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1.0 INTRODUCTION 
 
 


1.1 SCOPE 
This report is provided for the ADA Title II Self 
Evaluation Plan and Transition Plan for only the “public 
right of way” programs and facilities for the City of Yuba 
City.  As such, this report deals with the “program 
accessibility” requirements of ADA Title II Subpart D for 
only the public right of way.  The concept of “program 
accessibility” is discussed in sections below.  This report 
does not review any of the Title II Subpart C 
requirements for the City employment practices as they 
may or may not relate to the “public right of way” programs and facilities.  The ADA Self 
Evaluation and Transition Plans for other City facilities and programs are on file with the 
ADA Coordinator designee, the City Clerk.  Copies of this or prior ADA Self Evaluation 
and Transition Plans can be obtained from the City Clerk Office located at: 
 


City Hall 
1202 Civic Center Blvd. 
Yuba City, CA, 95993 
(530) 822-4610 


 
These documents are available in alternate formats upon written request. 
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1.2 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
The passage of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (ADA) 
produced a comprehensive package of civil rights protections for 
persons with disabilities.  This law provides civil rights protections 
for both employment related issues for persons with disabilities and 
for the provisions of goods and services to persons with disabilities.  
The provisions of the ADA apply to a “qualified individual with a 
disability”.  The specific definitions and requirements of what 
constitutes a “qualified individual with a disability” can be found in 
the language of the ADA but it generally covers the vast majority of individuals with a 
recognized disability.  A more detailed discussion of what constitutes a “qualified 
individual with a disability” can be found in the Americans with Disabilities Act Title II 
Technical Assistance Manual, Section II-2.0000 (www.ada.gov/taman2.html).  This 
Technical Assistance Manual Section is included in Appendix A. 
 
The purpose of the ADA is to dispel myths, stereotypes, and assumptions about persons 
with disabilities and to promote full participation, self sufficiency, and equal opportunity 
for persons with disabilities. 
 
Title II of the ADA lists the specific 
requirements that apply to public entities, 
such as state or local governments.  The 
documentation of an ADA Self Evaluation 
Plan and a Transition Plan are required to 
meet the requirements set forth in Title II 
of the ADA.   The intent and purpose of an 
ADA Self Evaluation Plan is for a public 
entity to identify issues and conditions that 
could apply to a qualified individual with a 
disability.  The intent and purpose of a 
Transition Plan is to set forth a written 
process and method whereby the public 
entity can modify, replace, or remove 
identified issues and conditions over time 
that could apply to qualified individuals 
with disabilities. 
 
This report describes the following: 
 


• The legislative mandates that drive these requirements. 


• The concept of program accessibility and it’s application to existing facilities. 


• The general requirements for new construction and new alterations to existing 
facilities. 


• The applicable program accessibility standards and guidelines to be used or 
considered as of the date of this report. 


• The administrative requirements, which include: 


ADA Self Evaluation Plans 
identify issues and conditions 


that could apply to a qualified 
individual with a disability. 


 
Transition Plans provide a 


written process and method to 
modify, replace or remove 


identified issues. 
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 The self evaluation process. 


 The development of a grievance procedure . 


 The designation of an ADA coordinator. 


 The development of a transition plan. 


 
The findings of the self evaluation process are presented 
in this report and the Transition Plan provides a plan, 
process, and recommendations to promote compliance 
with the requirements of ADA Title II.  This report will 
assist Yuba City, its City Council, and staff in identifying 
barriers to persons with disabilities and promote solutions 
for the removal of these barriers. 
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1.3  LEGISLATIVE MANDATE 
 


The development of a Self Evaluation and Transition Plan is a requirement for ADA Title 
II entities founded by the language of: 
 


• Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 
• The Rehabilitation, Comprehensive Services, and Developmental Disabilities 


Amendments of 1978 
• Part 39 of Title 28 of the Code of Federal Regulations in 1984 
• The Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 
• The Americans with Disabilities Act Title II Regulations codified in Part 35 of Title 


28 of the Code of Federal Regulations in 1991. 
 
The intent of Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 was to eliminate 
discrimination against people with disabilities in programs or activities receiving Federal 
funds.  Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act requires that all organizations receiving 
federal funds make their programs and activities available to all, without discrimination 
toward people with disabilities.  This Act states: 
 


“No qualified handicapped individual in the United States shall, solely 
by reason of handicap, be excluded from the participation in, be denied 
the benefits of, or be subjected to discrimination under any program or 
activity receiving federal financial assistance”. 


 
The 1978 Rehabilitation, Comprehensive Services, and Developmental Disabilities Act 
broadened the scope of Section 504 to eliminate discrimination against people with 
disabilities in programs and activities within the Executive Branch Agencies of the 
Federal Government.  The amended Section 504, with amended language in bold type, 
states: 
 


“No qualified handicapped individual in the United States shall, solely by 
reason of handicap, be excluded from the participation in, be denied the 
benefits of, or be subjected to discrimination under any program or 
activity receiving federal financial assistance or under any program or 
activity conducted by any Executive agency or by the United 
States Postal Service.  The head of each such agency shall 
promulgate such regulations as may be necessary to carry out the 
amendments to this section made by the Rehabilitation, 
Comprehensive Services, and Developmental Disabilities Act of 
1978”. 


 
The language of the 1978 Rehabilitation, Comprehensive Services, and Developmental 
Disabilities Act required the Department of Justice, as an Executive agency, to 
promulgate regulations to carry out the amendments made by the 1978 Rehabilitation, 
Comprehensive Services, and Developmental Disabilities Act.  These Department of 
Justiceregulations were published in 1984 in Part 39 of Title 28 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations.  These regulations are intended to prohibit discrimination on the basis of 
handicap in programs or activities conducted by the Department of Justice 
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The Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 greatly extended the prohibition of 
discrimination toward individuals on the basis of a disability to all public and private 
entities, regardless of whether or not they were receiving federal funds for their 
programs or were under any program or activity conducted by an Executive agency or 
the United States Postal Service as already covered by the amended language of 
Section 504.  The requirements of Title II of the ADA specifically apply to public entities, 
such as state and local government programs and facilities.  Section 12132 of Title II 
states: 
 


“No qualified individual with a disability shall, by reason of such 
disability, be excluded from participation in or be denied the benefits 
of the services, programs, or activities of a public entity, or be 
subjected to discrimination by any public entity”. 


 
Further, Section 12134, Regulations, states: 
 


“With respect to ‘program accessibility, existing facilities’, and 
‘communications’, such regulations shall be consistent with regulations 
and analysis as in Part 39 of Title 28 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations”. (Department of Justice regulations). 


 
In 1991, the United States Justice Department issued the Title II ADA Regulations, 
mandated by the language in Section 12134 of the 1990 ADA, in Part 35 of Title 28 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations.  The 2010 amended Title II ADA Regulations are used 
as the basis for this report. 
 
In short, to show compliance with the language of Title II of the ADA, Title II requires that 
public entities perform a self evaluation to identify and evaluate physical programs, 
activities, and services for compliance with the non-discrimination requirement noted in 
Title II.  Further, the public entity must also identify and evaluate all of the written or 
verbal public entities policies, procedures, practices, and standards to also verify their 
compliance with the requirements of Title II. 
 
This procedure of identifying and evaluating the public entities services produces the 
written documentation that establishes the public entities ADA Self Evaluation Plan.  
This Self Evaluation Plan is then incorporated, organized, analyzed, and built upon to 
produce an ADA Transition Plan to identify the structural changes necessary to achieve 
program accessibility. 
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1.4 PROGRAM ACCESSIBILITY & EXISTING 
FACILITIES 


 


A.  Origin and History of Concepts 
The concept of program accessibility was first used in regulations adopted by the 
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare in part 41 of Title 28 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations.  The adoption of these regulations by the Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare was driven by the 1978 Rehabilitation, 
Comprehensive Services, and Developmental Disabilities Act.  The Department of 
Justice, as one of the Executive Branch Agencies adopted this same concept into 
their required regulations in part 39 of Title 28 of the Code of Federal Regulations as 
described below.  
 
Section 12134 of the 1990 Americans with Disabilities Act requires the United States 
Attorney General to promulgate regulations for the implementation of ADA Title II 
requirements, excluding matters within the scope of the Secretary of Transportation.  
The concepts of “program accessibility” and “existing facilities” were specifically 
adopted into these Title II Regulations, by the language of ADA Section 12134, to be 
“consistent with regulations and analysis as in Part 39 of Title 28 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations”. 
 


Part 39 of Title 28 of the Code of Federal Regulations 
was introduced in 1984, by the Department of Justice, to 
effectuate Section 119 of the Rehabilitation, 
Comprehensive Services, and Developmental 
Disabilities Act of 1978, which amended Section 504 of 
the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, to prohibit discrimination 
on the basis of handicap in programs or activities 
conducted by Executive agencies or the U.S. Postal 
Service.  Part 39 of Title 28 applies to all programs and 


activities conducted by the Department of Justice.  Part 39.149, titled “Program 
Accessibility: Discrimination Prohibited”, generally states that no qualified 
handicapped person shall be denied the benefits of, be excluded from participation 
in, or otherwise be subjected to discrimination under any program or activity 
conducted by the agency.  Part 139.150, titled “Program Accessibility: Existing 
Buildings”, generally states that the agency shall operate each program or activity so 
that the program or activity, when viewed in its entirety, is readily accessible to and 
usable by handicapped persons.  This part also includes language for the 
development of a Transition Plan for existing facilities which has also been 
incorporated, by the language of ADA Section 12134, into the ADA Title II 
Regulations. 
 
As the result of the adoption and modification of this language into the ADA 
Regulations, the Title II Regulations, Subpart D – Program Accessibility, Section 
35.149 states: 
 


“No qualified individual with a disability shall, because a public entity’s 
facilities are inaccessible to or unusable by individuals with disabilities, 
be excluded from participation in, or be denied the benefits of the 
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services, programs, or activities of a public entity, or be subjected to 
discrimination by any public entity”. 


 
Section 35.150(a) – Existing facilities states: 
 


“A public entity shall operate each service, program, or activity so that 
the service, program, or activity, when viewed in its entirety, is readily 
accessible to and usable by individuals with disabilities”.   


 
This Section notes a couple of exceptions to this rule where, in isolated instances, 
these exceptions may or may not apply depending upon particular conditions that 
may exist at these isolated instances.  These exceptions exist for: 
 


(a) Actions that would threaten or destroy the historic significance of an historic 
property and 
 


(b) Actions that would result in a fundamental alteration in the nature of the 
service, program, or activity or in undue financial and administrative burdens. 


 


B. Historic Property and Undue Burden. 
The following is a brief discussion of two (2) circumstances where complete 
compliance with Section 35.150 and all of the applicable ADA Title II regulations and 
standards may not be possible.  This does not mean that Title II regulations and 
standards can be ignored.  Rather it means that alternate methods of achieving 
program accessibility must be employed to achieve the maximum degree of 
accessibility as can be achieved.  Again, the regulations state that the service, 
program, or activity, when viewed in its entirety, must be readily accessible to and 
usable by individuals with disabilities. 
 
Historic Property: 
Title II Regulations do not require a public entity to take any action that would 
threaten or destroy the historic significance of an historic property.  Alterations that 
would threaten or destroy historic property would not be required.  However alternate 
method for achieving accessibility must be employed.  The public entity shall take 
any other action that would ensure that individuals with disabilities receive the 
benefits or services provided by the public entity. 
 
Undue Burden: 
Title II Regulations do not require a public entity to take any action that would result 
in an undue financial and administrative burden.  It is the Department of Justice 
published view however, in its analysis of the 1991 Title II Regulations, that 
complying with Title II Regulations would, in most cases, not result in an undue 
financial and administrative burden on a public entity due to the array of resources 
available for the funding and operation of services, programs, or activities.  The 
Department’s analysis of the 2010 Title II Regulations did not change this view.  
Should this exception be employed however, the burden of proving that compliance 
with the regulations and standards would result in an undue financial and 
administrative burden rests with the public entity.  The decision that compliance 
would result in such undue burden must be made by the head of a public entity or his 
or her designee after considering all resources available for use in the funding and 
operation of the service, program, or activity, and must be accompanied by a written 
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statement of the reasons for reaching that conclusion.  If the conclusion is reached 
that any particular action would result in an undue burden, the public entity shall take 
any other action that would not result in such burden but would nevertheless ensure 
that individuals with disabilities receive the benefits or services provided by the public 
entity. 
 


C. SAFE HARBOR – EXISTING FACILITIES 
ADA Title II Section 35.150(b)(1) outlines general methods that a public entity may 
use to comply with the requirement that the public entity make their service, program, 
or activities readily accessible.  Title II Regulations Section 35.150(b)(2) also 
provides some allowances for possibly not requiring alterations to existing facilities in 
what is termed a “safe harbor”.  “Safe harbor” in this case refers to existing facilities 
that were built to previous adopted accessibility standards that may now not comply 
with the currently adopted standards.  Section 35.150(b)(2)(i) states  
 


“Elements that have not been altered in existing facilities on or after 
March 15, 2012, and that comply with the corresponding technical and 
scoping specifications for those elements in either the 1991 Standards or 
in the Uniform Federal Accessibility Standards are not required to be 
modified in order to comply with the requirements set forth in the 2010 
Standards”.  However, Section 35.150(b)(2)(ii) goes on to state “The safe 
harbor provided in Section 35.150(b)(2)(i) does not apply to those 
elements in existing facilities that are subject to supplemental regulations 
(i.e., elements for which there are neither technical nor scoping 
specifications in the 1991 standards)”. 


 
The 1991 ADA Title II Standards specify very little in 
the scoping and technical sections for accessibility 
requirements in the public right of way.  One of the 
main areas where the 1991 Regulations do specify this 
information however is for street curb ramps.  Existing 
street curb ramps that are in compliance with the 1991 
ADA Standards could be considered as being in “safe 
harbor”.  The published proposed Guidelines for the 
Public Right of Way may however eliminate that “safe 


harbor” designation in the future when these proposed Guidelines in their final form 
are finally adopted as supplemental regulations.  At that point, the language of 
Section 35.150(b)(2)(ii) would eliminate the “safe harbor” designation by the adoption 
of supplemental regulations.   The Regulation to remember here is that the concept 
of “safe harbor” only applies to existing facilities that do comply with the 1991 ADA 
Title II Standards and that are NOT to be altered in any way.  If an existing facility 
that does comply with the 1991 Standards is altered, the alteration must comply with 
ADA Title II Section 35.151 for new construction and alterations as discussed below. 


 







 


City of Yuba City Self Evaluation & Transition Plan – For The Public Right of Way 
July 17, 2012 9 


 


1.5 NEW CONSTRUCTION & ALTERATIONS  
 


A. ADA Regulations 
Section 35.151(a)(1) of the 2010 ADA Title II Regulations applies to all new 
construction and alteration of existing facilities for Title II entities.  As such, this 
Section would be applicable to any new construction or alteration of existing facilities.  
The alteration of existing facilities may be required by the implementation of a public 
entity Transition Plan.  Section 35.151(a)(1) states:  
 


“Each facility or part of a facility constructed by, on behalf of, or for the 
use of a public entity shall be designed and constructed in such manner 
that the facility or part of the facility is readily accessible to and usable by 
individuals with disabilities, if the construction was commenced after 
January 26, 1992”.   
 


Section 35.151(a)(2) does provide an exception to this rule and it is discussed below. 
 


B. Structural Impracticability – (Section 35.151(a)(2)) 
The following is a brief discussion of the exception to Section 35.151(a)(1) where 
complete compliance with Section 35.151(a)(1) and all of the applicable ADA Title II 
Regulations and Standards may not be possible.  This does not mean that Title II 
Regulations and Standards can be ignored.  Rather it means that all possible 
methods of achieving facility accessibility must be employed to achieve the 
maximum degree of accessibility as can be achieved. 
 
There are almost always unique circumstances where complete compliance with all 
of the applicable Title II ADA Regulations and Standards may not be possible. The 
2010 ADA Title II Regulations, in Section 35.151(q)(2), define this circumstance as 
being “structural impracticability”.  The proposed 2011 Public Right of Way 
Guidelines (PROW), published by the U.S. Access Board, defines this circumstance 
as being “existing physical restraint”.  The 2004 ADAAG, published by the U.S. 
Access Board, defines this circumstance as being “technically infeasible”. 
 
The concept of “structural impracticability” was introduced into the 2010 ADA Title II 
Regulations in Section 35.151(a)(2) to be consistent with its prior use in the 1991 
Title III ADA regulations.  This term is used in application to new facility construction 
and alterations of existing facilities of the public entity that are in any way a part of 
the service, program, or activity operated by the public entity.  This regulation states: 
 


“Full compliance will be considered structurally impracticable only in those 
rare circumstances where the unique characteristics of terrain prevent the 
incorporation of accessibility features”. This regulation goes on to state “if 
full compliance with this Section would be structurally impracticable, 
compliance with this Section is required to the extent that it is not 
structurally impracticable”. 
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The proposed 2012 Public Right of Way Guidelines published by the U. S. Access 
Board define this same concept as being “existing physical constraints”.  These 
Guidelines specify that  
 


“Existing physical constraints include, but are not limited to, underlying 
terrain, right of way availability, underground structures, adjacent 
developed facilities, drainage, or the presence of notable natural or historic 
feature”.   


 
The Guidelines go on to state  
 


“When existing physical constraints make it impractical for altered 
elements, spaces, or facilities to fully comply with new construction 
requirements, compliance is required to the extent practicable”. 


 
The 2004 Americans with Disabilities Act Accessibility Guidelines (ADAAG) also 
defined this same concept as being “technically infeasible”.  The 2004 ADAAG 
defines “technically infeasible” as: 
 


“With respect to an alteration of a building or a facility, something that has 
little likelihood of being accomplished because existing structural conditions 
would require removing or altering a load-bearing member that is an 
essential part of the structural frame; or because other existing physical or 
site constraints prohibit modification or addition of elements, spaces, or 
features that are in full and strict compliance with the minimum 
requirements”.  


 
All of these standards acknowledge, with very similar 
language intent, that there are times when existing 
physical conditions can create physical constraints 
where full compliance with all of the regulations and 
standards of the ADA cannot be achieved.  The term 
“structurally impracticable” would currently be the correct 
term to use in any application of this exception as it is 
currently the only defined term with the force of law.  As 
the definition of “structural impracticable” is somewhat 


vague, consideration for the identification and determination of what existing physical 
conditions might create a structural impracticability could be taken from a composite 
definition of the three standards.  In any case, if complete compliance with the ADA 
Regulations and Standards is determined to not be possible due to “structural 
impracticable” at any particular application, the physical condition(s) and reason(s) 
that create the “structural impracticable” determination must be documented in 
writing. 
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1.6 PROGRAM ACCESSIBILITY STANDARDS, 
GUIDELINES. AND COMPLIANCE DATE  


 


A. General 
Accepted design standards to achieve the intended level of access for people with 
disabilities can be found in several reference documents.  These documents include 
the 2010 Department of Justice ADA Standards for Accessible Design, effective 
March 15, 2012; the 2004 ADA Accessibility Guidelines (ADAAG); the November 29, 


2006 Department of Transportation ADA Standards for 
Transportation Facilities; the 2010 California Code of 
Regulations Title 24, Part 2, Volume 1 of 2, Chapters 
11A & 11B; the 2009 Federal Manual on Uniform Traffic 
Control Devices; and the Proposed Accessibility 
Guidelines for Pedestrian Facilities in the Public Right of 
Way (PROW); July 26, 2011, published by the U.S. 
Access Board.  A brief description of these referenced 
documents and their applicability follows. 


 


B. 2010 Department of Justice (DOJ) ADA Standards for Accessible Design: 
The 2010 ADA Standards for Accessible Design were adopted by the Department of 
Justice in September of 2010 and became effective and mandatory on March 15, 
2012.  These standards replace the original 1991 Department of Justice ADA 
Standards.  These standards apply to all facilities covered by the ADA, including all 
state and local government facilities as specified in Title II of the ADA.  These 
standards do not apply to transportation facilities, including bus stops and rail 
stations which are subject to similar standards issued by the Department of 
Transportation.  While the past and current Department of Justice (DOJ) ADA 
Standards have specified requirements for public on street transportation facilities 
and public right of way curb ramps, most of the standards were written for facilities 
and for an “on-site” access and not for accessible standards in the public right of 
way.  However, many of the standards for accessible “on-site” routes of travel have 
been “adopted” over time and applied to the accessible route of travel in the public 
right of way.  The 2010 DOJ Standards are consistent with the updated 2004 ADA 
guidelines issued by the U.S. Access Board with some additional new standards for 
certain types of facilities.  None of these aforementioned additional new standards 
for certain types of facilities are applicable to accessible access in the public right of 
way. 


 


C. 2004 ADA Accessibility Guidelines: 
The 2004 ADA Accessibility Guidelines (ADAAG) were published by the U.S. Access 
Board in 2004 and amended on August 5 of 2005.  These standards were updated 
from the original 1991, as supplemented through 2002, ADAAG Guidelines.  The 
purpose of the guidelines was to create scoping and technical requirements for 
accessibility to sites, facilities, buildings, and elements by individuals with disabilities 
as required by the 1990 Americans with Disabilities Act.  While the past and current 
ADAAG Guidelines have specified requirements for public on street transportation 
facilities and public right of way curb ramps, most of the guidelines were written for 
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facilities and for an “on-site” access and not for accessible standards in the public 
right of way.  The original 1991 ADAAG actually listed Chapter 14 of the ADA 
Accessibility Guidelines as “reserved” for “Guidelines and Standards for the Public 
Right of Way”.  The 2004 ADAAG does not list any Chapter number for guidelines 
and standards for the Public Right of Way.  It should be noted that the U.S. Access 
Board has stated that while the ADA guidelines and ADA standards are very similar, 
only the standards have legal authority.   It should also be noted however that prior 
federal court decisions have actively referenced and used the ADA Accessibility 
Guidelines (ADAAG). 


 


D. 2006 Department of Transportation (DOT) ADA Standards for 
Transportation Facilities: 


The ADA Standards for Transportation Facilities were adopted by the Department of 
Transportation and became effective on September 29, 2006.  The Department of 
Transportation (DOT) adopted these standards based on the updated ADA 
Guidelines issued by the U.S. Access Board.  These standards DO apply to all 
transportation facilities, including bus stops and rail stations.  These Standards are 
generally consistent with the DOJ Accessibility Standards with some minor revisions 
as outlined in the 2006 DOT ADA Standards. 


 


E. The 2010 California Code of Regulations, Title 24: 
The 2010 California Code of Regulations, Title 24 does list specific requirements for 
providing accessible access in Part II, Volume 1 of 2, Chapters 11A and 11B.  Since 
originally introduced in 1994, the California Code of Regulations has listed specific 
requirements for public right of way curb ramps and bus stops.  These standards are 
generally in compliance with the 2010 DOJ ADA Standards, but some minor 
variances do exist.  Generally, the most restrictive standards would apply within the 
State of California.  Additionally, the California Code of Regulations also do list some 
standards for traffic control devices, Section 1117B.5.9, and for the accessible route 
of travel requirements in the public right of way, Section 1133B, not found in the 
2010 DOJ ADA Standards. Any alterations or new construction performed in 
California since 1994 would be required to conform to these standards. Compliance 
with the California Code of Regulations does NOT necessarily insure compliance 
with the Americans with Disabilities Act.  The ADA is Federal legislation which makes 
the 2010 DOJ ADA Standards the applicable requirements for federal compliance.  
However, the California Code of Regulations, Title 24, should always be reviewed in 
California to assure compliance with the most restrictive standard. 
 


F. 2009 Federal Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices: 
On December 16, 2009, the Department of Transportation, Federal Highway 
Administration, adopted the 2009 Federal Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices 
(MUTCD) with an effective date of January 15, 2010.  This document, in Sections 
4E.08 through 4E.13, lists specific requirements for accessible pedestrian signals 
and detectors.  As required by federal law, as of January 13, 2012, the State of 
California has adopted these standards into the California Manual on Uniform Traffic 
Control Devices (CA MUTCD).  While these standards are not noted in the 2010 
DOJ ADA Standards for Accessible Design, they are adopted by reference in the 
Proposed Accessibility Guidelines for Pedestrian Facilities in the Public Right of Way 
(PROW). 
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G. The Proposed Accessibility Guidelines for Pedestrian Facilities in the 
Public Right of Way (PROW): 


On July 26, 2011 the U.S. Access Board published in the Federal Register, the 
Proposed Accessibility Guidelines for Pedestrian Facilities in the Public Right of Way 
(PROW).  This document represents the current state of work on the proposed 
guidelines for the public right of way.  The U.S. Access Board has been working 
since 1992 on public and private research, education, and outreach to develop the 
current proposed guidelines.  In 1999, the Access Board established a federal 
advisory committee to recommend accessibility guidelines in the public right of way.  
This committee presented its recommendations to the Board in 2001 in “Building a 
True Community: Final Report of the Public Rights-of-Way Access Advisory 
Committee”.  Since then, the Board has developed draft guidelines, made them 
available for public review and comment, and revised the guidelines based upon the 
public review and comment.  Although these current proposed Public Right of Way 
Guidelines (PROW) do not currently have the force of law, they are the most 
comprehensive set of guidelines that could be applied to accessible access in the 
public right of way.  These proposed guidelines are generally in compliance with the 
2010 DOJ Standards for Accessible Design but have been modified somewhat to 
reflect unique conditions not anticipated in the 2010 Standards that would occur 
along the public right of way.  When these guidelines are adopted by the enforcing 
agency, with or without additions and modifications, as accessibility standards, 
compliance with these accessibility standards is mandatory. 


 


H. Compliance Date 
Per ADA Title II, as of March 12, 2012, all newly constructed or altered facilities or 
elements, as applicable in the 2010 ADA Regulations, must be made accessible in 
accordance with the 2010 ADA Standards.  Transportation facilities must be 
accessible per the 2006 DOT ADA Standards.  As noted above, the currently 
adopted California Code of Regulations, Title 24, and the currently adopted Federal 
Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices should be reviewed in all applicable 
cases to assure compliance with the most restrictive standard within the State of 
California.  Lastly, since they are the most comprehensive set of “rules” for disable 
access within the public right of way, it is highly recommended that Proposed 


Accessibility Guidelines for Pedestrian Facilities in the 
Public Right of Way be heavily drawn upon when 
considering the design considerations for new 
construction and alterations in the public right of way.  
Compliance with these guidelines may help limit 
facility items that could or would be added to the 
Transition Plan when these Guidelines in their final 
form are adopted by the Department of Justice into 
the ADA Regulations and Standards. 
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1.7 ADMINISTRATIVE REQUIREMENTS 
 
Title II requires that public entities take several steps designed to achieve compliance.  
These include: 
 


1) Preparation of a self-evaluation 


 


Public entities with 50 or more employees are also required to: 
 


2) Develop a complaint procedure 


3) Designate an individual to oversee Title II compliance 


4) Develop a Transition Plan if “structural” changes are necessary to 
achieve accessibility 


5) Retain the self-evaluation for a minimum of three (3) years 
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2.0 SELF EVALUATION 
PLAN 


 


2.1 INTRODUCTION 
 


A. Facilities: 
The City of Yuba City designated two full-time employees to conduct a physical 
survey of all of the City’s public right of way facilities.  The City of Yuba City also 
designated one full-time employee to organize the data being collected into a printed 
organized format which is presented in this report.  From a period of February 15, 
2012 to June 12, 2012, the two full-time field employees surveyed and collected data 
for the City’s public right of way facilities, starting with curb ramps, and including bus 
stops, public sidewalks, street furniture, and traffic control devices.  From a period of 
February 22, 2012 to June 15, 2012, the full-time office employee organized this data 
into the forms presented in Appendix B of this report. The total amount of data 
collected is somewhat extensive and has been condensed into a more usable and 
readable format in the Transition Plan and further broken up into sub-sections for 
each type of public right of way facility that has been evaluated. 


 
B. City of Yuba City Standard Drawing, Codes, Policies, and Procedures: 
A licensed Certified Access Specialist (CAS) from Coastland Civil Engineering, from 
a period of late March to mid April of 2012, performed a review of the City of Yuba 
City Standard Drawings, adopted Municipal Code, City Policies, and City Procedures 
for all items that would or could be determined to have some effect on ADA 
accessibility issues within the public right of way.  Numerous items of concern or 


lacking items were noted during this review.  A compete 
listing of all items of concern, recommended resolutions 
to these items of concern, and recommendations for the 
addition of new items is noted in detail in this Public Right 
of Way Transition Plan under the Section titled “City of 
Yuba City Programs and  Policies for City Facilities in the 
Public Right of Way”.  The specific documents reviewed 
include: 
 


1) The City of Yuba City Standard Details 


2) The City of Yuba City Encroachment Permit 


3) The City of Yuba City Public Works Master Special Provisions 


4) The City of Yuba City Sidewalk Maintenance Program 


5) The City of Yuba City Municipal Code 
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6) A general review of the City of Yuba City web site for possible applicable items 
as well as a more specific review of the City of Yuba City Public Works web site. 


 
The City of Yuba City Public Works Department also adopts by reference the 
Caltrans Standard Plans and Specifications at 
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/esc/oe/standards.php and the California Streets and 
Highways Code found at http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-
bin/calaquery?codesection=shc.   These documents were not reviewed for ADA 
accessibility issues within the public right of way as they are not documents under 
the issuance or control of or subject to revision by the City of Yuba City. 
 
During this review, some items of concern were noted that are not concerns for ADA 
accessibility within the public right of way.  These concerns are not noted in this 
report but have been reported back to the City of Yuba City under separate cover for 
their review and possible inclusion into the City of Yuba City Transition Plans for 
other city programs and facilities. 


 
C. Public Outreach 
As part of the Self Evaluation process, the City of Yuba City also initiated a public 
outreach program to draw out the public concerns and thoughts for ADA accessibility 
issues in the public right of way.  This is an effective aid in the Self Evaluation 
process as it draws in the concerns and thoughts of a local community which may be 
more keenly aware of issues due to their constant and repeated use of these city 
public right of way facilities.  This also can allow the City to draw upon the specific 
concerns of the disabled community itself for issues within the public right of way. 
 
To facilitate this process, the City of Yuba City published on its web site home page 
a request for public comment titled “Yuba City ADA Self Evaluation and Transition 
Plan Public Comment”.  Printed copies of this request for public comment were also 
placed at the public counters of City Hall.  The City further publicized the availability 
of city staff members to assist and document public comments at City Hall for people 
without internet access or ability to use the internet.  This information was also 
available in alternate formats upon request. 
 
As one of the results of this public outreach, City staff met with a Ms. Claudia Hollis, 
the Branch Manager for FREED Center for Independent Living, to discuss their 
concerns and thoughts on ADA accessibility issues within the public right of way as 
they may relate to the self evaluation process.  This meeting resulted in the request 
for public comment also being advertised on Facebook and printed requests for 
public comment also being posted at the City Hall Courtyard and at the Senior 
Center.  This meeting also resulted in some direct separate contact with members of 


the disabled community for their input in the self 
evaluation process. 
 
The results of this public outreach have helped to further 
clarify and identify items in the City Self Evaluation 
process and have also allowed these thoughts and 
concerns to be incorporated into the development of the 
City Transition Plan for the Public Right of Way. 
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2.2 COMPLAINT PROCEDURE—REQUEST AND 
COMPLAINT PROCESS 


 


It is the policy of the City of Yuba City that no member of the public shall be favored or in 
any way discriminated against because of mental or physical disability or medical 
condition. 
 
In coordination with this policy and to achieve compliance with Title II requirements, the 
City of Yuba City has an established complaint procedure developed from prior 
Transition Plans.  This existing procedure is adopted into this document and reads as 
follows: 
 
Complaint Procedure: 
 


A. Purpose 
To provide an internal procedure for the prompt and equitable resolution of 
complaints alleging any action prohibited by the U.S. Department of Justice 
regulations implementing Title II of the Americans with Disabilities Act or Section 504 
of the Rehabilitation Act. 


 
B. Who May File a Request/Complaint 
An individual who believes that he or she has been subjected to discrimination or a 
specific class of individuals who believe they have been subjected to discrimination 
on the basis of disability by the City may, by himself or herself or by an authorized 
representative, file a complaint under this procedure. 


 


C. Procedure 
1. Complainants are encouraged to first contact the Compliance Coordinator 


Designee in an attempt to informally resolve the complaint.  If this step does 
not yield a satisfactory resolution, then a formal complaint may be filed. 


2. A formal complaint should be addressed to the City Clerk, City of Yuba City, 
1201 Civic Center Blvd., Yuba City, 95993 who has been designated to 
coordinate compliance efforts.  The City Clerk may be reached by telephone 
at (530) 822-4609. 


3. The complaint should be filed in writing or verbally and shall contain the 
following information: 


a) The full name, address, and telephone number of the person filing 
the complaint, and the full name, address, and telephone number of 
the individual affected by the alleged violation; 


b) When and where the alleged violation took place, including as much 
background information as possible; 


c) The names, addresses, and telephone numbers of any witnesses; 


d) The remedy requested. 
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4. The complaint should be filed within 30 calendar days after the complainant 
becomes aware of the alleged violation. 


5. A written determination as to the validity of the complaint and a description 
of the resolution, if any, shall be issued by the Compliance Coordinator and 
a copy forwarded to the complainant no later than 20 calendar days after its 
filing. 


6. The Compliance Coordinator shall maintain the files and records of the City 
of Yuba City relating to the complaint’s files. 


7. The complainant can request a reconsideration of the complaint in instances 
where he or she is dissatisfied with the resolution or if a written 
determination has not been issued within the established time lines.  The 
request for reconsideration must be made within 14 calendar days of the 
issuance of the written determination to the City Administrator, 1201 Civic 
Center Blvd., Yuba City, CA, 95993.  The City Administrator shall issue a 
written determination within 30 calendar days of the receipt of the complaint. 


8. The right of a person to a prompt and equitable resolution of a complaint 
filed hereunder shall not be impaired by the person’s pursuit of other 
remedies such as the filing of a complaint with responsible federal 
departments or agencies.  Use of the complaint procedure is not a 
prerequisite to the pursuit of other remedies. 


9. These rules shall be construed to protect the substantive rights of interested 
persons to meet appropriate due process standards and to assure that the 
City of Yuba City complies with the ADA and Section 504 of the 
Rehabilitation Act. 


 


D. Non-Retaliation 
 
No person who files a complaint shall be subjected to retaliation for filing a complaint.  
The City shall take reasonable steps to protect the complainant from retaliatory 
actions. 


 
Once adopted, the Public Accommodation Policy should be 
widely distributed to City employees and the public at large.  
Department Heads should receive special training to 
perform their roles as ADA Compliance Coordinators for 
their own Departments.  Employees having contact with the 
public, particularly those involving programs, services, and 
activities should be sensitive to the needs of the disabled 
and know how to handle citizens and employee ADA 
grievances. 
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2.3 ADA COORDINATOR AND DESIGNEES 
As established in prior Transition Plans, the City of Yuba City has designated as ADA 
Coordinator, the City Clerk.  The City Clerk is located at City Hall, 1201 Civic Center 
Blvd., Yuba City, CA, 95993, (530) 822-4610.  Each Department Head is the 
Compliance Coordinator Designee for their respective department.  These Department 
Heads are listed below 
 
Department  Designee  Address           Telephone Number 
 
City Administration City Manager  1201 Civic Center Blvd.  (530) 822-4602 
 


Parks & Recreation Parks & Recreation 1201 Civic Center Blvd.  (530) 822-4650 
   Director 
 


Community   Community  1201 Civic Center Blvd.  (530) 822-5135 
Development  Development Dir. 
 


Human Resources/ Human Resources 1201 Civic Center Blvd.  (530) 822-4610 
City Clerk  Administrator 
 


Public Works  Public Works Dir. 1201 Civic Center Blvd.  (530) 822-4626 
 


Police   Chief of Police  1545 Poole Blvd.  (530) 822-4660 
 


Fire   Fire Chief  824 Clark Avenue  (530) 822-4687 
 


Redevelopment  City Manager  1201 Civic Center Blvd.  (530) 822-4602 
 
It is the responsibility of the ADA Coordinator and each Designee to ensure compliance 
with this report and the applicable provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act and 
Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act. 
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2.4 ON-GOING SELF EVALUATION 
The Self Evaluation process should be an on-going 
process.  As compliance standards change over time, it 
is the obligation of the public entity to further evaluate 
their facilities, programs, and policies to demonstrate 
their continued commitment toward ensuring that the 
public entity complies with the ADA Title II requirement to 
provide for “program accessibility”.  Further, some of the 
data presented in the Transition Plan spreadsheets has 
been based upon a “sample review” of the City of Yuba 
City public right of way facilities and some of the lower 
priority evaluation areas, as identified in Section 3.2(A) 
Priority Selection, will require a more thorough self 
evaluation.  As these sample review and lower priority 
items, as identified in the Transition Plan, become 
scheduled for accessible alterations, this on-going City of 
Yuba City evaluation process will have reviewed these 
“sample” and “low priority” areas in more detail giving a 
much more accurate picture of the specific type and 
location of the necessary alterations to be performed. 


The  Self Evaluation 
process should be an 


ongoing process 
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3.0 TRANSITION PLAN 
 


3.1 GENERAL 
The information and data collected from the City of Yuba Self Evaluation has been 
reviewed, organized, and incorporated into the City of Yuba City Transition Plan.  A 
Transition Plan at a minimum shall: 


 


1. Identify physical obstacles in the public entity’s facilities that limit the 
accessibility of its programs or activities to individuals with disabilities. 


2. Describe in detail the methods that will be used to make the facilities 
accessible. 


3. Specify the schedule for taking the steps necessary to achieve compliance 
with this section and, if the time period of the transition plan is longer than 
one year, identify steps that will be taken during each year of the transition 
plan. 


4. Indicate the individual responsible for implementation of the plan. 
 
The information noted below meets this criteria as well as supplying additional 
information and criteria that has been used in the formation of this Transition Plan. 


 
The City of Yuba City Public Right of Way Transition Plan is composed of two main 
sections.  The first section covers City Facilities in the public right of way and the second 
section covers City Programs and Policies as they relate to City facilities in the public 
right of way.  Both sections are discussed in further detail below. 
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3.2 CITY FACILITIES IN PUBLIC RIGHT OF WAY: 
 


A. PRIORITY SELECTION 
Section 35.150(d) of the 2010 ADA Title II Regulations sets the priority standards for 
the replacement of curb ramps or other sloped areas where pedestrian walks cross 
curbs.  The order of priority that is set is: 


 


1. Pedestrian walks serving entities covered by the Act, 
including State and local government offices and 
facilities. 


2. Pedestrian walks serving transportation facilities. 


3. Pedestrian walks serving places of public 
accommodation. 


4. Pedestrian walks serving employers. 


5. Pedestrian walks serving other areas. 
 


Places of public accommodation are specifically 
defined in ADA Title III Section 12181 under twelve 
different categories but generally include all 
operations which affect public commerce.  This is 
the difference between facilities that serve places of 
public accommodation and facilities that serve only 
employers.  This higher level of public use is the 
reason why facilities that are places of public 
accommodation have a higher priority than facilities 
that serve employers. 
 
Since the intent of the ADA Title II Regulations is to provide “program accessibility” 
for Title II entities, it is only logical that the same order of priority that is set in the 
Title II Regulations for curb ramps also be applied to all other facilities in the public 
right of way. 
 
While following this general order for setting priorities, the City of Yuba City has also 
considered the uniqueness of a facility, its relationship to the order of priorities, the 
physical location of a facility in relationship to the order of priority, the total level of 
public use for the facility, and the total level of use for the facility by the disabled 
public. 


 
The City of Yuba City has used these standards to set the priority for ADA 
accessibility repairs or alterations as noted in the Transition Plan for the various 
public right of way facilities.  It is recognized however, that since this Transition Plan 
is a multi-year process, the City of Yuba City reserves the right to accordingly modify 
this priority order as current existing conditions and facilities can change over the 
course of a multi-year Transition Plan process. 


 


Places of 
accommodation 


generally include all 
operations which 


affect public 
commerce 
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B. PUBLIC OUTREACH 
Public outreach was initially performed during the City of Yuba City Self Evaluation 
process.  Please see the Public Outreach Section 2.1(C).   


 
The Final Draft Transition Plan was published for public review on June 15, 2012.  
This allows the public to review the final draft and provide recommendations and 
additions to the Transition Plan.  This review allows the final report to draw upon the 
concerns and thoughts of a local community, including the disabled community, 
which may be more keenly aware of issues due to their constant and repeated use of 
these City facilities.   
 
To facilitate this draft Transition Plan review process, the City of Yuba City published 
on its web site home page a copy of the draft and a request for public comment on 
the Transition Plan.  Printed copies of the Transition Plans and the request for public 
comment were also placed at the public counters of City Hall.  The request for public 
comment was also advertised on Facebook and printed requests for public comment 
were also posted at the City Hall Courtyard and at the Senior Center. The City further 
publicized the availability of City staff members to assist and document public 
comments at City Hall for people without internet access or ability to use the internet.  
This information was also available in alternate formats upon request.   


  
On June 25, 2012, the City of Yuba City performed a Community Workshop at City 
Hall to allow for a question and answer session and to provide a more personal and 
direct opportunity for the interested public to comment on the draft Transition Plan.  
The Public Workshop Presentation is presented in Appendix “D.”  
  
The public comment period for the draft Transition Plan ended on July 15, 2012.  No 
public comment relevant to this Public Right of Way Transition Plan was received 
throughout this entire public outreach process. City of Yuba City internal comments 
and recommendations generated during this same time period were evaluated 
against the content of the draft Transition Plan and incorporated to the extent 
practicable into the final Public Right of Way Transition Plan presented to the City of 
Yuba City Council on July 17, 2012. A copy of the City of Yuba City Adopting 
Resolution is shown in Appendix “C.” 


 
 


C. STRUCTURAL IMPRACTICABILITY  
Modifications or alterations to some existing facilities to bring them into compliance 
with the 2010 DOJ ADA Standards may not be “structurally practical” in some 
situations.  What is considered as being “structurally practical” can be limited by 
existing physical constraints in the public right of way.  These existing physical 
constraints, that can make an ADA Standards alteration or new construction 
“structurally impractical” can include, but are not limited to, underlying terrain, 
underground structures, adjacent developed facilities such as existing buildings and 
existing required parking areas, drainage, or the presence of notable natural or 
historic features.   
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Determinations of “structural impracticability” must be documented.  A determination 
of “structural impracticability” for facilities in the public right of way should be made 
only on a case by case basis by a high ranking City official, such as the City 
Engineer, after a thorough study of the case considering all possible alternatives.  
The existing conditions and reasons for the designation of the “structural 
impracticability” must be documented in writing and saved in the City files. 
 
A determination of “structural impracticability” does not mean that Title II regulations 
and standards can be ignored.  Rather it means that all possible methods of 
achieving facility accessibility must be employed to achieve the maximum degree of 
accessibility as can be achieved. 


 
 


D. THE ACQUISITION OF ADDITIONAL PUBLIC RIGHT OF WAY   
Modifications or alterations to some existing facilities to bring them into compliance 
with the 2010 DOJ ADA Standards may require the acquisition of additional public 
right of way where the acquisition of the additional public right of way is both 
“structurally practical” and “available”.  What is considered as being “structurally 
impractical” is outlined in the Section 3.2(C), Structural Impracticability.  
 
What is considered as being “available” is limited by the public entity’s ability to 
actually acquire the additional public right of way.  If there are no existing physical 
constraints that would make it “structurally impractical” to acquire the additional 
public right of way, the public entity must “attempt” to acquire the additional right of 
way.  There is no requirement that a private party property owner must grant the 
acquisition of private property for the additional right of way and there is no 
requirement that would require a public entity to attempt to acquire the additional 
right of way through condemnation or eminent domain procedures. 
 
Any “attempt” to acquire additional right of way that is not granted must be 
documented to show the public entity’s efforts to acquire the additional right of way.  
Any determination of “structural impracticability” must be made and documented as 
outlined in the Section 3.2(C), Structural Impracticability. 
  


 
E. PUBLIC RIGHT OF WAY (PROW) GUIDELINES 
Sections 3.2(F–K), which address different categories of the City’s facilities within the 
public right of way, make repeated reference to the Proposed Accessibility 
Guidelines for Pedestrian Facilities in the Public Right of Way (PROW) published on 
July 26, 2011, by the United States Access Board.  The United States Access Board 
is given the authority, under the language of the ADA, to develop accessibility 
guidelines for the design, construction, and alteration of facilities to be accessible to 
and usable by individuals with disabilities.   
 
Proposed guidelines for pedestrian facilities in the public right of way were initially 
issued in 1992 by the United States Access Board.  Interim guidelines were issued in 
1994.  These guidelines however, were never adopted into the ADA Standards due 
to the extent of public comment on these proposed standards.  The United States 
Access Board has since then sponsored subsequent research and public outreach 
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on the guidelines.  The U.S. Access Board established a federal advisory committee 
in 1999 to recommend accessibility guidelines for pedestrian facilities in the public 
right of way.  The U.S. Access Board has written the current “Proposed Accessibility 
Guidelines for Pedestrian Facilities in the Public Right of Way” (PROW), published 
July 26, 2011, based upon the advisory committee’s recommendations and has 
since made them available for public review and comment.   
 
The Proposed Accessibility Guidelines for Pedestrian Facilities in the Public Right Of 
Way (PROW) published by the United States Board are guidelines only and do not 
have the force of law.  It should be recognized however, that these guidelines 
represent the best and most current efforts into establishing supplemental 
regulations that would be adopted into the DOJ ADA Standards.  There has been an 
on-going effort to establish ADA Standards for the Public Right of Way since the 
early 1990’s and these published guidelines bring an eventual adoption date ever 
closer.  It is highly recommended that future proposed alterations and new 
construction in the public right of way be in conformance with the proposed PROW 
Guidelines as they draw upon current ADA Standards, while modifying these 
Standards for applicable and specific issues that do occur along the public right of 
way.  The consideration of these guidelines will assure that these facilities will still 
comply with the ADA Standards when the final PROW Guidelines are finally adopted 
into the ADA Regulations. 


 
 


F. CURB RAMPS 
 


1. Straight or “Perpendicular” Type Curb 
Ramps 
ADA accessibility standards for straight curb ramps was first published in the 
1991 Department of Justice ADA Standards.  These standards were largely 
unchanged in the adoption of the 2010 Department of Justice ADA Standards.   
 
Early California Title 24 Standards for straight curb ramps were somewhat 
different from ADA Standards but the California Title 24 Standards have since 
been modified to generally be in compliance with the 2010 DOJ ADA 
Standards.  It should also be noted that the current California Title 24 
Standards for straight curb ramps are also somewhat more restrictive for 
some items than the 2010 DOJ ADA Standards.  Alterations of existing curb 
ramps and construction of new curb ramps are required to comply with the 
most restrictive current applicable standards for both the ADA and California 
Title 24. 
 
The proposed Public Right of Way Guidelines (PROW) has redefined these 
straight type curb ramps as being “perpendicular type” curb ramps.  The 
PROW Guidelines have adopted parts of the 2010 ADA Standards and parts 
of the more restrictive California Title 24 Standards.  The PROW Guidelines 
have further adopted some standards that are more restrictive than both the 
current ADA and California Title 24 Standards.  For the purposes of this 
Transition Plan, straight type curb ramps are being referred to as being 
“perpendicular” type curb ramps. 
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2. Depressed Sidewalk or “Parallel” Type Curb Ramps 
The method of providing for a depressed sidewalk at a curb ramp crossing has 
never been specifically identified in the 1991 DOJ ADA Standards or in the 
2010 DOJ ADA Standards for curb ramps.   
 
Design criteria for this type of curb ramp are somewhat of a composite of the 
ADA Standards for on site ramps and straight curb ramps and have been 
further modified by the California Title 24 Standards.  This type of curb ramp, 
up to this point, has been commonly referred to as a Case “C” curb ramp per 
the California Caltrans Standard Drawings.   
 
The proposed Public Right of Way Guidelines (PROW) now defines this type 
of curb ramp as being a “parallel type” curb ramp.  The PROW Guidelines 
have adopted parts of the California Title 24 Standards and have further 
adopted some standards that are more restrictive than the current California 
Title 24 Standards.  For the purposes of this Transition Plan, depressed 
sidewalk type curb ramps are being referred to as being “parallel” type curb 
ramps. 


 
3. Diagonal or Corner Type Curb Ramps 


ADA accessibility Standards for diagonal or corner type curb ramps were first 
published in the 1991 Department of Justice ADA Standards.  These 1991 
Standards were pretty much adopted straight across into the 2010 ADA 
Standards with one rather significant difference.  For a diagonal type curb 
ramp design that has flared sides, both of these standards require a minimum 
24-inch section of full height curb on each side of the curb ramp and within 
marked crosswalk lines.  The 1991 Standards required this full height curb to 
be a straight section of curb.  The 2010 Standards allow this full height curb to 
be located along the arc of the corner curve and hence not a straight section 
of curb.  The 1991 Standards were likely written for the consideration of short 
radius type corner curves that would be found in older city streets.  This is 
evidenced in the “Figure 15” that were included in the 1991 ADA Standards for 
the graphic description of diagonal type curb ramps.  For longer radius type 
corner curves that more commonly appear, a 24-inch section of straight curb 
can only be found at a considerable horizontal distance from the center of the 
corner curve beyond the curve arc itself.  If one was to apply the 1991 
Standards, the required marked crosswalk would also be located at a 
considerable horizontal distance for the center of the corner curve as the 1991 
Standard requires a straight section of curb to be within the marked crosswalk 
lines.  This would result in a marked crosswalk located at such a distance from 
the street intersection that would render the pedestrian crossing hazardous to 
both pedestrian and vehicular traffic. 
 
This problem was likely recognized at some point as the language of the 1991 
DOJ ADA Standards for diagonal curb ramps was interpreted differently in the 
2004 American with Disabilities Act Accessibility Guidelines (ADAAG), Section 
406.6, to allow the 24-inch section of full height curb to be located along the 
corner curve arc and not at a straight section of full height curb.  Although the 
graphic and language descriptions of ADAAG do not have the force of law, 
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this interpretation has been widely used in the design and construction of 
diagonal type curb ramps.  The language of ADAAG Section 406.6 has since 
been adopted into the 2010 DOJ ADA Standards. 
 


Early California Title 24 Standards for diagonal or corner 
type curb ramps were somewhat different from ADA 
Standards but the California Title 24 Standards have 
since been modified to generally be in compliance with 
the 2010 DOJ ADA Standards.  The current California 
Title 24 Standards still do, however, require a 24-inch 
section of straight full height curb on each side of the 
curb ramp as was specified in the 1991 DOJ ADA 
Standards.  It should also be noted that the current 


California Title 24 Standards for curb ramps are also somewhat more 
restrictive for some items than the 2010 DOJ ADA Standards.  Alterations of 
existing curb ramps and construction of new curb ramps are required to 
comply with the most restrictive current applicable standards for both the ADA 
and California Title 24. 
 
The proposed Public Right of Way Guidelines (PROW), in Section R207.2, 
has now included unique language that prohibits the use of diagonal type curb 
ramps except in “alterations” where existing physical constraints prevent 
compliance with the use of perpendicular or parallel type curb ramps or the 
use of blended transitions.   In the development of this language, the United 
States Access Board advisory committee, in its published recommendations, 
“Building a True Community: Final Report of the Public Rights-of-Way Access 
Advisory Committee” recognized a great concern with the use of diagonal 
corner type curb ramps by the visually impaired community.  Simply put, 
diagonal corner type curb ramps do not provide good direction of travel 
indicators for the visually impaired community.  The use of perpendicular or 
parallel type curb ramps that align in the direction of crosswalk travel and that 
are located straight opposite each other on each side of the street crossing 
are very much more effective solution for the visually impaired community.  
The advisory committee recommended that diagonal type curb ramps not be 
used in new construction and only allowed in alterations where existing site 
constraints would not allow the use of more directional type curb ramps or 
blended transitions.  It is further recommended by this Report, that the 
allowance for the use of a diagonal corner type curb ramp for alterations only, 
only be made with a determination that it is “structurally impractical” to 
complete the alteration using perpendicular or parallel type curb ramps or by 
using blended transitions.  A determination of “structural impracticability” shall 
be made and documented in accordance with the Section Title above. 


 
4. Curb Ramp Transition Plan Data Spread Sheets 


The Curb Ramp Transition Plan Data Spread Sheets below primarily cover 
evaluations performed for the City of Yuba City main arterials and collectors. 
The estimated repair costs for the remaining city curb ramps, as noted at the 
end of these spread sheets, has been based upon a sample review of these 
remaining areas and an engineering judgment of the remaining developed 
intersections within the city limits along with the high likelihood that a very 
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large percentage of these curb ramps are not in compliance with the 
standards. These remaining curb ramps will be subject to the on-going 
evaluation process noted in Section 2.4, On-Going Self Evaluation, and are 
most likely to be of low priority and therefore would not be subject to the 1st 
year selection criteria process. Priority order, specified above in Section 
3.2(A), will be followed as specific locations are identified by the on-going self 
evaluation process and alteration of these identified violations occurs. For the 
City of Yuba City public sidewalk curb ramps, the observed ADA 
discrepancies and violations determined from the City Self Evaluation, the 
determined order of priority, and the associated cost repair estimates for this 
Transition Plan are as follows: 
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167 58 Stabler Lane Poole Boulevard NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
168 58 Stabler Lane Poole Boulevard SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
169 58 Stabler Lane Poole Boulevard SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
170 58 Stabler Lane Poole Boulevard NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
171 59 Stabler Lane Starr Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
172 59 Stabler Lane Starr Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
173 59 Stabler Lane Starr Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
174 59 Stabler Lane Starr Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
210 69 Walton Avenue Camino De Flores NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 1 None
211 69 Walton Avenue Camino De Flores SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
212 69 Walton Avenue Camino De Flores SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
213 69 Walton Avenue Camino De Flores NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
228 77 Walton Avenue Lincoln Road NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
229 77 Walton Avenue Lincoln Road SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
230 77 Walton Avenue Lincoln Road SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
231 77 Walton Avenue Lincoln Road NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 1 None
314 108 Clark Avenue Washington Avenue NE Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
315 108 Clark Avenue Washington Avenue SE Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
316 108 Clark Avenue Washington Avenue SW Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
317 108 Clark Avenue Washington Avenue NW Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
318 109 Clark Avenue King Avenue NE Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
319 109 Clark Avenue King Avenue SE Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
320 109 Clark Avenue King Avenue SW Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
321 109 Clark Avenue King Avenue NW Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
322 110 Clark Avenue Rosemary Lane SE Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
323 110 Clark Avenue Rosemary Lane SW Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
324 110 Clark Avenue Rosemary Lane NW Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
325 111 Clark Avenue Lewis Avenue NE Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
326 111 Clark Avenue Lewis Avenue SE Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
327 112 Clark Avenue Ainsley Avenue SE Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
328 112 Clark Avenue Ainsley Avenue SW Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
329 112 Clark Avenue Ainsley Avenue NW Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
330 113 Clark Avenue Ainsley Avenue NE Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
331 113 Clark Avenue Ainsley Avenue SE Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
332 113 Clark Avenue Ainsley Avenue SW Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
359 121 Clark Avenue Forbes Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
360 121 Clark Avenue Forbes Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
361 121 Clark Avenue Forbes Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
362 121 Clark Avenue Forbes Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
385 129 Clark Avenue B Street NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00  
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386 129 Clark Avenue B Street SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
387 129 Clark Avenue B Street SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
388 129 Clark Avenue B Street SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
389 129 Clark Avenue B Street NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
467 160 Second Street Fairman Street SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
468 160 Second Street Fairman Street NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
469 161 Second Street Keyser Street NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 1 None
470 161 Second Street Keyser Street SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 1 None
471 162 Second Street B Street NE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 1 Street Repairs
472 162 Second Street B Street SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 1 Street Repairs
473 162 Second Street B Street SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 1 Street Repairs
474 162 Second Street B Street NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 1 None
475 163 Second Street C Street NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
476 163 Second Street C Street SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
477 163 Second Street C Street SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
478 163 Second Street C Street NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
532 182 Garden Highway Stewart Road NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 1 None
533 182 Garden Highway Stewart Road SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 1 None
534 182 Garden Highway Stewart Road SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 1 Street Repairs
535 182 Garden Highway Stewart Road NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 1 Street Repairs
551 189 Butte House Road El Dorado Lane NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
552 189 Butte House Road Civic Center Boulevard SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
553 189 Butte House Road Civic Center Boulevard SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
554 189 Butte House Road El Dorado Lane NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
581 200 Butte House Road Villa Avenue SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 1 None
582 200 Butte House Road Villa Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
583 201 Butte House Road Villa Avenue NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 1 None
584 201 Butte House Road Villa Avenue NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 1 None
613 213 Queens Avenue Brundy Court SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
614 213 Queens Avenue Brundy Court SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
704 247 Franklin Avenue Park Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
705 247 Franklin Avenue Park Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
706 247 Franklin Avenue Park Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
707 247 Franklin Avenue Park Avenue NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE 1 Street Repairs
708 248 Franklin Avenue Clark Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
709 248 Franklin Avenue Clark Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
710 248 Franklin Avenue Clark Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
711 248 Franklin Avenue Clark Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
774 275 Live Oak Boulevard King Avenue NE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 1 None
775 275 Live Oak Boulevard King Avenue SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 1 Street Repairs  
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776 275 Live Oak Boulevard King Avenue NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 1 Street Repairs
894 319 Gray Avenue Melton Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
895 319 Gray Avenue Melton Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
896 320 Gray Avenue La Colina Lane SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
897 320 Gray Avenue La Colina Lane NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
898 321 Gray Avenue Casita Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
899 321 Gray Avenue Casita Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
900 321 Gray Avenue Casita Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
1012 364 Civic Center Boulevard State Route 20 NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
1013 364 Civic Center Boulevard State Route 20 SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
1014 364 Civic Center Boulevard State Route 20 SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
1015 364 Civic Center Boulevard State Route 20 NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
1016 365 Civic Center Boulevard Memorial Circle NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
1017 365 Civic Center Boulevard Memorial Circle SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
1018 365 Civic Center Boulevard Poole Boulevard SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
1019 365 Civic Center Boulevard Poole Boulevard NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 1 $5,000.00
1020 366 El Dorado Lane Inglewood Court NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
1021 366 El Dorado Lane Inglewood Court SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
1022 366 El Dorado Lane Dustin Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
1023 366 El Dorado Lane Dustin Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
1024 367 El Dorado Lane Geary Circle NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
1025 367 El Dorado Lane Geary Circle SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
1026 368 El Dorado Lane Mirada Circle SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
1027 368 El Dorado Lane Mirada Circle NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
1028 369 El Dorado Lane Geary Circle NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
1029 369 El Dorado Lane Geary Circle SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
1030 369 El Dorado Lane Mirada Circle SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
1031 369 El Dorado Lane Mirada Circle NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
1369 487 El Margarita Road South Colusa Frontage Road SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 1 None
1370 487 El Margarita Road South Colusa Frontage Road NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 1 None
1371 488 El Margarita Road Spirit Drive NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 1 None
1372 488 El Margarita Road Spirit Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 1 $5,000.00
1373 488 El Margarita Road Spirit Drive SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 1 None
1374 488 El Margarita Road Spirit Drive NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 1 None
18 8 Bridge Street Plumas Street NE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 2 None
19 8 Bridge Street Plumas Street SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 2 None
20 8 Bridge Street Plumas Street SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 2 None
21 8 Bridge Street Plumas Street NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 2 None
53 22 Bridge Street Gray Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
54 22 Bridge Street Gray Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00  
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55 22 Bridge Street Gray Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
56 22 Bridge Street Gray Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
69 27 Bridge Street Oji Way NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
70 27 Bridge Street Oji Way SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
71 27 Bridge Street Oji Way SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
72 27 Bridge Street Oji Way NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
77 29 Bridge Street Joann Way NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
78 29 Bridge Street Joann Way SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
79 29 Bridge Street Joann Way SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
80 29 Bridge Street Joann Way NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
81 30 Bridge Street Walton Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
82 30 Bridge Street Walton Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
83 30 Bridge Street Walton Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
84 30 Bridge Street Walton Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
163 57 Stabler Lane Butte House Road NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
164 57 Stabler Lane Butte House Road SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
165 57 Stabler Lane Butte House Road SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
166 57 Stabler Lane Butte House Road NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
192 63 Walton Avenue Sunsweet Boulevard NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
193 63 Walton Avenue Sunsweet Boulevard SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
202 66 Walton Avenue Franklin Road NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
203 66 Walton Avenue Franklin Road SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 2 Street Repairs
204 66 Walton Avenue Franklin Road SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE 2 Street Repairs
205 66 Walton Avenue Franklin Road NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
216 71 Walton Avenue Cherry Street SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 2 None
217 71 Walton Avenue Cherry Street NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 2 None
222 74 Walton Avenue McCune Avenue SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 2 None
223 74 Walton Avenue McCune Avenue NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 2 None
234 79 Walton Avenue Joseph Street NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 2 None
235 79 Walton Avenue Joseph Street SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 2 None
236 79 Walton Avenue Joseph Street SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
237 79 Walton Avenue Joseph Street NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
238 80 Walton Avenue Tracy Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
239 80 Walton Avenue Tracy Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
252 84 Walton Avenue Pebble Beach Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
253 84 Walton Avenue Pebble Beach Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
290 99 Clark Avenue Northgate Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
291 99 Clark Avenue Northgate Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
292 99 Clark Avenue Northgate Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
293 99 Clark Avenue Northgate Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00  
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402 135 Clark Avenue Julie Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
403 135 Clark Avenue Julie Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
404 135 Clark Avenue Julie Drive SW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
413 140 Bunce Road Richland Road NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
414 140 Bunce Road Richland Road SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
415 140 Bunce Road Richland Road SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 2 None
416 140 Bunce Road Richland Road NW Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
487 168 Garden Highway Wilbur Avenue NE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 2 None
488 168 Garden Highway Wilbur Avenue SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 2 None
489 168 Garden Highway Wilbur Avenue SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 2 None
490 168 Garden Highway Wilbur Avenue NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 2 None
501 173 Garden Highway Winship Road NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
502 173 Garden Highway Winship Road SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 2 None
503 173 Garden Highway Winship Road SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
504 173 Garden Highway Winship Road NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
505 174 Garden Highway Lincoln Road SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
506 174 Garden Highway Lincoln Road SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
507 174 Garden Highway Lincoln Road NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
512 176 Garden Highway Teesdale Road SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
513 176 Garden Highway Teesdale Road NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
514 177 Garden Highway River Oaks Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
515 177 Garden Highway River Oaks Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
516 177 Garden Highway River Oaks Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
517 177 Garden Highway River Oaks Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
518 178 Garden Highway Bogue Road NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
519 178 Garden Highway Bogue Road SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
520 178 Garden Highway Bogue Road SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
521 178 Garden Highway Bogue Road NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
539 184 Butte House Road Yuba Plaza Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
540 184 Butte House Road Yuba Plaza Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
541 184 Butte House Road Yuba Plaza Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
542 184 Butte House Road Yuba Plaza Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
557 191 Butte House Road Tharp Road NE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 2 None
558 191 Butte House Road Tharp Road SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 2 Street Repairs
559 191 Butte House Road Tharp Road SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 2 None
560 191 Butte House Road Tharp Road NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 2 None
609 212 Queens Avenue Plumas Street NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
610 212 Queens Avenue Plumas Street SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
611 212 Queens Avenue Plumas Street SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
612 212 Queens Avenue Plumas Street NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00  
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615 214 Queens Avenue Live Oak Boulevard NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
616 214 Queens Avenue Live Oak Boulevard SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
617 214 Queens Avenue Live Oak Boulevard SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
618 214 Queens Avenue Live Oak Boulevard NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
635 222 Queens Avenue Gray Avenue NE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 2 Street Repairs
636 222 Queens Avenue Gray Avenue SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 2 Street Repairs
637 222 Queens Avenue Gray Avenue SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 2 Street Repairs
638 222 Queens Avenue Gray Avenue NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 2 Street Repairs
681 240 Franklin Avenue Wilbur Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
682 240 Franklin Avenue Wilbur Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
683 240 Franklin Avenue Wilbur Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
684 240 Franklin Avenue Wilbur Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
731 255 Franklin Road WinCo Entrance SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
732 255 Franklin Road WinCo Entrance SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
733 255 Franklin Road WinCo Entrance NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
758 267 Live Oak Boulevard Northgate Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
759 267 Live Oak Boulevard Northgate Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
803 285 Lincoln Road Railroad Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
804 285 Lincoln Road Railroad Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
805 285 Lincoln Road Railroad Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
806 285 Lincoln Road Railroad Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
811 288 Lincoln Road Jones Road NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 2 None
812 288 Lincoln Road Jones Road SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
813 288 Lincoln Road Jones Road SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE 2 Street Repairs
814 288 Lincoln Road Jones Road NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 2 None
817 290 Lincoln Road Phillips Road SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
818 290 Lincoln Road Phillips Road SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
884 315 Gray Avenue Northgate Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
885 315 Gray Avenue Northgate Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
886 315 Gray Avenue Northgate Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
887 315 Gray Avenue Northgate Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
931 333 Gray Avenue Forbes Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
932 333 Gray Avenue Forbes Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
933 333 Gray Avenue Forbes Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
943 338 Gray Avenue B Street NE Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
944 338 Gray Avenue B Street SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
945 338 Gray Avenue B Street SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
946 338 Gray Avenue B Street NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
1171 426 Bogue Road South Park Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
1172 426 Bogue Road South Park Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00  
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1177 428 Bogue Road Railroad Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
1178 428 Bogue Road Railroad Avenue SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 2 None
1179 428 Bogue Road Railroad Avenue SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 2 None
1180 428 Bogue Road Railroad Avenue NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 2 None
1181 429 Bogue Road Germaine Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
1182 429 Bogue Road Germaine Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
1224 443 Plumas Street Alemar Way NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
1225 443 Plumas Street Alemar Way SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 2 None
1226 443 Plumas Street Alemar Way SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 2 None
1227 443 Plumas Street Alemar Way NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 2 None
1236 446 Plumas Street Ainsley Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
1237 446 Plumas Street Ainsley Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
1238 446 Plumas Street Ainsley Avenue SW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
1239 446 Plumas Street Ainsley Avenue NW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
1240 447 Plumas Street Del Norte Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
1241 447 Plumas Street Del Norte Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
1242 447 Plumas Street Del Norte Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
1243 447 Plumas Street Del Norte Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
1252 450 Plumas Street State Route 20 NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 2 $5,000.00
1253 450 Plumas Street State Route 20 SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE 2 Street Repairs
1254 450 Plumas Street State Route 20 SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE 2 Street Repairs
1255 450 Plumas Street State Route 20 NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
1263 453 Plumas Street Forbes Avenue NE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 2 Street Repairs
1264 453 Plumas Street Forbes Avenue SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 2 Street Repairs
1265 453 Plumas Street Forbes Avenue SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 2 Street Repairs
1266 453 Plumas Street Forbes Avenue NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 2 Street Repairs
1278 458 Plumas Street B Street NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
1279 458 Plumas Street B Street SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
1289 460 Plumas Boulevard C Street NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
1290 460 Plumas Boulevard C Street NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
1291 460 Plumas Boulevard C Street SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 2 None
1292 460 Plumas Boulevard C Street SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 2 None
1293 460 Plumas Boulevard C Street S Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
1294 460 Plumas Boulevard C Street N Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
1295 460 Plumas Boulevard C Street N Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
1296 460 Plumas Boulevard C Street S Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
1297 460 Plumas Boulevard C Street SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
1298 460 Plumas Boulevard C Street NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 2 $5,000.00
1 1 Bridge Street Second Street SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
2 1 Bridge Street Second Street SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE FALSE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00  
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3 1 Bridge Street Second Street NW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
4 2 Bridge Street Sutter Street SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
5 2 Bridge Street Sutter Street SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
6 3 Bridge Street Yolo Street SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
7 3 Bridge Street Yolo Street SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
8 4 Bridge Street Heiken Way SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
9 4 Bridge Street Heiken Way SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
10 5 Bridge Street Boyd Street SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
11 5 Bridge Street Boyd Street SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
12 6 Bridge Street Cemetary Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
13 6 Bridge Street Cemetary Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
14 7 Bridge Street Shasta Street NE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
15 7 Bridge Street Shasta Street SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
16 7 Bridge Street Shasta Street SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
17 7 Bridge Street Shasta Street NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
22 9 Bridge Street Reeves Avenue NE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
23 9 Bridge Street Reeves Avenue NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
24 10 Bridge Street Bennett Way SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
25 10 Bridge Street Bennett Way SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
26 11 Bridge Street Linden Street SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
27 11 Bridge Street Linden Street SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
28 12 Bridge Street Hawthorne Streeet SE Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
29 12 Bridge Street Hawthorne Street SW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
30 13 Bridge Street Park Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
31 13 Bridge Street Park Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
32 14 Bridge Street University Avenue SE Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
33 14 Bridge Street University Avenue SW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
34 15 Bridge Street Cooper Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
35 15 Bridge Street Cooper Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
36 15 Bridge Street Cooper Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
37 15 Bridge Street Cooper Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
38 16 Bridge Street Clark Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
39 16 Bridge Street Clark Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
40 16 Bridge Street Clark Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
41 17 Bridge Street Marie Avenue SE Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
42 17 Bridge Street Marie Avenue SW Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
43 18 Bridge Street Hughes Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
44 18 Bridge Street Hughes Avenue SE Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
45 18 Bridge Street Hughes Avenue SW Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
46 18 Bridge Street Hughes Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00  
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47 19 Bridge Street Fippins Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
48 19 Bridge Street Fippins Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
49 20 Bridge Street Brown Avenue SE Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
50 20 Bridge Street Brown Avenue SW Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
51 21 Bridge Street Brown Avenue NE Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
52 21 Bridge Street Brown Avenue NW Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
57 23 Bridge Street North Barrett Road SE Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
58 23 Bridge Street North Barrett Road SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
59 24 Bridge Street North Lawrence Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
60 24 Bridge Street North Lawrence Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
61 25 Bridge Street Palora Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
62 25 Bridge Street Palora Avenue SE Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
63 25 Bridge Street Palora Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
64 25 Bridge Street Palora Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
65 26 Bridge Street West Onstott Road NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
66 26 Bridge Street West Onstott Road SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
67 26 Bridge Street West Onstott Road SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
68 26 Bridge Street West Onstott Road NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
73 28 Bridge Street Joy Way NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
74 28 Bridge Street Joy Way SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
75 28 Bridge Street Joy Way SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
76 28 Bridge Street Joy Way NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
85 31 Bridge Street Willowbrook Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
86 31 Bridge Street Willowbrook Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
87 31 Bridge Street Willowbrook Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
88 31 Bridge Street Willowbrook Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
89 32 Bridge Street Tharp Road NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
90 32 Bridge Street Tharp Road SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
91 32 Bridge Street Tharp Road SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
92 32 Bridge Street Tharp Road NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
93 33 Bridge Street Mark Thomas Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
94 33 Bridge Street Mark Thomas Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
155 54 Stabler Lane Queens Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
156 54 Stabler Lane Queens Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
157 54 Stabler Lane Queens Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
158 54 Stabler Lane Queens Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
175 60 Stabler Lane Colusa Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
176 60 Stabler Lane Colusa Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
177 60 Stabler Lane Colusa Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
178 60 Stabler Lane Colusa Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00  
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179 43 Stabler Lane Portofino Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
180 43 Stabler Lane Portofino Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
181 43 Stabler Lane Portofino Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
182 43 Stabler Lane Portofino Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
183 46 Stabler Lane Corsica Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
184 46 Stabler Lane Corsica Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
185 46 Stabler Lane Corsica Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
186 46 Stabler Lane Corsica Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
187 61 Walton Avenue Sam's Club SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
188 61 Walton Avenue Sam's Club SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
189 61 Walton Avenue Sam's Club NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
190 62 Walton Avenue Lassen Boulevard SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
191 62 Walton Avenue Lassen Boulevard NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
206 67 Walton Avenue Hayne Avenue NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
207 67 Walton Avenue Hayne Avenue SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
208 68 Walton Avenue Berkshire Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
209 68 Walton Avenue Berkshire Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
214 70 Walton Avenue Holly Tree Drive NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
215 70 Walton Avenue Holly Tree Drive SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
310 107 Clark Avenue Queens Avenue NE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
311 107 Clark Avenue Queens Avenue SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
312 107 Clark Avenue Queens Avenue SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
313 107 Clark Avenue Queens Avenue NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
337 115 Clark Avenue Colusa Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE FALSE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
338 115 Clark Avenue Colusa Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
339 115 Clark Avenue Colusa Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
340 115 Clark Avenue Colusa Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
363 122 Clark Avenue Spiva Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
364 122 Clark Avenue Spiva Avenue NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
365 123 Clark Avenue Spiva Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
366 123 Clark Avenue Spiva Avenue SE Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
390 130 Clark Avenue Taber Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
391 130 Clark Avenue Taber Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
392 131 Clark Avenue Helen Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
393 131 Clark Avenue Helen Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
394 132 Clark Avenue Jewell Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
395 132 Clark Avenue Jewell Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
396 133 Clark Avenue Morton Street NE Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
397 133 Clark Avenue Morton Street SE Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
398 133 Clark Avenue Morton Street SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00  
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399 133 Clark Avenue Morton Street NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
432 146 Market Street Lynn Way NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
433 146 Market Street Lynn Way SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
434 147 Market Street Bird Street SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
435 147 Market Street Bird Street NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
436 148 Market Street Ainsley Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
437 148 Market Street Ainsley Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
438 149 Market Street Del Norte Avenue SW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
439 149 Market Street Del Norte Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
440 150 Market Street Perkins Way SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
441 150 Market Street Perkins Way NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
442 151 Market Street Alturas Street SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
443 151 Market Street Alturas Street NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
444 152 Market Street Colusa Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
445 152 Market Street Colusa Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
446 153 Sutter Street Market Street NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
447 153 Sutter Street Market Street SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
448 154 Sutter Street Lamon Way NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
449 154 Sutter Street Lamon Way NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
450 155 Sutter Street North Colusa Frontage Road NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
451 155 Sutter Street North Colusa Frontage Road NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
452 155 Sutter Street North Colusa Frontage Road NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
453 155 Sutter Street North Colusa Frontage Road NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
454 155 Sutter Street North Colusa Frontage Road SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
455 156 Sutter Street South Colusa Frontage Road SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
456 156 Sutter Street South Colusa Frontage Road NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
457 157 Sutter Street Teegarden Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
458 157 Sutter Street Teegarden Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
459 157 Sutter Street Teegarden Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
460 157 Sutter Street Teegarden Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
461 158 Sutter Street Aylor Avenue SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
462 158 Sutter Street Aylor Avenue NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
463 159 Sutter Street Webb Street NE Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
464 159 Sutter Street Webb Street SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
465 159 Sutter Street Webb Street SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
466 159 Sutter Street Webb Street NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
479 164 Garden Highway Second Street NE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
480 164 Garden Highway Second Street SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE 3 Street Repairs
481 165 Garden Highway Monterey Avenue SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00  
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482 165 Garden Highway Monterey Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
483 166 Garden Highway Gibson Avenue NE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
484 166 Garden Highway Gibson Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
485 167 Garden Highway Del Monte Avenue SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
486 167 Garden Highway Del Monte Avenue NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE 3 Street Repairs
491 169 Garden Highway Central Avenue SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
492 169 Garden Highway Central Avenue NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
493 170 Garden Highway Samuel Drive NE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE 3 Street Repairs
494 170 Garden Highway Samuel Drive SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE 3 Street Repairs
495 171 Garden Highway Percy Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
496 171 Garden Highway Percy Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
497 171 Garden Highway Percy Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
498 171 Garden Highway Percy Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
499 172 Garden Highway Bell Avenue SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE 3 Street Repairs
500 172 Garden Highway Bell Avenue NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE 3 Street Repairs
508 175 Garden Highway Epley Drive NE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
509 175 Garden Highway Epley Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
510 176 Garden Highway Burns Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
511 176 Garden Highway Burns Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
536 183 Butte House Road Gray Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
537 183 Butte House Road Gray Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
538 183 Butte House Road Gray Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
543 185 Butte House Road East Onstott Frontage Road NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
544 185 Butte House Road East Onstott Frontage Road NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
547 187 Butte House Road Honor Oak Lane NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
548 187 Butte House Road Honor Oak Lane NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
563 193 Butte House Road Harter Parkway NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
564 193 Butte House Road Harter Parkway SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
565 193 Butte House Road Harter Parkway SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
566 193 Butte House Road Harter Parkway NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
585 202 Butte House Road Hooper Road NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
586 202 Butte House Road Hooper Road SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
587 202 Butte House Road Hooper Road SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
588 202 Butte House Road Hooper Road NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
639 223 Queens Avenue East Onstott Frontage Road NE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
640 223 Queens Avenue East Onstott Frontage Road SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
641 223 Queens Avenue East Onstott Frontage Road SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
642 223 Queens Avenue East Onstott Frontage Road NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
643 224 Queens Avenue State Route 99 NB NE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
644 224 Queens Avenue State Route 99 NB E ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
645 224 Queens Avenue State Route 99 NB SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs  
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646 224 Queens Avenue State Route 99 NB SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
647 224 Queens Avenue State Route 99 NB NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
648 225 Queens Avenue State Route 99 SB NE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
649 225 Queens Avenue State Route 99 SB SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
650 225 Queens Avenue State Route 99 SB SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
651 225 Queens Avenue State Route 99 SB NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
652 226 Queens Avenue Peach Tree Lane NE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
653 226 Queens Avenue Peach Tree Lane NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
654 227 Queens Avenue Florain Drive SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
655 227 Queens Avenue Florain Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
656 228 Queens Avenue Sylvia Way SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
657 228 Queens Avenue Sylvia Way SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
658 229 Queens Avenue El Dorado Lane SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
659 229 Queens Avenue El Dorado Lane SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
660 230 Queens Avenue Dana Way NE Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
661 230 Queens Avenue Dana Way NW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
662 231 Queens Avenue La Palma Court NE Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
663 231 Queens Avenue La Palma Court NW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
664 232 Queens Avenue La Cresenta Court NE Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
665 232 Queens Avenue La Cresenta Court NW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
666 233 Queens Avenue Grenada Way NE Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
667 233 Queens Avenue Grenada Way NW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
668 234 Queens Avenue El Cerrito Court NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
669 234 Queens Avenue El Cerrito Court NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
670 235 Queens Avenue Esplanade Way NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
671 235 Queens Avenue Esplanade Way NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
672 236 Queens Avenue Shay Way NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
673 236 Queens Avenue Shay Way NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
674 237 Queens Avenue Blevin Road NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
675 237 Queens Avenue Blevin Road SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
676 238 Franklin Avenue Garden Highway NE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
677 238 Franklin Avenue Garden Highway SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE 3 Street Repairs
678 238 Franklin Avenue Garden Highway NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE 3 Street Repairs
679 239 Franklin Avenue Woodbridge Avenue SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
680 239 Franklin Avenue Woodbridge Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
685 241 Franklin Avenue Plumas Boulevard NB NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
686 241 Franklin Avenue Plumas Boulevard NB SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
687 241 Franklin Avenue Plumas Boulevard NB SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
688 241 Franklin Avenue Plumas Boulevard NB SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
689 241 Franklin Avenue Plumas Boulevard NB NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
690 242 Franklin Avenue Plumas Boulevard SB NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00  
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691 242 Franklin Avenue Plumas Boulevard SB SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
692 242 Franklin Avenue Plumas Boulevard SB SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
693 242 Franklin Avenue Plumas Boulevard SB NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
694 243 Franklin Avenue Percy Avenue NE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
695 243 Franklin Avenue Percy Avenue SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE 3 Street Repairs
696 243 Franklin Avenue Percy Avenue SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
697 243 Franklin Avenue Percy Avenue NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE 3 Street Repairs
698 244 Franklin Avenue Pine Way NE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
699 244 Franklin Avenue Pine Way NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
700 245 Franklin Avenue Robinson Avenue NE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
701 245 Franklin Avenue Robinson Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
702 246 Franklin Avenue Page Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
703 246 Franklin Avenue Page Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
712 249 Franklin Avenue Brown Avenue NE Roll Curb (No Ramp) TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
713 249 Franklin Avenue Brown Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
714 250 Franklin Avenue Gray Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
715 250 Franklin Avenue Gray Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
716 250 Franklin Avenue Gray Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
729 254 Franklin Road West Onstott Road NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
730 254 Franklin Road West Onstott Road NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
734 256 Franklin Road Littlejohn Road SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
735 256 Franklin Road Littlejohn Road SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE 3 Street Repairs
736 257 Franklin Road Neil Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
737 257 Franklin Road Neil Drive NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
746 262 Franklin Road Tharp Road NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
747 262 Franklin Road Tharp Road NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
770 273 Live Oak Boulevard Washington Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
771 273 Live Oak Boulevard Washington Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
772 274 Live Oak Boulevard Lynn Way NE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
773 274 Live Oak Boulevard Lynn Way SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
777 276 Live Oak Boulevard Carroll Street SW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
778 276 Live Oak Boulevard Carroll Street NW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
779 277 Live Oak Boulevard Ohlson Street SW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
780 277 Live Oak Boulevard Ohlson Street NW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
781 278 Live Oak Boulevard Miller Street SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
782 278 Live Oak Boulevard Miller Street NW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
783 279 Live Oak Boulevard Bird Street NE Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
784 279 Live Oak Boulevard Bird Street SE Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
785 279 Live Oak Boulevard Bird Street SW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
786 279 Live Oak Boulevard Bird Street NW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00  







 


City of Yuba City Self Evaluation & Transition Plan – For The Public Right of Way
July 17, 2012 43 


 


CNR 
ID


X ID Primary Street Secondary Street Corner Status
Non‐


Compliant 
Landing


Non‐
Compliant 
Ramp 


Geometry


Non‐
Compliant 
Detectable 
Warning


Non‐
Compliant 
Street 


Transition


Non‐
Compliant 
Crosswalk 
Marking


Priority 
(1‐5)


Compliance 
Cost Estimate


787 280 Live Oak Boulevard Ainsley Avenue NE Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
788 280 Live Oak Boulevard Ainsley Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
789 281 Live Oak Boulevard Ainsley Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
790 281 Live Oak Boulevard Ainsley Avenue SW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
791 281 Live Oak Boulevard Ainsley Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
792 282 Live Oak Boulevard Del Norte Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
793 282 Live Oak Boulevard Del Norte Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
794 283 Live Oak Boulevard Colusa Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
795 283 Live Oak Boulevard Colusa Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
796 283 Live Oak Boulevard Colusa Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
797 283 Live Oak Boulevard Colusa Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
798 283 Live Oak Boulevard Colusa Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
799 283 Live Oak Boulevard Colusa Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
800 283 Live Oak Boulevard Colusa Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
807 286 Lincoln Road Bunce Road NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
808 286 Lincoln Road Bunce Road NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
909 326 Gray Avenue Williams Way SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
910 326 Gray Avenue Williams Way NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
911 327 Gray Avenue Washington Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
912 327 Gray Avenue Washington Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
913 327 Gray Avenue Washington Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
914 327 Gray Avenue Washington Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
915 328 Gray Avenue Charlotte Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
916 328 Gray Avenue Charlotte Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
917 329 Gray Avenue Ainsley Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
918 329 Gray Avenue Ainsley Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
919 329 Gray Avenue Ainsley Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
920 329 Gray Avenue Ainsley Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
921 330 Gray Avenue Plaza Way NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
922 330 Gray Avenue Plaza Way SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
923 331 Gray Avenue Colusa Avenue NE ADA Complaint Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
924 331 Gray Avenue Colusa Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
925 331 Gray Avenue Colusa Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
926 331 Gray Avenue Colusa Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
927 332 Gray Avenue Louise Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
928 332 Gray Avenue Louise Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
929 332 Gray Avenue Louise Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
930 332 Gray Avenue Louise Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
934 334 Gray Avenue Spiva Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
935 334 Gray Avenue Spiva Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00  







 


44 City of Yuba City Self Evaluation & Transition Plan – For The Public Right of Way 
July 17, 2012 


 


CNR 
ID


X ID Primary Street Secondary Street Corner Status
Non‐


Compliant 
Landing


Non‐
Compliant 
Ramp 


Geometry


Non‐
Compliant 
Detectable 
Warning


Non‐
Compliant 
Street 


Transition


Non‐
Compliant 
Crosswalk 
Marking


Priority 
(1‐5)


Compliance 
Cost Estimate


936 334 Gray Avenue Spiva Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
1192 433 Tharp Road Poole Boulevard NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
1193 433 Tharp Road Poole Boulevard SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
1194 434 Tharp Road State Route 20 NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE FALSE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
1195 434 Tharp Road State Route 20 SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
1196 434 Tharp Road State Route 20 SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
1197 434 Tharp Road State Route 20 NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE FALSE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
1198 435 Tharp Road Sierra Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
1199 435 Tharp Road Sierra Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
1200 436 Tharp Road Lassen Boulevard NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
1201 436 Tharp Road Lassen Boulevard SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
1202 436 Tharp Road Lassen Boulevard SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
1203 436 Tharp Road Lassen Boulevard NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
1216 441 Plumas Street Market Street NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
1217 441 Plumas Street Market Street SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
1218 441 Plumas Street Queens Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
1219 441 Plumas Street Queens Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
1244 448 Plumas Street Baptist Lane NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
1245 448 Plumas Street Baptist Lane SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
1246 448 Plumas Street Baptist Lane NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
1247 449 Plumas Street Baptist Lane NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
1248 449 Plumas Street Alturas Street NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
1249 449 Plumas Street Alturas Street SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
1250 449 Plumas Street Alturas Street SW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
1251 449 Plumas Street Alturas Street NW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
1256 451 Plumas Street Church Street SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
1257 451 Plumas Street Church Street SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
1258 451 Plumas Street Church Street NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
1259 452 Plumas Street Teegarden Avenue NE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
1260 452 Plumas Street Teegarden Avenue SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
1261 452 Plumas Street Teegarden Avenue SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
1262 452 Plumas Street Teegarden Avenue NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
1267 454 Plumas Street Center Street NE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
1268 454 Plumas Street Center Street SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
1269 454 Plumas Street Center Street SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
1270 454 Plumas Street Center Street NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
1271 455 Plumas Street Scott Street SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
1272 455 Plumas Street Scott Street SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
1273 455 Plumas Street Scott Street NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
1274 456 Plumas Street Fremont Way SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs
1275 456 Plumas Street Fremont Way NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 3 Street Repairs  
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1276 457 Plumas Street A Street NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
1277 457 Plumas Street A Street SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
1280 458 Plumas Boulevard B Street SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
1281 458 Plumas Boulevard B Street NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
1282 458 Plumas Boulevard B Street NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
1283 459 Plumas Boulevard Town Square NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
1284 459 Plumas Boulevard Town Square SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
1285 459 Plumas Boulevard Town Square SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
1286 459 Plumas Boulevard Town Square S Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
1287 459 Plumas Boulevard Town Square S Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
1288 459 Plumas Boulevard Town Square SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
1299 461 Plumas Boulevard Rowe Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
1300 461 Plumas Boulevard Rowe Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
1301 461 Plumas Boulevard Rowe Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
1302 461 Plumas Boulevard Rowe Avenue N Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
1303 462 Plumas Boulevard Morton Street NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
1304 462 Plumas Boulevard Morton Street NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE TRUE 3 $5,000.00
1309 464 Percy Avenue Moore Avenue NE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
1310 464 Percy Avenue Moore Avenue SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
1311 464 Percy Avenue Moore Avenue SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
1312 464 Percy Avenue Moore Avenue NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
1313 465 Percy Avenue Wilson Avenue NE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
1314 465 Percy Avenue Wilson Avenue SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
1315 465 Percy Avenue Wilson Avenue SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
1316 465 Percy Avenue Wilson Avenue NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
1317 466 Percy Avenue Woodbridge Avenue NE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
1318 466 Percy Avenue Woodbridge Avenue SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
1319 466 Percy Avenue Woodbridge Avenue SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
1320 466 Percy Avenue Woodbridge Avenue NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
1321 467 Percy Avenue Dorman Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 $5,000.00
1322 467 Percy Avenue Dorman Avenue SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
1323 467 Percy Avenue Dorman Avenue SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
1324 467 Percy Avenue Dorman Avenue NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 3 None
159 55 Stabler Lane Heather Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE FALSE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
160 55 Stabler Lane Heather Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
161 56 Stabler Lane Heather Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE FALSE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
162 56 Stabler Lane Heather Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE FALSE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
194 64 Walton Avenue Alfred Way NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
195 64 Walton Avenue Alfred Way SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
196 64 Walton Avenue Wildflower Circle SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00  
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197 64 Walton Avenue Wildflower Circle NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
198 65 Walton Avenue Anneka Lane NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
199 65 Walton Avenue Anneka Lane SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
200 65 Walton Avenue Wildflower Circle SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
201 65 Walton Avenue Wildflower Circle NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
218 72 Walton Avenue Richland Road NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
219 72 Walton Avenue Richland Road SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
220 73 Walton Avenue Seqouia Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
221 73 Walton Avenue Seqouia Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
224 75 Walton Avenue Mesa Verde NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
225 75 Walton Avenue Mesa Verde SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
226 76 Walton Avenue Stoker Avenue SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
227 76 Walton Avenue Stoker Avenue NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
232 78 Walton Avenue Edwin Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
233 78 Walton Avenue Edwin Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
367 124 Clark Avenue Kimball Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
368 124 Clark Avenue Kimball Avenue SE Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
369 124 Clark Avenue Kimball Avenue SW Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
370 124 Clark Avenue Kimball Avenue NW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
379 127 Clark Avenue A Street NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
380 127 Clark Avenue A Street SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
381 128 Clark Avenue Frederick Street NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
382 128 Clark Avenue Frederick Street SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
383 128 Clark Avenue Frederick Street SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
384 128 Clark Avenue Frederick Street NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
400 134 Clark Avenue Clinton Street NE Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
401 134 Clark Avenue Clinton Street SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
526 180 Garden Highway Eureka Drive NE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 4 Street Repairs
527 180 Garden Highway Eureka Drive SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 4 Street Repairs
528 180 Garden Highway Eureka Drive SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 4 Street Repairs
529 180 Garden Highway Eureka Drive NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 4 Street Repairs
530 181 Garden Highway Diamond Pointe Way SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE TRUE 4 $5,000.00
531 181 Garden Highway Diamond Pointe Way NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE TRUE 4 $5,000.00
545 186 Butte House Road Steven Way NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
546 186 Butte House Road Steven Way NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
549 188 Butte House Road Sylvia Way NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
550 188 Butte House Road Sylvia Way NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
561 192 Butte House Road Blevin Road NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
562 192 Butte House Road Blevin Road NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
577 199 Butte House Road Tierra Buena Road NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None  
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578 199 Butte House Road Tierra Buena Road SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
579 199 Butte House Road Tierra Buena Road SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
580 199 Butte House Road Tierra Buena Road NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
619 215 Queens Avenue Princess Street SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
620 215 Queens Avenue Princess Street SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
621 216 Queens Avenue Knights Row SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
622 216 Queens Avenue Knights Row SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
623 217 Queens Avenue Youngs Lane SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
624 217 Queens Avenue Youngs Lane SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
625 218 Queens Avenue Wendell Way SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
626 218 Queens Avenue Wendell Way SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
627 219 Queens Avenue Upland Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
628 219 Queens Avenue Upland Drive SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
629 219 Queens Avenue Upland Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
630 219 Queens Avenue Upland Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
631 220 Queens Avenue Stewart Way SE Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
632 220 Queens Avenue Stewart Way SW Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
633 221 Queens Avenue Stafford Way SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
634 221 Queens Avenue Stafford Way SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
717 251 Franklin Avenue North Barrett Road NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
718 251 Franklin Avenue North Barrett Road SE Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE 4 Street Repairs
719 251 Franklin Avenue North Barrett Road SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
720 251 Franklin Avenue North Barrett Road NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
721 252 Franklin Avenue North Lawrence Avenue NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
722 252 Franklin Avenue North Lawrence Avenue SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
723 252 Franklin Avenue North Lawrence Avenue SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
724 252 Franklin Avenue North Lawrence Avenue NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
725 253 Franklin Avenue Palora Avenue NE Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
726 253 Franklin Avenue Palora Avenue SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
727 253 Franklin Avenue Palora Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
728 253 Franklin Avenue Palora Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
738 258 Franklin Road Hetherington Circle NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
739 258 Franklin Road Hetherington Circle NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
740 259 Franklin Road Hetherington Circle NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
741 259 Franklin Road Hetherington Circle NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
742 260 Franklin Road Nantucket Way SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
743 260 Franklin Road Nantucket Way SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
744 261 Franklin Road Bristol Way SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
745 261 Franklin Road Bristol Way SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
748 263 Franklin Road Oliver Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00  
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749 263 Franklin Road Oliver Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
750 263 Franklin Road Oliver Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
751 263 Franklin Road Oliver Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
801 284 Lincoln Road Eastcrest Court NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
802 284 Lincoln Road Eastcrest Court NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
809 287 Lincoln Road Gilliland Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
810 287 Lincoln Road Gilliland Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
815 289 Lincoln Road Karen Drive NE Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
816 289 Lincoln Road Karen Drive NW Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
819 291 Lincoln Road Barrett Road NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
820 291 Lincoln Road Barrett Road SW Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
821 291 Lincoln Road Barrett Road NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 4 $5,000.00
822 292 Lincoln Road Meadow Avenue SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
823 292 Lincoln Road Meadow Avenue SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
937 335 Gray Avenue Kimball Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 4 $5,000.00
938 335 Gray Avenue Kimball Avenue SE Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
939 336 Gray Avenue Frederick Street NE Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
940 336 Gray Avenue Frederick Street SE Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
941 337 Gray Avenue Whyler Road SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 4 $5,000.00
942 337 Gray Avenue Whyler Road NW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
1111 403 George Washington Boulevard Hillview Drive NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
1112 403 George Washington Boulevard Hillview Drive SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
1113 404 George Washington Boulevard Lynnwood Drive NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
1114 404 George Washington Boulevard Lynnwood Drive SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
1115 405 George Washington Boulevard Commercial Drive NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
1116 405 George Washington Boulevard Commercial Drive SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
1117 406 George Washington Boulevard Industrial Drive SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
1118 406 George Washington Boulevard Industrial Drive NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
1119 407 George Washington Boulevard Industrial Drive SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
1120 407 George Washington Boulevard Industrial Drive NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
1121 408 George Washington Boulevard Colusa Frontage Road SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
1122 408 George Washington Boulevard Colusa Frontage Road SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
1123 409 George Washington Boulevard State Route 20 NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
1124 409 George Washington Boulevard State Route 20 SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
1125 409 George Washington Boulevard State Route 20 SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
1126 409 George Washington Boulevard State Route 20 NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
1204 437 Tharp Road Redhaven Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
1205 437 Tharp Road Redhaven Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
1206 438 Tharp Road Andross Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
1207 438 Tharp Road Andross Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00  
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1208 439 Tharp Road Travis Court NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
1209 439 Tharp Road Travis Court SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
1210 439 Tharp Road Emmett Way SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
1211 439 Tharp Road Emmett Way NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
1212 440 Tharp Road Zachary Way NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
1213 440 Tharp Road Zachary Way SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
1214 440 Tharp Road Zachary Way SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
1215 440 Tharp Road Zachary Way NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
1220 442 Plumas Street Grant Way NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
1221 442 Plumas Street Grant Way SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
1223 442 Plumas Street Grant Way NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
1228 444 Plumas Street Lynn Way NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
1229 444 Plumas Street Lynn Way SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
1230 444 Plumas Street Lynn Way SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
1231 444 Plumas Street Lynn Way NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
1232 445 Plumas Street Bird Street NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
1233 445 Plumas Street Bird Street SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
1234 445 Plumas Street Bird Street SW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
1235 445 Plumas Street Bird Street NW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 $5,000.00
1305 462 Percy Avenue Morton Street SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE 4 $5,000.00
1306 462 Percy Avenue Morton Street SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE TRUE 4 $5,000.00
1307 463 Percy Avenue Nielson Avenue NE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE 4 Street Repairs
1308 463 Percy Avenue Nielson Avenue SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE 4 Street Repairs
1222 442 Plumas Street Grant Way SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 4 None
95 34 Stabler Lane Pease Road SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE FALSE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
96 34 Stabler Lane Pease Road SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
97 35 Stabler Lane Tres Picos Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE FALSE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
98 35 Stabler Lane Tres Picos Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
99 35 Stabler Lane Tres Picos Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE FALSE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
100 35 Stabler Lane Tres Picos Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE FALSE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
101 36 Stabler Lane Parc West Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
102 36 Stabler Lane Parc West Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
103 36 Stabler Lane Parc West Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE FALSE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
104 36 Stabler Lane Parc West Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE FALSE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
105 37 Stabler Lane Butte Vista Lane E Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
106 37 Stabler Lane Butte Vista Lane W Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
107 38 Stabler Lane Parc East Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
108 38 Stabler Lane Parc East Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
109 38 Stabler Lane Parc East Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
110 38 Stabler Lane Parc East Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00  
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111 39 Stabler Lane Tres Picos Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
112 39 Stabler Lane Tres Picos Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
113 39 Stabler Lane Tres Picos Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
114 39 Stabler Lane Tres Picos Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
115 40 Stabler Lane Jamie Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
116 40 Stabler Lane Jamie Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
117 40 Stabler Lane Jamie Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
118 40 Stabler Lane Jamie Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
119 41 Stabler Lane Rebecca Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
120 41 Stabler Lane Rebecca Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
122 42 Stabler Lane Northfield Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
123 42 Stabler Lane Northfield Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
126 44 Stabler Lane Capri Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
127 44 Stabler Lane Capri Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
128 45 Stabler Lane Bradley Estates Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE FALSE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
130 45 Stabler Lane Bradley Estates Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
131 45 Stabler Lane Bradley Estates Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
134 47 Stabler Lane Michael Way SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
135 47 Stabler Lane Michael Way NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
136 48 Stabler Lane Eden Way NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
137 48 Stabler Lane Eden Way SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
138 48 Stabler Lane Eden Way W Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
139 49 Stabler Lane Coats Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
140 49 Stabler Lane Coats Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
141 50 Stabler Lane Nadean Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
142 50 Stabler Lane Nadean Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
143 50 Stabler Lane Nadean Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
144 50 Stabler Lane Nadean Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
145 51 Stabler Lane Sharon Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
146 51 Stabler Lane Sharon Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
147 51 Stabler Lane Sharon Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
148 51 Stabler Lane Sharon Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
149 52 Stabler Lane Valley View Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
150 52 Stabler Lane Valley View Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
151 52 Stabler Lane Valley View Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
152 52 Stabler Lane Valley View Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
153 53 Stabler Lane Peach Tree Lane NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE 5 Street Repairs
154 53 Stabler Lane Peach Tree Lane SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE 5 Street Repairs
240 81 Walton Avenue Rushing Street NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
241 81 Walton Avenue Rushing Street SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
242 81 Walton Avenue Rushing Street SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00  







 


City of Yuba City Self Evaluation & Transition Plan – For The Public Right of Way
July 17, 2012 51 


 


CNR 
ID


X ID Primary Street Secondary Street Corner Status
Non‐


Compliant 
Landing


Non‐
Compliant 
Ramp 


Geometry


Non‐
Compliant 
Detectable 
Warning


Non‐
Compliant 
Street 


Transition


Non‐
Compliant 
Crosswalk 
Marking


Priority 
(1‐5)


Compliance 
Cost Estimate


243 81 Walton Avenue Rushing Street NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
244 82 Walton Avenue Hazel Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
245 82 Walton Avenue Hazel Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
246 82 Walton Avenue Hazel Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
247 82 Walton Avenue Hazel Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
248 83 Walton Avenue Greenwich Circle NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
249 83 Walton Avenue Greenwich Circle SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
250 83 Walton Avenue Augusta Lane SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
251 83 Walton Avenue Augusta Lane NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
254 85 Walton Avenue Smith Road NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
255 85 Walton Avenue Smith Road SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
256 86 Walton Avenue Green Valley Road SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
257 86 Walton Avenue Green Valley Road NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
258 87 Walton Avenue Green Valley Road SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
259 87 Walton Avenue Green Valley Road NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
260 88 Walton Avenue Bogue Road NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
261 88 Walton Avenue Bogue Road SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
262 88 Walton Avenue Bogue Road SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
263 88 Walton Avenue Bogue Road NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
264 89 Clark Avenue Pease Road SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
265 89 Clark Avenue Pease Road SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
266 90 Clark Avenue Heritage Way SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
267 90 Clark Avenue Heritage Way NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
268 91 Clark Avenue Kensington Way NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
269 91 Clark Avenue Kensington Way SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
270 91 Clark Avenue Kensington Way SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
271 91 Clark Avenue Kensington Way NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
272 92 Clark Avenue Santa Barbara Way SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
273 92 Clark Avenue Santa Barbara Way SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
274 92 Clark Avenue Santa Barbara Way NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
275 93 Clark Avenue Skyline Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
276 93 Clark Avenue Skyline Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
277 93 Clark Avenue Skyline Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
278 94 Clark Avenue Northridge Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
279 94 Clark Avenue Northridge Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
280 94 Clark Avenue Northridge Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
281 95 Clark Avenue North Point Drive E Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
282 95 Clark Avenue North Point Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
283 95 Clark Avenue North Point Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
284 96 Clark Avenue Greenhaven Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00  
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285 96 Clark Avenue Greenhaven Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
286 97 Clark Avenue Parkbrook Court NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
287 97 Clark Avenue Parkbrook Court SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
288 98 Clark Avenue Oakview Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
289 98 Clark Avenue Oakview Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
294 100 Clark Avenue Teakwood Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
295 100 Clark Avenue Teakwood Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
296 101 Clark Avenue Cassidy Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
297 101 Clark Avenue Cassidy Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
298 101 Clark Avenue Cassidy Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
299 101 Clark Avenue Cassidy Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
300 102 Clark Avenue Darrough Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
301 102 Clark Avenue Darrough Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
302 103 Clark Avenue Aspen Drive SW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
303 103 Clark Avenue Aspen Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
304 104 Clark Avenue Winslow Drive NE Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
305 104 Clark Avenue Winslow Drive SE Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
306 105 Clark Avenue Winslow Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
307 105 Clark Avenue Winslow Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
308 106 Clark Avenue Rice Way SW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
309 106 Clark Avenue Rice Way NW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
333 114 Clark Avenue Wilwick Avenue NE Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
334 114 Clark Avenue Wilwick Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
335 114 Clark Avenue Wilwick Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
336 114 Clark Avenue Wilwick Avenue NW Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
341 116 Clark Avenue Ellis Way NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
342 116 Clark Avenue Ellis Way SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
343 116 Clark Avenue Ellis Way SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
344 116 Clark Avenue Ellis Way NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
345 117 Clark Avenue Rosalind Avenue NE Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
346 117 Clark Avenue Rosalind Avenue SE Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
347 117 Clark Avenue Rosalind Avenue SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
348 117 Clark Avenue Rosalind Avenue NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
349 118 Clark Avenue Wilkie Way NE Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
350 118 Clark Avenue Wilkie Way SE Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
351 118 Clark Avenue Wilkie Way SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
352 118 Clark Avenue Wilkie Way NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
353 119 Clark Avenue Louise Avenue NE Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
354 119 Clark Avenue Louise Avenue SE Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
355 119 Clark Avenue Louise Avenue SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None  
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356 119 Clark Avenue Louise Avenue NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
357 120 Clark Avenue Bandy Way SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
358 120 Clark Avenue Bandy Way NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
371 125 Clark Avenue Jones Street NE Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
372 125 Clark Avenue Jones Street SE Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
373 125 Clark Avenue Jones Street SW Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
374 125 Clark Avenue Jones Street NW Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
375 126 Clark Avenue Morley Avenue NE Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
376 126 Clark Avenue Morley Avenue SE Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
377 126 Clark Avenue Morley Avenue SW Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
378 126 Clark Avenue Morley Avenue NW Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
405 136 Bunce Road Hillcrest Avenue SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
406 136 Bunce Road Hillcrest Avenue NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
407 137 Bunce Road East Hillcrest Avenue NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
408 137 Bunce Road East Hillcrest Avenue SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
409 138 Bunce Road Bunce Court NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
410 138 Bunce Road Bunce Court SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
411 139 Bunce Road Voboril Avenue SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
412 139 Bunce Road Voboril Avenue NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
417 141 Bunce Road Malick Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
418 141 Bunce Road Malick Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
419 141 Bunce Road Malick Avenue SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
420 141 Bunce Road Malick Avenue NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
421 142 Bunce Road McCall Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
422 142 Bunce Road McCall Avenue SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
423 142 Bunce Road McCall Avenue NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
424 143 Bunce Road Jessie Avenue SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
425 143 Bunce Road Jessie Avenue NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
426 144 Bunce Road Andrew Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
427 144 Bunce Road Andrew Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
428 144 Bunce Road Carolina Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
429 144 Bunce Road Carolina Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
430 145 Bunce Road Lincoln Road NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
431 145 Bunce Road Lincoln Road NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
522 179 Garden Highway Shanghai Bend Road NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
523 179 Garden Highway Shanghai Bend Road SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
524 179 Garden Highway Shanghai Bend Road SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
525 179 Garden Highway Shanghai Bend Road NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
555 190 Butte House Road Dustin Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
556 190 Butte House Road Dustin Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00  
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567 194 Butte House Road Elmer Avenue NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
568 194 Butte House Road Elmer Avenue NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
569 195 Butte House Road Oro Grande Street SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
570 195 Butte House Road Oro Grande Street SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
571 196 Butte House Road Romero Street NE Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
572 196 Butte House Road Romero Street NW Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
573 197 Butte House Road Adams Road SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
574 197 Butte House Road Adams Road SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
575 198 Butte House Road Redding Avenue SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
576 198 Butte House Road Redding Avenue SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
589 203 Butte House Road Coy Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
590 203 Butte House Road Coy Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
591 204 Butte House Road Becky Lane NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
592 204 Butte House Road Becky Lane NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
593 205 Butte House Road Pepperwood Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
594 205 Butte House Road Pepperwood Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
595 206 Butte House Road Madison Road NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
596 206 Butte House Road Madison Road NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
597 207 Butte House Road Delle Drive NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
598 207 Butte House Road Delle Drive NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
599 208 Butte House Road Delle Drive NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
600 208 Butte House Road Delle Drive NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
601 209 Butte House Road Royo Ranchero Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
602 209 Butte House Road Royo Ranchero Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
603 210 Butte House Road Lang Road NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
604 210 Butte House Road Lang Road NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
605 211 Butte House Road Township Road NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
606 211 Butte House Road Township Road SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
607 211 Butte House Road Township Road SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
608 211 Butte House Road Township Road NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
752 264 Franklin Road Harding Road NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
753 264 Franklin Road Harding Road SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
754 265 Live Oak Boulevard Eager Road SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
755 265 Live Oak Boulevard Eager Road NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
756 266 Live Oak Boulevard Pease Road SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
757 266 Live Oak Boulevard Pease Road NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
760 268 Live Oak Boulevard Cassidy Drive SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
761 268 Live Oak Boulevard Cassidy Drive NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
762 269 Live Oak Boulevard Lorel Way SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
763 269 Live Oak Boulevard Lorel Way NW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None  
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764 270 Live Oak Boulevard Downie Street SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
765 270 Live Oak Boulevard Downie Street NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
766 271 Live Oak Boulevard Grant Way NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
767 271 Live Oak Boulevard Grant Way SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
768 272 Live Oak Boulevard Alemar Way NE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
769 272 Live Oak Boulevard Alemar Way SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
824 293 Lincoln Road Woodbridge Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
825 293 Lincoln Road Woodbridge Drive SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
826 293 Lincoln Road Crest Drive SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
827 293 Lincoln Road Crest Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
828 294 Lincoln Road Tanglewood Drive NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
829 294 Lincoln Road Tanglewood Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
830 295 Lincoln Road Mesa Verde Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
831 295 Lincoln Road Mesa Verde Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
832 296 Lincoln Road Sessler Road SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE 5 Street Repairs
833 296 Lincoln Road Sessler Road SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
834 297 Lincoln Road Crisp Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
835 297 Lincoln Road Crisp Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
836 298 Lincoln Road Petty Court SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
837 298 Lincoln Road Petty Court SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
838 299 Lincoln Road Martin Court SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
839 299 Lincoln Road Martin Court SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
840 300 Lincoln Road Earnhardt Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
841 300 Lincoln Road Earnhardt Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
842 301 Lincoln Road Portola Valley Road SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
843 301 Lincoln Road Portola Valley Road SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
844 302 Lincoln Road Allen Way NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
845 302 Lincoln Road Johnathan Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
846 302 Lincoln Road Johnathan Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
847 302 Lincoln Road Allen Way NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
848 303 Lincoln Road Yolanda Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
849 303 Lincoln Road Yolanda Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
850 304 Gray Avenue Pease Road SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
851 304 Gray Avenue Pease Road SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
852 305 Gray Avenue Heritage Way NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
853 305 Gray Avenue Heritage Way SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
854 306 Gray Avenue Norwich Way NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
855 306 Gray Avenue Norwich Way SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
856 306 Gray Avenue Norwich Way SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
857 306 Gray Avenue Norwich Way NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00  
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858 307 Gray Avenue Mayflower Way NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
859 307 Gray Avenue Mayflower Way SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
860 308 Gray Avenue Kensington Way NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
861 308 Gray Avenue Kensington Way SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
862 308 Gray Avenue Kensington Way SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
863 308 Gray Avenue Kensington Way NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
864 309 Gray Avenue Santa Barbara Way NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
865 309 Gray Avenue Santa Barbara Way SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
866 309 Gray Avenue Santa Barbara Way SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
867 309 Gray Avenue Santa Barbara Way NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
868 310 Gray Avenue Skyline Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
869 310 Gray Avenue Skyline Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
870 310 Gray Avenue Skyline Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
871 310 Gray Avenue Skyline Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
872 311 Gray Avenue Northridge Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
873 311 Gray Avenue Northridge Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
874 311 Gray Avenue Northridge Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
875 311 Gray Avenue Northridge Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
876 312 Gray Avenue North Point Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
877 312 Gray Avenue North Point Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
878 313 Gray Avenue Whitney Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
879 313 Gray Avenue Whitney Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
880 314 Gray Avenue Willow Creek Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
881 314 Gray Avenue Willow Creek Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
882 314 Gray Avenue Willow Creek Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
883 314 Gray Avenue Willow Creek Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
888 316 Gray Avenue Willow Glen Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
889 316 Gray Avenue Willow Glen Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
890 317 Gray Avenue Rosewood Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
891 317 Gray Avenue Rosewood Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
892 318 Gray Avenue Oakwood Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
893 318 Gray Avenue Oakwood Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
901 322 Gray Avenue Casa Loma Lane SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
902 322 Gray Avenue Casa Loma Lane NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
903 323 Gray Avenue Kenny Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
904 323 Gray Avenue Kenny Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
905 324 Gray Avenue McMullen Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
906 324 Gray Avenue McMullen Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
907 325 Gray Avenue Rice Way NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
908 325 Gray Avenue Rice Way SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00  
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947 339 Gray Avenue Marilyn Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
948 339 Gray Avenue Marilyn Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
949 340 Gray Avenue Thompson Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
950 340 Gray Avenue Thompson Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
951 341 Gray Avenue McCollum Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
952 341 Gray Avenue McCollum Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
953 342 Richland Road Main Street SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
954 342 Richland Road Main Street NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
955 343 Richland Road Crestmont Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
956 343 Richland Road Crestmont Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
957 343 Richland Road Crestmont Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
958 343 Richland Road Crestmont Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
959 344 Richland Road Railroad Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
960 344 Richland Road Railroad Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
961 344 Richland Road Railroad Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
962 344 Richland Road Railroad Avenue NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
963 345 Richland Road Jones Road NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
964 345 Richland Road Jones Road SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
965 345 Richland Road Jones Road SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
966 345 Richland Road Jones Road NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
967 346 Richland Road Queensbury Way NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
968 346 Richland Road Queensbury Way NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
969 347 Richland Road Nottingham Way NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
970 347 Richland Road Nottingham Way NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
971 348 Richland Road Highland Avenue SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
972 348 Richland Road Highland Avenue SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
973 349 Richland Road Hillcrest Drive NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
974 349 Richland Road Hillcrest Drive NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
975 350 Richland Road Hillcrest Avenue SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
976 350 Richland Road Hillcrest Avenue SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
977 351 Richland Road South Barrett Road NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
978 351 Richland Road Glenwood Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
979 351 Richland Road Glenwood Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
980 351 Richland Road South Barrett Road NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
981 352 Richland Road Westwood Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
982 352 Richland Road Westwood Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
983 353 Richland Road Ridge Way NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
984 353 Richland Road Ridge Way NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
985 354 Richland Road Camino Cortez NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
986 354 Richland Road Camino Cortez NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None  
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987 355 Richland Road Littlejohn Road NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
988 355 Richland Road Littlejohn Road NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
989 356 Richland Road Estates Drive NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
990 356 Richland Road Estates Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
991 356 Richland Road Estates Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
992 356 Richland Road Estates Drive NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
993 357 Richland Road Via Jacinto SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
994 357 Richland Road Via Jacinto SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
995 358 Richland Road Manzanita Way NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
996 358 Richland Road Manzanita Way NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
997 359 Winship Road Main Street NE Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
998 359 Winship Road Main Street SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
999 359 Winship Road Main Street SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1000 359 Winship Road Main Street NW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1001 360 Winship Road Crestmont Avenue NE Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1002 360 Winship Road Crestmont Avenue SE Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1003 360 Winship Road Crestmont Avenue SW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1004 360 Winship Road Crestmont Avenue NW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1005 361 Winship Road Winship Court SE Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1006 361 Winship Road Winship Court SW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1007 362 Winship Road Windsor Drive NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1008 362 Winship Road Windsor Drive NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1009 363 Winship Road Railroad Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1010 363 Winship Road Teal Court SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1011 363 Winship Road Teal Court NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1032 370 Blevin Road Domain Way SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
1033 370 Blevin Road Domain Way NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
1034 371 Blevin Road Turin Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
1035 371 Blevin Road Turin Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
1036 372 Blevin Road Janice Way SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
1037 372 Blevin Road Janice Way NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
1038 373 Blevin Road Calais Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
1039 373 Blevin Road Calais Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
1040 374 Blevin Road Bradley Estates Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
1041 374 Blevin Road Bradley Estates Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
1042 374 Blevin Road Bradley Estates Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
1043 374 Blevin Road Bradley Estates Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
1044 375 Blevin Road Cobblestone Court SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
1045 375 Blevin Road Cobblestone Court NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
1046 376 Blevin Road Case Court NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1047 376 Blevin Road Case Court SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00  
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1048 376 Blevin Road Case Court NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
1049 377 Blevin Road Rolling Rock Court NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
1050 377 Blevin Road Rolling Rock Court SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
1051 378 Blevin Road Heidi Way SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
1052 378 Blevin Road Heidi Way NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
1053 379 Blevin Road Lorraine Way NE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 5 Street Repairs
1054 379 Blevin Road Lorraine Way SW ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 5 Street Repairs
1055 380 Blevin Road Nina Way SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
1056 380 Blevin Road Nina Way NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
1057 381 Blevin Road Cole Court SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
1058 381 Blevin Road Cole Court NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE 5 $5,000.00
1059 382 Blevin Road Jamie Drive NE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 5 Street Repairs
1060 382 Blevin Road Jamie Drive SE ADA Complaint Ramp FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE 5 Street Repairs
1061 383 Blevin Road Lizanne Drive SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1062 383 Blevin Road Lizanne Drive NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1063 384 Bradley Estates Drive Ward Court SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1064 384 Bradley Estates Drive Ward Court SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1065 385 Bradley Estates Drive Herbert Court NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1066 385 Bradley Estates Drive Herbert Court NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1067 386 Bradley Estates Drive Patty Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1068 386 Bradley Estates Drive Patty Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1069 386 Bradley Estates Drive Patty Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1070 386 Bradley Estates Drive Patty Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1071 387 Bradley Estates Drive Mich Court NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1072 387 Bradley Estates Drive Mich Court NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1073 388 Bradley Estates Drive Claire Court NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1074 388 Bradley Estates Drive Claire Court NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1075 389 Jamie Drive Northfield Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1076 389 Jamie Drive Northfield Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1077 389 Jamie Drive Northfield Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1078 389 Jamie Drive Northfield Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1079 390 Jamie Drive Rachel Court NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1080 390 Jamie Drive Rachel Court NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1081 391 Jamie Drive Oakbrook Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1082 391 Jamie Drive Oakbrook Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1083 392 Jamie Drive Dove Court NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1084 392 Jamie Drive Meadowlark Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1085 392 Jamie Drive Meadowlark Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1086 392 Jamie Drive Dove Court NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1087 393 Jamie Drive Cartagena Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1088 393 Jamie Drive Cartagena Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00  
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1089 394 Jamie Drive Messina Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1090 394 Jamie Drive Messina Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1091 395 Jamie Drive Cartagena Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1092 395 Jamie Drive Cartagena Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1093 395 Jamie Drive Cartagena Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1094 395 Jamie Drive Cartagena Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1095 396 Jamie Drive Pheasant Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1096 396 Jamie Drive Pheasant Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1097 396 Jamie Drive Pheasant Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1098 396 Jamie Drive Pheasant Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1099 397 West Onstott Road Pease Road SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1100 397 West Onstott Road Pease Road SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1101 398 West Onstott Road Jamie Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1102 398 West Onstott Road Jamie Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1103 399 West Onstott Road Portofino Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1104 399 West Onstott Road Portofino Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1105 400 West Onstott Road Eden Way SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1106 400 West Onstott Road Eden Way NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1107 401 West Onstott Road Debbie Lane SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1108 401 West Onstott Road Debbie Lane NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1109 402 West Onstott Road Peach Tree Lane SW Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1110 402 West Onstott Road Peach Tree Lane NW Roll Curb (No Ramp) FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1127 410 Township Road Fortna Road SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1128 410 Township Road Fortna Road NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1129 411 Township Road Shirley Place SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1130 411 Township Road Shirley Place NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1131 412 Township Road Dresser Road SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1132 412 Township Road Dresser Road NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1133 413 Township Road Almendra Road SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1134 413 Township Road Almendra Road NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1135 414 Township Road Monroe Road NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1136 414 Township Road Monroe Road SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1137 415 Bogue Road Rapid Water Way SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1138 415 Bogue Road Rapid Water Way NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1139 416 Bogue Road Rocky Court SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1140 416 Bogue Road Rocky Court SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1141 417 Bogue Road Crystal Creek Lane SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1142 417 Bogue Road Crystal Creek Lane SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1143 418 Bogue Road Wild River Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00  
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1144 418 Bogue Road Wild River Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1145 418 Bogue Road Wild River Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1146 418 Bogue Road Wild River Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1147 419 Bogue Road Rapid Falls Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1148 419 Bogue Road Rapid Falls Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1149 419 Bogue Road Rapid Falls Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1150 419 Bogue Road Rapid Falls Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1151 420 Bogue Road Sleepy Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1152 420 Bogue Road Sleepy Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1153 420 Bogue Road Sleepy Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1154 420 Bogue Road Sleepy Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1155 421 Bogue Road Lonely Oaks Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1156 421 Bogue Road Lonely Oaks Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1157 421 Bogue Road Lonely Oaks Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1158 421 Bogue Road Lonely Oaks Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1159 422 Bogue Road Whispering Oaks Court NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1160 422 Bogue Road Whispering Oaks Court SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1161 422 Bogue Road Whispering Oaks Court SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1162 422 Bogue Road Whispering Oaks Court NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1163 423 Bogue Road Big Oaks Court NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1164 423 Bogue Road Big Oaks Court NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1165 423 Bogue Road Big Oaks Court SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1166 423 Bogue Road Big Oaks Court SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1167 424 Bogue Road Magnolia Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1168 424 Bogue Road Magnolia Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1169 425 Bogue Road Singh's Way SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1170 425 Bogue Road Singh's Way SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1173 427 Bogue Road Hastings Way NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1174 427 Bogue Road Hastings Way NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1175 427 Bogue Road Hastings Way NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1176 427 Bogue Road Hastings Way NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1183 430 Bogue Road Falls Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1185 430 Bogue Road Falls Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1186 431 Bogue Road Burgandy Drive NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1187 431 Bogue Road Burgandy Drive NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1188 432 Bogue Road Sanborn Road NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1189 432 Bogue Road Sanborn Road SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1190 432 Bogue Road Sanborn Road SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1191 432 Bogue Road Sanborn Road NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1325 468 Tierra Buena Road Pease Road NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None  
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1326 468 Tierra Buena Road Pease Road SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1327 468 Tierra Buena Road Pease Road SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1328 468 Tierra Buena Road Pease Road NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1329 469 Tierra Buena Road Young Road SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1330 469 Tierra Buena Road Young Road NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1331 470 Tierra Buena Road True Road SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1332 470 Tierra Buena Road True Road NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1333 471 Hooper Road Lorrie Way SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1334 471 Hooper Road Lorrie Way NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1335 472 Hooper Road Coy Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1336 472 Hooper Road Coy Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1337 473 Hooper Road Roosevelt Road SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1338 473 Hooper Road Roosevelt Road SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1339 473 Hooper Road Roosevelt Road NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1340 474 Hooper Road Billie Ann Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1341 474 Hooper Road Billie Ann Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1342 475 Hooper Road Kennedy Drive SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1343 475 Hooper Road Kennedy Drive SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1344 475 Hooper Road Kennedy Drive NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1345 476 Hooper Road Tierra Buena Road NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1346 476 Hooper Road Tierra Buena Road SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1347 477 Hooper Road Jefferson Avenue NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1348 477 Hooper Road Jefferson Avenue SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1349 477 Hooper Road Jefferson Avenue SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1350 477 Hooper Road Jefferson Avenue NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1351 478 Hooper Road Monroe Road SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1352 478 Hooper Road Monroe Road NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1353 479 Hooper Road Sam Ginignano Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1354 479 Hooper Road Sam Ginignano Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1355 480 Hooper Road San Niccolo Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1356 480 Hooper Road San Niccolo Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1357 481 Hooper Road North Colusa Frontage Road NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1358 481 Hooper Road North Colusa Frontage Road NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1359 482 North Colusa Frontage Road Kimberly Drive NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1360 482 North Colusa Frontage Road Kimberly Drive NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1361 483 North Colusa Frontage Road Kimberly Drive NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1362 483 North Colusa Frontage Road Kimberly Drive NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1363 484 North Colusa Frontage Road Ruth Avenue NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1364 484 North Colusa Frontage Road Ruth Avenue NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1365 485 North Colusa Frontage Road Bryn Mawr Drive NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None  
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1366 485 North Colusa Frontage Road Bryn Mawr Drive NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1367 486 North Colusa Frontage Road El Margarita Road NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1368 486 North Colusa Frontage Road El Margarita Road NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1375 489 Cherry Street Anna Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1376 489 Cherry Street Anna Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1377 490 Cherry Street Elliot Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1378 490 Cherry Street Elliot Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1379 491 Cherry Street Allen Way SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1380 491 Cherry Street Allen Way SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1381 492 Cherry Street Anita Way NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1382 492 Cherry Street Anita Way NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1383 493 Cherry Street Clint Way SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1384 493 Cherry Street Clint Way SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1385 494 Cherry Street Pelican Place NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1386 494 Cherry Street Pelican Place NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1387 495 Cherry Street Gregory Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1388 495 Cherry Street Gregory Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1389 496 Cherry Street Sandpiper Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1390 496 Cherry Street Sandpiper Drive NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1391 497 Richland Road Manzanita Road NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1392 497 Richland Road Manzanita Road NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1393 498 Richland Road Via Jacinto SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1394 498 Richland Road Via Jacinto SW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1395 499 Richland Road Estates Drive NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1396 499 Richland Road Estates Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1397 499 Richland Road Estates Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE 5 $5,000.00
1398 499 Richland Road Estates Drive NW Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1399 500 Richland Road Littlejohn Road NE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1400 500 Richland Road Littlejohn Road SE Unimproved Corner FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 None
1401 NA Remaining City Curb Ramps 2600 Estimate NA NA FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 5 $13,000,000.00


TOTAL COST ESTIMATE $17,950,000.00  
“Non-compliant landing”- Observed violations for a required top 
landing at perpendicular and diagonal type curb ramps and for a 
required bottom landing at parallel type curb ramps include: 


1)         Non-compliant landing size 
2)         Non-compliant landing slope. 
3)         Landing concrete is damaged, cracked, or sunken. 


 
 


“Non-compliant ramp geometry” - Observed violations include: 
1)         Non-compliant ramp width 
2)         Non-compliant ramp slope 
3)         Non-compliant ramp cross slope 
4)         Non-compliant ramp side flare slope 
5)         Non-compliant or lack of grooved warning 
6)         Ramp has a lip at the gutter flow line 
7)         Ramp has an unprotected return curb 
8)         Ramp concrete is damaged, cracked, or sunken. 


Non-compliant street transition” - Observed violations include: 
1)         Non-compliant street transition slope 
2)         Non-compliant street transition cross slope 
3)         Street transition is damaged, cracked, or uneven 
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G. BUS STOPS 
 
1. Authority and Department of Transportation Standards 


The prefabricated construction and location of bus shelters and bus stop 
benches within the City of Yuba City are under the ownership and jurisdiction 
of the Yuba Sutter Transit Authority.  As such, an ADA survey of bus shelters 
and bus stop benches was not performed by the City of Yuba City as any 
possible required alterations of the bus shelters and bus stop benches, due to 
any possible ADA violations, is not within the authority or control of the City of 


Yuba City.  The City of Yuba City, however, did perform 
an ADA survey of all City bus stop locations for 
compliance only with the requirements for bus stop 
boarding and alighting areas as required by the 
Department of Transportation ADA Standards.  Any 
possible required alterations of the City bus stop locations 
due to any possible ADA violations for boarding and 
alighting areas would be under the control of the City of 


Yuba City.   It is strongly suggested that Yuba Sutter Transit Authority perform 
their own ADA survey, for the bus shelters and bus stop benches which are 
under their authority and control, for any possible ADA violations which could 
require possible alterations to their property.  Prioritizing of the items noted in 
this sub-section was performed by the City of Yuba City, using the standards 
set by Section 3.2(A), Priority Selection. 
 
Bus stops are subject to the Department of Transportation 2006 ADA 
Standards and as such, should be consulted for all proposed alterations to 
existing bus stop sites and proposed construction of new bus stop sites.  The 
2010 Department of Justice ADA Standards specifically notes that bus stops 
are subject to Standards issued by the Department of Transportation and are 
not subject to the 2010 DOJ ADA Standards. 


 
 


2. Bus Boarding and Alighting Area 
The common noted violation is that the surveyed bus 
stop site does not provide for the clear accessible 
boarding and alighting area required by both the 
Department of Transportation 2006 ADA Standards 
Section 810.2.2 and the California Title 24 Standards 
Section 1121B.2.  At areas where the existing public 
right of way is sufficient, the required clear boarding and 
alighting area could be obtained by widening the public 
sidewalk at these locations as required to conform to the 


Standards.  At areas where the existing public right of way is insufficient, 
additional public right of way should be acquired when it is “structurally 
practicable” to achieve the required clear boarding and alighting area.  Where 
the acquisition of additional public right of way at any particular site is not 
“structurally practicable”, consideration should be given to relocating the public 
bus stops to areas where the additional right of way is available or where the 
acquisition of additional public right of way is practicable.  This method of 
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resolution is specifically noted in the adopted Department of Transportation 
2006 ADA Standards.  The Department of Transportation adopted Section 
810.2.2 of the Department of Justice ADA Standards which specifies the 
required 60-inch wide by 96-inch deep clear boarding and alighting area and 
then specifically added the following sentence which does not appear in the 
language of the Department of Justice ADA Standards:  “Public entities shall 
ensure that the construction of bus boarding and alighting areas complies with 
Section 810.2.2, to the extent the construction specifications are within their 
control”.  This added language, puts an obligation on the public entity to make 
all efforts, including the relocation of existing bus stops if necessary, to ensure 
that the bus boarding and alighting areas comply with the requirements of 
ADA Section 810.2.2. 


 
 


3. Bus Stop Transition Plan Data Spread Sheets 
The cost estimates noted in the Bus Stop Transition Plan Data Spread Sheets 
below do not reflect the possible cost of attaining additional right of way to 
perform the alteration should the acquisition of additional right of way be 
required AND if the acquisition of the additional right of way would be both 
“structurally practical” and “available”. This cost could widely vary from specific 
site to specific site and can only be accurately determined during the alteration 
design process for each specific site. For the City of Yuba City bus stop sites, 
the observed ADA discrepancies and violations determined from the City Self 
Evaluation, the determined order of priority, and the associated cost repair 
estimates for this Transition Plan are as follows: 
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H. DETECTABLE WARNINGS 
 


1. Standards 
The requirements for detectable warning surfaces were initially included in the 
1991 ADA Standards issued by the Department of Justice.  The 1991 Standards 
required the use of detectable warning surfaces on the full width and depth of 
curb ramps.  The 1991 Standards required the use of a minimum 36-inch wide 
continuous detectable warning strip at the boundary between the walking surface 
and the vehicular way where a walk, that crosses or adjoins a vehicular way, is 
not separated from the vehicular way by curbs, railings, or other elements   The 
1991 Standards required the use of detectable warning surfaces at the edges of 
reflecting pools where the edges were not protected by railings, walls, or curbs.  
The 1991 Standards also required the use of a minimum 24-inch wide detectable 
warning strip for the full length of the boarding platform at fixed rail transit 
stations.   
 


Due to early concerns raised about the 
detectable warning surface specifications, 
the availability of complying products, 
maintenance issues such as snow and ice 
removal, usefulness, and safety, the United 
States Access Board temporarily 
suspended the requirements for detectable 
warnings on April 12, 1994 at all identified 
locations except for the specified 
detectable warning surfaces at boarding 
platforms in fixed rail transit stations.  The 
Department of Transportation and the 
Department of Justice joined the Board in 
this temporary suspension action.  This 
suspension expired on July 26, 2001.  


Since that time, the requirements for detectable warning surfaces at all identified 
locations in the 1991 ADA Standards have been enforceable. 
 
The requirements for detectable warning surfaces were first introduced into the 
California Title 24 Standards in 1994 in Part 2, Volume 1 of 2.  These specified 
locations and requirements for detectable warning surfaces were consistent with 
the requirements specified in the 1991 ADA except for the specified detectable 
warning surface at curb ramps.  The 1994 California Title 24 Standards required 
a detectable warning surface on the ramp slope, for the full width of the curb 
ramp and with a minimum length of 36 inches in the direction of ramp slope.  The 
edge of this detectable warning surface closest to the street was to be located 
not less than 6 inches and not more than 8 inches measured from the back of the 
street curb.  Later, the 2001 California Title 24 Standards modified this to require 
a detectable warning surface on the full width and depth of the curb ramp to bring 
this remaining specified location into full compliance with the 1991 ADA 
Standards. 
 
It should be noted, that while the use and application of detectable warning 
surfaces as specified by the 1991 ADA Standards was suspended at most 
locations by the Department of Transportation and the Department of Justice 
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during a period of April 12, 1994 to July 26, 2001, this suspension of use did not 
apply to the California Title 24 Standards during that same time period.  In short, 
since 1991, there has never been a period where the use of detectable warning 
surfaces has not been required by one or both of these Standards. 
Since the publication of the 1991 ADA Standards, the detectable warning surface 
has been required to contrast visually with the adjoining surfaces.  The 1991 
Standards also specified a nominal center to center dome spacing of 2.35 inches 
for the raised domes but did not identify a specific spacing pattern to follow.  As a 
result, early detectable warning surfaces used offset column spacing between 
adjacent row of raised domes resulting in rows and columns of raised domes that 
were not in straight alignment both vertically and horizontally.  The 2004 ADA 
Accessibility Guidelines (ADAAG) changed this dome spacing to a dimension 
range of a 1.6-inch to 2.4-inch center to center spacing for the raised domes and 
did identify a specific spacing pattern to follow.  Since the publication of the 2004 
ADA Accessibility Guidelines (ADAAG), the raised domes have been required to 
be spaced to form straight aligned rows and columns.  These changes have 
been incorporated into the 2010 ADA Standards.   
 
The California Title 24 Standards have for a time, required the detectable 
warning surface to be a specified color yellow but have since required the 
surface to visually contrast with the adjoining surface as required by the 1991 
ADA Standards.  The California Title 24 Standards since 1994 have specified a 
nominal center to center spacing of 2.35-inches in conformance with the 1991 
ADA Standards.  The California Title 24 Standards have not yet been modified to 
match the center to center dome spacing range specified in the 2004 ADAAG 
and 2010 ADA Standards however the 2.35 inch nominal dimension is within the 
range currently specified in both of these Standards. The California Title 24 
Standards, since 1994, have also shown offset centerline spacing between 
adjacent raised dome rows, similar to the above noted early detectable warning 
surfaces, so that the raised domes do not form straight aligned rows and 
columns.  The 2010 California Title 24 Standards have now revised the raised 
dome spacing pattern to be in conformance with the 2010 ADA Standards and 
the 2004 ADAAG.   
 
Lastly, it should be noted that since the adoption of the 2001 California Title 24 
Standards, the State of California Department of State Architect, has required 
that “all detectable warning surfaces installed after January 1, 2001, shall be 
evaluated by an independent entity, selected by the Department of General 
Services, Division of State Architect-Access Compliance for all occupancies” 
(Section 1127B(7)).  As of May 16, 2012 however, no independent entities have 
yet to be selected by the Department of General Services to perform this 
evaluation.  The Department of General Services, Division of State Architect-
Access Compliance, has however issued, originally on October 31, 2002, a DSA 
Bulletin which states: 
 


“Until the DSA evaluation and product approval program for 
detectable warning products and directional surfaces is implemented 
and product approvals can be issued, DSA will accept a written five 
(5) year product warranty provided by the manufacturer of detectable 
warning products and directional surfaces. Such warranty shall 
indicate compliance with architectural standards as published in the 
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current edition of the California Building Standards Code, and also 
include durability criteria which indicate that the shape, color fastness, 
confirmation, sound-on-cane acoustic quality, resilience, and 
attachment will not degrade significantly for at least five (5) years after 
initial installation”.   
 


A copy of this bulletin can be found in Appendix “E” or can also be found at:  
http://www.documents.dgs.ca.gov/dsa/pubs/bu_detectable_warnings_rev04-09-08.pdf   
 
The Architectural Standards, noted in this Bulletin that this warranty should 
indicate compliance with, can be found in the 2010 California Referenced 
Standards Code, Title 24, Part 12, Chapters 12-11A and 12-11B.  The City of 
Yuba City should obtain this manufacturer’s warranty from all suppliers of 
detectable warning surfaces that provide this detectable warning surface to the 
City. 
 
The proposed Public Right of Way Guidelines (PROW) has made some 
additional changes for the locations and use of detectable warning surfaces.  
Due to the efforts of the U.S. Access Board to make the application of a 
detectable warning surface a single standard for all locations, the most notable 
change is the requirement for providing a minimum 24- inch wide detectable 
warning strip at all locations where a detectable warning is required in lieu of the 
different application standards at the various locations now required by the 
current ADA Standards.  Second, depending upon the amount of distance that 
the bottom edge of a perpendicular type curb ramp ends from the street curb, the 
detectable warning surface would be placed either on the surface of the curb 
ramp or at the transition into the street.  The PROW Guidelines should be 
consulted to clarify these requirements. 
 
During the time of the suspension of the requirements for detectable warning 
surfaces, the U.S. Access Board conducted additional public outreach and 
research into the pattern, application, and use of detectable warning surfaces.  
While significant numbers of the disabled and non-disabled public objected to the 
application of these detectable warning surfaces, it was recognized that the 
application of these surfaces was essential for providing guidance for access for 
the visually impaired.  The Board believes that the in-line dome spacing grid 
pattern established in the 2004 ADAAG along with the smaller surface coverage 
(24-inch wide strip) set in the PROW Guidelines would improve the usability of 
surfaces for all members of the public without affecting the detectability for the 
visually impaired. 
 
Section 103 of the 2004 ADAAG includes an “equivalent facilitation” clause which 
states “Nothing in these requirements prevents the use of design, products, or 
technologies as alternatives to those prescribed, provided they result in 
substantially equivalent or greater accessibility and usability”.  The Board 
believes that the specifications for detectable warnings in the draft Public Right of 
Way Guidelines (PROW) provide a level of access substantially equal to or 
greater than that currently specified by ADAAG.  However, the Board does not 
have the statutory authority to officially make such a determination. 
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2. Detectable Warning Transition Plan Data Spread Sheets 
During the evaluation process, observed violations for the placement of 
detectable warning surfaces have been solely limited to curb ramp locations. At 
this point, there have been no observed violations for the placement of 
detectable warning surfaces at other areas as required by the standards. Any 
further evaluation for detectable warning surfaces will be subject to the on-going 
evaluation process noted above in Section 2.4. Priority order, specified above in 
Section 3.2(A), will be followed as specific locations are identified by the on-going 
self evaluation process and alteration of these identified violations occurs. For 
the City of Yuba City detectable warning placement, the observed ADA 
discrepancies and violations determined from the City Self Evaluation, the 
determined order of priority, and the associated cost repair estimates for this 
Transition Plan are presented in the Curb Ramp Transition Plan Data Spread 
Sheets in Section 3.2(F), Curb Ramps. 


 


I. SIDEWALKS 
 


1. Standards 
The Department of Justice ADA Standards for accessible routes of travel are 
specifically written for accessible routes of travel on a site or parcel and not for 
accessible routes of travel on a public right of way.  Guidelines written by the 
United States Access Board for accessibility requirements in the public right of 
way were never adopted, by the Department of Justice, into the ADA Standards 
due to extensive public comment on the guidelines proposed by the Access 
Board. Please refer to the Public Right of Way (PROW) Guidelines, Section 
32(E). 
  
From an ADA compliance point of view, the limited ADA Standards that have 
been applied to public sidewalks in the public right of way have been “adopted” 
from the ADA Standards for an accessible route of travel on a site or parcel.  
Some of these limited adopted Standards include the requirements for public 
sidewalk width, cross slope of the public sidewalk, and accessible passing areas.  
Longitudinal slope, or slope in the direction of travel, of the public sidewalk has 
long been considered as being compliant as long as it generally matches the 
slope of the adjacent vehicular way or street in the direction of traffic flow.  The 
application of the ADA Standards for a maximum 5 percent longitudinal slope for 
a walk on a site or parcel or for a complying accessible ramp with landings and 
handrails as specified on a site or parcel, simply would not feasibly work for a 
significant amount of existing public sidewalk conditions where the slope of the 
sidewalk and adjacent street exceeds 5 percent.  Where an existing street slope 
is 5 percent or less in the direction of traffic flow, the public sidewalk should 
never exceed a 5 percent slope in the direction of travel. 
 
California Title 24 Standards have, since 1994, included some accessible 
standards for public sidewalks in the public right of way.  Some of these 
standards are more restrictive than the “adopted” standards of the ADA as they 
relate to public sidewalks.  Alterations of public sidewalks and construction of 
new public sidewalks are required to comply with the most restrictive current 
applicable standards for both the ADA and California Title 24. 
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As noted in the Sidewalk Transition Plan data spread sheets below, there are 
generally three main observed violations for public sidewalk construction in the 
public right of way.  These violations are for public sidewalk width, for public 
sidewalk cross slope, and for public sidewalk accessible passing areas.  A brief 
discussion of these three types of common violations follows. 


 
2. Public Sidewalk Width 
Current adopted ADA Standards would specify a minimum clear width of the 
public sidewalks as being 36 inches.  Since 1994, California Title 24 accessible 
standards have required a minimum public sidewalk width of 48 inches.  The 
proposed PROW Guidelines specify a minimum public sidewalk width of 48 
inches.   


 
Any public sidewalk constructed or altered since 1994 is required to be a 
minimum of 48 inches in width to be in compliance with the California Title 24 
Standards.  Any public sidewalk constructed before 1994 is required to be a 
minimum of 36 inches in width.  When the final PROW Guidelines are adopted, 
by the Department of Justice, into the ADA Standards, existing 36-inch wide 
public sidewalks may have to be added on to a public entity’s Transition Plan in 
order to meet the public entity’s requirement to provide “program accessibility”.  
The Department of Justice has previously stated that where no prior standards 
exist, existing facilities are not considered to be in “safe harbor” when 
supplemental standards are adopted into the ADA.  It is unclear at this time how 
or if the Department of Justice will further rule on this in matters regarding the 
public sidewalks. 
 
There will likely be locations where the alteration of an existing public sidewalk, 
to meet the minimum 48-inch width requirement of the California Title 24 
Standards and the PROW Guidelines, will be “structurally impractical” due to 
existing physical constraints or where the acquisition of additional public right of 
way is not “available”.  Determinations of “structural impracticability” must be 
made and documented as noted in Section 3.2(C), Structural Impracticability.  
Public right of way that is not “available” must be documented as noted in 
Section 3.2(D), Acquisition of Additional Public Right of Way.  


  
3. Public Sidewalk Cross Slope 
Current adopted ADA Standards would specify a maximum sidewalk cross slope 
of 1:48. Since 1994, California Title 24 accessible standards have required a 


maximum public sidewalk cross slope of 2 percent.  The 
proposed PROW Guidelines specify a maximum public 
sidewalk cross slope of 2 percent.  
 
This observed violation occurs most commonly at 
driveway to street curb cuts through the public sidewalk.  
The current City of Yuba City Standard Drawings detail 
methods of correcting this violation when the sidewalk in 
question is altered. 
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4. Public Sidewalk Accessible Passing Area 
Current adopted ADA Standards would specify passing spaces at maximum 200-
foot intervals in sidewalks that are less than 5 feet in width.  The passing space 
shall be either 60 inches by 60 inches or the intersection of two walking surfaces 
providing a “T” shaped space complying with ADA Standards Section 304.3.2 
where the base and arms of the “T” shaped space extend 48 inches minimum 
beyond the intersection.  Since 1994, California Title 24 accessible standards 
have specified these same requirements.  The proposed PROW Guidelines 
specify the same passing space intervals and the 60 inch by 60 inch passing 
space but make no mention of a “T” shaped space although the “T” shaped 
space specified by the ADA would technically allow two wheelchairs to pass. 
 
There will likely be locations where the alteration of an existing public sidewalk, 
to meet the accessible passing area requirements of the adopted ADA 
Standards, California Title 24 Standards, and the PROW Guidelines, will be 
“structurally impractical” due to existing physical constraints or where the 
acquisition of additional public right of way is not “available”.  Determinations of 
“structural impracticability” must be made and documented as noted in Section 
3.2(C), Structural Impracticability.  Public right of way that is not “available” must 
be documented as noted in Section 3.2(D), Acquisition of Additional Public Right 
of Way. 


 
 


5. Sidewalk Transition Plan Data Spread Sheets 
The Sidewalk Transition Plan cost estimate provided below is based upon a 
sample review of the priority 1 areas for violations and upon an engineering 
judgment for the total lineal feet of an assumed four (4) foot wide sidewalk that 
would be required to be altered. This engineering judgment has been based 
upon city records for street mileage within the city, an estimate of the percentage 
of the city streets that have existing developed right of way considering 
developed sidewalks on both sides of these streets, and upon an estimate of the 
percentage of sidewalk within any given street block that would likely have to be 
altered for the commonly observed violations.  Specific site sidewalk evaluations 
will be subject to the continuous evaluation process noted in Section 2.4, On-
Going Self Evaluation.  Priority order, specified above in Section 3.2(A), will be 
followed as specific locations are further identified by the ongoing self evaluation 
process and alteration of these identified violations occurs.  Cost estimates for 
specific sites can be more accurately determined as specific site sidewalk 
evaluations are performed.  The cost estimate for accessible passing areas is 
based upon adding the necessary area to an existing complying four (4) foot 
wide sidewalk in order to meet the requirements of the standards for accessible 
passing areas. 
 
The cost estimates do not reflect the possible cost of attaining addition right of 
way to perform the alteration should the acquisition of additional right of way be 
required AND if the acquisition of the additional right of way would be both 
“structurally practical” and “available”.  This cost could widely vary from specific 
site to specific site and can only be accurately determined during the alteration 
design process for each specific site. 
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For the City of Yuba City public sidewalks, the commonly observed ADA 
discrepancies and violations determined from the City Self Evaluation and the 
associated unit repair cost estimates for this Transition Plan are as follows. 


 


 
 


 


J. OBSTRUCTIONS 
 


1. Standards 
The Department of Justice ADA Standards for accessible routes of travel are 
specifically written for accessible routes of travel on a site or parcel and not for 
accessible routes of travel on a public right of way.  Guidelines initially written by 
the United States Access Board for accessibility requirements in the public right 
of way were never adopted, by the Department of Justice, into the ADA 
Standards due to extensive public comment on the guidelines proposed by the 
Access Board.  Please refer to the Public Right of Way (PROW) Guidelines 
Section Title 32(E). 
 
From an ADA compliance point of view, the limited ADA Standards that have 
been applied to public sidewalks in the public right of way have been “adopted” 
from the ADA Standards for an accessible route of travel on a site or parcel. 
 
Several conditions can lead to possible obstructions along the accessible path of 
travel in the public right of way.  These conditions can include, but are not limited 
to, changes in vertical elevation, uneven surfaces, inadequate drainage, grates, 
utility poles, street lights, street furniture, and signs.  Most of these conditions can 
be fairly easily repaired to bring them in compliance with the ADA Standards.  
Obstructions from utility poles and street lights can be significantly more difficult 
to remedy as they would require either the relocation of the utility or the 


placements of additional sidewalk around the 
obstruction.  The placement of additional sidewalk 
however may be “structurally impracticable” if existing 
physical restraints exist, or not possible where the 
acquisition of additional public right of way is not 
“available”.  Please see Sections 3.2(C), Structural 
Impracticability and 3.2(D), Acquisition of Additional 
Public Right of Way for a brief discussion of these 
concepts. 
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As noted in the Obstruction Transition Plan data spread sheets below, there are 
several noted conditions that lead to observed violations for accessible 
obstructions in the public right of way.  Following below is a brief discussion on 
these noted conditions that can lead to obstructions along the accessible path of 
travel in the public right of way. 
 
 


2. Changes in Vertical Elevation 
The 2010 DOJ ADA Standards, Section 303, specifies the adopted requirements 
for changes in vertical elevation along an accessible path of travel.  Vertical 
changes in elevation along the accessible path of travel are limited to ¼” vertical 
with changes between ¼” to ½” being beveled with a slope no steeper than 1 
vertical to 2 horizontal.  Total elevation changes in excess of ½” are not allowed.  
The California Title 24 Standards are the same.  The PROW Guidelines specify 
the same maximum vertical change of ¼”, the same maximum total elevation 
change of ½”, but if the total vertical elevation change is between ¼” and ½”, 
then entire vertical elevation change must be beveled at a maximum slope of 1 
vertical to 2 horizontal and not just the last ¼” change in elevation as allowed by 
both the ADA Standards and the California Title 24 Standards.  While this may 
seem to be a rather minor difference, it can lead to significantly different repair 
methods. 


 
 


3. Uneven Surfaces and Inadequate Drainage 
Uneven surfaces can result in excessive vertical elevation changes, excessive 
cross slopes, and sidewalk slopes in the direction of travel that exceeds 5 
percent.  Uneven surfaces can also result in ponding of water on the sidewalk as 
the result of inadequate surface drainage.  Inadequate drainage can cause 
possible slippery surfaces which are a violation of the ADA Standards, California 
Title 24 Standards, and the PROW Guidelines. 


 
 


4. Grates 
The 2010 DOJ ADA Standards, Section 302.3, specifies the adopted 
requirements for grates along an accessible path of travel.  Grate openings are 
limited to ½” maximum along the “dominant” direction of travel which in most 
cases would be parallel to the direction of pedestrian travel.  Both the California 
Title 24 Standards and the PROW Guidelines have the same standard.  All of 
these standards clearly recommend that the location of grates along an 
accessible path of travel should be avoided whenever possible.  Both the 2010 
DOJ ADA Standards, in Section 810.9, and PROW Guidelines, in Section 
302.7.4, specify larger allowable gaps at pedestrian at grade rail crossings. 


 
 


5. Utility Poles and Street Lighting 
The 2010 DOJ ADA Standards, Section 307, specifies the adopted requirements 
for protruding objects, post mounted objects, and minimum height along a public 
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sidewalk.  Utility poles and street lighting are primarily post mounted objects but 
protruding and projecting objects mounted on the post below a height of eighty 
(80) inches above the walking surface can also pose a problem for the visually 
impaired.  Protruding and post mounted objects are not allowed to reduce the 
required clear width along the accessible route of travel.  The 2010 ADA 
specifies this required clear width as being 36 inches.   
 
The California Title 24 Standards are generally the same and provide the same 
basic results as the DOJ ADA Standards.  The California Title 24 Standards, 
Section 1133B.7, however, does require a minimum clear public sidewalk 
accessible width of 48 inches but allows the sidewalk to be reduced to 36 inches 
where the enforcing agency determines that compliance with the standard would 
created an “unreasonable hardship”.   Quite often, the relocation of a utility pole 
or street light could be considered as being an “unreasonable hardship” as 
determined by the enforcing agency, which in this case is the Building Official. 
The PROW Guidelines specify much more restrictive requirements for post 
mounted objects than both the ADA Standards and the California Title 24 
Standards.  The PROW Guidelines also specify a minimum clear pedestrian 
access width of 48 inches and specifies that projections shall not reduce with 
required clear width.  Unlike the California Title 24 Standards however, the 
PROW Guidelines do not provide for any exceptions to reduce the minimum 
clear pedestrian access width of 48 inches.  Any possible reductions in the 48-
inch clear pedestrian access width would have to be based upon a determination 
of “structural impracticability” due to existing physical site constraints or be based 
upon the acquisition of additional public right of way as being not “available”. 
 
 


6. Street Furniture and Signs 
The 2010 DOJ ADA Standards, Section 307, specifies the adopted requirements 
for protruding objects, post mounted objects, and minimum height along a public 
sidewalk.  These types of violations occur most commonly at street furniture and 


signs.  Building ornamentation, building structure, and 
vegetative projections into the public right of way below a 
minimum height of 80 inches above the walking surface 
can also pose a problem for the visually impaired.  
Protruding and post mounted objects are not allowed to 
reduce the required clear width along the accessible 
route of travel.  The 2010 ADA specifies this required 
clear width as being 36 inches.   
 


The California Title 24 Standards are generally the same and provide the same 
basic results as the DOJ ADA Standards.  The California Title 24 Standards, 
Section 1133B.7, however, does require a minimum clear public sidewalk 
accessible width of 48 inches but allows the sidewalk to be reduced to 36 inches 
where the enforcing agency determines that compliance with the standard would 
create an “unreasonable hardship”.  It should be noted here however, that 
moving street furniture and signs, or reducing projections into the required 
sidewalk width would generally NOT create an “unreasonable hardship”.  
Therefore, protruding objects and post mounted objects, such as street furniture 
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and signs, and projecting objects that can be easily altered should not project 
into a minimum clear accessible public sidewalk width of 48 inches. 
 
The PROW Guidelines specify much more restrictive requirements for post 
mounted objects than both the ADA Standards and the California Title 24 
Standards.  The PROW Guidelines also specify a minimum clear pedestrian 
access width of 48 inches and specifies that projections shall not reduce with 
required clear width.  Unlike the California Title 24 Standards however, the 
PROW Guidelines do not provide for any exceptions to reduce the minimum 
clear pedestrian access width of 48 inches.  Any possible reductions in the 48- 
inch clear pedestrian access width would have to be based upon a determination 
of “structural impracticability” due to existing physical site constraints or be based 
upon the acquisition of additional public right of way as being not “available”. 
 
 


7. Obstructions Transition Plan Data Spread Sheets 
The violations described below have either been generally observed during the 
city evaluation process or are most likely to be observed during an on-going city 
evaluation process.  Site specific obstruction evaluations will be subject to the 
on-going evaluation process noted in Section 2.4.  Priority order, specified above 
in Section 3.2(A), will be followed as specific locations are identified by the on-
going self evaluation process and alteration of these identified violations occurs.  
The Obstruction Transition Plan cost estimates are generally based upon an 
estimated simple square foot cost for sidewalk replacement.  Estimated repair 
costs for “changes in vertical elevation” are based upon grinding costs however 
sidewalk replacement in some cases may be more cost effective.  Due to a wide 
range of variables, unit repair costs for grates cannot be determined.  Due to the 
range of possible existing site variables and a range of possible alteration 
designs for utility poles, street lighting, street furniture, and signs, the cost 
estimates for these items are based upon an estimated simple square foot cost 
for sidewalk replacement if sidewalk replacement becomes the best possible 
design alternative for resolving the violation.  
 
For all of these noted violations, the extent of sidewalk that may require 
replacement and the cost estimate for specific sites can be more accurately 
determined as specific site obstruction evaluations occur. 
 
The cost estimates do not reflect the possible cost of attaining addition right of 
way to perform the alteration should the acquisition of additional right of way be 
required and if the acquisition of the additional right of way would be both 
“structurally practical” and “available”.  This cost could widely vary from specific 
site to specific site and can only be accurately determined during the alteration 
design process for each specific site.   
 
For the City of Yuba City obstructions in the public sidewalk, the commonly 
observed ADA discrepancies and violations determined from the City Self 
Evaluation and the associated unit repair cost estimates for this Transition Plan 
are as follows. 
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Condition 
#


Description Corrective Action
Estimated 


Compliance Cost
Unit of 


Measurement


1 Obstructions
Remove obstructions or 
widen sidewalk 10.00$                     SF


2 Changes in Vertical Elevation Grind or remove and replace 640.00$                  EA
3 Uneven surfaces or Inadequate Drainage Remove and replace 10.00$                     SF
4 Grates Relocate or remove & replace Varies N/A
5 Utility Poles & Street Lighting Relocate or widen sidewalk 10.00$                     SF
6 Street Furiniture & Signs Relocate or widen sidewalk 10.00$                     SF


OBSTRUCTIONS


 
 
 


K. REACH RANGES AND OPERABLE PARTS 
 


1. Standards 
Street furniture and pedestrian pushbuttons are two of the possible applications 
where compliance with the adopted ADA Standards for reach ranges and 
operable parts would apply.  The 2010 DOJ ADA Standards, Section 308, 
specifies the adopted requirements for reach ranges and Section 309 specifies 
the adopted requirements for operable parts. 
 
The California Title 24 Standards are essentially the same.  The California Title 
24 Standards however, do provide specific standards for traffic control devices in 
Section 1117B.5.9 that are not found in the language of the 2010 DOJ ADA.  
This Standard basically requires a color coding band to be placed above the 
traffic control button as an aid for the visually impaired. 
 
The PROW Guidelines specify the same operable parts standards as the ADA.  
The PROW Guidelines however, do not allow for either forward or side reach 
above an obstruction as currently allowed by the language of the ADA.  Further, 
the PROW Guidelines specify that accessible pedestrian signals and 
pushbuttons must comply with Sections 4E.08 through 4E.13 of the 2009 Federal 
Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD).  These new standards are 
quite significant as the ADA, up to this point, has never had any specific 
standards for pedestrian traffic control signals and pushbuttons. 
 
 
2. Reach Range and Operable Parts Transition Plan Data 
For the City of Yuba City reach range and operable parts in the public sidewalk, 
any and all observed ADA discrepancies and violations will be determined by the 
ongoing City Self Evaluation process noted in Section 2.4.  Priority order, 
specified above in Section 3.2(A), will be followed when specific location 
alteration of these identified violations occurs.  Due to the wide range of possible 
solutions for these types of observed violations, valid cost repair estimates 
cannot be determined at this time.  
 







 


82 City of Yuba City Self Evaluation & Transition Plan – For The Public Right of Way 
July 17, 2012 


 


 
L. FUNDING SOURCES 


The City of Yuba City typically budgets approximately $300,000.00 annually for 
ADA improvements within the public right of way.  The two main sources for this 
funding include Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds through 
Federal Housing and Urban Development (HUD) and the California Gas Tax 
Road funds.  In years of strong economic growth, the City of Yuba City General 
Fund may also be a possible source of additional funding for ADA improvements 
within the public right of way but this funding source could not be considered to 
be reliable on a yearly basis. 
 
 
The CDBG funds through HUD have varied from year to year in amounts that 
have ranged from $119,000.00 to $300,000.00.  The California Gas Tax Road 
funds may be used to make up any yearly shortfalls that may occur in the HUD 
Block Grant funds to achieve the annually budgeted amount.  


 
For any particular year when the City of Yuba City has 
any additional funding from all available sources in 
excess of the approximately $300,000.00 budgeted 
annually for ADA improvements in the public right of 
way, the City should consider applying additional funding 
in excess of the budgeted amount towards the resolution 
of ADA public right of way items specified in the 
Transition Plan. 
 


The City of Yuba City will always endeavor to seek out any new possible funding 
sources which could be applied to ADA improvements within the public right of 
way. 
 
For the purposes of setting up the City of Yuba City Transition Plan and for the 
setting of the 1st year priorities, the City will consider the current availability of the 
approximately $300,000.00 budgeted annually for ADA improvements in the 
public right of way. 
 
 


M. 1st YEAR PRIORITIES 
Based upon the available yearly average funding sources for accessible 
improvements in the public right of way, the following is a listing of the City of 
Yuba City 1st year priorities for accessible construction and alterations in the 
public right of way. 







 


City of Yuba City Self Evaluation & Transition Plan – For The Public Right of Way
July 17, 2012 83 


 


1. Curb Ramps 


Curb 
Return 


ID


Intersection 
ID


Primary Street Secondary Street Corner Status Cost Estimate
Priority 
(1‐5)


551 189 Butte House Road El Dorado Lane NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 1
552 189 Butte House Road Civic Center Boulevard SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 1
553 189 Butte House Road Civic Center Boulevard SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 1
554 189 Butte House Road El Dorado Lane NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 1
613 213 Queens Avenue Brundy Court SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 1
614 213 Queens Avenue Brundy Court SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 1
1016 365 Civic Center Boulevard Veteran's Memorial Circle (South) NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 1
1017 365 Civic Center Boulevard Veteran's Memorial Circle (South) SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 1
1018 365 Civic Center Boulevard Poole Boulevard SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 1
1019 365 Civic Center Boulevard Poole Boulevard NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 1
N/A N/A Veteran's Memorial Circle City Hall North Employee N Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 1
N/A N/A Veteran's Memorial Circle City Hall North Employee SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 1
N/A N/A Veteran's Memorial Circle City Hall North Employee SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 1
N/A N/A Veteran's Memorial Circle City Hall East Employee N Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 1
N/A N/A Veteran's Memorial Circle City Hall East Employee S Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 1
N/A N/A Veteran's Memorial Circle City Hall North Public N Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 1
N/A N/A Veteran's Memorial Circle City Hall North Public SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 1
N/A N/A Veteran's Memorial Circle City Hall North Public SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 1
N/A N/A Civic Center Boulevard Veteran's Memorial Circle (North) NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 1
N/A N/A Civic Center Boulevard Veteran's Memorial Circle (North) SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 1
N/A N/A Civic Center Boulevard County Private Drive NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 1
N/A N/A Civic Center Boulevard County Private Drive SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 1
N/A N/A Civic Center Boulevard County Private Drive W Barrier Curb (No Ramp) $5,000.00 1
609 212 Queens Avenue Plumas Street NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 2
610 212 Queens Avenue Plumas Street SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 2
611 212 Queens Avenue Plumas Street SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 2  
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Curb 
Return 


ID


Intersection 
ID


Primary Street Secondary Street Corner Status Cost Estimate
Priority 
(1‐5)


612 212 Queens Avenue Plumas Street NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 2
615 214 Queens Avenue Live Oak Boulevard NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 2
616 214 Queens Avenue Live Oak Boulevard SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 2
617 214 Queens Avenue Live Oak Boulevard SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 2
618 214 Queens Avenue Live Oak Boulevard NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 2
432 146 Market Street Lynn Way NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 3
433 146 Market Street Lynn Way SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 3
434 147 Market Street Bird Street SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 3
435 147 Market Street Bird Street NW Unimproved Corner $5,000.00 3
436 148 Market Street Ainsley Avenue SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 3
437 148 Market Street Ainsley Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 3
438 149 Market Street Del Norte Avenue SW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) $5,000.00 3
439 149 Market Street Del Norte Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 3
446 153 Sutter Street Market Street NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 3
447 153 Sutter Street Market Street SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 3
448 154 Sutter Street Lamon Way NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 3
449 154 Sutter Street Lamon Way NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 3
450 155 Sutter Street North Colusa Frontage Road NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 3
451 155 Sutter Street North Colusa Frontage Road NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 3
452 155 Sutter Street North Colusa Frontage Road NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 3
453 155 Sutter Street North Colusa Frontage Road NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 3
655 227 Queens Avenue Florain Drive SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 3
656 228 Queens Avenue Sylvia Way SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 3
657 228 Queens Avenue Sylvia Way SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 3
658 229 Queens Avenue El Dorado Lane SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 3
659 229 Queens Avenue El Dorado Lane SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 3
660 230 Queens Avenue Dana Way NE Barrier Curb (No Ramp) $5,000.00 3
661 230 Queens Avenue Dana Way NW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) $5,000.00 3  
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Curb 
Return 


ID


Intersection 
ID


Primary Street Secondary Street Corner Status Cost Estimate
Priority 
(1‐5)


781 278 Live Oak Boulevard Miller Street SW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 3
782 278 Live Oak Boulevard Miller Street NW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) $5,000.00 3
783 279 Live Oak Boulevard Bird Street NE Barrier Curb (No Ramp) $5,000.00 3
784 279 Live Oak Boulevard Bird Street SE Barrier Curb (No Ramp) $5,000.00 3
785 279 Live Oak Boulevard Bird Street SW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) $5,000.00 3
786 279 Live Oak Boulevard Bird Street NW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) $5,000.00 3
787 280 Live Oak Boulevard Ainsley Avenue NE Barrier Curb (No Ramp) $5,000.00 3
788 280 Live Oak Boulevard Ainsley Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 3
789 281 Live Oak Boulevard Ainsley Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 3
790 281 Live Oak Boulevard Ainsley Avenue SW Barrier Curb (No Ramp) $5,000.00 3
791 281 Live Oak Boulevard Ainsley Avenue NW Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 3
792 282 Live Oak Boulevard Del Norte Avenue NE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 3
793 282 Live Oak Boulevard Del Norte Avenue SE Non‐ADA Compliant Ramp $5,000.00 3  


 
 
 
2. Bus Stops 


Bus Stop ID Route Street Nearest Cross Street Location
No Sidewalk or 
Boarding and 
Alighting Area?


Non‐ADA Compliant 
Sidewalk or Boarding 
and Alighting Area?


Cost Estimate 
(not including 


ROW)
Priority (1‐5)


32 2 Plumas Street B Street E FALSE TRUE $750.00 1
33 2 Plumas Street B Street W FALSE TRUE $750.00 1
34 2 C Street Wilbur Avenue N FALSE TRUE $750.00 1
35 2 C Street Wilbur Avenue S FALSE TRUE $750.00 1  
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3. Sidewalks 


Location Status Square Footage Cost Estimate Priority (1‐5)


Civic Center Boulevard at Veterans Memorial 
Circle


Non‐ADA Compliant Sidewalk 
(Cross Slope) 540 $2,700.00 1


City Hall Sidewalk Approach
Non‐ADA Compliant Sidewalk 


(Cross Slope) 460 $2,300.00 1  
 


4. Driveways 


Location Status Square Footage Cost Estimate Priority (1‐5)


Poole Boulevard at Yuba City Police Department
Non‐ADA Compliant Driveway 


(Cross Slope) 200 $3,000.00 1


Poole Boulevard at Yuba City Police Department
Non‐ADA Compliant Driveway 


(Cross Slope) 200 $3,000.00 1


Civic Center Boulevard at Local Church
Non‐ADA Compliant Driveway 


(Cross Slope) 305 $4,575.00 1


Butte House Road at Local Church
Non‐ADA Compliant Driveway 


(Cross Slope) 380 $5,700.00 1


Butte House Road at Local Church
Non‐ADA Compliant Driveway 


(Cross Slope) 380 $5,700.00 1  
 


5. Summary 


335,000.00$             
5,000.00$                  
21,975.00$               
3,000.00$                  


364,975.00$             


Year 1 Priority Cost Estimate Breakdown


Curb Returns
Sidewalks
Driveways
Bus Stops


Total  
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N. SUBSEQUENT YEARS 
Based upon the available yearly funding sources, 
the subsequent year’s priorities for accessible 
construction and alterations in the public right of 
way should be set by the ADA Coordinator 
working with the Designees. 


 
The City of Yuba City will use the standards set in Section 3.2(A), Priority 
Selection, to set the priority for ADA access repairs or alterations as noted in this 
Transition Plan for the various public right of way facilities.  It is recognized 
however, that since this Transition Plan is a multi-year process, the City of Yuba 
City reserves the right to modify accordingly this priority order as current existing 
conditions and facilities can change over the course of a multi-year Transition 
Plan process. 
 
Due to a prior documented request, when the City does major improvements to 
Plumas Street between Bridge Street and Scott Street, the City will add an on-
street accessible parking space with an ADA compliant curb ramp to provide 
access to this accessible parking space loading zone.  Priorities can also change 
based upon the Transition Plan Complaint Procedure—Request and Complaint 
Process. 
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3.3 CITY OF YUBA CITY PROGRAMS & POLICIES 
FOR CITY FACILITIES IN THE PUBLIC RIGHT OF 
WAY: 


 
GENERAL 
 
Potential ADA compliance issues pertaining to the current City programs and policies 
are noted in this Section. Corrective recommendations will be implemented by City staff 
as funding and staffing levels allow.  Consideration will be given to prioritizing 
recommendations by ultimate feasibility and effectiveness.  In addition, since published 
PROW Guidelines, as the date of this report, do not currently have the force of law, 
recommendations noted in this Section which reference the published PROW Guidelines 
are meant to provide insight into future likely potential requirements which should be 
considered when reviewing the issues and recommendations and making any future 
changes to the City Programs and Policies.  Once adopted into the ADA by the 
Department of Justice, compliance with the adopted PROW Standards will be 
mandatory. 
 


A. STANDARD DRAWINGS 
 


1. Detail ST3 
Item – A diagonal type curb ramp plan is not allowed in new construction per 
PROW Guidelines. 


Recommendation – Recommend that this Curb Ramp option be noted for use 
ONLY at existing alterations AND ONLY where existing physical restraints 
prevent the use of perpendicular or parallel type curb ramps or blended 
transitions.  The PROW Guidelines, Section R207.2, only provide allowances for 
the use of a diagonal curb ramp in alterations where “existing physical 
restraints” prevent the use of perpendicular or parallel type curb ramps or 
blended transitions. 


 


Item – Diagonal type curb ramp plan ramp and flare slope. 


Recommendation – Recommend that the ramp slope be noted at 8.33% 
maximum and the flare slope be noted at 10% maximum. 


 


Item – Diagonal type curb ramp plan grooved border and detectable warning. 


Recommendation – Recommend that 12-inch wide grooved border be shown 
along the top of the curb ramps and flared sides.  Recommend that the 
detectable warning strip be shown at the bottom of the curb ramp. 


 


Item – Diagonal type curb ramp plan grade break at bottom of ramp. 
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Recommendation – Recommend that the grade break at the bottom of the curb 
ramp be shown perpendicular to the direction of ramp run per PROW Guidelines 
Section R304.5.2 in lieu of along back of curb arc. 


 


Item – Diagonal type curb ramp plan marked crosswalks. 


Recommendation – Recommend that the crosswalk note be changed to read 
“Marked crosswalk MUST be provided”.  The crosswalk must be marked to meet 
the requirements of California Title 24, Section 1127B.5(9). 


 


Item – The ramp landing at the top of the perpendicular curb ramp and diagonal 
curb ramp. 


Recommendation – Recommend specifying a 5-foot deep landing in the 
direction of ramp run at the top of the perpendicular and diagonal type curb 
ramps per the PROW Guidelines Section R304.2.1.  Recommend changing 
Section A-A to reflect a minimum 5-foot landing at the top of the curb ramp. 


 


Item – Detectable warning surface dome spacing. 


Recommendation – Recommend that the dome spacing be changed to 2.35 
inches nominal to meet the requirement of California Title 24.  This spacing is 
still within the acceptable range of the ADA Standards. 


 


Item – Note Revisions. 


Recommendations – Recommend deleting Note #1 or modifying the corner 
detail to conform to the PROW Guideline standards. 


Recommendations – Recommend modifying Note #2 to specify a 5’-0” landing 
in lieu of the noted 4’-0” landing. 


Recommendations – Recommend deleting Notes #3 and #4. 


Recommendations – Recommend that Note #5 be changed to read “Maximum 
slopes of the adjoining gutter and road surface immediately adjacent to the 
bottom of a perpendicular type curb ramp or bottom landing of a parallel type 
curb ramp shall not exceed 5% in the direction of cross walk travel with a 
maximum cross slope of 2% within 4’-0” measured out in the direction of 
crosswalk travel from the bottom of the perpendicular type curb ramp or the 
bottom landing of a parallel type curb ramp.” 


Recommendations – Recommend that Note #6 be modified to read 
“Perpendicular type curb ramps shall have a detectable warning surface that 
extends the full width and 3.0’ in depth of the ramp.  Detectable warning 
surfaces shall conform to the details on this plan”. 


Recommendations – Recommend that an additional Note be added to read 
“Parallel type curb ramps shall have a detectable warning surface that extends 
the length of the bottom landing and 3.0’ in depth from the back of the curb.  
Detectable warning surfaces shall conform to the details on this plan”. 
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Recommendations – Recommend that Note #7 be changed to read “The edge 
of the detectable warning surface nearest the street shall be at the back of the 
curb”. 


 
2. Detail ST4 
Item – Gutter pan cross slope along an accessible path of travel. 


Recommendation – Recommend adding Note #3 to state “Maximum gutter pan 
cross slope shall be 2% along any required accessible path of travel.  Adjust 
slope as required”. 


 
3. Detail ST7 
Item – Cross slope of Valley Gutter along an accessible path of travel. 


Recommendation – Recommend modifying the cross slope of the valley gutter 
to reflect a maximum allowable 2% cross slope along an accessible path of 
travel.  At some locations, the valley gutter may be located at an accessible 
street crosswalk location. 


 
4. Detail ST8 
Item – Sidewalk cross slope. 


Recommendation – Recommend changing sidewalk cross slope to specify 2% 
maximum per ADA.  ADA does NOT allow for construction tolerances over a 
specified maximum. 


 
5. Detail ST9 
Item – Sidewalk cross slope. 


Recommendation – Recommend changing sidewalk cross slope to specify 2% 
maximum per ADA.  ADA does NOT allow for construction tolerances over a 
specified maximum. 


 
6. Detail ST10 
Item – Sidewalk cross slope. 


Recommendation – Recommend changing sidewalk cross slope to specify 2% 
maximum per ADA.  ADA does NOT allow for construction tolerances over a 
specified maximum. 


 
7. Detail ST11 
Item – Sidewalk cross slope. 


Recommendation – Recommend changing sidewalk cross slope to specify 2% 
maximum per ADA.  ADA does NOT allow for construction tolerances over a 
specified maximum. 
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8. Detail ST12 
Item – Bus Shelter pad size. 


Recommendation – Recommend increasing the specified 6-foot x 16-foot 
concrete pad size at the bus shelter to at least 6 foot x 21 foot to provide for a 
required minimum 5-foot wide bus boarding area outside of the bus shelter area.  
The bus shelters currently used by the City are not of sufficient size to provide a 
bench, accessible wheelchair space adjacent to the bench, and a 5-foot wide 
boarding area all within the bus shelter cover. 


 
9. Detail ST15 
Item – Diagonal Curb Ramp shown 


Recommendation – Recommend revising the Detail to show either 
perpendicular or parallel type curb ramps.  The PROW Guidelines only provide 
allowances for the use of a diagonal curb ramp in alterations where existing 
physical restraints prevent the use of perpendicular or parallel type curb ramps 
or blended transitions. 


 
10. Detail ST17 
Item – Diagonal Curb Ramp shown 


Recommendation – Recommend revising the Detail to show either 
perpendicular or parallel type curb ramps.  The PROW Guidelines only provide 
allowances for the use of a diagonal curb ramp in alterations where existing 
physical restraints prevent the use of perpendicular or parallel type curb ramps 
or blended transitions. 


 
11. Detail ST18 
Item – Centerline of Diagonal Curb Ramp shown 


Recommendation – Recommend revising the Detail to show either 
perpendicular or parallel type curb ramps.  The PROW Guidelines only provide 
allowances for the use of a diagonal curb ramp in alterations where existing 
physical restraints prevent the use of perpendicular or parallel type curb ramps 
or blended transitions. 


 
 


B. MASTER CONTRACT SPECIFICATIONS 
Item – The Master Contract Specifications do not address accessibility concerns 
for the requirement to maintain a temporary accessible path of travel around a 
sidewalk closed for construction or to provide a temporary alternate accessible 
route of travel around a sidewalk closed for construction. 


Recommendation – An additional paragraph should be added to the Section 9.5 
that the Contractor/Applicant is responsible for providing for a temporary altered 
accessible route of travel around any sidewalk closure or for providing for a 
temporary alternate accessible route of travel around any sidewalk closure.  
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Altered and alternate accessible pedestrian routes of travel shall comply with 
Sections 6D.01, 6D.02, and 6D.05 of the MUTCD. 


Recommendation – A new Section 12.5 should be added to the Section 12 that 
the Contractor/Applicant is responsible for providing for a temporary altered 
accessible route of travel around any sidewalk closure or for providing for a 
temporary alternate accessible route of travel around any sidewalk closure.  
Altered and alternate accessible pedestrian routes of travel shall comply with 
Sections 6D.01, 6D.02, and 6D.05 of the MUTCD. 


 


Item – The Master Contract Specifications do not address accessibility concerns 
for temporary pedestrian channelizing devices at altered sidewalk routes of travel 
or for temporary pedestrian barriers at sidewalk routes of travel closed for 
construction. 


Recommendation – An additional paragraph should be added to Section 9.5 that 
the Contractor/Applicant is responsible for providing or constructing temporary 
accessible pedestrian channelizing devices or temporary accessible pedestrian 
barricades per the Yuba City standard drawings whenever alteration or 
construction on the sidewalk is to occur.  If pedestrian barricades are to be used, 
they shall be located such that a disabled pedestrian shall not have to backtrack 
significant distances along a sidewalk that has been closed in order to reach an 
identified alternate accessible route of travel.  Accessible pedestrian barricades 
and accessible pedestrian channelizing devices shall comply with Sections 
6F.63, 6F.68, and 6F.71 of the MUTCD. 


Recommendation – A new Section 12.6 should be added to Section 12 that the 
Contractor/Applicant is responsible for providing or constructing temporary 
accessible pedestrian channelizing devices or temporary accessible pedestrian 
barricades per the Yuba City standard drawings whenever alteration or 
construction on the sidewalk is to occur.  If pedestrian barricades are to be used, 
they shall be located such that a disabled pedestrian shall not have to backtrack 
significant distances along a sidewalk that has been closed in order to reach an 
identified alternate accessible route of travel.  Accessible pedestrian barricades 
and accessible pedestrian channelizing devices shall comply with Sections 
6F.63, 6F.68, and 6F.71 of the MUTCD. 


 


 
C. ENCROACHMENT PERMIT 


Item – The Encroachment Permit does not address accessibility concerns for 
public notification at sidewalks closed for construction as specified in PROW 
Section R205 and MUTCD Section 6D.01.  The City already has a web page on 
the Public Works web site that deals with both “Current Construction Projects” 
and “Completed Construction Projects” but it does not appear that this web site is 
updated with any regularity. 


Recommendation – Sidewalk closures required for sidewalk alteration or 
construction should be posted in printed form and on the City’s web site at least 
48 hours in advance of anticipated sidewalk closure.  The printed from should be 
posted at the City Hall public counter and City bulletin boards. The printed form 
and web site should specifically note the anticipated time frame for sidewalk 
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closure, the areas of sidewalk closure, and identify the most reasonable possible 
alternate accessible pedestrian route or routes of travel around the sidewalk 
closure.  The printed form and web site should be regularly updated for any 
changes in the anticipated time frame.  When alteration or construction of the 
sidewalk is complete, the printed from and web site should be removed within 24 
hours.  The City of Yuba City shall provide all of this information in alternative 
formats for qualified disabilities upon request. 


 


Item – The Encroachment Permit does not address accessibility concerns for the 
requirement to maintain a temporary accessible path of travel around a sidewalk 
closed for construction or to provide a temporary alternate accessible route of 
travel around a sidewalk closed for construction. 


Recommendation – A General Condition should be added to the Encroachment 
Permit that the Contractor/Applicant is responsible for providing for a temporary 
altered accessible route of travel around any sidewalk closure or for providing for 
a temporary alternate accessible route of travel around any sidewalk closure.  
Altered and alternate accessible pedestrian routes of travel shall comply with 
Sections 6D.01, 6D.02, and 6D.05 of the MUTCD. 


 


Item – The Encroachment Permit does not address accessibility concerns for 
temporary pedestrian channelizing devices at altered sidewalk routes of travel or 
for temporary pedestrian barriers at sidewalk routes of travel closed for 
construction. 


Recommendation - A General Condition should be added to the Encroachment 
Permit that the Contractor/Applicant is responsible for providing or constructing 
temporary accessible pedestrian channelizing devices or temporary accessible 
pedestrian barricades per the Yuba City standard drawings whenever alteration 
or construction on the sidewalk is to occur.  If pedestrian barricades are to be 
used, they shall be located such that a disabled pedestrian shall not have to 
backtrack significant distances along a sidewalk that has been closed in order to 
reach an identified alternate accessible route of travel.  Accessible pedestrian 
barricades and accessible pedestrian channelizing devices shall comply with 
Sections 6F.63, 6F.68, and 6F.71 of the MUTCD. 


 


Item – Revisions to General Note #9. 


Recommendation – Recommend revising General Note #9 to read “Permittee to 
assure that adequate accessible ingress and egress is provided at all commercial 
establishments adjacent to the work at all times. 


 
 


D. SIDEWALK MAINTENANCE PROGRAM 
Item – The current policy of the Sidewalk Maintenance Program is to issue a 
Repair Notice when and after a received complaint from the public for a sidewalk 
accessibility violation is made.  This current policy therefore is reactive, as action 
is taken only after an ADA violation has already occurred.  This leaves the City 
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more open to possible ADA litigation as immediate legal action can be started 
when a violation has occurred. 


Recommendation – Recommend that the Sidewalk Maintenance Program be 
modified to be more proactive in addressing the ADA violations by initiating a 
staff policy to help identify and address these violations before a complaint has 
been filed by the general public. 


 


Item – The current Sidewalk Maintenance Program Repair Notice only address 
sidewalk tripping hazards. 


Recommendation – Recommend that the Sidewalk Maintenance Program Repair 
Notice be expanded to include other ADA or PROW violations such as:  


1) Sidewalks that have been tilted from their original position by 
vegetation or roots resulting in cross slopes in excess of ADA 
Standards. 


2) Sidewalks that have been tilted from their original position by 
vegetation or roots resulting in longitudinal slopes in excess of ADA 
Standards. 


3) Excessive vegetation that extends or projects over the public sidewalk 
in violation of ADA Standards. 


4) Street furniture, signs, or other portable 
physical obstructions placed by the public 
on or over the public sidewalk in violation 
of ADA Standards.  It should be noted that 
the PROW Guidelines have more 
restrictive standards for protruding objects 
than are currently noted in both the ADA 
Standards and the California Title 24 
Standards.   


 


 
E. MUNICIPAL CODE 


 


1. City of Yuba City Municipal Code – Title 4 
Title 4, Chapter 3 – Parades and Use of Public Places 


Item – Section 4-13.06 Contents of Applications - Maintenance of an accessible 
pedestrian route of travel. 


Recommendation – Recommend adding to Section 4-13.06 item “m” to read “A 
statement that the parade entrants will not occupy or block an accessible 
pedestrian route of travel on the public sidewalks”. 


 


Title 4, Chapter 8– Nuisance Abatement Code 


Item – Section 4-8.140 Blighted Property (d) Property inadequately maintained – 
Maintenance of an accessible pedestrian route of travel. 







 


City of Yuba City Self Evaluation & Transition Plan – For The Public Right of Way 
July 17, 2012 95 


 


Recommendation – Recommend adding to Section 4-8.140(d)(1) item (iii) to read 
“That extends or projects over any public sidewalk area at a height of less than 
seven feet”. 


 


Item – Section 4-8.140 Blighted Property (f) Signage Conditions – Maintenance 
of an accessible pedestrian route of travel. 


Recommendation – Recommend adding to Section 4-8.140(f) item (5) to read 
“Signs that extend or project over any public sidewalk in excess of the 
allowances provided for by the current ADA Standards”. 


 


Item – Section 4-8.290 Administrative Penalties and Abatement Order – Time 
allowance for an abatement order to correct ADA violations. 


Recommendation – Recommend, in an attempt to limit exposure, for providing 
for allowance of a limited time frame for the abatement of ADA nuisance issues. 


 


Title 4, Chapter 9 – Traffic 


Item – Section 4-9.1102 Parking for the Disabled – Adding language to Section 
4-9.1102(b)(1) for additional restrictions on parking. 


Recommendation – Recommend that the language of Section 4-9.1102(b)(1) be 
modified to read “On the lines marking the boundaries of a parking stall, loading 
zone, or space designated for disabled persons or disabled veterans”. 


 


Item - Section 4-9.1106 Identification: On-street Blue Curb Spaces – Corrections 
to Section 4-9.1106(c) to assure compliance with ADA Protruding Objects 
Standards. 


Recommendation – Recommend that the language of Section 4-9.1106(c) be 
modified to read “All signs shall be posted at a minimum height of eighty (80) 
inches from the ground or sidewalk”. 


 


Item – Section 4-9.1107 Off-street/Public Owned Facilities – Signage – 
Corrections to the signage designation of accessible off-street parking spaces to 
assure compliance with the ADA and California Title 24 Standards. 


Recommendation – Recommend that the entire language of the first sentence of 
Section 4-9.1107 be removed and replaced to read “Designation of accessible 
parking stalls and loading zones in publicly owned off-street parking facilities 
shall be in accordance with the Standards of ADA Sections 502 and 503 as well 
as the Standards of California Title 24, Part 2, Volume 1, Section 1129B”. 


Recommendation – Recommend that the entire language of Section 4-9.1107(a) 
be removed and replaced to read “In addition, a sign not less than seventeen 
(17) inches by twenty-two (22) inches in size shall be posted at the entrance to 
the parking facility, or immediately adjacent to and visible from each accessible 
stall or space.  The design and noted language on the sign shall comply with the 
requirements of California Title 24, Part 2, Volume 1, Section 1129B.4.  All blank 
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spaces are to be filled ink with appropriate information as a permanent part of the 
sign”. 


 


Item -  Section 4-9.1107 Off-street/Public Owned Facilities – Signage – 
Corrections to Section 4-9.1107(b) to assure compliance with ADA Protruding 
Objects Standards. 


Recommendation – Recommend that the language of Section 4-9.1107(b) be 
modified to read “All signs shall be posted at a minimum height of eighty (80) 
inches from the ground or sidewalk”. 


 


Item – Section 4-9.1108 Off-street Privately Financed Facilities – Corrections to 
the signage designation of accessible off-street parking spaces to assure 
compliance with the ADA and California Title 24 Standards. 


Recommendation – Recommend that the entire language of the first sentence of 
Section 4-9.1108 be removed and replaced to read “Designation of accessible 
parking stalls and loading zones in privately financed off-street parking facilities 
shall be in accordance with the Standards of ADA Sections 502 and 503 as well 
as the Standards of California Title 24, Part 2, Volume 1, Section 1129B”. 


Recommendation – Recommend that the entire language of Section 4-9.1108(a) 
be removed and replaced to read “In addition, a sign not less than seventeen 
(17) inches by twenty-two (22) inches in size shall be posted at the entrance to 
the parking facility, or immediately adjacent to and visible from each accessible 
stall or space.  The design and noted language on the sign shall comply with the 
requirements of California Title 24, Part 2, Volume 1, Section 1129B.4.  All blank 
spaces are to be filled ink with appropriate information as a permanent part of the 
sign”. 


 


Item -  Section 4-9.1108 Off-street Privately Financed Facilities – Corrections to 
Section 4-9.1108(d) to assure compliance with ADA Protruding Objects 
Standards. 


Recommendation – Recommend that the language of Section 4-9.1108(d) be 
modified to read “All signs shall be posted at a minimum height of eighty (80) 
inches from the ground or sidewalk”. 


 


Title 4, Chapter 12 – Regulations Pertaining to Dogs and other Animals 


Item – Section 4-12.150 Definitions – Adding definition for a “miniature service 
horse”. The 2010 ADA requires public entities to make reasonable modifications 
to permit the use of a miniature horse by an individual with a disability 


Recommendation – Recommend that a definition for “miniature service horse” be 
added to Section 4-12.150 in accordance with the language of the ADA Title II 
Regulations Section 35.136(i).  The Title II Regulations note that miniature 
horses are generally in a range in height of 24 inches to 34 inches measured to 
the withers, or shoulders, and generally weigh between 70 to 100 pounds. 
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Item – Section 4-12.210 Dog Licenses Required – Adding language for the 
licensing for “miniature service horses”. 


Recommendation – Recommend that a new Section be added to address 
licensing requirements for “miniature service horses” including requirements for 
license penalties, certificates, and tags similar to those required for dogs. 


 


Item – Section 4-12.218 Exemption from Payment of Dog License Fees – Adding 
language for the exemption of fees for “miniature service horses”. 


Recommendation – Recommend that a new Section be added that states that 
license fees for “miniature service horses” can be waived in similar fashion as 
that for “assistance dogs”. 


 


Item – Article 4. Other Animals – Inclusion of requirements for “miniature service 
horses”. 


Recommendation – Recommend that new language be added to Section 4 to 
deal with possible anticipated issues that may arise with the care and use of 
“miniature service horses” within the City. 


 


2. City of Yuba City Municipal Code – Title 5 
Title 5, Chapter 14 – Cable Television Systems 


Item – Section 5-14.118(d) Removal and Abandonment of Property of Grantee – 
restoration to “original” condition. 


Recommendation – Recommend that the wording of “original condition” as it 
relates to altered sidewalks needs to be removed.  The language of Section 6-
1.02 should be incorporated into Section 5-14.118 to assure that areas “altered” 
from construction are rebuilt to the current accessible standards and not rebuilt to 
prior accessible standards to match “original” conditions. 


 


3. City of Yuba City Municipal Code – Title 6 
Title 6, Chapter 1 – Curb, Gutter, Sidewalk, Off Street parking areas, and 
Driveway construction. 


Item – This Chapter does not address accessibility concerns for public 
notification at sidewalks closed for construction as specified in PROW Section 
R205 and MUTCD Section 6D.01. 


Recommendation – Sidewalk closures required for sidewalk alteration or 
construction should be posted in printed form and on the City’s web site at least 
48 hours in advance of anticipated sidewalk closure.  The printed from should be 
posted at the City Hall public counter and City bulletin boards. The printed form 
and web site should specifically note the anticipated time frame for sidewalk 
closure, the areas of sidewalk closure, and identify the most reasonable possible 
alternate accessible pedestrian route or routes of travel around the sidewalk 
closure.  The printed form and web site should be regularly updated for any 
changes in the anticipated time frame.  When alteration or construction of the 
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sidewalk is complete, the printed from and web site should be removed within 24 
hours.  The City of Yuba City shall provide all of this information in alternative 
formats for qualified disabilities upon request. 


 


Item – This Chapter does not address accessibility concerns for the requirement 
to maintain a temporary accessible path of travel around a sidewalk closed for 
construction or to provide a temporary alternate accessible route of travel around 
a sidewalk closed for construction. 


Recommendation – A new Section should be added to this Chapter that the 
Contractor/Applicant is responsible for providing for a temporary altered 
accessible route of travel around any sidewalk closure or for providing for a 
temporary alternate accessible route of travel around any sidewalk closure.  
Altered and alternate accessible pedestrian routes of travel shall comply with 
Sections 6D.01, 6D.02, and 6D.05 of the MUTCD. 
 


Item – This Chapter does not address accessibility concerns for temporary 
pedestrian channelizing devices at altered sidewalk routes of travel or for 
temporary pedestrian barriers at sidewalk routes of travel closed for construction. 


Recommendation - A new Section should be added to this Chapter that the 
Contractor/Applicant is responsible for providing or constructing temporary 
accessible pedestrian channelizing devices or temporary accessible pedestrian 
barricades per the Yuba City standard drawings whenever alteration or 
construction on the sidewalk is to occur.  If pedestrian barricades are to be used, 
they shall be located such that a disabled pedestrian shall not have to backtrack 
significant distances along a sidewalk that has been closed in order to reach an 
identified alternate accessible route of travel.  Accessible pedestrian barricades 
and accessible pedestrian channelizing devices shall comply with Sections 
6F.63, 6F.68, and 6F.71 of the MUTCD. 
 


Title 6, Chapter 2 – Excavations 


Item – Section 6-2.06, Restoration of Openings – This Section notes for the 
replacement of curbing and sidewalks to their “original” condition when removed 
but does not specify construction standards.  The ADA requires altered sidewalks 
to be constructed per the current ADA standards. 


Recommendation – The wording of “original condition” as it relates to altered 
sidewalks needs to be removed.  The language of Section 6-1.02 should be 
incorporated into Section 6-2.06 to assure that areas “altered” from construction 
are rebuilt to the current accessible standards and not rebuilt to prior accessible 
standards to match “original” conditions. 
 


Item – This Chapter does not address accessibility concerns for public 
notification at sidewalks closed for construction as specified in PROW Section 
R205 and MUTCD Section 6D.01. 


Recommendation – Sidewalk closures required for sidewalk alteration or 
construction should be posted in printed form and on the City’s web site at least 
48 hours in advance of anticipated sidewalk closure.  The printed from should be 
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posted at the City Hall public counter and City bulletin boards. The printed form 
and web site should specifically note the anticipated time frame for sidewalk 
closure, the areas of sidewalk closure, and identify the most reasonable possible 
alternate accessible pedestrian route or routes of travel around the sidewalk 
closure.  The printed form and web site should be regularly updated for any 
changes in the anticipated time frame.  When alteration or construction of the 
sidewalk is complete, the printed from and web site should be removed within 24 
hours.  The City of Yuba City shall provide all of this information in alternative 
formats for qualified disabilities upon request. 


Item – This Chapter does not address accessibility concerns for the requirement 
to maintain a temporary accessible path of travel around a sidewalk closed for 
construction or to provide a temporary alternate accessible route of travel around 
a sidewalk closed for construction. 


Recommendation – A new Section should be added to this Chapter that the 
Contractor/Applicant is responsible for providing for a temporary altered 
accessible route of travel around any sidewalk closure or for providing for a 
temporary alternate accessible route of travel around any sidewalk closure.  
Altered and alternate accessible pedestrian routes of travel shall comply with 
Sections 6D.01, 6D.02, and 6D.05 of the MUTCD. 


 


Item – This Chapter does not address accessibility concerns for temporary 
pedestrian channelizing devices at altered sidewalk routes of travel or for 
temporary pedestrian barriers at sidewalk routes of travel closed for construction. 


Recommendation - A new Section should be added to this Chapter that the 
Contractor/Applicant is responsible for providing or constructing temporary 
accessible pedestrian channelizing devices or temporary accessible pedestrian 
barricades per the Yuba City standard drawings whenever alteration or 
construction on the sidewalk is to occur.  If pedestrian barricades are to be used, 
they shall be located such that a disabled pedestrian shall not have to backtrack 
significant distances along a sidewalk that has been closed in order to reach an 
identified alternate accessible route of travel.  Accessible pedestrian barricades 
and accessible pedestrian channelizing devices shall comply with Sections 
6F.63, 6F.68, and 6F.71 of the MUTCD. 


 


Title 6, Chapter 3 – Mandatory Refuse Collection Services 


Item – Section 6-3.10 Placement of Containers for Collection - Collection for the 
disabled 


Recommendation – Recommend that provisions be made to allow for door to 
door service in lieu of street side service for people with visual and or mobility 
impairments 


Item – Section 6-3.10 Placement of Containers for Collection - Maintenance of an 
accessible pedestrian route of travel. 


Recommendation – Recommend adding to Section 6-3.10 a sentence after the 
first sentence to read “Containers shall not be placed on or overhang onto a 
public sidewalk, public sidewalk curb ramp, or pedestrian street crosswalk”. 
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Item – Section 6-3.11 Cuttings - Maintenance of an accessible pedestrian route 
of travel. 


Recommendation – Recommend adding to Section 6-3.11 a sentence at the end 
to read “All cuttings containers, bundles, or cartons shall not be placed on or 
overhang onto a public sidewalk, public sidewalk curb ramp, or pedestrian street 
crosswalk”. 


Title 6, Chapter 4 – Obstructions in Gutters and Ditches 


Item – Section 6-4.03 Placement of Garden Refuse - Maintenance of an 
accessible pedestrian route of travel. 


Recommendation – Recommend adding to Section 6-4.03 a sentence after the 
first sentence to read “The placement of such refuse shall not be located on or 
overhang onto a public sidewalk, public sidewalk curb ramp, or pedestrian street 
crosswalk”. 


 


4. City of Yuba City Municipal Code – Title 8 
Title 8, Chapter 5 – Zoning 


Item – Section 8-5.5001 Standards for Certain Permitted Uses – Garage/Yard 
Sales adjacent to the public right of way. 


Recommendation – Recommend that an additional sentence be added to 
Section 8-5.5001(b) to read “Garage/yard sales signs, merchandise, sales areas, 
and staging areas shall not be placed on or project, in any amount, over the 
public sidewalks”. 


 


Item – Section 8-5.5003 Temporary Outdoor Sales – Sales adjacent to the public 
right of way. 


Recommendation – Recommend that an additional sentence be added to 
Section 8-5.5003(a)(1)(iii)(C) to read “Sales event signs, merchandise, sales 
areas, and staging areas shall not be placed on or project, in any amount, over 
the public sidewalks”. 


 


Item – Section 8-5.5325 Conditions to Operate – Mobile Vendors – Mobile 
vending operations adjacent to the public right of way. 


Recommendation – Recommend that an additional sentence be added to 
Section 8-5.5325(h) to read “No permittee shall allow mobile vending operation 
signs, merchandise, sales areas, and staging areas to be placed on or project, in 
any amount, over the public sidewalks”. 


Item – Section 8-5.5370 Exceptions – Access along the public right of way. 


Recommendation – Recommend that additional language be added to Section 8-
5.5370 to read “All persons subject to these exceptions shall conduct their 
operations in such a manner as to not allow their operations, signs, merchandise, 
sales areas, and staging areas to be placed on or project, in any amount, over 
the public sidewalks, except as may be allowed of a case by case basis as 
determined by the Public Works Director”. 
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Item – Section 8-5.5375 Applicability of Regulations to Existing Vending 
Operations – Exempted Businesses. 


Recommendation – Recommend  that the noted exemptions for the three (3) pre-
existing businesses identified as Fat Daddy’s Hot Dogs, Fotine’s Greek Café, 
and Rosie’s Snobiz, be removed as all three businesses are no longer in 
operation. 


 


Item – Section 8-5.6007 Maintenance – Protrusions into the public sidewalks. 


Recommendations – Recommend  that an additional sentence be added to 
Section 8-5.6007 to read “All trees or shrubbery shall be trimmed such that no 
vegetation shall project over or onto a public sidewalk at a height of less than 
seven (7) feet above the sidewalk”. 


 


Item – Section 8-5.6103 Handicapped Requirements – Title Change 


Recommendation – Recommend changing the title of this Section to “Disabled 
Parking Requirements” 


 


Item – Section 8-5.6103 Handicapped Requirements – Established standards. 


Recommendation – Recommend that the existing language of this Section be 
deleted and replaced to read “Disabled accessible parking shall be provided in 
accordance with the standards of ADA Sections 502 and 503 as well as the 
standards of California Title 24, Part 2, Volume 1, Section 1129B”. 


 


Item – Section 8-5.6104 Design and Dimensional Standards – Reference to 
California State Handicapped Access Regulations. 


Recommendation – Recommend that Section 8-5.6104(d)(4) be modified to 
delete the language of “the California State Handicapped Access Regulations” 
and replace with “the standards of California Title 24, Part 2, Volume 1, Section 
1133B.7”. 


 


Item – Section 8-5.6107 Off-site Parking – Accessible parking. 


Recommendation – Recommend that Section 8-5.6107(d) be added to read “The 
off-site parking provides for disabled accessible parking in accordance with the 
standards of ADA Section 502 and 502 as well as the standards of California 
Title 24, Part 2, Volume 1, Section 1129B”. 


 


Item – Section 8-5.6107 Off-site Parking – Accessible route of travel. 


Recommendation – Recommend that Section 8-5.6107(e) be added to read “An 
accessible route of travel din accordance with ADA and California Title 24 
Regulations is provided between the off-site parking and the associated site”. 







 


102 City of Yuba City Self Evaluation & Transition Plan – For The Public Right of Way 
July 17, 2012 


 


 


Item – Section 8-5.6201 Provisions – Exemption for alterations to one family 
residence. 


Recommendation – Recommend that the language which states “Alterations to 
one family residence shall be exempt for required improvements” be deleted. 
Sidewalk repairs in front of single family residences required by current ADA 
Standards and future PROW guideline standards are the responsibility of the 
property owner and could be triggered by alterations to the single family 
residence. 
 


Item – Section 8-5.6301 Applicability – Sign projections into the public right of 
way. 


Recommendation – Recommend adding language to Section 8-5.6301 to read 
“Any and all signs specified in this Article, including exempt signs, shall not be 
placed, installed, or allowed to project on the public sidewalk or public right of 
way in any way that would be in violation of the ADA and California Title 24 
Standards for projecting objects along an accessible route of travel”. 
 


5. City of Yuba City Municipal Code – Title 9 
Title 9, Chapter 2 – Park and Recreation Regulations 


Item – Section 9-2.20 Dogs in City Parks and Recreation Areas – The 2010 ADA 
Regulations have added language to Section 35.136, Service Animals, to state 
“A public entity shall make reasonable modifications in policies, practices, or 
procedures to permit the use of a miniature horse by an individual with a 
disability if the miniature horse has been individually trained to do work or 
perform tasks for the benefit of the individual with a disability”. 


Recommendation – Recommend that additional language be added to Title 9, 
Chapter 2, for the allowance for trained miniature service horses for an individual 
with a disability in parks and recreation areas. 
 


Title 9, Chapter 3 – Trees 


Item – Chapter title. 


Recommendation – Recommend modifying Chapter Title to read “Trees and 
Shrubs” 
 


Item – Section 9-3.07 Duty to trim trees. 


Recommendation – Recommend modifying Section Title to read “Duty to trim 
trees and shrubs” 


Recommendation – Recommend adding language to state “It is the duty of every 
person owning or occupying land or lots of land with the City to keep all 
shrubbery trimmed so as to not extend or project over any sidewalk area”. 
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Item – Section 9-3.10 Public nuisances. 


Recommendation – Recommend adding item (i) to read “Any tree or shrubbery 
that projects over or onto a public sidewalk at a height of less than seven (7) feet 
above the sidewalk”. 


 


 


F. PUBLIC WORKS WEBSITE – MAINTENANCE DIVISION 
 


Item – The City web site for the Department of Public Works, Maintenance 
Division lists one of the responsibilities of this Division as being “Vegetation and 
Tree Maintenance”. 


Recommendation – Recommend that written employee work procedures for 
vegetation and tree maintenance be developed that reflect the requirements of 
Title 9, Chapter 3, Section 9-3.10 if such procedures are not already in place or if 
existing procedures do not cover these requirements. 


 
 


G. PROPOSED NEW POLICIES & PROCEDURES 
 


1. Alterations of existing sidewalks 
Item - Language about alterations of existing sidewalks are noted in several 
Titles and Chapters of the Municipal Code.  In some cases, the existing language 
notes to restore the sidewalk to its original condition and in other cases the 
existing language notes to construct in accordance with the standards and 
specifications approved by the Council.  Generally, whenever an existing section 
of sidewalk is replaced, it would be required by the language of the ADA to be 
replaced per the current ADA standards in place at that time.  Restoring a 
sidewalk to its “original condition” may or may not be in compliance with the 
current ADA standards.  As such, the use of “original condition” language as it 
may relate to any aspect of an accessible pedestrian route of travel should be 
removed from any existing City Policy, Procedure, or Code and avoided in any 
new written Policy, Procedure, or Code. 


In a review of the City Policies, Procedures, and Code concerning alterations of 
existing sidewalks, there are two (2) items that do not appear to be clear.   


First, is there any possible event where an “alteration” of a public sidewalk could 
result in a very minor “fix” to the existing public sidewalk?  The City does not 
currently appear have a policy where any “alteration” at all of a public sidewalk, 
however limited, would require a minimum length or section of the sidewalk to be 
removed and replaced to current standards.  Other jurisdictions have adopted 
this policy as a way to insulate themselves from possible ADA claims that 
“alterations” were not made in compliance with the requirements of the ADA 
Standards. 


Second, in the event that an altered public sidewalk cannot be replaced to 
current ADA standards due to “structural impracticability” conditions as defined 
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by in ADA Title II, Section 35.151, the City does not currently appear to have a 
policy to document this interpretation and save this documentation in City files.  


Recommendation – Recommend that the City adopt a policy that any alteration 
at all of a public sidewalk requires a minimum length of sidewalk (usually a 
section between construction or expansion joints) to be removed and replaced in 
accordance with the standards and specifications approved by the Council. 


Recommendation – Recommend that the City adopt a policy concerning possible 
alterations to the public sidewalk that cannot be constructed to the current ADA 
Standards due to “structural impracticability” or to the current California Title 24 
Standards due to “unreasonable hardship”.  “Structural impracticability”, as noted 
in ADA Title II, Section 25.151, is defined as rare circumstances where the 
unique characteristics of the terrain prevent the incorporation of accessibility 
features.  “Unreasonable hardship”, as defined in CBC Section 1133B.7.1, 
occurs when right of way restrictions, natural barriers, or other existing conditions 
prevent the construction of a 48 inch clear sidewalk width.  It should be noted 
that the language of the PROW Guidelines limits the use of right of way 
restrictions to areas where requiring or obtaining additional right of way is not 
“practicable”.  General discussion about “practicability” in the PROW Guidelines 
notes that the locations of existing structures or required facilities at the back of 
an existing public sidewalk obviously makes the acquisition of additional right of 
way as being not “practicable”.  Other areas and conditions would need to be 
looked at on a case by case basis to determine if the acquisition of additional 
right of way is practicable.  This would require that a public entity has an 
obligation to attempt to seek additional right of way if it is “practicable”.  This 
would not require a private entity to grant the additional right of way to the public 
entity nor would it require the public entity to seek this additional right of way 
through condemnation procedures or eminent domain. 


A determination of “structural impracticability” should be made only on a case by 
case basis by a high ranking City official, such as the City Engineer, after a 
thorough study of the case considering all possible alternatives.  Likewise, a 
determination of “unreasonable hardship” should be made only on a case by 
case basis by a high ranking City official, such as the Building Official, after a 
thorough study of the case considering all possible alternatives.  The reasons for 
granting the determination must be made in writing and preserved in the City files 
for later reference or use. 


A determination of “structural impracticability” and “unreasonable hardship” for 
any particular case is not meant to be a blanket release for the application of the 
applicable accessibility standards at that case.  Compliance with the standards is 
required to the extent that it is not “structurally impracticable” or does not present 
an “unreasonable hardship”.  Accessibility shall be provided to the maximum 
extent possible. 


2. New Curb Ramp Locations or Alterations of Existing Curb Ramp 
Locations – Structural Impracticability 


Item - In the event that a new or altered public curb ramp cannot be replaced to 
current ADA standards due to “structural impracticability” conditions as defined 
by in ADA Title II, Section 35.151, the City does not currently appear to have a 
policy to document this interpretation and save this documentation in City files. 
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Recommendation – Recommend that the City adopt a policy concerning possible 
new public curb ramp construction or alterations to the public curb ramps that 
cannot be constructed to the current ADA Standards due to “structural 
impracticability” or to the current California Title 24 Standards due to 
“unreasonable hardship”.  “Structural impracticability”, as noted in ADA Title II, 
Section 25.151, is defined as rare circumstances where the unique 
characteristics of the terrain prevent the incorporation of accessibility features.  
“Unreasonable hardship”, as noted in CBC Section 1133B.1, occurs when right of 
way restrictions, topography, natural barriers, or other existing conditions prevent 
compliance with the standards.  It should be noted that the language of the 
PROW Guidelines limits the use of right of way restrictions to areas where 
requiring or obtaining additional right of way is not “practicable”.  General 
discussion about “practicability” in the PROW Guidelines notes that the locations 
of existing structures or required facilities at the back of an existing right of way 
line obviously makes the acquisition of additional right of way as being not 
“practicable”.  Other areas and conditions would need to be looked at on a case 
by case basis to determine if the acquisition of additional right of way is 
practicable.  This would require that a public entity has an obligation to attempt to 
seek additional right of way if it is “practicable”.  This would not require a private 
entity to grant the additional right of way to the public entity nor would it require 
the public entity to seek this additional right of way through condemnation 
procedures or eminent domain. 


A determination of “structural impracticability” should be made only on a case by 
case basis by a high ranking City official, such as the City Engineer, after a 
thorough study of the case considering all possible alternatives.  Likewise, a 
determination of “unreasonable hardship” should be made only on a case by 
case basis by a high ranking City official, such as the Building Official, after a 
thorough study of the case considering all possible alternatives.  The reasons for 
granting the determination must be made in writing and preserved in the City files 
for later reference or use. 


A determination of “structural impracticability” and “unreasonable hardship” for 
any particular case is not meant to be a blanket release for the application of the 
applicable accessibility standards at that case.  Compliance with the ADA 
standards is required to the extent that it is not “structurally impracticable”.   A 
granting of an “unreasonable hardship” for the California Title 24 Standards 
requires that “equivalent facilitation” is provided through the use of other methods 
and materials to achieve accessibility to the maximum extent possible. 


 


3. Alterations of Existing Bus Stop Locations – Structural Impracticability 
Item - In the event that an altered bus stop location cannot be replaced to current 
ADA standards due to “structural impracticability” conditions as defined by in 
ADA Title II, Section 35.151, the City does not currently appear to have a policy 
to document this interpretation and save this documentation in City files. 


Recommendation – Recommend that the City adopt a policy concerning possible 
new alterations to public bus stop locations that cannot be constructed to the 
current ADA Standards due to “structural impracticability” or to the current 
California Title 24 Standards due to “unreasonable hardship”.  “Structural 
impracticability”, as noted in ADA Title II, Section 25.151, is defined as rare 
circumstances where the unique characteristics of the terrain prevent the 
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incorporation of accessibility features.  “Unreasonable hardship”, as noted in 
CBC Section 1133B.1, occurs when right of way restrictions, topography, natural 
barriers, or other existing conditions prevent compliance with the standards.  It 
should be noted that the language of the PROW Guidelines limits the use of right 
of way restrictions to areas where requiring or obtaining additional right of way is 
not “practicable”.  General discussion about “practicability” in the PROW 
Guidelines notes that the locations of existing structures or required facilities at 
the back of an existing right of way line obviously makes the acquisition of 
additional right of way as being not “practicable”.  Other areas and conditions 
would need to be looked at on a case by case basis to determine if the 
acquisition of additional right of way is practicable.  This would require that a 
public entity has an obligation to attempt to seek additional right of way if it is 
“practicable”.  This would not require a private entity to grant the additional right 
of way to the public entity nor would it require the public entity to seek this 
additional right of way through condemnation procedures or eminent domain. 


A determination of “structural impracticability” 
should be made only on a case by case basis by 
a high ranking City official, such as the City 
Engineer, after a thorough study of the case 
considering all possible alternatives.  Likewise, a 
determination of “unreasonable hardship” should 
be made only on a case by case basis by a high 
ranking City official, such as the Building Official, 
after a thorough study of the case considering all possible alternatives.  The 
reasons for granting the determination must be made in writing and preserved in 
the City files for later reference or use. 


A determination of “structural impracticability” and “unreasonable hardship” for 
any particular case is not meant to be a blanket release for the application of the 
applicable accessibility standards at that case.  Compliance with the ADA 
standards is required to the extent that it is not “structurally impracticable”.   A 
granting of an “unreasonable hardship” for the California Title 24 Standards 
requires the use of other methods and materials to achieve accessibility to the 
maximum extent possible. 


 
4. Public Outreach concerning the placement of Protruding or Projecting 


Objects in the Public Right of Way. 
Item – Many objects that have the possibility of protruding or projecting into the 
public right of way are located and provided by private entities.  As such, the City 
of Yuba City has little control of the placement of these objects until the violations 
are obvious or a complaint is registered.  It should be noted that the PROW 
Guidelines have more restrictive standards for protruding objects than are 
currently noted in both the ADA Standards and the California Title 24 Standards.  
As noted in the recommended revisions to the Sidewalk Maintenance Program, 
the City could take a more proactive approach to this issue by initiating a 
regularly scheduled City inspection program to identify and address these 
possible violations before a complaint has been filed by the general public.  
Further, the City could conduct a public outreach education program to inform the 
applicable public of these standard requirements and their responsibility to 
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comply with the standards when placing objects on or adjacent to the public right 
of way thereby reducing the possibility of the occurrence of violations. 


Recommendation – Recommend that the City conduct a public outreach 
education program to inform and remind commercial property owners, at a 
minimum, of their obligations to locate their private property completely out of the 
public right of way or to locate their private property in the public right of way, as 
may be allowed by City policies, procedures, or standards, in such a way as to 
not violate the requirements of the PROW Guidelines.  Possible ways to perform 
this public outreach education might be to provide an attachment or flyer to 
business license renewal letters sent to business owners, posting this information 
of the City web site, or providing an attachment or flyer to commercial property 
tax assessment letters.  The City should make this information available in 
alternate formats upon request. 


 


 


H. PROPOSED NEW STANDARD DRAWINGS 
 


1. Detail for On-site Accessible Parking Stall and Loading Zone 
Requirements 


Item – No on-site accessible parking stall and loading zone requirements are 
currently shown on Off Street Parking Layout, Standard Detail MISC2. 


Recommendation – Recommend providing a new Standard Drawing Detail, 
showing off street accessible parking stall and loading zone requirements per the 
ADA and California Title 24 standards.  Recommend adding Note #2 to Standard 
Detail MISC2 to state “See Standard Detail ST?? for accessible parking stall and 
loading zone requirements. 
 


2. Detail for Permanent Accessible Pedestrian Crosswalk Barricade and 
Signage 


Item – No standard drawings have been provided for a permanent accessible 
pedestrian crosswalk barricade and the associated signage at locations where 
pedestrian street crossing is prohibited.  There are almost always locations 
where, due to adjacent site conditions, vehicular traffic control, or other factors, a 
pedestrian street crossing is prohibited or unsafe.  A permanent pedestrian 
barricade is needed at these locations to block street crossings, especially for the 
visually impaired.  At these locations, signage is also needed to “direct” the 
pedestrian street crossings along the intended routes. 


Recommendation – Recommend providing a new Standard Drawing Detail(s) 
showing a permanent accessible pedestrian barricade at locations where street 
crosswalk travel is prohibited.  The barricade should be a minimum of forty-eight 
inches in length and must provide for visually impaired cane detection in 
accordance with Section 307 of the 2010 ADA Standards.  The barricade shall 
include signage which indicates that street crossing is prohibited at that location 
and further indicates the direction and route of the allowed pedestrian street 
crossing.  The signage shall conform to Section 703.5 of the 2010 ADA 
Standards and Section 1117B.5.1(2) of California Title 24. 
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3. Detail for Temporary Accessible Pedestrian Barricades & Channelizing 
Devices 


Item – No standard drawings have been provided for temporary accessible 
pedestrian barricades at sidewalks closed for construction or repair and for 
temporary accessible pedestrian channelizing devices at sidewalks rerouted 
around areas closed for construction or repair. 


Recommendation – Recommend providing a new Standard Drawing Detail 
showing temporary accessible pedestrian barricade requirements at sidewalks 
closed for construction or repair and temporary accessible pedestrian 
channelizing devices at sidewalks rerouted around areas closed for construction 
or repair.  Alternate pedestrian access routes shall comply with Sections 6D.01, 
6D.02, and 6G.05 of the MUTCD.  Accessible pedestrian barricades and 
accessible pedestrian channelizing devices shall comply with Sections 6F.63, 
6F.68, and 6F.71 of the MUTCD. 


 


4. Detail for Accessible On-street Parking Locations & Passenger Loading 
Zones 


Item – Neither the current ADA nor California Title 24 provide any standards for 
accessible on-street parking.  The PROW Guidelines however, do now include 
proposed standards for accessible on-street parking.  Prior court cases have also 
determined that a public entity does have a responsibility to make reasonable 
accommodations upon a request to provide allowances for accessible on-street 
parking at a requested location.  Both the current ADA and California Title 24 do 
have Standards for Passenger Loading Zones which have largely been 
incorporated into the PROW Guidelines. 


Recommendation – Recommend that the City develop a Standard Drawing(s) for 
the location and placement of accessible on-street parking spaces and 
passenger loading zones.  Since current ADA Standards primarily deal with only 
on-site accessible parking issues, it is suggested that the Standards Drawing for 
on-street accessible parking be in conformance with the proposed PROW 
Guidelines.  These PROW Guidelines largely draw upon current ADA Standards 
for accessible on-site parking issues, while modifying these Standards for 
applicable and specific issues that do occur along the public right of way.  It is 
further suggested that the Standard Drawings for on-street accessible passenger 
loading zones be in conformance with the proposed PROW Guidelines as again 
they draw upon current ADA Standards for accessible passenger loading zones, 
while modifying these Standards for applicable and specific issues that do occur 
along the public right of way.  The development of these Standard Drawings will 
further assist in the future design and alteration of street curb ramps and in the 
future alterations of street surfaces to assure that these surfaces will still comply 
with the ADA Standards when the PROW Guidelines are finally adopted into the 
ADA Regulations. 
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5. Detail for Accessible Street Crosswalks 
Item – Neither the current ADA nor California Title 24 
provide any standards for accessible street 
crosswalks.  The PROW Guidelines however, do now 
include proposed standards for accessible pedestrian 
street crossings.   


Recommendation – Recommend that the City develop 
a Standard Drawing(s) for accessible pedestrian street 
crossings.  Since current ADA Standards primarily 
deal with only accessible path of travel issues on a 


site, it is suggested that these Standards Drawings be in conformance with the 
proposed PROW Guidelines.  These PROW Guidelines largely draw upon 
current ADA Standards for an on-site accessible route of travel and current ADA 
Standards for accessible curb ramps.  The PROW Guidelines take these 
Standards and further modify them for applicable and specific issues that do 
occur along the public right of way.  The development of these Standard 
Drawings will further assist in the future design and alteration of street curb 
ramps and in the future alterations of street surfaces to assure that these 
surfaces will still comply with the ADA Standards when the PROW Guidelines are 
finally adopted into the ADA Regulations. 
 


6. Detail for Accessible Street Crossings at Roundabouts 
Item – Neither the current ADA nor California Title 24 provide any standards for 
accessible street crossings at roundabouts.  The PROW Guidelines however, do 
now include proposed standards for accessible pedestrian street crossings at 
roundabouts.   


Recommendation – Recommend that the City develop a Standard Drawing(s) for 
accessible pedestrian street crossings at roundabouts.  Since current ADA does 
not have any Standards for this, it is suggested that these Standards Drawings 
be in conformance with the proposed PROW Guidelines.  The development of 
these Standard Drawings will further assist in the future design and alteration of 
street curb ramps and in the future alterations of street surfaces to assure that 
these surfaces will still comply with the ADA Standards when the PROW 
Guidelines are finally adopted into the ADA Regulations. 


 


7. Detail for Accessible Pedestrian Signals and Pedestrian Pushbuttons 
Item – The current ADA does not provide any standards for accessible 
pedestrian signals and pedestrian pushbuttons.  The current California Title 24 
does provide some limited language for “traffic control devices” in Title 24, Part 2, 
Volume 1, Section 1117B.5.9.  The PROW Guidelines do now include proposed 
standards for accessible pedestrian signals and pedestrian pushbuttons.  The 
PROW Guidelines adopt by reference the requirements of Sections 4E.08 
through 4E.13 of the 2009 Federal Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices 
(MUTCD) 


Recommendation – Recommend that the City develop a Standard Drawing(s) for 
accessible pedestrian signals and pedestrian pushbuttons.  Since current ADA 
does not provide any Standards for this issue, it is suggested that the Standards 
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Drawing for accessible pedestrian signals and pedestrian pushbuttons be in 
conformance with the proposed PROW Guidelines.  It is further recommended 
that the Standard Drawing for accessible pedestrian signals and pedestrian 
pushbuttons also incorporate the requirements of California Title 24, Part 2, 
Volume 1, Section 1117B.5.9.  The development of these Standard Drawings will 
further assist in the future design and alteration of street curb ramps and in the 
future alterations of street surfaces to assure that these surfaces will still comply 
with the ADA Standards when the PROW Guidelines are finally adopted into the 
ADA Regulations. 


 


8. Corner Diagonal Curb ramps 
Item – It is recognized by the U.S. Access Board that the use of diagonal type 
corner curb ramps has always presented a challenge to the visually impaired for 
pedestrian travel across a street intersection.  As a diagonal type curb ramp is 
typically not aligned with the direction of crosswalk path travel, a diagonal type 
corner curb ramp with flared sides, by itself, does not establish any directional 
type indicators for a visually impaired pedestrian to determine the location and 
direction of the crosswalk travel path. 


 


The 1991 ADA Standards tried to handle this 
challenge by requiring a minimum 24 inch long 
segment of straight full height curb to be within a 
marked crosswalk at diagonal curb ramps with flared 
sides, as some attempt to locate and indicate a 
direction of crosswalk travel for the visually impaired.  
The intent of this regulation for a straight, full height, 
24 inch long section of curb was that the visually 
impaired pedestrian would travel down the diagonal 


corner ramp and then follow the curb line back with a cane until they “found” this 
section of straight full height curb, and then turn 90 degrees for the crosswalk 
travel direction.  The 1991 ADA Standards required this 24 inch long segment of 
straight curb to be within a marked crosswalk to ensure that the visually impaired 
pedestrian would be within a marked crosswalk when they did follow this 
procedure for crossing a street at a diagonal type curb ramp.   


The California Title 24 Standards, in effect since 1994, adopted the language of 
the 1991 ADA Standards.  The California Title 24 Standards still require the 
minimum 24 inch long segment of full height curb to be a straight section of curb 
within a marked crosswalk and not a portion of the full height curb within the arc 
of the street corner.  


This solution however, is not workable at normally constructed street corners 
without a tight turning radius, as a straight section of full height curb could only 
be found at a rather large horizontal distance from the actual street corner, 
thereby locating the crosswalk at such a distance from the actual street corner to 
make the crosswalk location unsafe for both pedestrian and vehicular traffic.  In 
an attempt to deal with this crosswalk location problem, the 2010 ADA Standards 
have been modified to no longer require that the 24 inch long section of full 
height curb be straight.  The 2010 ADA Standards now require a 24 inch long 
section of full height curb, either straight or arced, to be within the marked 
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crosswalk.  This change in the 2010 Standards however, results in diagonal type 
corner curb ramps with flared sides, having no directional indicators for the 
visually impaired pedestrian to determine the location and direction of the 
crosswalk travel path. 


The use of directional perpendicular type curb ramps or ramps employing the use 
of directional indicators has always been a better method in providing access for 
the visually impaired.  As such, a diagonal type curb ramp construction is not 
allowed at all in new construction per PROW Guidelines.  The use of a diagonal 
type corner curb ramp construction in alterations is also not allowed under the 
PROW Guidelines unless an “existing physical constraint” would prevent 
compliance with the proposed PROW standards for perpendicular and parallel 
type curb ramps or for blended transitions. 


Recommendation – Recommend that the City develop new Standard Drawings 
to show corner curb ramp construction that would be in conformance with the 
PROW Guidelines.  These new standard drawings should promote the use of 
directional perpendicular and parallel type curb ramps as specified in the PROW 
Guidelines to the maximum extent possible. The use of blended transitions, as 
specified in the PROW Guidelines, should be employed at locations where the 
use of perpendicular and parallel type curb ramps may be “structurally 
impracticable” due to existing physical constraints. 


The use of diagonal type curb ramps should ONLY be allowed in alterations and 
ONLY when a determination of “structural impracticability” has been made that 
existing physical constraints will not allow the use of perpendicular or parallel 
type curb ramps or allow the use of blended transitions.  A determination of 
“structural impracticability” should be made only on a case by case basis by a 
high ranking City official, such as the City Engineer, after a thorough study of the 
case considering all possible alternatives.   
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3.4 ADA COORDINATOR & DESIGNEES 
As established in prior Transition Plans, the City of Yuba City has designated as ADA 
Coordinator, the City Clerk.  The City Clerk is located at City Hall, 1201 Civic Center 
Blvd., Yuba City, CA, 95993, (530) 822-4610.  Each Department Head is the 
Compliance Coordinator Designee for their respective department.  A list of all 
Department Heads and their contact information is noted in Section 2.3, ADA 
Coordinator and Designees.  
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QUALIFIED INDIVIDUAL WITH A DISABILITY 


 
The Americans with Disabilities Act 
Title II Technical Assistance Manual 
 
Covering State and Local Government Programs and Services 
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II-2.0000 QUALIFIED INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES  


Regulatory references: 28 CFR 35.104.  


II-2.1000 General. Title II of the ADA prohibits discrimination against any "qualified 
individual with a disability." Whether a particular individual is protected by title II requires 
a careful analysis first, of whether an individual is an "individual with a disability," and 
then whether that individual is "qualified."  


People commonly refer to disabilities or disabling conditions in a broad sense. For 
example, poverty or lack of education may impose real limitations on an individual's 
opportunities. Likewise, being only five feet in height may prove to be an insurmountable 
barrier to an individual whose ambition is to play professional basketball. Although one 
might loosely characterize these conditions as "disabilities" in relation to the aspirations 
of the particular individual, the disabilities reached by title II are limited to those that meet 
the ADA's legal definition -- those that place substantial limitations on an individual's 
major life activities.  


Title II protects three categories of individuals with disabilities:  


1) Individuals who have a physical or mental impairment that substantially limits one or 
more major life activities; 


2) Individuals who have a record of a physical or mental impairment that substantially 
limited one or more of the individual's major life activities; and 


3) Individuals who are regarded as having such an impairment, whether they have the 
impairment or not. 


II-2.2000 Physical or mental impairments. The first category of persons covered by 
the definition of an individual with a disability is restricted to those with "physical or 
mental impairments." Physical impairments include --  


1) Physiological disorders or conditions;  


2) Cosmetic disfigurement; or 


3) Anatomical loss 


Affecting one or more of the following body systems: neurological; musculoskeletal; 
special sense organs (which would include speech organs that are not respiratory such 
as vocal cords, soft palate, tongue, etc.); respiratory, including speech organs; 
cardiovascular; reproductive; digestive; genitourinary; hemic and lymphatic; skin; and 
endocrine.  


Specific examples of physical impairments include orthopedic, visual, speech, and 
hearing impairments, cerebral palsy, epilepsy, muscular dystrophy, multiple sclerosis, 
cancer, heart disease, diabetes, HIV disease (symptomatic or asymptomatic), 
tuberculosis, drug addiction, and alcoholism.  







 


City of Yuba City Self Evaluation & Transition Plan – For the Public Right of Way 
July 17, 2012 


APPENDIX A 
 


Mental impairments include mental or psychological disorders, such as mental 
retardation, organic brain syndrome, emotional or mental illness, and specific learning 
disabilities.  


Simple physical characteristics such as the color of one's eyes, hair, or skin; baldness; 
left-handedness; or age do not constitute physical impairments. Similarly, disadvantages 
attributable to environmental, cultural, or economic factors are not the type of 
impairments covered by title II. Moreover, the definition does not include common 
personality traits such as poor judgment or a quick temper, where these are not 
symptoms of a mental or psychological disorder.  


Does title II prohibit discrimination against individuals based on their sexual orientation? 
No. The phrase "physical or mental impairment" does not include homosexuality or 
bisexuality.  


II-2.3000 Drug addiction as an impairment. Drug addiction is an impairment under the 
ADA. A public entity, however, may base a decision to withhold services or benefits in 
most cases on the fact that an addict is engaged in the current and illegal use of drugs. 


What is "illegal use of drugs"? Illegal use of drugs means the use of one or more drugs, 
the possession or distribution of which is unlawful under the Controlled Substances Act. 
It does not include use of controlled substances pursuant to a valid prescription, or other 
uses that are authorized by the Controlled Substances Act or other Federal law. Alcohol 
is not a "controlled substance," but alcoholism is a disability.  


What is "current use"? "Current use" is the illegal use of controlled substances that 
occurred recently enough to justify a reasonable belief that a person's drug use is 
current or that continuing use is a real and ongoing problem. A public entity should 
review carefully all the facts surrounding its belief that an individual is currently taking 
illegal drugs to ensure that its belief is a reasonable one.  


Does title II protect drug addicts who no longer take controlled substances? Yes. Title II 
prohibits discrimination against drug addicts based solely on the fact that they previously 
illegally used controlled substances. Protected individuals include persons who have 
successfully completed a supervised drug rehabilitation program or have otherwise been 
rehabilitated successfully and who are not engaging in current illegal use of drugs. 
Additionally, discrimination is prohibited against an individual who is currently 
participating in a supervised rehabilitation program and is not engaging in current illegal 
use of drugs. Finally, a person who is erroneously regarded as engaging in current 
illegal use of drugs is protected.  


Is drug testing permitted under the ADA? Yes. Public entities may utilize reasonable 
policies or procedures, including but not limited to drug testing, designed to ensure that 
an individual who formerly engaged in the illegal use of drugs is not now engaging in 
current illegal use of drugs.  


II-2.4000 Substantial limitation of a major life activity. To constitute a "disability," a 
condition must substantially limit a major life activity. Major life activities include such 
activities as caring for one's self, performing manual tasks, walking, seeing, hearing, 
speaking, breathing, learning, and working.  
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When does an impairment "substantially limit" a major life activity? There is no absolute 
standard for determining when an impairment is a substantial limitation. Some 
impairments obviously or by their nature substantially limit the ability of an individual to 
engage in a major life activity.  


ILLUSTRATION 1: A person who is deaf is substantially limited in the major life activity 
of hearing. A person with a minor hearing impairment, on the other hand, may not be 
substantially limited.  


ILLUSTRATION 2: A person with traumatic brain injury may be substantially limited in 
the major life activities of caring for one's self, learning, and working because of memory 
deficit, confusion, contextual difficulties, and inability to reason appropriately. 


An impairment substantially interferes with the accomplishment of a major life activity 
when the individual's important life activities are restricted as to the conditions, manner, 
or duration under which they can be performed in comparison to most people.  


ILLUSTRATION 1: A person with a minor vision impairment, such as 20/40 vision, does 
not have a substantial impairment of the major life activity of seeing.  


ILLUSTRATION 2: A person who can walk for 10 miles continuously is not substantially 
limited in walking merely because, on the eleventh mile, he or she begins to experience 
pain, because most people would not be able to walk eleven miles without experiencing 
some discomfort. 


Are "temporary" mental or physical impairments covered by title II? Yes, if the 
impairment substantially limits a major life activity. The issue of whether a temporary 
impairment is significant enough to be a disability must be resolved on a case-by-case 
basis, taking into consideration both the duration (or expected duration) of the 
impairment and the extent to which it actually limits a major life activity of the affected 
individual.  


ILLUSTRATION: During a house fire, M received burns affecting his hands and arms. 
While it is expected that, with treatment, M will eventually recover full use of his hands, 
in the meantime he requires assistance in performing basic tasks required to care for 
himself such as eating and dressing. Because M's burns are expected to substantially 
limit a major life activity (caring for one's self) for a significant period of time, M would be 
considered to have a disability covered by title II.  


If a person's impairment is greatly lessened or eliminated through the use of aids or 
devices, would the person still be considered an individual with a disability? Whether a 
person has a disability is assessed without regard to the availability of mitigating 
measures, such as reasonable modifications, auxiliary aids and services, services and 
devices of a personal nature, or medication. For example, a person with severe hearing 
loss is substantially limited in the major life activity of hearing, even though the loss may 
be improved through the use of a hearing aid. Likewise, persons with impairments, such 
as epilepsy or diabetes, that, if untreated, would substantially limit a major life activity, 
are still individuals with disabilities under the ADA, even if the debilitating consequences 
of the impairment are controlled by medication.  
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II-2.5000 Record of a physical or mental impairment that substantially limited a 
major life activity. The ADA protects not only those individuals with disabilities who 
actually have a physical or mental impairment that substantially limits a major life 
activity, but also those with a record of such an impairment. This protected group 
includes --  


1) A person who has a history of an impairment that substantially limited a major life 
activity but who has recovered from the impairment. Examples of individuals who have a 
history of an impairment are persons who have histories of mental or emotional illness, 
drug addiction, alcoholism, heart disease, or cancer.  


2) Persons who have been misclassified as having an impairment. Examples include 
persons who have been erroneously diagnosed as mentally retarded or mentally ill. 


II-2.6000 "Regarded as." The ADA also protects certain persons who are regarded by a 
public entity as having a physical or mental impairment that substantially limits a major 
life activity, whether or not that person actually has an impairment. Three typical 
situations are covered by this category:  


1) An individual who has a physical or mental impairment that does not substantially limit 
major life activities, but who is treated as if the impairment does substantially limit a 
major life activity;  


ILLUSTRATION: A, an individual with mild diabetes controlled by medication, is barred 
by the staff of a county-sponsored summer camp from participation in certain sports 
because of her diabetes. Even though A does not actually have an impairment that 
substantially limits a major life activity, she is protected under the ADA because she is 
treated as though she does. 


2) An individual who has a physical or mental impairment that substantially limits major 
life activities only as a result of the attitudes of others towards the impairment; 


ILLUSTRATION: B, a three-year old child born with a prominent facial disfigurement, has 
been refused admittance to a county-run day care program on the grounds that her 
presence in the program might upset the other children. B is an individual with a physical 
impairment that substantially limits her major life activities only as the result of the 
attitudes of others toward her impairment. 


3) An individual who has no impairments but who is treated by a public entity as having 
an impairment that substantially limits a major life activity. 


ILLUSTRATION: C is excluded from a county-sponsored soccer team because the 
coach believes rumors that C is infected with the HIV virus. Even though these rumors 
are untrue, C is protected under the ADA, because he is being subjected to 
discrimination by the county based on the belief that he has an impairment that 
substantially limits major life activities (i.e., the belief that he is infected with HIV). 


II-2.7000 Exclusions. The following conditions are specifically excluded from the 
definition of "disability": transvestism, transsexualism, pedophilia, exhibitionism, 
voyeurism, gender identity disorders not resulting from physical impairments, other 
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sexual behavior disorders, compulsive gambling, kleptomania, pyromania, and 
psychoactive substance use disorders resulting from current illegal use of drugs.  


II-2.8000 Qualified individual with a disability. In order to be an individual protected 
by title II, the individual must be a "qualified" individual with a disability. To be qualified, 
the individual with a disability must meet the essential eligibility requirements for receipt 
of services or participation in a public entity's programs, activities, or services with or 
without --  


1) Reasonable modifications to a public entity's rules, policies, or practices;  


2) Removal of architectural, communication, or transportation barriers; or 


3) Provision of auxiliary aids and services. 


The "essential eligibility requirements" for participation in many activities of public 
entities may be minimal. For example, most public entities provide information about 
their programs, activities, and services upon request. In such situations, the only 
"eligibility requirement" for receipt of such information would be the request for it. 
However, under other circumstances, the "essential eligibility requirements" imposed by 
a public entity may be quite stringent.  


ILLUSTRATION: The medical school at a public university may require those admitted to 
its program to have successfully completed specified undergraduate science courses.  


Can a visitor, spectator, family member, or associate of a program participant be a 
qualified individual with a disability under title II? Yes. Title II protects any qualified 
individual with a disability involved in any capacity in a public entity's programs, 
activities, or services.  


ILLUSTRATION: Public schools generally operate programs and activities that are open 
to students' parents, such as parent-teacher conferences, school plays, athletic events, 
and graduation ceremonies. A parent who is a qualified individual with a disability with 
regard to these activities would be entitled to title II protection.  


Can health and safety factors be taken into account in determining who is qualified? 
Yes. An individual who poses a direct threat to the health or safety of others will not be 
"qualified."  


What is a "direct threat"? A "direct threat" is a significant risk to the health or safety of 
others that cannot be eliminated or reduced to an acceptable level by the public entity's 
modification of its policies, practices, or procedures, or by the provision of auxiliary aids 
or services. The public entity's determination that a person poses a direct threat to the 
health or safety of others may not be based on generalizations or stereotypes about the 
effects of a particular disability.  


How does one determine whether a direct threat exists? The determination must be 
based on an individualized assessment that relies on current medical evidence, or on 
the best available objective evidence, to assess --  







 


City of Yuba City Self Evaluation & Transition Plan – For the Public Right of Way 
July 17, 2012 


APPENDIX A 
 


1) The nature, duration, and severity of the risk;  


2) The probability that the potential injury will actually occur; and, 


3) Whether reasonable modifications of policies, practices, or procedures will mitigate or 
eliminate the risk. 


Making this assessment will not usually require the services of a physician. Medical 
guidance may be obtained from public health authorities, such as the U.S. Public Health 
Service, the Centers for Disease Control, and the National Institutes of Health, including 
the National Institute of Mental Health.  


ILLUSTRATION: An adult individual with tuberculosis wishes to tutor elementary school 
children in a volunteer mentor program operated by a local public school board. Title II 
permits the board to refuse to allow the individual to participate on the grounds that the 
mentor's condition would be a direct threat to the health or safety of the children 
participating in the program, if the condition is contagious and the threat cannot be 
mitigated or eliminated by reasonable modifications in policies, practices, or procedures.  
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APPENDIX B 
THE CITY OF YUBA CITY SELF EVALUATION 
FIELD DATA  
 


Due to the extensive amount of Self Evaluation data gathered and processed by the City 
of Yuba City, this information is under separate cover and available by request.  This 
information is also available in alternate formats by request. 
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APPENDIX C 
CITY OF YUBA CITY ADOPTION RESOLUTION 
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APPENDIX D 
CITY OF YUBA CITY PUBLIC COMMENT 
WORKSHOP PRESENTATION 
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Yuba City ADA             
Self-Evaluation & 
Transition Plan
Public Workshop
10:00 AM - Monday, June 25


Council Chambers


1


Workshop Agenda


• Purpose & Scope


• Governing Rules & Regulations


• Self Evaluation


• Transition Plan


• Recommendations


• Year 1 Priorities


• Public Comment Period


• Schedule


• Questions & Comments 2
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Americans with Disabilities 
Act of 1990 (ADA)


• Promote full participation, self sufficiency, 
and equal opportunity for persons with 
disabilities


3


Purpose of Evaluation & Plan


• Identify issues and conditions that could 
apply to a qualified individual with a 
disability


• Set a written process to modify, replace, 
remove identified issues over time


4
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Governing Rules & 
Regulations
• 2010 Department of Justice ADA Standards 
for Accessible Design


• 2004 ADA Accessibility Guidelines
• 2006 Department of Transportation ADA 
Standards for Transportation Facilities


• 2010 California Code of Regulations, Title 24
• 2009 Federal Manual on Uniform Traffic 
Control Devices


• Proposed Accessibility Guidelines for 
Pedestrian Facilities in the Public Right of Way


5


ADA Title II


• Requires Public Entities to take steps to 
achieve compliance


• Prepare Self Evaluation


• Develop Transition Plan


6
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Self Evaluation


• Facilities


• Policies & Procedures


7


Facilities


• Inventory and identify non‐compliant 
conditions within City Right‐of‐Way


• Curb Returns


• Sidewalks


• Driveways


• Obstructions


• Bus Stops


8
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Policies & Procedures


• Review and identify issues which could 
have effect on ADA accessibility issues 
within the public Right‐of‐Way


• Standard Details


• Special Provisions


• Encroachment Permit


• Sidewalk Maintenance Program


• Municipal Code


• Web Site
9


Transition Plan


• Identify physical obstacles


• Describe correction methods


• Specify schedule


• Assign responsibility


10
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Priority for Compliance


1. Pedestrian curb ramps serving entities 
covered by the Act, including State and 
local government offices  and facilities


2. Pedestrian curb ramps serving 
transportation facilities


3. Pedestrian curb ramps serving places of 
public accommodation


4. Pedestrian curb ramps serving employers


5. Pedestrian curb ramps serving other 
areas


11


Curb Returns


• Detailed inventory of 1,400 total curb 
returns in Yuba City


• Landings


• Geometry


• Detectable Warning


• Street Transition


• Crosswalk Marking


• Priority


• Cost Estimate
12
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13


14
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Bus Stops


• Inventory of 120 Yuba City bus stops


• Reviewed Right‐of‐Way bus boarding areas


• Prioritized


• Cost Estimates


16
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17


18
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Sidewalks


• Sidewalk width


• Cross slope


• Passing area


• Priority and continuous inventory


• Cost estimate


19


20
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21


Obstructions


• Changes in vertical elevation


• Uneven surfaces and inadequate drainage


• Grates


• Utility poles and street lighting


• Street furniture and signs


• Cost Estimates


22
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23


24
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Funding Sources


• Community Development Block Grant


• Gas Tax Road Funds


• Grants
• Safe Routes to School


• Safety Improvement Programs


25


Recent CDBG Projects          
(2009-2012)


• 130 ADA Compliant Curb Returns


• Garden Highway, Queens Avenue, Park 
Avenue, Clark Avenue, Percy Avenue, and 
Cooper Avenue


• 12,600+ SF ADA‐compliant sidewalk 
repaired/replaced


• Amount of CDBG funding used for ADA 
improvements: $800,000+


26
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Plan Year 1 Priorities


• Curb returns, driveways and sidewalks 
near City Hall


• Bus Stops near Veteran’s Hospital on 
Plumas Boulevard


• Curb returns along proposed overlay 
project areas


• Est. $365,000


27


Policies & Procedures 
Recommendations
•Extensive list of recommendations


•To be implemented by City Staff 
as funding allows


•Consider ultimate feasibility and 
effectiveness


28
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Public Comment Process


• Released for review on June 15, 2012
• Published Notice in Appeal‐Democrat, 
advertised on Facebook, City Hall and Senior 
Center, FREED 


• Public Comment Period ends July 15, 2012
• Comments may be submitted electronically, 
mailed, or in person


• Contact Information: 
• Marc Mattox
• (530) 822‐3288
• mmattox@yubacity.net


29


Schedule


• Public Comment Period 
• June 15, 2012 – July 15, 2012


• Adoption by City Council
• July 17, 2012


30
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Questions & 
Comments


31
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DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES GSA 
BULLETIN 
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