AGENDA

Regular Meeting of the
SAN LUIS OBISPO BICYCLE ADVISORY COMMITTEE
Council Hearing Room, City Hall
990 Palm Street, San Luis Obispo

January 26, 2012 | Thursday 7 p.m.

MISSION:

The purpose of the Bicycle Advisory Committee (BAC) is to provide oversight and policy
direction on matters related to bicycle transportation in San Luis Obispo and its relationship fo
bicycling outside the City.

ROLL CALL: Bill Bradlee (Chair), Peter Deragon (Vice Chair), Chris Black, Catherine
Machado, Kristina Seley, Howard Weisenthal, and Jim Woolf.

PUBLIC COMMENT: At this time, the public is invited to address the Committee concerning
items not on the agenda but are of interest to the public and within the subject matter jurisdiction
of the Bicycle Advisory Committee. The Committee may not discuss or take action on issues

- that are not on the agenda other than to briefly respond to statements made or questions raised,
or to ask staff to follow up on such issues.

MINUTES: November 17, 2011 (Attachment 1)
ACTION ITEMS:

1. Election of Officers
2. 2012 Bicycle Transportation Plan (BTP) Update - Consent ltems (Attachment 2)
3. 2012 Bicycle Transportation Plan Update - Outstanding Items (Attachment 3)

PRESENTATION ITEMS:

4. 2012 BTP Update - New Presentation ltems
¢ Presentation of Railroad Safety Trail and Bob Jones City-to-Sea Trail Projects
» Presentation/discussion of deferred Pavement Area 9, New Projects
» Review existing plan: Appendices
DISCUSSION ITEMS:
5. Committee Items:
6. Staff ltems: *  Unmet Transit needs and Bicycle & Pedestrian inventory Public
Hearing
* Bicycle Friendly Community (BFC) status and feedback
*  Special meeting

The City of San Luis Obispo is committed to including the disabled in all of its services, pragrams, and
activities. Please contact the Clerk or staff liaison prior to the meeting if you require assistance.




ACTION ITEMS:

Agenda item #1: Election of Officers

Article 3 (Officers), of the Bicycle Advisory Committee Bylaws updated July 2007, states that,
“The officers will consist of a Chairperson and Vice-Chairperson who will be elected at the first
regular Committee meeting in each calendar year. The Chairperson will preside over all
mestings of the Committee and perform such duties as directed by the Committee. The Vice-
Chairperson will serve in the absence or incapacity of the Chairperson.” Additional officer duties
include; writing quarterly progress reports, representing the Committee at the Mayor's quarterly
luncheon, and representing the Committee at relevant Advisory Body and City Council
meetings. The term of election is for one year, commencing upon election. No person shall
serve in the office of chairperson or vice chairperson for more than two consecutive terms. Chair
Bradlee has completed one term and Vice Chair Deragon has completed one term.

The Chair should open the floor for nominations for the office of Chairperson, close the floor for
nominations, then ask members to vote for one of the nominees. If only one nominee is offered,
then a voice vote can be taken. However, if more than one person is nominated, the BAC may
want to cast a secret ballot. The same process should be followed for the office of Vice
Chairperson.

Staff Recommendation: The Committee shall elect a Chair and Vice Chair.

Agenda item #2: 2012 Bicycle Transportation Plan Update - Consent ltems

This material has been presented and reviewed at previous meetings and BAC input has been
incorporated, along with individual BAC member rankings. These are consent items
(Attachment 2). No further discussion is planned unless a committee member requests a
specific modification at the meeting.

BTP projects — Outstanding existing projects from Pavement Areas 6:
* Laguna Lake Bikeways A

e Laguna Lake Bikeways B

* Laguna Lake Bikeways C

BTP projects ~ Existing projects in Pavement Areas 8:

Casa to Toro Bicycle Boulevard, Crossing Hwy. 101

¢ Highland Class Il

e Highland / Santa Rosa Bypass

o Highland / Chorro Class | Connection
BTP text

* “4. Education and Promotion” thru “6. Administration” (pgs 20-22)

Staff Recommendation: Approve consent items.




Agenda ltem #3: 2012 Bicycle Transportation Plah Update - Outstanding items

This material has been presented and/or reviewed at previous meetings. Items listed below
address outstanding questions or changes not yet reviewed by the BAC. (Attachment 3)

BTP projects — Outstanding, new, and existing prOJects in Pavement Areas 68:
s Vista Lago connection

BTP text
» New text amending sections previously reviewed (Attachment _ 7).

o Class lIl Bikeway Policy: Policy changes made based on discussion during the
November 17, 2011 BAC meeting, related to cost of S|gnage required in the current
draft policy.

o  “Special Design Provisions”

= Revision of Policy 1.43 - Expanded Policy on Sharrows: During discussion of proposed
projects for Nipomo St. between Higuera and Marsh, and “North Chorro Sharrows”
during the November 17, 2011 meeting, direction was given to clarify the need/use of
Sharrows. Note: The Sharrow definition has been expanded to support this policy.

» Revision of Policy 1.44 (Continued revision resulting from discussions during both the
Sept. and Nov. 2011 BAC meetings})

» Traffic Calming (Presented under Agenda Item #2, Nov. 2011 BAC meeting)

o Expanded Definition on Sharrows: To support new sharrow policy.

Staff Recommendation: Approve projects for ranking. Approve draft text.

PRESENTATION ITEMS:

Agenda ltem #4: 2012 Bike Plan Update — New Presentation ltems

BTP projects — New Presentations ltems (Attachment 4)
¢ Railroad Safety Trail (RRST), all project sections:

o Currently the RRST project segments are named and listed in a numerical sequence
based on project prioritization from the 2002 plan. For this update, staff recommends
that project segments be named by logical location names, and listed in a north to south
manner.

o To better identify the primary route of the Railroad Safety Trail that can be built meeting
current Union Pacific Railroad requirements, staff recommends that project segments be
designated as “Primary” or "Support™. “Primary” segments are those whose completion
will create a single continuous north to south trail, and which are currently seen as the
most attainable routes due to known right-of-way (ROW) or funding issues. “Support”
segments are those that add further connections to the Primary route and should be
pursued if current issues (such as right of way) are resolved.

o Over time the RRST project segments have been called various different names in City
plans and documents. A matrix will be created and presented in an appendix to clarify
past naming in relation to naming proposed in the 2012 plan.

o As with the current BTP, only the overall RRST project will be ranked, not the individual
project segments.

+ Bob Jones, City-to-Sea Trall, ali project sections:

o Currently the trail project segments are named and listed in a numerical sequence based
on project prioritization from the 2002 plan. For this update, project segments will be
named by logical location names, and listed in a North to South manner.




» Presentations of proposed projects, Pavement Area 9

o Higuera Street: At the November 17, 2011 meeting, the following two project proposals
were listed under “New Presentation Items”. The Committee requested that these be
deferred to this meeting, and that data be made available for further discussion.
(Attachment 5)

»  Downtown Higuera Street Bicycle Facility
=  Downtown Higuera Street vehicle restriction ‘

o Sharrow Projects: At the November 17, 2011 meeting the following two project proposals
were listed under “New Presentation Items” and both involved the discussion on the use
of Sharrows. Based on presentation/discussion in above Agenda ltem #3, “Expanded
definition and Policy for Sharrows”, provide direction for possible project creation on the
following:
= Nipomo St. Bicycle Facility between Higuera and Marsh
= North Chorro Sharrows
Data for streets previously proposed for Sharrow facilities, along with Monterey St.
(existing Sharrows) has been compiled for review {Attachment 6).

BTP text .

* Appendices: Appendices A — K of the 2007 BTP directly relate to requirements of CA
Streets and Highways Code section 891.2, which make the plan eligible for Bicycle
Transportation Account (BTA) grant funding. For the 2012 BTP update, the information will be
organized by subject throughout the pian. The updating process for these appendices has been
ongoing by both staff and through input from the BAC, as part of policy text and the BTP project
review process.

For this meeting, please review the maps associated with appendices “D: Existing and
Proposed End-of-trip Bicycle Facilities”, and “F: Existing and Proposed Changing and Storage
Facilities”, and provide staff with input on any public facilities not currently shown on the maps.

Staff Recommendation: Review in advance of the meeting the listed BTP text section for
understanding. Use the meeting to seek further understanding and/or to provide staff with input
on desired changes/additions. Review listed existing plan projects in advance for understanding.
Use the meeting to seek further understanding of specific projects and/or to provide staff with
direction. Members will rank these projects prior to the next meeting.




DISCUSSION ITEMS:

Agenda ltem #5:  Committee Items

e Committee discussion items

Agendaltem #6:  Staff Items

Updates on:
* Unmet Transit needs and Bicycle & Pedestrian Inventory Public Hearing (Attachment 7)
+ Bicycle Friendly Community (BFC) status and feedback
Other: _
* Special meeting
¢ {tems for next meeting
o Draft Outline “Actions” Update
Q
Q

The next meeting will be held: March 15, 2012
ATTACHMENTS:

Minutes, November 17, 2011

Bicycle-Transportation Plan Update, Projects and Text (Consent ltems)
Bicycle Transportation Plan Update, Projects and Text (Outstanding ltems)
Railroad Safety Trail and Bob Jones City-to-Sea Trail project keys
Downtown: Higuera and Marsh Street data comparison

Sharrow Comparison Data

News Release: Annual Unmet Transit Needs and Bicycle & Ped. Inventory

NOOTs®N
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Attachment 1
Minutes o ks

Regular Meeting of the
SAN LUIS OBISPO BICYCLE ADVISORY COMMITTEE
Council Hearing Room, City Hall
990 Palm Street, San Luis Obispo

November 17, 2011 Thursday | 7 p.m.

MISSION:
The purpose of the Bicycle Advisory Committee (BA
direction on matters related fo bicycle transportation
bicycling outside the City.

“fo provide oversight and policy
is Obispo and its relationship to
ROLL CALL: _
Present: Bill Bradlee (Chair), Chris Blac
Absent:

Staff:

PUBLIC COMMENT: i o -

Jessica Berry, San st ObISpO Councﬁ of G

ents (S éOG) represeniative, discussed
the following: -

respondents were in favor of a sales tax
‘transportation, but 67% was recommended

ted m Rldeshare Month and over 18% were bicyclists.
ing Safe Routes to School “Mini Grants”. For more information

CM Woolf moved to apbr hé minutes as submitted. CM Weisenthal seconded the motion.
The motion passed unanimously.




Attachment 1

I ACTION ITEMS: 2L 4
2 _ , .
3 Agenda ltem #1: 2012 Bicycle Transportation Plan (BTP) Update — Consent ltems
4
5  BTP projects — New and existing projects in Pavement Areas 6 and 7:
6 o Cerro Romauldo Bicycle Blvd.
7 » Cerro Romauldo Class |
& e Foothill / Ferrini Crossing
9 e Patricia / Foothill / La Entrada Intersection
10 e Tassajara Sharrows
11 e Madonna to Laguna Lake Traverse, Class | Trail
12« Santa Rosa at Boysen, Grade Separated Crossing
13 « Boysen Ave. Connection
14« North Chorro Intersection Enhancement
%g + Sacramento / Duncan to Laurel Class |, Railroad Safety Trail Connection
17 BTPtext
18« Bikeways, “Bicycle Parking and Storage” thru “Other Support Facilities” (pgs 16-20)
19
20  Staff presented a report on the project rankings and text/policies amendments. Staff
21 recommended that BAC approve the consent items as submitted.
22
23 Gary Havas, SLO Bicycle Club, discussed Club support of the BTP.
25 CM Bradlee moved to approve the consent items as presented. CM Woolf seconded the
26  motion. The motion passed unanimously.
27
28
29  Agenda ltem #2: 2012 Bicycle Transportation Plan Update - Qutstanding ltems
30
31  Staff discussed the outstanding BTP projects:
32
33  « Siaff noted Laguna Lake Bikeways B and C have been modified.
34 o There was consensus to move forward with the projects as modified.
35 o CM Woolf suggested the dirt path connecting the cul-de-sacs behind Laguna Middle
36 School be added to the BTP reserving it for bikeway connectivity. The BAC concurred
37 and requested that staff shouid move forward accordingly.
38 e Staff discussed dropping the Highland centerline striping project from the BTP. There was
39 consensus that this was appropriate. The BAC concurred that the language, “on streets where
40  vehicle volume, speed, or collisions are impacting bicycle travei, the City shall consider possible
41 remedies such as signage, stiiping, or other traffic caiming devices” shouid be added to Poiicy
42 statements in the “Special Design Provisions” section of the 2012 BTP draft text, to help
43  address traffic issues.
44« Staff discussed the proposed text regarding design provisions regarding colored bike lanes.
45 o Mr. Havas stated his Club endorsed the text as revised by staff.
46 o Staff Mandeville suggested including more general language for flexibility.
47 o The BAC supported the colored bike lane trial and concurred that the glossary of terms
48 should include language “...such as, but not limited to” bike boxes, etc. The policy as
49 presented will be modified to reflect the direction given.
50

51
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Attachment 1
2 & w

Agenda Item #3: Class lll Bikeways — Prioritization, Project Listing, Highland Drive

Prioritization: Staff noted that signage specifications for Class Il bike routes (existing and
planned} in City Pavement Area 7 would require approximately 50 signs. The agenda
attachment estimated that 36 signs had a cost of $18K. Staff suggested a preference to
prioritize funding cross-town routes and/or on higher trafficked routes, rather than, “Class 1l
routes shall include Bike Route signage...” as the currently policy directs.

CM Woolf agreed with tying signage needs to traffic volume. The BAC concurred and directed
staff to modify the Draft Plan text accordingly.

Class 11l Project Listing: Staff discussed the project listings. Based on the above item
discussion, traffic volumes would be considered. There was BAC consensus on this direction.

Highland Dr. (Patricia to Cuesta). The BAC concurred with staff determination that the existing
Highland and Patricia Drives Class Il route be modified to Highland and Cuesta.

PRESENTATION ITEMS:

Agenda ltem #4: 2012 Bike Plan Update - New Presentation Items

The BAC agreed to email staff with any comments/questions concerning the text on pages 20-
22 of the 2007 Bicycle Transportation Plan, as listed in the agenda for review.

Highlight discussion of proposed projects included:

UPRR Foothill Underpass: BAC consensus was to leave it out

UPRR Murray Undercrossing: BAC consensus was to ieave it out

Relocation of Murray signal detector at Santa Rosa: BAC consensus was to leave it out, but
forward the detector location issue to the City and Caltrans Traffic Engineers.

* Downtown Higuera Class Il and Pedestrian/Bike only Higuera St. restriction: The BAC
requested staff to provide data, such as traffic volume and speed, and that these projects be
brought back for further discussion.

+ Nipomo St. Bicycle Facility: Discussion centered on what type of facility would be
appropriate if provided. There was general consensus that Class Il lanes might not be
appropriate as they do not exist in other blocks of Nipomo St. and would require removal of
parking. The concept of installing Sharrows {Shared Lane Markings) was raised, and
brought up the further issue of what criteria or warrants should be met to install Sharrows.

The BAC requested Staff to create a policy focused on Sharrows, and to bring the project
and N et thao B ™ far fandlh

A= IR V] U!EC” baul\ A ORT T AV W nauuuaCk.
P _v L LLE A
¢ No. Chorro Sharrows: This project was wrapped in to the discussion on Sharrows in the
above item. It will be brought back to the BAC at a future meeting.
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Attachment 1

DISCUSSION ITEMS: 4 L0 n

Agenda ltem 5: Committee ltems

No Items

Agenda ltem 6: Staff [tems

Bike Rodeo re-cap, and recent Bicycling Accomplishments

Moving Planet: Bike path completion acceleration request

Draft Outline “Actions” update will be brought to the BAC at a future meeting

Advisory Body Training

Due to known date conflicts with some BAC members, an alternate date for the January
2012 meeting is being considered. BAC members will provide staff with their availability, and
a date will be set and posted within two weeks.

¢ & & o o

ACTION: CM Woolf motioned to adjourn. CM Bradlee seconded the motion. The
motion passed unanimously.

The meeting adjourned at 9:05 pm to the next meeting, date o be decided.

Respectfully submiftﬁt_ed,

Lisa Woske
Recording Secretary




Project:

Description:

Intent:

Class:

School zone:
Pave

section:
Length (Feet)
Est. Cost

Priority

3 Peter

4 Catherine
5 Kristina
6 Howard
7 Jim

Attachment 2
\ oQ- D)

Laguna Lake Bikeways A

Create a Class I.bikeway from the north end of Laguna Lake Park to
lower Foothill area at O'Connor.

Create a link between Madonna Road and Foothill Blvd. which
doesn’t require using LOVR, providing direct access to O'Conner
Way. Overall, the Laguna Lake Bikeways A, B, C should create off
roadway links between northern and western City neighborhoods,
City parks, and the City's anly Middle School.

I
SM
6
10,000
$5,000,000
First
S
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5 <& & @ T ¥
g 2 g & 5 5 & ., 5§ 5 &
§ F 858 8FS 8
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4 51 4 4 3 4 2l 4] 4 4 38
5 3 5 1l 1 4 0 2 3 1 25
0
4 5 5 3 0 50 1 4 5 2 34
0
0
4 5 5 2 1 4 2 4 4 3 34
avg. SCORE 4.25| 4.50] 4.75] 2.50[ 1.25] 4.25] 1.25] 3.50] 4.00f 2.50[ 32.75

Notes:

Requires approval of Madonna ranch owners; path is in flood zone,
may need elevated sections. Note relationship to Laguna Lake
Bikeways B and Laguna Lake Bikeways C, Class I paths connecting
to the Laguna Middle School neighborhood at Diablo Drive, and
upper Foothill neighborhood area. Portions of the overall project
(parts A, B and C) were formerly known as Mis 18 in the Bicycle
Transportation Plan dated May 7, 2002, Cost associated with this
project are noted as 30% from "TE/BTA" grant (Transportation
Enhancement/Bicycle Transportation Act) in the 2002 plan.




Project:

Description:

Intent:

Class:

School zone:
Pave

section:
Length (Feet)
Est. Cost ...

Priority

1 Chris
2 Bill
3 Peter
4 Catherine
5 Kristina
6 Howard
7 Jim

avg. SCOR

Notes:

Attachment 2

2,53
Laguna Lake Bikeways B

Create a Class I bikeway connecting the proposed Laguna Lake
Bikeways A, a Class I bikeway from the north end of Laguna Lake
Park to lower Foothill area at O'Connor Way, to the Laguna Middle
School neighborhood at Diable Drive.

Create a bike path (low traffic volume/speed) connection to the
Laguna Middle School neighborhood, Overall the Laguna Lake
Bikeways A, B, C should create off roadways links between northern
and western City neighborhoods, City parks, and the City's only -

Middle School.
I
SM
6
3690
$1,800,000
First
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O
0
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4.25 4.50) 4.75] 2.50] 1.25] 4.25] 1.25] 3.50| 4.00| 2.50] 32.75

Requires approval of BeVaul and Madonna ranch owners; path is in
a flood zone, may need elevated sections, and may require
reconfiguration of Los Osos Valley Road between Diablo Way and the
City Limit. Has a relationship to Laguna Lake Bikeways A and:
Laguna Lake Bikeways C class I paths. Portions of the overall project
(parts A, B and C) were formerly known as Mis 18 in the Bicycle
Transportation Plan dated May 7, 2002.




Project:

Description:

Intent:

Class:
School zone:
Pave
section:
Length (Feeb)
Est. Cost

Priority

Peter
Catherine
Kristina
Howard

NoumbhwN e

Notes:

Attachment 2
P& 3

Laguna Lake Bikeways C

Create a Class I bikeway connecting the proposed Laguna Lake
Bikeways A, a Class I bikeway from the north end of Laguna Lake
Park to lower Foothill area at O'Connor Way, to upper Foothill Blvd.
neighborhood area. '

Create a bike path (low traffic volume/speed) connection to the upper
Foothill Blvd. neighborhood. Overall the Laguna Lake Bikeways A, B, C
should create off roadways links between northern and western City
neighborhoods, City parks, and the City's only Middle School.

I
SM
6
9,970
$6,000,000
First
S
~— b
o i S ] oy
oy < IS} @ o .
“ 9 P 1] o] @ -~ &
5 L 4 @ o (7] {]
§ 2 F & 5 5§ & ., 7§ &
s ¥ g £ 35 & & ¥ 5§ & &
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4 5 4 3 4 2 4 4 4 38
5 3 5 1 1 4 0 2 3 1 25
0
4 5 4 3 0 5 1 4 4 2 32
0]
4 5 5 2 1 4 1 4 4 3 33
4.25 4.507 4.50; 2.50; 1.25] 4.25; 1.00 3.5G] 3.75] 2.50¢ 32.00

Requires approval of Madonna ranch owners, and may require
acquisition of property in Foothill neighborhood; path is in flood zone,
may need elevated sections. Has a relationship to Laguna Lake
Bikeways A and Laguna Lake Bikeways B, class I paths. Portions of
the overall project (parts A, B and C) were formerly known as Mis 18
in the Bicycle Transportation Plan dated May 7, 2002.




Project:

Description:

Intent:

Class:

School zone:
Pave

section:
Length (Feet)
Est. Cost

Priority

3 Peter
4 Catherine
5 Kristina
6 Howard
7 Jim
avg. SCOR

Notes:

Attachment 2
94 L0\

Casa to Toro Bicycle Blvd. Crossing Hwy 101

The overall project creates a Bicycle Blvd. from the north end of the
proposed Toro St. Bicycle Blvd, over Hwy101, to Murray via Lemon
5t., Santa Rosa park and Casa St.

To provide a low traffic impact north/south through route for
bicyclists that serves Cal Poly for the neighborhoods East of Santa
Rosa and other downtown bike route connectors, in response to the
continuing congestion and deterioration of Santa Rosa St.

BB
BP
8
1,515
$4,000,000
First
S
Sy b
) T o 3
S .§ e € S &
5 g & g g § %
£ D g & F I & 9, O
§ 5 S 865 885
S & &< & & & £ F &6
5 4 3 4 3 4 2 4
5 5 4 1 1 4 0 2
4 3 2 3 0 4 0 4
5., 5| 4 4 1] 5| 3 s
4.75 4.25] 3.25] 3.00f 1.25] 4.25] 1.25| 3.75

Has a relationship with the proposed Toro St. Bicycle Blvd. Overall,
the pedestrian grade separated crossing (section "A") is key to this
project. Path through Santa Rosa park necessary tc connect Lemon
St. with Casa. This project with its related links of Lemon and Casa,
becomes more important if the proposed Broad St. BB is not able to
be completed. City of SLO Bicycle Count Data taken in 2008 show
the intersection of Santa Rosa and Mill use as thirteenth highest out
of 28 locations surveyed, with a total count of 98 (data included here
as this project may impact use at the mentioned intersection).

Pave8_9 and misc Master.xls 1/17/2012 CasaToroBB
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Project
Section: Casa to Toro Bicycle Blvd. "A"
Section This section, "A", creates a pedestrian Grade Separated Crossing

Description: from Toro St. to Lemon St. across Hwy 101

This is the pivotal section of the entire project. The intent is to
provide a low traffic impact North/South through route for bicyclists

Section that serves Cal Poly for the neighborhoods East of Santa Rosa and
Intent: other downtown bike route connectors, in response
Class: BB

School Zone: BP

Pa\ie Section: 8

Length (Feet) 405
Est. Cost $4,000,000
S
o po
o r o
i‘? ..‘§ s 2] g; (Z? =~ o
5 = « & & & g 3 ~/
& S & L I 3 ] o O S N
§ § § 5 5 &8 &5 5 8
S 4 < & & §F £ 5 5 & &
Q0
0
0
See overall Project Rank 0
0
0
Section Relationship with "Casa to Toro Bicycle Bivd." sections "B" and "C".
Notes: (Section "B": Connecting Lemon St. to Santa Rosa Park. Section

“C": Lemon St. from Hwy1l to Santa Rosa Park. ) Also has a
relationship with the proposed Toro St. Bicycle Blvd. Overall, the
grade separated crossing (section "A") is key to this project. Path
through Santa Rosa park necessary to connect Lemon St. with
Casa. This project with its related links of Lemon and Casa,
becomes more important if the proposed Broad St. BB is not able
to be compieted.

Pave8_9 and misc Master.xls 1/17/2012 CasaToroBB




Casa to Toro Bicycle Blvd. "B"

This section, "B" creates a Bicycle Blvd. along Lemon, from Hwy
101 to Santa Rosa Park,

To provide a low traffic impact North/South through route for
bicyclists that serves Cal Poly for the neighborhoods East of
S5anta Rosa and other downtown bike route connectors, in
response to the continuing congestion and deterioration of Santa
Rosa St.

BB
BP
8

640

$3,000

Relationship with "Casa to Tore Bicycle Blvd." sections "A" and
"C". (Section "A": Grade separated crossing at Hwy. 101
cennecting Lemon and Toro. Section "C": l.emon St. from Hwy1
to Santa Rosa Park. ) Also has a relationship with the proposed
Toro St. Bicycle Blvd. Overall, the grade separated crossing
(section "A") is key to this project. Path through Santa Rosa
park necessary to connect Lemon St. with Casa. This project
with its related links of the GSX'ing between Lermon and Toro
-and the Casa St. BB section, becomes more important if the
proposed Broad St. BB is not able to be completed.

Pave8_9 and misc Master.xls . 1/17/2012

Attachment 2
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CasaToroBB




Casa to Toro Bicycle Blvd. "C"

This section, "C" creates a Bicycle Blvd. along Casa St. from
Santa Rosa Park to Murray St. It includes a connection through
Santa Rosa Park.

To provide a low traffic impact North/South through route for
bicyclists that serves Cal Poly for the neighborhoods East of
Santa Rosa and other downtown bike route connectors, in
response to the continuing congestion and deterioration of Santa
Rosa St. -

BB

BP

Relationship with "Casa to Toro Bicycle Blvd." sections "A" and
"B". (Section "A": Grade separated crossing at Hwy. 101
connecting Lemon and Toro. Section "B": Connecting Lemon St.
to Santa Rosa Park.} Also has a relationship with the proposed
Toro St. Bicycle Blvd. Overall, the grade separated crossing
{(section "A") is key to this project. Path through Santa Rosa park
necessary to connect Lemon St. with Casa. This project with its
related links of Lemon and the GS crossing at Lemon to Toro,
becomes more important if the proposed Broad St. BB is not able
to be completed.

Pave8_9 and misc Master.xls 1/17/2012

Attachment 2
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CasaToroBB




Project:

Description:

Intent:

Class:

School zone:

Pave
section:

Length (reet)
Est. Cost

Priority

4 Catherine
5 Kristina
& Howard
7 Jim

Attachénent 2
5 5%\

Highland Class II

Install Class II bike lanes in each direction on Highland from SR1
to Cuesta St.

To provide travel lanes for bicyclists. The project will aiso provide
connectivity to the proposed Class III [anes on Cuesta and in turn,
to the proposed Cerro Romauido Bike Blvd.

I1
BP
8
1,150
$5,000
Second
S
7o o B
&
£ 5 8) & IS
) 9 = £ o] @ ~ &
3 £F & @ o 2 I
§ » & & 5 5 & ., 5 5 &
S ¢ 65 5 & JF F £ 5 &
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2 3 3 2 2 3 4 4 3 2 28
4 5 3 1 1 3 0 2 3 1 23
0
5 4, 3 4 0 4 2 4 5 2 33
,,,,,, O
- — e —— 0
5 4 3 3 1 3 5 3 5 2 34
avg. SCORE| 4.00( 4.00{ 3.00| 2.50] 1.00] 3.25| 2.75] 3.25| 4.00| 1.75} 29.50

Notes:

Pave8 9 and misc Master.xls

This project may require removal of parking. If space limitations
oniy provide for one bike lane, it should be installed in the East

bound direction to accommaeodate slower moving uphill bike traffic,

This project was formerly known as Mis 10 in the Bicycle
Transportation Plan dated May 7, 2002. In that plan the project
was for only a Class II on the North side of Highland with a length
of 575 feet and a "negligible” cost. Note that the project now calls
for a class II lane on each side with the total length at 1150 feet.
Costs responsibilities were listed as Developer = 100%. "Cal Poly
install as part of H-8 site development”. City of SLO Bicycle Count
Data taken in 2008 show the intersection of Santa Rosa and
Highland use as third highest out of 28 locations surveyed, with a
total count of 202.

1/17/2012

N

HighindCLII




Project:

Description:
Intent:
Class:

School zone:
Pave

section:
Length

(Feet)
Est. Cost

Priority

Peter
Catherine
Kristina
Howard
Jim

~Non bk W=

avg. SCORE 4.25| 4.00{ 3.00{ 3.00| 1.25] 3.75] 1.50] 2.75

Notes:

Attachment 2
SIS

Highland / Santa Rosa Bypass

Class I - From entrance at apartments (200 N. Santa Rosa),
through parking lots and across existing creek bridge and along
the edge of the agriculture field, connecting to Highland

To improve an already heavily used route for all season use

I
HA
8
2,700
$300,000
Second
S
s
Q e & & &
= L N o & g
3 F L & & ¢ N
&S & J & & F 9 5 &
§ £ 6 &5 £ E&EFS
S & & & & & § T &
5 5 3 4 3 4 3 3
2 3 5 1] 1 4 0 2

5 4 3 3 1 4 3 3

This route involves both private property and Cal Poly State
University property. City of SLO Bicycle Count Data taken in 2008
show the intersection of Santa Rosa and Highland use as third

highest out of 28 locations surveyed, with a total count of 202.
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Project: . Highland/Chorro Class I Connection

Construct a bike slot on Highland turning south on to Chorro St.

The primary goal is the bike slot, but a secondary alternative

would be to construct a Class I path from Highland to Chorro
Description: streets on the South side of Highland.

To facilitate better circulation for westbound Highland traffic
turning south on to Chorro. The connection is necessary to
provide an alternative north/south corridor into and out of the

Intent: downtown area for bicyclists to avoid Santa Rosa.

Class: I

School zone: BP _
Pave ?
section: 8 :

15 ft. for slot
Length (Feet)jup to 200 ft. for path

Est. Cost

3 Peter

4 Catherine 4 4 3 4 0 4 1 4 4 4

5 Kristina

& Howard

7 Jim 5 4 3 4 1 4 5 4 5 2
avg. SCORH 4.50| 4.00] 3.50] 3.00] 1.75} 4.00] 2.50] 3.50| 3.50] 2.50} z

Notes:




2012 Bicycle Transportation Plan DRAFT UPDATE:

Fhe following covers the text currently appearing on pages 20-22, beginning with “4.
Education and Promotion” and ending with “6. Administration”.

Where 2007 version text has been modified, the original text appears as “strike-through”.
New text additions/revisions are in bold italic type. The numbering system will be revised
for clarity. For ease of comparing the proposed draft to the current plan, current plan

numbers have been left intact. New pelicies are generically assigned as “X”.

4. EDUCATION AND PROMOTION

The City will:

4.1
4.2
XX
start of the Fal! sehool term Add:twna
drivers that work for compariies that req
4.3
4.4
4.5 Regionat Rideshare, the SL.O County Bicycle Coalition, the

ts and others to support bicycle promotion and education activities,
0 Work Week, Bike Rodeo, bicpelinglee education classes, after-school
bike helmet giveaway programs,

such as the annual' B
programs, bike valet

4.6  Centinwe-to-provide Consider providing incentives for employees to comemute fo work by bicycle

and encourage local business to do the same,

4.7 Promote and support the use of a “traffic school” opfion for persons involved in bicycle-related
traffic violations.

XX

Attachment 2
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XX  Support bicycling related events promotion (e.g.: Tour of Cilifornin) opportunities, with the
goal of leveraging them for the promotional oppon‘um ncrease local bicycle use and/or
bicyeling education.

5. FUNDING BICYCLE PROGRAMS

The City shall:

5.1 Reserve a minimum of two percent (2%} of its i
bicyclinge projects and programs Candldate activi ¥ use of these funds include, but are not
limited to:

5.2
XX
5.3
and programs New btkeways shall be created in advance of; or during the first phases of
development. ;
FundingGeant Programs - 50 T | Level o
i Quality Enhoneerns Regiona]
State Highway Account (SHA) Regional
Regional-Transportation Enhancements Activities (TE) Regional & Stale
Bicycle Transportation Account (BTA) State
Environmental Enhancement and Mitigation Program (EEM) | State
Safe Routes to School Programs (SR2S) State
Safe Routes to School Program (SRTS) Federal
Statewide Transportation ImprovementEnhancements Program | Federal
(STIP}
Community Development Block Grants Federal
Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) Federal

Attachment 2
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54 Continue to apply for regional;-state-and federal grants to help pay for bicycieing projects and
programs. Candidate grant programs include, but are not limited to:

5.6 Consider employing debt-financing strategies for large bikeway projects, where their costs are
out of scale with potential funding from regional, state or federal grant programs or from the
City’s Capital Improvement Fund.

5.7 Include small-scale projects, such as signing and stripin coming City paving projects when

appropriate.

facilities that include bicycle rack
such as striping, e,

5.9 Submit a list _of'p_ﬁddtiz'et.l projects th
year budget cycle;: This funding shall be

icyéle Transportation Plan as required by the Stateevery-four {43
for Statg:Bicycle Transportation Account (BTA}) grants.-and-shall

6.1

it for amendment to this Plan with the San Luis Obispo Public Works
1 st identify all proposed changes (additions, deletions, or modifications
to goals, objective s, activities, standards or maps) and provide a rationale for the
proposed changes. ndment requests are subject to the City’s environmental review process.
They will be acted on no more frequently than semi-annually by the City Council, after review
and report by the Bicycle Advisory Committes (BAC) and the Planning Commission. The
Department may charge applicants a fee to evaluate a proposed amendment. The fee will cover
the cost of evaluation and process administration by staft.

6.2
Depariment. Req




This page has been left blank on purpose.
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Project: Vista Lago Connection

Paved or unpaved bike trail connection between Vista Lago and
Description: Vista Collados

‘Preserve/provide a paved/unpaved bikeway between Vista Lago
and Vista Collados for a low/no traffic connection between
Intent: neighborhoods around the Laguna Middle School.

Class: n/a
School zone: SM
Pave

section: 6
Length (Feet) 515

Est. Cost n/a

Priority #DIV/O!

3 Peter
4 Catherine
5 Kristina
6 Howard
7 Jim

avg. SCORE|### | ### | s a#| s o #as| #a#|#na]an#|#n# v ur]

Notes: Relationship to Laguna Lake Bikeways B project. At this time
preserving access as an unpaved route is preferred. Therefore,
there is no cost associated with the project.
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2012 Bicycle Transportation Plan DRAFT UPDATE:

Where the previously approved version text has been modified, the original text appears as “strike-
through”. New text additions/revisions are in bold italic type. The numbering system will be revised
for clarity. For ease of comparing the draft revise to the current plan, current plan numbers have been
left tntact New poln:les are generically assigned as “X”.

Policy

Class Ul Bikeway (previously approved text version 7/2011 BAC meeting)
1.21  “Bike Route” signage nlong Class 1l Bikeways sha “Bi 5§
when the route provides a connection between ather &
Bikeway fac.rht:es {Class I, Class I, etc.), when traffic cc nc}rtmns (speeé’
roiite js an identified ¢
route. {e.g. Bill Roalman Bike Bivd., Paciﬁc Caasfzgipy'de Route)

me, etc.} have indicated a
ate, or Federal bicycle

Special Design Provisions

- Sharrow (previously approved text version 9/20
1.43  On streets where bike lanes are not;
and cyclists to safely travel it
Committee, may install shared lane markings (a!
pos:tnonmg of bICVChStS on. roadwavs w:th regular

") to improve the lateral
will most commonly be used on
ther bicycling facilities. instaliation of the

of buses and large trucks)

limit: at orabove ’40 mpﬁ’ :

e  Number of incidents of; wrong way bicycling, or sidewalk bicycling
¢ Corridors where there is a high potential to increase bicycle trips

G:\Transportation-Data\__Transpartation Flanning\Bicycle\Bike Plan\Bike Plan Update 2012\Draft Bike Plan docs\2012 8TP draft changes
Sharrow Classi!l Alternative.docx 1/17/2012 3:53 FM
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- Contrasting Color or Other Design treatment (The following covers the text currently appearing on page 16. This

text was originally reviewed in the 8/2011 BAC meeting, and followed with modifications during the 11/2011 meeting.}

way
-of way constrqmts or
potentra! conﬂrcts between mult:ple user groups), the City may consider testing alternative design

facilities such as, but not limi

lities in other loca!s, local

coflisions are impaciing bicycle
ing, or other traffic calming

trave! the City shall cons:der possible rerﬁe
devices.

ed text.version 5/2011 BAC meeting)

, shared-lane-markings are pavement legends

hicyclists on roadways with regularbieyele-use anda curb
sts to safely travel side by side within the lane. Alf narrow
these lane ma.rkmgs areda remmder lShar

" G:\Transportation-Data\_Transportation Planning\Bicycle\Bike Pian\Bike Plan Update 2012\Draft Bike Plan docs\2012 BTP draft changes

Sharrow Classll| Alternative.docx 1/17/2012 3:53 PM
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SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
(SLOCOG)

**NEWS RELEASE***
For Immediate Release

Re:  ANNUAL UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS AND BICYCLE & PEDESTRIAN INVENTORY
PUBLIC HEARING

Date: February 1, 2012
Time: 8:30 a.m.
Location: County Board of Supervisors’ Chambers, County Government Center

1055 Monterey Street, San Luis Obispo

UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS AND BICYCLE & PEDESTRIAN INVENTORY
PUBLIC HEARING

The San Luis Oblspo Council of Governments (SLOCOG) annually allocates approximately
$10 mitlion dollars in Transportation Development ‘Act (TDA) funds to member cities and the
county. The funds are designated for public transit, but can be used to improve local streets
and roads after all transit needs are first satisfied.

A Public Hearing will be held to receive public testimony identifying or commenting on transit
needs that may exist within the county. SLOCOG has scheduled a Regional Unmet Transit
Needs and Bicycle & Pedestrian inventory Public Hearing on Wednesday, February 1,

2012, at 8:30 a.m,, in the County Board of Supervisors' Chambers, County Government
Center, 1055 Monterey Street, San Luis Obispo. Concerned residents will have an
opportunity to testify on any transit deficiencies they experience. The testimony is evaluated
to determine which requests meest the requirements to be considered as an unmet need and
which are *reasonable o meet.” SLOCOG directs each jurisdiction to set aside funds to
meet those needs, and then allows the remaining money to be programmed for streets and

road |mnrg\.rnn-|nn+=

-

SLOCOG invites the general public to attend the hearing. Testimony may be presented at
the meeting, by phone or in writing {Write to: SLOCOG, 1114 Marsh Street, San Luis Obispo, CA
93401 or email to: Uh sletog:org or tgilham@slocog.org). Deadline for written,
telephone, and electronic testlmony is no later than Febru % If you
have any questions, please contact Tim Gillham at (805) 781-1520, '




