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AGENDA

1. What is the Complete Streets North Central Plan?
2. Plan Approach

3. Engagement Highlights

4. Location Specific Comments

5. Potential Improvements

6. Next Steps
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Group Guidelines

Share the space
One speaker at a time

Be mindful of time

Respect one another




What IS A Streets that are safe, comfortable, and

accessible for all users and multiple

CO m p I ete forms of travel
Street?

Active Sidewalks Public Space Dedicated or Vehicle Travel Safe Crossings Transit Green Infrastructure
Protected Bike Lanes
Lanes

Source: City of Santa Fe



The Complete Streets
North Central Plan
focuses on developing a
safe, reliable,
accessible, and
equitable multimodal
transportation system by
pursuing a collaborative
community
engagement process
that encourages deep
listening of community
members and residents
INn North Central.




Plan Approach

Community-Led

and Data Prioritization and

Priority Project Plan Development

Supported A

Recommendations




Phase 1

« Timeline: August 2023 -

Engagement December 2023
« Overview
Reca p o Over 200+ North

Central residents
engaged in person (in
Spanish and English).

> 3 focus groups, & pop
up tabling events, 2
Lived Experience Group
meetings

o Spanish interpretation
provided at most
activities.




Stakeholder Partnerships

North Central
Neighborhood
Association
(HANCSM)

North
Macedonia
Church

Lived
Experience
Group
members

National Night
Out

Movies in the
Park

Community
Baptist
Church
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Lived Experience Group

2 Meetings and public engagement support

LEG meetings and community engagement events coordinated in support with LEG members
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Phase 1 Engagement
August - December 2023

i & :
Food Distribution Pop-Up at Macedonia

National Night Out Pop Up M°""if5"|;;'r‘t‘i*c'i°a;ﬁt':;’p Up Church of God-Christ
(44 Participants) P (40 Participants)
August 1, 2023 September 7, 2023 November 7,2023

HANCSM Meeting |?°.P In Focus Group North Central Residence Focus Groups (2) Community Baptist Church Pop-Up
(~40 Participants) (~20 Participants) (~50 Participants)
November 9, 2023

November 30, 2023 December 11,2023



Location-Specific Comments

City of San Mateo Complete Streets North Central é g
° <
H H Ottawa St o 2 Ontario St 2 S Rand St
g Community Needs and Goals e srommalirly L7/
5 2 § T I summMoty © g
Mapping of Community Needs and Godats Collected Through Community Engagement Huron Ave Sz £ g <2 : s s
Yy Engag T S S & ELEMENTARY T =
DRAFT 2 : : B B9 &7\ bousn—fiheiie s
5% San Mateo %_ 3 o B B ® Chavez
T 2 Municipal 2 Cavanaugh St ® c < 3 & N Norfolk St Supermarket
Coyote Point e Golf Course $ P £ T a 2 @
Recreation Area e w g 5 = % g 5
| g N Kingston St e g Bl B g NORTH SHOREVIEW - jpergh St S PatriciaAve
a g ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 53
Z N Kingston St
4 ingston St
& ADD
STOP SIGNS
o N Bayshore Blvd v re Blud S Bayshore Blvd
o e s smmemm. o ——— - - - - - T ——— - — . EREECS
‘;§Q o i . . . ’ N Amphtett . . S Arnphlen-hl S Amphlett Blvd
= LIMITED ADD ! REROUTE 4 ADD = N
; i Mal BIKES I & |speeo sumps SPEEDING '\
2 DRAG o STREET
N Idaho St g = RACING E 2 2 2 = R " S Idaho St
| T 2] =] f :
o SPEEDING KEEP -2} w| LIMITED . Zif
@ N TWO WAY 3 a i e i ] §[ PARKING. E: [ Si i
Humboldt St . 7 <K ! = URBGLt St 4 D:":::::ﬂf"“ S Humboldt St
Park i [ CONGESTION] [ AlLErop ] STREET 1 Auon
S Victoria Rd X NGapi2U W .. ... -
& S6
$°\\\ ! : : g rant St
Bancroft Rd 1 ' Poor PED 3
. j VISIBILITY 2 i
aonlror, = ! SAN MATEO : o0 v SFrement St
9 1 HIGH SCHOOL .
! -NFORCEMEN .
Stanley Rd ! N Eldorado . . S Eldorado St
DONUTS AND 1
! CONGESTION ot BODOING 4
Ainke DA 1 ' 1 S Delaware St
. P ILLEGAL i
(: Specific Improvement | @ PARKING 2
= 8 Claremont St ga " ©
D Commentary / Concern ! B N Claremont (. .' . ! i e
k3 1 : 1 3
. Dangerous/Challenging Intersection ! S A :N Railroad Ave 7 . w
42 s o C AR RE KR ] -t st
| I S 5 SPEEDING PARKING ON San Mateo Station ] ¢ “SRailroad Ave @ ¢
Improve Corridor Lighting - & SIDEWALK R < < < <
10N & & [T
D /Chall Corrid: ide Wy w w
angerous/Challenging Corridor g Woodsid . . Elisworth Ava 3
«« «« Potholes Along Corridor .3 ;E S Ellsworth Ave
R 3
! c = Laurel Ave
o 1 » N San Mateo Dr 2
[:3 Neighborhood Boundary 5 r o - @ P 5 S San Mateo Dr
7 i~ 2 K
g School 4 o o Z < < < < z &
- & = 5 3 5 2 2 £
Park - 3 3 5 H [ & Elm St 2 = E  ST.MATTHEWS Seitiatads
& | andnisris o & 3 o 2 Z EPISCOPAL DAY SCHOOL
R €
+cs@+ Caltrain Rail & Station v 1 2 Real b
Highland Ave NEL Camin® El Camino Real
0 025 05

] Miles




jf oﬁ:ogm@ar.EE\Q

Engagement Highlights

General themes from community feedback

- Traffic Safety Concerns

« Visibility and Turning Safety

« Safety Infrastructure Improvements
« Limited Right of Way

« Neighborhood aesthetics and
identity

* Public Transit Improvements
« Enforcement of Regulations
« lllegal Activities and Enforcement

* Pride in the Neighborhood and
Martin Luther King Jr. Center/Park

12
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Class II: Bike Lane

Next: Context-Sensitive Potential
Improvements and Trade-Offs




TRAFFIC CALMING

Speed Lump/Cushion

ADVANTAGES

Effective in reducing speeds

« Maintains rapid emergency
response times

* Relatively easy for bicyclist to

Cross

DISADVANTAGES

« Maintenance can be challenging

* Vehicles with wide wheelbase
can pass through the lump using
the wheel cutouts

* Increased noise from vehicles
accelerating




TRAFFIC CALMING

Raised Crosswalk

ADVANTAGES

» Effective in reducing speeds, though not to
the extent of speed lumps

» Maintenance easier than speed lumps

» Improve safety for both vehicles and
pedestrians

DISADVANTAGES

* Increased noise

* Impact to drainage
(stormwater) needs to be
considered



Rectangular Rapid Flashing
Beacons (RRFB)

ADVANTAGES

« Effective at initiating yields
to pedestrians
» Often solar powered

DISADVANTAGES

* Must be installed in addition
to other traffic signage
(school zone, pedestrian
crossing sign)

» Restrictions on where they
can be installed relative to
other signage or traffic
control devices (signals,
stop signs)

« May require power source or
stop working if solar power
Is insufficient

Source: US Federal Highway Administration



ROADWAY DESIGN

Relocation of Bike Lanes

wem Completed Bicycle Boulevard %

= Completed Bike Lane

w— Completed Buffered Bike Lane

= Completed Shared Use Path

===« Proposed Bicycle Boulevard
Proposed Bicycle Route

sass Proposed Bike Lane

=sss Proposed Buffered Bike Lane ’/"r,’_' 230 G&

ssss Proposed Separated Bike Lane

&
"«3‘,' s
I \ 2
==22 Proposed Shared Use Path S e ",,)
R N &
g 0 5
5

Dr Martin
L King Jr 4%
Fark o

.

5, . o
S Class IlI: Bike Lane
‘»’ Gy Standard bike lane Provides a striped lane for one-way
N':. .‘" 00”? bike travel on a roadway
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Class IlI: Bike Route

Provides for shared use with motor vehicle traffic

N R
J@—A ?ﬁﬁ

Class IV: Separated Bikeway
Parking-separated bikeway with  Parking-separated bikeway with Provides a separated right-of-way for the
soft-hit posts raised concrete buffer/tree planting  exclusive use of bicyclists adjacent to a roadway

ADVANTAGES

« Manages traffic
* Reduces conflicts

DISADVANTAGES

» Must consider impacts
on other streets;
challenges/issues
displaced

« Can increase volume
and speed of traffic on
vacated street requiring
additional traffic calming
measures due to less
friction

Source: US Federal Highway Administration



ROADWAY DESIGN

One-Way/ Two-Way Street
Conversions

ADVANTAGES

* Manages traffic
* Reduces conflicts

DISADVANTAGES

* Must consider impacts
on other streets

» Canincrease volume
and speed of traffic
requiring additional
traffic calming measures
due to less friction

* Increase travel
distances; operates best
In pairs

Source: US Federal Highway Administration
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DISCUSSION and QUESTIONS



NEXT STEPS

Prioritization and
Priority Project
Development

1. Focus Groups/Pop Ups
2. Door Knocking
3. Community Worshop #3
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THANK YOU!

Sue-Ellen Atkinson
Principal Transportation Planner
seatkinson@cityofsanmateo.org



	Slide 1
	Slide 2
	Slide 3
	Slide 4
	Slide 5
	Slide 6
	Slide 7
	Slide 8
	Slide 9: Lived Experience Group
	Slide 10
	Slide 11: Location-Specific Comments
	Slide 12: Engagement Highlights
	Slide 13: Next: Context-Sensitive Potential Improvements and Trade-Offs
	Slide 14: Speed Lump/Cushion
	Slide 15: Raised Crosswalk 
	Slide 16: Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacons (RRFB)
	Slide 17: Relocation of Bike Lanes
	Slide 18: One-Way/Two-Way Street Conversions
	Slide 19
	Slide 23
	Slide 24

