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3.1.1 Increased Use of Non-Auto Modes 
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	Executive Summary
A. Strategic Objective, Performance Measure, and Targets
 Goal 3—Sustainability, Livability and Economy:   Make long-lasting, smart mobility decisions that improve the environment, support a vibrant economy, and build communities, not sprawl.” 
	Strategic Objective
	Performance Measure (PM)
	Performance Target
	Implementation Team Lead

	
3.1 People:  Improve the quality of life for all Californians by providing mobility choice, increasing accessibility to all modes of transportation, and creating transportation corridors not only for conveyance of people, goods, and services, but also as livable public spaces.
	
3.1.1  Increased use of non-auto modes 
(Mode Share)
Percentage increase of non-auto modes for:  Bicycle, Pedestrian and Transit

	
By 2020, increase non-auto modes:
· Triple bicycle;
· Double pedestrian, and
· Double transit
2010-12 California Household Travel Survey (CHTS) is baseline data source.  

	Tracey Frost, Planning
tracey.frost@dot.ca.gov
 (916) 653-3175



B. Progress
· This team meets regularly with internal cross-functional members and external partners to assess the performance measures, targets and strategies for improvement of these mode-share targets.
· The team is in the process of finalizing the strategies and is moving to prioritization as the next step.  
C. Recommendations for Strategies, Performance Measure or Target Changes
None at this time.
D. Executive Summary about this Performance Measure and Accomplishments
· The 2010-12 California Household Travel Survey (CHTS) is the most recent.  16.6% for Walk Trips and 1.5% for Bicycle Trips.  Future methods for data collection are recommended.
· Use The National Transit Database (NTD) – for a Transit baseline and 2013 is the most recent data.  15.5 Million unlinked rural and urban passenger trips statewide.
· The California State Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan (CSBPP) kick off is in July 2015 and will coordinate this performance measure team to develop non-auto mode baseline recommendations.  

Implementation Detail
E. Implementation Strategies to Achieve Performance Measure

Performance Measure: 3.1.1:  Increased use of non-auto modes.

	#
	Strategy
	Lead & group responsible
	Desired Outcome
	Percent
Complete
	Estimated Completion Date (if known)

	
1
	
Establish a unified approach for counting pedestrian trips
	
	
	
	

	1.1
	Integrate pedestrian counts within technology of traffic counts
	
	
	
	

	1.2
	Determine “who gets counted counts” consistent and unified statewide methodology and strategy for counting pedestrians
	Draft 
Strategies

	
	
	

	1.2A
	Regional bike/ped counting effort along regional bikeway corridors.  Counts pedestrians in the urbanized areas (peds 0nly/urbanized) and on multi-use trails/bike paths as well.  Fixed locations across the county:  http//ipua.sdsu.edu/ATR/
	
	
	
	

	1.3
	Follow-up on research that correlates walkability scores with other walking data and land use.  There may be a way to correlate this data with transportation counts that could estimate increased pedestrian activity.  It might suggest appropriate sites for on the ground counting. https://www.walkscore.com/professional/walkability-research.php
	
	
	
	

	1.4
	Produce a formatted template (MS Word or Excel) for identifying data needs for consistent district data collection efforts.  This will be addressed in the California State Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan.
	
	
	
	

	1.5
	Caltrans can support regional land use and design decisions that can enhance walking.  Caltrans’ role in this process will be addressed in the California State Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan.
	
	
	
	

	1.6
	Mainstream pedestrian components of projects early on in the district planning process including transportation concept reports (TCRs), product initiation documents (PIDS), and other district planning efforts and incorporate consideration in the appropriate project development documents. 
	
	
	
	

	1.7
	Explore all the existing sources of walking data.
	
	
	
	

	1.8
	Investigate different methodologies for measuring walk trips such as: video recognition software, photoelectric active infrared, pedestrian crossing activation, passive infrared detector, GPS, mobile device detection, etc.
	
	
	
	

	1.9
	Require all state-funded projects to conduct pedestrian counts for any project that is not a limited access highway.
	
	
	
	

	1.10
	Establish a “pooled” funding stream for local agencies to co-fund pedestrian counting efforts with Caltrans.
	
	
	
	

	1.11
	Require operational analysis to evaluate potential delay for all users, not just motorists.  For example, consider the amount of delay for pedestrians if a crosswalk in not provided on a fourth leg of a signalized intersection, forcing them to cross three legs instead of one.
	
	
	
	

	
2
	
Strategies to increase pedestrian trips
	
	
	
	

	2.1
	Incentivize the improvement of pedestrian crossings on local roads by providing a dedicated funding stream to proven effective countermeasures.
	
	
	
	

	2.1A
	Systematically install safety enhancements at all existing marked crosswalks on the State highway system--in accordance with Caltrans Traffic Operations Policy Directive 12-03—with a priority on locations with safety issues.  This would utilize the existing 201.015 SHOPP Collision Severity Reduction category.
	
	
	
	

	2.1B
	Install marked crosswalks at high-volume pedestrian crossings.
	
	
	
	

	2.1C
	Install and upgrade pedestrian signal heads (including countdown timers, leading pedestrian intervals, and Accessible Pedestrian Signals) at controlled intersections and controlled midblock crossings.
	
	
	
	

	2.1D
	Improve intersection lighting, including on the State Highway   System.
	
	
	
	

	2.1E
	Install FHWA Proven Pedestrian Safety Countermeasures: Medians and Pedestrian Crossing Islands in Urban and Suburban Areas, Pedestrian Hybrid Beacons, and Road Diets.
	
	
	
	

	2.1F
	Install raised pedestrian crossings at highway on-and off-ramp locations that intersect with local streets and roads with high pedestrian activity.
	
	
	
	

	2.2
	Expand effective enforcement and education of all roadway users to improve pedestrian safety based on known risk factors and data trends.
	
	
	
	

	2.2A
	Partner with local law enforcement agencies to provide data on Top 5 Primary Collision Factors for pedestrian collision for high-injury corridors.  Encourage local law enforcement agencies to conduct high-visibility pedestrian safety enforcement operations, including crosswalk enforcement actions, on identified high-injury corridors and to address the Top 5 Primary Collision Factors. 
	
	
	
	

	2.2B
	Partner with state and local public health departments to provide data on Top 5 Primary Collision Factors for pedestrian collisions for high-injury corridors.  Encourage state and local public health departments to conduct coordinated, high-visibility pedestrian safety awareness and education activities on identified high-injury corridors and to address the Top 5 Primary Collision Factors.
	
	
	
	

	2.3
	Mainstream pedestrian components of projects early on in the district planning process including transportation concept reports (TCRs), product initiation documents (PIDS), and other district planning efforts and incorporate consideration in the appropriate project development documents.
	
	
	
	

	2.3A
	Require all state-funded projects to provide pedestrian facilities wherever feasible.  If pedestrian facilities are considered not feasible, the project manager must document what alternatives may have been considered and why it was determined infeasible.  This finding should be made available to stakeholders and the public at large.
	
	
	
	

	2.3B
	Require TCR’s to be updated to provide for multimodal facilities along and across the state highway facility on corridors with high pedestrian activity (i.e., urban arterials and rural main streets).
	
	
	
	

	2.4
	Support local and regional implementation efforts of pedestrian infrastructure projects and education programs through grant funding, technical assistance, collaborative planning, and engaging with partners on other opportunities.
	
	
	
	

	2.5
	Enhance the pedestrian accessibility along the State Highway System by adding sidewalks and pedestrian paths on facilities that act as rural main streets or neighborhood corridors. 
	
	
	
	

	2.6
	Support programs, projects, and design standards to create more efficiencies for people walking.
	
	
	
	

	2.6A
	Plan, fund, and construct facilities with the greatest potential to support shorter-distance utilitarian walking trips.
	
	
	
	

	2.6B
	Develop statewide list of Caltrans pedestrian projects that can vie for state funding.
	
	
	
	

	2.7
	Relax funding eligibilities of Caltrans-implemented programs to include complementary pedestrian facilities (e.g., through HBP).
	
	
	
	

	2.8
	Continue to stress and prioritize safety for all users over potentially competing needs such as capacity, delay, or politics.
	
	
	
	

	2.9
	Require operational analysis to evaluate potential delay for all users, not just motorists.  For example, consider the amount of delay for pedestrians if a crosswalk is not provided on a fourth leg of a signalized intersection, forcing them to cross three legs instead of one. 
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Establish a unified approach for counting bicycle trips
	
	
	
	

	3.1
	Integrate bicycle counts within technology of traffic counts
	
	
	
	

	3.2
	Determine “who gets counted counts” consistent and unified statewide methodology and strategy for counting bicycle trips.
	
	
	
	

	3.2A
	Look at Mobile counters deployment:  for instance L.A. Dept. of Public Health purchased mobile counters & loans them to agencies applying for grants to establish baseline data.  CT  could use the Myoplex cameras we have or use some other method of mobile counter to not only count on State facilities, but also loan equip. to local agencies for use on significant bikeways to measure ridership. 
	
	
	
	

	3.2B
	 SCAG/UCLA/Metro’s Bike Count Data Clearinghouse              http://www.bikecounts.luskin.ucla.edu/Default.aspx (would be scalable to the state-level, allows people to upload counts they are conducting independently to a larger aggregation of data).
	
	
	
	

	3.2C
	Alta/ITE’s National Bicycle and Pedestrian Documentation Project  http://bikepeddocumentation.org/
	
	
	
	

	3.2D
	 San Francisco’s bike counting efforts   http://sfmta.com/sites/default/files/2013%20Bike%20Count%20 Report.pdf   (an annual report documenting their progress in growing bike ridership--may be helpful in discussing the implementation strategies of our goals)
	
	
	
	

	3.3
	Caltrans can improve bicycle data detection by reinforcing the Districts to adhere to the Division of Traffic Operations’ TOPD 09-06, if using in-pavement detection; if using off-pavement detection, districts are encouraged to use technologies that can distinguish between bicycles from other vehicles so that the required minimum bicycle timing is provided at signalized intersections. In order to encourage bicyclists, signs should be installed to alert bicyclists that bike detection has been installed.
	
	
	
	

	3.4
	Monitor Traffic Operations & DRISI’s pilot project testing the use of INTERSECTOR Radar Detectors for car/bike differentiation.  Radar provides detection for cyclist at actuated traffic signals to provide cyclist an extended green light as a result of Cal. Vehicle Code 21450.5.  The technology provides for improved recognition as well as differentiation, in comparison to traditional loop detectors & also has preferred maintenance characteristics in comparison to that req. for in-ground loop detectors.
	
	
	
	

	3.4.1
	Create a statewide database for reports on various signalized intersections in the State and how bicycles are being detected so that they are given the minimum bicycle green time.  Database would include technology implemented and specifics on hardware and software implemented, as well as city, county or state contact information.  Include specific on one-way vehicle traffic roadways that allow two-way bicycle traffic.
	
	
	
	

	3.5
	Produce a formatted template (MS Word or Excel) for identifying bicycle data needs for consistent dist. data collection efforts.  This will be addressed in the Cal. State Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan.  
	
	
	
	

	3.6
	Investigate use of Big Data, data from Strava, and smart phone apps. 
	
	
	
	

	3.8
	Continue to refine design guidance on bicycle facilities that is positive and encouraging (i.e., an exception to an advisory standard is needed to NOT provide an appropriate type of bicycle facility).
	
	
	
	

	3.9
	Public input on roadway space allocation should be encouraged and presented during early planning.  The public input should be presented independent of technical engineering and planning studies. 
	
	
	
	

	3.10
	When feasible, incorporate bicycle facilities identified in a local jurisdiction’
	
	
	
	

	3.11
	Develop and publish a matrix to determine an appropriate type of bicycle facility based on volume and speed or roadway, similar to matrices developed in the UK and Netherlands, but specific to California. 
	
	
	
	

	3.12
	Public input on roadway space allocation should be encouraged and presented during early planning.  The public input should be presented independent of technical engineering and planning studies.
	
	
	
	

	3.13
	When feasible, incorporate bicycle facilities identified in a local jurisdiction’s Bicycle Plan within a project.
	
	
	
	

	3.14
	Develop and publish a matrix to determine an appropriate type of bicycle facility based on volume and speed of roadway, similar to matrices developed in the UK and Netherlands, but specific to California.
	
	
	
	

	
4
	
Strategies to increase bicycle trips
	
	
	
	

	4.1
	Support programs, projects, and design standards to create more efficiencies for people riding bikes.
	
	
	
	

	4.1A
	Support a Statewide bike share program to promote sustainable transportation at Caltrans.
	
	
	
	

	4.1B
	Expand Section 15303 to specifically include bike parking &/or bike share stations, clarifying or expand “limited numbers” to be flexible by proposed system area based on NACTO’s standard for bike share density (1 station every 1,000 feet).
	
	
	
	

	4.1C
	Class IV Bikeways:  Establish and publish minimum safety design criteria for Class IV bikeways by January 1, 2016 with consideration for vertical separation from vehicular traffic through types of separation including, but not limited to, grade separation, flexible posts, inflexible physical barriers, or on-street parking.
	
	
	
	

	4.1D
	Implement/distribute results of DRISI’s pilot project testing the use of INTERSECTOR Radar Detectors for car/bike differentiation.  Radar provides detection for cyclist at actuated traffic signals to provide cyclist a preemptive green light req. by Cal. Vehicle Code 21450.5.  The technology provides for improved recognition in comparison to tradition loop detectors & also has preferred maintenance characteristics in comparison to that req. for in-ground loop detectors.
	
	
	
	

	4.1E
	Plan, fund, and construct facilities with the greatest potential to support utilitarian bicycle trips that are less than three miles.
	
	
	
	

	4.2
	Monitor and enforce current and future bicycle required accommodations through Caltrans-funded and Caltrans-led transportation projects.
	
	
	
	

	4.2A
	Increase knowledge and communications within Caltrans divisions about existing requirements for bicycle accommodations to increase rate of implementation.
	
	
	
	

	4.2B 
	Utilize District Bicycle Coordinators to further integrate bicycle transportation best practices and planning into transportation projects.
	
	
	
	

	4.2C
	Adapt signalized intersections to accommodate people riding bicycles using passive detection.
	
	
	
	

	4.2D
	Enforce the adjustment of minimum green for people riding bicycles (i.e., longer than vehicle minimum green) through Caltrans-funded and/or Caltrans-led transportation projects.
	
	
	
	

	4.2E
	Encourage evaluation of different types of passive bicycle detection at intersections and allow flexibility to select the most appropriate treatment for a project’s intersection (e.g., inductive loops, video, infrared, microwave, magnetometers, and technologies currently under development and testing).
	
	
	
	

	
	Caltrans Employer Strategies
	
	
	
	

	4.5
	Increase Caltrans’ status as a bike-friendly employer:
	
	
	
	

	4.5A
	State office partnerships and employees benefits: Caltrans HQ could lead the way with agreements to subsidize bike share docking stations at or near state offices and subsidize memberships for employees. 
	
	
	
	

	4.5B
	Install bike maintenance stations at Caltrans Office buildings to encourage bicycling, State Office partnerships and employees’ benefits.
	
	
	
	

	
	Bicycle Funding Strategies
	
	
	
	

	
	Reform tax and employment policy and road and parking pricing to reduce the subsidy of motoring and increase the subsidy of bicycling.
	
	
	
	

	
	Work with regional and local agencies on fund eligibility issues related to “caps” on funding permitted for complete streets project elements intended to increase walkability and bike-ability of transportation projects, e.g., use of landscaping to increase the attractiveness of an area for walking trips, etc.
	
	
	
	

	
	Require all state-funded projects to provide bicycle facilities, wherever feasible.  If bicycle facilities are not feasible, the project manager must document what alternatives may have been considered and why it was determined unfeasible.  This finding should be made available to stake holders and the public at large.
	
	
	
	

	
	Develop statewide list of Caltrans bike projects that can vie for state funding.
	
	
	
	

	4.6
	Develop/modify Caltrans-implemented funding programs to be fully inclusive of active transportation needs.
	
	
	
	

	4.6A
	Relax funding eligibilities of Caltrans-implemented programs to include complementary bicycle and pedestrian facilities (e.g., HBP, etc.)
	
	
	
	

	4.6B
	Evaluate whether current funding programs (e.g., SHOPP, HSIP) encourage/require routine inclusion of bicycle and pedestrian facilities while still enabling projects to compete effectively, and adjust criteria as appropriate.
	
	
	
	

	4.6C
	Invest in safe bicycle and pedestrian routes that improve connectivity and access to common destinations, such as connections between residential areas and schools, work sites, neighborhood shopping, and transit stops and stations.
	
	
	
	

	4.7
	Caltrans can support regional land use and design decisions to enhance bicycling.  
	
	
	
	

	
	Improving Caltrans Policy Strategies
	
	
	
	

	4.8
	Mainstream projects’ bicycle components early on in the dist. planning process, incl. transportation concept reports (TCRs), project initiation docs (PIDS), and other dist. planning efforts and incorporate consideration in the appropriate project dev. docs
	
	
	
	

	
	Work with OPR on general plan guidelines via complete streets to add bike share docking station planning to circulation elements.
	
	
	
	

	
	Caltrans handbook or design guidelines: Caltrans could become a clearing house for federal-aid bike share systems by collecting planning docs, governance agreements, RFPs, and vendor agreements.  These docs could be referenced quickly, should Caltrans expand planning handbooks or design guidelines with an eye for implementation.
	
	
	
	

	4.9
	Improve roadway and bikeway planning, design, and operations to enhance bicycling safety and mobility while supporting bicycling to and from all destinations.  
	
	
	
	

	4.10
	Implement education campaigns to remind motorists and law enforcement officials about the rights of bicyclists.
	
	
	
	

	4.11
	Encourage more bicycle travel by improving public attitudes about bicycling safety and the need for safe and courteous behavior toward all roadway users.
	
	
	
	

	
	Education and Coordination Strategies
	
	
	
	

	4.12
	Implement universal bicycle riding education in elementary and middle schools.
	
	
	
	

	4.15
	Support regional planning efforts to increase active transportation.
	
	
	
	

	4.15A
	Support regional efforts to provide technical guidance to local agencies and invest regional funds to build complete streets projects through designated and planned community activity centers, to ensure bicycles, pedestrians, and transit can share the road safely and compatibly with autos. 
	
	
	
	

	4.15C
	Coordinate with regional agencies to determine the best strategies to implement regional greenhouse gas reduction plans with an emphasis on those that increase access and mobility for active transportation modes. 
	
	
	
	

	
	Connectivity Strategies
	
	
	
	

	
	Develop safe, direct, and connected routes for bicycling.
	
	
	
	

	4.16
	Increase bike connectivity through the installation of Class I- IV bicycle facilities on the state highway system.  At minimum, ensure that all state highway facilities where bicycles are allowed have shoulders paved to standard widths.
	
	
	
	

	4.17
	Improve interior circulation and accesses instead of access to and beyond the urban edge.
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Establish a unified approach for counting transit trips.
	
	
	
	

	5.1
	Track increases in transit by running annual reports from the NTD.  The group recommended pursing the NTD as a recommended performance monitoring strategy.
	
	
	
	

	5.2
	Incorporate transit data into Division of Traffic Operations’ PeMS database, called Transit PeMS or T-PeMS.
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Strategies to increase transit trips.
	
	
	
	

	6.1
	Update the Statewide Transit Strategic Plan dated June 2012 to include transit strategies to increase transit trips.
	
	
	
	

	6.2
	Set performance standards for bus transit services throughout the state. Provide incentives for good performers and withhold Cap & Trade funds from unproductive transit systems.
	
	
	
	

	6.3
	Charge a fee to use the highways to manage travel demand and encourage transit use or other shared transportation services.
	
	
	
	

	6.4
	Add High Occupancy Vehicle Lanes and have CHP monitor the lanes more effectively (would impact commuter buses using those lanes during rush hour).
	
	
	
	

	6.5
	Pursue legislation to remove restrictions on the use of Amtrak thru-Way buses without a connecting rail segment.
	
	
	
	

	6.6
	Pursue legislation to permit local transit agencies to utilize on-board cameras to enforce transit priority lanes.
	
	
	
	

	6.7
	Increase available transit operations funding.
	
	
	
	

	6.8
	Fund free transit passes for youth, seniors, people with disabilities, and low-income individuals. 
	
	
	
	



F. Status Summary
· Strategy Progress to date: Worked with Internal cross-functional team and external partners to develop strategies and examine data.
· Current Performance as measured against baseline: TBD
G.  Implementation Issues
· Issues that need clarification:  
· Obstacles/Challenges for implementation:   A culture change will be required to catalyze and make permanent bicycle growth. For example, engineers in OC have stated repeatedly they will not install Sharrows or BMUFL signs on certain RR separated grade crossings because they don't want to create a "bicycle facility," or encourage bicycling on these new, $-multi-million legacy projects. Sharrows and BMUFL signs do NOT and can NOT attract citizens to ride if they are not already inclined to do so--Sharrows and BMUFL signs are for the motorists benefit. They alert them to the presence of bicyclists, or bicyclists in greater number, that they might not otherwise expect. Bicyclists who must, or who choose to, use these facilities ride them daily. But local engineers are so ignorant they refuse to add the safety these devices might provide, lest they "encourage" bicycle use.
· Opportunities for implementation:  On detection—FWIW, Iterus in Costa Mesa makes video detection camera systems that can count bicycles separately from motorists 24/7.
· Resource Needs:  (Highlight in Strategies) or noted here:  The budget to affect change in public perception of bicycling must be large enough to sustain a multi-year media commitment. California does this with "Flex Alert" and Drought campaigns. That for bicycling will require an even larger commitment because energy companies and water districts are not buying massive commercial and PR campaigns to increase greater consumption of their products-- the automobile industry, automobile clubs, and the petroleum industries are.  Bicycle culture varies widely between cities and even districts within cities. Focus funds on these. 
· Recommendations:  Team recommends changing baseline data source, as shown in the Performance Target above, to the National Travel Household survey with the California supplement, since there are no current plans to continue the CHTS.
H. Cross-Cutting Objectives 
· Goal 1 – Safety and Health 
Objective: Promote community health through active transportation and reduce pollution in communities
· Target: Increase and improvement in opportunities for safe and accessible active transportation.
· Target: Percent reduction of transportation system-related air pollution for criteria pollutant emissions.
· Other Relevant Efforts and Teams: 
· Bike Task Force lead by Aileen Loe
· Bike and Pedestrian Plan under development lead by Scott Forsythe
· SHSP safety for Bike/Ped/Transit
· Planning Forward (PF) for System Planning and Smart Mobility Framework
· Caltrans Improvement Project (CIP) – for Design Guidance, ????
I. Data: Baselines and Progress
Baseline:
· Use most recent household travel survey year as a statewide baseline for bicycle and pedestrians.  The 2010-12 California Household Travel Survey (CHTS) is the most recent.  16.6% for Walk Trips and 1.5% for Bicycle Trips.  Identify statewide percentage increase in bicycle and pedestrians with the next household travel survey.  2018 is the next household travel survey update with the California add-on to the National Household Travel Survey with 26,000 California samples.  

· Use The National Transit Database (NTD) – for a Transit baseline.   The NTD tracks national transit data provided by transit agencies/operators and is updated annually.  Information from the NTD can be categorized and California data can be easily downloaded.  2013 is the most recent data.  15.5 Million unlinked rural and urban passenger trips statewide.  The NTD is the most reliable data source for transit information.  Because of the consistent structure and process for inputting annual data, the team recommends the NTD to be used as a baseline for tracking increases in transit.  

The California State Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan (CSBPP) as well as the performance measure for increasing bicycle, pedestrian and transit trips team under the Sustainability goal will be developing non-auto mode baseline recommendations.   While the CSBPP contract is kicking off in July 2015, efforts should be undertaken to coordinate bicycle and pedestrian strategies and recommendations as both are statewide efforts for the Department.  

J. Data: Reporting Method and Frequency
· Bike, Ped and Transit data for California Household Travel Survey managed by Division of Transportation Planning, System Planning Branch, Contact:  Soheila Khoii
Link: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/offices/omsp/statewide_travel_analysis/chts.html
· National Transit Database downloads from Division of Mass Transportation & Rail.  Contact:  Michael Lange Link: http://www.ntdprogram.gov/ntdprogram/
K. Data Stewards:  
·  Bike, Ped and Transit data for California Household Travel Survey managed by Division of Transportation Planning, System Planning Branch, Contact:  Soheila Khoii
Link: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/offices/omsp/statewide_travel_analysis/chts.html
· National Transit Database downloads from Division of Mass Transportation & Rail.  Contact:  Michael Lange
Link: http://www.ntdprogram.gov/ntdprogram/
L. Background and Assumptions:  
M.  Project Contributors
Implementation Team:
· Tracey Frost, (Lead)
· Thompson, Melissa@DOT <melissa.thompson@dot.ca.gov>;  (Sustainability)
· Moosavi, Darwin@DOT <Darwin.Moosavi@dot.ca.gov>; (DOTP-SMF)
· Khoii, Soheila@DOT <soheila.khoii@dot.ca.gov>; (DOTP-Statewide Travel Analysis)
· FORSYTHE, SCOTT J@DOT <scott.forsythe@dot.ca.gov>; (DOTP-Bike/Ped Plan)
· Sauer, Scott M@DOT <scott.sauer@dot.ca.gov>; (DOTP – ITSP)
· Mahaney, Ann@DOT <ann.mahaney@dot.ca.gov>; (DOTP-SMF)
· Moore, Paul C@DOT <paul.moore@dot.ca.gov>; (Local Assistance – Bicycle Facilities Pgm Mgr)
· Ruiz, Sergio <Sergio.ruiz@dot.ca.gov>; (District 4 – Acting Ped & Bicycle Plng/Coord. Branch Chief)
· Cutter, Seth@DOT <seth.cutter@dot.ca.gov>; (District 11 - Bicycle and Pedestrian Coordinator)
· Schmidt, Chris@DOT <chris.schmidt@dot.ca.gov>; (District 11 – Senior Transportation Planner)
· Loe, Aileen K@DOT <aileen.loe@dot.ca.gov>; (District 5 DDD-DOTP)
· Lange, Michael A@DOT <michael.lange@dot.ca.gov>; (DRMT)
· Retanan, Joel T@DOT <joel.retanan@dot.ca.gov>; (DRISI)
· Loebs, Nathan N@DOT <nathan.loebs@dot.ca.gov>;(DRISI)
· Styer, Martha V@DOT <martha.styer@dot.ca.gov>; (Traffic Ops)
· Serrano, Ana H@DOT <ana.serrano@dot.ca.gov>; (Traffic Ops)
· Priebe, Jila@DOT <jila.priebe@dot.ca.gov> (DRMT)
· Cliff, Steve@DOT <steven.cliff@dot.ca.gov> Sustainability
· Navai, Reza@DOT reza.navai@dot.ca.gov Transportation Planning
· Cordova, David@DOT david.cordova@dot.ca.gov Design
· Engelmann, Chris@DOT<chris.engelmann@dot.ca.gov > Traffic Operations
· Talada, Vijay@DOT <vijay.talada@dot.ca.gov> Traffic Operations
· Kwan, Yatman@DOT <yatman.kwan@dot.ca.gov> District 12 Planning
· Benson, Dale R@DOT<dale.benson@dot.ca.gov > District 7 Bike Coordinator
External Team Members:  
· Stephen T. Patchan, SCAG  patchan@scag.ca.gov
· Alan Thompson, SCAG   thompson@scag.ca.gov  
· Tony Jusay LAMetro jusaya@metro.net
· Avital Shavit, LAMetro shavita@metro.net 
· Paul Martin pmartin@octa.net (OCTA Active Transportation Coordination) 
· Pete Van Nuys petevannuys@cox.net (OC Bicycle Coalition) 
· Dave Snyder <dave@calbike.org>; 
· Amy Martin <AMartin@sacog.org>; 
· David.Somers@lacity.org 
· 'Jeanie Ward-Waller' <jeanie@calbike.org>;
· Michelle.Mowery@lacity.org 
· 'Wendy Alfsen' <wendy@californiawalks.org>; 
· 'Tony Dang' <tony@californiawalks.org>;
· Victoria Cacciatore <vcacciatore@sacog.org 
· Chanell Fletcher <chanell@saferoutespartnership.org>
N. Additional Resources
Other Information:
· Database/server location
· (Webpage or server folder)
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