertise areas: bike/ped planning and 
engineering, advocacy and outreach, and project engineering. Each project was discussed by the 
Working Group to establish strengths, weaknesses, and clarifying questions for the project 
sponsors. The Working Group facilitator relayed questions to project sponsors by email and 
received responses through scheduled phone interviews. The facilitator documented the 
responses from the phone interviews and provided written summaries to the Working Group to 
use in developing final project scores. 
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Average project scores were generated by gathering the eight final scores, omitting the high and 
low scores for each project, and averaging the remaining six scores. In the event that projects 
received the same numeric score, the Working Group ranked the tied projects to create an order 
of priority. The resulting ranked list was unanimously approved by the Working Group, and was 
shared with the Board in September as the Preliminary Rank of Regional Active Transportation 
Program Projects. The preliminary ranked list was later updated to remove projects 
recommended for statewide ATP funding; 33 projects were referred from the State ATP to the 
Regional ATP, in addition to five new projects submitted directly to the Regional ATP, 
requesting a total of $55.75 million for competitive funding.  
 
Regional ATP Funding Recommendation and Contingency List 
Seven projects totaling $9,615,000 are recommended for Regional ATP funding. 
Recommendations are shown in Attachment A, which was developed using the preliminary 
ranked list shared with the Board in September. SACOG, EDCTC, and PCTPA staff verified that 
the final funding recommendation complies with statewide ATP requirements that a minimum of 
$2.4 million (one quarter of the regional share) is recommended towards projects that benefit a 
disadvantaged community as defined by the statewide ATP guidelines; the final funding 
recommendation exceeds this minimum by including $4,685,000 benefitting disadvantaged 
communities. Staff will work with sponsors of these top-ranked projects to ensure accurate 
programming of Regional ATP funds and minimize the need for funding allocation extensions 
through CTC, and to mitigate the risk of losing Regional ATP funds. In order to utilize all 
available funds, one project is recommended for partial funding due to insufficient funds to fully 
fund it with Regional ATP. 
 
Similar to Cycle 1, a contingent project list is included in conjunction with the recommended list 
in the event of delivery failure by any of the recommended projects. Projects awarded ATP 
funding must be ready to allocate funds within FY 2016-17, FY 2017-18, or FY 2018-19. If a 
recommended project is unable to allocate the awarded funds within the timeframe identified by 
the CTC or to obtain an allocation extension, a project on the contingency list would receive 
ATP funds in its place. In this instance, the project that failed to meet its delivery timeline would 
forfeit their ATP funds and would have to compete again to receive funds from the ATP or any 
other funding source. Inclusion on the contingent list would not guarantee funding. The 
contingent list would be in effect only until the adoption of the next statewide program 
(anticipated spring 2017). Consistent with the development of this recommended list and as a 
measure to utilize all available Regional ATP funding, staff would pull from the ranked project 
list and would recommend partially funding projects, either for early phases of project 
development or for reduced-scope projects as voluntarily described in the regional applications. 
In preparation for ATP Cycle 3, project sponsors will have the opportunity to discuss previously 
submitted and new proposed projects with SACOG staff to build strong applications for 
subsequent ATP funding rounds, and technical assistance will continue to be offered. 
 
Programming Schedule 
The Regional Planning Partnership recommendation will go to the Transportation Committee on 
October 15; from there, the Transportation Committee recommendation will go to the SACOG 
Board for approval at its October 29 meeting. Following Board approval, staff will provide the 
CTC with approved funding recommendations by the November 16 deadline in anticipation of 
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an adoption of MPO recommendations at the December 9 CTC meeting. Projects in the SACOG 
region will then need to be amended into the MTIP, and project sponsors must be prepared to 
allocate ATP funds as programmed by through the CTC process. 
 
Approved by: 
 
 
 
 
 
Mike McKeever 
Chief Executive Officer 
 
MM:kt:ds 
Attachments:  
A - Ranked List of Regional ATP Projects with Scoring Details 
B - Approved Regional ATP Framework 
C - Active Transportation Working Group Roster 
D - State ATP Awards Project List 
 
Key Staff: Kacey Lizon, Planning Manager, (916) 340-6265 
 Reneé DeVere-Oki, Team Manager of Programming & Project Delivery, (916) 340-6219 
 Victoria S. Cacciatore, Project Coordinator of Active Transportation Program, (916) 340-6214 
 
 
 



Lead Agency Title
ATP Funding 

Recommended
Total Project Cost Average Score

Benefits a 

DAC?*

City of Rancho Cordova Rod Beaudry - Routier Bikeway Project $1,815,000 $2,052,851 72 Yes

Sacramento County
Thomas Edison Elementary Safe Routes to School – 
Hurley Way and Morse Avenue

$1,278,000 $1,454,000 69 Yes

City of Rancho Cordova
Stone Creek Trail Pedestrian Signals at Kilgore Rd 
and Zinfandel Dr 

$442,000 $500,000 68 No

City of Woodland West Woodland Safe Routes to School $1,592,000 $2,274,000 66 Yes

Town of Loomis Loomis Town Center Implementation Plan - Phase 2 $1,436,000 $1,786,000 66 No

City of Placerville Upper Broadway Bike Lanes Project $1,792,000 $2,251,000 65 No

City of Sacramento Del Rio Trail $1,260,000 $2,500,000 65 No

Total Funding Recommendation $9,615,000

Lead Agency Title Funding Request Total Project Cost Average Score
Benefits a 

DAC?*

City of Sacramento Del Rio Trail $953,000 $2,500,000 65 No

City of Folsom Folsom/Placerville Rail Trail $1,048,036 $1,184,036 65 No

City of Elk Grove
Laguna Creek Trail and Bruceville Road SRTS 
Improvements

$1,837,000 $2,076,000 65 Yes

City of Sacramento D. W. Babcock School ATP $1,963,000 $2,219,000 65 Yes

City of Yuba City Franklin Ave Pedestrian Improvements $376,188 $465,488 64 Yes

City of Sacramento Franklin Boulevard Cycle Track $2,028,000 $2,448,000 64 No

City of Sacramento Northwood Elementary ATP $3,185,000 $3,599,000 64 Yes

Sacramento County Hazel Avenue Sidewalk Improvements $1,239,000 $1,409,000 64 No

City of West Sacramento Sycamore Trail Phases 2 & 3 $6,965,000 $7,867,000 63 Yes

City of West Sacramento Clarksburg Branch Line Trail $1,484,000 $1,685,000 62 No

Sacramento County Folsom Cottage Sidewalk Infill Project $1,485,000 $1,677,000 62 No

City of Elk Grove
SAFE (Streets are For Everyone!) Routes to School 
Project

$601,000 $679,000 61 No

El Dorado County
Cameron Park- Merrychase & Country Club Drive 
Ped/Bike Improvements

$793,390 $896,182 61 No

Yuba County
McGowan Parkway Bicycle Path and Pedestrian 
Route Improvements

$1,204,000 $1,385,000 61 Yes

City of Placerville
Placerville Drive Bicycle and Pedestrian 
Improvements Project

$250,000 $295,000 59 Yes

El Dorado County EDH-El Dorado Hills Boulevard Class I Bike Path $942,961 $1,065,132 59 No

El Dorado County
Placerville- U.S. Highway 50/Weber Creek Class I 
Bike Path

$1,068,529 $1,206,968 59 No

City of Davis Safe Routes to School Infrastructure Improvements $1,652,000 $1,867,000 58 No

Yolo County I-80 Corridor Bicycle Route Improvements $669,245 $788,274 58 No

City of West Sacramento West Capitol Ave Cycletrack $513,000 $580,000 56 Yes

City of Roseville City of Roseville Downtown Pedestrian Bridge $1,262,000 $3,129,000 56 Yes

City of Sacramento Old Sacramento Gap Closure Project $455,000 $515,000 56 Yes

City of Rancho Cordova Cordova Park Sidewalk Project  $3,043,000 $3,625,000 56 Yes

City of Lincoln
Lincoln Boulevard Trail  Bridge  and Intersection 
Improvements

$1,193,985 $1,348,678 54 No

City of Citrus Heights
Old Auburn Road Bicycle Pedestrian Improvement 
Project

$3,237,722 $3,667,216 54 No

City of Elk Grove East-West Arterial Road Bike Lane Improvements $584,000 $660,000 53 No

City of WestSacramento Linden Rd. Sidewalk Extension $429,000 $486,000 50 No

City of Woodland Sports Park Drive POC $1,087,000 $1,228,000 48 Yes

City of Galt Galt Bike / Pedestrian Path Gap Closure $486,000 $550,000 44 No

Capital Southeast Connector JPA White Rock Road Corridor Bike Path $2,862,000 $4,278,000 39 No

City of Rocklin
Antelope Creek Elementary Safe Routes to School 
Project

$831,000 $991,000 37 No

UC Davis Sprocket Bikeway Improvement $412,000 $466,000 35 Yes
*Disadvantaged Community, as defined by the statewide ATP guidelines.

Regional ATP Contingency List (in priority order)

Regional ATP Recommended Funding List (in ranking order)

Attachment A



Project Scoring Detail

*Projects were ranked based on the average cumulative project scores, which subtracted the outliers (i.e. high and low).
Information provided in this Project Scoring Detail reflects scoring breakdowns and totals from the eight reviewing 
Working Group members to provide context on how project components contributed to the final score relative to other 
projects. These individual scores will not equal the cumulative average score listed on page 1 of Attachment A.  

El Dorado County Projects 

City of Placerville Amount requested:
$250,000

Placerville Drive Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements Project Total Project Cost: 
$295,000

Along Placerville Dr. from west of the US 50 undercrossing to Green Valley Rd., and on Green 
Valley Rd. from Placerville Dr. to Mallard Ln.: Design cycle tracks and sidewalks along Placerville 
Dr., and sidewalk on Green Valley Rd. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 20 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 16 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 5 10 
Cost Effectiveness  6 10 
Improved Public Health 5 10 
Other Considerations 7 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

Yes 

City of Placerville Amount requested:
$1,792,000

Upper Broadway Bike Lanes Project Total Project Cost: 
$2,251,000

Along Broadway between Schnell School Rd. and Jacquier Rd.: Construct a Class II bike lane along 
eastbound Broadway and a Class III bike route along westbound Broadway, with minor signing and 
striping to connect to the El Dorado Trail at each end. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 20 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 19 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 4 10 
Cost Effectiveness  8 10 
Improved Public Health 6 10 
Other Considerations 8 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

No 
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Project Scoring Detail

*Projects were ranked based on the average cumulative project scores, which subtracted the outliers (i.e. high and low).
Information provided in this Project Scoring Detail reflects scoring breakdowns and totals from the eight reviewing 
Working Group members to provide context on how project components contributed to the final score relative to other 
projects. These individual scores will not equal the cumulative average score listed on page 1 of Attachment A.  

El Dorado County Amount requested:
$793,390

Cameron Park -  Merrychase and Country Club Drive Ped/Bike 
Improvements 

Total Project Cost: 
$896,182

In Cameron Park, along the entire length of Merrychase Dr. and along Country Club Dr. from El 
Norte Rd./Trinidad Dr. to Placitas Dr.: Construct curb, gutter, and sidewalks, ADA ramps, 
crosswalks, crosswalk beacons, stop signs, and Class II and III bikeways adjacent to a library and 
two schools. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 20 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 16 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 6 10 
Cost Effectiveness  7 10 
Improved Public Health 6 10 
Other Considerations 8 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

No 

El Dorado County Amount requested:
$942,961

El Dorado Hills - El Dorado Hills Blvd Class I Bike Path Total Project Cost: 
$1,065,132

In El Dorado Hills, to the west of El Dorado Hills Blvd. between Governor Dr. and the north side of 
Brittany Way: Upgrade existing multi-use path to a Class I multi-use trail, and construct infill Class 
I multi-use trail. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 16 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 15 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 6 10 
Cost Effectiveness  7 10 
Improved Public Health 5 10 
Other Considerations 8 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

No 
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Project Scoring Detail

*Projects were ranked based on the average cumulative project scores, which subtracted the outliers (i.e. high and low).
Information provided in this Project Scoring Detail reflects scoring breakdowns and totals from the eight reviewing 
Working Group members to provide context on how project components contributed to the final score relative to other 
projects. These individual scores will not equal the cumulative average score listed on page 1 of Attachment A.  

El Dorado County Amount requested:
$1,068,529

Placerville - U.S. Highway 50/Weber Creek Class I Bike Path Total Project Cost: 
$1,206,968

In Placerville adjacent to eastbound U.S. Highway 50 from Weber Creek (PM 15.5) to Forni Rd. at 
the U.S. Highway 50/Forni Rd./Placerville Dr. Interchange (PM 15.8): Construct the final phase of a 
Class I multi-use trail that will connect Missouri Flat Rd. Interchange to Forni Rd./Placerville Dr. 
Interchange along Highway 50 over Weber Creek. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 20 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 14 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 6 10 
Cost Effectiveness  6 10 
Improved Public Health 7 10 
Other Considerations 8 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

No 
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Project Scoring Detail

*Projects were ranked based on the average cumulative project scores, which subtracted the outliers (i.e. high and low).
Information provided in this Project Scoring Detail reflects scoring breakdowns and totals from the eight reviewing 
Working Group members to provide context on how project components contributed to the final score relative to other 
projects. These individual scores will not equal the cumulative average score listed on page 1 of Attachment A.  

Placer County Projects 

City of Lincoln Amount requested:
$1,193,985

Lincoln Blvd Trail/Bridge Total Project Cost: 
$1,348,678

Along Lincoln Blvd. between Sterling Pointe and Lincoln Hills Town Center: Construct a Class I 
multi‐use trail and bike/ped bridge. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 16 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 15 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 5 10 
Cost Effectiveness  4 10 
Improved Public Health 5 10 
Other Considerations 8 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

No 

City of Rocklin Amount requested:
$831,000

Antelope Creek Elementary Safe Routes to School Project Total Project Cost: 
$991,000

Along S. Whitney Blvd. from Lincoln Ave. to Bryce Way, and along Springview Dr. from S. 
Whitney Blvd. to Antelope Creek Elementary: Construct ADA‐compliant replacement sidewalk 
along S. Whitney Blvd. and install new curb ramps on Springview Dr.; and stripe new crosswalk 
(continental or ladder style) in front of school and provide a Rectangular Rapid Flash Beacon. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 10 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 8 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 5 10 
Cost Effectiveness  3 10 
Improved Public Health 4 10 
Other Considerations 7 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

No 
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Project Scoring Detail

*Projects were ranked based on the average cumulative project scores, which subtracted the outliers (i.e. high and low).
Information provided in this Project Scoring Detail reflects scoring breakdowns and totals from the eight reviewing 
Working Group members to provide context on how project components contributed to the final score relative to other 
projects. These individual scores will not equal the cumulative average score listed on page 1 of Attachment A.  

City of Roseville Amount requested:
$1,262,000

City of Roseville Downtown Pedestrian Bridge Total Project Cost: 
$3,129,000

Spanning Dry Creek, starting mid‐block on Oak St. between S. Grant St. and Washington Blvd., 
ending in Royer Park adjacent to the existing Veteran's Hall: Construct a new pedestrian bridge with 
landings over Dry Creek connecting Vernon St. Town Square and Royer Park, and create pedestrian 
and bicycle friendly plazas. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 16 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 12 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 7 10 
Cost Effectiveness  5 10 
Improved Public Health 6 10 
Other Considerations 8 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

Yes 

Town of Loomis Amount requested:
$1,436,000

Loomis Town Center Implementation Plan - Phase 2 Total Project Cost: 
$1,786,000

Taylor Rd. from Horseshoe Bar Rd. to just south of Oak St.: Construct new ADA‐compliant 
sidewalk, replace non‐compliant sidewalk, new curb and gutter, 5' bike lanes, irrigation and new 
trees, new St. lighting, four in‐Rd. warning lights at the crosswalks, and pedestrian-friendly features 
at intersections. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 21 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 17 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 7 10 
Cost Effectiveness  8 10 
Improved Public Health 6 10 
Other Considerations 8 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

No 
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Project Scoring Detail

*Projects were ranked based on the average cumulative project scores, which subtracted the outliers (i.e. high and low).
Information provided in this Project Scoring Detail reflects scoring breakdowns and totals from the eight reviewing 
Working Group members to provide context on how project components contributed to the final score relative to other 
projects. These individual scores will not equal the cumulative average score listed on page 1 of Attachment A.  

Sacramento County Projects 

City of Citrus Heights Amount requested:
$3,237,722

Old Auburn Road Bicycle/Pedestrian Improvement Project (Sunrise to 
Garry Oak Drive) 

Total Project Cost: 
$3,667,216

Old Auburn Rd. between Sunrise Blvd. and Garry Oak Dr.; Fair Oaks Blvd. from Old Auburn Rd. to 
Villa Oak: Replace and infill curb, gutter, and sidewalk; landscape and install lighting; construct 
raised medians; stripe continuous Class II bike lanes; and construct ADA and pedestrian-friendly 
features and add bike/ped detection  at intersections. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 18 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 14 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 6 10 
Cost Effectiveness  5 10 
Improved Public Health 3 10 
Other Considerations 8 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

No 

City of Elk Grove Amount requested:
$584,000

East/West Arterial Road Bike Lane Improvements Total Project Cost: 
$660,000

Elk Grove Blvd., Laguna Blvd., and Bond Rd. between Harbour Point Dr. and Bradshaw Rd: Install, 
renovate, and remove bike lane, vehicle lane striping, and Rd.side signs to improve bicycle and 
pedestrian safety and mobility. Improvements include construction of new escape ramps and bike 
lanes. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 15 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 15 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 5 10 
Cost Effectiveness  6 10 
Improved Public Health 6 10 
Other Considerations 8 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

No 
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Project Scoring Detail

*Projects were ranked based on the average cumulative project scores, which subtracted the outliers (i.e. high and low).
Information provided in this Project Scoring Detail reflects scoring breakdowns and totals from the eight reviewing 
Working Group members to provide context on how project components contributed to the final score relative to other 
projects. These individual scores will not equal the cumulative average score listed on page 1 of Attachment A.  

City of Elk Grove Amount requested:
$1,837,000

Laguna Creek Trail and Bruceville Road SRTS Improvements Total Project Cost: 
$2,076,000

On trails along Laguna Creek from Lewis Stein Rd. to Bruceville Rd., and between Bruceville Rd., 
Mannington St., and Center Pkwy.: Construct sidewalks along Bruceville Rd., south of Center Pkwy 
to Big Horn Blvd., and north of Laguna Blvd.; construct trail extensions and gap closures of the 
Laguna Creek Trail. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 21 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 18 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 6 10 
Cost Effectiveness  7 10 
Improved Public Health 7 10 
Other Considerations 7 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

Yes 

City of Elk Grove Amount requested:
$601,000

SAFE (Streets are For Everyone!) Routes to School Project Total Project Cost: 
$679,000

In various locations in the City of Elk Grove, the south area of the City of Sacramento, and southern 
regions of the unincorporated area of south Sacramento County: Implement a district‐wide Mobile 
Bike Fleet, Parent Corps, Active4.me and Youth‐led Middle School programs to increase active 
transportation in nine school attendance areas. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 18 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 14 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 8 10 
Cost Effectiveness  6 10 
Improved Public Health 7 10 
Other Considerations 8 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

No 
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Project Scoring Detail

*Projects were ranked based on the average cumulative project scores, which subtracted the outliers (i.e. high and low).
Information provided in this Project Scoring Detail reflects scoring breakdowns and totals from the eight reviewing 
Working Group members to provide context on how project components contributed to the final score relative to other 
projects. These individual scores will not equal the cumulative average score listed on page 1 of Attachment A.  

City of Folsom Amount requested:
$1,048,036

Folsom/Placerville Rail Trail Total Project Cost: 
$1,184,036

On Folsom/Placerville Rail Trail parallel to Bidwell St. between the existing Humbug-Willow 
Creek Trail and Scholar Way, and from Broadstone Pkwy to Iron Point Rd.: Construct 
approximately 1.3 miles of Class I multi-use trail. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 22 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 14 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 8 10 
Cost Effectiveness  8 10 
Improved Public Health 7 10 
Other Considerations 8 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

No 

City of Galt Amount requested:
$486,000

Galt Bike / Pedestrian Path Gap Closure Total Project Cost: 
$550,000

In the area bounded by Twin Cities Rd. to the north, UP RR tracks to the south, State Route 99 to 
the west and Marengo Rd to the East: Complete the design and environmental for bike 
improvements in the northeast area of the City of Galt. Improvements include: Class II bike lanes on 
the west side of Marengo Rd.; Class I multi-use trail on the north side of Deadman's Gulch between 
Vintage Oak Ave. and Emerald Vista Dr.; and Class III bike routes along Lake Park Ave., Park 
Terrace Dr., Bay Shore Dr., Elk Hills Dr., Vintage Oak Ave., Cedar Flat Ave., Lake Canyon Ave., 
Fermoy Way, Adare Way and Emerald Vista Dr. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 13 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 11 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 5 10 
Cost Effectiveness  5 10 
Improved Public Health 5 10 
Other Considerations 6 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

No 
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Project Scoring Detail

*Projects were ranked based on the average cumulative project scores, which subtracted the outliers (i.e. high and low).
Information provided in this Project Scoring Detail reflects scoring breakdowns and totals from the eight reviewing 
Working Group members to provide context on how project components contributed to the final score relative to other 
projects. These individual scores will not equal the cumulative average score listed on page 1 of Attachment A.  

City of Rancho Cordova Amount requested:
$3,043,000

Cordova Park Sidewalk Project Total Project Cost: 
$3,625,000

Along Coloma Rd, Dolecetto Dr, Ellenbrook Dr, Garrett Way, Gilbert Way, and Malaga Way in the 
Cordova Park Neighborhood: Construct curb, gutter, sidewalks, ADA sidewalk ramps and 
crosswalks; install traffic calming devices on surrounding streets of Dawes St., Dolcetto Dr., and 
Chase Dr. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 19 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 13 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 6 10 
Cost Effectiveness  5 10 
Improved Public Health 6 10 
Other Considerations 7 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

Yes 

City of Rancho Cordova Amount requested:
$1,814,719

Rod Beaudry/Routier Bikeway Project Total Project Cost: 
$2,052,851

On Rod Beaudry Dr. between Goethe Park Rd. and Folsom Blvd.; Folsom Blvd. between Rod 
Beaudry Dr. and Routier Rd., and Routier Rd. between Folsom Blvd. and Old Placerville Rd.: 
Construct cycle tracks and intersection improvements along Routier Rd. and Rod Beaudry Dr. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 23 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 20 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 7 10 
Cost Effectiveness  8 10 
Improved Public Health 7 10 
Other Considerations 8 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

Yes 
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Project Scoring Detail

*Projects were ranked based on the average cumulative project scores, which subtracted the outliers (i.e. high and low).
Information provided in this Project Scoring Detail reflects scoring breakdowns and totals from the eight reviewing 
Working Group members to provide context on how project components contributed to the final score relative to other 
projects. These individual scores will not equal the cumulative average score listed on page 1 of Attachment A.  

City of Rancho Cordova Amount requested:
$442,000

Stone Creek Trail Pedestrian Signals at Kilgore Rd and Zinfandel Dr Total Project Cost: 
$500,000

On the Stone Creek Community Bike Trail in the Stone Creek neighborhood: Install bike/ped 
actuated signals, realign multi-use trail approaches, striping, signage, and curb cuts with ADA 
ramps where the Stone Creek Community Bike Trail intersects Zinfandel Dr. and Prospect Park Dr. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 19 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 20 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 7 10 
Cost Effectiveness  7 10 
Improved Public Health 6 10 
Other Considerations 8 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

No 

City of Sacramento Amount requested:
$1,963,000

D. W. Babcock School ATP Total Project Cost: 
$2,219,000

On Frienza Ave. from Connie Dr. to Albatross Way; Albatross Way from Frienza to Woolley Way; 
Woolley Way from Albatross to DW Babcock School, and Cormorant Way from DW Babcock 
School to Babcock Park:  Install a signalized intersection with accessibility compliant crosswalks at 
the intersection of Albatross Way and El Camino Ave.; and construct sidewalks, curb ramps, and 
other access improvements for students who attend D.W.Babcock School. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 20 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 18 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 7 10 
Cost Effectiveness  5 10 
Improved Public Health 8 10 
Other Considerations 8 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

Yes 
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Project Scoring Detail

*Projects were ranked based on the average cumulative project scores, which subtracted the outliers (i.e. high and low).
Information provided in this Project Scoring Detail reflects scoring breakdowns and totals from the eight reviewing 
Working Group members to provide context on how project components contributed to the final score relative to other 
projects. These individual scores will not equal the cumulative average score listed on page 1 of Attachment A.  

City of Sacramento Amount requested:
$2,213,000

Del Rio Trail Total Project Cost: 
$2,500,000

Along the unused rail corridor near Freeport Blvd. from Sutterville Rd. to south of Meadowview 
Rd./Pocket Rd.: Design 4.5 miles of rails‐to‐trails project along an old railroad line through existing 
neighborhoods. Project would remove railroad tracks along the corridor and include grade crossings 
and intersection modifications at each major arterial location. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 20 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 17 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 7 10 
Cost Effectiveness  7 10 
Improved Public Health 7 10 
Other Considerations 6 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

No 

City of Sacramento Amount requested:
$2,028,000

Franklin Blvd Cycle Track Total Project Cost: 
$2,448,000

On Franklin Blvd. between Cosumnes River Blvd. and Calvine Rd.: Construct a two-way cycle 
track on Franklin Blvd. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 17 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 18 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 7 10 
Cost Effectiveness  7 10 
Improved Public Health 7 10 
Other Considerations 8 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

No 
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Project Scoring Detail

*Projects were ranked based on the average cumulative project scores, which subtracted the outliers (i.e. high and low).
Information provided in this Project Scoring Detail reflects scoring breakdowns and totals from the eight reviewing 
Working Group members to provide context on how project components contributed to the final score relative to other 
projects. These individual scores will not equal the cumulative average score listed on page 1 of Attachment A.  

City of Sacramento Amount requested:
$3,610,000

North 12th Complete Street Total Project Cost: 
$4,468,000

On 12th St./North 12th St. from the American River to H St.; includes one block of Sunbeam Ave. 
and one block of Richards Blvd. to complete the connection: Construct a two-way cycle track on the 
west side of 12th St. between C St. and Richards Blvd. (by way of Sunbeam Ave. to Richards Blvd., 
connecting to Richards Blvd. and N. 12th St.) and construct a one-way, southbound cycle track on 
12th between C St. and H St.; add traffic control devices, improve intersections with bike-friendly 
features, and add protected intersections at C St. and 12 St. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 23 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 22 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 9 10 
Cost Effectiveness  8 10 
Improved Public Health 8 10 
Other Considerations 9 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

Yes 

City of Sacramento Amount requested:
$3,185,000

Northwood Elementary ATP Total Project Cost: 
$3,599,000

Along El Camino Ave. and surrounding pedestrian routes to Northwood School: Construct new 
sidewalks along Frienza Ave., Clay St., and El Camino Ave.; add a signalized intersection with 
accessibility compliant crosswalks at the intersection of Clay St. and El Camino Ave., curb ramps, 
and other access improvements for the students of Northwood School and other area residents. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 19 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 17 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 7 10 
Cost Effectiveness  6 10 
Improved Public Health 7 10 
Other Considerations 7 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

Yes 
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Project Scoring Detail

*Projects were ranked based on the average cumulative project scores, which subtracted the outliers (i.e. high and low).
Information provided in this Project Scoring Detail reflects scoring breakdowns and totals from the eight reviewing 
Working Group members to provide context on how project components contributed to the final score relative to other 
projects. These individual scores will not equal the cumulative average score listed on page 1 of Attachment A.  

City of Sacramento Amount requested:
$455,000

Old Sacramento Gap Closure Project Total Project Cost: 
$515,000

In Old Sacramento along the Sacramento Riverfront, from the boardwalk to I St. by way of going 
under the I St. Bridge, and connecting to pedestrian access by the California State Railroad Museum 
parking lot: Design a Class I multi-use trail connection along the Old Sacramento Riverfront from 
the boardwalk to I St. and connecting to the West Tunnel ramps access sidewalk by the California 
State Railroad Museum parking lot. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 17 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 11 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 7 10 
Cost Effectiveness  7 10 
Improved Public Health 6 10 
Other Considerations 8 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

Yes 

Sacramento County Amount requested:
$1,485,000

Folsom Cottage Sidewalk Infill Project Total Project Cost: 
$1,685,000

Along the north side of Folsom Blvd. east and west of Butterfield Way adjacent to the Butterfield 
LRT Station, and along the north side of Cottage Way between Fulton Ave. and Watt Ave.: 
Construct sidewalks to complete the sidewalk network along Cottage Way, from Watt Ave. to 
Fulton Ave., and along Folsom Blvd., from Watt Ave. to Sunrise Blvd. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 19 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 16 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 7 10 
Cost Effectiveness  6 10 
Improved Public Health 8 10 
Other Considerations 7 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

No 
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Project Scoring Detail

*Projects were ranked based on the average cumulative project scores, which subtracted the outliers (i.e. high and low).
Information provided in this Project Scoring Detail reflects scoring breakdowns and totals from the eight reviewing 
Working Group members to provide context on how project components contributed to the final score relative to other 
projects. These individual scores will not equal the cumulative average score listed on page 1 of Attachment A.  

Sacramento County Amount requested:
$1,239,000

Hazel Avenue Sidewalk Improvements Total Project Cost: 
$1,409,000

On Hazel Ave. between Central Ave. and Elm Ave.: Construct a Class II bike lane, a signalized 
mid‐block crossing, and transit stop improvements in accordance with the Sacramento County Bus 
Stop Transition Plan. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 19 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 15 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 7 10 
Cost Effectiveness  7 10 
Improved Public Health 7 10 
Other Considerations 8 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

No 

Sacramento County Amount requested:
$2,088,000

Power Inn Road Sidewalk Improvements Total Project Cost: 
$2,374,000

On Power Inn Rd. from approximately 450 feet south of Loucreta Dr. to Florin Rd.: Construct 
continuous sidewalks and bike lanes on Power Inn Rd., from about 450 feet south of Loucreta Dr. to 
Florin Rd. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 19 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 20 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 7 10 
Cost Effectiveness  9 10 
Improved Public Health 8 10 
Other Considerations 9 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

Yes 
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Project Scoring Detail

*Projects were ranked based on the average cumulative project scores, which subtracted the outliers (i.e. high and low).
Information provided in this Project Scoring Detail reflects scoring breakdowns and totals from the eight reviewing 
Working Group members to provide context on how project components contributed to the final score relative to other 
projects. These individual scores will not equal the cumulative average score listed on page 1 of Attachment A.  

Sacramento County Amount requested:
$1,278,000

Thomas Edison Elementary Safe Routes to School – Hurley Way and 
Morse Avenue 

Total Project Cost: 
$1,454,000

On Hurley Way, between Fulton Ave. and Morse Ave.: Install  sidewalk infill, curb, gutter, storm 
inlets, curb ramps and pedestrian lighting; conduct educational walking and biking programs. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 22 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 18 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 7 10 
Cost Effectiveness  6 10 
Improved Public Health 7 10 
Other Considerations 9 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

Yes 

Capital Southeast Connector JPA Amount requested:
$2,862,000

White Rock Road Corridor Bike Path Total Project Cost: 
$4,278,000

Just north of White Rock Rd. between Prairie City Rd. and Carson Crossing Rd. just south of the 
City of Folsom/US Highway 50: Construct a Class I multi-use trail. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 10 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 12 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 5 10 
Cost Effectiveness  5 10 
Improved Public Health 3 10 
Other Considerations 6 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

No 
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Project Scoring Detail

*Projects were ranked based on the average cumulative project scores, which subtracted the outliers (i.e. high and low).
Information provided in this Project Scoring Detail reflects scoring breakdowns and totals from the eight reviewing 
Working Group members to provide context on how project components contributed to the final score relative to other 
projects. These individual scores will not equal the cumulative average score listed on page 1 of Attachment A.  

Sutter County Projects 

City of Yuba City Amount requested:
$376,188

Franklin Ave Pedestrian Improvements Total Project Cost: 
$465,488

Along Franklin Ave., east of State Route 99 between South Palora Ave. and Gray Ave.: Construct 
sidewalks and curb ramps on north and south sides of the Rd. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 21 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 18 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 4 10 
Cost Effectiveness  7 10 
Improved Public Health 6 10 
Other Considerations 8 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

Yes 
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Project Scoring Detail

*Projects were ranked based on the average cumulative project scores, which subtracted the outliers (i.e. high and low).
Information provided in this Project Scoring Detail reflects scoring breakdowns and totals from the eight reviewing 
Working Group members to provide context on how project components contributed to the final score relative to other 
projects. These individual scores will not equal the cumulative average score listed on page 1 of Attachment A.  

Yolo County Projects 

City of Davis Amount requested:
$1,652,000

Safe Routes to School Infrastructure Improvements Total Project Cost: 
$1,867,000

Along suggested Safe Routes to School (SRTS) bike/ped routes in the vicinity of the following 
schools: Birch Lane E.S. (east Davis), Montgomery E.S. (south Davis), Pioneer E.S. (southeast 
Davis), and Emerson J.H.S (west Davis): Restripe/repaint crosswalks, add hi-vis signage and 
flashing beacons, and add intersection improvements (e.g. two-stage left-turn boxes) and other 
safety treatments designated in the City's recently completed Walk‐Bike Audit Report. New 
infrastructure includes construction of Class I multi-use trail at Emerson Junior High; Class III bike 
routes and buffered bike lanes around Pioneer E.S.; and curb extensions at Montgomery E.S. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 18 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 15 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 7 10 
Cost Effectiveness  7 10 
Improved Public Health 6 10 
Other Considerations 7 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

No 

City of West Sacramento Amount requested:
$1,484,000

Clarksburg Branch Line Trail Total Project Cost: 
$1,677,000

Parallel to Antioch Rd., beginning at River City High School and extending south 2.2 miles to South 
River Rd.: Construct a Class I multi-use trail and two road crossing enhancements. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 18 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 17 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 7 10 
Cost Effectiveness  7 10 
Improved Public Health 6 10 
Other Considerations 7 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

No 
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Project Scoring Detail

*Projects were ranked based on the average cumulative project scores, which subtracted the outliers (i.e. high and low).
Information provided in this Project Scoring Detail reflects scoring breakdowns and totals from the eight reviewing 
Working Group members to provide context on how project components contributed to the final score relative to other 
projects. These individual scores will not equal the cumulative average score listed on page 1 of Attachment A.  

City of West Sacramento Amount requested:
$429,000

Linden Rd. Sidewalk Extension Total Project Cost: 
$486,000

On the north side of Linden Rd. between the Clarksburg Branch Line Trail and Stonegate Blvd., and 
an 85 foot section on the south side of Linden Rd. west of the Clarksburg Branch Line Trail: 
Construct 620 feet of new sidewalk, underground existing drainage, and add new bike lanes. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 16 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 12 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 5 10 
Cost Effectiveness  4 10 
Improved Public Health 6 10 
Other Considerations 7 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

No 

City of West Sacramento Amount requested:
$6,965,000

Sycamore Trail Phases 2 and 3 Total Project Cost: 
$7,867,000

From Westmore Oaks School over US 50 connecting with Joey Lopes Park and from Westmore 
Oaks Elementary School to the intersection of Park Blvd. and Stone Blvd.: Construct a 1,500 foot 
concrete overpass over US 50 (Phase 2); construct a 2,690 foot extension of the Sycamore Trail 
from Westmore Oaks to Stone Blvd. (Phase 3); and conduct a three year SRTS program at 
Westmore Oaks E.S. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 20 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 15 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 8 10 
Cost Effectiveness  6 10 
Improved Public Health 8 10 
Other Considerations 6 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

Yes 
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Project Scoring Detail

*Projects were ranked based on the average cumulative project scores, which subtracted the outliers (i.e. high and low).
Information provided in this Project Scoring Detail reflects scoring breakdowns and totals from the eight reviewing 
Working Group members to provide context on how project components contributed to the final score relative to other 
projects. These individual scores will not equal the cumulative average score listed on page 1 of Attachment A.  

City of West Sacramento Amount requested:
$513,000

West Capitol Ave Cycletrack Total Project Cost: 
$580,000

On West Capitol Ave. between Garden St. and 5th St.: Construct a Class I multi-use trail and raised 
median within the public right‐of‐way; convert the vehicle travel way to one‐way between UPRR 
underpass and 5th St.; and remove the signal and raised crossing at 5th St. intersection. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 18 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 14 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 7 10 
Cost Effectiveness  6 10 
Improved Public Health 7 10 
Other Considerations 7 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

Yes 

City of Woodland Amount requested:
$1,087,000

Sports Park Drive POC Total Project Cost: 
$1,228,000

Approximately 0.5 miles south of the State Route 113/East Gibson Rd. interchange: Design a 
bike/ped overcrossing of State Route 113. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 15 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 12 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 6 10 
Cost Effectiveness  6 10 
Improved Public Health 6 10 
Other Considerations 5 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

Yes 
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Project Scoring Detail

*Projects were ranked based on the average cumulative project scores, which subtracted the outliers (i.e. high and low).
Information provided in this Project Scoring Detail reflects scoring breakdowns and totals from the eight reviewing 
Working Group members to provide context on how project components contributed to the final score relative to other 
projects. These individual scores will not equal the cumulative average score listed on page 1 of Attachment A.  

City of Woodland Amount requested:
$1,592,000

West Woodland Safe Routes to School Total Project Cost: 
$2,274,000

On the west side of Woodland: Construct Class II bike lanes on W. Woodland Ave., California St., 
and W. Court St., with necessary pavement repair on W. Court St.; construct Class III bike routes 
and signage on Coloma Way, Hays St., First St., Clover St., Third St., West St., College Ave., 
Southwood Dr., Bartlett Ave., Gum Ave., and Beamer St.; construct ADA ramps at W. Woodland 
Ave.; and adapt intersections for bike/ped detection. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 21 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 17 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 7 10 
Cost Effectiveness  7 10 
Improved Public Health 7 10 
Other Considerations 6 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

Yes 

UC Davis Amount requested:
$412,000

Sprocket Bikeway Improvement Total Project Cost: 
$466,000

On the UC Davis Campus Sprocket Bikeway between Student Housing Authority building and 
California Ave.: Widen the existing Sprocket Bikeway from 16' to 20' paved width between the 
Housing Administration building and California Ave. and construct a 6’ wide walkway on the south 
side of Sprocket Bikeway. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 8 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 8 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 5 10 
Cost Effectiveness  4 10 
Improved Public Health 3 10 
Other Considerations 6 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

Yes 
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Project Scoring Detail

*Projects were ranked based on the average cumulative project scores, which subtracted the outliers (i.e. high and low).
Information provided in this Project Scoring Detail reflects scoring breakdowns and totals from the eight reviewing 
Working Group members to provide context on how project components contributed to the final score relative to other 
projects. These individual scores will not equal the cumulative average score listed on page 1 of Attachment A.  

Yolo County Amount requested:
$669,245

I-80 Corridor Bicycle Route Improvements Total Project Cost: 
$788,274

On County Rd. 32A, east of Davis, between the Old Highway 40 Class I multi-use trail in the City 
of Davis and Interstate 80/Yolo Causeway bridge: Construct 6’ wide asphalt concrete bike lanes 
along the 1.46 mile section of County Rd. 32A. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 15 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 13 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 7 10 
Cost Effectiveness  8 10 
Improved Public Health 6 10 
Other Considerations 8 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

No 
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Project Scoring Detail

*Projects were ranked based on the average cumulative project scores, which subtracted the outliers (i.e. high and low).
Information provided in this Project Scoring Detail reflects scoring breakdowns and totals from the eight reviewing 
Working Group members to provide context on how project components contributed to the final score relative to other 
projects. These individual scores will not equal the cumulative average score listed on page 1 of Attachment A.  

Yuba County Projects 

Yuba County Amount requested:
$1,204,000

McGowan Pkwy Bicycle Path and Pedestrian Route Improvements Total Project Cost: 
$1,385,000

In Olivehurst along McGowen Pkwy between Powerline Rd. and State Route 65: Construct curb, 
gutter, sidewalk, bike lanes, continuous turn lane, curb ramps, new crosswalk, lighting, and striping 
for a major urban collector that serves as a route to school for multiple schools. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 18 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 15 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 6 10 
Cost Effectiveness  7 10 
Improved Public Health 7 10 
Other Considerations 7 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

Yes 

Yuba County Amount requested:
$849,000

Seventh Avenue Bicycle Path and Pedestrian Route Improvements Total Project Cost: 
$960,000

In Olivehurst along Seventh Ave. between the railroad tracks (400 feet east of Arboga Rd.) and 
Olivehurst Ave.: Construct curb, gutter, sidewalk, bike lanes, curb ramps, striping, traffic control 
devices, raised crosswalk, curb extensions, pedestrian refuge islands, rapid flash beacons, and 
improved pedestrian lighting. 

Project Scoring Criteria 

Average 
Reviewer 

Score* 

Total 
Points 

Possible
Increasing Walking & Biking 20 30 
Improving Safety for Bicyclists & Pedestrians 16 25 
Supporting Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals & Linking to MTP/SCS 6 10 
Cost Effectiveness  7 10 
Improved Public Health 8 10 
Other Considerations 7 10 
Benefits a Disadvantaged Community 
(as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines) 

Yes 
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2015 REGIONAL ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM: 

EL DORADO, PLACER, SACRAMENTO, SUTTER, YOLO, AND YUBA COUNTIES 

The purpose of  this  funding program  is  to  increase and 

attract active  transportation users and provide  facilities 

for  walking  and  biking  in  urban,  suburban,  and  rural 

portions  of  the  region  and  to  provide  connections 

between  them.  Projects  and  programs  funded  through 

this  program  are  consistent  with  the  vision  of  the 

Blueprint  and  support  the  implementation  of  the  long‐

range  transportation  plans  for  the  El  Dorado  County 

Transportation  Commission  (EDCTC),  the  Placer  County 

Transportation  Planning  Agency  (PCTPA),  and  the 

Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG).   

EDCTC, PCTPA, and SACOG invest regional funds regularly 

for  infrastructure  and  non‐infrastructure  projects 

benefitting active transportation in the region. ATP funds 

from  the  State  of  California  provide  an  important  new 

funding source for active transportation projects.  

PROGRAM GOALS  

California Senate Bill  (SB) 99 establishes California’s ATP 

program  with  six  program  goals  that  provide  a 

foundation for the state and regional ATP programs: 

 Increase the proportion of trips accomplished by
biking and walking;

 Increase the safety and mobility of non‐
motorized users;

 Advance the active transportation efforts of
regional agencies to achieve greenhouse gas
reduction goals as established pursuant to SB
375 (C728, §2008) and SB 391 (C585, §2009);

 Enhance public health, including reduction of
childhood obesity, through the use of programs
including but not limited to projects eligible for
Safe Routes to School Program funding;

 Ensure that disadvantaged communities fully
share in the benefits of the program; and

 Provide a broad spectrum of projects to benefit

many types of active transportation users.

ELIGIBLE PROJECT TYPES 

The  infrastructure  projects  eligible  for  this  funding 

program  are  largely  derived  from  the  SACOG  Regional 

Bicycle, Pedestrian and Trails Master Plan  (Master Plan) 

that  is  amended  every  odd  year.  The  Master  Plan 

provides a set of policies and projects for regional bicycle 

and  pedestrian  planning  efforts  across  the  six‐county 

SACOG  region,  and  was  developed  through  a  working 

group  and  approved  by  the  Regional  Bicycle  and 

Pedestrian  Advisory  Committee  and  SACOG  Board  of 

Directors.  Additionally,  bicycle  and  pedestrian  projects 

included  in  the Regional Transportation Plans  (RTPs)  for 

EDCTC or PCTPA are also eligible. Federal  funds may be 

used  for  construction,  preliminary  engineering, 

environmental  work  and  design,  and/or  right‐of‐way. 

Projects  must  support  the  performance  outcomes 

identified in the sections below. 

Non‐infrastructure  projects  eligible  for  funding  must 

meet  at  least  one  of  two  criteria:  (1)  Encourage  biking 

and  walking  through  public  information,  education, 

training, and awareness; and/or  (2) Perform studies and 

develop plans  that  support one or more of  the project 

performance  outcomes  identified  in  the  section  below. 

Projects  include  bike/ped  planning,  education, 

information, and marketing efforts. 

The  ATP  is  a  State  of  California  identified  program 

implemented  by  the  California  Transportation 

Commission and comprised of a compilation of state and 

federal  funding.  The  majority  of  projects  will  need  to 

meet the requirements of the federal Moving Ahead for 

Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP‐21). Projects must 

also  meet  eligibility  requirements  specific  to  the  ATP 

funding source provided. 

INELIGIBLE PROJECT TYPES 
Projects in new developments that are considered “good 

practices” according to FHWA guidelines, long‐term staff 

positions,  transit  operations,  law  enforcement,  and 

bicycle  racks  for  carpools,  vanpools,  or  private  vehicles 

are ineligible for ATP funds. 

Attachment B
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PROJECT SELECTION PROCESS 

The  application  process will  be  specific  to  the Regional 

ATP  and  the  Bicycle  &  Pedestrian  program.  Generally, 

project  sponsors  are  encouraged  to  discuss  potential 

Regional  ATP  projects  with  regional  transportation 

planning agency (RTPA) staff. The applicant must submit 

an  intent  letter  identifying  any  projects  for which  they 

will  apply  for  funding  through  the Regional ATP  and/or 

Bicycle & Pedestrian program. This statement of intent to 

apply  permits  the  project  sponsor  to  submit  a  full 

application for the identified project(s), and supplements 

RTPA  staff/project  sponsor  discussion  about  potential 

projects.  

A Regional ATP Team comprised of representatives from 

the  three  RTPAs  in  the  region  (EDCTC,  PCTPA,  and 

SACOG)  will  screen  applications  for  eligibility. 

Applications  will  be  removed  from  the  competitive 

process  if  found  ineligible  based  on  these  guidelines.  

Projects not  selected  for programming  in  the  statewide 

ATP  competition,  but  deemed  eligible  for  the  state 

program will be  considered;  to  compete  in  the  regional 

program,  applicants  will  be  required  to  submit  a 

supplemental  application.  The  Regional  ATP  Team  will 

forward  the  eligible  applications  to  the  Active 

Transportation  Working  Group,  comprised  of  experts 

from the following areas: 

Active Transportation Working Group Composition
 

Expertise    Number

Land Use Planners    1 

Project Engineers    2 

Bicycle/ Pedestrian 
Planning 

 
4 

(2 advocates, 
2 planners/ engineers) 

Air Quality    1 

Public Health    1 

Transit    1 

Community Groups    1 

     

Total    11 

The  Working  Group  will  be  recruited  from  standing 

advisory  committees, multidisciplinary,  and  represent  a 

diverse geography across the region. The Working Group 

is  required  to  review,  evaluate,  and  score  the 

applications  according  to  its  own  process,  and will  not 

discard  any  applications  submitted  to  the Regional ATP 

and/or  Bicycle  &  Pedestrian  Program.  Working  Group 

members will not vote or comment on applications from 

their own organizations.   The Working Group prioritizes 

and ranks the projects, according to an  iterative process 

that uses both quantitative and qualitative methods. The 

Working Group and/or SACOG staff reserves the right to 

contact  applicants  during  this  project  selection  process 

for additional information. The applicant will be provided 

the opportunity to address the Working Group either by 

phone or during a meeting to address questions related 

to the scope of work, budget, timeline, and performance 

considerations. After collectively evaluating the projects, 

the Working  Group  members  will  submit  re‐evaluated 

application  scores  to  the  Regional  ATP  Team  at  the 

conclusion of the Working Group review period.  

Following  the  announcement  of  the  statewide  ATP 

awards, the Regional ATP Team will remove any projects 

successful  in  securing  funds  through  the  statewide 

competition  from  further consideration  for  the Regional 

ATP.  The  Regional  ATP  Team  will  then  use  the  re‐

evaluated  application  scores  to  finalize  the  funding 

recommendation, and will confirm that a minimum 25% 

of  available  ATP  funds  are  dedicated  to  projects  and 

programs  benefiting Disadvantaged  Communities  (DAC) 

as  identified  in  the  State  Guidelines.  In  the  event  the  

minimum DAC threshold is not obtained, the DAC points 

(0‐10) will  be  applied  to  the  entire  project  list  and  the 

projects  re‐ranked.    Discretion  will  be  placed  on  the 

Working  Group  and  Regional  ATP  Team  to  select  a 

comprehensive package of projects. 

PROJECT SCREENING  

To  be  selected  for  funding,  a  project  or  program must 

meet the following screening criteria: 

1. Infrastructure Project  is a planned project 

included  in the SACOG Master Plan or the 

Regional  Transportation Plan  of  EDCTC  or 

PCTPA.  Only  under  special  circumstances 

will  an  application  be  considered  for  a 

project  that  is  not  listed  in  one  of  these 

sources. 
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2. Non‐Infrastructure  Project meets  at  least 

one  of  two  eligibility  criteria  identified  in 

the preceding section. 

3. Project  is  identified  in  the  project 

sponsor’s intent to apply letter.  

4. Project must be  ready  for  inclusion  in  the 

Metropolitan Transportation Improvement 

Program, with project scope and cost. The 

project application may  include  the cost of 

preparing environmental documents. When 

project design, right‐of‐way, or construction 

are  programmed  before  the  implementing 

agency  completes  the  environmental 

process,  updated  cost  estimates,  updated 

analysis of  the project’s  cost effectiveness, 

and updated analysis of the project’s ability 

to further the goals of the program must be 

submitted to the appropriate RTPA (EDCTC, 

PCTPA,  or  SACOG)  for  re‐evaluation 

following  completion of  the environmental 

process. 

5. Project  is  eligible  for  appropriate  funding 

sources  (i.e.,  TAP,  HSIP,  State  Highway 

Account funds, State SRTS). 

6. Project meets the minimum dollar amount 

for an  infrastructure or non‐infrastructure 

project  and  includes  at  least  an  11.47% 

local  match;  application  is  to  all  project 

categories. 

a. Infrastructure  project  minimum  is 

$282,390  ($250,000  funding  request  + 

$32,390 local match).  

b. Non‐Infrastructure project minimum  is 

$56,478  ($50,000  funding  request  + 

$6,478 local match). 

c. Public agencies applying for funding for 

smaller projects may want  to  consider 

combining projects to meet the project 

minimum  thresholds,  or  consider  a 

larger, multi‐year program or project.  

7. Public Participation & Planning. The project 

applicant  must  demonstrate  how  a 

community‐based  public  participation 

process  resulted  in  the  identification  and 

prioritization  of  the  proposed  project,  and 

include relevant notices and materials. 

8. Partnering  with  Community  Conservation 

Corps.  The  project  applicant  must 

demonstrate  that  the  California 

Conservation  Corps,  or  a  qualified 

community conservation corps, was sought 

out to participate as a partner to undertake 

the  project;  or  provide  demonstration  of 

the  cost‐effectiveness  clause  23  CFR 

635.204  and  provide  the  relevant 

documentation.  

9. Project  is  not  part  of  developer‐funded 

basic good practices. The project applicant 

must  demonstrate  the  project  complies 

with  the  policy  statement  and  design 

guidance  adopted  by  FHWA  to 

accommodate bicycle and pedestrian travel.   

In  addition  to  how  projects  address  the  program  goals 

discussed  above,  the  following    are  scoring  criteria 

considerations  that  will  be  used  by  the  Active 

Transportation  Working  Group  to  make  funding 

recommendations to the Regional ATP Team. 

PROJECT SCORING  
Projects will be scored based on the criteria described in 

the  State  ATP  guidelines  with  minor  modifications  as 

described below. 

Project Performance Outcomes (0‐95 points) 

1. Project  has  potential  to  increase  walking 

and  bicycling  through  targeted  strategies: 

increasing  access  to  transit  services, 

increasing  access  to  schools,  eliminating 

gaps  or  removing  barriers  in  the 

bicycle/pedestrian network, and completing 

facilities. 0‐30 points 

2. Project  has  the  potential  to  reduce  the 
number  and/or  rate  of  pedestrian  and 
bicyclist fatalities and injuries. 0‐25 points 
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3. Project  improves public health  through  the 
targeting  of  populations  with  high  risk 
factors  for  obesity,  physical  inactivity, 
asthma or other health issues. 0‐10 points 

 
4. Project  demonstrates  cost  effectiveness, 

which  is  achieved  by minimizing  projected 

capital  and  operating  expenditures  while 

offering  strong performance benefits. 0‐10 

points 

5. Project  provides  benefit  for  a 

disadvantaged community. 0‐10 points will 

be  applied  in  the  event  the  25  percent 

minimum is not met. (Please reference the 

project selection process section.) 

6. Project  advances  active  transportation 
efforts to achieve greenhouse gas reduction 
goals  through  reducing  or  shortening 
vehicle  trips  today  and  over  time,  as 
established pursuant to SB 375 and SB 391, 
and  demonstrates  potential  for 
placemaking. 0‐10 points 

Other Considerations (0‐10 points) 

7. Project  sponsor  demonstrates  good 

performance on past grants and/or  federal 

aid projects or programs.  

8. Project  sponsor demonstrates  readiness  to 

move  forward with  the project on a  timely 

schedule  (i.e.,  application  includes  clear 

schedule,  cost,  and partnerships  to deliver 

the project). 

9. Project applicant demonstrates evidence of 

strong  support  by  stakeholders  in  the 

community in which the project is located. 

 

FUNDING RECPIENT REQUIREMENTS 
Recipients must submit a quarterly update on all projects 

receiving  funding during  the 2015  SACOG Programming 

Cycle.   Failure  to do so could  result  in negative  impacts 

for future funding rounds.   

 



Name Field of Expertise Agency
Aaron Hoyt* Land Use Planning Placer County Transportation Planning Agency
Heather Yee Project Engineering Sacramento County
Lucinda Willcox Project Engineering City of Sacramento
Chanell Fletcher Bike/Ped Advocacy Safe Routes to School National Partnership

Diane Swann Bike/Ped Advocacy
Retired, formerly from Office of Family Planning; member of 
Bak2Sac

Jennifer Donofrio Bike/Ped Planning/Engineering City of Davis
Ben Moody Bike/Ped Planning/Engineering City of Yuba City
Jerry Barton* Air Quality El Dorado County Transportation Commission
Rachel Dubose Public Health Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District
Victoria Cacciatore* Transit Sacramento Area Council of Governments
Zarah Wyly Community Organizations Sacramento Tree Foundation
José Luis Cáceres Facilitator (non-voting) Sacramento Area Council of Governments

Active Transportation Working Group Roster

*Member of Regional ATP Team

Attachement C



State ATP Funding Award Recommendations within the Six‐County SACOG Region

Lead Agency Title Recommended Funding Amount* Total Project Cost

City of Sacramento North 12th Complete Street $3,378,000 $4,468,000

Sacramento County Power Inn Road Sidewalk Improvements $2,088,000 $2,374,000

Yuba County
Seventh Avenue Bicycle Path and 
Pedestrian Route Improvements

$930,000 $960,000

Total	Funding	Recommended $6,396,000

* The State ATP funding award recommendations are scheduled to be adopted at the October 21-22, 2015, California Transportation
Commission meeting. 
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Item #15-10-4 
Land Use & Natural  Resources Committee Information 

October 8, 2015 
 
Release of 2015 Flexible Funding Programming Round Recommendations for 
Public Review 
 
Issue: How should SACOG invest its flexible regional funds? 
 
Recommendation: For information only.  The Transportation Committee will take action on 
this item. 
 
Discussion: SACOG conducts a biennial flexible funding round in which projects are selected 
for available transportation funds in the four-county region comprised of Sacramento, Sutter, 
Yolo, and Yuba counties. The El Dorado County Transportation Commission (EDCTC) and 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) have separate funding programs for the 
flexible funds they manage. The SACOG flexible funding round allocates regional funds to 
projects based on federal apportionments of Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ), 
Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP), State Transportation Improvement Program 
(STIP) funds, and SACOG Managed Funds.  
 
At its April meeting, the SACOG Board approved the funding guidelines and released the call 
for projects for the Community Design, Bicycle and Pedestrian, and Regional/Local funding 
programs. Due to reductions in State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) funds, the 
Board at its September meeting approved a Tier 1 and Tier 2 funding target approach for all 
three programs. Cumulatively $89.7 million was made available for Tier 1 competitive projects 
and $1 million for the Community Design non-competitive program. The Tier 2 cumulative 
target was identified as $38.8 million. Tier 1 funds are available for programming upon Board 
action. Tier 2 funds become available in the event of legislative action and/or identified delivery 
strategies that yield new funding in advance of the next competitive SACOG call for projects. 
Attachment A outlines the funding target in greater detail and the targeted strategies SACOG 
staff will be taking to approach Tier 2.  
 
For this flexible funding round, SACOG cumulatively received 103 project nominations from 25 
project sponsors requesting $345.4 million in competitive funding. Attachment B provides a 
summary of the staff recommendations for competitive funding broken out by program and tier, 
and also accounts for $11.1 million to fulfill other funding commitments. These funding 
commitments include transportation control measures which reflect past and potential future 
work detailed in the region’s air quality attainment plan for Ozone. Also included in the funding 
commitments is the RSTP Exchange for rural counties, and planning, programming, and 
monitoring costs. 
 
Attachment C provides project descriptions and staff analysis of each project by program, while 
Attachment D includes program guidelines for the three funding programs. 
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The regional Active Transportation Program (ATP), which also had a call for projects during the 
time of region, is listed in a separate item on this month's agenda because it covers the entire six-
county SACOG region and is integrated with a state ATP program.  
 
Approved by: 
 
 
 
 
Mike McKeever 
Chief Executive Officer 
 
Attachments 
MK:RD:ds 
 
Key Staff:  Kacey Lizon, Planning Manager, (916) 340-6265 

Reneé DeVere-Oki, Team Manager of Programming and Project Delivery, (916) 340-6219 
Greg Chew, Community Design Program, (916) 340-6227 

 Sam Shelton, Regional Local Program (916) 340-6251 
 Victoria Cacciatore, Bicycle Pedestrian Program, (916) 340-6214 
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Attachment A 

Tier 1 and Tier 2 Detail              

Funding Estimate 

The flexible funds for programming are derived from state and federal sources and leveraged by available 
local resources to both pair and focus federal dollars. The funding round is one of SACOG’s means for 
funding and advancing projects that contribute to the implementation the Metropolitan Transportation 
Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (MTP/SCS) through a well-developed program funding structure 
and targeted investments in the region’s transportation system. 

During the September 2015 Committee Cycle, the Board took action on approving final programing 
target amounts for the 2015 Regional Funding Program. Projects are recommended for funding up to 
$128,553,000, but projects are separated into two categories to distinguish between those guaranteed 
programming in a Tier 1 list, and those in a Tier 2 list that are not guaranteed programming.  The Tier 1 
target is $89.7 million and the Tier 2 target is $38.8 million which is reflective of the reduction in STIP 
funding.  

Tier 1 and Tier 2 Competitive Funding Targets Established September 2015: 

  Targets:  
Tier 1 

Targets:  
Tier 2  

Community 
Design** 

$15,297,450 $2,699,550 

Bicycle & 
Pedestrian  

$9,834,500   $1,735,500 

Regional/Local $64,626,050 $34,359,950 
TOTAL $89,758,000 $38,795,000 

*Non-competitive funding commitments such as the RSTP exchange, planning and monitoring, and 
transportation control measures are $11,131,500.  

**$1 million is additive to the Tier 1 funding target for non-competitive community design projects. 

Tier 1 

Tier 1 listed projects are guaranteed programming from the $89.7 million in forecasted revenues, 
comprised of the sources of funding listed below. Within Attachment B, each of the recommended 
programs describes the Tier 1 selection process as well as mechanisms for addressing proposed 
contingencies. Following Board action, SACOG staff would take action to move forward with including 
these projects in the Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP). 

State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP): Funds are available in state Fiscal Years 2016/17 
through 2020/21, with most of this programming capacity anticipated in the last two years of the STIP 
(State Fiscal Years 2019/20 and 2020/21). As noted at the August and September committee meetings, 
the 2016 STIP was a “zero STIP” so funding included in this estimate is reprogramming of freed-up 
capacity as a result of STIP projects utilizing the Delivery Plan Process. STIP funds can be used for a 
wide variety of capital projects. Final programming authority for these funds resides with the California 
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Transportation Commission (CTC). Projects that receive STIP funds will be included in the Regional 
Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) document that will be circulated in the December 2015 
committee cycle and submitted to the CTC on December 15, 2015.  

Federal Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP): funds are available in Federal Fiscal Year 
(FFY) 2017/18 through 2018/19 for a wide variety of capital projects, programs, and road rehabilitation 
on federal aid-eligible corridors. Estimates are not finalized until the actual year of programming and are 
influenced by the federal transportation act.      

Federal Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ): funds are available in FFY 2017/18 through 
2018/19 for capital projects, programs, and transit operating assistance that can demonstrate air quality 
improvement benefits.  Estimates are not finalized until the actual year of programming and are 
influenced by the federal transportation act.              

SACOG Managed Funds: An additional $1 million in SACOG Managed Funds is available for projects to 
be programmed in FFY 2017/18 through 2018/19. This is additive to the competitive funding available 
and is applied to the non-competitive portion of the Community Design program.   

Tier 2 

Projects in Tier 2 are prioritized in the event that funding becomes available. The number of Tier 2 
projects that could ultimately receive funding would be dependent upon a combination of factors: future 
STIP funds, loans, and tighter project delivery policies that emphasize “use it or lose it” strategies.  

Within Attachment C, each of the recommended programs describes the Tier 2 selection and prioritization 
process as well as mechanisms for addressing contingencies. 

• Projects left unfunded on the Tier 2 list by the time of the next regional funding program round 
would not be guaranteed programming and would be required to compete again in a later regional 
funding program round. 

• Savings realized within identified programs would remain in their program of origin. 

Future STIP Funds 

The special session of the legislature ordered by the Governor on June 16th ending September 11th did not 
yield any adopted legislation to impact the amount of funding available within the STIP and this current 
funding round. It did yield continued conversation around the themes of fix-it-first, trade, repayment of 
prior loan commitments from the State Highway Account, and a potential greenhouse gas and active 
transportation focus. The special session has been extended through the fall and staff will continue to 
monitor activity. In the event of legislative action, staff would return to the Board to recommend an 
approach for allocating and programming Tier 2 funds.  Analysis would be necessary to insure that 
selected projects are eligible for new or expanded funding sources. 

New Project Delivery Policies, Including Loans and Additional “Use It or Lose It” Strategies 

As part of the 2015 funding round program policy frameworks, SACOG noted that the projects receiving 
funding from this round would need to provide quarterly status updates to SACOG.  This enhanced 
monitoring will allow staff to assess project implementation milestones on a more focused basis. This 
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collection of information is possible because of our delivery plan module in SACTRAK and is also 
consistent with increased monitoring by FHWA and Caltrans of project funding. 

To evaluate the potential for a Tier 2 funding strategy, SACOG staff will be exploring the following 
concepts over the 2016 delivery year to assess an approach for the 2017 delivery year which runs October 
1, 2016- September 31, 2017. 

In collaboration with member agencies SACOG staff will: 

• Conduct an assessment of prior projects receiving SACOG funding 
o Review of previously funded projects by round to determine status 

 Conduct a multi-year look across delivery plans 
 Collect quarterly report information on all projects 

o Analysis of individual project delivery successes and/or failures 
 Analysis of trends, challenges, timing 
 Observation of any common themes  

• Review of loan options 
o Evaluation of internal lending strategies and payback options 

 Review of existing MOUs and letter agreements 
 Recommendations on improvements to lending strategies and payback options 

o Evaluation of external lending strategies and payback options 
 Exploration of alternative lending strategies and different transportation 

programs 
 Exploration of loan options with other RTPAs 

• Assessment of “use it or lose it” delivery strategies. 
o Evaluation of SACOG policy and existing practice 

 Evaluation of alternative practices outside SACOG (other RTPAs, Caltrans, etc.) 
 Update of documentation 

o Evaluation of apportionment, obligation authority, and programming capacity 
 Evaluation of alternative practices outside SACOG (other RTPAs, Caltrans, etc.) 
 Update of documentation 

Staff will work with sponsor agency staff and through advisory groups to vette analysis and 
recommendations. Identified savings and cross-program prioritization would need to be mindful of 
funding eligibility, program origin, and project outcomes. 
 

 



Bicycle and Pedestrian Funding Program Recommendations

 ID  Lead Agency County Project Title

Requested 

Funds   Tier 1   Tier 2 

1 City of Citrus Heights SAC

Old Auburn Road Bicycle‐Pedestrian 

Improvement Project 3,237,700$       ‐ ‐

2 City of Elk Grove SAC East‐West Arterial Road Bike Lane Improvements 584,000$           ‐ ‐

3 City of Elk Grove SAC

Laguna Creek Trail and Bruceville Rd. SRTS 

Improvements 1,837,000$       1,837,000$       ‐

4 City of Folsom SAC Folsom/Placerville Rail Trail 1,048,000$       1,048,000$      ‐

5 City of Galt SAC Galt Bike / Pedestrian Path Gap Closure 486,000$           ‐ ‐

6 City of Rancho Cordova SAC Cordova Park Safe Routes to School Project 3,043,000$       ‐ ‐

7 City of Sacramento SAC D.W. Babcock School Access Improvements 1,963,000$       995,700$          ‐

8 City of Sacramento SAC Del Rio Trail 2,213,000$       953,000$          ‐

9 City of Sacramento SAC Franklin Cycle Track 2,028,000$       315,000$          1,713,000$     

10 City of Sacramento SAC Northwood School Access Improvements 3,185,000$       442,000$          ‐

11 City of Sacramento SAC Old Sacramento Riverfront Bike Trail 455,000$           ‐ ‐

12 Sacramento County SAC Folsom Cottage Sidewalk Infill Project 1,485,000$       1,485,000$      ‐

13 Sacramento County SAC

Hazel Ave. Sidewalk Improvements ‐ Central Ave. 

to Elm Ave. 1,239,000$       1,239,000$       ‐

14

Capital SouthEast 

Connector JPA SAC White Rock Rd. Corridor Bike Path 2,862,000$       ‐ ‐

15 City of Yuba City SUT Franklin Ave. Pedestrian Improvements 376,200$           376,200$          ‐

16 City of Davis YOL

Safe Routes to School Infrastructure 

Improvements 1,652,000$       ‐ ‐

17 City of West Sacramento YOL Clarksburg Branch Line Trail Extension 1,484,000$       ‐ ‐

18 City of West Sacramento YOL Linden Road Sidewalk Extension 429,000$           ‐ ‐

19 City of West Sacramento YOL

Sycamore Park Phase 2 and 3 Bicycle and 

Pedestrian Overpass 6,965,000$       1,151,000$       ‐

20 City of West Sacramento YOL West Capitol Ave. Cycle Track 513,000$           ‐ ‐

21 City of Woodland YOL Sports Park Drive Pedestrian Overcrossing 1,087,000$       ‐ ‐

22 UC Davis YOL Sprocket Bikeway Improvement 412,000$           ‐ ‐
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 ID  Lead Agency County Project Title

Requested 

Funds   Tier 1   Tier 2 

23 Yolo County YOL

Interstate 80 Corridor Bicycle Route 

Improvements 669,200$           ‐ ‐

24 City of Marysville YUB

Marysville Bicycle Network Striping and Signage 

Upgrade 250,000$           ‐ ‐

25 Yuba County YUB

McGowen Parkway Bicycle Path and Pedestrian 

Route Improvements 1,204,000$       ‐ 247,000$          

Bicycle & Pedestrian Subtotal 40,707,100$     9,841,900$      1,960,000$     
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Community Design Funding Recommendations

 ID  Lead Agency County Project Title

 Requested 

Funds   Tier 1   Tier 2 

1 City of Davis YOL Anderson Road Improvements Phase 1 1,897,000$        ‐ ‐

2 City of Davis YOL Davis ‐ Olive Drive ‐ Pole Line Connection 500,000$           ‐ ‐

3 City of Elk Grove SAC Old Elk Grove Streetscape Phase 2 450,000$           450,000$          ‐

4 City of Elk Grove SAC Transit Shelters Lighting Project 339,000$           ‐ ‐

5 Live Oak SUT Live Oak Community Trail Phase 4  491,000$           491,000$          ‐

6 City of Rancho Cordova SAC

Rancho Cordova ‐ Folsom Blvd Complete Streets 

Phase 5 (Bradshaw to Horn) 3,500,000$        3,000,000$        ‐

7 Regional Transit SAC Dos Rios Light Rail Transit Station 500,000$           500,000$          ‐

8 Regional Transit SAC Horn Road Light Rail Transit Station 500,000$           500,000$          ‐

9 City of Sacramento SAC 4th St. Pedestrian Access 443,000$           ‐ ‐

10 City of Sacramento SAC  Franklin Blvd. Streetscape 443,000$           443,000$          ‐

11 City of Sacramento SAC Meadowview Rd. Streetscape Phase 1 2,475,000$        2,475,000$       ‐

12 City of Sacramento SAC 16th St. Streetscape 443,000$           443,000$          ‐

13 City of Sacramento SAC R St. Streetscape Phase 3 4,000,000$        2,987,000$       ‐

14 Sacramento County SAC

Fair Oaks Blvd., ‐ Completing the Complete Street‐ 

Stanley Ave. to South of Landis Ave. 2,074,000$        2,074,000$        ‐

15 Sacramento County SAC Greenback Lane Complete St. Improvements Phase 1 2,390,000$        ‐ ‐

16 City of West Sacramento SAC Riverfront Street Extension 3,681,000$        1,934,500$        1,746,500$       

17 Yuba City YUB Highway 20 Revitalization 1,770,000$        ‐ ‐

18 Yuba County YUB North Beale Road Complete Streets Phase 2 2,400,000$        ‐ 1,200,000$      

Community Design Subtotal 28,296,000$     15,297,500$    2,946,500$      
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Regional/Local Funding Program Recommendations

 ID  Lead Agency County Project Title

 Requested 

Funds   Tier 1   Tier 2 

1 Caltrans District 3 VAR Ramp Meters, I‐80, SR51, SR65, SR99 22,500,000$     ‐  ‐ 

2 Caltrans District 3 SAC

State Route 51 (Capital City) Corridor Improvements: 

J St to Arden 10,270,000$      $       4,000,000   $       5,400,000 

3 City of Citrus Heights SAC

Comprehensive Transit System Analysis & Transit 

Asset Management Project 183,300$            $          183,300   ‐ 

4 City of Davis YOL 14th St. / Villanova Corridor Improvements 992,000$           $          992,000  ‐ 

5 City of Davis YOL Loyola Drive Improvements 1,042,000$        ‐  ‐ 

6 City of Davis YOL

Pole Line Road Improvements (Covell Blvd to North 

City Limits) 946,000$            ‐   ‐ 

7 City of Elk Grove SAC Arterial Roads Rehabilitation Project 2,583,300$        $       2,000,000  ‐ 

8 City of Elk Grove SAC Bradshaw / Sheldon Intersection Improvements 2,897,400$        $       1,549,000  ‐ 

9 City of Elk Grove SAC Kammerer Road Widening and Extension 15,314,000$     $       2,918,200  $       3,000,000 

10 City of Elk Grove SAC Replacement Purchase of Nine 40’ CNG Buses 4,661,100$       

Transit Lump 

Sum 

Transit Lump 

Sum 

11 City of Elk Grove SAC Replacement Purchase of Two (2) Paratransit Buses 185,900$          

Transit Lump 

Sum 

Transit Lump 

Sum 

12 City of Galt SAC South Galt Safe Routes to School and Rehabilitation 1,675,000$         $       1,675,000   ‐ 

13 City of Marysville YUB

Marysville Medical Arts District Transportation 

Development Project 1,460,700$         $          700,000   ‐ 

14 City of Rancho Cordova SAC Mather Field Road/US 50 Interchange 252,300$           ‐  ‐ 

15 City of Rancho Cordova SAC Sunrise Blvd St. Rehab (Folsom to White Rock) 3,995,700$        ‐  ‐ 

16 City of Rancho Cordova SAC White Rock Rd Transportation Improvement Project 14,749,400$      ‐   ‐ 

17 City of Rancho Cordova SAC Zinfandel Complex 3,738,200$        $       1,869,100  $       1,869,100 

18 City of Sacramento SAC 14th Ave. Extension 3,284,200$        ‐  ‐ 

19 City of Sacramento SAC Downtown Controller and Communications Upgrade 4,375,600$         $          900,000   $       2,875,600 

20 City of Sacramento SAC Downtown/Riverfront Streetcar 3,000,000$        ‐  ‐ 

21 City of Sacramento SAC I‐5 at Richards Blvd. Interchange 3,098,600$        $       3,098,600  ‐ 

22 City of Sacramento SAC ITS Master Plan 221,300$           ‐  ‐ 

23 City of Sacramento SAC Riverfront Reconnection Project, Phase II 1,500,000$        ‐  ‐ 

Regional Local Page 4 of 9



 ID  Lead Agency County Project Title

 Requested 

Funds   Tier 1   Tier 2 

24 City of West Sacramento YOL Road Rehabilitation & Complete Streets 9,003,600$         $       2,300,000   ‐ 

25 City of Woodland YOL

West Main St. Bicycle/Pedestrian Mobility and Safety 

Improvements 3,742,500$         $       3,742,500   ‐ 

26 Sacramento County SAC Alta Mesa Road 771,100$           ‐  ‐ 

27 Sacramento County SAC Antelope Road 423,500$           $          423,500  ‐ 

28 Sacramento County SAC Eastern Ave., El Camino Ave., and Marconi Ave.  4,734,800$        $       4,734,800  ‐ 

29 Sacramento County SAC Florin Road 1,091,000$        ‐  $       1,091,000 

30 Sacramento County SAC Gerber Road 1,857,600$        $       1,857,600  ‐ 

31 Sacramento County SAC Goethe Road 477,400$           $          477,400  ‐ 

32 Sacramento County SAC

Hazel Ave. Improvement Project, Phase 3 (Sunset to 

Madison) 3,000,000$         ‐   ‐ 

33 Sacramento County SAC Hillsdale Blvd. (Frizell to Palm) 1,685,300$        ‐  ‐ 

34 Sacramento County SAC Keifer Blvd. 1,563,000$        $       1,563,000  ‐ 

35 Sacramento County SAC Kenneth Ave. 1,020,500$        ‐  ‐ 

36 Sacramento County SAC Micron Ave. 634,400$           ‐  $          634,400 

37 Sacramento County SAC MLK Blvd. 870,100$           ‐  $          870,100 

38 Sacramento County SAC Oak Ave. (Hazel to San Juanita) 1,318,700$        ‐  ‐ 

39 Sacramento County SAC

Power Inn Rd Improvement Project (450' SO 

Loucreata Dr. to 52 Ave.) 6,055,000$         $       4,000,000   ‐ 
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 ID  Lead Agency County Project Title

 Requested 

Funds   Tier 1   Tier 2 

40 Sacramento County SAC

South Watt Ave. Improvement Project (Florin to SR 

16) 2,500,000$         ‐   ‐ 

41 Sacramento County SAC Walerga Road 1,600,400$        ‐  ‐ 

42 Sacramento County SAC West Elkhorn Blvd. (Sac City Limit to UPRR) 471,400$           ‐  ‐ 

43 Sacramento County SAC West Elkhorn Blvd. (UPRR to 2nd) 665,100$           ‐  ‐ 

44 Sacramento County SAC West Elverta Road 1,413,900$        ‐  ‐ 

45 Sacramento County SAC Wilhaggin Dr. 435,700$           ‐  ‐ 

46 Sacramento County SAC Winding Way 908,600$           ‐  ‐ 

47 Sacramento County SAC Woodmore Oaks Dr. 955,800$           ‐  ‐ 

48 Sutter County SUT

Howsley Road Farm to Market project (Natomas to 

Pleasant Grove) 2,948,300$         ‐   ‐ 

49 Yolo County YOL CR 27 Rehabilitation 1,892,700$        $       1,892,700  ‐ 

50 Yolo County YOL CR 27 Rural Complete St. 752,500$           ‐  ‐ 

51 Yuba County YUB

Feather River Blvd. – Farm to Market & State of 

Good Repair  1,198,000$         $       1,198,000   ‐ 

52 Yuba County YUB

Woodruff Lane & Ramirez Rd. ‐ Farm to Market & 

Rehab 964,000$            $          964,000   ‐ 

53 SACOG VAR Household Travel Survey 750,000$           $          750,000  ‐ 

54 SACOG VAR ITS Master Plan 330,000$           $          330,000  ‐ 

55 Regional Transit SAC

New Light Rail Vehicle Specification Development 

Project & Light Rail Low Floor Station Conversion & 

CIPD Study 7,215,900$         $       2,000,000 

 Transit Lump 

Sum 

56 Regional Transit SAC

Project Development for the Green Line LRT 

(Township 9 to North Natomas) 6,000,000$         ‐   ‐ 

57 Regional Transit SAC

Siemens Light Rail Vehicle (LRV) Replacement‐13 

vehicles 78,004,500$    

Transit Lump 

Sum 

Transit Lump 

Sum 

58

Capital SouthEast 

Connector JPA VAR Southeast Connector ‐ Segment D3 15,000,000$      $       7,500,000   ‐ 
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 ID  Lead Agency County Project Title

 Requested 

Funds   Tier 1   Tier 2 

59 Unitrans YOL Purchase High‐Capacity Transit Buses 2,704,600$       

Transit Lump 

Sum 

Transit Lump 

Sum 

60

Yolo County 

Transportation District YOL

Yolobus Fixed Route Bus Replacement (13 CNG and 2 

Electric) 8,517,600$       

Transit Lump 

Sum 

Transit Lump 

Sum 

N/A Various Transit Agencies VAR Transit Lump Sum  $   11,000,000   $   18,148,300 
Regional/Local Subtotal 276,403,500$   $    64,618,700  $    33,888,500 

All Programs Grand Total 345,406,600$   $89,758,000  $38,795,000 

Target  $89,758,000  $38,795,000 
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Community Design $100k Non‐Competitive Projects

ID Lead Agency County Project Title  Requested Funds   Recommended 

19

City of Citrus 

Heights SAC Community Corridor Revitalization Program 100,000$                 100,000$             

20 City of Galt SAC Pedestrian Safety Crossing Project 100,000$                100,000$            

21 City of Isleton SAC General Plan Revisions 100,000$                100,000$            

22

City of 

Marysville YUB

2016 Pavement Management Update and Medical 

Arts District Parking Study 100,000$                 100,000$             

23 Sutter County SUT

Barry Elementary School Pedestrian Improvement 

Project 100,000$                 100,000$             

24

City of 

Wheatland SAC Climate Action Plan (CAP) 100,000$                 100,000$             

25 City of Winters YOL

Grant Av./SR 128/ Russell Blvd. Corridor 

Improvements PSR‐PDS 100,000$                 100,000$             

26 Yolo County YOL

Grant Av./SR 128/ Russell Blvd. Corridor 

Improvements PSR‐PDS 100,000$                 100,000$             

27

City of 

Woodland YOL Green Bicycle Lanes Project 100,000$                 100,000$             

Total 900,000$               900,000$           
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Other Funding Commitments
ID Lead Agency County Project Title Recommended

N/A SACOG VAR Planning, Programming, and Monitoring  $               425,300 

N/A Various VAR RSTP Exchange  $            1,106,300 

N/A SACOG VAR Air Quality Transportation Control Measures  $            9,600,000 

Total 11,131,600$           

These are non‐competitive funding commitments. The RSTP exchange is a three county sub‐total based 
upon estimates.  Planning and monitoring is RSTP funding for SACOG activities. Transportation Demand 
Management, SECAT, and Spare the Air are Transportation Control Measure. The amount programmed to 
the TCMs is based upon historical commitment levels identified in the Ozone State Implementation Plan 
addressing the 1997 standards. Staff will be returning with a future item to program these TCM specific 
funds. 

These are non‐competitive funding commitments. The RSTP exchange is a three county sub‐total based 
upon estimates.  Planning and monitoring is RSTP funding for SACOG activities. The current Transportation 
Control Measures (TCMs) are Transportation Demand Management, SECAT, and Spare the Air.The amount 
programmed to the TCMs is based upon historical commitment levels identified in the Ozone State 
Implementation Plan addressing the 1997 standards. Staff will be returning with a future item to program 
TCM‐specific funds. 
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   Attachment C1 
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Bicycle and Pedestrian Funding Program   
Project selection for this program was based upon the Policy Framework outlined in Attachment D. Projects 
competing in this program were able to utilize a streamlined  process that enables applicants to compete sequentially 
in three programs for bicycle and pedestrian projects. The earliest program is the State Active Transportation 
Program (ATP). It is then followed by the Regional ATP (6-County), and lastly the Bicycle and Pedestrian Funding 
Program (4-County).    
 
Bicycle and Pedestrian Projects with Funding Identified in Tier 1 and Tier 2:  

• The Working Group utilized Board-approved scoring to develop a consensus-based priority list of projects 
for SACOG staff to use in developing the draft list of projects. Projects were scored out of 100 possible 
points. 

o Prioritization of pre-development work was applied to the recommended consensus list by 
SACOG staff to maximize the number of projects receiving funding in Tier 1. 

o Projects in Tier 2 are listed in priority order and include a construction phase of a Tier 1 project 
and other pre-development work. 

• The three projects successful in the State ATP and the six projects recommended for funding in the 
Regional ATP were removed from the Bicycle and Pedestrian Funding Program.  

o The one exception is the City of Sacramento's "Del Rio Trail" project, which is recommended for 
full funding using partial funding from both the Bicycle and Pedestrian Funding Program and 
Regional ATP.  This is due to insufficient available in Regional ATP funds. This recommendation 
for funds through the two distinct programs is based on the project's ability to compete 
successfully within the criteria identified for each program.  

 
The Regional ATP has a ranked contingency list, which was developed to mitigate risk of losing Regional ATP 
funds and will be in effect until the approval of the State ATP for Cycle 3. In the event that an ATP Cycle 2 
contingency project, which is recommended for Tier 1 or Tier 2 Bicycle and Pedestrian funding, is recommended for 
Regional ATP funding, the project would be removed from the Bicycle and Pedestrian tiered project lists. Put 
another way, a Tier 2 Bicycle and Pedestrian project, project phase, or project component, could move from Tier 2 
to Tier 1 listing if a Regional ATP project moves from the Regional ATP contingency list to the recommended list. 
Additionally, projects in the Bicycle and Pedestrian Tier 2 list could receive funding in the event of new legislation, 
or as part of the Tier 2 Delivery Strategy evaluation. Savings recovered from Bicycle and Pedestrian program 
projects would be directed to Tier 2 Bicycle and Pedestrian projects.  
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Project Descriptions and Analyses for Bicycle/Pedestrian Funding Program (Round 7) 
 
City of Citrus Heights 
1. Old Auburn Road Bicycle-Pedestrian Improvement Project  
Request: $3,237,700  
Recommendation for Funding: Not Recommended 
 
The purpose of the project is to provide complete streets infrastructure, with a priority focus on improving safety for 
pedestrian, bicycle, transit, and vehicle movement and promoting active transportation. The project would replace 
existing curb, gutter, and sidewalk with new vertical curb and wide, ADA compliant sidewalk with enhanced 
landscaping; construct infill curb, gutter and sidewalk; install new street safety lights; construct raised medians at 
the major intersections; and re-stripe the road to provide continuous Class II bicycle lanes. Construction activities 
would be on Old Auburn Rd. between Sunrise Blvd. and Garry Oak Dr., and on Fair Oaks Blvd. from Old Auburn 
Rd. to Villa Oak Dr. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analysis 
The project scored 58 out of 100 points and demonstrated moderate potential to increase biking and walking by 
connecting to schools, transit, removing barriers, and closing gaps. The project also demonstrated moderate potential 
to reduce or shorten vehicle miles traveled. 

• The project design emphasized active transportation access, mobility, and comfort including transit 
connections and intersection geometry that would serve to slow traffic speeds, but would require full 
reconstruction of in-place infrastructure.  

• While the project offers roadway rehabilitation co-benefits, a considerable amount of the project scope 
would go towards this rehabilitation and replacement of existing functional sidewalks. 

• The project application was not competitive in its ability to demonstrate potential to generate new active 
transportation trips proportionate to the level of investment. 

 
 
City of Elk Grove 
2. East‐West Arterial Road Bike Lane Improvements 
Request: $584,000 
Recommendation for Funding: Not Recommended 
 
The purpose of the project is to create continuous bikeway facilities on major east‐west arterial roads by correcting 
existing deficiencies and closing gaps. Improvements on Elk Grove Blvd. and Laguna Blvd./Bond Rd. between 
Harbour Point Dr. and Bradshaw Rd. would include construction of new escape ramps and Class II bicycle lanes, 
restriping of existing shoulders to meet Class II bicycle lane standards, and adding roadside signs to improve 
bicycle and pedestrian safety and mobility.  
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analysis 
The project scored 51 out of 100 points and demonstrated moderate potential to increase biking and walking by 
connecting to schools, transit, removing barriers, and closing gaps. The project also demonstrated moderate potential 
to reduce or shorten vehicle miles traveled.  

• The project focuses on improving existing facilities, but also includes some extension of facilities to attract 
new bicycle riders.  

• The project would correct instances of substandard shoulders currently being used as bicycle lanes.  
• The project did not clearly demonstrate changes to the roadway that would result in a bicycle-riding 

experience accessible to less-experienced riders. 
 
 
City of Elk Grove 
3. Laguna Creek Trail and Bruceville Road SRTS Improvements 
Request: $1,837,000 
Recommendation for Funding: Full Tier 1 
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The purpose of the project is to improve access to a nearby elementary school and activity center for both residents 
and students using the Elk Grove pedestrian network, including the Laguna Creek multi-use trail. The project would 
construct Class I multi-use trail extensions and gap closures on the Laguna Creek Trail, such as from Lewis Stein 
Rd. to Bruceville Rd., and between Bruceville Rd., Mannington St., and Center Pkwy. The project would also 
construct sidewalks along Bruceville Rd. south of Center Pkwy. to Big Horn Blvd., and north of Laguna Blvd. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analysis 
The project scored 70 out of 100 points and demonstrated significant potential to increase biking and walking by 
connecting to schools, transit, removing barriers, and closing gaps. The project also demonstrated moderate potential 
to reduce or shorten vehicle miles traveled. 

• The project would increase safety for people biking and walking by closing gaps on school routes and travel 
paths to multi-family housing.  

• The project would fill in multi-use trail and sidewalk gaps to strengthen the active transportation network in 
Elk Grove. 

• The project would increase active transportation access between residential areas and three nearby schools, 
and increase access between the residential areas and schools to the aquatic center. 

 
 
City of Folsom 
4. Folsom/Placerville Rail Trail 
Request: $1,048,000 
Recommendation for Funding: Full Tier 1 
 
The purpose of the project is to improve active transportation access to Folsom Lake College and to extend the 
multi-use trail within the City of Folsom. The project would construct approximately 1.3 miles of Class I multi-use 
trail to fill a gap and extend the Folsom Placerville Rail Trail from Broadstone Parkway to Iron Point Rd., 
connecting to the 16-mile Humbug-Willow Creek (HBWC) Trail and the Folsom Lake College campus. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analysis 
The project scored 69 out of 100 points and demonstrated significant potential to increase biking and walking by 
connecting to schools, transit, removing barriers, and closing gaps. The project also demonstrated 
significant potential to reduce or shorten vehicle miles traveled. 

• The project would resolve many of the indirect connections in the area and to the college. 
• The project would extend the existing multi-use trail system in and around City of Folsom, and provide new 

connections between residential areas and the Folsom Lake College campus and other activity centers.  
• The trail would be adjacent to the rail line, but the project sponsor determined there is sufficient right-of-

way to leave rail infrastructure intact while still providing a comfortable distance between the rail line and 
the trail. 

 
 
City of Galt 
5. Galt Bike / Pedestrian Path Gap Closure 
Request: $486,000 
Recommendation for Funding: Not Recommended 
 
The purpose of the project is to close gaps in the City's bicycle system that serves both residents and students in the 
northeast area of Galt. The project would complete the design and environmental work for bicycle improvements in 
the area bounded by Twin Cities to the north, Marengo to the east, UPRR to the south and East Stockton to the west, 
including Class II bicycle lanes on the west side of Marengo Rd., a Class I multi-use trail on the north side of 
Deadman's Gulch between Vintage Oak Ave. and Emerald Vista Dr., and Class Ill bicycle routes along Lake Park 
Ave., Park Terrace Dr., Bay Shore Dr., Elk Hills Dr., Vintage Oak Ave., Cedar Flat Ave., Lake Canyon Ave., 
Fermoy Way, Adare Way, and Emerald Vista Dr. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analysis 
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The project scored 44 out of 100 points and demonstrated moderate potential to increase biking and walking by 
connecting to schools, transit, removing barriers, and closing gaps. The project also demonstrated moderate potential 
to reduce or shorten vehicle miles traveled. 

• The project would address a number of low-volume streets with documented speeds above the posted limits. 
• The proposed improvements did not seem to address the documented safety concerns of collisions and 

higher speeds in the project area.  
• The project did not clearly demonstrate potential to increase the number of utilitarian biking trips. 

 
 
City of Rancho Cordova 
6. Cordova Park Safe Routes to School Project 
Request: $3,043,000 
Recommendation for Funding: Not Recommended 
 
The purpose of the project is to complete the pedestrian network in the Cordova Park Neighborhood to allow for 
safer pedestrian activity. The project would construct curb, gutter, sidewalks, ADA sidewalk ramps, and crosswalks 
along Coloma Rd., Dolecetto Dr., Ellenbrook Dr., Garrett Way, Gilbert Way, and Malaga Way.  Additionally, the 
project would install traffic calming devices on surrounding streets of Dawes St., Dolcetto Dr., and Chase Dr. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analysis 
The project scored 58 out of 100 points and demonstrated moderate potential to increase biking and walking by 
connecting to schools, transit, removing barriers, and closing gaps. The project also demonstrated moderate potential 
to reduce or shorten vehicle miles traveled. 

• The project would provide sidewalk in a residential area adjacent to three schools, and was identified as a 
priority project in the City’s Pedestrian Master Plan.  

• The proposed improvements did not seem to address the documented collisions in the project area. 
• It was not clear that the project would increase active transportation proportional to the requested 

investment. 
 
 
City of Sacramento 
7. D.W. Babcock School Access Improvements 
Request: $1,963,000 
Recommendation for Funding: Partial Tier 1 
 
The purpose of the project is to create active transportation access across El Camino Ave. for students of D.W. 
Babcock School, and to designate a safer walking route connecting residential areas to the school. The project 
would install a signalized intersection with accessibility compliant crosswalks at the intersection of Albatross Way 
and El Camino Ave. and construct infill of sidewalks, curb ramps, and other access improvements along Frienza 
Ave. from Connie Dr. to Albatross Way, on Albatross Way from Frienza to Woolley Way, on Woolley Way from 
Albatross Way to D.W. Babcock School, and on Cormorant Way from D.W. Babcock School to Babcock Park. 
 
Partial Tier 1 funding is recommended for the construction of the signalized intersection at El Camino Ave. and 
Albatross Way, and for sidewalk infill on Albatross Way and Wooley Way between the new intersection and D.W. 
Babcock School.  
  
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analysis 
The project scored 66 out of 100 points and demonstrated moderate potential to increase biking and walking by 
connecting to schools, transit, removing barriers, and closing gaps. The project also demonstrated moderate potential 
to reduce or shorten vehicle miles traveled. 

• The project would directly increase pedestrian access and mobility in the project area, connecting 
neighborhoods to schools and nearby transit stops.  

• The project application included scope elements that did not seem directly correlated with the referenced 
safety concerns and documented collisions in the area, primarily along El Camino Ave. 
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• The partial funding recommendation focuses on the identified need for a crossing of El Camino Ave. and 
sidewalk infill south of the new intersection connecting to the school, creating safer access between the 
neighborhoods to the north and D.W. Babcock School to the south. 

 
 
City of Sacramento 
8. Del Rio Trail 
Request: $2,213,000 
Recommendation for Funding: Partial Tier 1 
 
The purpose of the project is to provide new north/south bicycle access connecting neighborhoods to schools, 
activity centers, and the regional trail system in the Meadowview/South Land Park area. The project would design 
4.5 miles of rails‐to‐trails project along an old railroad line for eventual construction of a new Class I multi-use 
trail with at-grade crossings and intersection modifications at each major arterial location from Sutterville Rd. to 
south of Meadowview Rd./Pocket Rd.   
 
Partial Tier 1 funding is recommended to make up the balance of this project which is recommended through the 
Regional ATP. In combination the full project request is fulfilled. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analysis 
The project scored 68 out of 100 points and demonstrated significant potential to increase biking and walking by 
connecting to schools, transit, removing barriers, and closing gaps. The project also demonstrated moderate potential 
to reduce or shorten vehicle miles traveled. 

• The project would extend the existing multi-use trail system to provide a direct, separated active 
transportation connection to the job and activity center of downtown Sacramento, and provide access to 
multiple transit stops and schools in the project area.  

• The project would provide a more comfortable, safer active transportation option to traveling on Freeport 
Blvd. south of 14th Ave.  

• The project is recommended for partial funding to complement the partial funding recommendation through 
the Regional ATP, which collectively would provide the fully requested funding amount. 

 
 
City of Sacramento 
9. Franklin Cycle Track 
Request: $2,028,000 
Recommendation for Funding: Partial Tier 1; Full Tier 2 
 
The purpose of the project is to provide bicycle and pedestrian connections to transit facilities and schools on 
Franklin Blvd. The project would provide a protected bicycle path, or “Cycle Track”, on Franklin Blvd. between 
Cosumnes River Blvd. and Calvine Rd. to create a more protected and desirable bicycle facility.   
 
Partial Tier 1 funding is recommended for preliminary engineering phase. The construction phase of the project is 
recommended for Tier 2 funding. Within the Tier 2 list this is priority one of two. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analysis 
The project scored 62 out of 100 points and demonstrated moderate potential to increase biking and walking by 
connecting to schools, transit, removing barriers, and closing gaps. The project also demonstrated moderate potential 
to reduce or shorten vehicle miles traveled. 

• The project connects to the new Franklin Blvd. light rail station, providing regional transit connections.  
• The project's creation of a two-way cycle track would address the area's documented history of wrong-way 

biking and subsequent collisions.  
• The partial Tier 1 funding recommendation would complete early phases of the project, with the option of 

Tier 2 funding becoming available to complete the project. 
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City of Sacramento 
10. Northwood School Access Improvements 
Request: $3,185,000 
Recommendation for Funding: Partial Tier 1 
 
The purpose of the project is to improve accessibility for students to walk and bicycle to Northwood School, and 
increase pedestrian access to transit. The project would construct new sidewalks along Frienza Ave., Clay St., and 
El Camino Ave., and construct a signalized intersection at Clay St. and El Camino Ave. with ADA compliant 
crosswalks.  
 
Partial Tier 1 funding is recommended to complete the preliminary engineering phase.  
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analysis 
The project scored 63 out of 100 points and demonstrated moderate potential to increase biking and walking by 
connecting to schools, transit, removing barriers, and closing gaps. The project also demonstrated moderate potential 
to reduce or shorten vehicle miles traveled. 
 

• The project would increase pedestrian access to a nearby light rail station, providing regional transit 
connections.  

• The project has documented parental support due to its potential to provide safer pedestrian access to 
Northwood School.  

• The partial funding recommendation would complete early phases of the project. 
 
 
City of Sacramento 
11. Old Sacramento Riverfront Bike Trail 
Request: $455,000 
Recommendation for Funding: Not Recommended 
 
The purpose of the project is to provide an active transportation connection along the waterfront south of the 
confluence of the Sacramento River and American River. The project would design a Class I multi-use trail 
connection along the Old Sacramento Riverfront from the boardwalk to I St. and connect to the West Tunnel ramps 
access sidewalk by the California State Railroad Museum parking lot. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analysis 
The project scored 58 out of 100 points and demonstrated moderate potential to increase biking and walking by 
connecting to schools, transit, removing barriers, and closing gaps. The project also demonstrated moderate potential 
to reduce or shorten vehicle miles traveled. 
 

• The project would increase access to local and regional transit, such as Amtrak, light rail, and buses 
traveling within and outside of Sacramento.  

• The project would address recreational and commuter travel needs, but did not clearly demonstrate benefits 
for other biking and walking trips. 

• The project did not clearly demonstrate the potential for reducing auto trips and fit with other facilities 
planned within the project area. 

 
 
Sacramento County 
12. Folsom/ Cottage Sidewalk Infill Project 
Request: $1,485,000 
Recommendation for Funding: Full Tier 1 
 
The purpose of the project is to complete pedestrian facilities on Cottage Way and Folsom Blvd. as a complement to 
other in-progress road diet projects and transit-oriented development planning efforts. The project would construct 
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sidewalk along Cottage Way from Watt Ave. to Fulton Ave., and infill sidewalk along Folsom Blvd. from Watt Ave. 
to Sunrise Blvd. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analysis 
The project scored 64 out of 100 points and demonstrated moderate potential to increase biking and walking by 
connecting to schools, transit, removing barriers, and closing gaps. The project also demonstrated moderate potential 
to reduce or shorten vehicle miles traveled. 
 

• The Folsom Blvd. portion of the project would increase active transportation access to the Butterfield light 
rail station, consistent with the community outreach conducted through a multi-jurisdictional corridor 
planning effort. 

• The Cottage Way portion of the project complements a road diet/safety improvement project being 
constructed in the project area. 

• Both segments of the project have demonstrated significant neighborhood and public support for the 
proposed changes. 

 
 
Sacramento County 
13. Hazel Avenue Sidewalk Improvements ‐ Central Ave. to Elm Ave. 
Request: $1,239,000 
Recommendation for Funding: Full Tier 1 
 
The purpose of the project is to increase active transportation access to activity centers on Hazel Ave. The project 
would design and construct Class II bicycle lanes and sidewalks on Hazel Ave. between Central Ave. and Elm Ave., 
install a signalized mid‐block crossing, and complete transit stop improvements in accordance with the Sacramento 
County Bus Stop Transition Plan. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analysis 
The project scored 65 out of 100 points and demonstrated moderate potential to increase biking and walking by 
connecting to schools, transit, removing barriers, and closing gaps. The project also demonstrated moderate potential 
to reduce or shorten vehicle miles traveled. 

• The project would provide safer active transportation access to multiple after-school destinations, and 
increase pedestrian access across the roadway with a mid-block crossing.  

• The project sponsor is working with the transit provider to increase the accessibility of the bus stop in the 
project area to better meet the needs of the community. 

• The project has demonstrated significant neighborhood support for the proposed changes. 
 
 
Capital SouthEast Connector Joint Powers Authority (CSECJPA) 
14. White Rock Road Corridor Bike Path 
Request: $2,862,000 
Recommendation for Funding: Not Recommended 
 
The purpose of the project is to provide a new bicycle and pedestrian route adjacent to White Road Rd. The project 
would construct a Class I multi-use trail adjacent to White Rock Rd. between Prairie City Rd. and Carson Crossing 
Rd. servicing Sacramento and El Dorado counties. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analysis 
The project scored 38 out of 100 points because it did not demonstrate clear potential to increase biking and walking 
by connecting to schools, transit, removing barriers, and closing gaps. The project also did not demonstrate clear 
potential to reduce or shorten vehicle miles traveled. 

• The project demonstrated potential for recreational use, but did not demonstrate clear potential for increasing 
utilitarian bicycle trips at this time. 

• While the project may benefit future growth along the corridor, the near-term demand and potential for 
active transportation use along the corridor was not as clear as projects recommended for funding. 
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City of Yuba City 
15. Franklin Ave. Pedestrian Improvements 
Request: $376,200 
Recommendation for Funding: Full Tier 1 
 
The purpose of the project is to provide a safer, continuous pedestrian facility in Yuba City along Franklin Rd. The 
project would construct sidewalks, gutters, and curb ramps on the north and south sides of the road between South 
Palora Ave. and Gray Ave. to improve accessibility and promote pedestrian traffic along Franklin Ave.  
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analysis 
The project scored 61 out of 100 points and demonstrated significant potential to increase biking and walking by 
connecting to schools, transit, removing barriers, and closing gaps. The project also demonstrated minimal potential 
to reduce or shorten vehicle miles traveled. 
 

• The project would provide a safer pedestrian route for Yuba City High School students traveling to and from 
nearby activity centers and neighborhoods. 

• The project complements other nearby projects aiming to increase active transportation access and safety to 
and around schools on Franklin Rd. 

• Though the project application did not address the potential for reduced or shortened vehicle miles traveled, 
the project’s emphasis on creating a safer pedestrian connection between the community and businesses 
would be expected to yield an increase in utilitarian walking trips.  

 
  
City of Davis 
16. Safe Routes to School Infrastructure Improvements 
Request: $1,652,000 
Recommendation for Funding: Not Recommended 
 
The purpose of the project is to construct infrastructure safety improvements targeted at increasing bicycling and 
walking to school among elementary and junior high students. The project would restripe/repaint crosswalks, add 
hi-vis signage and flashing beacons, and add intersection improvements (e.g. two-stage left-turn boxes) and other 
safety treatments designated in the City's recently completed Walk‐Bicycle Audit Report. New infrastructure would 
include construction of Class I multi-use trail at Emerson Junior High; Class III bicycle routes and buffered bicycle 
lanes around Pioneer Elementary School.; and curb extensions at Montgomery Elementary School. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analysis 
The project scored 58 out of 100 points and demonstrated moderate potential to increase biking and walking by 
connecting to schools, transit, removing barriers, and closing gaps. The project also demonstrated moderate potential 
to reduce or shorten vehicle miles traveled. 
 

• The inclusion of new infrastructure around the four school sites, such as buffered bicycle lanes and a Class 1 
multi-use trail, would emphasize comfort and safety for bicyclists of all ages and capabilities. 

• It was unclear how much of the scope was dedicated towards standard maintenance of existing facilities, 
which would not extend access to new users.  

• It was not clear that many of the project improvements would result in higher rates of biking and walking to 
school given the presence of existing facilities. 

 
 
City of West Sacramento 
17. Clarksburg Branch Line Trail Extension 
Request: $1,484,000 
Recommendation for Funding: Not Recommended 
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The purpose of the project is to provide an off-street active transportation facility through the Southport area of 
West Sacramento. The project would construct and pave a trail along with two road crossing enhancements such as 
high visibility crosswalks beginning at River City High School and extending south 2.2 miles to South River Rd.  
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analysis 
The project scored 61 out of 100 points and demonstrated moderate potential to increase biking and walking by 
connecting to schools, transit, removing barriers, and closing gaps. The project also demonstrated moderate potential 
to reduce or shorten vehicle miles traveled. 

• The project would extend the existing trail system further south, connecting River City High School to 
developing portions of West Sacramento.  

• The project runs parallel to Jefferson Blvd. and could serve as an alternative to biking on a higher-speed 
roadway, but included minimal connections for entry to/egress from the trail. 

• The project did not clearly demonstrate significant potential to increase utilitarian active transportation trips. 
 
 
City of West Sacramento 
18. Linden Road Sidewalk Extension 
Request: $429,000 
Recommendation for Funding: Not Recommended 
 
The purpose of the project is to fill a gap in the pedestrian and bicycle network in the Southport area of West 
Sacramento. The project would complete the construction of 620 feet of new sidewalk, undergrounding of existing 
drainage, and the addition of a bicycle lane on the north side of Linden Rd. between the Clarksburg Branch Line 
Trail and Stonegate Blvd., and 85 feet of the same improvements on the south side of Linden Rd. west of the 
Clarksburg Branch Line Trail. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analysis 
The project scored 53 out of 100 points and demonstrated moderate potential to increase biking and walking by 
connecting to schools, transit, removing barriers, and closing gaps. The project also demonstrated moderate potential 
to reduce or shorten vehicle miles traveled. 
 

• The project would connect to an existing multi-use trail, and increase pedestrian access to nearby commuter 
and local transit stops.  

• The potential increase active transportation trips in the project area was unclear given the residential nature 
of the project area and the presence of sidewalks on the opposite side of the street. 

• In contrast to projects with recommended funding,  it was not clear there was the potential to generate many 
active transportation trips as a result of the investment. 

 
 
City of West Sacramento 
19. Sycamore Park Phase 2 and 3 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overpass 
Request: $6,965,000 
Recommendation for Funding: Partial Tier 1 
 
The purpose of the project is to create a connection across Highway 50 for the students of Westmore Oaks 
Elementary School and the residents of West Sacramento. The project would construct a 1,500-foot concrete 
overpass over US 50, construct a 2,690-foot extension of the Sycamore Trail from Westmore Oaks to Stone Blvd., 
and conduct a three-year SRTS program at Westmore Oaks Elementary School. 
 
Partial Tier 1 funding is recommended to complete the preliminary engineering and right-of-way phases.  
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analysis 
The project scored 60 out of 100 points and demonstrated moderate potential to increase biking and walking by 
connecting to schools, transit, removing barriers, and closing gaps. The project also demonstrated moderate potential 
to reduce or shorten vehicle miles traveled. 
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• The project would overcome a significant barrier to walking and biking in West Sacramento.  
• The project would directly increase active transportation access to two elementary schools with attendance 

boundaries bisected by US 50, as well as increase north/south active transportation access for non-student 
residents. 

• The partial funding recommendation would complete early phases of the project.  
 
 
City of West Sacramento 
20. West Capitol Ave. Cycle Track 
Request: $513,000 
Recommendation for Funding: Not Recommended 
 
The purpose of the project is to create a prioritized active transportation connection within the City of West 
Sacramento’s neighborhoods. The project would construct a Class 1 multi-use trail and raised median within the 
public right‐of‐way, and convert West Capitol Ave. into a one‐way, one-lane road between the UPRR underpass and 
5th St. The project would also remove of signal and raised crossing at 5th St. intersection. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analysis 
The project scored 57 out of 100 points and demonstrated moderate potential to increase biking and walking by 
connecting to schools, transit, removing barriers, and closing gaps. The project also demonstrated moderate potential 
to reduce or shorten vehicle miles traveled. 
 

• It was not clear if safety for eastbound bicyclists would be negatively impacted by the removal of the 
signalized intersection.  

• While the project would prioritize bicycle and pedestrian travel through this area of West Sacramento, the 
project did not clearly demonstrate connections to schools or transit.  

 
 
City of Woodland 
21. Sports Park Drive Pedestrian Overcrossing 
Request: $1,087,000 
Recommendation for Funding: Not Recommended 
 
The purpose of the project is to design a bicycle/pedestrian overcrossing of State Route 113, approximately 0.5 
miles south of the State Route 113/East Gibson Rd. interchange. The project would connect neighborhoods, parks, 
and schools to future development and planned multi-use trails east of proposed overcrossing.  
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analysis 
The project scored 50 out of 100 points and demonstrated moderate potential to increase biking and walking by 
connecting to schools, transit, removing barriers, and closing gaps. The project also demonstrated moderate potential 
to reduce or shorten vehicle miles traveled. 
• The project's potential to increase walking and bicycling was unclear due to existing poor connections that 

would remain on the eastern end of the project area. 
• The project did not demonstrate an increase in local connectivity to schools or transit due to the remote 

location.  
• The project would benefit future development projects, but in contrast to recommended projects it did not 

focus on benefits for people currently biking and walking in Woodland. 
 
 
UC Davis 
22. Sprocket Bikeway Improvement 
Request: $412,000 
Recommendation for Funding: Not Recommended 
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The purpose of the project is to increase safety and accommodate a campus mobility shuttle, and increased 
bicycling and walking on the UC Davis campus. The project would widen the existing Sprocket Bikeway from 16 ft. 
to 20 ft. paved width between the Housing Administration building and California Ave. and construct a 6-foot wide 
walkway on the south side of Sprocket Bikeway. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analysis 
The project scored 34 out of 100 points and demonstrated minimal potential to increase biking and walking by 
connecting to schools, transit, removing barriers, and closing gaps. The project also demonstrated minimal potential 
to reduce or shorten vehicle miles traveled. 

• The proposed widening of existing active transportation facilities to provide sufficient space for a motorized 
shuttle is not consistent with the goals and outcomes of the funding program. 

• The project did not demonstrate potential to expand the bicycle network in Davis nor generate a competitive 
increase in new ridership as a result of the investment. 

• The application described a significant number of UC Davis students and employees using the project area 
who could potentially benefit from the project, but did not clearly illustrate benefits to community members 
who are not associated with the university. 

 
 
Yolo County 
23. Interstate 80 Corridor Bicycle Route Improvements 
Request: $669,200 
Recommendation for Funding: Not Recommended 
 
The purpose of the project is to increase the safety of bicycle facilities along a popular intercity bicycle commute 
route. The project would construct 6-foot wide asphalt concrete bicycle lanes along a 1.46 mile section of County 
Road 32A east of Davis, between the Old Highway 40 Class I multi-use trail within city limits and Interstate 80/Yolo 
Causeway bridge.  
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analysis 
The project scored 55 out of 100 points and demonstrated moderate potential to increase biking and walking by 
connecting to schools, transit, removing barriers, and closing gaps. The project also demonstrated moderate potential 
to reduce or shorten vehicle miles traveled. 

 
• The project would create more space in the roadway for people riding bicycles for utilitarian and recreational 

purposes. 
• It was not clear how the project would attract additional users given the relatively long distance between 

potential destinations.  
•  It was unclear whether the proposed project would fully address the safety concerns of high speeds and 

truck traffic to increase comfort for people riding bicycles along the project area, or to attract new users. 
 
 
City of Marysville 
24. Marysville Bicycle Network Striping and Signage Upgrade 
Request: $250,000 
Recommendation for Funding: Not Recommended 
 
The purpose of the project is to expand bicycle facilities within the City of Marysville. The project includes striping 
and signage for both new and existing bicycle lanes and routes throughout the City of Marysville.  The existing 
locations are bicycle lanes and routes that were previously identified and striped in the City but now need the 
striping replaced and new identification and routing signs installed.  New locations are bicycle lanes identified in 
city plans and documents that were never striped and signed properly. Improvements would be at various locations 
in the city, such as around the levee; in Riverfront Park; and on main arterials, such as 5th St., 14th St., 18th St., 
22nd St., and Ramirez St., Yuba St., and Covillaud St. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analysis 
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The project scored 41 out of 100 points and demonstrated moderate potential to increase biking and walking by 
connecting to schools, transit, removing barriers, and closing gaps. The project also demonstrated moderate potential 
to reduce or shorten vehicle miles traveled. 

• The project’s placemaking potential and connections to schools and transit were not clearly developed. 
• The application lacked clarity about the location, design specifications, and prioritization of new bicycle 

facilities. 
• The project proposed increasing access to schools and transit but did not illustrate how to accomplish these 

goals. 
 
 
Yuba County 
41. McGowen Parkway Bicycle Path and Pedestrian Route Improvements 
Request: $1,204,000 
Recommendation for Funding: Partial Tier 2 
 
The purpose of the project is to increase active transportation access to the Olivehurst community which is 
enveloped by two state highways. The project, along McGowen Pkwy. between Powerline Rd. and State Route 65, 
would design and construct curb, gutter, sidewalk, Class II bicycle lanes, a continuous turn lane, curb ramps, new 
crosswalk, and striping for a route to multiple schools.  
 
Partial Tier 2 funding is recommended to complete the preliminary engineering and right-of-way phases. Within the 
Tier 2 list this is priority two of two. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analysis 
The project scored 60 out of 100 points and demonstrated moderate potential to increase biking and walking by 
connecting to schools, transit, removing barriers, and closing gaps. The project also demonstrated moderate potential 
to reduce or shorten vehicle miles traveled. 

• The project would increase active transportation access between an isolated neighborhood and the rest of the 
community of Olivehurst.  

• The project would extend active transportation facilities to local and commuter transit stops, as well as 
multiple schools. 

• The partial funding recommendation would complete early phases of the project and allow the project 
sponsor to determine what design elements would maximize the project’s benefits for active transportation. 
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Community Design Projects  
Project selection for this program was based on a series of input and review steps described in the Policy Framework 
outlined in Attachment D. Projects are first evaluated for eligibility of the funding source. In the next step, the 
Community Design Working Group reviews each project and provides recommendations to SACOG staff, including 
a project ranking list that is based upon program funding target scenarios. A separate, but integrated aspect of the 
process is an evaluation by the SACOG/Caltrans Review Team to scrutinize project delivery issues, including the 
eligibility of projects for federal funds. 
 
Community Design Projects with Funding Identified in Tier 1 and Tier 2: 
The projects are listed in alphabetical order by jurisdiction. Projects are described as: Not Recommended, Full Tier 
1, Partial Tier 1, Tier 2 and Partial Tier 2. Tier 2 projects are listed in priority order. Savings recovered from 
Community Design program projects would be directed to Tier 2 Community Design projects. 
 
Projects funded through the Community Design program are expected to be a catalyst for land use changes over 
time that support the implementation of the Blueprint. Funded projects will be monitored to assess their 
implementation progress towards achieving the Blueprint outcomes they committed to during the Community 
Design project selection process. Projects receiving funding will be required to demonstrate that the major planning 
assumptions are implemented in the spirit in which they were characterized in the application.   If actions 
contradictory or opposed to the commitments in the application take place after funds are awarded, funding for a 
project may be deprogrammed and the project may become ineligible to compete for future funds to implement later 
phases of the project. 
 
Implementation commitments, including performance metrics, are typically unique to individual projects and, as 
such, will be monitored individually through quarterly reports provided to SACOG. Community Design quarterly 
reports have been required for previously awarded projects, but new this round SACOG will require more specific 
detail on implementation progress (e.g. meeting project delivery milestones) and whether complementary land use 
regulation changes (e.g. zoning code updates) are being made to increase the potential of the project to be an infill 
development catalyst. Through the quarterly reports, Community Design projects will also be required to provide 
information on land use changes to the affected project area over time, and SACOG will track these land changes 
compared to the assumptions in the application.  For example, if a project will make complete street improvements 
along a corridor that the jurisdiction intends to attract compact, mixed-use growth, SACOG will track through the 
quarterly reports whether the jurisdiction is making the needed zoning changes and supportive infrastructure 
investments in a timely manner to achieve the project milestones that will ultimately support the Blueprint outcomes 
suggested in the project application.  
 
Community Design Projects with Non-Competitive Funding: 
For eligible cities and counties that choose not to submit competitive grant applications in the Community Design 
program (Category 1 or 2 applications), they may request non-competitive Category 3 projects.  These non-
competitive grants allow jurisdictions to receive up to $100,000 for projects that promote the Blueprint in some 
capacity.  Jurisdictions are required to provide a 10% local cash match and are limited to one request per funding 
cycle.   
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Project Descriptions and Analyses for the 
2015 Community Design Program (Round 7) 

 
 
City of Davis 
1. Anderson Road Improvements Phase 1 
Request: $1,897,000 
Recommended for Funding: Not Recommended 
 
The project would design streetscape improvements on a one mile segment of Anderson Road and construct 
improvements for about one quarter of a mile between Amherst Drive and Villanova Drive. Construction would 
include vehicle lane reductions, buffered bike lanes and the widening of sidewalks. The purpose of the project is to 
provide an enhanced north-south arterial connection to UC Davis, including complete street design and creating a 
“sense of place” at Chavez Elementary School.  
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• This project retrofits the street from an auto-oriented corridor to a multi-modal corridor creating more 
visible walking and biking facilities and greenscaping, especially near the Chavez Elementary School. 

• Relative to other projects seeking funding, the projected land use impacts such as new infill development, a 
mix of land uses, and revitalization of the existing neighborhood was low. Much of the built out corridor is 
low density, although there are some multi-family zoned parcels on the north side of the corridor. 

• While the project would reduce lanes north of Chavez Elementary School, the Working Group suggested 
that a more comprehensive phasing strategy needed to be considered to insure the project benefit would not 
be offset by leaving four lanes south of the school intact.  

• Although the project addresses important safety concerns, the Working Group felt that it lacks some of the 
design creativity and potential community impact of other projects, and therefore does not meet as many of 
the Blueprint principles.  

• More innovative street design features would help, particularly if the applicant works more extensively 
with the surrounding neighborhood residents.  

 
 
 
City of Davis 
2. Olive Drive - Pole Line Connection 
Request: $500,000 
Recommended for Funding: Not Recommended 
  
This pre-construction project would accomplish preliminary design and engineering of a bicycle/pedestrian 
connection from Olive Drive up to the Pole Line Overcrossing. The purpose of the project is to provide a safe 
connection from the Olive Drive neighborhood which contains affordable housing that is separated by railroad 
tracks and the I-80 freeway from destinations such as Downtown Davis, schools and grocery stores. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The bicycle/pedestrian ramp, upon construction, would provide a second bicycle/pedestrian access point 
into a lower income neighborhood that is otherwise difficult to enter or exit and improve access for other 
bicyclists in this area. 

• The area has both near and long term development projects that could benefit from these additional 
connections.  

• The Review Team noted that comparable facilities recently constructed within the region, and the state, are 
coming in at a significantly higher costs than this application indicates.   The Review Team suggests 
exploring alternatives to access which may have a higher cost benefit ratio. There was not enough evidence 
to suggest that a lot of users would use the facility.  

• The application indicated that there are signs of cooperation with Caltrans and the railroad on right-of-way 
needs. As noted by both the Working Group and Review Team, it is unclear whether each entity would 
grant permission for the project, which could be a major obstacle after the design work is completed.  
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• The design is such that the access onto the Pole Line overpass would only be on the southbound side.  It is 
unclear how a pedestrian or bicyclist could safely access the northbound side. 

 

City of Elk Grove 
3. Old Elk Grove Streetscape Phase 2 
Request: $450,000 
Recommended for Funding: Full Tier 1 
 
This is a pre-construction project that would acquire right-of-way and design for street frontage improvements 
along Elk Grove Boulevard from west of Derr Street to Waterman Road. Improvements would include Class II 
bicycle lanes, landscaping, sidewalks, crosswalks, bus shelters, pedestrian benches, refuse receptacles, 
undergrounding of utilities, and signing/striping improvements. The purpose of the project is to provide 
enhancements and beautification to revitalize business, development and community interest in the area.  
 
Staff recommends that the conceptual and preliminary designs of the future public plaza next to the railroad tracks 
be reviewed for compatibility with the intent the streetscape design funded for with this project.  If the plaza design 
is incompatible, this would significantly affect the availability of this project to received future construction funding.  
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The project would provide consistent design elements throughout the old town corridor building upon prior 
corridor investment. This would help unify the existing streetscape improvements and help to further create 
a sense of place in the city center. 

• The future public plaza next to the railroad could serve as an attraction piece for this area if designed 
correctly; however, if not, the streetscape and the plaza could be incompatible.   

• The Working Group had mixed reactions concerning how much Blueprint compatible private development 
would result from the project. For instance, the lack of zoning changes would need to be addressed before 
the city considers requesting future construction funds.  This should be considered and actions taken as the 
city is prepares it designs and prepares for its construction request in the future.  

 
 
City of Elk Grove 
4. Transit Shelters Lighting Project 
Request: $339,000 
Recommended for Funding: Not Recommended 
  
The project would design, purchase, and install replacement lighting fixtures on 43 critical bus shelters that support 
the City's e-Tran local and commuter transit service. The purpose of the project is to improve safety and security at 
the bus stop locations, and enhance the overall attractiveness of the City's transit system. (The City received funding 
in 2008 from the Community Design Program to construct 38 bus shelters and install solar lighting fixtures to each 
one.)  
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The project proposes to replace lighting for 43 bus shelters, most of which were funded and constructed 
with funding from a prior Community Design Program funding round. The new lighting would replace 
existing solar lights that are no longer functioning.  

• The opinion of the Working Group was that the lighting replacement implied maintenance rather than the 
promotion of the Blueprint principles. 

• The application did not describe how the project would lead to further infill, mixed use or higher density 
private development by itself. Adding safety and security features to transit bus stop locations would assist 
with the attractiveness of the City's transit system, but it would not necessarily create this connection. 

 
 
Live Oak 
5. Live Oak Community Trail Phase 4 
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Request: $491,000 
Recommended for Funding: Full Tier 1 
 
The project would construct the third of four segments of a Class I bike trail on the Live Oak Community Trail. This 
is an approximately 1/4 mile segment, from Kola Street to Epperson Way. The trail would turn an abandoned 
railroad corridor into a cohesive trail and greenway system. The purpose of the project is to provide connectivity 
between nearby homes and apartment buildings, commercial areas, civic uses, schools, and parks.  
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The proposed segment brings the City closer to providing an alternative mode trail running the length of the 
community that will benefit for all users. 

• For a small, rural community, the project would have a significant impact, especially by means of creating 
a sense of community and connecting people through alternative transportation options.  

• Building upon prior SACOG investment, the City has demonstrated a strong commitment to prior phases of 
the project through phased capital improvements leveraging multiple funding sources. 

• With two phases of this segment already constructed, the city has worked through many technical issues 
that this third phase should be constructed seamlessly. 

 
 
Rancho Cordova 
6. Rancho Cordova - Folsom Blvd Complete Streets Phase 5 (Bradshaw to Horn) 
Request: $3,500,000 
Recommended for Funding: Partial Tier 1 
 
The project would construct streetscape improvements along Folsom Boulevard, from Bradshaw Road to Horn 
Road, near the location of the planned new Sacramento Regional Transit light rail station. Improvements would 
include sidewalk gap closure, new bifurcated sidewalks, landscaped buffer, and landscaped medians to promote 
traffic calming. This is the fifth of five phases of improvements along this corridor. The purpose of the project is to 
enhance pedestrian safety and promote redevelopment opportunities. 
 
Staff recommends that prior to programming awarded construction funds in the MTIP that the city work with RT to 
incorporate feasible element of Center for Public Interest Design (of Portland State University) planning into final 
designs. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The project would finish the reconstruction work in this corridor. The prior four phases have been 
constructed and serve as examples of a transformed streetscape. 

• The project would tie in access to a potential future light rail station at Horn Rd., which adds to its potential 
scope and benefit.   

• The project would create a pedestrian-friendly environment connection to community activity centers and 
that the investment is important to realize the mixed-use development vision for the area. 

 
 
Regional Transit 
7. Dos Rios Light Rail Transit Station 
Request: $500,000 
Recommended for Funding: Full Tier 1 
 
The project would complete final design for a light rail station on the east side of North 12th Street, south of 
Richards Boulevard, on the Blue Line. The purpose of the project is to deliver shelf ready station plans to serve the 
Twin Rivers Redevelopment efforts. The project is anticipated to be an integral component of the SHRA plan to 
expand housing options and increase mixed transportation options in the Dos Rios area near Richards Boulevard 
and North 12th Street.  
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Staff recommends funding this project as part of a contingent action that would require Regional Transit to examine 
ways to not increase travel times along the Blue Line if this station is constructed.  This could be achieved by 
closing an underperforming Blue Line rail station and/or system improvements that improve travel time along the 
corridor. 
 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses: 

• The proposed station would provide a transit connection to the Twin Rivers residential area, which is a 
disadvantaged community with 215 residential units. SHRA will be receiving a $30 million HUD Choice 
Neighborhood grant to redesign and rebuild this into a 650+ residential unit to serve a mixed income, 
mixed use community. 

• There are potential issues with such a complicated project, including coordination, schedule, and funding 
for construction.  The projected construction costs of the project at $20 million is excessively high.  Funds 
from this grant would provide the applicant a better opportunity to explore ways to find more cost-effective 
ways to design and construct this project.   

• The project dovetails with the City of Sacramento’s efforts to transform North 12th St. into a complete 
street that is pedestrian friendly. 

 
 
Regional Transit 
8. Horn Road Light Rail Transit Station 
Request: $500,000 
Recommended for Funding: Full Tier 1 
 
The project would complete engineering and design for a new light rail station on the Gold Line light rail corridor, 
located at the southeast corner of Horn Road and Folsom Boulevard. The purpose of the project is to supplement 
the City of Rancho Cordova's Folsom Boulevard Complete Street Project and to provide a light rail station in a gap 
area of this corridor. (The project received funding for the first phase of enigineering design from Community 
Design in 2013.) 
 
Staff recommends funding this project as part of a contingent action that would require Regional Transit to examine 
ways to not increase travel times along the Gold Line is this station is constructed.  This could be achieved by 
closing an underperforming Gold Line rail station and/or system improvements that improve travel time  
along the corridor. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• Coupled with the proposed Folsom Blvd Complete Street Phase 5 Project, the project would set the stage 
for access to the proposed light rail station and help fill a gap for a major corridor. 

• The project would help highlight the gateway into the City and provide transit options to an existing mixed 
use area of residential, commercial, and civic amenities. 

• The project would provide connectivity to important civic locations in the area, including the Rancho 
Cordova Library, which are difficult to reach from current light rail station locations. 

 
 
City of Sacramento 
9. 4th Street Pedestrian Access 
Request: $443,000 
Recommended for Funding: Not Recommended 
  
The project would provide design and environmental clearance for street-grade pedestrian access improvements on 
4th Street between I Street and J Street through Chinatown in Downtown Sacramento. The project would develop 
both horizontal street level connections and vertical ADA accessible facilities to the lower level Chinatown Mall 
business and public housing entrance. The purpose of the project is to improve pedestrian circulation and 
connectivity of the Sacramento Valley Station, Railyards Development, Chinatown, and Entertainment Sports 
Complex. 
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Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The project would help improve connectivity between Sacramento Valley Station and the new 
Entertainment Sports Complex, attracting business and further development. 

• The application would have been strengthened by addressing bike connectivity, ADA issues, and the 
privacy concerns of residents within the adjacent residential building. 

• The project application did not provide information on the selection of this proposed alternative in 
comparison to potentially other less expensive alternative routes that would just need better signage, 
particularly along 5th Street where there are already existing streetlights. 

 
 
City of Sacramento 
10. Franklin Boulevard Streetscape 
Request: $443,000 
Recommended for Funding: Full Tier 1 
 
The project would provide planning and engineering design for lane reduction, bike lanes, landscaping, and on-
street parking on Franklin Boulevard, from Sutterville Road/12th Avenue to the Sacramento County line. The 
purpose of the project is to evaluate and develop alternatives for reducing the number of through travel lanes to 
provide room for bicycle/pedestrian improvements. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The project would dramatically alter the streetscape along Franklin Boulevard by reducing the number of 
travel lanes from four to two while introducing landscaping and other road diet features. 

• The project would improve the bicycle/pedestrian experience in a disadvantaged area where one in five 
residents do not own a car and transit options are limited. 

• The Working Group questioned as to whether the result of the project would lead to investment in the 
corridor that is Blueprint friendly.   However, there are many vacant sites along this corridor and the 
community has been working towards plans to fill those vacancies.  

 
 
City of Sacramento  
11. Meadowview Rd. Streetscape Phase 1  
Request: $2,475,000  
Recommended for Funding: Full Tier 1 
 
The project will construct bicycle/pedestrian improvements on Meadowview Road between 24th St. to Coral Gabels 
Court heading towards the Meadowview light rail station. The improvements include new crosswalks, pavement 
treatments, landscape medians, six foot wide separated sidewalks, modified traffic signals, pavement treatments, 
bike lanes, and vertical curbs. The purpose of the project is to promote alternative transportation choices by 
increasing the ease of walking and biking to the existing light rail station. (The project received engineering design 
funds from the Community Design Program in 2013.) 
 
Staff recommends that prior to programming awarded construction funds in the MTIP that the city work with RT to 
incorporate feasible element of Center for Public Interest Design (of Portland State University) planning into final 
designs. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• Improvements along this corridor would make it safer for biking and walking along the street. In addition, 
these improvements would help with access to the existing light rail station.  

• This segment is the key area that connects the main intersection at 24th Street and will eventually lead to the 
light rail station. 

• The corridor is in a disadvantaged community that needs more transportation options for the low income 
residents who do not own cars.  

 



   Attachment C2 

Page 7 of 11 

 
City of Sacramento 
12. 16th Street Streetscape 
Request: $443,000 
Recommended for Funding: Full Tier 1 
 
The project would complete environmental and design for streetscape improvements on North 16th Street between C 
Street and Richards Boulevard. Improvements would include separated sidewalks, pedestrian lighting, 
striping/signage, on-street parking, and clean-up of the pedestrian tunnels. The purpose of the project is to provide 
street-grade pedestrian improvements in an existing downtown neighborhood. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The improvements would correspond with the commercial residential infill units that are proposed in this 
neighborhood and the downtown core in general. They would make the pedestrian experience safer and 
potentially slow traffic speeds while maintaining traffic flow. 

• The proposed on-street parking would only be in effect during non-peak hours, and there is no clearly 
defined proposed bikeway. The bikeway for this area would depend on another project that is 
recommended for funds through Active Transportation Program.  

• The project provides lighting and other improvements to the two pedestrian tunnels, to make them more 
inviting and safe, but does not address the long term plans of how this tunnels or tracks will be integrated 
into future uses of this area.  

 
 
City of Sacramento 
13. R Street Streetscape Phase 3 
Request: $4,000,000 (min request: $2,987,000) 
Recommended for Funding: Partial Tier 1 
  
The project would construct streetscape improvements along three blocks of R Street between 13th and 16th Streets 
for pedestrian safety and accessibility. Improvements would include adequate pedestrian walkways, parking, 
roadway surfaces, lighting, pedestrian crossings, and roadway drainage. The purpose of the project is to enhance 
existing R Street Phase III area infill projects and catalyze the construction of future developments.   
 
Partial Tier 1 funding is recommended for the reconstruction of the streetscape from 13th to 15th Streets for $2.987 
million proposed improvements.  The improvements between 15th and 16th Streets will not be funded as part of the 
minimum request, as this segment is in the best condition within the corridor.  
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The project would provide streetscape improvements to go along with current redevelopment in the 
corridor. Private and public investments, such as the Ice Blocks buildings, add to the land use and mixed 
use elements.  

• The public agencies redeveloping this corridor have delivered on prior phases with a positive result in 
private investment, strong planning, and development infusing the corridor. 

• The corridor is one of the signature examples in the region for how public investment in an underused area 
can lead to private, Blueprint-friendly mixed use development and finalizes a corridor that has used prior 
Community Design funding.  

 
 
Sacramento County 
14. Fair Oaks Boulevard, - Completing the Complete Street- Stanley Ave. to South of Landis Ave. 
Request: $2,074,000 
Recommended for Funding: Full Tier 1 
 
The project would construct street improvements on a 1,100 foot segment of Fair Oaks Blvd., between Stanley 
Avenue/Angeline Avenue and 300 ft. south of Landis Avenue. Improvements would include landscaping strips, Class 
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II bike lanes, landscaped medians, ADA curb ramps, bus stops, and other enhancements. The purpose of the project 
is to transform this section of Fair Oaks Boulevard into a vibrant mixed-use commercial and residential district.  
 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The project would connect two segments of this corridor that were funded for construction in prior 
Community Design cycles completing a 1100 foot stretch of road.  

• The intent of all the work done in this corridor is for it to serve as the community main street, with the 
belief that it will catalyze compact development and stimulate revitalization in this area of Carmichael.  

• The prior construction projects in this corridor helped to improve safety, fill in sidewalk gaps and offer 
provide transit amenities along this heavily trafficked corridor.  

 
 
Sacramento County 
15. Greenback Lane Complete Street Improvements Phase 1 
Request: $2,390,000 
Recommended for Funding: Not Recommended 
  
The project would construct complete bicycle and pedestrian improvements on Greenback Lane., from 500 feet west 
of Main Avenue east to the City of Folsom/Sacramento County line, for the first phase of work in the Greenback 
Lane Business Corridor. Improvements include separated sidewalks, landscaped buffers, bike lanes, medians with 
landscaping, street lighting, enhanced crosswalks, and other features. The purpose of the project is to provide a 
safer, more conducive environment for pedestrians, bicyclists, and transit and bus riders. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The project could help in building an identity for Orangevale. However, the project scope does not have 
some basic components that would provide a conducive environment for pedestrians or bicyclists, such as a 
fine street grid or buildings that are oriented to bicyclists, pedestrians, or transit users.  

• The existing lands uses in the area are auto-oriented, and streets hold high volumes of vehicle travel at high 
speeds. 

• The proposed project did not propose any lane reductions or bike facilities, which would help reduce 
vehicle speeds and increase bicycle/pedestrian usage along this corridor. 

• Compared to other requests for funding, the subject area does not have much projected job or residential 
growth.  

 
 
City of West Sacramento 
16. Riverfront Street Extension 
Request: $3,681,000 
Recommended for Funding: Partial Tier 1 and Partial Tier 2   
 
Project Description: 
The project would construct a new 0.3 mile multi-modal street connection to extend Riverfront Street from Mill 
Street to a new four-way intersection, including two-lane roadway, sidewalks, protected bike lanes, dry and wet 
utilities, lighting, and landscaping, and will accommodate a future north-south streetcar line extending from Tower 
Bridge Gateway through the Bridge District. The purpose of the project is to enable the build-out of riverfront 
mixed-use developments and allow multi-modal connectivity in the area. 
 
Partial Tier 1 is recommended for pre-construction activities and constructing one 13 foot wide multiuse bike track 
that has the capacity to be converted into a two lane roadway. If Tier 2 funds become available the remaining 
request balance would go towards the construction of the two lane roadway and intersection. Within the Tier 2 list 
this is priority one of two. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 
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• The project would provide access to land that would facilitate private development, meeting the Blueprint 
Principles of transportation options, infill development, and quality design.  

• The City has led an inclusive and thorough community planning process that resulted in a Blueprint-
supportive design that can support multi-modal travel. 

• Public and private infrastructure and housing investments have already been along the corridor, including  
several multi-family housing units, and the corridor is being planned to support an eventual extension of the 
Downtown/Riverfront Streetcar line.  

 
 
Yuba City 
17. Highway 20 Revitalization 
Request: $1,770,000 
Recommended for Funding: Not Recommended 
  
The project would complete project plans and construction for the revitalization of Highway 20, from Highway 99 to 
the Fifth Street Bridge. The project would provide sidewalks, landscaping, curb ramps, lighting, and signage. The 
purpose of the project is to revitalize economic growth and to promote the Blueprint Principles along the Highway 
20 corridor. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The information provided in the application demonstrates the need for urban revitalization is present, and 
the corridor work has a plan that provides a clear vision, but in the opinion of the Working Group it was 
unclear if the City plans to make efforts beyond aesthetics to transform the area, such as reducing vehicle 
travel lanes and adding bike lanes. In addition, there is not a plan for how land uses will change if the 
highway improvements are made. For instance, many properties have very large parking lots that are 
deterrents from pedestrian usage.  

• The Community Design Review Team noted that much of the right of way affected by the project is owned 
and controlled by Caltrans. The application would be stregthen by demonstrating coordination and 
partnership with Caltrans.  

• Compared to other projects seeking funding, the proposed project did not demonstrate how pedestrian and 
streetscape improvements would increase pedestrian travel along a high speed and high traffic volume 
roadway, and deal with the numerous parking lots, and a lack of shade issues facing the larger corridor. 

 
 
Yuba County 
18. North Beale Road Complete Streets Phase 2 
Request: $2,400,000 
Recommended for Funding: Partial Tier 2  
 
Project Description: 
Partial Tier 2 funding is recommended for developing workable phase leading to construction. The fully funded 
project would construct complete streets improvements, including bicycle lanes, sidewalks, enhanced bus turnouts, 
enhanced crosswalk features, street lighting, minor road reconstruction, and landscaping in the unincorporated 
Community of Linda, on North Beale Rd., from Hammonton-Smartsville Rd. to Yuba Community College at Linda 
Avenue. The purpose of the project is to complete Phase 2 of the North Beale Road Complete Street Revitalization 
Project. (The Community Design program funded the design work for this segment, and the construction of the other 
half of this corridor.) 
 
Within the Tier 2 list this is priority two of two. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses: 

• This corridor has many challenges for bicyclists and pedestrians, such as safety issues in an area of high 
vehicle use. As a rural community, improvements to infrastructure go a long way in helping these 
communities. There is a definite need to provide facilities for alternative travel choices.  
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• The construction of Phase I of this corridor was helpful in making it safer. The project proposes continuing 
the design utilized in previous successful phases of this cooridor. 

• A partial funding recommendation would allow Yuba County to continue progress on the project and work 
out schedule refinements.  
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  Community Design $100k Non-Competitive Projects. 
 
There projects are eligible for the Non-Competitive Category #3 of the Community Design Program and are 
therefore recommended for funding.  Each project would receive $100,000 in program grant funding.  
 
City of Citrus Heights  
19. Community Corridor Revitalization Program 
Project Description: This project would review the Auburn Boulevard Plan regulations to identify plan changes, 
review development fee structure to encourage active uses, mixed uses, and redevelopment, establish a technical 
assistance program, and provide technical assistance. 
 
City of Galt 
20. Pedestrian Safety Crossing Project 
Project Description: This project would install pedestrian safety devices along Walnut Ave. and Carillion Blvd., such 
as rapid flashing beacons and signing and striping, serving an area with three elementary schools.  
 
City of Isleton 
21. General Plan Revisions 
Project Description: The project would perform a variety of activities:  complete the city's general plan update, and 
bring it together with the city's strategic plan, housing element, and the previous general plan.  
 
City of Marysville 
22. 2016 Pavement Management Update and Medical Arts District Parking Study 
Project Description: First, the project would update the City's Pavement Management System surveys from 15 years 
ago, to reflect current condition of city streets and ranking individual streets; and secondly, it would perform a 
parking study for the Medical Arts District to determine the unmet parking need. 
 
Sutter County 
23. Barry Elementary School Pedestrian Improvement Project 
Project Description: This project would provide 6 ft. wide elevated concrete sidewalks along the north side of Barry 
Road adjacent to the Barry Elementary School. 
 
City of Wheatland 
24. Climate Action Plan (CAP) 
Project Description: This project would promote the SACOG Blueprint Project through the introduction of policies 
addressing air quality and GHG emissions.  
 
City of Winters 
25. Grant Av./SR 128/ Russell Blvd. Corridor Improvements PSR-PDS 
Project Description: This project would prepare a Project Study Report-Project Development Support (PSR-PDS) to 
establish alternatives and a preferred option to facilitate safe pedestrian and bike access along project area, 
including the freeway overpass.  
 
Yolo County 
26. Grant Av./SR 128/ Russell Blvd. Corridor Improvements PSR-PDS 
Project Description: In partnership with City of Winters; see project scope for City of Winters.  
 
City of Woodland 
27. Green Bicycle Lanes Project 
Project Description: This project would install 12,000 sq. ft. of green bike lanes along E. Main St.  
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Regional/Local Process Overview 

Project selection for this program was based upon the Regional Local Program Policy Framework 
provided in Attachment D.  The Regional Local Program Working Group, comprised of staff from 
SACOG and external agencies, evaluated projects against Board-adopted goals and priorities, seven 
performance outcomes, and special consideration criteria related to project delivery. Following this step, 
another round of review was undertaken by SACOG staff and ultimately SACOG management, who 
reviewed the Working Group recommendations and conducted additional analyses, including color-of-
money scenarios to optimize the allocation of the available revenues. In light of a reduced funding target, 
staff also received Board direction in September to emphasize the program’s four goals and priorities in 
shaping the final project recommendations. 
 
Regional/Local Projects Recommended for Funding  
All submitted projects are listed in alphabetical order by funding applicant. Projects are described as: Not 
Recommended, Tier 1, Tier 2 or a split between Tier 1 and 2. Some projects include recommendations for 
contingencies for the project applicants to address prior to final programming. These contingencies are 
further described in the section that follows.  Tier 2 projects are listed in priority order. As described in 
more detail in Attachment A, new revenues captured through the State Transportation Improvement 
Program (STIP) or project delivery savings recovered from Regional/Local program projects would be 
directed to Tier 2 Regional/Local projects.  
 
Regional/Local Projects with Direct Funding Identified in Tier 1: 
Staff recommends Tier 1 awards of full or partial funding for projects that achieve multiple high 
performance outcomes.  
 

• Full funding reflects the amount requested by the applicant within the context of their application 
and/or supplemental information provided during phone interviews with the Working Group. 
These projects were viewed by the Working Group as having provided high performance 
outcomes and are supportive of one or more program goals. Within the pool of applicants these 
projects were identified as high impact and offering nearer-term implementation opportunities. 
 

• Partial funding reflects a project minimum identified by the applicant or through analysis by 
SACOG programming and project delivery staff. Partial recommendations can be for phases of 
projects that are most likely to lead to strong performance outcomes when the project is 
implemented in the near future through other revenues. In some instances partial funding reflects 
a smaller scaled portion of a project that can still achieve strong performance outcomes.  

Nearly all of the recommended projects include a construction phase, but a subset of projects with only 
project analysis, environmental, and design (PAED) activities are recommended for funding in this round. 
Such an approach reflects the program goal for a “relatively small but strategically allocated portion of 
the total revenue” and is consistent with prior funding rounds. Staff recommendations for PAED awards 
include both full and partial project funding awards.  

Regional/Local Projects with Funding Identified in Tier 2: 

Tier 2 funding recommendations are also for projects that achieve multiple high performance outcomes 
and support program goals, but were not as highly ranked as the Tier 1 recommendations. There are three 
types of Tier 2 projects: road rehabilitation projects with complete streets features, road capacity projects, 
and transit asset management projects.  
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Tier 2 projects have in common the fact that they support program goals, offer high performance 
outcomes, and are anticipated to have project delivery efficiencies. During the comment period for the 
draft staff recommendations, SACOG staff will work with Tier 2 project sponsors to reconfirm project 
delivery status. Based on delivery readiness to request authorization of identified funding in a timely 
manner, this review may result in some recommended changes to the draft Tier 2 priority order. The draft 
ranking of the Tier 2 projects: 

1. Transit Asset Management Lump Sum Partial of $5,000,000 
2. Caltrans: State Route 51 (Capital City) Corridor Improvements: J St to Arden (#2) 
3. County of Sacramento: complete streets/rehabilitation projects (#29, #36, #37) 
4. City of Rancho Cordova: Zinfandel Complex (#17) 
5. City of Elk Grove: Kammerer Road Widening and Extension (#9) 
6. City of Sacramento: Downtown Controller and Communications Upgrade (#19) 
7. Transit Asset Management Lump Sum Remaining Total of $13,000,000 

Each of the three Tier 2 project types has different strategies and/or contingent actions:  

Tier 2 Complete Streets & Road Rehabilitation Projects 

For the three projects with funding recommended, SACOG staff suggests that the project sponsor discuss 
programming and delivery alternatives with SACOG staff as the next Metropolitan Transportation 
Improvement Program (MTIP) is being developed in the summer of 2016. This coordination can help 
focus on delivery options and priorities between these rehabilitation projects. 

Tier 1 & 2 Road Capacity Projects 

The road capacity projects with funds split between Tier 1 and Tier 2 were viewed by the Working Group 
as having strong performance outcomes and are supportive of program goals. These projects demonstrate 
regional benefit, but relative to other candidate projects, may need to:  

• refine project scope or costs; 
• evaluate timing and procurement of right of way/utilities/permits; 
• secure all necessary public and private support;  
• demonstrate a financial plan where SACOG dollars result in realistic project development; or, 
• pursue a way to leverage limited SACOG dollars to advance plan goals through timing or creative 

financing mechanisms. 

For these projects, the project sponsor will need to complete pre-design, or conceptual planning with 
identified Tier 1 dollars to be eligible to access Tier 2 dollars should they become available. Work 
completed with Tier 1 dollars needs to lead to a useable phase and/or strategy for pursuing funding 
outside of SACOG as well as competing in future competitive rounds. To access Tier 2 dollars, should 
they become available, would require sponsors to demonstrate fulfillment of contingency steps. 

To drive contingent actions forward and potentially fund ready-to-go Tier 2 projects, projects that fail to 
complete significant progress toward completing contingent actions in 12 months will run the risk of 
losing their Tier 1 funding and/or Tier 2 priority order.  Projects that fail to complete these contingent 
actions in 24 months will forfeit their award and funding will be directed into the next funding round. 
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Sponsors with project finance needs greater than the amount of their Tier 1 funding award are encouraged 
to leverage their Tier 1 award towards a loan or alternative financing option that secures additional 
revenues. Additional financed revenue to close project budget gaps can ensure the project meets the 
delivery milestones in the project application. The benefit of this approach is to implement the project 
sooner and thereby reduce the risk of any negative outcomes from tighter “use it or lose it” project 
delivery strategies that are anticipated beginning in 2017. SACOG would be supportive of prioritization 
of projects that pursue creative finance options through future delivery plan processes within the amount 
identified in Tier 2. Similarly, a project sponsor could wait to see if full Tier 2 funding becomes available 
and make use of both Tier 1 and 2 dollars 

Tier 1 & 2 Transit Asset Management Projects 

Staff recommends establishing an $11 million Tier 1 and a cumulative $18 million Tier 2 transit asset 
management lump-sum award that will be allocated between the four transit agencies that applied for bus 
or light rail vehicle replacements or transit asset management planning. The allocation split between the 
four transit operators will be established following the completion of a Transit Asset Management Plan 
(TAM) process, as briefly described below. 
 
As an anticipated outcome of new Federal Transit Administration rulemaking, TAM provides an 
opportunity for SACOG and transit operators to collaboratively evaluate regional vehicle asset needs in a 
more uniform and consistent manner.  Through the TAM effort, additional financial analyses will be 
conducted on the transit asset management funding options for the four agencies who applied for regional 
funds and key metrics will be established to prioritize vehicle replacement needs between them and the 
amount of funding needed for associated operator-specific studies. 

 
In terms of process, staff is recommending that the Transit Coordinating Committee (TCC) establish an 
ad-hoc committee of operators to initiate the development of the TAM, which would then be used to 
determine proposed allocation amounts from the transit lump sum. The proposed recommendation would 
be vetted through the full Transit Coordinating Committee and eventually result in a staff 
recommendation to the SACOG Board.  

 
Waiting to program the Tier 1 transit asset management awards until an initial TAM is completed is not 
anticipated to delay operators’ access to funds. Tier 1 project awards made available during this 
programming round will be programmed between fiscal years 2017/18-2019/20 for federal funds, and as 
late as fiscal year 2020/2121 for state funds. Tier 2 project awards will only be available when new 
funding is secured. 

 
Tier 1 funds awarded through this programming round will be added as part of the 2017 MTIP, 
development of which is scheduled to take place in the summer of 2016. The proposed timing of the 
recommendation would allow the individual programming of projects to fold into the 2017 MTIP. 

 
Establishing key TAM metrics to assess vehicle replacement needs between the four operators is also 
expected to be an important first step towards the eventual development of a regional TAM that includes 
all of the transit operators in the region.  
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Project Descriptions and Analyses for Regional/Local Funding Program  
(Round 7) 

 
 
Caltrans District 3 
1. Ramp Meters, I-80, SR51, SR65, SR99 
 
Total Request: $22,500,000 
Recommendation for Tier 1: Not Recommended 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
 
The project would install ramp meters on I-5, I-80, SR 51, and SR 9 at 21 locations in Sacramento and 
Yolo Counties. The purpose of the project is to improve state highway traffic flow along congested 
corridors. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The project has the potential to address state highway traffic flow along several congested 
corridors.  

• The application would have been stronger had there been a discussion of  how local streets would 
be affected by ramp metering projects, such as those ramp meters proposed near Downtown 
Sacramento on I-5 and the Capital City Freeway. 

• The Working Group recognized the potential to address state highway traffic flow along several 
congested corridors; however, the lack of data and limited discussion of performance outcomes in 
the application did not adequately demonstrate the benefits of ramp metering along the corridors 
identified. 

• The application would have been strengthened by additional analysis that responded to the 
recommendation in the 2013 Funding Round when strategic funding was awarded to ramp 
meters. In those recommendations, it was recommended that Caltrans staff complete “before and 
after” studies examining  the benefits of additional ramp metering on SR 99. 

 
 
Caltrans District 3 
2. State Route 51 (Capital City) Corridor Improvements: J St to Arden 
 
Total Request: $10,270,000 
Recommendation for Tier 1: $4,000,000 
Recommendation for Tier 2: $5,400,000 
 
The project would extend bus and carpool lanes from J St. to Arden Way; widen the American River 
Bridge to four lanes with bus/carpool lanes in both directions; and construct a Class I bicycle trail 
adjacent to northbound lanes.  The purpose of the project is to improve safety and flow on the Capital 
City Corridor, and to close a bicycle trail gap in an area of high bicycle traffic. 
 
SACOG Staff recommends awarding $4,000,000 from Tier 1 and $5,400,000 from Tier 2. Access to Tier 
1, Tier 2 or a combination of both  is contingent upon Caltrans entering into a partnership agreement to 
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plan and implement a suite of partner-sponsored Capital City Freeway corridor mobility projects with 
the involved local agencies. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The project addresses a major regional bottleneck with the potential to develop multi-modal 
solutions.  

• Caltrans has already showed effectiveness with their advance work on the American River bridge 
deck, and is anticipated to capture a significant amount of new SHOPP funds that will provide 
leverage for future planned improvements. 

• The project would close a gap in the existing bike trail and add needed connectivity for high 
bicycle traffic over the American River. 

• The proposed suite of state highway project elements that would be studied with the requested 
funding would require substantial long-term investments and solid partnerships between partner 
agencies responsible for local and regional mobility on the corridor. 

• As an expensive, multi-phase effort, the project’s prospects for implementation will be 
strengthened through a comprehensive public outreach strategy and local partnership consensus 
on the multi-modal corridor investment strategy.  

 
 
City of Citrus Heights 
3. Comprehensive Transit System Analysis & Transit Asset Management Project 
 
Total Request: $183,300 
Recommendation for Tier 1: $183,300 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Fully funded through Tier 1 
 
The plan would analyze transit service and asset management for the City of Citrus Heights, and to 
update the relevant components of the comprehensive operations analysis (COA) with SACRT. The 
purpose of the plan is to develop a comprehensive understanding of local and regional service gaps and 
ridership needs. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The project is an effective way to address the City of Citrus Heights’ specific transit needs within 
a regional transit system framework.  

• The project could serve as a best practice guidance for other cities looking to incorporate more 
locally specific planning within the larger regional framework.  

• The application demonstrated Sacramento Regional Transit support of this planning effort in 
collaboration with the City of Citrus Heights. 

 
 
City of Davis 
4. 14th Street / Villanova Corridor Improvements 
 
Total Request: $992,000 
Recommendation for Tier 1: $992,000 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Fully funded through Tier 1 
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The project would construct bicycle/pedestrian safety improvements along Fourteenth St. and Villanova 
Dr., serving key destinations along Fourteenth St., including Safe Routes to School infrastructure  
improvements for North Davis Elementary School. The purpose of the project is to provide safety and 
enhanced mobility for all modes of travel along these corridors. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The project effectively incorporates bicycle improvements with street rehabilitation efforts. 
• The project cost-effectively addresses multi-modal safety concerns in the area, documented by 

public engagement efforts from City of Davis staff and collision histories. 
• The project would help tie together neighborhoods with multiple destinations such as schools and 

libraries. 
 
 
City of Davis 
5. Loyola Drive Improvements 
 
Total Request: $1,042,000  
Recommendation for Tier 1: Not Recommended 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
 
The project would provide street resurfacing and complete streets improvements on Loyola Dr., between 
Pole Line Rd. and Monarch Ln. The purpose of the project is to provide safety and enhanced mobility for 
all modes of travel. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• Compared to other projects seeking funding, the data to support the need for the project from a 
‘safety and security’ perspective was limited. 

• The application did not clearly address current and future potential bicycle/automobile conflicts.  
 
 
City of Davis 
6. Pole Line Road Improvements (Covell Blvd to North City Limits) 
 
Total Request: $946,000 
Recommendation for Tier 1: Not Recommended 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
 
The project would conduct street resurfacing and complete street improvements along Pole Line Rd., 
between E. Covell Blvd. and the north City limit. The purpose of the project is to increase safety and 
comfort for intercity bicyclists. 
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Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 
 

• In comparison to other projects seeking funding for similar improvements, the projected increase 
in bicycling from the proposed changes would not be as impactful because the area already has 
adequate bicycle facilities. 

• While accident data was included in the application, it was unclear to the Working Group if 
proposed improvements would appropriately address these incidents, and there is potential that 
the plans would make incidents worse. 

 
 
City of Elk Grove 
7. Arterial Roads Rehabilitation Project 
 
Total Request: $2,583,300 
Recommendation for Tier 1: $2,000,000 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
 
The project would rehabilitate 3.5 miles of roads, and will add 2.3 miles of Class II bicycle lanes, on 6 
segments in Elk Grove, including portions of Waterman Rd., Elk Grove Florin Rd., Elk Grove Blvd., Kent 
St., and Dino St. The purpose of the project is to rehabilitate streets with a current Pavement Condition 
Index (PCI)ranging from 28 to 62, and raise the PCI to between 90 and 95. Adding Class II bicycle lanes 
will improve safety for multi-modal transportation. 
 
SACOG staff recommends a partial award of $2,000,000 from Tier 1 to address street segments along 
Waterman Rd., Elk Grove Florin Rd., and Elk Grove Blvd. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The Waterman Rd. segment has a history of bicycle collisions, which would be addressed with 
the project's proposed wider shoulders. 

• Materials from the application suggest that there are project segments with both low pavement 
condition index scores and high stress, leading SACOG staff to recommend that City of Elk 
Grove staff focus partial funding for specific segments. 

• Future commercial developments in the southeast area of the project area will result in added 
travel pressures on Bradshaw Rd. and Waterman Rd. 

 
 
City of Elk Grove 
8. Bradshaw / Sheldon Intersection Improvements 
 
Total Request: $2,897,400 
Recommendation for Tier 1: $1,549,000 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
 
The project would install either a signal or roundabout at the Bradshaw Rd./Sheldon Rd. intersection, 
and would add bicycle and pedestrian facilities. The purpose of the project is to relieve congestion and 
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reduce traffic delays at this intersection, while meeting the City's roadway, bicycle, and intersection 
service standards. 
 
Staff recommends partial funding for a traffic signal and not the roundabout design with a partial award 
of $1,549,000 from Tier 1. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The project has the potential to reduce incidents of vehicle accidents by enhancing traffic control 
from a 4-way stop.  

• The project has the potential to address future demand needs and congestion issues by improving 
operations with a traffic signal. 

• The application noted significant cost increases for utility relocations and bridge expansions if a 
roundabout is the preferred alternative. The escalated cost for the larger scope does not align with 
the projected safety benefits at this time.  

• Should the City of Elk Grove secure addtional funding from other sources, SACOG staff would 
revisit the roundabout scope for reprogramming purposes. 
 

 
 
City of Elk Grove 
9. Kammerer Road Widening and Extension 
 
Total Request: $15,314,000 
Recommendation for Tier 1: $2,918,200 
Recommendation for Tier 2: $3,000,000 
 
The project would conduct design and acquire right of way to extend Kammerer Rd. for 3.0 miles to I-5 
and widen the existing 2.5 miles from 2 to 4 lanes, including Class II bicycle lanes in both directions and 
a Class I bicycle trail on the north side of the new extension. The purpose of the project is to improve 
mobility, traffic operations, and safety within the project area. 
 
Staff recommends partial funding for preliminary engineering with an award of $2,918,200 from Tier 1 
and $3,000,000 from Tier 2, with programming of awarded funds in the MTIP contingent on the City of 
Elk Grove having secured full funding for preliminary engineering. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The project provides a missing link in the transportation network by connecting two freeways and 
supporting a connected network of bicycle facilities in a growing portion of Elk Grove that 
includes the Southeast Policy Area where a significant amount of commercial and residential 
development is forecasted. 

• Safety and accessibility should increase for both motorists and active transportation users through 
the corridor design, modifications to the I-5 & Hood/Franklin interchange, and new bicycling 
facilities.  
The project will support goods movement and inter-jurisdictional connections along the Capital 
Southeast Connector. 

 



   Attachment C3 
 

Page 9 of 33 
 

 
City of Elk Grove 
10. Replacement Purchase of Nine 40’ CNG Buses 
 
Total Request: $4,661,100 
Recommendation for Tier 1: Transit Asset Management Lump Sum 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Transit Asset Management Lump Sum  
 
The project would allow for the purchase of nine new 40’ CNG buses to replace seven 2002 Orion VII 
buses that will be past their useful life in 2017, and two 2003 Orion V buses that will be past their useful 
life in 2018. The purpose of the project is to replace a total of nine buses that will reach their useful life 
by 2017 and 2018, and allow the City to maintain a 10% spare ratio for its fixed-route transit fleet. 
 
All transit fleet vehicle replacement and rehabilitation funding requests are recommended for Tier 1 and 
Tier 2 funds subject to the contingent action described in Attachment A and outlined in the introduction 
above. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The current buses run at high levels of vehicle miles traveled (VMT), and replacement buses 
would ensure that this high demand will continue to be met. 

• The City aims to maintain their fleet in a state of good repair by replacing buses that are near the 
end of their useful life; hubometer readings for six of nine vehicles show 460,000+ miles.  

 
 
City of Elk Grove 
11. Replacement Purchase of Two (2) Paratransit Buses 
 
Total Request: $185,900 
Recommendation for Tier 1: Transit Asset Management Lump Sum  
Recommendation for Tier 2: Transit Asset Management Lump Sum  
 
The project would replace two 2006 paratransit buses that have reached the end of their useful life. The 
purpose of this project is to allow the City to maintain existing paratransit service levels, and maintain a 
spare ratio of 12%. 
 
All transit fleet vehicle replacement and rehabilitation funding requests are recommended for Tier 1 and 
Tier 2 funds subject to the contingent action described in Attachment A and outlined in the introduction 
above. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• This request shows efforts by the City to maintain their fleet in a state of good repair. 
• The City of Elk Grove was unable to show the working group that this project helped achieve 

other performance outcomes, such as increasing multimodal travel or reducing VMT. 
• While the age of two of the City of Elk Grove's paratransit vehicles exceed FTA standards for 

years of life, the Working Group did not receive data on their mileage. 
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City of Galt 
12. South Galt Safe Routes to School and Rehabilitation 
 
Total Request: $1,675,000 
Recommendation for Tier 1: $1,675,000 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Fully funded through Tier 1 
 
The project would rehabilitate W. A St. and Lincoln Way, and provide bicycle and pedestrian 
improvements in south Galt on streets adjacent to, or near, Greer Elementary, Valley Oaks Elementary, 
and Galt High Schools. The purpose of the project is to improve safety and accessibility of bicycle and 
pedestrian facilities. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The application offered good documentation of a high volume of students using active modes to 
get to school, suggesting high demand for these bicycle and pedestrian improvements.  

• The project will improve state of good repair and enhance bicycle and pedestrian facilities, 
making for easier and safer travel to and from school. 

• Current pavement conditions are moderately deteriorated and are a good candidate for cost 
effective preventative maintenance treatments, such as micro-surfacing. 

 
 
City of Marysville 
13. Marysville Medical Arts District Transportation Development Project 
 
Total Request: $1,460,700 
Recommendation for Tier 1: $700,000 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
 
The project would rehabilitate 5th St. and extend and realign 2nd St. from Hwy 70 to J St., including the 
Medical Arts District. The purpose of the project is to handle the increased traffic loads on 5th and 3rd 
Streets; provide safe access to the Rideout Regional Medical Facility for all modes of travel; provide safe 
movement for pedestrians, bicycles, and vehicles within the Medical Arts District; connect to surrounding 
residential areas; and provide complete street improvements. 
 
SACOG staff recommends partial funding of this project for $700,000 of Tier 1 funds for preliminary 
engineering of 5th St. rehabilitation as well as studying a project to extend and realign 2nd St. from Hwy 
70 to J St. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• Bicycle and pedestrian improvements would support the objectives of two major City of 
Marysville projects - the hospital improvements and the Bounceback Plan.  

• Proposed improvements have the potential to increase and improve access to the hospital.  
• A bypass lane on 2nd St. could be beneficial to the functionality of the Medical Arts District. 
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• The extension of 2nd Street as a capacity project is not included in the current MTP/SCS, and the 
Working Group suggests further analysis before the project is considered for construction funds 
through a future funding round. 

 
 
City of Rancho Cordova 
14. Mather Field Road/US 50 Interchange 
 
Total Request: $252,300 
Recommendation for Tier 1: Not Recommended 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
 
The project would complete environmental clearance and design for modifications to the existing 
eastbound off-ramp to add an additional lane north of the ramp. The lane will square up the intersection 
to provide better sight distance and remove the "weave" in the Class II bicycle lane. The purpose of the 
project is to improve the existing intersection, safety for cyclists, and existing pavement conditions. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The application would have been stronger with the inclusion of data to support how the 
movement of freight and goods to Mather Field would be improved from the project. 

• The application states that more analysis of potential congestion benefits through Congested 
Vehicle Miles Traveled (CVMT) reductions and safety benefits would be understood after the 
project was funded.  

• The Working Group recommends working more closely with Caltrans District 3 on more 
comprehensive US50 Corridor Planning to help plan for projects with corridor-wide benefits. 

 
 
City of Rancho Cordova 
15. Sunrise Blvd Street Rehab (Folsom to White Rock) 
 
Total Request: $3,995,700 
Recommendation for Tier 1: Not Recommended 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
 
The project would rehabilitate Sunrise Blvd., from Folsom Blvd. to White Rock Rd. with a two-inch 
rubberized asphalt overlay, and pedestrian and signal improvements. The purpose of the project is to 
rehabilitate roadway pavement and provide enhanced bicycle and pedestrian facilities. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• Relative to similar projects with a funding recommendation, the average Pavement Condition 
Index (PCI) score of 54 is not especially low. 

• The project would have been more competitive if the application had included more specific 
information on complete streets features to improve or add, and how these facilities would 
support land use changes along the corridor. 

• The Working Group did not see notable congestion relief elements in the project scope, despite 
the fact it was one of the priority performance outcomes discussed in the application. 
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City of Rancho Cordova 
16. White Rock Rd. Transportation Improvement Project 
 
Total Request: $14,749,400 
Recommendation for Tier 1: Not Recommended 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
 
The project would widen White Rock Rd., from Sunrise Blvd. to Grant Line Rd., from two to four lanes, 
add 6' bike lanes, and improve the safety of the roadway. The purpose of the project is to serve both local 
and regional travel while relieving congestion, linking residential areas to jobs and recreational areas, 
and providing needed safety improvements. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The application cites congestion and volume issues, but current SACOG modeling suggests 
volume and congestion issues to be lower than those included in the application, with the 
exception of some high volumes near Sunrise Blvd.  

• The application is likely to improve connections into the Rancho Cordova job center, but the 
application did not provide strong data and analysis to make the case for this benefit. 

• The application did not clearly explain how the project will be important for near-term 
development projects along the corridor.  

• The project received $3.5 million in the 2010 SACOG funding round. At that time, a full funding 
package was believed to be in place by the sponsor. As project development work continues, it is 
apparent that additional funding is needed to complete the four-lane expansion project. 

 
 
City of Rancho Cordova 
17. Zinfandel Complex 
 
Total Request: $3,738,200 
Recommendation for Tier 1: $1,869,100 
Recommendation for Tier 2: $1,869,100 
 
The project would modify intersections, add and lengthen turn pockets, and add overhead signage at the 
Zinfandel Drive Interchange with Hwy. 50. The purpose of the project is to ease congestion and improve 
access for transit riders, cyclists, and pedestrians. 
 
SACOG staff recommends partial funding for construction with an award of $1,869,100 from Tier 1 and 
$1,869,100 from Tier 2, with programming of awarded funds in the MTIP contingent on the City of 
Rancho Cordova having secured full funding for construction. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• Safety improvements should help to mitigate documented safety issues for vehicles, bicycles, and 
pedestrians in the project area. 
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• The project proposes a cost-effective and modestly scaled operational improvement to address 
existing problems at the interchange. 

• The application had minimal emphasis on alternative modes, but the Working Group recognizes 
built environment constraints to bicycle and pedestrian improvements. 

• This project could benefit from additional planning coordination with Caltrans and other US50 
Corridor partners to understand future multimodal safety and freight issues. 

 
 
City of Sacramento 
18. 14th Avenue Extension 
 
Total Request: $3,284,200 
Recommendation for Tier 1: Not Recommended 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
 
The project will widen the existing roadway and provide streetscape and bicycle lane improvements on 
14th Ave. between Power Inn Rd. and Florin Perkins Rd. The purpose of the project is to provide an east-
west connection between Power Inn Rd. and Florin Perkins Rd. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The application offers discussion of plans for future employment in the area. The application 
would have been strengthened with the inclusion of data to demonstrate that the area south of 
14th Ave. is a fast-growing employment center with near-term investment needs. 

• While the project aims to references connectivity issues to employment areas, there are 
alternative ways to access this area without the planned improvements. 

 
 
City of Sacramento 
19. Downtown Controller and Communications Upgrade 
 
Total Request: $4,375,600 
Recommendation for Tier 1: $900,000 
Recommendation for Tier 2: $2,875,600 
 
The project would  replace 246 existing end of life controllers, install fiber cables in existing conduits, 
install fiber switches, and replace some cabinets and CCTVs in Downtown Sacramento. The purpose of 
the project is to provide efficient and reliable systems to increasing development and increasing travelers 
in the project area. The purpose of the project is to meet the Fix It First goals with a focus on 
maintenance of transportation streets and corridors that serve an existing and forecasted travel demand. 
 
SACOG staff recommends a partial award of $900,000 of Tier 1 funding for preliminary engineering and 
a partial award of $2,875,600 of Tier 2 funding, contingent on the completion of an ITS Master Plan 
update. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 
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• The project is likely to help increase mobility for multiple modes in the Downtown Sacramento 
area, if the City takes future ITS planning steps to implement transit signal priority and enhanced 
pedestrian signal timing during special events.  

• The project addresses necessary systematic upgrades to serve an area with current and increasing 
development and increasing multi-modal traffic management, including bicycle and pedestrian 
crossings at transit intersections. 

• Due to the large scope and the high cost, the project could be phase able with respect to priority 
corridors.  

 
 
City of Sacramento 
20. Downtown/Riverfront Streetcar 
 
Total Request: $3,000,000 
Recommendation for Tier 1: Not Recommended 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
 
The project was proposed to fill a funding gap for the 3.3 mile streetcare alignment from the West 
Sacramento Civic Center to Midtown Sacramento. The purpose of the project is to improve transit service 
and local circulation in the project area. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The project will provide a promising new transit option to connect existing and near-term 
developments along the corridor, while also serving as an economic development catalyst that 
complements other major projects in the immediate area. 

• The City’s funding request was precipitated by the unsuccessful Community Facilities District 
formation in the Spring of 2015, which was designed to raise $30 million in funding for the 
Streetcar project. An alternative district proposal would have resulted in a $3 million funding gap. 
The City’s current funding concepts cover the full $30 million funding need and a clear need for 
the $3 million is not identified at this time. 

 
 
City of Sacramento 
21. I-5 at Richards Blvd Interchange 
 
Total Request: $3,098,600 
Recommendation for Tier 1: $3,098,600 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
 
The project would conduct PA/ED for the I-5/Richards Blvd. interchange to identify a viable interchange 
configuration for the ultimate build-out of the I-5/Richards Blvd. and complete environmental clearance. 
The purpose of the project is to enhance the mobility of this interchange to new development in the 
Railyards area. 
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SACOG staff recommends full funding with $3,098,600 of Tier 1 funds for preliminary engineering, 
contingent on submitting a scope of work to SACOG staff that addresses not only new development 
proposals but also pedestrian, bicycle, and transit access through the interchange. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The project could address existing mobility needs in the area and will provide new Railyard 
developments with access to I-5. 

• As part of project development, both Caltrans and the City  need to approach balancing increasing 
demand for development in the area before funding is available to support increased capacity.  
Greater understanding of the potential for multi-modal connections in relation to new 
development proposals in the area needs to be part of this dialogue.  

• Expanding the preliminary engineering scope of work to include outreach and consensus-building 
to build a comprehensive understanding of future traffic demand in the area could lead to a 
project that balances the demands of all modes. 

 
 
City of Sacramento 
22. ITS Master Plan 
 
Total Request: $221,300 
Recommendation for Tier 1: Not Recommended 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
 
The project would prepare an ITS master plan to provide a review of the existing ITS transportation 
system, and provide overall strategies and guidance for future ITS projects to support anticipated growth 
of the transportation system. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• This is a state of good repair project, as the City does not have identified funding to replace 
existing controllers that are vital to running traffic signals in the Downtown Sacramento area.  

• The project's needs can be addressed by the Regional ITS Master Plan request, as discussed in the 
City of Sacramento's letter of support for the regional project.  

• There is a need to understand how the project informs and fits with the Downtown Controller 
request. 

 
 
City of Sacramento 
23. Riverfront Reconnection Project, Phase II 
 
Total Request: $1,500,000 
Recommendation for Tier 1: Not Recommended 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
 
The project would complete final design and construction of a new Front Street Bridge to create the south 
(fourth) leg of Capitol Mall/ 2nd St. intersection from Phase I; add dedicated bicycle lanes and 
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pedestrian path on Neasham Circle under the Front Street Bridge; and realign the new Front St. and the 
existing Front St./Neasham Circle to include bicycle lanes and pedestrian access. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The project would help address the overall barrier of I-5 to the Riverfront.  
• The project would increase connectivity between Old Sacramento and Downtown Sacramento, 

and continue efforts to provide a connection along Capitol Mall St. 
• The application did not clearly address the value added from the proposed  vehicle, bicycle, and 

pedestrian improvements of this project relative to phase 1 of this project. 
 
 
 
 
 
City of West Sacramento 
24. Road Rehabilitation & Complete Streets 
 
Total Request: $9,003,600 
Recommendation for Tier 1: $2,300,000 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
 
The project would rehabilitate 8.65 miles of roadway throughout the City of West Sacramento. 
 
SACOG staff recommends partial funding of $2,300,000 for complete street rehabilitation along West 
Capitol Avenue. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The scaled project would provide a complete street project in a disadvantaged community with 
numerous opportunities for affordable housing projects. 

• The scaled project would help complete the bicycle lane network and address multiple pedestrian 
crossings on West Capitol Avenue, the identified local agency priority. 

• The project request is scalable, with the other corridors having Average Daily Trips (ADT) and/or 
a Pavement Condition Index (PCI) that is not as competitive with similar projects that have 
funding recommended. 

 
 
City of Woodland 
25. West Main Street Bicycle/Pedestrian Mobility and Safety Improvements 
 
Total Request: $3,742,500 
Recommendation for Tier 1: $3,742,500 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Fully funded through Tier 1 
 
The project would construct full road vehicle, bicycle, and sidewalk improvements between West St. and 
CR 98. 
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Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 
• This complete streets rehabilitation project adequately includes bicycle, pedestrian, and transit 

considerations in project scope, where the City has worked collaboratively with Yolobus to install 
transit amenities as part of their project. 

• The project will close a gap in the current bicycle and pedestrian routes along Main St., linking 
prior improvements from various SACOG funding programs. 

• The project addresses mobility needs in a disadvantaged community. 
 
 
County of Sacramento 
26. Alta Mesa Road 
 
Total Request: $771,100 
Recommendation for Tier 1: Not Recommended 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
 
The project would rehabilitate and improve Alta Mesa Rd. by overlaying the roadway with rubberized 
asphalt concrete (RAC), adding a safety edge, and re-striping to enhance safety. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• For comments regarding this project, please review "Various County of Sacramento Pavement 
Rehabilitation Projects" listed as the last County of Sacramento project in this attachment. 

 
 
County of Sacramento 
27. Antelope Road 
 
Total Request: $423,500 
Recommendation for Tier 1: $423,500 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
 
The project would rehabilitate and improve Antelope Rd. by overlaying the roadway with rubberized 
asphalt concrete (RAC), adding a safety edge, installing ADA improvements, and re-striping to enhance 
safety. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The project would address pavement rehabilitation needs.  
•  Relative to other projects seeking funding, this project has a strong goods movement focus.  
• The project has a low cost with high safety improvement. 
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County of Sacramento 
28. Eastern Ave., El Camino Ave, and Marconi Ave 
 
Total Request: $4,734,800 
Recommendation for Tier 1: $4,734,800 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
 
The project would rehabilitate and improve Eastern Ave., El Camino Ave., and Marconi Ave. by 
overlaying the roadway with rubberized asphalt concrete (RAC), installing new Class II bicycle lanes and 
bike detection at intersections, installing ADA improvements, and restriping the roadway for safety. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The project provides improvements along major streets with high Average Daily Trips (ADT) 
and low Pavement Condition Index (PCI) relative to other projects seeking funding. 

• The project address bicyclist needs by adding Class II bicycle lanes and bike detection. 
• The application recognized transit routes in the project area and incorporated design elements that 

improve access to bus stops. 
 
 
County of Sacramento 
29. Florin Road 
 
Total Request: $1,091,000 
Recommendation for Tier 1: Not Recommended 
Recommendation for Tier 2: $1,091,000 
 
The project would rehabilitate and improve Florin Rd. by overlaying the roadway with rubberized 
asphalt concrete (RAC), adding a safety edge, and re-striping to enhance safety. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The project provides improvements along major streets with high Average Daily Trips (ADT) 
and low Pavement Condition Index (PCI) relative to other projects seeking funding. 

• The project address bicyclist needs by adding Class II bicycle lanes and bike detection. 
• The application recognized transit routes in the project area, but the project does not incorporate 

transit options in the scope.  
 
 
County of Sacramento 
30. Gerber Road 
 
Total Request: $1,857,600 
Recommendation for Tier 1: $1,857,600 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
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The project would rehabilitate and improve Gerber Rd. by overlaying the roadway with rubberized 
asphalt concrete (RAC), installing new Class II bicycle lanes and bike detection at intersections, 
installing ADA improvements, and restriping the roadway for safety. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The project addresses major streets with high Average Daily Trips (ADT) and low Pavement 
Condition Index (PCI) relative to other County of Sacramento projects. 

• The project address bicyclist needs by adding Class II bicycle lanes and bike detection. 
• The application recognized transit routes in the project area, but the project does not incorporate 

transit options in the scope. Upon implementation, the County should consider how to include 
these options. 

 
 
County of Sacramento 
31. Goethe Road 
 
Total Request: $477,400 
Recommendation for Tier 1: $477,400 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Fully funded through Tier 1 
 
The project would rehabilitate and improve Goethe Rd. by overlaying the roadway with rubberized 
asphalt concrete (RAC), installing new Class II bicycle lanes and bike detection at intersections, 
repairing damaged sidewalks, installing ADA improvements, and restriping the roadway for safety. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The application describes the project as having a high level of bicycle benefit noting connections 
to residential areas to various destinations. 

• The application recognized transit routes in the project area, but the project does not incorporate 
transit options in the scope. Upon implementation, the County should consider how to include 
these options. 

 
 
County of Sacramento 
32. Hazel Ave Improvement Project, Phase 3 (Sunset to Madison) 
 
Total Request: $3,000,000 
Recommendation for Tier 1: Not Recommended 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
 
The project would widen Hazel Ave. from four to six lanes between Sunset Blvd. and Madison Ave., install 
Class II bicycle lanes, construct continuous sidewalk, install new transit stops, installing ADA 
improvements, and rehabilitate and resurface the existing pavement. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The County of Sacramento has requested funding to cover cost overruns as well as utility 
relocation for a previously funded SACOG project ($7,000,000 award in 2013). 
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• The requested funding was not to complete additional project elements that offer additional 
benefits to Regional Local performance outcomes or program goals. 

 
 
County of Sacramento 
33. Hillsdale Blvd (Frizell to Palm) 
 
Total Request: $1,685,300 
Recommendation for Tier 1: Not Recommended 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
 
The project would rehabilitate and improve Hillside Blvd. from Frizell Ave. to Palm Ave. by overlaying 
the roadway with rubberized asphalt concrete (RAC), installing new Class II bicycle lanes and bike 
detection at intersections, repairing damaged sidewalks, installing ADA improvements, and restriping the 
roadway for safety. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• For comments regarding this project, please review "Various County of Sacramento Pavement 
Rehabilitation Projects" listed as the last County of Sacramento project in this attachment. 

 
 
County of Sacramento 
34. Keifer Blvd 
 
Total Request: $1,563,000 
Recommendation for Tier 1: $1,563,000 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
 
The project would rehabilitate and improve Keifer Blvd. by overlaying the roadway with rubberized 
asphalt concrete (RAC), installing new Class II bicycle lanes and bike detection at intersections, 
repairing damaged sidewalks, installing ADA improvements, and restriping the roadway for safety. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The application describes the project as having a high level of bicycle benefit noting connections 
to residential areas to various destinations. 

• The application recognized transit routes in the project area, but the project does not incorporate 
transit options in the scope. Upon implementation, the County should consider how to include 
these options. 

  
 
County of Sacramento 
35. Kenneth Ave. 
 
Total Request: $1,020,500 
Recommendation for Tier 1: Not Recommended 
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Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
 
The project would rehabilitate and improve Kenneth Ave. by overlaying the roadway with rubberized 
asphalt concrete (RAC), installing new Class II bicycle lanes and bike detection at intersections, 
repairing damaged sidewalks, installing ADA improvements, and restriping the roadway for safety. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• For comments regarding this project, please review "Various County of Sacramento Pavement 
Rehabilitation Projects" listed as the last County of Sacramento project in this attachment. 

 
 
County of Sacramento 
36. Micron Ave. 
 
Total Request: $634,400 
Recommendation for Tier 1: Not Recommended 
Recommendation for Tier 2: $634,400 
 
The project would rehabilitate and improve Micron Ave by overlaying the roadway with rubberized 
asphalt concrete (RAC), installing new Class II bicycle lanes, repairing damaged sidewalks, installing 
ADA improvements, and re-striping the roadway for safety. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The application describes the project as having a high level of bicycle benefit noting connections 
to residential areas to various destinations. 

• The application recognized transit routes in the project area, but the project does not incorporate 
transit options in the scope. Upon implementation, the County should consider how to include 
these options. 

 
 
County of Sacramento 
37. MLK Blvd. 
 
Total Request: $870,100 
Recommendation for Tier 1: Not Recommended 
Recommendation for Tier 2: $870,100 
 
The project would rehabilitate and improve MLK Blvd by overlaying the roadway with rubberized 
asphalt concrete (RAC), installing new separate Class II bicycle lanes and bicycle detection and at 
signalized intersections, repairing damaged sidewalks, installing ADA improvements, and re-striping the 
roadway for safety. 
 
SACOG staff recommends full funding with $870,100 in Tier 2 funds, contingent on the County of 
Sacramento finalizing their choice of street rehabilitation projects. 
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Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 
• The application describes the project as having a high level of bicycle benefit noting connections 

to residential areas to various destinations. 
• The application recognized transit routes in the project area, but the project does not incorporate 

transit options in the scope. Upon implementation, the County should consider how to include 
these options. 

 
 
County of Sacramento 
38. Oak Avenue (Hazel to San Juanita) 
 
Total Request: $1,318,700 
Recommendation for Tier 1: Not Recommended 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
 
The project would rehabilitate and improve Oak Ave by overlaying the roadway with rubberized asphalt 
concrete (RAC), installing new Class II bicycle lanes, repairing damaged sidewalks, installing ADA 
improvements, and re-striping the roadway for safety. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• For comments regarding this project, please review "Various County of Sacramento Pavement 
Rehabilitation Projects" listed as the last County of Sacramento project in this attachment. 

 
 
County of Sacramento 
39. Power Inn Rd Improvement Project (450' SO Loucreata Dr to 52 Ave) 
 
Total Request: $6,055,000 
Recommendation for Tier 1: $4,000,000 
Recommendation for Tier 2:  Project fully funded through Tier 1 and the State ATP award 
 
The project would widen Power Inn Road from three to four lanes between Florin Rd. and 52nd Ave. and 
modify the intersection of Florin Rd. and Power Inn Rd. The project will also install curb, gutter, 
sidewalk infills, ADA ramps, bicycle lane improvements, and landscape medians. 
 
Staff is recommending a partial request that fully funds this project, given the County of Sacramento's 
recent recommended award of $2,000,000 in Active Transportation Program funding. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The project emphasizes design features supportive of a multimodal project that increases the 
roadway capacity of car, bicycle, and pedestrian capacity. 

• The application demonstrated that County of Sacramento staff conducted extensive outreach with 
residents in the area to develop this project for pedestrian safety enhancement. 

• The project successfully leverages $2,000,000 in funding secured from State ATP. 
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County of Sacramento 
40. South Watt Avenue Improvement Project (Florin to SR16) 
 
Total Request: $2,500,000 
Recommendation for Tier 1: Not Recommended 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
 
The project would widen South Watt Avenue from 2 to 4 lanes between Florin Rd and SR 16 (Jackson 
Rd); install landscaped medians and center turn lanes; install Class II bicycle lanes; install pedestrian 
walkways and connections with existing sidewalks; ADA ramps; and rehabilitation of pavement. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The project as proposed adds a near term capacity project in an area not projected to develop 
increasing land uses in the near future. 

• The project has the potential to leverage future highway bridge program funds. Leveraging funds 
would help increase the project’s competitiveness in a future regional funding round.   

 
 
County of Sacramento 
41. Walerga Road 
 
Total Request: $1,600,400 
Recommendation for Tier 1: Not Recommended 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
 
The project would rehabilitate and improve Walerga Road  by overlaying the roadway with rubberized 
asphalt concrete (RAC), improving Class II bicycle lanes and bicycle detection and at signalized 
intersections, repairing damaged sidewalks, installing ADA improvements, and re-striping the roadway 
for safety. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• For comments regarding this project, please review "Various County of Sacramento Pavement 
Rehabilitation Projects" listed as the last County of Sacramento project in this attachment. 

 
 
County of Sacramento 
42. West Elkhorn Boulevard (Sac City Limit to UPRR) 
 
Total Request: $471,400 
Recommendation for Tier 1: Not Recommended 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
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The project would rehabilitate and improve West Elkhorn Blvd by overlaying the roadway with 
rubberized asphalt concrete (RAC), installing new Class II bicycle lanes, repairing damaged sidewalks, 
installing ADA improvements, and re-striping the roadway for safety. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• For comments regarding this project, please review "Various County of Sacramento Pavement 
Rehabilitation Projects" listed as the last County of Sacramento project in this attachment. 

 
 
County of Sacramento 
43. West Elkhorn Boulevard (UPRR to 2nd) 
 
Total Request: $665,100 
Recommendation for Tier 1: Not Recommended 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
 
The project would rehabilitate and improve West Elkhorn Blvd by overlaying the roadway with 
rubberized asphalt concrete (RAC), installing new Class II bicycle lanes and bicycle detection and at 
signalized intersections, repairing damaged sidewalks, installing ADA improvements, and re-striping the 
roadway for safety. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• For comments regarding this project, please review "Various County of Sacramento Pavement 
Rehabilitation Projects" listed as the last County of Sacramento project in this attachment. 

 
County of Sacramento 
44. West Elverta Road 
 
Total Request: $1,413,900 
Recommendation for Tier 1: Not Recommended 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
 
The project would rehabilitate and improve West Elverta Rd. by overlaying the roadway with rubberized 
asphalt concrete (RAC), improving Class II bicycle lanes and bicycle detection and at signalized 
intersections, repairing damaged sidewalks, installing ADA improvements, and re-striping the roadway 
for safety. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• For comments regarding this project, please review "Various County of Sacramento Pavement 
Rehabilitation Projects" listed as the last County of Sacramento project in this attachment. 

 
 
County of Sacramento 
45. Wilhaggin Dr. 
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Total Request: $435,700 
Recommendation for Tier 1: Not Recommended 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
 
The project would rehabilitate and improve Wilhaggin Dr. by overlaying the roadway with rubberized 
asphalt concrete (RAC), installing new Class II bicycle lanes, repairing damaged sidewalks, installing 
ADA improvements, and re-striping the roadway for safety. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• For comments regarding this project, please review "Various County of Sacramento Pavement 
Rehabilitation Projects" listed as the last County of Sacramento project in this attachment. 

 
 
County of Sacramento 
46. Winding Way 
 
Total Request: $908,600 
Recommendation for Tier 1: Not Recommended 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
 
The project would rehabilitate and improve Winding Way by overlaying the roadway with rubberized 
asphalt concrete (RAC), installing new Class II bicycle lanes and bicycle detection and at signalized 
intersections, repairing damaged sidewalks, installing ADA improvements, and re-striping the roadway 
for safety. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• For comments regarding this project, please review "Various County of Sacramento Pavement 
Rehabilitation Projects" listed as the last County of Sacramento project in this attachment. 

 
 
County of Sacramento 
47. Woodmore Oaks Dr. 
 
Total Request: $955,800 
Recommendation for Tier 1: Not Recommended 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
 
The project would rehabilitate and improve Woodmore Oaks Dr. by overlaying the roadway with 
rubberized asphalt concrete (RAC), installing new separate Class II bicycle lanes and bicycle detection 
and at signalized intersections, repairing damaged sidewalks, installing ADA improvements, and re-
striping the roadway for safety. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 
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• For comments regarding this project, please review "Various County of Sacramento Pavement 
Rehabilitation Projects" listed as the last County of Sacramento project in this attachment. 

 
 
County of Sacramento 
Various Road Pavement Rehabilitation Projects 
 
Total Request: $11,246,400 (Cumulative Total from Above Listed Projects) 
Recommendation for Tier 1: Not Recommended 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
 
The following 11 projects would rehabilitate and improve various roadways by overlaying the roadway 
with rubberized asphalt concrete (RAC), adding a safety edge, and re-striping to enhance safety: Alta 
Mesa Road, Hillsdale Blvd (Frizell to Palm), Kenneth Ave, Oak Avenue, (Hazel to San Juanita), Walerga 
Road, West Elkhorn Boulevard (Sac City Limit to UPRR), West Elkhorn Boulevard (UPRR to 2nd), West 
Elverta Road, Wilhaggin Dr, Winding Way, and Woodmore Oaks Dr. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The applications for these 11 projects would have been strengthened by describing individual 
project designs and performance outcomes. Applications should be specific to the individual 
project area context and multimodal needs. 

• Acknowledgment of nearby schools or other community destinations can improve project design 
and present data supportive of improvements near these destinations. 

• Many transit routes were listed in the applications as being within the project area, the inclusion 
of design elements that directly improve transit stop access would help to provide a clearer 
context for supportive need. 

• A strong methodology, rooted in adopted bicycle or pedestrian master plans, can help future 
applications present a clear link to bicycle and pedestrian mode benefits. 

 
 
County of Sutter 
48. Howsley Road Farm to Market project (Natomas to Pleasant Grove) 
 
Total Request: $2,948,300 
Recommendation for Tier 1: Not Recommended 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
 
The project would widen 1.97 miles of Howsley Rd., from Pacific Ave. East to Pleasant Grove Rd., to 
accommodate two 12 foot lanes with 5 foot paved shoulders. The purpose of the project is to bring 
Howlsey Rd. up to current standards based on the County's Transportation Circulation and Improvement 
Plan. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The project serves a predominately focused on rice crop area; the rice harvesters that travel along 
Howsley Rd. are 16 feet wide and need the wider shoulders. 
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• The corridor has a low level of Average Daily Trips (ADT) and a Pavement Condition Index 
(PCI)of 89.  

• Relative to other projects seeking funding the economic impact of the project from a regional 
perspective was limited as the project would address minimal farm equipment issues rather than 
capacity issues.  

• The application could include additional information related to vehicle collisions or strategies aim 
to mitigate them. 

 
 
County of Yolo 
49. CR27 Rehabilitation 
 
Total Request: $1,892,700 
Recommendation for Tier 1: $1,892,700 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Fully funded through Tier 1 
 
The project would rehabilitate County Road 27 between County Road 94 and 95, and between County 
Road 97 and 98, utilizing cement-treated full-depth reclamation process to recycle the road in place. The 
purpose of the project is to rehabilitate roads for use by agricultural vehicles, agricultural equipment, 
and Farm to Market trucking. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The application demonstrates a clear need for rehabilitation of this roadway, with a Pavement 
Condition Index (PCI) near 30. 

• This project has a strong goods movement connection serving both urban to rural traffic and 
agricultural traffic needs. 

• The project area has a collision history that would be addressed by wider shoulders to 
accommodate farm vehicles. 

• The project uses an innovative full-depth reclamation paving processes to recycle the roadway in 
place. 

 
 
County of Yolo 
50. CR27 Rural Complete Street 
 
Total Request: $752,500 
Recommendation for Tier 1: Not Recommended 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
 
The project would conduct preliminary engineering and design to widen CR 27, from CR 102 and SR 113, 
adding bicycle lanes, clear recovery zones for safety, and a roundabout at the CR 102 intersection. The 
purpose of the project is to provide full bicycle lanes and room for agricultural equipment. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• Compared to other projects seeking funding, it is unclear if the proposed complete streets 
improvements will generate more active transportation users.  
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• The project could have more strongly presented itself as a safety project, with additional analysis 
regarding the causes of accidents and potential future use of the roadway from nearby future 
developments. 

 
 
County of Yuba 
51. Feather River Boulevard – Farm to Market & State of Good Repair 
 
Total Request: $1,198,000 
Recommendation for Tier 1: $1,198,000 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Fully funded through Tier 1 
 
The project would rehabilitate 4.0 miles of pavement on Feather River Blvd., between Algodon Rd. to 400 
feet west of River Oaks Blvd. The purpose of the project is to connect adjacent farmland to State Route 70 
and the regional markets in Sacramento and Stockton. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The project would provide clear links to farms and processing facilities in the area, linking 11,000 
acres of prime farmland to State Route 70. 

• The project will rehabilitate pavement prior to the County imposing weight restrictions that 
would preclude truck traffic, jeopardizing agricultural use of the adjacent farmland and three 
large processing facilities. 

• While the project's available right-of-way restricts the County's ability to address multi-modal 
travel issues, the proposed pavement treatment will be able to endure additional truck traffic with 
fewer failures. 

 
 
County of Yuba 
52. Woodruff Lane & Ramirez Rd – Farm to Market & State of Good Repair  
 
Total Request: $964,000 
Recommendation for Tier 1: $964,000 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Fully funded in Tier 1 
 
The project would rehabilitate 1.52 miles of pavement on Woodruff Ln. and 1.63 miles of pavement on 
Ramirez Rd. The purpose of the project is to improve road conditions on a primary access road 
connecting local agricultural activities to State Route 70. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The project would restore pavement to a direct truck route currently under a 22-ton weight limit, 
which would resolve a freight routing problem by removing a 14 mile gap detour for heavy 
agriculture trucks. 

• The project area experiences high truck traffic despite its 22-ton weight restrictions and very low 
pavement condition index ratings ranging from 38 to 46. 

• The project serves an area with many agriculture facilities including several rice dryers and 
processing facilities. 
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SACOG 
53. Household Travel Survey 
 
Total Request: $750,000 
Recommendation for Tier 1: $750,000 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Fully funded in Tier 1 
 
The project would conduct a household travel survey (HTS) of residents in the SACOG region. The 
purpose of the project is to understand how residents weigh different travel options and what factors 
influence their travel choices, and be able to develop, calibrate, and update the SACOG regional travel 
demand models for transportation forecasting and regional and local transportation planning. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The project addresses issues with the current use of data from 2000, as travel demands and modes 
have changed greatly in the region since the previous survey. 

• The survey output would serve the SACOG region, as it would be available for use by cities and 
counties in the region.  

• The project would help to capture current modes of travel in the SACOG region, with benefit for 
all member agencies.  

• The project has the potential to be instrumental in future project planning within the SACOG 
region. 

• The project will help SACOG member agencies plan for new multimodal projects, but does not 
necessarily help advance preliminary engineering for specific construction projects.     

 
 
SACOG 
54. ITS Master Plan 
 
Total Request: $330,000 
Recommendation for Tier 1: $330,000 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Fully funded through Tier 1 
 
The project would update individual agency ITS Master Plans and update the Regional ITS Architecture. 
It will update or create many regional partners' ITS Master Plans the Regional ITS Plan and the ITS 
Architecture. The purpose of the project is to collect existing investment and deployed technology 
documentation, determine future needs, and conclude with a variety of deliverables for each agency. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• When compared to the City of Sacramento's stand-alone ITS project application, the project is 
more expensive but would serve the full SACOG region, leading to innovation and regional cost 
savings on technology.  

• The plan itself will not result in performance outcomes, but subsequent projects sponsored by its 
supporters will quickly follow its completion. 
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• The application included a letter of support from the City of Sacramento for SACOG's ITS 
Master Plan project. 

• The project provide an opportunity of scale to allow local agencies to update their individual 
plans. 

 
 
Sacramento Regional Transit 
55. New LRV Specification Development Project & Light Rail Low Floor Station Conversion & 
CPID Study 
 
Total Request: $7,215,900 
Recommendation for Tier 1: $2,000,000 partial funding 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Transit Assest Management Lump Sum 
 
The project would complete an evaluation with design modification recommendations for all of RT's light 
rail stations in conjunction with the development of new Light Rail Vehicle (LRV) procurement 
specifications to convert to a low floor system. The purpose of the project is to comply with federal 
requirements, such as the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), for transit stations, and to provide for 
safety and mobility needs within Sacramento's transit system. 
 
Staff recommends partially funding this request, as part of a contingent action that requires the RT Board 
to adopt, within six months of award, a work plan that directs the $2,000,000 award towards ongoing 
CPID activities and the study of a limited number of prioritized stations. Evidence that the station 
conversion study work is thoughtfully integrated with capital improvements being planned and 
implemented at the priority stations should be clear in the adopted work plan. 
 
Additional regional funding for this project, especially the vehicle specifications work, is possible through 
the Transit Asset Management Lump Sum that is recommended for both Tier 1 and Tier 2 funds. The 
process framework for the allocation of the lump sum is described on page 3 of this attachment. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The project supports a priority program goal of supporting asset management and improving the 
region’s state of good repair for transit assets. 

• The project addresses an important need for station modifications, and must be addressed before 
the new low-floor light rail vehicles can be purchased.  

• The project provides design for LRV low platform, to comply with ADA and FTA mandates to 
transit stations.  

 
 
Sacramento Regional Transit 
56. Project Development for the Green Line LRT (Township 9 to North Natomas) 
 
Total Request: $6,000,000 
Recommendation for Tier 1: Not Recommended 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
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The project would advance the Green Line project development through preparation of the FEIS/R for a 
Minimal Operating Segment and critical design components for a 5.5 to 8.0 mile segment between 
Township 9 and North Natomas, including a multi-modal crossing of the American River. The purpose of 
the project is to advance the Green Line project which would provide multi-modal access to the Natomas 
Basin and Sacramento International Airport, while improving congestion, emergency access, and bicycle 
and pedestrian connections in the area. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• There are potential economic benefits associated with extending the Green Line through Natomas 
and to the Sacramento International Airport.  

• The project addresses major regional connectivity issues, and serves as a critical piece for future 
connection to the airport.  

• The project focuses on expansion of Sacramento Regional Transit's system while immediate 
vehicle replacement and planning needs are the current priority. 

• It was unclear to the working group about the partnership between the City of Sacramento and 
Sacramento Regional Transit on the roles, responsibility, and scope of a preliminary engineering 
phase of an American River Bridge overcrossing projects in addition to planning new stations 
through the Natomas area. 

 
 
Sacramento Regional Transit 
57. Siemens Light Rail Vehicle (LRV) Replacement-13 vehicles 
 
Total Request: $78,004,500 
Recommendation for Tier 1: Transit Lump Sum 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Transit Lump Sum 
 
The project would replace half (13 of 26) of the Siemens Light Rail Vehicles (LRV) that will reach the end 
of their useful life in the coming years. The purpose of the project is provide for the safety and mobility 
needs within Sacramento's transit system. 
 
All transit fleet vehicle replacement and rehabilitation funding requests are recommended for Tier 1 and 
Tier 2 funds subject to thecontingent action described in Attachment A and outlined in the introduction 
above. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The project supports the Regional/Local program’s goal of asset management because any 
funding received will go towards the replacement of older vehicles. 

• The light rail vehicles proposed to be replaced have high use and support an important and 
productive regional trunk transit service. 

• While the project is likely to support important accessibility and safety benefits, the application 
could have been stronger with more data and analysis demonstrating the need and anticipated 
benefits from the replaced vehicles. 

• The completion of the associated light rail vehicles and stationstudy (application 55) should lead 
to important insights for approaching the timing and funding strategy for replacing the vehicles.  
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SECJPA 
58. Southeast Connector - Segment D3 
 
Total Request: $15,000,000 
Recommendation for Tier 1: $7,500,000 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Not Recommended 
 
The project would reconstruct White Rock Rd., from the White Rock Rd. and Prairie City Rd. intersection 
to the El Dorado County line, on a new alignment to the south, as a four lane expressway with streetscape 
and landscape improvements, and will provide a contiguous Class I bike trail on the north side of the 
alignment. The purpose of the project is to reduce congestion, improve traffic operations, accommodate 
travel demand, and improve safety for all modes of travel. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• The project will provide important access and mobility benefits to the Folsom Ranch growth area 
and provide the associated benefit of reducing congestion along US 50 through the parallel 
capacity provided. 

• The project could address many of the safety factors associated with the 165 collisions, including 
3 fatalities in the last 5 years. 

• The project will feature many green construction design elements, such as the use of recycled 
materials, non ‐invasive native, drought ‐tolerant plant species     
adjacent to the path, multifunctional landscape areas to control detention and runoff, permeable 
pavement in the shoulders and bike path, roadway lighting or luminaires that meet current energy 
star requirements, solar panels to offset energy, and vegetative bioswales or natural drainage 
systems for treatment of water runoff. 

• The project will also construct the roadway with rubberized asphalt to reduce the impact of trucks 
on pavement deterioration. 

 
 
Unitrans 
59. Purchase High-Capacity Transit Buses 
 
Total Request: $2,704,600 
Recommendation for Tier 1: Transit Asset Management Lump Sum 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Transit Asset Management Lump Sum 
 
The project would allow for the purchase of three (3) high-capacity transit buses, generally 80 passenger 
double-deck buses similar to Alexander Dennis Enviro500 buses purchased in 2009. The purpose of the 
project is to increase the carrying capacity of the Unitrans fleet to serve the City of Davis. 
 
All transit fleet vehicle replacement and rehabilitation funding requests are recommended for Tier 1 and 
Tier 2 funds subject to a contingent action described in Attachment A and outlined in the introduction 
above. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 
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• The project addresses vehicles that provide service on high demand corridors.  
• Double-decker vehicles allow for more riders per vehicle, would help Unitrans avoid capacity 

issues, and is a more cost-effective method of providing service to riders than purchasing and 
operating two buses. 

 
 
Yolo County Transportation District 
60. Yolobus Fixed Route Bus Replacement (13 CNG and 2 Electric) 
 
Total Request: $8,517,600 
Recommendation for Tier 1: Transit Asset Management Lump Sum 
Recommendation for Tier 2: Transit Asset Management Lump Sum 
 
The project would allow for the purchase of  thirteen (13) replacement 40’ CNG and two (2) 40’ electric 
transit buses. The purpose of the project is to replace unreliable, high-mileage transit buses with new 
more reliable vehicles. 
 
All transit fleet vehicle replacement and rehabilitation funding requests are recommended for Tier 1 and 
Tier 2 funds subject to the contingent action described in Attachment A and outlined in the introduction 
above.. 
 
Snapshot of Application Review Comments and Analyses 

• These high mileage buses may not have exceeded their useful life in years but have clearly done 
so in miles and service requests. 

• The project supports the Regional/Local program’s goal of asset management. 
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2015 BICYCLE & PEDESTRIAN FUNDING PROGRAM:  
SACRAMENTO, SUTTER, YOLO, YUBA COUNTIES
 

The purpose of this funding program is to provide 
facilities for walking and biking within the cities and 
towns of the Sacramento region, and to provide 
connections between communities. Having more people 
bike and walk for transportation is critical to successfully 
meeting state air quality conformity and greenhouse gas 
reduction goals. Further, the efficiency of a truly 
multimodal transportation system is a key component of 
achieving the goals set forth by the regional Blueprint 
and MTP/SCS.  

In order to help implement the MTP/SCS, SACOG invests 
in bicycle and pedestrian facilities through the biannual 
Bicycle & Pedestrian Funding Program, adopted by the 
SACOG Board of Directors in September 2003. The 
Funding Program encourages locally-determined 
developments consistent with Blueprint principles, 
MTP/SCS policies and strategies, and local circulation 
plans that prioritize walking, bicycling and transit use as 
primary transportation considerations. 

GOALS AND PRIORITIES 
Capital Project Priorities 

1. Increase access to transit services; 

2. Increase access to schools; 

3. Eliminate gaps in the existing 
bicycle/pedestrian network; 

4. Remove physical barriers in the bicycle and 
pedestrian network;  

5. Facility completion; and 

6. Reduce vehicle miles traveled (VMT).  

Non-capital Projects and Programs Goals 

1. Encourage biking and walking through 
public information, education, and 
awareness; 

 

2. Where needed, perform studies and 
develop plans for capital facilities that 
support the goals stated above; and 

3. Increase the level of public agency staff 
expertise on bicycling and walking. 

ELIGIBLE PROJECT TYPES 
The projects eligible for this funding program are derived 
from the Regional Bicycle, Pedestrian and Trails Master 
Plan (Master Plan) which has been amended every two 
years since its initial adoption in 2004. The Master Plan 
provides an expansive set of policies and projects for 
regional bicycle and pedestrian planning efforts, and was 
developed through a working group and approved by the 
Regional Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee. 
Projects in the Master Plan that meet the adopted 
funding priorities (Capital Project Priorities) are 
encouraged to apply for this Funding Program. 

Financial support for this program will come primarily 
from federal funding sources expected to be available to 
the region. Federal funding requirements from the 
Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-
21) are applicable. Examples of eligible projects include 
multi-use paths, bicycle lanes and routes, sidewalks, 
shoulders, signals, crossings, and other infrastructure 
projects. For capital projects, federal funds may be used 
for construction, preliminary engineering, environmental 
work and design, and/or right-of-way. Non-infrastructure 
projects may include bike/pedestrian planning, 
education, information, and marketing efforts. 

INELIGIBLE PROJECT TYPES 
Projects and programs that are not eligible include 
facilities that serve only a recreational rather than a 
transportation function; projects in new developments 
that are considered “good practices” according to FHWA 
guidelines; bicycle and pedestrian facility maintenance; 
long-term staff positions; transit operations (except for 
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bus services for bicyclists); law enforcement; and bicycle 
racks for carpools, vanpools, or private vehicles. 

PROJECT SELECTION PROCESS 
The application process will be specific to the Bicycle & 
Pedestrian program and the Regional Active 
Transportation Program (ATP). Generally, project 
sponsors are encouraged to discuss potential Bicycle & 
Pedestrian Program projects with SACOG staff.  

The applicant must submit a letter to SACOG staff 
identifying any projects for which the agency intends to 
apply for funding through the Regional ATP and/or 
Bicycle and Pedestrian program. Informing SACOG staff 
supports effective planning and coordination of project 
evaluation. This statement of intent is required for the 
project sponsor to submit a full application for the 
identified project(s).  

SACOG staff will screen applications for eligibility.  
Applications will be removed from the competitive 
process if found ineligible for federal funds or the project 
does not meet other requirements identified under 
“Project Screening.” SACOG staff will forward eligible 
applications to the Active Transportation Working Group. 

The Working Group will be recruited from standing 
advisory committees, multidisciplinary, and represent a 
diverse geography across the region.  The Working Group 
is required to review, evaluate, and score the 
applications according to its defined process. Working 
Group members will not vote or comment on 
applications from their own organizations. 

Active Transportation Working Group Composition 
 

Expertise  Number 

Land Use Planners  1 

Project Engineers  2 

Bicycle/ 
Pedestrian 
Planning 

 
4 

(2 advocates, 
2 planners/ engineers) 

Air Quality  1 

Public Health  1 

Transit  1 

Community 
Groups  1 

Total  11 

 

The Working Group prioritizes and ranks the projects, 
according to an iterative process that uses both 
quantitative and qualitative methods. The Working 
Group and/or SACOG staff reserves the right to contact 
applicants during this project selection process for 
additional information. The applicant will be provided 
the opportunity to address the Working Group either by 
phone or during a meeting to address questions related 
to the scope of work, budget, timeline, and performance 
considerations. After collectively evaluating the projects, 
the Working Group members will submit re-evaluated 
application recommendations to SACOG staff at the 
conclusion of the Working Group review period.  

SACOG staff will use the re-evaluated applications to 
finalize the funding recommendation for the Bicycle & 
Pedestrian Program, and will present a unified 
recommendation incorporating all Regional Funding 
Program recommendations to the SACOG Board of 
Directors. Following the announcement of the statewide 
ATP awards and the development of the Regional ATP 
funding recommendation, SACOG staff will remove any 
projects recommended for funds through the State or 
Regional ATP from further consideration for the Bicycle & 
Pedestrian Program, and move up additional projects for 
funding using the Working Group’s prioritized list.  

PROJECT SCREENING 
To be selected for funding from the Bicycle & Pedestrian 
Program, a project or program must meet the following 
screening criteria: 

1. It is included in the Master Plan as a 
planned project. Only under very special 
circumstances will an application be 
considered for a project that is not listed in 
the Master Plan. 

2. Project is identified in the project sponsor’s 
letter of intent to apply.  

3. It must be ready for inclusion in the 
Metropolitan Transportation Improvement 
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Program, with project scope and cost. The 
project application may include the cost of 
preparing environmental documents. 
However, for projects that will necessitate a 
full Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), 
the EIS can be funded separately from the 
design and construction of the project 
(which should seek funding in a later round 
of funding). 

4. Project is eligible for appropriate funding 
sources (i.e., CMAQ, RSTP, STIP). 

5. Project meets the minimum project size of 
$282,390 ($250,000 funding award + 
$32,390 local match). Public agencies 
applying for funding for smaller projects 
may want to consider combining projects to 
meet the $282,390 threshold, or consider a 
larger, multi-year program or project. The 
exceptions to this rule are funding for non-
capital projects such as Bikeway Master 
Plans or other projects that would qualify 
for Federal Transit Agency Enhancement 
funds; and for pre-construction-only 
projects, which have a minimum project 
size of $169,434 ($150,000 funding award + 
$19,434 local match).  

6. The project is committed to increasing 
information available about quantifiable 
benefits of bicycle and pedestrian 
infrastructure and planning efforts (i.e., 
conducting  bicycle and/or pedestrian 
counts both pre- and post-project 
implementation); 

PROJECT EVALUATION 
Projects will be evaluated based on the criteria described 
in the Funding Program Project Priorities, the community 
benefits, and other considerations (described below) that 
will be used by the Working Group and SACOG staff to 
make funding recommendations to the Board.  

Project Performance Outcomes (0-66 points, 11 
points each) 

1. Increase access to transit services; 

2. Increase access to schools; 

3. Eliminate gaps in the existing 
bicycle/pedestrian network; 

4. Remove physical barriers in the bicycle and 
pedestrian network;  

5. Facility completion; and 

6. Reduce vehicle miles traveled (VMT).  

Linking to MTP/SCS (0-10 points 5 points each) 
1. Project supports land use and economic 

development efforts in alignment with the 
MTP/SCS land use vision for the area, as 
described in the SCS and the local general 
and/or specific plan; 

2. Project demonstrates the potential for 
placemaking and VMT reduction by 
supporting bicycle/pedestrian travel as a 
means to achieve the MTP/SCS 
performance goals for the area, as 
described in the SCS and the local general 
and/or specific plan; 

Community Benefits (0-12 points, 4 points each) 
1. Project demonstrates the community need 

and community benefits qualitatively 
and/or quantitatively; 

2. Project improves safety/security for 
bicyclists and pedestrians, and includes 
documentation of safety issues (if 
applicable); 

3. Project design is context-sensitive and 
appropriate for surrounding environment. 

Other Considerations (0-12 points) 
1. Project sponsor’s demonstrated readiness 

to move forward on a timely schedule (e.g., 
application includes a clear schedule, cost, 
risk to project, etc.); 

2. Sponsor agency’s commitment to 
implement the project, as evident by non-



Page 4 of 10 

SACOG source funding commitments 
and/or inclusion in local policy documents; 

3. Projects improving access to and around 
schools and/or transit provide 
demonstrated evidence of strong support 
by affected schools and/or transit agencies 
(e.g., a letter of partnership from the 
affected agency);  

4. Inter-community projects offer evidence of 
strong support by all local jurisdictions 
where the project is located, and include 
commitment to land use planning 
consistent with regional Blueprint 
principles; 

5. Project demonstrates cost effectiveness, 
which is achieved by minimizing projected 
capital and operating expenditures while 
offering strong performance benefits; 

6. Sponsor agency’s historical performance in 
delivering federal aid projects (e.g., 
following federal rules, STIP guidelines, 
delivery timeliness, etc.); 

7. Application follows content requirements. 

 

FUNDING RECIPIENT REQUIREMENTS 
Projects awarded funding through the 2015 Regional 
Funding Programs must provide quarterly project status 
updates to appropriate SACOG staff in order to ensure 
successful project delivery.
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2015 COMMUNITY DESIGN FUNDING PROGRAM:  
SACRAMENTO, SUTTER, YOLO, YUBA COUNTIES 

The Community Design Program was established in 2003 
by the SACOG Board of Directors to provide financial 
assistance to implement the principles of the Blueprint 
Project: mixed land uses, transportation options, housing 
choice, compact development, use existing assets, 
quality design, and natural resource protection. The 
program offers funding for transportation projects by 
local jurisdictions that implement these principles, but 
only in Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo and Yuba Counties.  

GOALS AND PRIORITIES 
Projects must conform to some of the seven regional 
Blueprint Principles (more detail on SACOG’s website 
at www.sacog.org/regionalfunding/betterways.pdf): 

1. transportation choices; 

2. housing diversity;  

3. compact development;  

4. mixed land uses;  

5. use of existing assets;  

6. natural resource protection; and   

7. quality design. 

ELIGIBLE PROJECT TYPES 
All projects must be federal aid eligible and primarily lead 
to or include construction. Projects must be eligible for 
CMAQ, RSTP or STIP funds (unless the project is 
submitted in the non-competitive category, which would 
receive SACOG-managed funds).   

Generally speaking, federal aid eligible projects are those 
that significantly contain transportation infrastructure in 
public right-of-ways.  Activities or tasks within the project 
must be categorized as “construction”, “environmental”, 
“design” or “right-of way.”  Pure planning activities are 
generally not considered an eligible use for the 
Community Design Program (exception: planning is 
allowed in the non-competitive funding category).   The 

following are examples of projects that are generally 
considered federal aid eligible: 

• Transportation infrastructure – e.g., roadway 
improvements that promote, 
bike/pedestrian/transit usage and are directly 
connected to a land development project, land 
use plan, or in an existing “Blueprint friendly” 
community; 

• Street corridor revitalization towards more 
pedestrian-oriented activities; 

• Bicycle and pedestrian paths, tunnels, and 
bridges or on-street bike lanes; 

• Pedestrian improvements in public right-of-
ways; 

• Streetscaping such as median landscaping, 
street trees, lighting, and furniture; 

• Traffic calming (but not interfering with public 
transit, bicycling or walking); 

• Transit stop amenities such as shelters, 
restrooms, and benches. 

One critical distinction is that federal aid projects must 
be for project elements that are considered “over and 
above” those that are standard requirements if there is a 
development associated with the project.  For instance, if 
a private development is going in, and the project seeks 
Community Design funds for street improvements, the 
improvements must go beyond the jurisdiction’s 
“standard” requirements for that associated 
development.  The private developer may be required to 
put in sidewalks and crosswalks, but federal aid could 
pay for textured crosswalks, landscaped medians and 
other elements that enhance the pedestrian experience 
but are not standard conditions of approval.  

http://www.sacog.org/regionalfunding/betterways.pdf
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Project Selection Process 

The application process remains the same as in prior 
rounds. Two committees will be involved in the review 
and selection process: the SACOG/Caltrans Review Team 
and the Community Design Working Group (Working 
Group). The SACOG/Caltrans Review Team is composed 
of SACOG and Caltrans staff, and possibly staff from 
other agencies who are familiar with federal 
transportation funding requirements. The Working 
Group is comprised of staff and appointed 
representatives from geographically diverse areas of the 
region recruited through SACOG’s staff-level regional 
advisory committees (e.g., Planners Committee, etc.).  

Community Design Working Group Composition 
 

Expertise  Number 

Land Use Planners  3-5 

Project Engineers  1-2 

Bicycle/ Pedestrian Planning  1 

Air Quality  1 

Urban Design  1 

Transit  1 

Community Groups  1 

Transportation Demand 
Management  

1 
 

Total  10-13 
 
SACOG staff encourages potential applicants to discuss 
possible projects. Applicants must submit a pre-submittal 
letter to SACOG describing the project, and the 
SACOG/Caltrans Review Team will reply with a letter 
stating whether the project is eligible and any 
foreseeable concerns the project is raising. If the project 
is determined to be eligible, a full application can then be 
submitted. The Working Group then reviews eligible 
applications and recommends a prioritized project list to 
SACOG staff based on the criteria stated in these 
guidelines. Applicants may be contacted during the 

project selection process and requested to provide up to 
one written email page to clarify questions of the 
Working Group or the SACOG/Caltrans Review Team. 
 
The Working Group prioritizes and ranks the applications, 
according to an iterative process that uses both 
quantitative and qualitative methods. For projects 
recommended by the Working Group to be on the 
prioritized list, applicants will meet with the 
SACOG/Caltrans Review Team to ensure the project’s 
scope of work, budget and timeline meet program 
requirements. The Working Group and SACOG/Caltrans 
Review Team recommendations are then provided to the 
SACOG executive team.  
 
PROJECT SCREENING  
Not all projects can be easily determined for eligibility.  In 
all cases, SACOG and Caltrans District 3 Local Assistance 
staff will work directly with each applicant on eligibility. 
For each potential application, an applicant must submit 
a pre-application letter describing the project, and the 
SACOG/Caltrans Review Team will provide a written 
response addressing issues relating to eligibility. 

Capacity to manage a federal-aid project 
In addition, all applicants must have a staff person who is 
trained in federal aid funding management.  In most 
cases, the staff is found in the Public Works 
Departments. Public agencies (cities, counties, and other 
public agencies, such as transit agencies and air quality 
management districts with master funding agreements 
with Caltrans to manage state or federal transportation 
funds) in Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo, and Yuba counties are 
the eligible applicants. 

For those sponsoring jurisdictions that do not have 
internal staff who can manage federal transportation 
funds, they will be required to team up with a local 
agency or hire a qualified consultant in this area.  

Requested project amounts fall into the following ranges: 
$300,000 to $4 million for conventional construction 
projects; $150,000 to $500,000 for conventional pre-
construction (design, engineering, environmental or 
right-of-way activities) projects; $1.5 million to $4.0 
million for construction of Complete Streets projects; and 



 

Page 7 of 10 

$100,000 or less for non-competitive projects. Applying 
for a non-competitive project precludes the applicant 
from applying competitively within the Community 
Design Program and is limited to SACOG member 
agencies. 

Required local match 
Projects in the competitive categories of the program 
(above $100,000 in funding request) must provide a 
minimum of 11.47% match in non-federal funds, i.e., for 
every $100,000 of total project cost (grant and match 
combined), the program will pay up to $88,530 for every 
$11,470 of match provided by the project sponsor. 
Projects in the non-competitive category (funding 
requests of $100,000 or less) have a 10% local match 
requirement. 

EVALUATING PROJECT PERFORMANCE 
The Working Group prioritizes and ranks the projects, 
according to an iterative process that uses both 
quantitative and qualitative methods. There are two 
general evaluation criteria used by the Working Group 
and SACOG/Caltrans Review Team to determine whether 
a project will be recommended for funding.  The two 
review committees will consider the projects based on 
the two criteria stated below. Additionally, this funding 
cycle, a renewed emphasis will be placed on the 
applicant’s ability to demonstrate that the land use 
changes claimed by the project will be reliable.   

Criterion #1:  How well does the proposed project 
promote the seven regional Blueprint Project Principles? 

o transportation choices – encouraging people 
to walk, ride bicycles, carpool or ride the bus, 
light rail or train. 

o housing diversity- providing a variety of 
places where people can live – apartments 
condominiums, townhouses, and single 
family detached houses.  

o compact development – creating 
environments that are more compactly built 
and use space in an efficient but more 
aesthetic manner that can encourage more 
walking, biking and public transit use.  

o mixed land uses – building homes near or 
with other uses, such as business or  

o commercial areas that create active, vital 
neighborhoods.   

o use of existing assets – focusing 
development in communities with vacant 
land or intensifying development of 
underutilized land that can make better use 
of public infrastructure, including roads.  

o natural resource protection – preserving and 
maintaining open spaces and natural places 
and agricultural lands by encouraging 
energy-efficient design and land use, water 
conservation and storm water management.  

o quality design – how the built environment is 
developed, the relationship to the street, 
and how buildings are oriented, which all 
contribute to a community’s attractiveness 
and how likely residents are to walk, bike or 
have a sense of community pride.  

 
Criterion #2:  How realistic is this project to be 
implemented within the program timeline? 

Although these criteria have a high degree of 
subjectivity, the evaluation committee is comprised of 
peer professionals who are experienced in evaluating 
project performance and deliverability. SACOG staff will 
review the recommendations from the review 
committees of all three programs and take them into 
account for the full recommendation package sent to the 
board.  

FUNDING RECIPIENT REQUIREMENTS: 

All program fund recipients must expend the project 
funds within three years if programming funds are 
available in the 2015-16 or 2016-17 fiscal years.   If not, 
use of program funds is extended to match available 
programming capacity.  

Recipients must submit a quarterly update on all projects 
receiving funding during the 2015 SACOG Programming 
Cycle.  Failure to do so could result in negative impacts 
for future funding rounds.  
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2015 REGIONAL/LOCAL FUNDING PROGRAM:  
SACRAMENTO, SUTTER, YOLO, YUBA COUNTIES 

 

The Regional/Local Program is SACOG's largest 
competitive program.  The emphasis of the program is to 
fund projects that will help implement the MTP/SCS by 
providing regional benefits.  The program seeks to 
promote effective and efficient use of limited state and 
federal funding resources to both develop and maintain 
the regional transportation network.  This is 
accomplished through the funding of capital and lump 
sum projects included in the 2012 MTP/SCS, asset 
management planning and projects, and the 
development of shelf-ready projects. 

GOALS AND PRIORITIES 
In September 2009, the Sacramento Area Council of 
Governments (SACOG) Board of Directors approved 
several policy considerations for the Regional/Local 
Funding Program that have been applied to subsequent 
Funding Rounds. The 2015 Funding Round has revised 
these policies as informed by feedback from prior cycles 
and new policy direction from 2016 MTP/SCS update 
committee dialogues:  

1. EMPHASIZE COST-EFFECTIVE 
PROGRAMMING DECISIONS 
The constrained federal and state funding environment 
calls for placing an even greater emphasis on making the 
most cost-effective programming decisions, which is 
achieved by maximizing performance outcomes and 
minimizing project costs.    Priority will be given to 
projects for which the sponsor has already funded the 
initial phases with its own resources (i.e., environmental, 
design and/or right-of-way).   

2. FIX IT FIRST: ASSET MANAGEMENT AND 
MAINTAINING A STATE OF GOOD REPAIR 
Local and state transportation budgets are strained 
under the weight of stagnant revenues, the loss of gas 
tax buying power and growing deferred maintenance 
costs, reducing the ability of member agencies to operate 
and maintain existing facilities and services.  The 2015  

 

Regional/Local Program will continue to focus regional 
support on the maintenance of federal-aid eligible 
transportation facilities.  Investment priorities include fix 
it first projects that address: 

o complete streets/corridors elements that serve  
       an existing or forecasted demand. 
o innovative cost-effective practices to extend the 
       life of existing assets, such as the use of recycled 

asphalt or rolling stock rehabilitation. 
o planning and budgeting studies to better manage 

existing assets, such as Pavement Management 
Systems and Transit Asset Management Plans. 

 

3. FOCUS ON SMALL OR MEDIUM-SIZED 
CAPITAL PROJECTS 
 The Regional/Local Funding Program is an important 
source of capital funding.  As in past funding cycles, 
capital projects providing regional benefits have been 
awarded funds through the Regional/Local program.  A 
challenge for this policy priority is the limited number of 
projects that can be funded if the programming revenue 
is severely constrained.  For the federal and state funds 
that are available, the emphasis will be on small- and 
medium- sized projects. Project performance outcomes 
will be assessed relative to the funding request amount. 

4. LEVERAGE REGIONAL FUNDS FOR NEAR-
TERM PROJECT DEVELOPMENT  
Funding from competitive programs likely to appear in 
the near future need to have “shelf ready” capital 
projects that are deliverable and thereby ready to utilize 
funding.  A relatively small but strategically allocated 
portion of the total revenue may go to early project 
development efforts for projects included within the next 
10 years of the 2012 MTP/SCS. 
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ELIGIBLE PROJECT TYPES 

Any projects listed in the MTP/SCS or a lump-sum project 
category are eligible.  Any project eligible under the 
Community Design Program can apply without any 
maximum cost limitations, but will only be evaluated in 
the context of the Regional/Local program. Projects 
applying for the State or Regional ATP or the Bike & 
Pedestrian program will not be considered.  

PROJECT SELECTION PROCESS 
The application process has changed significantly from 
the last Regional/Local Program to increase transparency 
and external agency involvement.   

A Regional/Local Working Group will review all pre-
submittal letters and applications to draft a 
recommended list of prioritized projects to submit to 
SACOG staff for consideration.  Working Group members 
will include SACOG and external agency staff who will 
evaluate letters and applications against their 
performance outcome area of expertise. 

Pre-submittal letter for review by Working Group: 
Applicants must submit a pre-submittal letter to SACOG 
prior to submitting a full application.  The Working Group 
will reply with a letter indicating:  
a. whether the project is eligible or ineligible to apply,  
b. any foreseeable concerns with the project’s scope of 
work, budget, and timeline; and  
c. feedback on the potential strongest performance 
outcomes of the project. 

 
Full applications prioritized by Working Group: 
A full application must be submitted to SACOG staff for 
preliminary screening; applications are then forwarded 
to the Working Group.                               
 
The Working Group prioritizes and ranks the projects, 
according to an iterative process that uses both 
quantitative and qualitative methods. The applicant will 
be provided the opportunity to address the Working 
Group either by phone or during a meeting to ensure the 
scope of work, budget, timeline, and performance 
outcomes meet program requirements and achieve high 
performance outcomes.  The Working Group will 

recommend a list of prioritized projects to SACOG staff 
for review. 
 
SACOG staff will review all applications against screening 
criteria, project performance outcomes, and Working 
Group recommendations to recommend projects to the 
SACOG Board for funding. 
 

SCREENING PROJECTS OUT 
Projects must provide a minimum of 11.47% match in 
non-federal funds, as is required in all federal aid funding 
projects.  For every $100,000 of total project costs (grant 
and match combined), the program will pay up to 
$88,530 for every $11,470 of match provided by the 
project sponsor.    

All of the following conditions must be met for a project 
to proceed in the programming process. Failure to meet 
each screening consideration will eliminate the project 
from further consideration.   

1. The project must be currently listed in the 
MTP/SCS or a lump-sum project category. 
Non-exempt projects must align with 
SACOG’s air quality conformity and 
greenhouse gas objectives. 

2. The project must be scheduled to begin 
construction no later than FFY 2021 with 
preliminary engineering and environmental 
analysis scheduled within three years. 

3. The project costs and schedule estimates 
for environmental, engineering, ROW and 
start-up construction must be believable, 
based on standards for similar projects. 

4. The project sponsor must have a track 
record that demonstrates technical capacity 
and reliability for similar projects. 

5. A request for construction funding must 
demonstrate that environmental, 
engineering and ROW will be ready by the 
time funds are requested, and the financial 
capacity for ongoing operations and 
maintenance. 
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6. The project must be consistent with 
complete streets requirements (as 
applicable; 
http://www.sacog.org/complete-
streets/toolkit/START.html). 

EVALUATING PROJECT PERFORMANCE 
There are seven general evaluation criteria used by the 
review committees and SACOG staff to determine 
whether a project will be recommended for funding.  The 
following performance outcomes will be used to evaluate 
projects submitted to the Regional/Local Funding 
Program: 

1. A regional reduction in VMT per capita; 
2. A regional reduction in congested VMT per 

capita; 
3. An increase in multi-modal travel/alternative 

travel/choice of transportation options; 
4. Provide long-term economic benefit within the 

region, recognizing the importance of sustaining 
both the urban and rural economies; 

5. Improve goods movement, including farm-to-
market travel, in and through the region; 

6. Significantly improve safety and security; 
7. Demonstrate “state of good repair” benefits 

that improve the efficiency of the existing 
transportation system. 

Special considerations: 
1. Special consideration will be given to agencies 

submitting a joint-proposal project; in other 
words, a project that can demonstrate multi-
jurisdictional participation and benefits will 
receive some level of priority. 

2. Special consideration will be given to agencies 
submitting a project for which the agency has 
already funded the initial phases with its own 
resources (i.e., environmental, design and/or 
right-of-way). 

3. Special consideration will be given to projects 
that maximize the use of available federal and 
state funds. 

 

FUNDING RECIPIENT REQUIREMENTS 

Recipients must submit a quarterly update on all 
projects receiving funding during the 2015 
SACOG Programming Cycle.  Failure to do so 
could result in negative impacts for future 
funding rounds.   

 

 

http://www.sacog.org/complete-streets/toolkit/START.html
http://www.sacog.org/complete-streets/toolkit/START.html


Item #15-10-5 
Land Use & Natural  Resources Committee Information 

October 8, 2015 
 
Region Rising Conference - Friday, November 20, 2015 
 
Issue: SACOG Board Members and the currently elected City Council members and County 
Supervisors are invited to attend with a complimentary ticket. SACOG Board members are being 
allocated four additional complimentary tickets to distribute. 
 
Recommendation: None; this item is for information only. 
 
Discussion:  SACOG Board members and the currently elected City Council members and 
County Supervisors are encouraged to RSVP via email to Rosie Ramos at rramos@sacog.org or 
(916) 340-6208. To register the additional four complimentary participants, only the name and 
email of the participants need to be provided to Rosie Ramos.      
 
SACOG and Valley Vision are working together to develop Region Rising. This full-day 
conference will bring together elected officials, local government staff, residents, advocates, and 
the private sector to explore planning and economic development issues and celebrate local 
Blueprint implementation actions over the past ten years.  
 
Region Rising has confirmed morning keynote speaker and renowned author Richard Florida; 
Glenda Humiston, Vice President of UC Agriculture and Natural Resources; and Cassandra Pye, 
3.14 Communications as Mistress of Ceremonies.  
 
We will work with Poll Anywhere to integrate real-time polling and feedback throughout the day. 
The polling will be conducted via participants’ smart phones. While results will be displayed in 
real time, the data will be collected and accessible after the fact.  
 
Additional features include an outdoor lunch in Capitol Park and a Collision Space that will 
include six displays that highlight city and county Blueprint implementation and local assets.  
 
Approved by: 
 
 
 
Mike McKeever 
Chief Executive Officer 
 
MM:MH:ds 
 
Key Staff:  Kacey Lizon, Planning Manager, (916) 340-6265 

Monica Hernández, Public Information Officer, (916) 340-6237 
  Sabrina Bradbury, Public Information Coordinator, (916) 340-6211 



 
 

 Item #15-10-6 
Land Use & Natural  Resources Committee   Receive & Fi le  
 
October 8, 2015 
 
2016 Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy Update: 
Public Hearing Dates 
 
Issue: What is the status of the 2016 Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities 
Strategy update?    
 
Recommendation: None. This is for information only.   
 
Discussion: The Draft 2016 Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy 
(MTP/SCS) and Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) are available for public review and comment. 
The public comment period concludes at 5 p.m. on November 16, 2015.  
 
SACOG will hold four public hearings for the Draft 2016 MTP/SCS and DEIR on the following 
dates and at the following locations: 
 
Thursday, October 29 
6:30-7:30 p.m. 
Folsom Community Center – Activity Room 
52 Natoma Street 
Folsom, 95630 
 
Wednesday, November 4 
6:30-7:30 p.m. 
Lincoln City Council Chamber 
600 6th Street 
Lincoln, 95648 

Thursday, November 5 
6:30-7:30 p.m. 
Yolo County Board Chambers 
625 Court Street, Room 206 
Woodland, 95695 
 
Tuesday, November 10 
6:30-7:30 p.m. 
SACOG Offices 
1415 L Street, 3rd Floor 
Sacramento, 95814 

 
Following the comment period, public comments and SACOG responses will be summarized and 
presented to the Board in preparation for final revisions to the plan. Final adoption of the plan is 
targeted for February 2016. 
 
Key Staff:  Kacey Lizon, Planning Manager, (916) 340-6265 
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