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I.

INTRODUCTION

The Mariposa Town Plan, Section 4.4: Parks and Recreation addresses a variety of existing and proposed park and open
space facilities and improvements to serve visitors to the Town of Mariposa residents, businesses and residents. The
combined Mariposa Creek Park (Arts Park) and Parkway represent a key open space and active transportation resource
serving the community. The Mariposa Town Plan envisions the linear Parkway as a multi – use recreational facility that
provides an off – street active transportation link to destinations within the town and surrounding open space areas and
serves as a means to preserve, protect and enhance biological and visual resources.
Existing and planned Parkway segments generally follow the course of Mariposa Creek, approximately 4 miles from
the Fairgrounds on the south to the offices of the California Department of Forestry on the north. A conceptual plan for
the park is illustrated in the Mariposa Town Plan on Exhibit 31, provide an off – street route for bicycles and pedestrians
(active transportation).
The Parkway segments located within the Mariposa Town Planning Area (TPA) is intended to link visitor and local
shopping and services include the History Center, the Mineral Exhibit at the Fairgrounds, historic Downtown Mariposa,
and Mariposa Park. Parkway segments I-III provide an active transportation corridor that ties together a number of
visitor destinations within the Town of Mariposa including the historic downtown, the History Museum, shopping and
services.
The Parkway segments I-III are especially suited for integration with the on-site pedestrian circulation of adjacent
businesses along the Creek frontage with outdoor seating areas, expansive windows, viewing platforms and locations for
formal Parkway access. Designed Pathways from nearby hotels, restaurants, businesses and residents will link directly
to the Parkway which will include passive recreational uses such as picnic and interpretive areas.
The Mariposa Town Plan envisions that the Parkway will serve to protect and enhance the ecological values of the
Mariposa Creek as a naturally flowing perennial stream with minimal disturbance from adjacent development.
Mariposa Creek is the primary drainage channel for a watershed of approximately 3,000 acres, which includes fairly
large areas of paved surfaces (within the TPA). The project will ensure that banks throughout the proposed park area will
be maintained in a stable condition, which is important to minimize soil erosion and flood damage. The Mariposa Creek
Parkway project will enhance the aesthetic values of the Mariposa Creek by opening up views, softening the appearance
of adjacent commercial areas, and removing invasive, non-native vegetation within and adjacent to the stream channel.
These areas will be revegetated with native species to restore and enhance riparian habitat along the creek.
Current improvements to the overall concept include: the Mariposa Arts Park to include a handicapped accessible trail
between 5th Street and the 4th street alignment, a trail connecting Highway 140 to the Creek along the 4th Street
alignment, a main entrance at the bottom of 5th Street, a creek overlook or plaza area, and a foot bridge crossing the
creek and connecting to the continuation of the trail along the Best Western property. The proposed project
recommends enhancement of these existing improvements.
The Mariposa Town Plan recognizes that a majority of the future development of the Mariposa Creek Parkway will
require acquisition of land along its proposed alignment. The Mariposa Town Plan suggests that the width of the
Parkway will vary depending upon adjacent development, adjacent roadway improvements and characteristics of the
creek channel. For example, the width the easement for Phases I and II is 50 feet from the creek centerline, or 100 feet
overall. The Town Plan recommends that, in general land acquisitions for the park be 50 feet from the edge of the
creek's floodway in order to ensure that adequate buffering between the park and adjacent development. Additional
land may be needed to ensure that there is enough land for parallel trail extensions or loops above the top of the Creek
bank and to enable trail maintenance and increased safety. The Mariposa Town Plan includes prescriptions for trail
design as follows:
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Trail width to accommodate two-way pedestrian and bicycle traffic;



Surfacing for the trail to withstand walkers and runners, bicycles, wheelchairs and strollers;



Accessory improvements to include seating areas, trash receptacles, interpretive exhibits and markers, areas for
passive recreation and possibly a restroom facility;



Main entrances will be recognized and overlooks or widened plaza areas to be included. Along the trail, typical
facilities may include benches or seating areas, trash.



Low level lighting and native landscaping for safety, shade, habitat enhancement and slope stability.



Park features to have a consistent design and consequently the standards of the Historic District may have a parkwide impact.



Parking to be within fairly small and dispersed locations designed to be subordinate to the open space value of the
park.

The Mariposa Creek Parkway project began as a Master Plan and Phase I in the 1980’s, Phase II in the 1990’s, the Arts
Park in 2005, and efforts to move ahead with design and grant funding for Phase III in 2010. With each stage, an
interested and energetic group gathered to further the goals of the original proponents – to provide a recreational and
transportation corridor that celebrates the natural, historical and cultural qualities of the Mariposa Creek corridor.
The current effort to advance the parkway from the end of Phase II at 8th Street to a location close to the Joe Howard
Bridge or Coakely Circle was funded by a Regional Planning Assistance Grant from Caltrans with substantial assistance
from County staff. Interest in the corridor was sparked by work in the community on the Transportation Center
Feasibility Study – Phase 1 and the Economic Vitality Strategy, which prioritized the Mariposa Creek Parkway as an
important link in the overall transportation, recreational, and economic development plans for the County. With a
limited budget to exhaust before the end of the grant period, the County mobilized staff from numerous departments
along with an outside landscape architectural consultant to re-energize the efforts on Phase III with a particular goal to
not only generate a solid Conceptual Plan for the project, but to also position it to move efficiently into permitting,
design and construction of the project.
An important aspect of this project is its context in the community and the ability of the project to benefit and connect
parts of the larger community, including connections to:





parking and transit at the Roadside Rest or YARTS station,
food and dining at nearby stores and restaurants,
the picnic area at the Museum,
historical points of interest at the Museum and Courthouse.

Additionally, the Parkway will be a link in non-motorized travel between residences, businesses downtown, hotels, the
Arts Park and soon to the County Park. All these considerations went into the development of the Phase III Conceptual
Plan.
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II.

PHASE III PLAN BEGINS

Previous concept plans for development of Phase III focused on land that was mostly owned or controlled by the
County. This land included the creek bed itself which is an Open Space Easement of 1.36 acres and a large (2.69 ac)
portion on the northern slope of the creek purchased earlier by the County. Additionally, other adjacent owners had
been approached as part of the 2010 Proposition 50 design and grant writing effort and had shown support for the
project. The grant effort was not successful and efforts to secure the necessary property and easements stalled.
When investigation began anew in 2017, participants were encouraged to consider routes on any property that would
enhance this project. Two new parcels began to generate interest among the participants: property along the South
bank of the creek, belonging to the Fiske family and the flat land just north of the proposed parkway at 8th Street.


Some of the original land purchases and easements for the Parkway originated with the Fiske family. This new piece
borders Mariposa Creek inside the 50 feet setback from the edge of the FEMA flood boundary and contains a MUPD
sewer easement running parallel to the creek which is used informally as a walking path through the private
property. This option gained credibility as County staff and the consulting team realized the ease of developing a
trail in this location compared to previous location traversing the steep slopes above the North side of the Creek.



The second interesting parcel is north of the creek at 8th Street, also within the 50’ creek setback. The owners have
expressed a willingness to consider a portion of the property for Parkway use.

One obstacle to creation of an implementable design was the lack of accurate survey data for the creek corridor coupled
with the lack of accessibility to the site due to the thicket of invasive non-native blackberry. Some survey work in the
Phase III area had been done earlier to establish the property descriptions of the purchase and open space easements
transferred to the County in during the preparation of the Proposition 50 grant. It was difficult to determine by viewing
the extent of the existing easements that were suitable for trail development. In order to get a visual sense of the limits
of the open space easement (the creek bed), the Public Works Department installed flags on most of its property
corners. This visual clue was very helpful to see what land had been previously secured by the County.
Linking the ground to the paper maps to allow development of a Conceptual Plan was a challenge. The consultant and
the County’s GIS department worked to tie together aerial photos, flood maps, historic USGS topography maps, existing
survey data, new survey data and APN property maps. Snapshots of these maps are included in the Appendix, and the
full size maps are in digital files at the Mariposa County Planning Department. The accuracy of these maps is not
guaranteed; however, by using this massaged data, a base file suitable for Conceptual Design was created.
As the project moves toward construction additional site information will be required. Before the design and survey
teams can access the site, a dense, tall thicket of invasive Himalayan Blackberries will be tamed.

III.

PLAN CRITERIA

On morning of May 4, 2017 County staff, consultants and guests met at the Planning Department to review the past
work done on Phase III, available mapping resources and the goals of the County for this phase of the project. Staff
shared previous efforts to connect with adjacent landowners and the manner in which this phase of the project
supports, and is supported by, other efforts being undertaken in the County, particularly the Mariposa Transportation
Center Feasibility Study Phase I and the Economic Vitality Strategy. After the meeting, the team visited the site, viewed
the flags installed by the Public Works Department indicating the corners of surveyed property, and discussed challenges
and opportunities in the corridor.
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Staff and the consultants met with the members of the Citizens’ Advisory Committee (CAC) in the afternoon to learn
more about the community’s vision and concerns about this project. The consultants led the CAC in a visioning exercise
to help list and then prioritize the elements that were utmost in the minds of the CAC. Expectations for grant and
ultimately construction milestones and timelines were also discussed.
The vision of the CAC and County staff were blended to generate the goal statements for the project. The goals adopted
for this project were:



To continue the Mariposa Creek Parkway closer to its ultimate length in a way that showcases and enhances the
spirit of Mariposa.
To create a Mariposa Creek Parkway that furnishes a recreational and transportation resource for residents and
visitors connecting points of interest and destinations in town.

Design criteria were based on the goals of the project and the more specific ideas generated by the CAC. These criteria
included:






Desire to emphasize conservation, natural resources and history.
A concern for safety of the user and resource.
Desire to reflect a theme that enhances a positive view of the town of Mariposa, and not an urban feel.
Connections to previous phases, Highway 49, other parts of the community, transit, and potential future
connections to residential areas such as Idle Wheels.
Provision of amenities such as:
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o

Drinking fountains
Picnic tables, benches and lots of trash cans
Pet waste stations
Play areas for kids, but not structured playgrounds
Signage for wayfinding, interpretation, and rules. These signs could be combined into information kiosks, or
installed like mile markers along the trail.
Public art
Possibly a restroom
Possibly exercise stations
Lighting



Landscape development, including some meadow-like areas for lounging. Keen interest in native plant materials,
plants that attract birds and butterflies, and eradication/control of the berries and dead trees;



A concern that the landscape should be open enough along the trail to make the trail feel safe;



Trail should be paved and bicycle and stroller friendly. A dual-surface (both asphalt and DG for various users) might
be considered;



Maintenance is a major concern and the parkway should be designed to minimize the need for on-going
maintenance.

A summary of all the items identified in the visioning exercise is included in the Appendix A.
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During consideration of overall concepts County staff contacted adjacent property owners and generally discovered
much support for the project. Those who had been contacted during the earlier planning effort remain amenable to
participating in the Phase III project, and letters of support have been provided by property owners and potential
partners. It is quite likely that boundaries of the Parkway will be wide enough to accommodate the trail, trail meanders,
and areas needed to enhance safety and to enable appropriate maintenance and upkeep. Therefore,
letters of support are not intended to advocate for a particular design solution, as it is recognized that extensive survey,
design and some engineering will be necessary to determine the final Parkway boundaries.
Nonetheless, with guidance from the Advisory Committee, expressions of support from neighbors, and new base
material generated by the consultant, County GIS staff, and Public Works Departments, the consultants proceeded with
the design of three alternatives for the trail alignment.

IV.

ALIGNMENT ATERNATIVES

Three alignment scenarios were generated by the consultants for review by County staff and the CAC. Alternatives
reflected three approaches to the alignment of the trail that would or could be influenced by:


the availability of property which the trail could legally traverse;



cost factors driven by length, width and difficulty of construction of the trail; and



the ultimate vision of how the trail would be used (a through-route or a loop trail) and its connections to the larger
community.

The three alternatives are included in Appendix C. In summary, the features of each are as follows:
Alternative One “Out and Back”:
This alternative was the shortest and used mostly land on the north side of the creek already available to the County. It
began at a connection with 8th Street uphill from the low-water bridge, traveled westward and looped back to the
beginning location. Other features included a trail constructed of Decomposed Granite (DG), approximately .3 miles
long, allowing for a .4 mile out-and- back walk.
Pros: takes advantage of the attractive and partially shady “shelf” area of the site on land mostly owned by the County;
Cons: Short and doesn’t connect to a future section of the parkway, or to sites in the rest of Mariposa. Not suitable for
bike riding unless paved and difficult to supervise from a vehicle.
Alternative Two “Out and Up”:
This alternative began similar to the route of Alternative One, also on the north side of the creek, and when it reached
the steep slope below the Pioneer Market it skirts the slope on a boardwalk or cut slope heading west until it connects
to the sidewalk on Coakley Circle near the O’Reilly’s Auto Parts. It also offers a trail that heads up the hill, connecting
with a proposed easement between the market and O’Reilly’s to connect to Coakley Circle. Other features include:




The main part of the trail would be asphalt, and DG would be used on steeper or narrower sections.
The trail from 8th Street to the portal on Joe Howard Street would be approximately .4 miles.
Stairs are proposed to exit the creek corridor behind the Pioneer Market.
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Pros: This alternative is primarily on parcels already considered for inclusion in the project, and it provides a good
connection to the Coakley Circle commercial area.
Cons: The side slope portion of the trail could become quite expensive to construct, and may be difficult or impossible
to provide full ADA-compliance. Maintenance could be more expensive, and the route is not easily integrated into the
larger bicycle plans for the community.
Alternative Three “Out and Over”:
Alternative Three was considered the most expansive option because the alignment is principally located on property
not controlled by the County. This alternative’s primary trail would be the easiest and probably least expensive to build.
Features of Alternative Three include:


The trail was proposed to enter the corridor at 8th Street, travel on the north side of the creek until a point about
below Pioneer Market where the land gets steep,



The trail would cross the creek via a footbridge and continue west to a portal near the Joe Howard Street bridge.



A second part of this alternative was to add the portion of the trail from the bridge back easterly to 8th Street.



The total length of trail shown in this alternative is approximately .6 miles.

Pros: This alternative meets the goal to provide a route that connects the previous phases of the Mariposa Creek
Parkway to the start of a future phase. The trail would be suitable for bicycles and would be reasonably easy to
supervise.
Cons: This alternative does not include a connection to the town at its midpoint, such as at Pioneer Market, and at the
time the southern route easement was not guaranteed. At the time of this report, this route is anticipated but still not
definite.
After some deliberation, the CAC recommended a hybrid plan incorporating principal design elements of both
Alternatives One and Three. The CAC’s design directive was to:


Establish a trail along the south side of the creek. The original direction from the CAC was that the surface of this
trail would be decomposed granite (DG). Over the course of the project, this has been changed to asphalt to provide
better long-term maintenance, with DG as a phasing option if funding is not available for the paved surface;



Establish a paved trail on the north side with enhanced amenities similar to the previous phases;



Include secondary trails, a natural play area and possible beach on the north side immediately prior to the bridge;



Establish some kind of secondary connection to Coakley Circle near the Pioneer Market or Post Office.
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V.

FEATURES OF THE PROPOSED PHASE III CONCEPTUAL DESIGN

The plan for the proposed Conceptual Design for Phase III is included in the attachments. The proposed plan
incorporates all of the elements recommended by the Mariposa Town Plan including:








Access via formal trail heads and footbridges;
Trail design to include plazas, overlooks;
Parking within small, dispersed parking areas;
Ancillary improvements with seating, lighting, trash receptacles, restrooms;
Multi-use considerations in surfacing for walkers, runners, bicyclists, strollers;
Passive recreation (resting, picnic and interpretive natural play areas); and
Riparian and upland habitat conservation and enhancement

The highlights of the plan include the following:


The primary pathway is shown as an asphalt surface 10 feet wide for use by both pedestrians and bicycles.
Selection of asphalt for this surface provides a more easily maintained surface which will remain ADA compliant over
time. If necessary for funding reasons, a DG surface would be a functional interim solution and could be considered
a base to future asphalt.



Several culverts under the south side trail will be required to accommodate drainage from offsite. An unknown
number of culverts, boardwalks or other crossings may be required on the north side.



As shown on the plans the paved south side trail is approximately 1865’ long and the paved north side trail is
approximately 980 feet long. Together the two trails provide approximately one-half miles of walking/biking
surface.



The secondary decomposed granite trails on the north side will be determined at a later time based on the
opportunities and limitations presented by the creek environment. These decomposed granite trails will access the
north side amenities, including picnicking, bench overlooks, places to access the creek or areas designed for play for
youth.



A trailhead with user amenities is proposed for the flat area north of the low water bridge on 8th Street. This area,
which may be a project unto itself in support of the parkway efforts, would provide a small parking area, major entry
point to the Parkway with interpretive, regulatory and wayfinding signage, and possibly a restroom and picnic
shelter. This area is envisioned to be a good gathering point for educational or tourist tours of the creek corridor, an
enjoyable mid-point rest area for walkers and bicyclists traveling from points west to the Arts Park, into town, or to
the County Park.



There are two overlooks attached to the main southern trail, and one “remote” overlook projecting out to the edge
of the waterway. The attached overlooks provide a gathering place for families and small groups, and the remote
overlook offers users an opportunity to look up and down the creek from a location slightly elevated over the water.
All the overlooks will be furnished with benches and trash receptacles. The plan also illustrates a few bench
locations which are simply a seating area off but adjacent to the trail for momentary resting. The precise location of
these seating areas will be confirmed during the future design phase(s) of the project based on shade and view.



Two bridges are included in the Conceptual Plan for Phase III. The required height and length of these bridges is
unknown at this point but will be determined during final design with the additional information regarding
anchoring options for the bridges, high flow elevations and so on. Though the final design of the bridges is yet to be
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determined, they are shown at this time as suspension-style bridges. This type of bridge has a light footprint on the
creek environment and can possibly span a good distance. In addition, the structure of the bridge is interesting and
could be designed to provide an invitation to the parkway from surrounding streets.


A third bridge at the trailhead is possible but not shown at this time. It would offer visitors a way to access both
sides of the parkway without walking on the narrow 8th Street low water bridge.



A connection to a stairway up the steep slope below Pioneer Market is shown on the Conceptual Plan as a desired
feature but one that will take more investigation to see if it is feasible. This walkway would not be ADA-compliant
but would offer a good connection to the community assets on and near Coakley Circle. The route would connect
the top of the stairs to Coakley Circle and is highlighted by wayfinding and orientation signage.



The paved trails would be designed to be fully ADA-compliant. The DG trails would also be designed to be
universally accessible, but their compliance with ADA is partially determined by their level of maintenance. Stairs to
Joe Howard Street or up to the Pioneer Market would not be accessible, though if possible some accommodation to
ease their use by those pushing bicycles or strollers could be designed into the structure.



The CAC expressed the desire for lighting along the trail. While not shown throughout the alignment, the intention
to install lighting at the portals is indicated on the plan. Consideration of the desirability of nighttime lighting on the
trail should be considered and if desired, locations can be plotted and at the least conduit laid during construction of
the trail.



Site amenities such as benches, trash receptacles, dog-care stations, drinking fountains, picnic tables, and signage
are anticipated to be included in the project, with the final number and locations to be determined during final
design.



The west end of the trail is anchored by a bridge and connection to Coakely Circle just downhill of the O’Reilly’s Auto
Parts store. The path includes both a stairway to walk directly up to the city sidewalk as well as a ramped walkway
to provide ADA, stroller and bicycle access. This portal design would include signage and some celebration of this
entry to the parkway. It also assumes that the County will extend the public sidewalk on Joe Howard Street
between the O’Reilly’s and the existing bridge at Joe Howard Street.

VI.

PROPOSED ENHANCEMENTS TO PRIOR PHASES

Along with development of a Conceptual Plan for Phase III, the consultants, in collaboration with County staff, toured
Phase I and II of the Parkway with an eye towards developing a schedule of enhancements that would expand the utility
and attractiveness of these prior phases. Enhancements to Phases I and II include the following:

Phase I and the Arts Park:
The enhancements to Phase I seek to improve access and visibility from Charles Street/Highway 140/49, and to expand
the capacity and utility of the Arts Park. The enhancements include:


Add terrace seating on the upper level slope now covered with rosemary shrubs. The terraces would add seating
capacity on the upper slope without sacrificing lawn area. The terraces are envisioned as low stone or concrete
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walls backfilled and planted with turf or another surface suitable for seating. It appears three to four terraces would
be possible. Some pruning of downhill trees and shrubs may be required to create views of the stage area.


Revise the interface between the Arts Park and the highway:
o
o
o
o
o

Consider raising walls in some spots and replacing vine-covered fencing to reduce highway noise in the park
The raised wall may provide a space for attractive signage
Continue the wall closer to 4th Street and bend it around the entry, highlighting the entry to the park.
Consider raising the existing Arts Park sign and rotating toward inbound traffic, or making it two sided.
Add a walkway on the shelf behind the wall at the top of the slope that descends toward the Cal Trans drainage
structure where it would turn and descend via steps to the park on the east side of the 911 monument.



Add a split-rail type fence on the 4th Street side of the planters along 4th Street in the park. Children play in this area
and a conflict with traffic is a concern. There is a concrete rail fence that looks very similar to wood and will be
maintenance-free for a long while. This product should be investigated.



There are opportunities to replant several areas in the park where trees and shrubs have been lost, including:
o

Behind the stage (in areas that are not used for dancing) which improves the view of the back of the stage.
Additionally, a designated parking spot for service and delivery vehicles should be established, protected with
boulders, and marked (with paint and/or signage) to keep vehicles out of the planted areas.

o

Along the front of the stage some turf could be added (and irrigated) if the DG walkway in that area is not
needed.

o

Small numbers of plants could be added in locations currently bare of material. These areas are indicated on the
plan.



There are spaces at the rear of the site that would be good for a new picnic tables. These spots are shown on the
plan.



The request has been made to add a sound system to the park to help sound reach the furthest parts of the park.
This addition, coupled with the expanded terrace seating and sound blocking wall changes would make more areas
of the park available for attendees at park events.

Phase II:
The primary enhancement proposed for Phase II involves adding planting, especially trees, to the south side of the trail
to create a more “parkway” appearance. Currently this area is used for quite a bit of haphazard on-street parking. With
some structuring of the parking, trees and shrubs could be added to this area which would enhance the appearance of
the trail and provide shade for parkway users.
County staff has indicated that there are plans to widen Stroming Road and move the alignment of 8th Street. This
realignment would necessitate the removal of some plantings and boulders. The County would be in the best position
to decide whether the likelihood and timing of these improvements would preclude this new planting, or whether
careful selection of tree locations could anticipate the future improvements. The planting scheme shown in the plan set
is conceptual and could easily be adjusted to reflect this new information if it exists.
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The new plantings of trees and some shrubs along the Phase II trail between Stroming Road and Mariposa Creek
features native large shade trees and smaller native flowering trees protected from vehicles by locally sourced
boulders. These boulders would be located to define reasonable parking areas and to protect tree areas.
Additionally, toward the west there is a significant grade difference between the trail and the roadway. This grade
change could serve to enhance the user’s experience on the trail if it were planted with native shrubs and trees,
dotted with groups of protective boulders and possibly defined on the uphill side by bollards or a rail fence. The
portion designated for parking should be graded to an appropriate cross-slope for parking.



It is reasonable to assume the irrigation system installed per the 2000 Phase II plans has the capacity to service this
new area. It is unknown whether the existing system on the creek side is in need of repair or upgrade after 17 years.



The Master Gardeners are doing an excellent job maintaining and interpreting the existing plantings on the creek
side. They should be approached to see if they would expand their outreach to include this new area.



The original Master Plan for this section (drawn in 1999) included soft (DG or similar) trails on the north side of the
creek potentially connecting to the backs of the motels on the highway and to the parkway via a low-water bridge or
stepping stones. These trails opened up areas for summer and fall picnicking and created a good connection to the
parkway from the community. This feature is still a valid idea and would be a nice enhancement to the project.



When the bridge across the creek to the parking on 5th Street was installed there was a good backdrop of trees
behind the landing on the south side. These trees should be replanted to call attention to the crossing and to
provide shade. Additionally there is a narrow parkway in the Stroming Road extension leading up to the bridge from
6th Street. This parkway should be planted with several small trees, such as Redbuds to continue the parkway theme
to the bridge.



The Transportation Center Feasibility Plan proposes a new vehicle bridge across the creek between the pedestrian
bridge and the 6th Street vehicle bridge. If this project comes to pass, the County should investigate expanding the
new vehicle bridge to graciously accommodate pedestrians and bicycles. This would allow the County to remove the
existing pedestrian bridge (assuming it is still structurally sound enough) and utilize it upstream for use in another
location.

VII.

IMPLEMENTATION STRATEGIES: PARTNERSHIPS AND FUNDING

Partnerships:
Partnerships with others in the community will be critical to the execution of the plans for Phase III of the Parkway as
well as for future phases and enhancements to the built sections. Partnerships offer many advantages, including:


Providing a conduit for input from the larger community and interest groups at every level;



Building a constituency that will support the project as it matures and requires both advocacy and TLC;



Diversifying the talent available to the project for efforts ranging from organization of community work days to grant
writing; and



Demonstrating to funders that the project is broadly supported in the community
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The Mariposa Creek Parkway is widely supported in the community and has already established many valued
partnerships. This new effort gives the County the opportunity to utilize this Phase III Conceptual Plan as a call to action
for local residents and an invitation to participate in making the project come to life. The County should consider the
following approaches to reach out to, inform and excite residents, civic groups and other potential project partners.


Prepare a graphic brochure to highlight the overall project and specific components that can be independently
implemented and use it as a project marketing tool;



Prepare and update website content with graphics, phasing and specific project components and cross market with
social media accounts, as well as via the Chamber of Commerce and other potential partner email lists;



Present a summary of the Conceptual Plan and a call for participation to local civic groups, such as Rotary, Kiwanis
and Lions, as well as the Chamber of Commerce, Yosemite/Mariposa Tourism Bureau, and Sierra Foothill
Conservancy. The civic groups have a history of sponsoring or funding community improvement projects, and they
can be great assets in mobilizing for specific elements of Phase III;



Prepare and install an outdoor sign with a graphic of the planned Phase III project at the existing access points to
Mariposa Creek Parkway to inform current trail users of the intent to develop the next phase. The sign should also
include a web address to a project page and a QR code for mobile users to get more information and sign up for
announcements;



Utilize members of the Parks and Recreation Commission to engage with local groups as part of a Speakers’ Bureau
to share information about Phase III, seek volunteers for the effort and explore funding and partnership
opportunities. Groups could include local civic groups, scout troops, PTAs and business associations; and



Undertake a public relations and social media campaign.

The County is investigating a major partnership with the Sierra Foothill Conservancy to participate in the implementation
of the Conceptual Plan for Phase III of the parkway. The SFC could be particularly helpful in the following roles:


Working with County staff, the SFC can use their experience in consolidating property for conservation and
recreation to help establish agreements with nearby landowners that meet the needs and goals of all concerned;



The SFC has relationships with funders and with permitting agencies that they are willing to exercise to help the
County apply for grants and permits for the project;



The SFC has offered to participate in outreach and advocacy on behalf of the project, and can offer educational and
programming expertise.

Adjacent landowners form another important partnership with the project. Future use and development of the corridor
are impactful on their property. Respect for their concerns and their reciprocal support of the project is of keen interest
to the success of the project.
Funding:
Funding the design and construction of the third section of the Mariposa Creek Parkway is a challenge that remains on
the horizon. There are many sources of funds that could be used to build the parkway, from local General Fund
allocations to private donations to grant programs at the state or federal level. Appendix E includes a discussion of
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many of these options. Additionally, the Appendix includes a spreadsheet highlighting various funding opportunities
from the U.S. Department of Transportation referenced by types of projects.
The Conceptual Plan for Phase III is designed for opportunistic construction based on the availability of grants, local
funds, private donations or other resources. The project is broken into pieces that could be funded in whole or in part,
depending on the program. While it is always hoped that funding can be assembled to design and construct the entire
Phase III, the project can move ahead with smaller grants each moving the project toward the final vision of the
Conceptual Plan. For example, partial funding of the trail could begin by building the trail on just one side of the creek.
Small amounts of monies from smaller granting agencies could provide funds for revegation or tree planting. Healthrelated agencies may have funding for exercise stations or signage highlighting walking routes. Smaller grants may be
able to fund the supplies needed to host a community event to plant trees or pull weeds. Individuals may offer to
finance the purchase of a bench or picnic table to honor a loved one.
The Appendix includes a comprehensive list of funding sources, and below are some options that may be particularly
appropriate:
 For Land Acquisition:


General Fund;



Transient Occupancy Taxes;



Land and Water Conservation Fund, a National Park Service program administered by the State Parks;



Cal Fire Green Innovations Grant Program; and



California Natural Resources Agency offers several grant that include acquisition, including the California River
Parkways Grant Program.

 For Pre-Construction Activities - such as cultural surveys, topographic surveys, design and engineering, grant writing,
permitting and environmental document preparation:


There are very few granting agencies that fund pre-construction activities for a proposed project. Cal Fire has
offered planning grants in the past.



California Department of Fish and Wildlife offers a restoration grant funded by Proposition 1 that may be
applicable for some of the clearing of invasives and replanting of natives. Depending on funding from the
legislature, the grant is offered annually with a mid-July deadline.



Many of the grants for development of the river trails will allow agencies to budget up to a certain amount
(often 25%) for design and engineering. Some non-reimbursable design prior to the grant application (such as
this Conceptual Plan) is essential, however, in securing the grant as it clearly demonstrates the scope of the
work and makes the budget request far more realistic.



Community partners such as utility companies may offset some of their fees as charitable donations to the
community. Likewise, a larger organization such as a bank or hospital may wish to be a primary partner by
sponsoring some of the unfunded pre-design work. Donations of this kind can help with later grant-seeking by
serving as matching funds.
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CCC (California Conservation Corps) or CDC (California Dept of Corrections) can provide aid at reduced costs for
clearing and land preparation.

 For Project Construction:


Most of the grants listed in the Appendix support actual construction of the project.



Transportation Grants, such as from CalTrans, have funding available for trails.
o
o

Bicycle Transportation Account Program
Active Transportation Program



Natural Resource Grants, particularly from the State Natural Resources Agency and State Parks are one of the
best sources of funding for river development projects.



Local groups may be able to help with specific tasks, such as tree planting. The high school may be able to grow
plant material for the project or construct the benches or kiosks.

 For Enhancements – such as specific elements like site furnishings, signage, plants and irrigation, and for additions to
the previous phases.


Several of the Cal Fire grants are specifically for trees. Their programs also help fund other planting that help
with greenhouse gas reduction. Whether a project is a rural community with plenty of trees will be competitive
for these grants is unknown at this time.



Some smaller foundations with focused giving will fund specific items – items made from recycled materials
from Solid Waste organizations and agencies, interpretive signage from Audubon Society or Native Plant groups,
health-related signage or activity stations from healthcare providers, etc. Public safety organizations may have
funding for items that increase safety, such as lighting or emergency call boxes.



Local entities such as service clubs, family foundations, and individuals can play an important role in the project,
especially coupled with additional funding support from larger agencies like state grants or County funds.



Eagle Scout (Boy Scouts) and Gold Award (Girl Scouts) projects



County General Funds

In an effort to focus County resources, the following grants represents the consultants’ condensed list of granting
sources to place at the top of the list to consider in more depth and pursue:


California River Parkways Grant Program



Recreational Trails Program Grant



Habitat Conservation Fund



Kaiser Permanente Healthy Environments – Community Benefit Programs
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IX. NEXT STEPS
The implementation of Phase III of Mariposa Creek Parkway will depend on many items including availability of property,
availability of funding, available of talent, and the commitment of the community. At the point when these issues are
resolved enough to begin, the process leading to dedication day could look something like the following. Months listed
assume a start date of July 1.
Month 1 and 2 (August - September)
A. Present Conceptual Plan to Local Transportation Commission/Board of Supervisors and obtain approval to proceed
with development of the project.
B. Application for Stream Alteration Permit to allow berry removal which will facilitate complete survey of both sides of
the creek. The permit is available from California Department of Fish and Wildlife. The fee is a percentage of the
cost of the activity, with approximately $550 the minimum, and the cost for preparation of the application (by a
consultant) is approximately $2,000. In some cases the permit must be preceded by a biological survey and CEQA.
C. Share plans with and obtain letters of support from participating landowners. Draft Memorandums of
Understanding with Sierra Foothill Conservancy and Mariposa Public Utility District to establish primary partnerships
with these entities.
D. Identify and obtain funding for the pre-construction/pre-grant activities listed in item F.
E. (Early in Month 2) Thin vegetation per the Stream Alteration Permit. This work is limited to certain months
(generally starting in August until weather and creek flow prevent access). Anticipate two weeks of a CDC crew at
$200/day per crew (June 2017 estimate).
F. As soon as site is cleared proceed with:


Survey for verification of property agreements



Additional survey as required for CEQA or permit applications



Have the design team flag the proposed trail and locations of bridges and other features, make adjustments, and
add trail and features to the topographic survey. A new Schematic Design based on the topographic survey
should be prepared.



Total cost for item F work is to be determined.

G. Prepare option agreements, appraisals, easement documents, descriptions, etc. as required to secure property.
Month 3-4 (September and October)
H. Topographic survey, cultural resource survey, and geotechnical survey (if required for bridge footings or pathway
paving cross-sections). Biological survey has a target for field work timing, generally spring.
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I.

Prepare Grant Applications for design, engineering and construction. Generally grant applications require that
property is under control of the applicant and that environmental documents are done or at least underway before
grant applications will be considered. This fact puts the item F work items on the critical path.

J.

The design team should further refine designs and cost estimates to support the specific requirements and limits of
each specific grant application.

Month 5-10 (November through April)
K. Design and engineering
L. Apply for and receive permits from State and Federal agencies required for construction (Stream Alteration Permits,
404 permits, etc.)
Months 11 – 17 (May through November)
M. Construction contracting and construction. Access to the creek corridor may be limited until August to protect
nesting birds.
Month 18 (December)
N. Dedication
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Mariposa Creek Parkway
Funding Alternatives
Mariposa County possesses a range of local funding tools that could be accessed for the benefit of
growing, developing and maintaining the Mariposa Creek Parkway. The sources listed below
represent likely potential sources, but some also may be dedicated for numerous other local
purposes which limit applicability and usage. Additionally, several state and federal grant programs
are available on a competitive basis, including California State Parks, LWCF, CDBG and FAST Act.
However, pursuing grants is not a panacea for trail system funding, since grants are both
competitive and often require a significant percentage of local funds to match the request to the
granting agency, which depending on the grant program can be as much as 50% of the total project
budget. The County should continue to leverage its local resources to the greatest extent by
pursuing grants independently and in cooperation with other local partners.

Local Funding Options
General Obligation Bond
Cities, counties and some special districts can issue bonds if approved by two-thirds of the
electorate (general bond) or by the parties subject to the assessment/fee (limited obligation bonds).
Bonds, whether general obligation bonds or limited obligation bonds, provide a revenue stream into
ready capital that can be used acquisition or improvement of parks.

1975 Quimby Act
The Quimby Act fees under the Subdivision Map Act (California Government Code §66477)
authorizes a city or county to adopt (by ordinance) a program to require the dedication of land or
payment of fees in lieu thereof or a combination of both for park and recreation facilities as a
condition of approval on new, subdivided residential development. The Quimby fee program must
include standards that relate to the proportion of subdivision acreage and its density. Standards
must be established for parks and recreation facilities in the jurisdiction’s adopted general plan or a
specific parks plan and can only be used for developing new or rehabilitating existing facilities that
will serve that future population. The Quimby Act authorizes a mitigation rate up to five acres of
park area per 1,000 subdivision residents. If park services are provided by an entity other than the
city or county (such as a park district), the Quimby Act is applied jointly by the city or county and the
entity providing park services. The Quimby Act does not apply to commercial or industrial
subdivisions. Quimby fees cannot be used for maintenance or operations. If a developer improves
parkland or provides recreational equipment, the value of the improvements and equipment must
be counted as a credit toward the total fee or dedication. Fees collected under the Quimby Act must
be used within five years or refunded.

1987 Mitigation Fee Act
The 1987 Mitigation Fee Act (AB1600 et seq.) enables the establishment of a development impact
fee program that sets a monetary extraction in connection with an approval of a development
project for the specific purpose of defraying all or a portion of the cost of public facilities directly
related to that development project. The Mitigation Fee Act allows for fees to be charged to all new
development that increases the need for capital facilities. These park impact fees can apply to new
residential and nonresidential development to fund a share of future parks and recreation capital
facilities investments. The fee program must be carefully planned to establish the appropriate
formula for calculating the new developments “fair share” contribution to future improvements in
parks and recreation capital facilities. Key requirements of the Mitigation Fee Act for establishing
the scope and amount of the fee structure dictate that the fees are only targeted for capital facility
and infrastructure improvements, cannot fund existing needs and must be based on a rational nexus
to the new development’s impact on existing services. The impact fee is set to cover the parks and
recreation facilities investments that will maintain citywide capital facilities standards as new growth
occurs. Most jurisdictions have developed fee programs that do not impose the maximum allowable
fee after making comparisons with other California communities and seeking to balance the cost
burdens that new fees place on new development. The Mitigation Fee Act requires that the collected
fees must be expended on or designated for planned future park and recreation projects within five
years after deposit of the fee or the funds must be refunded.

Special Tax
A special tax is applied to a particular purpose and can provide a secure stream of revenue. A special
park district imposes a tax for park purposes, as an example. A special tax requires a two-thirds
approval by the electorate rather than a simple majority vote. Parcel taxes are a form of special tax
imposed on property owners and collected along with property taxes by a county. The revenue from
a parcel tax can be used for operations and maintenance.

Transaction and Use Taxes
These taxes can be imposed by a city or county for local purposes, such as parks, recreation and
open space. A two-thirds vote by the elected body is required to put the proposed tax on the ballot.
If it is for park purposes, it is considered a special tax and requires approval by two-thirds of the
voters. The revenues can be used for park purposes including operations and maintenance. If
acquisition or development needs additional capital, the tax revenues can be used to secure bonds.

Utility User Taxes, Transient Occupancy Taxes, and Business License Taxes
These other kinds of special taxes can be imposed by cities or counties for dedicated revenues to
parks. Whether the tax source comes from utility users, hotel or other short-term visitors, or
business licensing, the revenues from these taxes can be used for any park purposes.

Federal Sources Grants and Programs
Overview:

U.S. Department of Transportation - Bicycle and Pedestrian Programs
For a comprehensive overview of pedestrian and bicycle funding opportunities offered through the
U.S. Department of Transportation, review the attached matrix addressing U.S. Department of
Transportation Transit, Highway, and Safety Fund.
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bicycle_pedestrian/funding/funding_opportunities.cfm
Federal pedestrian and bicycle grants are awarded through CalTrans. Typically, eligible projects have been
previously identified through a CalTrans District 10 evaluation and ranking process. Check with Caltrans,
District 10 Transportation Planning Program for more information on the federal transportation grants
application process.
http://www.dot.ca.gov/transplanning/

Specific Programs:

Fixing America's Surface Transportation Act (FAST Act)
The FAST Act, which replaced Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-21) in 2015,
provides long-term funding certainty for surface transportation projects, meaning states and local
governments can move forward with critical transportation projects with the confidence that they
will have a Federal partner over the long term (at least five years). The law makes changes and
reforms to many Federal transportation programs, including streamlining the approval processes for
new transportation projects and providing new safety tools.
https://www.transportation.gov/fastact

Surface Transportation Block Grant (STBGP)
The FAST Act expanded the existing Surface Transportation Program (STP) into the Surface
Transportation Block Grant Program (STBGP) which p laces more decision-making power in the
hands of state and local governments. The FAST Act simplifies the list of uses eligible for program
funds and increases the ways that funds can be used for local roads and rural minor collectors. The
Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) is a set-aside program of this block grant. The new
program requires 55% of program funds be distributed within each state on the basis of population,
compared to 50% under STP. In California, STBGP is allocated through the Regional Surface
Transportation Program (RSTP). The TAP program is allocated through the Active Transportation
Program (CATP).
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/transprog/federal/rstp/Official_RSTP_Web_Page.htm

Active Transportation Program
With the consolidation of federal funding sources in MAP-21 and again under the FAST Act, the
California State Legislature has consolidated a number of state-funded programs centered on active
transportation into a single program. The resulting Active Transportation Program (ATP)
consolidated the federal programs, Bicycle Transportation Account, the Safe Routes to Schools
Program, and the Recreational Trails Program. The ATP's authorizing legislation (signed into law by
the Governor on September 26, 2013) also includes placeholder language to allow the ATP to receive
funding from the newly established Cap-and-Trade Program in the future. The California
Transportation Commission writes guidelines and allocates funds for the ATP, while the ATP will be
administered by the Caltrans Division of Local Assistance.
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LocalPrograms/atp/index.html

State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP)
Funds new construction projects that add capacity to the transportation network. STIP consists of
two components, Caltrans' Interregional Transportation Improvement Program (ITIP) and regional
transportation planning agencies' Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP). STIP
funding is a mix of state, federal, and local taxes and fees. Bicycle and pedestrian projects may be
programmed under ITIP and RTIP.
http://www.catc.ca.gov/programs/stip.htm

Highway Safety Improvement Program
The FAST Act eliminates the ability of states to shift funds designated for infrastructure safety
programs to behavioral or educational activities, ensuring resources remain in construction-related
programs. It also designates several new safety improvements eligible for funding including vehicleto-infrastructure communication and roadway improvements that provide separation between
pedestrians and motor vehicles.
With regard to unpaved roads, the FAST Act allows states to "opt out" of collecting safety inventory
data for unpaved/gravel roads if certain conditions are met, as long as the states continue to collect
data related to serious crashes and fatalities. It also requires that U.S. DOT to review data and report
to Congress on best practices for roadway infrastructure improvements that enhance commercial
motor vehicle safety. HSIP is a data-driven funding program, and eligible projects must be identified
through analysis of crash experience, crash potential, crash rate, or other similar metrics.
Infrastructure and non-infrastructure projects are eligible for HSIP funds. Bicycle and pedestrian
safety improvements, enforcement activities, traffic calming projects, and crossing treatments for
active transportation users in school zones are examples of eligible projects. All HSIP projects must
be consistent with the state's Strategic Highway Safety Plan. In California, HSIP is administered by
Caltrans.
http://dot.ca.gov/hq/LocalPrograms/hsip.html

Rivers, Trails, and Conservation Assistance Program
The Rivers, Trails and Conservation Assistance Program (RTCA) is the community assistance arm of
the National Park Service. RTCA provides technical assistance to communities in order to preserve
open space and develop trails. The assistance that RTCA provides is not for infrastructure, but rather
building plans, engaging public participation, and identifying other sources of funding for
conversation and outdoor recreation projects.
https://www.nps.gov/orgs/rtca/index.htm

Recreational Trails Program Grant
The RTP is a state-administered local assistance program of the U.S. Department of Transportation’s
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA). Non-motorized RTP Projects are administered by the Office
of Grants and Local Services (OGALS). Motorized Projects are administered by the Off-Highway
Motor Vehicle Recreation Division (OHMVR). The RTP provides funds to the States to develop and
maintain recreational trails and trails-related facilities for motorized and non-motorized recreational
trail uses.
www.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=24324

Land and Water Conservation Fund
The Land and Water Conservation Fund is a federal program that provides grants for planning and
acquiring outdoor recreation areas and facilities, including trails. The fund is administered by the
California State Parks Department. Cities, counties, and districts authorized to acquire and develop
park and recreation space are eligible for grant funding. Projects must be consistent with the
outdoor recreation goals and objectives stated in the Statewide Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation
Plan and elements of local comprehensive land use plans and park master plans. A 50% match is
required from all successful applicants of non-federal funds, in-kind services and/or materials.
https://www.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=21360
http://www.parks.ca.gov/pages/1008/files/lwcf_application_guide_for_local_agencies_draft_8.24.1
5_map_incl_revised_12.9.15.pdf

Community Development Block Grants
These funds are awarded to cities and urban counties for housing and community development
projects. The major objectives for the CDBG program are to meet the needs of low and moderate
income populations, eliminate and prevent the creation of slums and blight and meet other urgent
community development needs. The project lead will need to confirm that the project is within an
area that is eligible for funding.
https://portal.hud.gov/hudportal/HUD?src=/program_offices/comm_planning/communitydevelopm
ent/programs

Community Transformation Grants
No longer funded
https://www.cdc.gov/nccdphp/dch/programs/ctgcommunities/ctg-communities.htm

National Scenic Byways Program
No longer funded
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/hep/scenic_byways/grants/

State Sources
Caltrans Planning Grants
Caltrans also administers the Transportation Planning Grant Program that funds projects to improve
mobility and lead to the planning, programming, and implementation of transportation
improvement projects. For FY 2017-18, the Sustainable Transportation Planning Grant program has
$9.3 million available for transportation planning projects statewide.
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/grants.html

Environmental Justice Grant Program
The Environmental Justice (EJ) Grant Program promotes the involvement of low-income, minority
communities, and Native American tribal governments in the planning for transportation projects. EJ
grants have a clear focus on transportation and community development issues to prevent or
mitigate disproportionate, negative impacts while improving mobility, access, safety, and
opportunities for affordable housing and economic development. Grants are available to cities,
counties. transit districts, and tribal governments.
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/offices/ocp/cbtp.html

Community Based Transportation Planning Grant Program
The Community-Based Transportation Planning (CBTP) grant program promotes transportation and
land use planning projects that encourage community involvement and partnership. These grants
include community and key stakeholder input, collaboration, and consensus building through an
active public engagement process. CBTP grants support livable and sustainable community concepts
with a transportation or mobility objective to promote community identity and quality of life.
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/offices/ocp/cbtp.html

Petroleum Violation Escrow Account
In the late 1970s, a series of federal court decisions against selected United States oil companies
ordered refunds to the states for price overcharges on crude oil and refined petroleum products
during a period of price control regulations. To qualify for Petroleum Violation Escrow Account
(PVEA) funding, a project must save or reduce energy and provide a direct public benefit within a
reasonable time frame, including public transportation. In California, Caltrans Division of Local
Assistance administers funds for transportation-related PVEA projects. PVEA funds do not require a
match and can be used as match for additional federal funds.
PVEA funds must be allocated to transportation projects through special legislation carried in behalf
of Caltrans for inclusion in the Budget Act or for allocation to local agencies. Upon legislative
approval, the Department of Finance determines which specific court case has funds available to
fund the project. Each project must be submitted as a proposal to the California Energy Commission
and approved by the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE). Funds can only be encumbered following
DOE approval.
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LocalPrograms/lam/lagb/tfog.pdf

Environmental Enhancement and Mitigation Funds
The Environmental Enhancement Mitigation Program (EEMP) provides grant opportunities for
projects that indirectly mitigate environmental impacts of new transportation facilities. Projects
should fall into one of the following three categories: highway landscaping and urban forestry,
resource lands projects, or roadside recreation facilities. Funds are available for land acquisition and
construction. The local Caltrans district must support the project.
http://resources.ca.gov/grants/environmental-enhancement-and-mitigation-eem/

Transportation Development Act (TDA)
The Transportation Development Act (TDA) provides two major sources of funding for public
transportation: the Local Transportation Fund (LTF) and the State Transit Assistance fund (STA).
These funds are for the development and support of public transportation needs that exist in
California and are allocated to areas of each county based on population, taxable sales and transit
performance. Some counties have the option of using LTF for local streets and roads projects, if they
can show there are no unmet transit needs.
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/MassTrans/State-TDA.html

Bicycle Transportation Account Program
The Bicycle Transportation Account (BTA) is an annual program providing state funds for city and
county projects that improve safety and convenience for bicycle commuters. In accordance with the
Streets and Highways Code (SHC) Section 890-892 - California Bicycle Transportation Act, projects
must be designed and developed to achieve the functional commuting needs and physical safety of
all bicyclists. Local agencies first establish eligibility by preparing and adopting a Bicycle
Transportation Plan (BTP) that complies with SHC Section 891.2. The BTP must be approved by the
local agency’s Regional Transportation Planning Agency.

www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LocalPrograms/bta/btawebPage.htm

Proposition 1 Restoration Grant Programs
Proposition 1 provides funding to meet California Water Action Plan objectives of more reliable
water supplies, restoration of important species and habitat, and more resilient, sustainably
managed water resources system. The program is administered by the California Department of Fish
& Wildlife. The Watershed Restoration Grant Program focuses on water quality, river, and watershed
protection and restoration projects of statewide importance outside of the Sacramento-San Joaquin
Delta. To date, the CDFW Proposition 1 Restoration Grant Programs awarded over $75 million to 68
multi-benefit ecosystem restoration and protection projects.
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/Watersheds/Restoration-Grants

California River Parkways Grant Program
This grant is administered by the Californian Natural Resources Agency, Bond Accountability program. The
purpose of this program is to support the acquisition, restoration, protection and development of river
parkways in accordance with the California River Parkways Act of 2014.
http://resources.ca.gov/bonds_prop50riverparkway.html

The Roads and Trails Program
This program provides education and technical assistance to trail and open space managers and advocates
regarding non-motorized trail planning, design, construction, funding and management throughout
California.
https://www.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=1324

Habitat Conservation Fund
The Office of Grants and Local Services (OGALS) administers the state-funded Habitat Conservation Fund
grant program which allocates approximately $2 million each year to cities, counties, and districts. This
program requires a 50% match from grantees. Eligible projects: nature interpretation programs to bring
urban residents into park and wildlife areas, protection of various plant and animal species, and acquisition
and development of wildlife corridors and trails.
http://www.parks.ca.gov/pages/1008/files/hcf%20fact%20sheet%203.13.13.pdf

California State Parks Office of Historic Preservation- Local Government Assistance
OHP’s Local Government and Environmental Compliance Unit offers guidance and assistance to city and
county governments in the following areas: drafting or updating historic preservation plans and ordinances;
developing historic context statements; planning for and conducting architectural, historical, and
archeological surveys; developing criteria for local designation programs, historic districts, historic

preservation overlay zones (HPOZs), and conservation districts; developing and implementing design
guidelines using the Secretary of the Interior's Standards; developing economic incentives for historic
preservation; training local historic preservation commissions and review boards; meeting CEQA
responsibilities with regard to historical resources.
OHP also administers the Certified Local Government Program (CLG). OHP distributes at least 10% of its
annual federal Historic Preservation Fund allocation to CLGs through a competitive grant program to assist
CLGs in preservation planning activities.
http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=1072

California Strategic Growth Council
No longer funded. The final round of funding occurred in 2014.
http://sgc.ca.gov/Grant-Programs/SCPGI-Program.html

Urban Forestry Sources
National Urban and Community Forestry Advisory Council (NUCFAC) Grant
The National Urban and Community Advisory Council have overhauled their criteria for the US Forest
Service’s Urban and Community Forestry challenge cost share grant program for 2009. Grants will be
solicited in two categories: innovation grants and best practices grants. As with the previous grant
program, a 50% match is required from all successful applicants of non-federal funds, in-kind
services and/or materials.
https://www.fs.fed.us/managing-land/urban-forests/ucf/nucfac

Green Trees For The Golden State Grant
Urban tree planting projects and tree establishment care during the grant period. Preference will be
given to the planting of trees to optimize the multiple benefits of urban forests in environmental
justice communities with special attention given to greenhouse gas (GHG) sequestration and avoided
GHG emissions.
calfire.ca.gov/resource_mgt/resource_mgt_urbanforestry_grants

Urban Forest Management For GHG Reduction Grant
For cities, counties, and districts only. Establishing a new jurisdiction-wide tree inventory, and/or
urban forest mapping and analysis, and/or long term management plan or updating existing versions
of these critical management components. May include policy integration and ordinance
development. Applicants must show how GHG will be reduced by the project.
calfire.ca.gov/resource_mgt/resource_mgt_urbanforestry_grants

Woods in the Neighborhood Grant
These projects are to assist local entities to purchase and improve unused, vacant urban
neighborhood properties in environmental justice communities or to serve such communities for
purposes consistent with the Urban Forestry Act. These projects must demonstrate how GHG will be
reduced.
calfire.ca.gov/resource_mgt/resource_mgt_urbanforestry_grants

Other Grants & Sources
Private Grants, Donations & Gifts
Many trusts and private foundations provide funding for park, recreation and open space projects.
Grants from these sources are typically allocated through a competitive application process and vary
dramatically in size based on the financial resources and funding criteria of the organization.
Philanthropic giving is another source of project funding. Efforts in this area may involve cash gifts
and include donations through other mechanisms such as wills or insurance policies. Community
fund raising efforts can also support park, recreation or open space facilities and projects.

California Trails and Greenways Foundation
The foundation assists California State Parks with the Annual State Trails and Greenways Conference,
we sponsor the Trail Champion Award, and our "Grant Program" provides funds to non-profit groups
for trail and greenway projects.
http://www.ctgf.org/

Wells Fargo: National Fish and Wildlife Foundation (NFWF): Environmental Grant
Program
This program builds partnerships with local environmental nonprofits that have projects that focus
on strengthening the resiliency of our communities. This includes efforts focused on climate
mitigation and adaptation, sustainable agriculture and forestry, water quality, land conservation,
and support for building healthy urban ecosystems. The programs operate as a closed RFP,
invitation-only process where Wells Fargo engages specific organizations whose work aligns with our
giving priorities.
https://www.wellsfargo.com/about/corporate-responsibility/community-giving/environmentalgrant-program/

REI in the Community - Non-Profit Partnerships and Grants
Partnerships begin with store teams who may connect with nonprofits by promoting or partnering
for events and service projects, raising visibility with REI customers, offering product donations, and
inviting and selecting organizations for an REI grant.
https://www.rei.com/stewardship/community/non-profit-partnerships-and-grants.html

Kaiser Permanente Healthy Environments - Community Benefit Programs
These programs work with community-based organizations, public agencies, businesses and
residents to translate their vision for healthy communities into visible, concrete changes — and
ultimately healthier neighborhoods. Kaiser has several assistance programs that encompass support
for Environmental Stewardship , Community Health Initiatives, Every Body Walk!, and Physical
Activity Guiding Principles .
https://share.kaiserpermanente.org/category/about-community-benefit/Community Health
Initiatives factsheet

Acquisition Tools & Methods
Direct Purchase Methods
Market Value Purchase
Through a written purchase and sale agreement, the county purchases land at the present market
value based on an independent appraisal. Timing, payment of real estate taxes and other
contingencies are negotiable.

Partial Value Purchase (or Bargain Sale)
In a bargain sale, the landowner agrees to sell for less than the property’s fair market value. A
landowner’s decision to proceed with a bargain sale is unique and personal; landowners with a
strong sense of civic pride, long community history or concerns about capital gains are possible
candidates for this approach. In addition to cash proceeds upon closing, the landowner may be
entitled to a charitable income tax deduction based on the difference between the land’s fair market
value and its sale price.

Life Estates & Bequests
In the event a landowner wishes to remain on the property for a long period of time or until death,
several variations on a sale agreement exist. In a life estate agreement, the landowner may continue
to live on the land by donating a remainder interest and retaining a “reserved life estate.”
Specifically, the landowner donates or sells the property to the county, but reserves the right for the
seller or any other named person to continue to live on and use the property. When the owner or
other specified person dies or releases his/her life interest, full title and control over the property
will be transferred to the county. By donating a remainder interest, the landowner may be eligible
for a tax deduction when the gift is made. In a bequest, the landowner designates in a will or trust
document that the property is to be transferred to the county upon death. While a life estate offers
the county some degree of title control during the life of the landowner, a bequest does not. Unless
the intent to bequest is disclosed to and known by the county in advance, no guarantees exist with
regard to the condition of the property upon transfer or to any liabilities that may exist.

Option to Purchase Agreement
This is a binding contract between a landowner and the county that would only apply according to
the conditions of the option and limits the seller’s power to revoke an offer. Once in place and
signed, the Option Agreement may be triggered at a future, specified date or upon the completion of
designated conditions. Option Agreements can be made for any time duration and can include all of
the language pertinent to closing a property sale.

Right of First Refusal
In this agreement, the landowner grants the county the first chance to purchase the property once
the landowner wishes to sell. The agreement does not establish the sale price for the property, and
the landowner is free to refuse to sell it for the price offered by the county. This is the weakest form
of agreement between an owner and a prospective buyer.

Conservation Easements
Through a conservation easement, a landowner voluntarily agrees to sell or donate certain rights
associated with his or her property – often the right to subdivide or develop – and a private
organization or public agency agrees to hold the right to enforce the landowner’s promise not to
exercise those rights. In essence, the rights are forfeited and no longer exist. This is a legal
agreement between the landowner and the county (or private organization) that permanently limits
uses of the land in order to conserve a portion of the property for public use or protection. Typically,
this approach is used to provide trail corridors where only a small portion of the land is needed or
for the strategic protection of natural resources and habitat. The landowner still owns the property,
but the use of the land is restricted. Conservation easements may result in an income tax deduction
and reduced property taxes and estate taxes. The preservation and protection of habitat or
resources lands may best be coordinated with the local land trust or conservancy, since that
organization will likely have staff resources, a systematic planning approach and access to nongovernmental funds to facilitate aggressive or large scale transactions.

Landowner Incentive Measures
Density Bonuses
Density bonuses are a planning tool used to encourage a variety of public land use objectives,
usually in urban areas. They offer the incentive of being able to develop at densities beyond current
regulations in one area, in return for concessions in another. Density bonuses are applied to a single
parcel or development. An example is allowing developers of multi-family units to build at higher
densities if they provide a certain number of low-income units or public open space. For density
bonuses to work, market forces must support densities at a higher level than current regulations.

Transfer of Development Rights
The transfer of development rights (TDR) is an incentive-based planning tool that allows land owners
to trade the right to develop property to its fullest extent in one area for the right to develop
beyond existing regulations in another area. Local governments may establish the specific areas in

which development may be limited or restricted and the areas in which development beyond
regulation may be allowed. Usually, but not always, the “sending” and “receiving” property are
under common ownership. Some programs allow for different ownership, which, in effect,
establishes a market for development rights to be bought and sold.

IRC 1031 Exchange
If the landowner owns business or investment property, an IRC Section 1031 Exchange can facilitate
the exchange of like-kind property solely for business or investment purposes. No capital gain or loss
is recognized under Internal Revenue Code Section 1031 (see www.irc.gov for more details).

Appendix C
Revegetation Matrix

Common Name

Big Leaf Maple
Box Elder
California Buckeye
White Alder
Western Redbud
Flowering Ash
Native Ash
Knobcone Pine
Grey Pine
California Sycamore
Western Cottonwood
Choke Cherry
Canyon Live Oak
Blue Oak
Garry's Oak
California Black Oak
Valley Oak
Interior Live Oak
San Joaquin Willow
Red Stem Willow
Arroyo Willow
California Bay Laurel

Botanical Name

Acer macrophyllum
Acer negundo
Aesculus californica
Alnus rhombifolia
Cercis occidentalis
Fraxinus dipetala
Fraxinus l. velutina
Pinus attenuata
Pinus Sabiniana
Platanus racemosa
Populus femontii
Prunus Virginiana
Quercus chrysolepis
Quercus Douglasii
Quercus garryana
Quercus Kelloggii
Quercus lobata
Quercus wislizenii
Salix Goodingii
Salix laevigata
Salix lasiolepis
Umbellularia californica
X

X

X

X

X

X
X

Shade
Moist

Trees
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X

X

X

X

Shade
Dry

Revegetation Plant Palette
Native to This and Similar Locations
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X
X
X
X

X

X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X

Sun/Shade

X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X

X
X
X

X

X

Full Sun

ML
L
H
L
L
M
M
H
H
L
L
M
H
H
M
MH
M
H
M
M
M
M

Drought
Tollerance
H/M/L

HM
H
L
H
H
M
M
L
L
H
H
M
L
L
M
ML
M
L
M
M
M
M

Water
Use
H/M/L

Arctosphylos 'Dr. Hurd'
Arctosaphylos 'Austin Griffith's'
Ceanothus arboreus
Ceanoutus a. 'Ray Hartman'
Ceanothus 'Sierra Blue'
Ceanothus griseus
Ceanothus p. 'Dark Star'

Native Cultivars - to Augmentation

Big Berry Manzanita
Smooth White Leaf Manzanita
Mariposa Manzanita
Great Basin Sage Brush
Spice Bush
Buckbush
Deerbush
Whitethorn
Woolyleaf Ceanothus
Buttonwilow
Mountain Mahogany
Redtwig Dogwood
Coffee Berry
Norther Flannel Bush
Toyon
Oregon Grape
Klamath Plum
Western Choke Cherry
Nuttals Scrub Oak
Dwarf Interior Oak
Hollyleaf Redberry

Arctosaphylos glauca
Arctosaphylos v. Viscida
Arctosaphylos v. Mariposa
Artemisia tridentata
Calycanthus occidentalis
Ceanothus cuneatus
Ceanothus integrrimus
Ceanothus leucodermis
Ceanothus tomentosus
Cephalanthus occidentalis c.
Cercocarpus betuloides
Cornus stolenifera
Frangula californica
Fremontia californicum
Heteromeles arbutifolia
Mahonia aquifolium
Prunus subcordata
Prunus v. demissa
Quercus dumosa
Quercus Wislinzenii frutescens
Rhanmus ilicifolia
Rosa californica
Sambucus mexicana

Dr. Hurd Manazanita
Austin Griffith Manzanita
Island Mountain Liliac
Ray Hartman Mountain Liliac
Sierra Blue Mountain Liliac
Mountain Liliac
Dark Star Ceanothus

Blue Elderberry

Common Name

Botanical Name

X

X
X
X

X
X

X

Shade Dry

X

X

X

Shade
Moist

Shrubs - Large

Revegetation Plant Palette
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Water Use
H/M/L

H

Drought
tolerance
H/M/L

Chamise
Douglas Sagewort
California Milkweed
Narrow Leaf Milkweed
Shining Netvein Barberry
Dwarf Mahonia
Vanilla-Lavender
Bush Poppy
Golden Buckwheat
Nude Buckwheat
Bastard Sage
Bush Penstemon
Climbing Penstemon
Silver Bush Lupine
Deer Grass
Mock Orange
Nuttals Scrub Oak
Burts Coffeeberry
Holly Leaf Redberry
Squawbush
Rock Gooseberry
Sierra Gooseberry
Giant Chain Fern

Adenostoma fasciculatum
Artemesia douglasiana
Asclepis californica
Asclepisfacicularis
Berberis a.v. dictyota
Berberis a. repens
Brickellia californica
Dendromecon rigida
Eriogonum luteolum
Eriogonum nudum
Eriogonum wrightii
Keckiella antirrhinoides
Keckiella cordifolius
Lupinus albifrons
Muhlenbergia rigens
Philadelphus lewisii
Quercus dumosa
Rhamnus 'Burt Wilson'
Rhamnus crocea ilicifolia
Rhus trilobata
Ribes quecetorum
Ribes roexlii
Woodwardia fimbriata

Arctostaphylos 'Harmony'
Arctostaphylos 'Sentinel'
Arctostaphylos pugens
Arctostaphylos 'Sunset'
Carpenteria californica
Ceanothus 'Blue Jeans'
Ceanothus 'Concha'
Eriogonum fasciculatum
Fremontia c. decumbens

Harmony Manzanita
Sentinal Manzanita
Mexican Manzanita
Sunset Manzanita
Bush Anemone
Blue Jeans Ceanothus
Concha Ceanothus
California Buckwheat
Dwarf Flannel bush

Cultivars and other Natives - for Augmention

Common Name

Botanical Name

X

X
X
X

X
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X

Shade
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X
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X
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X
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Dry

Shrubs - Medium to Small

Revegetation Plant Palette
Native to This and Similar Locations
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Western Yarrow
Canyon Gray Wormwood
Davids Choice Wormwood
Monarch Milkweed
Narrow Leaf Milkweed
Common Lady Fern
Swarf Oregon Grape
Soap Plant
Sticky Monkey Flower
Souther Diplacus
Golden Yarrow
Wooly Sunflower
Creeping Wild Rye
Dwarf California Poppy
Frying Pans
Gaping Keckiella
Creeping Mahonia
Scarlet Monkey flower
Gay Penstemon
Western Sword Fern
Sierra Potentilla
Bodie Buttercup
Redberry
Western Thimbleberry
Western Blackberry
Nodding Stipa
Spear grass
Foothill Stipa
Purple Stipa
Snowberry
Desert Snowberry
Hummingbird Flower

Achillea millefolium
Artemisia c. 'Canyon Gray'
Artemisia p. 'Davids Choice'
Asclepias eriocarpa
Asclepias fascicularis
Athyrium filix-femina
Berberis a. repens
Chlorogalum pomeridianum
Diplacus aurantiacus
Diplacus l. langiflorus
Eriophyllum confertifolrum
Eriophyllum lanatum
Elymus tricodiodies
Eschscholzia caespitosa
Eschscholzia lobbii
Keckiella breviflora
Mahonia repens
Mimulus cardinalis
Penstemon laetus
Polystichum munitum
Pottentilla glandulosa
Pottentilla pectinisecta
Rhamnus crocea
Rhubus parviflorus
Rubus ursinus
Stipa cerna
Stipa coronata
Stipa lepida
Stipa pulchra
Symphoricarpus albas
Symphoricarpus logiflorus
Zauschneria canum

Common Name
Chaparral Clematis
California Honeysuckle
Chaparral Honeysuckle
Pacific Blackberry
California Grape

Botanical Name

Clematis lasiantha
Lonicera hispidula
Lonicera interrupta
Rubus ursinus
Vitis californica

Vines
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Botanical Name

X
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X
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Ground Covers, Grasses, Perrenials

Revegetation Plant Palette
Native to This and Similar Locations
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Appendix D
Comments from the Visioning Exercise
Mariposa Creek - First Meeting
Group Outreach Meeting – May 4, 2017
STICKIES
Group 1
Safety
•
•
•
•
•

Safe visitor experience – extend Master Gardener plantings
Visitor safety
Lighting- all night solar and electric
Wide enough for sheriff patrol
People should feel safe using at night

Access
•
•
•
•
•

Connect to Idle Wheels
Seniors want to extend to Idle Wheels
Access to Coakley Circle by Pioneer Market – bridge
Effortlessly connects people to downtown and places people frequently visit in town
Access to YARTS parking on Joe Howard. Signage to direct.

Neat and Clean
• Clean up dead trees
• No motorized anything
Amenities
• Wide enough for bikes and walking
• Drinking fountain
• Plenty of low profile trash and recycling binds – so it is easy for people to keep the area clean
• Benches and picnic tables
• On shelf by 8th play section for young kids
• Dog walking
• Bike trail
• Dog poop station
• Picnic benches and tables
• Health – walking
Signage Concerns/Desires
• Information kiosk
• Understated kiosk of (illegible)
• Signage and interpretation of collateral should not be garish
Conservation and Natural History/Resources
• Natural notations

•
•
•

Birding notes
Landscaping and design that educates walkers about the natural history of the region and serves as
an agent for conservation
Highlight nature

Public Art Policy
• Public art policy developed and opportunities to implement it along pathway
No
•

Don’t do this, all the other walking trails first

Fundraising
• Volunteer effort with MG– like a brick program for funding
Points of Historical Interests
• Gold pan story
Public Arts Policy
• Public art policy developed and opportunities to implement it along pathway

Group 2
Information
• Maps (Boards with maps)
• Interpretive signage
• Sign identifying historical or other things of interest
• Markers at bridges and streets (street signs)
Landscaping
• Picnic areas
• More manicured greenery for lounging (lawn)
• Landscaping away from path – safety
• Native plants
• Butterfly attracting
Hardscaping
• Restroom?
• Benches
• Water – drinking fountains
• Activity space specifically for youth/young adults
• Skateboarding
• Exercise stuff on the trail
• Lighting
• Ash trays
• Garbage Cans
• Pet waste disposal

Accessibility
• Bridges across creek for easy access
• Connections with surface streets
• Marked passages for trail through trail system
• Trail from way out 49N to fairgrounds on 49S
• Bicycle and stroller friendly
• Paved
Objectives/Vision
• Space is useful for events
o Jogging, marathons, trail run events
o Additional event space from/connected to Arts Park
• Beautifies the community and enhances /fosters positive associations of town of Mariposa
o Art installations
o Landscaping
• Well utilized space – the current parkway isn’t used very much.
• Provides visitors with and additional activities/recreation
o Evening walks
o Space to recreate with kids/pets
o Place for entertainment

TOP CATAGORIES:
1. Hardscaping and furnishings
2. Accessibility and easy connections to town
3. Landscaping
COMMENTS FROM DISCUSIONS
• Lighting desired, bollard lights, walkway lights.
• OK to start in one section, expand to more
• Paving
o Explore something between dirt and asphalt
o Is paving type dependent on grant
o How about h/c accessibilities
• Restroom – existing at YARTS and Arts Park
o Signs to restrooms?
• Bike path very desirable
o Bypass for bikers
o Dual use, possible dual surface?
• Drinking fountains
• Butterfly friendly, native plants
• Maintenance an issue
• Remove dead trees (not happy about dead trees)
• Sustainable environment and sustainable maintenance
• Children’s activity area – sandbox? Jumping rocks?
• The overriding concept should be that the park be as natural as possible, with native plants,
understated materials. Not “urban” in look. Complementary to Mariposa “look” and history.

Appendix E
Alignment Alternatives 1, 2 and 3 and Notes

Trail Alternative 1
Concept:
This trail is a first phase of a future longer trail all the way to the bridge at Joe Howard. Trail
surface designed to be eventually replaced with asphalt along the route that connects Section 2 to
Joe Howard. Side trails (current loop) would stay decomposed granite and serve picnic areas.
Trail Specification:
• .3 mile of trail, .4 mile walk
• Surface: Compacted Decomposed Granite
• Bridge: Possible bridge paralleling 8th Street Low Water Crossing, but access over existing crossing
exists.
• Lighting: Only at entry near 8th Street
• Signage: At entry near 8th Street
o Signage to announce trail
o Give info about length of trail and amenities on trail
o Give regulatory info necessary (“closes at dusk”, etc.)
Impacted Properties:
• Requires connection to 8th Street – needs easement/ownership of Honeywell parcel
• Remainder on County property
Pros:
•
•
•

Delightful shady landscape area, easy slopes, lends itself to park development
Relatively easy to implement plan
Only one parcel to acquire/get easement

Cons:
•
•
•
•

Short and doesn’t connect parkway to future section
Doesn’t support connectivity of parkway to rest of Mariposa
Not suitable for bike riding
Difficult to supervise from a vehicle

Trail Alternative 2
Concept:
This trail stays primarily within the land which is either owned by the county or which an easement
exists or is anticipated to be acquired. The trail begins on the north side of 8th Street low water
bridge, proceeds relatively level on the “shelf” then climbs the side slope of the creek bank to the
top near the Pioneer Market, auto parts store and Coakley Circle. Most of this project can be built
within existing or obtainable property.
Trail Specification:
• .3 mile of trail to Pioneer Market gateway, .4 if the trail goes all the way to the Joe Howard bridge.
• Trail 8’ on the flat sections, 4’ on the slope cut into the hillside.
• Surface: Asphalt, possibly decomposed granite on slope heading up the hill.
• Bridge: Possible bridge paralleling 8th Street low water crossing, but access over existing crossing
exists.
• Lighting: At entry near 8th Street, gateway at Pioneer Market and gateway at Joe Howard bridge
• Signage:
o At entry near 8th Street
Signage to (1) announce trail, (2) give info about length of trail and amenities on
the trail and (3) give necessary regulatory information (“closes at dusk”, etc.)
o At Pioneer Market gateway:
Signage to announce trail, etc. as above
Signage to direct to destinations in town.
o Signage remove to Coakley Circle
Signage to announce trail
o At Joe Howard bridge gateway:
Signage to announce trail, etc. as on 8th Street
Impacted Properties:
• Requires connection to 8th Street – needs easement/ownership of Honeywell parcel
• Requires easements across Bridges and Dubberke property
• Remainder on County property
Pros:
•
•
•
Cons:
•
•
•

Takes advantage of shady landscape area on north side of creek for park functions like picnicking,
strolling, etc.
Provides a through trail with a destination in town.
Requires parcels that have already been considered for inclusion in project.

Side slope portion of trail will be fairly costly to build and more difficult to maintain than a flatter,
wider trail.
Not suitable for street bikes
More difficult to supervise from a vehicle

Trail Alternative 3
Concept:
This trail utilizes the existing MPUD easement to create a nearly flat through trail that connects 8th
Street and Joe Howard. The preferred alignment traverses the lush wooded area to the north of
the creek and then crosses the creek mid-way between the endpoints to avoid the steep banks
below Pioneer Market. At Joe Howard the trail takes advantage of the existing bridge and returns
to city streets near the cemetery. An alternative, or additional phase, would include converting the
rest of the MPUD easement to pathway allowing for a choice of routes or a loop trail.
Trail Specification:
• Main trail from 8th Street to Joe Howard bridge is .45 miles. The extra return portion east of the
pedestrian bridge adds .2 miles.
• Trail Width: 8’. bridge may be narrower.
• Surface: Asphalt, could be DG to start.
• Bridge: Yes, at the midpoint of the trail below the Pioneer Market
• Lighting: At entrance on 8th Street, past the residences near the Joe Howard bridge and at the
bridge. Additional lighting for evening use (at a picnic area perhaps) or to light the entire trail for
night use is optional.
• Signage:
o At entry near 8th Street
Signage to (1) announce trail, (2) give info about length of trail and amenities on
trail and (3) give necessary regulatory information (“closes at dusk”, etc.)
o At Joe Howard bridge gateway:
Signage to announce trail, etc. as at 8th Street
o Interpretive signage would be appropriate especially at the bridge where people will stop
to linger.
Impacted Properties:
• Requires connection to 8th Street – needs easement/ownership of Honeywell parcel
• Easement from the Fiske family for property along the MPUD easement would be required.
• Remainder on County property
Pros:
•
•
•
Cons:
•
•

Takes advantage of shady landscape area on north side of creek for park functions like picnicking,
strolling, etc.
Provides a through trail with a clear destination and a logical link to future phases of the trail
Trail alignment is easily constructed with adequate width and grades for walkers and for bicyclists

Property to build southern alignment may not be available
Does not offer a connection to town at the Pioneer Market

Appendix F
Snapshots of Mapping Created by Mariposa County
The following sheets include snapshots of the mapping material that was created by the county in
the process of developing the Phase III project. Full digital files are included on the CD that
accompanies this report.
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BACKGROUND AND SURVEY SOURCE:
1999 SECTION II PLANS, JARDIN, INC. LANDSCAPE
ARCHITECTURE & CONSTRUCTION
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BACKGROUND AND SURVEY SOURCE:
2004 MARIPOSA ARTS PARK CONSTRUCTION
DOCUMENTS, HMA LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE
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