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GOAL 2: Make transit, walking, bicycling, taxi, ridesharing and
carsharing the preferred means of travel

2012 2018

‘ Auto
62%

Transit

17% '

Strategic Plan Goals




Manual on Uniform
Traffic Control Devlces

far Stree and High

California Manual on Uniform

Traffic Control Devices

FHWA's MUTCD 2002 Edition as amended for use in California
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e Better Streets Plan

— Standards for street
design & maintenance

— Framework for
implementation

— Citywide ‘cookbook’ for
use by all agencies

 SAN ERANCISCO

Why the Better Streets Plan?



Signage:

Planning

Street trees:

DPW (Bureau of Urban Forestry)
or property owner

'
Lightpoles:h;l—rﬁ/\k}c
PUC (PUC Stresﬂightingl = }

4
;

Sidewalk permits and ' Parking, loading, bike, ‘ Building facade,
maintenance: transit, traffic control:  Storm drains, glurb.-cuts:
DPW, property owner M (OFT, M) utilities: anning

PUC (Wastewater

Enterprise)

* Need for Agency Coordination

Why the Better Streets Plan?
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Making a “Greener” Complete Street
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PERSPECTIVE SKETCH: COLLIMBUS NORTH OF GREEN CORMER BULE DLTS
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Innovation Case Study: JFK Drive

e W Y
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pathway and landscaping e — [ — h J__J' pathway and landscaping
7-8' 5-10 1 1 5-10 7-8'
parking buffer vehicle vehicle buffer parking
travel lane travel lane
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Existing Conditions




Original Bike Lane Proposal

L

[
JJ pathway and landscaping

pathway and landscaping =
T8 5-10° 10 10 510 =B
parking  bike lane wehicle vehicle bike lane  parking
sbuffer travel lane travel fane +buffer
B NP /i (N P

Typical Bike Lane Next to Narrow Travel and Parking Lanes




What should we do differently?

Samrancisco, CA

Existing Bike Facilities




Why a Cycle Track on JFK?

1.5 miles of JFK — 9 intersections within proposed project area

=N |

B . & & i i i i

1.5 miles of Cabirillo (Arguello-25t) — 24 intersections and 250 driveways




Image credit: San Francisco Bicycle Coalition




Project Design Goals

3 design goals emerged from stakeholder and community input:

-\ @ Provide continuous buffer between moving
M M .

o, = | vehicles and cycle track
wewe @i (Survey Results & Comments)

i i

@ Maintain blue zones

pARKmG (Accessibility Community)

Maintain parking near major institutions
W=l (Park Institutions)




One-Way Cycle Tracks

Potential cross-section

pathway and landscaping . : pathway and landscaping
5-10 7-8' 1 1o 0-5'
buffer  parking vehicle vehicle buffer
travel lane travel lane
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San

Francisco Pre-

Staff/Pre-

Blcyc_le TASC/TASC
Coalition

City _
Agencies San Planning

(3-5) Francisco

Commission

Project
Process

Ped
Safety Paratransit
Advisory Council

Council ADA
Bicycle

Advisory
Council

Advisory
Groups
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Challenges:
State Environmental Review

CEQA Process Flow Chart
Public Agency dmmmmm

California Environmental e

Public Agency
determines. if the

Quality Act (CEQA): ——

aignificant effect on environment

Mact v v
Netice of Exemplion Me Turther action
mora than one public agency is may b filed required under CEQA

requires state and local
agencies to identify the I =1

that the project may have a
Lead agency prepares initial study |
Respond to T

significant environmenta T =

Lead ageney sends Notice of
Respond to Notice Preparaticn 1o responsible agency
° e ° of Preparation asto O et T
contents of draft EIR
Lead agancy prepares draft EIR |
1
Lead agency files Notice of Lead Agency gives public
Completion and gives public notice notice of availability
of availability of draft EIR aof Negative Declaration

Comments on adequacy

. .y . |
and to avoid or mitigate SR fro T T

EIR including responses to

Decision-making body comments on draft EIR
considers final EIR or T
Megative Declaration - "
. . ° prepared by lead agency I Caonsideration and approval of ‘ co;“h?';::s;fmpg?l
O S e I m a C S I e I e " e e il
’ a S L Findings on feasibility - L
of reducing or avoiding Findings on feasibility of
significant envirenmental reducing or avoiding significant
affects. environmental effects
e oo
Stata Agencies Lowal Agencies State Agancias Local Agensies
Fila Natica of File Notice of e Natice of | J - Filo Motice of
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Current Bikeway Design Guidance

Manual on Uniform
Traffic Control Devices

California Manual on Uniform
Control Devices

~ Innovative
Bicycle
Treatment
Toolbox
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Strategies for Innovation

/\

Bureaucratic Innovation Tactical Innovation
* Formal, regimented process * Work around existing standards
 Outcome unknown * Quicker .
. e Pave the way for changing the
* Benefits: standards in the future
— Philanthropy * Useful when lots of other cities
— Liability are already doing similar work

— Scope Control




State Process for
requesting and
conducting
experimentations

for new traffic control
devices...

Fequesting jurisdiction submuts

requast to CTCDC -+

v

CTCDC will discuss & review during

the Quartarly mesnng

F 3

Rejectad d

Would ask to receive approval from the FHWA

First if it would reduce std.

Requestng jurisdiction installs
experimental maffic control device

Evaluate experimental maffic
conmol device

—

Raquestng jurisdiction provides

senu-annual report to CTCDC

Requesting jurisdiction provides
CTCDC a fipal report

v
CTCDC reviews
final report

r L 4

Further Experimentation
required

[ ]

CTCDC accepts CTCDC rejects
final report final report

CTCDC recommends Calrans
to develop a policy for the new
maffic control device

- Calmrans rejects CTCDC

¥

Caltrans develops the new maffic
conmol device policy & bnngs it
back to the CTCDC for
discussion in an open public

reconunendations and write
back to the CTCDC their
Justifications

Jurisdicnion restores experiment
sitz to onginal conditon

Calmrans adopts
the policy
and post on the CA
MUTCD website unrl

the famre update of
the CA MUTCD




State Process for
requesting and
conducting
experimentations
for geometric
designs...

New legislation will establish new process




OBeTaAINING EXPERIMENTATION APPROVAL
FOR NEW
TrarFFic CONTROL DEVICES

Federal process for T

Submit Request ta Submit Reguest to Federal
Headguarters Highway Adminkstration

requesting and o gt
conducting e
experimentations : "
for new traffic control

devices...

FHWA Headguarters .
Review =

MO Reguesting Jurisdicbion
Appraved Respends b Questions
Raisod by FHWA
YES
Reguesting Jurisdiction
Instalis Experimental Traffic
Control Device

ks J

L 3
; Reguasting Jurisdiction Providas Semi-
ﬁmﬁmm'?:' coop  mnnual Reports (o FHWA Division &

Hoadguarters

| ‘

WIMIMLUM ONE YEAR




Process for
Amendment of
MUTCD...

PROCESS FOR AMENDMENT OF MUTCD

Succassful
Experimentation

Jurisdiction or Interestad
Party Recommends that
Fedaral Highway
Adminletration (FHWA)
Revise MUTCD

FHWA Prepares Motice of
Proposed Amendment (NPA)

L4

FHWA Publ=hes NPA in
Fadaral Registar

[ FHWA Roviews Commants |

¥

I FHWA Propares Flnal Rula |

¥

I FHWA Publishes Final Rudo

Buccessful Ressarch,

| Analytical Study, Laboratory

Study, or Hon-LELS.
Exgrarimaniation

Jurigdiction Resiores
Experiment Sites to Original

Condition

'

States Adopt Mow Editlon of
MUTCD

NOTE:
NP for MUTC D
changes occurs
Approximataly
every § years
and regulls in

-
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SHARED LANE MARKINGS
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Tactical * Research
approach... * Engineering Judgment
* Memo to file

 Before/After Studies

* Develop Local
Guidelines

* (Share Experience)
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Innovative
Bicycle
Treatment
Toolbox

San Francisco, California

June 2012

S F M TA | Municipal Transportation Agency
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Door zone treatments




T ST | Lecation: 17" Sirest from Dolores Sheet i
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Door zone treatments




Door| g Treatments and Intersection
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Door zone treatments




Locations: Iréereeticns

Problem: Conflicing mmtrreection movements
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Green-backed sharrows
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Locatiom: Marks] Sireel betvessn Soulk Van

INTERSECTION ﬁmm Nes Aveniui and 11 Sirest
‘CASE STUDY Year Completed: June, 2011
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Green-backed sharrows







Bicycle Speed Comparison in miles per hour

m Before (January 2012) = After (June 2012)

145 14.5
12.7

Weekday Weekend

JFK Drive: Evaluation




35

W 85th percentile speed

Before
W 85th percentile speed
all day10am gll dayl10amall day10am all day|10am After
to to to to
Spm Spm Spm Spm
EB WB EB WB
Conservatory East to Conservatory Westto
Middle East Eighth Ave

<
S Conclusion Speeds: Both bike and vehicle speeds dropped an average of 2-

3 miles per hour



Do you think the following are acceptable?
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Bike lane width

Bike lane placement
Crossing the bike lane
Parking width

Buffer width
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JFK Drive: Evaluation




