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Curb cut not ADA-compliant
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Non-compliant curb-cut (different view)
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Non-compliant curb cut (close-up view)
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Non-compliant curb-cut
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No crosswalk at intersection close to public library
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No marked crosswalks at busy intersection near public library
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No marked crosswalks
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Location of Planned Curb Extension
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Busy street, no pedestrian lights, few trees
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Lack of Buffer/Shade Trees on west side of street
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5. Crash/Safety Data, Collision maps and Countermeasures. Engineer’s Initials:






image10.png

Py






image11.png

X






image12.png

a. Confirmation that crash data shown occurred within influence area of proposed improvements.

6. Project Schedule and Requested programming of ATP funding Engineer’s Initials:

a. All applicants must anticipate receiving federal ATP funding for the project and therefore the project
schedules and programming included in the application must account for all applicable requirements and
timeframes.

b. “Completed Dates” for project Milestone Dates shown in the application have been reviewed and verified

¢. “Expected Dates” for project Milestone Dates shown in the application account for all reasonable project
timetables, including: Interagency MOUs, Caltrans agreements, CTC allocations, FHWA authorizations,
federal environmental studies and approvals, federal right-of-way acquisitions, federal consultant selections,
project permits, etc.

d. The fiscal year and funding amounts shown in the PPR must be consistent with the values shown in the
project cost estimate(s), expected project milestone dates and expected matching funds.

7 Warrant studies/guidance (Check if not applicable) Engineer’s Initials:

a. For new Signals — Warrant 4, 5 or 7 must be met (CA MUTCD): Signal warrants must be documented
as having been met based on the CA MUTCD

8. Additional narration and documentation: Engineer’s Initials:

a. The text in the “Narrative Questions” in the application is consistent with and supports the engineering logic
and calculations used in the development of the plans/maps and estimate

b.  When needed to clarify non-standard ATP project elements (i.e. vehicular roadway widening necessary for
the construction of the primary ATP elements); appropriate documentation is attached to the application to
document the engineering decisions and calculations requiring the inclusion of these non-standard elements.

Licensed Engineer: Engineer's Stamp:
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Name (Last, First):l Chan, Ferdinand

Title: | Sr. Civil Engineer
Engineer License Number l C 46542 |

| Ferdy.Chan@lacity.org '

[ 213-847-0870 l
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Signature:
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Date:
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Form Date: ATP Cycle 2 - Application Form  Attachment C

ATP Engineer’s Checklist for Infrastructure Projects
Required for “Infrastructure” applications ONLY

This application checklist is to be used by the engineer in “responsible charge” of the preparation of this ATP
application to ensure all of the primary elements of the application are included as necessary to meet the CTC's
requirements for a PSR-Equivalent document (per CTC’s ATP Guidelines and CTC’s Adoption of PSR Guidelines -
Resolution G-99-33) and to ensure the application is free of critical errors and omissions; allowing the application to
be accurately ranked in the statewide ATP selection process.

Special Considerations for Engineers before they Sign and Stamp this document attesting to the accuracy of the

application:

Chapter 7, Article 3; Section 6735 of the Professional Engineer's Act of the State of California requires engineering calculation(s) or
report(s) be either prepared by or under the responsible charge of a licensed civil engineer. Since the corresponding ATP
Infrastructure-application defines the scope of work of a future civil construction project and requires complex engineering principles
and calculations which are based on the best data available at the time of the application, the application must be signed and
stamped by a licensed civil engineer.

By signing and stamping this document, the engineer is attesting to this application's technical information and engineering data
upon which local agency's recommendations, conclusions, and decisions are made. This action is governed by the Professional
Engineer’s Act and the corresponding Code of Professional Conduct, under Sections 6775 and 6735.

The following checklist is to be completed by the engineer in “responsible charge” of defining the projects Scope, Cost
and Schedule per the expectations of the CTC’s PSR Equivalent. The checklist is expected to be used during the
preparation of the documents, but not initialed and stamped until the final application and application attachments
are complete and ready for submission to Caltrans.

1. Vicinity map /Location map Engineer’s Initials:
a. The project limits must be clearly depicted in relationship to the overall agency boundary

2. Project layout-plan/map showing existing and proposed conditions must: Engineer’s Initials:
a. Be to a scale which allows the visual verification of the overall project “construction” fimits and limits of each
primary element of the project
b. Show the full scope of the proposed project, including any non-participating construction items
Show all changes to existing motorized/non-motorized lane and shoulder widths. Label the proposed widths

d. Show agency’s right of way (ROW) lines when permanent or temporary ROW impacts are possible. (As
appropriate, also show Caltrans’, Railroad, and all other government agencies ROW lines)

o

3. Typical cross-section(s) showing existing and proposed conditions. Engineer’s Initials:
(Include cross-section for each controlling configuration that varies significantly from the typical)

a. Show and dimension: changes in lane widths, ROW lines, side slopes, etc.

4 Detailed Engineer's Estimate Engineer’s Initials:

a. Estimate is reasonable and complete.

b. Each of the main project elements are broken out into separate construction items. The costs for each item
are based on calculated quantities and appropriate corresponding unit costs

c. All non-participating costs in relation to the ATP funding are clearly identified and accounted for separately
from the eligible costs.

d. All project elements the applicant intends to utilize the CCC (or a certified community conservation corps) on
need to be clearly identified and accounted for

e. All project development costs to be funded by the ATP need to be accounted for in the total project cost
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Implementing Agency: Chief Executive Officer, Public Works Director, or other officer authorized by the governing board

The undersigned affirms that their agency will be the “Implementing Agency” for the project if funded with ATP funds and they are
the Chief Executive Officer, Public Works Director or other officer authorized by their governing board with the authority to
commit the agency’s resources and funds. They are also affirming that the statements contained in this application package are
true and complete to the best of their knowledge. For infrastructure projects, the undersigned affirms that they are the manager of
the public right-of-way facilities (responsible for their maintenance and operation) or they have authority over this position.

Signature: Date:
Name: Phone:
Title: Director, Bureau of Street Services e-mail:

For projects with a Partnering Agency: Chief Executive Officer or other officer authorized by the governing board

(For use only when appropriate)

The undersigned affirms that their agency is committed to partner with the “Implementing Agency” and agrees to assume the
responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the facility upon completion by the implementing agency and they
intend to document such agreement per the CTC guidelines. The undersigned also affirms that they are the Chief Executive Officer
or other officer authorized by their governing board with the authority to commit the agency’s resources and funds. They are also
affirming that the statements contained in this application package are true and complete to the best of their knowledge.

Signature:
Name: Phone:
Title: e-mail:

For Safe Routes to School projects and/or projects presented as benefiting a school: School or School District Official

(For use only when appropriate)
The undersigned affirms that the school(s) benefited by this application is not on a school closure list.

Signature:
Name:
Title:

If the application’s project proposes improvements within a freeway or state highway right-of-way, whether it affects the safety or
operations of the facility or not, it is required that the proposed improvements be reviewed by the district traffic operations office
and either a letter of support/acknowledgement from the traffic operations office be attached or the signature of the traffic
manager be secured in the application. The Caltrans letter and/or signature does not imply approval of the project, but instead is
only an acknowledgement that Caltrans District staff is aware of the proposed project; and upon initial review, the project appears
to be reasonable and acceptable.

Is a letter of support/acknowledgement attached? If yes, no signature is required. If no, the following signature is required.
Signature: Date:

Name: Phone:

Title: e-mail:

Contact the District Local Assistance Engineer (DLAE) for the project to get Caltrans Traffic Ops contact information. DLAE contact information can
be found at http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LocalPrograms/dlae.htm
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Late:
Phone:
e-mail:
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For projects with encroachments on the State right-of-way: Caltrans District Traffic Operations Office Approval*
{For use only when appropriate)
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Date:
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Nazario Sauceda 213-847-3333

nazario.sauceda@lacity.org
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Part C: Attachments
Attachment A: Signature Page

IMPORTANT: Applications will not be accepted without all required signatures.
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Date:










		07-Los Angeles-6

Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Cost



		



		Important: Read the Instructions in the other sheet (tab) before entering data.    Do not enter in shaded fields (with formulas).



		Project Information:



		Agency:

		City of Los Angeles



		Application ID:

		07-Los Angeles-6

		Prepared by:

		Bureau of Street Services

		Date:

		4/30/2015



		Project Description:

		Pedestrian enhancement improvements: Refuge Median Island, Curb Extension, Continental Crosswalks Pedestrian Lighting, Bike Racks, Wayfinding Signage, Benches



		Project Location:

		Sherman Way between De Soto Ave and Topanga Canyon Blvd, in the City of Los Angeles.



		



		Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:



		

		Cost Breakdown



		

		Note: Cost can apply to more than one category. Therefore may be over 100%.



		Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)

		

ATP Eligible Items

		

Landscaping

		Non-Participating Items

		To be Constructed by Corps/CCC



		

Item No.

		Item

		

Quantity

		

Units

		

Unit Cost

		Total Item Cost

		

%

		

$

		

%

		

$

		

%

		

$

		

%

		

$



		1

		Mobilization

		1

		LS

		$60,000.00

		$60,000

		100%

		$60,000

		

		

		

		

		

		



		2

		Construction Sign

		4

		EA

		$1,500.00

		$6,000

		100%

		$6,000

		

		

		

		

		

		



		3

		Traffic control: Daily Set-up & Take Down

		1

		LS

		$40,000.00

		$40,000

		100%

		$40,000

		

		

		

		

		

		



		4

		Asphalt Concrete Removal (For Refuge

Media and Curb Extension

		2000

		SF

		$4.50

		$9,000

		100%

		$9,000

		

		

		

		

		100%

		$9,000



		5

		Asphalt Concrete Removal, by Cold Milling (Continental Crosswalk legs)

		9200

		SF

		$1.30

		$11,960

		100%

		$11,960

		

		

		

		

		

		



		6

		Concrete Removal (for Curb Extension)

		2300

		SF

		$3.50

		$8,050

		100%

		$8,050

		

		

		

		

		100%

		$8,050



		7

		Unclassified Excavation, incl. Backfill

& Haul-away

		100

		CY

		$70.00

		$7,000

		100%

		$7,000

		

		

		

		

		100%

		$7,000



		8

		Integral Curb & Gutter Removal

		1000

		SF

		$8.00

		$8,000

		100%

		$8,000

		

		

		

		

		100%

		$8,000



		9

		Crushed Miscellaneous Base (CMB) 4" thick

		7200

		SF

		$1.50

		$10,800

		100%

		$10,800

		

		

		

		

		100%

		$10,800



		10

		Crushed Miscellaneous Base (CMB) 6"thick

		900

		SF

		$1.75

		$1,575

		100%

		$1,575

		

		

		

		

		100%

		$1,575



		11

		Asphalt Concrete Pavement

		2500

		SF

		$8.00

		$20,000

		100%

		$20,000

		

		

		

		

		

		



		12

		3" Thick Concrete

		7200

		SF

		$9.00

		$64,800

		100%

		$64,800

		

		

		

		

		100%

		$64,800



		13

		Decomposed Granite (DG)

		3600

		SF

		$2.00

		$7,200

		100%

		$7,200

		100%

		$7,200

		

		

		100%

		$7,200



		14

		Cobblestone Paving @ Refuge Median

		200

		SF

		$18.00

		$3,600

		100%

		$3,600

		

		

		

		

		

		



		15

		Access Ramps

		24

		EA

		$3,500.00

		$84,000

		100%

		$84,000

		

		

		

		

		100%

		$84,000



		16

		Integral Curb & Gutter

		1,300

		LF

		$33.00

		$42,900

		100%

		$42,900

		

		

		

		

		100%

		$42,900



		17

		Imported Top Soil, Placed and Compacted

		200

		CY

		$50.00

		$10,000

		100%

		$10,000

		100%

		$10,000

		

		

		100%

		$10,000



		18

		Street Tree (for Shade)

		200

		EA

		$850.00

		$170,000

		100%

		$170,000

		100%

		$170,000

		

		

		100%

		$170,000



		19

		Landscape Planting for Refuge Median Island

		400

		SF

		$8.50

		$3,400

		100%

		$3,400

		100%

		$3,400

		

		

		100%

		$3,400



		20

		Irrigation System

		400

		SF

		$6.50

		$2,600

		100%

		$2,600

		100%

		$2,600

		

		

		100%

		$2,600



		21

		Water Meter, Controller & Backflow Device

		1

		EA

		$7,500.00

		$7,500

		100%

		$7,500

		

		

		

		

		100%

		$7,500



		22

		Pedestrian Lighting

		20

		EA

		$12,500.00

		$250,000

		100%

		$250,000

		

		

		

		

		

		



		23

		Striping, Pavement Markings, Signs

Around School

		1

		LS

		$20,000.00

		$20,000

		100%

		$20,000

		

		

		

		

		

		



		24

		Continental Crosswalks (Per Leg)

		8

		EA

		$3,000.00

		$24,000

		100%

		$24,000

		

		

		

		

		

		



		25

		Bicycle Racks

		24

		EA

		$600.00

		$14,400

		100%

		$14,400

		

		

		

		

		100%

		$14,400



		26

		Benches

		6

		EA

		$1,500.00

		$9,000

		100%

		$9,000

		

		

		

		

		100%

		$9,000



		27

		Wayfinding signage

		10

		EA

		$4,000.00

		$40,000

		100%

		$40,000

		

		

		

		

		

		



		Subtotal of Construction Items:

		$935,785

		

		$935,785

		

		$193,200

		

		

		

		$460,225



		Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):

Enter in the cell to the right

		10.00%

		$93,579

		



		Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:

		$1,029,364

		



		



		Project Cost Estimate:

		



		Type of Project Delivery Cost

		Cost $

		



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)

		



		Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED):

		$                             257,341

		



		Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):

		$                                         -

		



		Page | 61                               Total PE:

		$                            257,341

		25.00%

		25% Max
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and Related Mortality in Los Angeles County

A Cities and Communities Health Report

Office of Health Assessment and Epidemiology
September 2011
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FINDINGS

Overall, adult obesity rates in the County increased from 13.6% in 1997 to 22.2% in 2007, while the
obesity rates among school-aged children increased from 18.9% in 1999 to 23.0% in 2008, While deaths
from coronary heart disease and stroke have declined slightly in recent years, CHD, stroke, and diabetes
have remained the #1, #2,and #6 leading causes of death in the County since 1999, respectively.? All
three diseases also rank among the leading causes of premature death, defined as death before age 75
years.

Marked racial/ethnic disparities exist for obesity and death from obesity-related causes. Latinos (29.4%)
and African Americans (29.2%) have much higher adult obesity rates than whites (17.6%) and Asians/
Pacific Islanders (8.9%). Among school-aged children, Pacific Islanders (37.1%) and Latinos (27.5%) have the
highest obesity rates. In addition, African Americans experience higher mortality from diabetes, stroke, and
CHD than other racial/ethnic groups.

Table | (pages 6-8) presents the rates and rankings of adult and child obesity and mortality for diabetes,
stroke, and CHD for 81 cities, |5 Los Angeles City Council Districts, and 32 unincorporated communities.

Adult obesity prevalence varied considerably across cities and communities, with the lowest in San Marino
(84%) and the highest in East Compton (39.9%), an almost fivefold difference. The prevalence was strongly
correlated with economic hardship (correlation coefficient [r]=0.87, p<0.0001), with higher obesity
prevalence generally found in cities and communities with greater economic hardship. Although areas with
high adult obesity rates appeared to concentrate in certain geographic locations, the prevalence of obesity
sometimes varied greatly among different cities in the same Service Planning Area (Figure ).

The prevalence of child obesity also varied significantly among cities and communities, from a low of 3.4%
in Manhattan Beach to a high of 38.7% in Walnut Park, and was also found to be strongly correlated with
economic hardship (=0.86, p<0.0001). Additionally, we observed a strong correlation between the rates
of adult obesity and child obesity (r=0.84, p<0.0001).

Obese adults are at risk for developing many chronic conditions. We examined correlations between
the prevalence of adult obesity and the mortality rates for diabetes, stroke, and CHD with and without
controlling for economic hardship. We found a strong correlation (r=0.83, p<0.0001) between the
prevalence of adult obesity and the diabetes mortality rate. The strength of the correlation was reduced,
but still moderate (r=0.55, p<0.0001), after controlling for economic hardship.The prevalence of adult
obesity was also moderately correlated with mortality rates for stroke (r=0.42, p<0.0001) and CHD
(r=0.45, p<0.0001). These correlations remained moderate after controlling for economic hardship
(r=0:40, p<0.0001 for stroke; r=0.39, p<0.000| for CHD). In addition, economic hardship was correlated
strongly with diabetes mortality (r=0.75, p<0.0001) and moderately with mortality rates for stroke
(r=0.26,p=0.0057) and CHD (r=0.31, p<0.0004).
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Table | — Continued

Adult Obesity Child Obesity Diabetes Mortality Stroke Mortality CHD Mortality
A 2 Prevalence 207" Prevalence 20087 2004-2008 2004-2008 2004-2008
CitylCommunity [ T et | Rank& | oo T Rank & | DeathRate | Rank & | Deathate | Rank & | Death Rate [ Rank &
Quartile Quartile | per100,000 | Quartile | per100,000 | Quartile | per 100,000 | Quartile
Hacienda Heights 192 | 169218 4 20.0 4 20 20 29 5 119 18
Hawaiian Gardens 27.0 | 240305 | 83 33.4% - - - - 114 13
Hawthome 286 | 252325 | 94 259 b 2 35 “ [ 185
Hermosa Beach 127 | 101161 [ 16 54~ 3 - - 2 75 132 33
Huntington Park 293 [ 253338 | 9 303 | “ T 29 5 136 37
Inglewood 296 | 264334 268 78 36 4 215
La Canada Flintridge 01 | 83125 3 85 [ 10 - - 34 2 116 17
La Crescenta-Montrose 152 | 135172 | 26 96 1 - - 38 45 146 53
La Habra Heights 158 | 134189 | 28 - - - - “ 138 3
LaMirada 208 | 178244 | 2 176 36 2 2 36 30 152 6
La Puente 312 | 271356 278 87 2 70 2 4 19 18
LaVerne 198 | 175226 | 46 126 19 % 35 38 45 169 86
Lake Los Angeles 289 | 243381 | 95 51 | 69 - - - - 219 i
Lakewood 212 | 182249 | 54 209 49 % 35 39 53 160 75
Lancaster 260 | 220307 | 71 22 51 [l 55 m
Lawndale 284 | 29324 | 9 29 59 n 31 37 36 151 60
Lennox 326 | 282376 - - 32 70 4 58 130 2
Lomita 83 | 20327 | 6 272 79 3 34 3 18 150 59
Long Beach 25 | 14280 | 70 25 56 % 35 3 8 19 |
Los Angeles (City of) ¢ 24 | 0102041 | oa 254 n/a % n/a 39 n/a 161 n/a
LA Gity Council District 1| 23.3 | 204-267 | 61 278 87 2 54 37 36 138 3
LA Gity Council District2 | 205 | 185229 | 50 05 56 2 2 36 30 187
LA ity Council District 3 | 18.8 | 17.0-208 | 43 182 38 20 2 a 69 169 86
LA Gty Council District4 | 164 | 144189 | 32 29 59 15 7 33 18 137 a
LA Gty Council District 5 | 123 | 11.0139 | 10 189 2 15 7 31 i 129 277
LA Gity Council District6 | 249 | 223278 | 72 276 8 % 35 36 30 169 86
LA City Coundil District7 | 26.1 | 233294 | 79 29.1 2 70 4 58 179
LA City Coundil District8 | 35.1 | 30.8-40.0 30.1 3 59 219
LA ity Counil District9 | 367 | 32.6-412 295 1 39 4 190
LA Gty Council District 10 | 234 | 211260 | 63 28.1 2% [ 45 174 9
LA ity Council District 11| 123 | 104147 | 10 200 2 " 5 36 30 123 2
LA Gty Coundil District 12 | 17.5 | 158196 | 39 23 53 19 16 37 36 184
LA City Coundil District 13 | 20.6 | 18.0-23.8 | 51 276 84 2 2 35 2 i 50
LA City Council District 14 | 23.8 | 20.627.6 | 66 264 76 29 54 ) 2 " 46
LA ity Coungil District 15 | 304 | 27.8-334 2738 87 2 54 4 178
Lynwood 378 | 325434 277 86 2 54 58 195
Malibu 104 | 84129 4 5.9% 6 - - - - 78 1
Manhattan Beach 125 | 99159 1" 34 1 - - 38 [ 93 3
Marina del Rey 99 79124 2 - - - - - - 147 55
Maywood 301 | 258349 27 |8 49 - - 181 4
Monrovia 24 | 198255 | 57 204 47 27 48 2 75 162 7
Montebello 260 | 30294 | 7 By | & 36 36 30 156 65
Monterey Park 161 | 142185 | 30 158 3 19 16 30 10 107 10
Norwalk 272 | 39311 | 86 260 75 34 4 58 175 95

4 Rankings are provided for the 15 Los Angeles City Council Districts rather than for the city in its entirety

Ist quartite (0-24th percentile) 2nd quartile (25th-49th percentile) 3d quartile (SOth-74th percentile) B 4th quartie (75th-100th percentie)
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DISCUSSION, coNTINUED

A number of anti-obesity efforts are currently underway in the County. The Department of Public Health
received a two-year $15.9 million grant in 2010 from the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention to
improve nutrition, increase physical activity, and reduce obesity in the County, particularly in communities
most impacted by the epidemic. The focus of the project, RENEW LA County (see page 12),is on

policy, systems, and environmental change strategies to

in communities where conditions often make these choices very difficuft. The success and sustainability
of this project and related efforts in the County will depend upon the participation of a broad range of
stakeholders, including local residents and community organizations, schools, cities, other public agencies,
public and private employers, and the health care community.

RECOMMENDATIONS"
To Address the Obesity Epidemic
Cities:
* Prioritize parks and other green space in land-use decisions
* Support community recreation programs
* Develop and implement pedestrian and bicycle master plans
* Promote mixed-use development

* Increase public transit options and improve bicycle access between transit stations and
surrounding communities

* Create incentives (e.g. streamlining permitting, finding spaces, reducing fees)

For restaurants that offer healthy food items and encourage provision of calorie and nutrition
information on menus and menu boards

- For full service supermarkets, farmers' markets, and other businesses that offer affordable, fresh
produce
* Promote community gardens

« Establish nutrition standards for foods and beverages purchased by and distributed in city
programs or at city facilities

Communities:
* Participate in your city's land-use policy and planning
tings
* Organize walking groups, community bike rides, and
other recreational activities

me!

* Promote healthier food options (e.g. outre
local merchants such as corner store owners and
support farmers' markets and community gardens)
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Strategic Priority 1
Healthy and Safe Community Environments

Support and develop neighborhoods and institutions that support healthy lifestyles.

Goal 1.1: Increase the capacity of community environments to support active
living and healthy eating.

Obj11.a Increase the number of local jurisdictions that implement transit-
oriented districts and other land use planning policies that promote
walkable, bikeable, and safe communities and use of mass transit
while avoiding displacement of affardable housing,

0bj11b  Increase hospital and other institutional support for and promotion
of breastfeeding.

Obj1.1.c Implement policies and practices to improve nutrition and physical
activity in schools and child care settings.

Obj1.1.d Increase engagement with cities, public institutions, businesses, and
community-based organizations to increase access to and demand
for healthy food and beverage options, and reduce access to and
demand for less healthy options.

Obj1:.e Implement media and other public education efforts to promote
increased fruit and vegetable consumption, increased tap water
consumption, reduced consumption of beverages with added sugar,
reduced salt intake, and reduced food and beverage portion sizes.

Obj1.1.f Promote smaller portion options through restaurant industry
engagement and consumer education.

Obj1.1.g Develop strategies to increase participation in the Supplemental
Nutrition Assistance Program (SNAP) and increase healthy food and
beverage purchases among SNAP participants, including incentives
for purchasing fresh produce.

Obj.1.1.h  Increase the capacity of community-based agencies to improve
preconception health through the use of web-based platforms.

Goal 1.2: Increase the capacity of community environments to support
tobacco-free living.

Obj1.2.a Assist cities with adopting evidence-based strategies to reduce
exposure to secondhand smoke in multi-unit housing and
outdoor areas.

Obj1.2.b Engage with cities and unincorporated areas to reduce youth access
to tobacco products.

Obj1.2.c Work with businesses to reduce employee exposure to secondhand
smoke and increase access to and utilization of effective tobacco
cessation services.

Obj1.2.d Implement communication campaigns to increase utilization
of effective tobacco cessation services.

Luss Angeles County Department of Public Health Strategic Plan | 20132017 11
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

Public Health

CYNTHIA A. HARDING, M.P.H.

Interim Diector BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
Hilda L. Salis
JEFFREY D. GUNZENHAUSER, M.D., M.P.H. First Disirict
Interim Health Officer Mark Ridiey-Thomas
‘Second Distrct
Policies for Livable, Active Communities and Environments Sheila Kueht
Jean Armbruster, M.A. “Thind isirit
Director Don Knabe
Fourth Distict
695 South Vermont Avenue, South Tower, Suite 1400 Michacl D. Awtanovich
Los Angeles, California 90005 Fith Disrkt

TEL (213) 351-1907 - FAX (213) 637-4879

www.publichealth.lacounty.gov

May 18,2015

CALTRANS
Division of Local Assistance, MS |

Att: ATP Program Manager - Office of Active Transportation and Special Programs
P.O. Box 942874

Sacramento, CA 94274-0001

Re: Los Angeles ATP Application — Orange Line-Sherman Way Station Pedestrian Linkages

To Whom It May Concern:

The Los Angeles County Department of Public Health (DPH) is pleased to support the City of Los
Angeles’ efforts to secure funding under the Active Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle 2. The proposed

project will promote walking and bicycling connections to transit and enhance safety along this critical
corridor.

This project includes installation of curb extensions, high-visibility crosswalks, and wayfinding signage
to make it safer, more comfortable, and easier to navigate the project area. The proposed project will also
add pedestrian scale lighting that will enhance safety and comfort of people walking, but also enhance the
visibility of pedestrians to motorists during the evening.

DPH recognizes the importance of improving the safety of the walking and bicycling environment as a
way to reduce the incidence and severity of collisions, provide opportunities for physical activity, and
deter crime. Los Angeles’ efforts are consistent with the Southern California Association of
Government’s Regional Transportation Plan, DPH goals, and local policies. We respectfully request that
you give favorable consideration to this funding application, which will allow the City of Los Angeles to
work towards the goals of safe, sustainable, active transportation.

Sincerely,

Wi

Jean Armbruster
Director, PLACE Program
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Preventing childhood obesity:
the need to create healthy places

A Cities and CORMNUNINESNENTh Report
Ocraber 2007

oy

YOI o T VR X

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

Office of Health Assessment and Epidemiology ublic Health







image5.jpeg

Steps toward Healthy Places

I Incorporate health into local planning decisions

Urban design and land use policies impact residents’ health
and physical actvity levels. Creating healthier communities =
calls for urban planners, architects, engineers. developers. and
public health professionals to form new alliances and work
together to support new approaches to urban planning —
approaches that emphasize making physical activity the easy
choice. Cities can create communities that are more walkable
and bikeable through zoning regulations and building codes, and
by considering design elements such as proximity of residential
areas 1o stores, jobs, schools, and recreation areas; mixed- =
use developments: continuity of sidewalks and streets; public M=
transportation access: and the aesthetic and safety aspects of the
physical environment. Cities can also include language in their
City General Plans that relates to public health. For additional

2. Increase access to parks and green spaces

arks and green spaces provide economic benefits by increasing property tax revenue and attracting businesses, as well
as provide health benefits by improving air quality through removal of pollutants, improving water quality and reducing
runoff, and lowering air temperatures. Additionally, parks and recreational areas contribute significantly to the social capital
of communities by Increasing communily involvement and providing safe places where residents can gather and children
can play. In urban areas, access to parks can be increased through pocket and rooftop parks. One way businesses and other
organizations can invest in their communities is through the *Adopt a Park Sponsorship Program'’. Organizations can sponsor
a new or existing park, recreation or scholastic program. or beautification or maintenance project. This can significantly
improve the quality of life for local residents while making good business sense )

3. Improve public access and safety in recreation areas

Recreation areas are a community resource for the enjoyment of children and aduits alike, but safety concerns can be a
significant barrier to using these areas for physical activity. Cities and cvic organizations can work together to maintain
recreation areas for clean, sale usage during daytime and early evening hours by using Crime PreventionThrough Environmental
Design (CPTED) approaches ( )

4. Develop collaborations with schools
Schools are a critical part of children’s daily activities, playing an important role in both physical activity and nutrition. Areas
where cities can collaborate with schools to create and support healthier learning environments for children include:

+ School siting — where a school is located can have significant health and environmental
effects. Local govemnments and school boards have miuch to gain by working together
to site schools where they will support smart growth, promote physical activity and
stronger communities, and avoid adver se impacts on neighborhood traffic patterns.

« Joint and commurity-use sgreements - enabling schocl resources (e.g fields recreation

s) to be utilized by community members after school hours

can provide signiicant beneft 1o the surrounding community:

= School Wellness Policies -~ communties can assist schools in developing health
promoting policies that reflect local needs and priorities while meeting federal and
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Subject: Fwd: City of Los Angeles ATP Cycle 2 Project Proposals

From: Kevin Minne (kevin.minne@lacity.org)
To: ellenblackman@att.net; heather@ammatransitplanning.com; adam.christian@hdrinc.com;
Cc: adilia.clerk@Iacity.org;

Date: Tuesday, May 19, 2015 4:13 PM

Please see the response below from the local corps for the Orange Line project and Walk Pico project.
I've also attached the documents that were sent to them originally for your reference. Thank you.

Forwarded message
From: Active Transportation Program <inquiry(@atpcommunitycorps.org>

Date: Tue, May 19, 2015 at 4:06 PM

Subject: Re: City of Los Angeles ATP Cycle 2 Project Proposals

To: Kevin Minne <kevin.minne@lacity.org>

Cc: "atp@cce.ca.gov" <atp@cce.ca.gov>, Adilia Clerk <adilia.clerk@lacity.org>, Ferdy Chan
<ferdy.chan@]lacity.org>

Hi Elizabeth,

Bo Savage of the Los Angeles Conservation Corps has responded that they are able to assist the City with each
project, specifically:

Sherman Way Ped Improvements Elements, elements:

MR- o N

10
12
13
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
25
26
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Colorado
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7
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9

11

12

13

15

16

17

18
27
29-34
36-40

Please include this email with your application as proof that you reached out to the Local Corps. Feel free to contact
Bo (bsavage@lacorps.org) directly if your project receives funding.

Thank you!
Monica

On Fri, May 15, 2015 at 11:13 AM, Kevin Minne <kevin minne(@lacity.org> wrote:
Wei and Danielle,

I'm anticipating submitting three applications for consideration under cycle 2 of the Active
Transportation Program listed below:

07-Los Angeles-06, Orange Line/Sherman Way Pedestrian Links
07-Los Angeles-07, Walk Pico! A Catalyst for Community Vitality and Connectivity
07-Los Angeles-09. Colorado Bl Pedestrian and Bicycle Active Transportation Improvements
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For each of these projects, I've attached a project title, project description, detailed estimate, project
schedule, project map, and any preliminary plans.

Please let me know if your organizations would like to be included as part of any of these projects. If
possible, could you outline the line items in the detailed estimate that would be appropriate to partner
on. Ifnot possible, please let me know what kinds of elements you are able to partner on and I'll
indicate that on the detailed estimate included in the final application.

Please note that these estimates and project elements may change slightly with the final application
submittal. Thank you.

Kevin Minne

City of Los Angeles

Bureau of Street Services - Engineering Division
213-847-4276

Monica Davalos | Legislative Policy Intem

Active Transportation Program

California Association of Local Conservation Corps
1121 L Street, Suite 400

Sacramento, CA 95814

916.426.9170 | inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org
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cc: City of Los Angeles, Bureau of Street Services
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Re: Orange Line-Sherman Way Pedestrian Links, ATP Cycle 2 ID# (7-Los Angeles 06
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Los Angeles County One Gateway Plaza, Phillip A. Washington
Metropolitan Transportation Authority Los Angeles, CA go012-2952 Chief Executive Officer

213.922.7555 Tel
213.922.7447 Fax

. 4 washingtonp@metro.net
Metro

May 19, 2015

Malcolm Dougherty

Director

California Department of Transportation
P.O. Box 942873

Sacramento, CA 94273-0001

Re: Letter of Support for Orange Line Sherman Way Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvements
Project Active Transportation Program (ATP) Application

Dear Director Dougherty:

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) is pleased to support
the Active Transportation Program (ATP) funding request for the Orange Line Sherman Way
Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvements Project in the City of Los Angeles. This project will
improve safety, and encourage increased walking and bicycling in the area surrounding the
Metro Orange Line Sherman Way Station.

Metro is committed to promoting sustainability through the implementation of policies,
programs, and projects that increase safety and mobility, enhance public health, and help
achieve greenhouse gas reduction goals across all of our communities. To this end, active
transportation is a key planning priority for Metro.

The 2012-2035 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategies (RTP/SCS)
adopted by the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) identifies active
transportation as a key component. In furthering regional goals, Metro has developed multiple
initiatives and programs to address the challenges associated with bicycling and walking trips,
including the Bicycle Transportation Strategic Plan, Complete Streets Policy, the Countywide
Sustainability Planning Policy, the First/Last Mile Strategic Plan, the Safe Routes to School Pilot
Program, and financial commitments as part of the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP)
and the biannual Call for Projects.

This project is consistent with the SCAG RTP/SCS and the LRTP, as well as the shared priorities
and goals of our agency and the ATP. We endorse the City of Los Angeles’s efforts and
contribution towards a sustainable transportation future, and respectfully request a favorable
consideration of the Orange Line Sherman Way Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvements Project

for the ATP grant.

Sincerely,

CHEZA

Phillip A. Washington
Chief Executive Officer /
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BOB BLUMENFIELD

Councilmember, Third District
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CITY HALL 200 N. Spring St. Room 415, Los Angeles, CA 90012 213.473.7003 fax 213.473.7567
DISTRICT OFFICE 19040 Vanowen Street, Reseda, CA 91335 818.774.4330 fax 818.756.9179
Councilmember.Blumenfield@lacity.org  blumenfield.lacity.org  facebook.com/BobBlumenfieldSFV  twitter.com/BobBlumenfield
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May 21 2015

Mr. Malcolm Dougherty

Director
California Department of Transportation

P.O. Box 942873
Sacramento, CA 94273-0001

Dear Mr. Dougherty:

As the Councilmember representing most of the West San Fernando Valley communities in the
City of Los Angeles, I express my full support for the ATP Cycle 2 proposal submitted by the
Los Angeles Department of Public Works, Bureau of Street Services, entitled Orange Line-

Sherman Way Pedestrian Links.

I am deeply committed to making public transportation convenient and accessible in the West
San Fernando Valley and I have been a strong advocate for improvements to the Metro Orange

Line and the surrounding areas.

Because of the increasing demand for access to public transit and alternative modes of
transportation in the San Fernando Valley region, there is a critical need to enhance last mile
connections. The proposed pedestrian and bike improvements will link the Metro Orange Line
Sherman Way station with the downtown of the Canoga Park neighborhood. This project will
improve safety and enhance the streetscape experience along Sherman Way by including
pedestrian lighting, way finding signage, curb extensions, benches and ADA curb cuts.

I look forward to continuing to work with the California Department of Transportation on transit
improvements that will make a difference in the mobility of the region and the West San

Fernando Valley. I highly encourage your support and funding of the Orange Line-Sherman Way
Pedestrian Links. 1f you have any questions, please contact my Planning Director, Cesar Diaz at

(213) 473-7003

Sincerely,
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BOB BLUMENFIELD
Councilmember
City of Los Angeles
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5. Crash/Safety Data, Collision maps and Countermeasures. Engineer’s Initials:
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a. Confirmation that crash data shown occurred within influence area of proposed improvements.

6. Project Schedule and Requested programming of ATP funding Engineer’s Initials:

a. All applicants must anticipate receiving federal ATP funding for the project and therefore the project
schedules and programming included in the application must account for all applicable requirements and
timeframes.

b. “Completed Dates” for project Milestone Dates shown in the application have been reviewed and verified

¢. “Expected Dates” for project Milestone Dates shown in the application account for all reasonable project
timetables, including: Interagency MOUs, Caltrans agreements, CTC allocations, FHWA authorizations,
federal environmental studies and approvals, federal right-of-way acquisitions, federal consultant selections,
project permits, etc.

d. The fiscal year and funding amounts shown in the PPR must be consistent with the values shown in the
project cost estimate(s), expected project milestone dates and expected matching funds.

7 Warrant studies/guidance (Check if not applicable) Engineer’s Initials:

a. For new Signals — Warrant 4, 5 or 7 must be met (CA MUTCD): Signal warrants must be documented
as having been met based on the CA MUTCD

8. Additional narration and documentation: Engineer’s Initials:

a. The text in the “Narrative Questions” in the application is consistent with and supports the engineering logic
and calculations used in the development of the plans/maps and estimate

b.  When needed to clarify non-standard ATP project elements (i.e. vehicular roadway widening necessary for
the construction of the primary ATP elements); appropriate documentation is attached to the application to
document the engineering decisions and calculations requiring the inclusion of these non-standard elements.

Licensed Engineer: Engineer's Stamp:
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Name (Last, First):l Chan, Ferdinand

Title: | Sr. Civil Engineer
Engineer License Number l C 46542 |

| Ferdy.Chan@lacity.org '

[ 213-847-0870 l
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Signature:
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Date:
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Form Date: ATP Cycle 2 - Application Form  Attachment C

ATP Engineer’s Checklist for Infrastructure Projects
Required for “Infrastructure” applications ONLY

This application checklist is to be used by the engineer in “responsible charge” of the preparation of this ATP
application to ensure all of the primary elements of the application are included as necessary to meet the CTC's
requirements for a PSR-Equivalent document (per CTC’s ATP Guidelines and CTC’s Adoption of PSR Guidelines -
Resolution G-99-33) and to ensure the application is free of critical errors and omissions; allowing the application to
be accurately ranked in the statewide ATP selection process.

Special Considerations for Engineers before they Sign and Stamp this document attesting to the accuracy of the

application:

Chapter 7, Article 3; Section 6735 of the Professional Engineer's Act of the State of California requires engineering calculation(s) or
report(s) be either prepared by or under the responsible charge of a licensed civil engineer. Since the corresponding ATP
Infrastructure-application defines the scope of work of a future civil construction project and requires complex engineering principles
and calculations which are based on the best data available at the time of the application, the application must be signed and
stamped by a licensed civil engineer.

By signing and stamping this document, the engineer is attesting to this application's technical information and engineering data
upon which local agency's recommendations, conclusions, and decisions are made. This action is governed by the Professional
Engineer’s Act and the corresponding Code of Professional Conduct, under Sections 6775 and 6735.

The following checklist is to be completed by the engineer in “responsible charge” of defining the projects Scope, Cost
and Schedule per the expectations of the CTC’s PSR Equivalent. The checklist is expected to be used during the
preparation of the documents, but not initialed and stamped until the final application and application attachments
are complete and ready for submission to Caltrans.

1. Vicinity map /Location map Engineer’s Initials:
a. The project limits must be clearly depicted in relationship to the overall agency boundary

2. Project layout-plan/map showing existing and proposed conditions must: Engineer’s Initials:
a. Be to a scale which allows the visual verification of the overall project “construction” fimits and limits of each
primary element of the project
b. Show the full scope of the proposed project, including any non-participating construction items
Show all changes to existing motorized/non-motorized lane and shoulder widths. Label the proposed widths

d. Show agency’s right of way (ROW) lines when permanent or temporary ROW impacts are possible. (As
appropriate, also show Caltrans’, Railroad, and all other government agencies ROW lines)

o

3. Typical cross-section(s) showing existing and proposed conditions. Engineer’s Initials:
(Include cross-section for each controlling configuration that varies significantly from the typical)

a. Show and dimension: changes in lane widths, ROW lines, side slopes, etc.

4 Detailed Engineer's Estimate Engineer’s Initials:

a. Estimate is reasonable and complete.

b. Each of the main project elements are broken out into separate construction items. The costs for each item
are based on calculated quantities and appropriate corresponding unit costs

c. All non-participating costs in relation to the ATP funding are clearly identified and accounted for separately
from the eligible costs.

d. All project elements the applicant intends to utilize the CCC (or a certified community conservation corps) on
need to be clearly identified and accounted for

e. All project development costs to be funded by the ATP need to be accounted for in the total project cost
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[bookmark: _GoBack]Map shows disadvantaged communities in four census tracts comprising project area, based on median family income and California Communities Environmental Health Screen Tool 2.0. Project area also meets the definition based on student eligibility for Free or Reduced Price Meals (see below)
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5. Crash/Safety Data, Collision maps and Countermeasures. Engineer’s Initials:
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a. Confirmation that crash data shown occurred within influence area of proposed improvements.

6. Project Schedule and Requested programming of ATP funding Engineer’s Initials:

a. All applicants must anticipate receiving federal ATP funding for the project and therefore the project
schedules and programming included in the application must account for all applicable requirements and
timeframes.

b. “Completed Dates” for project Milestone Dates shown in the application have been reviewed and verified

¢. “Expected Dates” for project Milestone Dates shown in the application account for all reasonable project
timetables, including: Interagency MOUs, Caltrans agreements, CTC allocations, FHWA authorizations,
federal environmental studies and approvals, federal right-of-way acquisitions, federal consultant selections,
project permits, etc.

d. The fiscal year and funding amounts shown in the PPR must be consistent with the values shown in the
project cost estimate(s), expected project milestone dates and expected matching funds.

7 Warrant studies/guidance (Check if not applicable) Engineer’s Initials:

a. For new Signals — Warrant 4, 5 or 7 must be met (CA MUTCD): Signal warrants must be documented
as having been met based on the CA MUTCD

8. Additional narration and documentation: Engineer’s Initials:

a. The text in the “Narrative Questions” in the application is consistent with and supports the engineering logic
and calculations used in the development of the plans/maps and estimate

b.  When needed to clarify non-standard ATP project elements (i.e. vehicular roadway widening necessary for
the construction of the primary ATP elements); appropriate documentation is attached to the application to
document the engineering decisions and calculations requiring the inclusion of these non-standard elements.

Licensed Engineer: Engineer's Stamp:






image13.png







image14.png

Name (Last, First):l Chan, Ferdinand

Title: | Sr. Civil Engineer
Engineer License Number l C 46542 |

| Ferdy.Chan@lacity.org '
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Form Date: ATP Cycle 2 - Application Form  Attachment C

ATP Engineer’s Checklist for Infrastructure Projects
Required for “Infrastructure” applications ONLY

This application checklist is to be used by the engineer in “responsible charge” of the preparation of this ATP
application to ensure all of the primary elements of the application are included as necessary to meet the CTC's
requirements for a PSR-Equivalent document (per CTC’s ATP Guidelines and CTC’s Adoption of PSR Guidelines -
Resolution G-99-33) and to ensure the application is free of critical errors and omissions; allowing the application to
be accurately ranked in the statewide ATP selection process.

Special Considerations for Engineers before they Sign and Stamp this document attesting to the accuracy of the

application:

Chapter 7, Article 3; Section 6735 of the Professional Engineer's Act of the State of California requires engineering calculation(s) or
report(s) be either prepared by or under the responsible charge of a licensed civil engineer. Since the corresponding ATP
Infrastructure-application defines the scope of work of a future civil construction project and requires complex engineering principles
and calculations which are based on the best data available at the time of the application, the application must be signed and
stamped by a licensed civil engineer.

By signing and stamping this document, the engineer is attesting to this application's technical information and engineering data
upon which local agency's recommendations, conclusions, and decisions are made. This action is governed by the Professional
Engineer’s Act and the corresponding Code of Professional Conduct, under Sections 6775 and 6735.

The following checklist is to be completed by the engineer in “responsible charge” of defining the projects Scope, Cost
and Schedule per the expectations of the CTC’s PSR Equivalent. The checklist is expected to be used during the
preparation of the documents, but not initialed and stamped until the final application and application attachments
are complete and ready for submission to Caltrans.

1. Vicinity map /Location map Engineer’s Initials:
a. The project limits must be clearly depicted in relationship to the overall agency boundary

2. Project layout-plan/map showing existing and proposed conditions must: Engineer’s Initials:
a. Be to a scale which allows the visual verification of the overall project “construction” fimits and limits of each
primary element of the project
b. Show the full scope of the proposed project, including any non-participating construction items
Show all changes to existing motorized/non-motorized lane and shoulder widths. Label the proposed widths

d. Show agency’s right of way (ROW) lines when permanent or temporary ROW impacts are possible. (As
appropriate, also show Caltrans’, Railroad, and all other government agencies ROW lines)

o

3. Typical cross-section(s) showing existing and proposed conditions. Engineer’s Initials:
(Include cross-section for each controlling configuration that varies significantly from the typical)

a. Show and dimension: changes in lane widths, ROW lines, side slopes, etc.

4 Detailed Engineer's Estimate Engineer’s Initials:

a. Estimate is reasonable and complete.

b. Each of the main project elements are broken out into separate construction items. The costs for each item
are based on calculated quantities and appropriate corresponding unit costs

c. All non-participating costs in relation to the ATP funding are clearly identified and accounted for separately
from the eligible costs.

d. All project elements the applicant intends to utilize the CCC (or a certified community conservation corps) on
need to be clearly identified and accounted for

e. All project development costs to be funded by the ATP need to be accounted for in the total project cost
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5. Crash/Safety Data, Collision maps and Countermeasures. Engineer’s Initials:
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a. Confirmation that crash data shown occurred within influence area of proposed improvements.

6. Project Schedule and Requested programming of ATP funding Engineer’s Initials:

a. All applicants must anticipate receiving federal ATP funding for the project and therefore the project
schedules and programming included in the application must account for all applicable requirements and
timeframes.

b. “Completed Dates” for project Milestone Dates shown in the application have been reviewed and verified

¢. “Expected Dates” for project Milestone Dates shown in the application account for all reasonable project
timetables, including: Interagency MOUs, Caltrans agreements, CTC allocations, FHWA authorizations,
federal environmental studies and approvals, federal right-of-way acquisitions, federal consultant selections,
project permits, etc.

d. The fiscal year and funding amounts shown in the PPR must be consistent with the values shown in the
project cost estimate(s), expected project milestone dates and expected matching funds.

7 Warrant studies/guidance (Check if not applicable) Engineer’s Initials:

a. For new Signals — Warrant 4, 5 or 7 must be met (CA MUTCD): Signal warrants must be documented
as having been met based on the CA MUTCD

8. Additional narration and documentation: Engineer’s Initials:

a. The text in the “Narrative Questions” in the application is consistent with and supports the engineering logic
and calculations used in the development of the plans/maps and estimate

b.  When needed to clarify non-standard ATP project elements (i.e. vehicular roadway widening necessary for
the construction of the primary ATP elements); appropriate documentation is attached to the application to
document the engineering decisions and calculations requiring the inclusion of these non-standard elements.

Licensed Engineer: Engineer's Stamp:
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Engineer License Number l C 46542 |
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Form Date: ATP Cycle 2 - Application Form  Attachment C

ATP Engineer’s Checklist for Infrastructure Projects
Required for “Infrastructure” applications ONLY

This application checklist is to be used by the engineer in “responsible charge” of the preparation of this ATP
application to ensure all of the primary elements of the application are included as necessary to meet the CTC's
requirements for a PSR-Equivalent document (per CTC’s ATP Guidelines and CTC’s Adoption of PSR Guidelines -
Resolution G-99-33) and to ensure the application is free of critical errors and omissions; allowing the application to
be accurately ranked in the statewide ATP selection process.

Special Considerations for Engineers before they Sign and Stamp this document attesting to the accuracy of the

application:

Chapter 7, Article 3; Section 6735 of the Professional Engineer's Act of the State of California requires engineering calculation(s) or
report(s) be either prepared by or under the responsible charge of a licensed civil engineer. Since the corresponding ATP
Infrastructure-application defines the scope of work of a future civil construction project and requires complex engineering principles
and calculations which are based on the best data available at the time of the application, the application must be signed and
stamped by a licensed civil engineer.

By signing and stamping this document, the engineer is attesting to this application's technical information and engineering data
upon which local agency's recommendations, conclusions, and decisions are made. This action is governed by the Professional
Engineer’s Act and the corresponding Code of Professional Conduct, under Sections 6775 and 6735.

The following checklist is to be completed by the engineer in “responsible charge” of defining the projects Scope, Cost
and Schedule per the expectations of the CTC’s PSR Equivalent. The checklist is expected to be used during the
preparation of the documents, but not initialed and stamped until the final application and application attachments
are complete and ready for submission to Caltrans.

1. Vicinity map /Location map Engineer’s Initials:
a. The project limits must be clearly depicted in relationship to the overall agency boundary

2. Project layout-plan/map showing existing and proposed conditions must: Engineer’s Initials:
a. Be to a scale which allows the visual verification of the overall project “construction” fimits and limits of each
primary element of the project
b. Show the full scope of the proposed project, including any non-participating construction items
Show all changes to existing motorized/non-motorized lane and shoulder widths. Label the proposed widths

d. Show agency’s right of way (ROW) lines when permanent or temporary ROW impacts are possible. (As
appropriate, also show Caltrans’, Railroad, and all other government agencies ROW lines)

o

3. Typical cross-section(s) showing existing and proposed conditions. Engineer’s Initials:
(Include cross-section for each controlling configuration that varies significantly from the typical)

a. Show and dimension: changes in lane widths, ROW lines, side slopes, etc.

4 Detailed Engineer's Estimate Engineer’s Initials:

a. Estimate is reasonable and complete.

b. Each of the main project elements are broken out into separate construction items. The costs for each item
are based on calculated quantities and appropriate corresponding unit costs

c. All non-participating costs in relation to the ATP funding are clearly identified and accounted for separately
from the eligible costs.

d. All project elements the applicant intends to utilize the CCC (or a certified community conservation corps) on
need to be clearly identified and accounted for

e. All project development costs to be funded by the ATP need to be accounted for in the total project cost
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Curb cut not ADA-compliant
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Non-compliant curb-cut (different view)
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Non-compliant curb cut (close-up view)
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Non-compliant curb-cut
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No crosswalk at intersection close to public library
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No marked crosswalks at busy intersection near public library
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No marked crosswalks
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Location of Planned Curb Extension
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Busy street, no pedestrian lights, few trees
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Lack of Buffer/Shade Trees on west side of street
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Attachment I-1
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Chapter 6 Action Plan

Network Concept Maps

The following maps depict the modal
priorities established by the Mobility
Plan today. Network concepts are not
part of a street’s official designation.
The Plan recognizes that cities are
dynamic and transportation systems
may be modified over time.

Map B - Transit Enhanced Network:

The following map depicts a network of
streets prioritized for transit. The Transit
Enhanced Network is described in Policy
2.5 of this Plan and sample treatments
are presented in the Complete Streets
Design Guide. The Transit Enhanced
Network covers approximately 300 miles
throughout the City of Los Angeles.

Map C1-C5 - Neighborhood Enhanced
Network: The following maps depict
anetwork of approximately 800 miles
of collector, local, and some arterial
streets identified to provide a calm

and safe environment for walking,
biking, and circulation of slower moving
modes. The Neighborhood Enhanced
Network is described in Policy 2.4 of
this Plan. Examples of treatments for
Neighborhood Enhanced Network
components are presented in the
Complete Streets Design Guide.

Map D1 - D2 - Bicycle Enhanced
Network and Bicycle Lane Network:
The following maps depict a network of
arterial streets and other rights-of-way
prioritized for bicycle movement. The
Bicycle Enhanced Network is described
in Policy 2.6 of this Plan. Priority
segments identified in Maps C1-C5
(Neighborhood Enhanced Network)
provide gap closures to the protected
bicycle (cycle tracks) lane system

within the Bicycle Enhanced Network.
Sample treatments are presented in the
Complete Streets Design Guide. The
Bicycle Enhanced Network consists of:

Bicycle Paths - Bicycle facilities
outside of the roadway, such as the
LA River bicyle path. Bicycle Paths
cover approximately 150 miles.

Protected Bicycle Lanes (cycle
tracks) - Bicycle facilities on arterials
roadways with physical separation.
Protected Bicycle Lanes cover
approximately 300 miles and are a
subset of the Bicycle Lane Network.

Priority Neighborhood Enhanced
Network - Bicycle facilities on
neighborhood serving streets that
provide connections within the cycle track
system. Covers approximately 50 miles.

The Bicycle Lane Network consists

of: Bicycle Lanes - Bicycle facilities on
arterial roadways with striped separation.
Bicycle Lanes cover approximately 700
miles. A subset of the lanes are proposed
to be upgraded to protected bicycle lanes.

Map E - Vehicle Enhanced Network:
The following map depicts a network
of streets prioritized for vehicular
movement. The Vehicle Network is
described in Policy 2.7 of this Plan.
The Vehicle Enhanced Network covers
approximately 80 miles of arterials
throughout the City of Los Angeles.

Map F - Pedestrian Analysis: The
following map depicts targeted areas on
arterial streets prioritized for pedestrian
safety enhancements. Pedestrian

orstarizors 145
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Mobility Plan 2035

infrastructure is described in Chapter
2.3 of this Plan and sample treatments
are presented in the Complete Streets
Design Guidelines. This analysis is
asnapshot in time and will require
update as implementation occurs.

Map G - Goods Movement: The
following map depicts the existing.

freight movement facilities (including.
the major intermodal terminals: LAX,
Van Nuys Airport, Port of Los Angeles).
Goods Movement is discussed in Policies
1.8,2.8,and 4.12 of this Plan. Goods
movement is further discussed ona
regional level in Metro’s Countywide
Strategic Truck Arterial Network.

Program Categories

Communication
Data + Analysis
Education
Enforcement
Engineering
Funding
Legislation

Maintenance

Management
Operations
Parking/Loading Zones
Planning + Land use
Public Space

Schools

Support Features

Itis important to emphasize that none

of the programs described in Chapter

7 represent a mandatory duty or other
official obligation on the part of the

City. On the contrary, priorities and
perspectives continually evolve. New
techniques and superior methods to
achieve the Plan’s aspirations may be
identified. Conversely, what worked at
one time may no longer work. As such, the
program strategies the City may pursue
are subject to change. The City thus
retains the flexibility to make adjustments
and mid-course corrections as deemed
advisable, and may do so without

formally amending the Mobility Plan.

Implementation of the Plan
depends on four factors:

1. Significant and sustained funding
for projects and staff, particularly by
prioritizing projects in federal, state,
and local transportation programs

2. Acommitment by key city
agencies to implement the
recommended strategies

3. Astrong partnership with
the community

4. Political support
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Mobility Plan 2035 Programs

ProgramNo.  PROGRAM Department. Policy Topic

ENG.19 First Mile/Last Mile Transit Connectivity Program. Install pedestrian and bicycle connectivity =~ DOT 35 Engineering
improvements at every major Metro transit station by providing enhanced sidewalk amenities
such as landscaping, shading, lighting, directional signage, shelters, curb extensions and mid-
block crosswalks where feasible, ADA rampos, lead pedestrian interval signal phases, secure
bike parking, etc.

F1 Commercial Vehicle Related Revenue: Dedicate revenues generated by commercial vehicle  DOT 17,46 Funding
fees to roadway-related purposes

F2 Congestion and Cordon Pricing. Evaluate potential revenues and performance improvements  DOT, DCP, Mayor's Office, CLA, SCAG 46,48 Funding
in congestion relief from the implementation of congestion or cordon pricing. Identify the
boundaries of, and access points in and out of cordon pricing districts on which to implement
congestion pricing.

F3 Coordinated Grant Application. Establish a coordinated effort to apply for and administer Mayor's Office 1.2,46, Funding
federal, state, and local transportation grants to provide additional funding to support 411
transportation and streetscape efforts.

F4 Funding Reports. Identify the total amount of funding needed to design, construct and CAO, DOT, BOE, BSS, BOS 17,46 Funding
maintain transportation related priority projects on an on-going basis. Identify existing
sources of funds and evaluate funding gaps.

£S5 Maintenance Options. Establish procedures and protocols to facilitate partnerships with DOT, BOE, BSS, LASAN 410,46  Funding
community groups and the private sector to provide maintenance of street investments;
encourage the utilization of assessment districts by local non-profits or businesses to fund
and maintain specific infrastructure improvements

23 Priority Grading System (PGS). Pursue funding for projects based upon the criteria DOT, DCP, BOE, BSS, BSL, LASAN 17,46 Funding
established by the PGS as defined by the Strategic Capital Planning Group.

F7 State Highway Control. Identify funding, and initiate process with Caltrans to transfer Mayor's Office, DOT, DCP 213,46, Funding
oversight of, and improve State Highways within the City limits including Lincoln, Santa
Mornica, Venice and Topanga Canyon Boulevards.

8 State Highway Funding. Coordinate with Caltrans, other local, regional, state and federal Mayor's Office, DOT, DCP 213,411, | Funding
agencies, and the private sector toidentify and implement funding alternatives for the City’s 46
transportation network including the State highway system.

F9 Active Transportation Funding. Update Mobility Plan every five years to stay competitive for  DCP,DOT 12,215, | Funding
state funding of active transportation grants. 46

L1 Advocacy for Funding Multi-Modal Infrastructure Projects. Aggressively advocate for Mayor's Office, City Council, CLA 12,3546  Legislation

continued and expanded Federal, State, Regional, and Local funding for multi-modal
transportation programs and infrastructure projects in transportation legislation. Ensure
representation of issues with City's lobbyists in Sacramento and Washington DC.
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Mobility Plan 2035

Action Plan

Discussion

nimplementation program

is a coordinated series of
actions the City hopes to take
in the future that are broadly
intended to advance, over the
long term, the General Plan's
goals, policies, and objectives. An
implementation program is thus
afollow-up measure and Chapter
6 is amenu of such programs
the City will consider pursuing.
Taken as a whole, these programs
represent the City’s best thinking
today on what actions should
be taken to make sure that the
Plan’s aspirations are achieved.
Many of these programs can be
pursued through initiatives already
underway, such as the current
effort to rewrite the City's zoning
code and LADOT's Strategic Plan.

Other programs will require the
securing of additional resources.
As such, the precise programs

the City may pursue, in which
order, and when, will in part be
opportunity-driven, dependent on
the availability of funding, staffing,
and other necessary resources.

Program implementation is in large

part contingent upon the availability

of adequate funding. Funding i likely

to change over time due to economic
conditions and to fluctuations in the
priorities of federal, state and regional
funding agencies. None of the projects
included here can be implemented unless
specific funding is made available.

The Mobility Plan 2035 is implemented
by a broad range of programs which

encompass amendments to existing
plans, ordinances, development
standards and design guidelines; capital
investments/projects; coordination of
economic development/development
review proces