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* Project Purpose, Background,

ITEMS OF Overview
DISCUSSION « Community Engagement

* Prioritization
M‘*

e Selected Trail Corridors
e Staff Recommendation
* Next Steps
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» Address community desire for Class
PROJECT | bikeways (multi-purpose trails) in

PURPOSE disadfvantaged communities, as
identified through the Active
and GOALS |

Transportation Plan (ATP)
M’*

* |dentify and develop grant-ready

projects for approximately 5 miles
of trail

Fresno Trail Network Expansion Feasibility Plan



 Funded by Caltrans Sustainable
Transportation Planning Grant Program
(Sustainable Communities) with local match

PROJECT from Measure C Trails Funding
BACKGROUND « First step in implementation of Class |

bikeways recommendations from ATP
oad il

(166 miles of unfunded trails)

» Used City’s Active Transportation
Prioritization Tool to develop a high priority
list of corridors

« Studied feasibility of selected trail
corridors, developed concept designs and
estimates for grant applications
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Final Draft
City of
EDEcCAIl
MMEkEJ2s=

PROJECT OVERVIEW

SPRING 2019 SUMMER 2019 FALL 2019 WINTER 2020
Plan Review, Data Public Engagement, Draft Plan, Public Final Plan and
Collecti Prioritizati Feasibility Analysis, _
ollection, Frioritization Concept Development Comment Adop’uon
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COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT HIGHLIGHTS

« 5 community meetings throughout Fresno )
« Spanish and Hmong translation and interpretation
* Meetings drew a range of abilities, ages, interests, backgrounds

» Attendees: people who bike for fithess, for fun, to commute; people who walk for
fitness J

« One Walking Tour on the McKenzie Trail
 Format was a great way to discuss issues
* Neighbors were enthusiastic and supportive

 Trail Advisory Committee met twice and provided valuable input
« Over 60 community participants (over 90 including advisory committee members)

m
\
N\
Ay,
U

Fresno Trail Network Expansion Feasibility Plan



WHAT WE
LEARNED:

Major topics and
themes

City of
EDECAL) .
MMNEZJs=%yY

Community

Priorities

Received
input on
desired
amenities

More

amenities

Safety on
and

across
roadways

Shade,
drinking
fountains,
seating

Received input on
how people use
trails

Some concerns, but
primarily eagerness
to see projects
completed
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PRIORITIZATION FACTORS
from ATP Prioritization Tool

ACCESS AND EQUITY

Accessibility (all ages and
abilities)

Equity

Community-identified
Priorities

Vehicle Ownership/access

Existing and Future
Network

Schools, Public Transit
Parks, Key Destinations
Regional Significance
Place Type

4

TRAFFIC CONTROL, MODE
SHIFT, AND USER COMFORT

Bicycle/Pedestrian
Collisions

Potential for Mode Shift
and Greenhouse Gas
Reduction

Population Density

Fresno Trail Network Expansion Feasibility Plan
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Corridor

Extents

A

Herndon Canal, Hughes Avenue to Fruit Avenue

B

Kearney Boulevard, West Avenue to Fresno Street

.3

Merced Street from B Street to Thorne Avenue; Thorne Avenue from

u [ c
Selected Trail Corridors
D California Avenue, Fanning Ditch to Walnut Avenue; Walnut Avenue
from California to Belgravia, Belgravia Avenue to Hinton Park Behymer
E|Church and Jensen Avenues, from MLK Avenue to Elm Avenue
é T S a = = o
] Shepherd
...S\“ "? : :
”» .e )\7 t;'l__:' "' |.‘ Nees
" " Nees -e’ Lebrmty 19 7
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Herndon Canal il e f o

* Four connected corridors
selected to leverage i
TCC-funded trail projects ®

and to create network In
Southwest Fresno
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PROPOSED FACILITY TYPES

° Cl ass | Trai |s (m u |t| pu I’pO se Bicycle Facility Classifications
trail /Sl d ep ath) on a” C Orri d ors Caltrans defines several classifications of bicycle facilities. These facilities provide varying

levels of separation from other traffic and some are shared use.

Class lll Bike Route (Bike
Boulevard) on Merced Street

Class IV Separated
Bikeways on short segments
of Church and Jensen
Avenues

Retained existing Class I
bike lanes on most corridors
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CORRIDOR A: Herndon Canal

Class | Trail, 1.1 miles

from Hughes Ave to Fruit Ave
BENEFITS

Increased bicycle/pedestrian g 8 ool
connectivity to neighborhood, schools <\" e
and shopping areas, increased SESTC

recreational space

ESTIMATED COST

12' PROPOSED
CLASS |
CANAL-SIDE TRAIL

%'s!’?‘

HAWK CROSSING

PROPOSED REST STOP WITH

{, TRASH RECEPTACLE, BENCH,

J DOG WASTE STATION AND TREE

< e g -ﬂ
Sl ]

! RAMP UP BIKE LANE ——

TO SIDEWALK LEVEL ‘— /

&

PROPOSED
WAYFINDING
(TYP)
PROPOSED
MID-BLOCK

PROPOSED
MID-BLOCK
HAWK CROSSING

PROPOSED
FENCE AND
2' BUFFER

RAMP UP BIKE LANE 3
TO SIDEWALK LEVEL S8

MATCH LINE | = SEE SHEET A3

$2.8 to $4.4 million (two crossing

PROPOSED

— LANDSCAPE BUFFER
(WIDTH VARIES)

options)

12' PROPOSED
CLASS |
CANAL-SIDE TRAIL "

B < i 3  PROPOSED
v 3 BICYCLE RAMP .
CYC £ PROPOSED

WAYFINDING

(TYP)

PROPOSED
LANDSCAPE BUFFER
(WIDTH VARIES)

PROPOSED
FENCE AND

12' PROPOSED
__ CLASS| TRAIL

MATCH LINE — SEE SHEET A3

> /.'{::i'
i /
s PROPOSED DIAGONAL

] BICYCLECROSSING'
P

PROPOSED ~
CURB RAMP

| OPTION B: DIAGONAL CROSSING
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CORRIDOR B: Kearney Boulevard

Class | Trail, 1.3 miles
from West Ave to Fresno St

BENEFITS

Connections between Downtown and
Southwest Fresno, including schools
and bike lanes

ESTIMATED COST
$4.3 million
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WAYFINDING (TYP) -~ CLASS | TRAIL | 1 HIGH-VISIBILITY "‘! LANDSCAPE BUFFET:
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1 B . f 2D “ﬁ

L b| BV v
MATCH LINE — SEE BELOW LEFT
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RO ¢ , ’ e

PROPOSED
WAYFINDING KIOSK, |

| TRASHRECEPTACLE, ||
| DOG WASTE STATION

| EKEARNEY BLVD [S===

PROPOSED RRFB | PROPOSED-
| CROSSINGS . WAYFINDING (TYP)

A ¥ X
PROPOSED y ‘
PROPOSED -
S HIGHVISBILITY | TRALL — 1"“
ey

W

SCALE: 17 = 40"

80"

h CROSSWALK N W \ 12 PROPOSED - .
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CORRIDOR C: Thorne Avenue and Merced Street
I

PROPOSED o« 12' PROPOSED — 5' PROPOSED
. WAYFINDING, TYP. [\ '] CLASSITRAIL _\ LANDSCAPE

: = T\ === BUFFER _

Thorne Ave from California to Merced St, e -

Merced St from Thorne Ave to B St I e Sl e S
BN ——

meze) )M | I orosee: |

BENEFITS L C’.l Sl N G
N

Connections with Kearney Blvd trail, SW A o eroposeocura )

Class | Trail and Bike Boulevard, 0.92 miles

O PLANNED -
NTCH TRAIL

-

.

7l W CALIFORNAAVE

SRR A THORNE AVE |

L

AVENUE/FANNING DITCH TO EXTENSION AND | Z
Fresno Trail (Fanning Ditch/TCC),
Downtown Fresno At 197

ESTIMATED COST « f‘" N

$1.1 million

PROPOSEDA . PROPOSED CURB N g PROPOSED CURB —\ &
WAYFINDING (TYP) '\ ~ EXTENSIONAND | ’ | EXTENSION AND
CURB RAMP "\ N\~ : CURB RAMP

=

L PROPOSED
| 1 SHARED LANE | ,
MARKINGS

-,
2 e,
=YY =

MATCH LINE — SEE ABOVE RIGHT
MATCH LINE — SEE SHEET C2
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CORRIDOR D: California/Walnut/Belaravia — Hinton Park Connector

Class | Trail, 0.96 miles

California Ave from Thorne Ave to Walnut Ave, Walnut Ave from
California Ave to Church Ave, Belgravia from Walnut Ave to
Fairview Trail/Hinton Park

BENEFITS

Connections to SW Fresno Trail (Fanning Ditch/TCC), Fairview
Trail, and future Fresno City College West Career Technical
Center, as well as library, middle schools, high school

ESTIMATED COST

HIGH-VISIBILITY
CROSSWALK (TYP)

[+

/\—FUTURE

S THORNEAVE

PROPOSED T

CONNECTION TO PROPOSED |
CORRIDOR C: MERCED STREET ¢
BIKE BOULEVARD AND THORNE |
AVENUE CONNECTOR

& PROPOSED CURB
K 5% | EXTENSION AND
X - — R CURB RAMPS
| [Ecuromiane .
S . — 6' PROPOSED =3 o
S “| LANDSCAPE

BUFFER
T

///'.'\\
q;’\
. N

o I

- Nbs

o
s Nes Jas
O W

5' PROPOSED

$3.0 to $3.4 million (two design options)
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LANDSCAPE
WAYFINDING (TYP) DocAPE TURNG )
- %)
| FANNING mumG o) \-PROPOSED REST STOP VAl X —
DITCH VEHICLES WITH TRASH RECEPTACLE, 12' PROPOSED 57 PROPOSED A
TRAIL de;b | (2) BENCHES, DOG WASTE CLASS | TRAIL " CURB RAMPS g
a —L [ STATION, AND TREES i A S S g =
| P — d Ok PRI ¥ ) \| ‘_
2l
» \ii\
C | g NEW TRAFFIC SIGNAL,
A = CLOSED SLIP LANE,
w PEDESTRIAN SCRAMBLE
3 PHASE PLANNED FOR
5 INTERSECTION (NOT SHOWN)
" O
n \\
I &' PROPOSED PROPOSED PROPOSED .
LANDSCAPE CURB RAMPS HIGH-VISIBILITY -
L BUFFER CROSSWALK S
= | el
T ool " 5 | 7 I} ] — e
S ¢ & - | 1 \ ——— %
< T PROPOSED
g L ! NO J WAYFINDING (TYP) —
il 12' PROPOSED 3' PROPOSED TURN + PROPOSED CURB
CLASS | TRAIL LANDSCAPE e EXTENSION AND
BUFFER CURB RAMPS
|
MATCH LINE — SEE SHEET D3
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Corridor E: Church and
Jensen Avenues

Class | Trail, 1.0 miles. Two segments, both from
Martin Luther King, Jr. Boulevard to East Elm ﬁ

Avenue

BENEFITS

Connects to/ extends trail to future Fresno City

College West Career Technical Center, MLK, Jr.
Blvd activity center, trails, and park

ESTIMATED COST

PROPOSED

| $2.8 million
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PROPOSED

CONNECTION TO =

EJENSENAVETRAIL |

T
L
pA |
g =
d
PROPOSED &
“--«- /. WAYFINDING (TYP) | -
2 @
| / f@wriﬁ ';———-nmvw . S — - - —— S '4 |
4 um.uh : R =% .mm .
', —\ = L4 il =
. “ PROPOSED \T ' -
gﬁgs\gvsvﬂlkm g \__ PROPOSED B lkf ' PROPOSED TWO-WAY r ' §
: e | BICYCLELANE | PARKING-PROTECTED " <
CONNECTION TO o - : EXTENSION [ " CLASSIV6 BICYCLE LANES **
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STAFF * Accept the Fresno Trail Network
RECOMMENDATION

Expansion Feasibility Plan and

adopt the corridor prioritization
recommendations

Fresno Trail Network Expansion Feasibility Plan



* [f Council adopts this Plan today,
Public Works Department will
NEXT STEPS pursue grant funding

» Concept plans, concept-level cost

estimates, and feasibility analyses
are complete and grant-ready
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Figure MT-2:
Paths and Trails
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Access and
Equity
Scoring Guide
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Fresno Trail Network Expansion Feasibility Plan
Active Transportation Project Prioritization Tool - Data Workbook

Variables Data Source Metrics/Notes Assumptions Score Description
Access and Equity
ADA Coordinator confirmed no
’ Direct trail-related complaints direct trail related complaints.
Manual review of ADA |ssues : : S
At onrsinatar received per ADA Coordinator Howiever, trails near Inspiration
for trails Park and FolkiGettyshurg are highly]
requested . . .
Project addresses an accessibility complaint from a person with a
5§ |disability filed with the office of the ADA Coordinator
Mo Ton ADA coordinator recommends
Flan for trails near identified Failit thin 1/2
A-1 |Accessibility hartiers r$VIE:VIng el ‘dles ‘;\”. Inl d'- Sidewalk analvsi ducted in GIS
+ LRI A RS S L) S s S ALl i Project addresses multiple existing barriers to access identified by the
Sidewalk GlS layer  |MON18vel of sidewalk gaps near City of Fresno's ADA Transition Plan for the Public Right of ¥YWay or
s 4 confirmed by the ADA Coordinator
MLl s e Wl ADA coordinator recommends
Flan for trails near identified S Tt s
e reviewing facilities within 1/2-
+ Gl prnp_msed Ui | SlmlEt el lnyfel= femmnly a0 Bl Project address a single existing barrier to access identified by the City
Sidewalk GIS Layer a[rjeasmth el 9|f of Fresno's ADA Tranzition Plan for the Public Right of YWay ar
SlEEl e 2 |confirmed by the ADA Coordinatar
= 5 = 0 |Projectdoes not address any existing barriers to access.
Project is located within severely disadvantaged census tracts as
determined by the CalEnviroScreen toal (score falls into 96 to 100
18 |percentile range)
a5 e i O‘ﬁriﬁi of Eg\grunmental i S e Froject is located within disacdvantaged census tracts as determined by
- Sty (e:a ItE gz%r SSESSSFSEMS B Al CRTRIUEEE 13 |the CalEnviroScreen tool (score falls inta 81 ta 86 percentile range)
allSmATEETEE S gkl Project is located within 1/2 mile radius of disadvantaged census tracts
& |as determined by the CalEnviroScreen tool.
0 |Project does not provide direct access to disadvantaged community.
Listed as high priority in ATP - 5 |ldentified as a high priarity in the Active Transpartation Plan
e T Nlnj s?:emﬂc tFra|I Equgsts identified
Southwest were requested by eI IHES 20 SR Identified projects on behalf of the community through means such as
c ity Identified Manual review of existing community groups in ATP baseddorsc:qan;jze'xztmns h?rve_l FresGo and 621-City, community petitions, requests to City Staff and
A3 Po.ml.'numty sntilie plans and data pull from e 4 Council M ermbers and community based arganizations
Tiority FresGa Trails identified in Specific Plan Fequested az part of a community planning process or adopted plan in
areas B 3 |thelast & years.
& z Mot identified through a community planning process in the last & years|
0 |orisidentified as a low priority in the Active Transportation Plan
The percent of households with zera automobiles in the project area is
: : . . 2 |z 80%.
A~ |Vehicle Ownership US Census, ACS 2017 data - Analysis conducted in GIS e percent of Nouseholds with 2210 autorobies in he projed arez 1
0 |=50%.
Total: 30
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Connectivity
Scoring Guide
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Fresno Trail Network Expansion Feasibility Plan
Active Transportation Project Prioritization Tool - Data Workbook

Variables

Data Source

MetricsiNotes

Assumptions

Score

Description

Connectivity

Fills a network gap hetween any two existing bicycle or pedestrian

3 |facilities
Connectivity to Existing Bikeway and Trail - 2 | Connects with one existing bicycle or pedestrian facility.
Cal Existing N:Zwon( Neg«rgm G|sy|_ayer 2 YR R sl el Frovides no connectmnst% excétmg b|§ycle ar pedestr[\\;m Taclites or 13
immediately adjacent to existing and equivalent alternative path of
0 |travel.
Frovides direct access to teo or more K-12 schools wathin 1/4 mile
15 |radius of the project
Provides direct access to one K-12 school within 1/4 mile radius of the
- A 12 |project
c-2 Lonnecdyityito G FULE PR - Analysis conducted in GIS Provides direct access to two or more K-12 schoals within 1/2 mile
Schools Schools GIS Layer
9 radiug of the project
Pravides direct access to ane K-12 schaol within 1/2 mile radius of the
-] project
0 Unes not provide access to a -T2 school.
Lacated within 1/2 mile of public transportation including: FAX, Amtrak,
. .| Fresno Area Express GTFS
c3 $:;::;ie:t“”tv tolRuE g data, Bus StopiTransit Center - Analysis conducted in GIS 4 Creyound or High Speed Fa) station
Sllatey 0 Does not provide direct access to public transit.
4 Froject is located within 1/4 mile of an existing park
Project is not located within 172 mile of a park and is located within a
C<4 | Connectivity to Parks Parks GIS Layer = Analysis conducted in GIS 4 ;gﬂgaggm’;ﬁm forever: ] U0l reseiis here-arest D2 taeres ot
2 Project is located within 1/2 mile of an existing park
0 Froject is not Tocated near existing parks
Located within 1/4 mile of grocery store, health provider, civic center,
4 large employment center or other regional destination
c5 Conrject.l\nty to Key Key Dt‘astmatltogs Gt\hSCI)_ayer, B Al ducted in GIS Project is not located within 1 mile of grocery store, health provider,
DestiriatishsGexauds| B8 HUR BIETL e el e e R 4 |civic center, large ermployment center or other regional destination.
SCionls S natks slzeislianta Located within 1/2 mile of grocery store, health provider, civic center,
3 large employment center or other regional destination
0 Uoes not directly provide access to an activity center
Fills a bikeway netwark gap between an existing and a funded near
cg |Connectivity to Manual review of Capital | Capital Improvernent Program 2 [term (5 years) proposed facility of any type
Future Netwerk Improverment Program programs identified by City staff
0 DCoes not provide access to an existing bikeway or shared use paths
Connects to existing or proposed
M anual review of FresnoCOG networks in adjacent = W 2 : 7
C-7 |Regional Significance | ATP Exizting Bikeway and - jurisd\c’ﬂDnsfunincorpjnrated areas 1 ﬁ:;rveld:;gfg;;;;\jﬁ;’;E}E;g mile of ragional network in one or
Trail Network Project provides no direct connectivity to a neighboring jurisdiction’s
- 0 network.
Anchored place type - location efﬁciency factors will increase over
time; land use supports high levels of non-motorized travel and transit
Meed City input to identif 2 |use
C8 (Place Type h;!:“ tg L ¥
Transitional place type - location currently "evolving”, likelihood of
o |future dewvelopment of the adjacent property.
Total: 35
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Fresno Trail Network Expansion Feasibility Plan
Active Transportation Project Prioritization Tool - Data Workbook

Variables

Data Source

MetricsiNotes

Assumptions

Score

Description

Traffic Control, Mode Shift and User Comfort

T-1

Bicycle or Pedestrian
Collisions

Statewide Integrated Traffic
Records System (SWWITRS)
data provided through the UC
Berkeley Transportation [njury
Mapping Systern (TIMS)
portal

Five year range from 2013-
2018 analyzed. Dataset
includes anly mappahle

collisions

Analysis conducted in GIS

20

One fatal ity reported within 1/4 mile of project area in the last five
years AND the proposed project provides countermeasures
appropriate to collision type as determined by the Local Roadway
Safety Manual.

15

Three or mare hicycle or pedestrian related collisions reported with 1/4
mile of proposed project area in the last five years AMD the proposed
project provides countermeasures appropriate to collision type as
determined by the Local Roadway Safety M anual

10

Twa bicycle ar pedestrian related collisions reported within 1/4 mile of
proposed project area in the last five years AND the project provides
countermeasures appropriate to collision type as determined by the
Local Roadway Safety Manual.

One hicycle or pedestrian related callision reported within 1/4 mile of
proposed project area in the last five years AND project provides
countermeasures appropriate to collision type as determined by the
Local Roadway Safety Manual.

Proposed path that did nat experience any bicycle or pedestrian
related collisions within 1/4 mile of the project area in the last five
years AND/OR the proposed project does not provide
countermeasures appropriate to collision type(s) as determined by the
Local Roadway Safety Manual.

Project Type

Existing and Proposed
Bikeway & Trail Netwark GIS
Layer

Project lengths requested in
Scope of Work to be 0.5-1.0
miles in length. Logical start
and end points were
determined to meet this
request.

Analysis conducted in GIS

Projectis = 1 mile in length for Class I or IV facilities or project is = 1/2
mile for Class | or sidewalk facilities or project creates a cortralled
crossing

Project does not meet abave project type criteria.

T3

Petential for Mode
Shift and Greenhouse
Gas Reduction

FresnCOG Transportation
Demand Model 2018 ADT
Projections GIS Layer

Analysis conducted in GIS

Greatest greenhouse gas reduction benefits anticipated, ADT on
immediately adjacent corridor = 24,000 vehicles.

Greenhouse gas reduction benefits anticipated, current ADT on
immediately adjacent corridor =24,000 to 12,001 vehicles.

£

Greenhouse gas reduction benefits anticipated, current ADT on
immediately adjacent corridor 12,000

Greenhouse gas reduction benefits neghgible, current ADT on
immediately adjacent carridor 1000 ta vehicles.

T4

Location Efficiency:
Population Density

US Census, ACS 2017 data

Analysis conducted in GIS

Population = 30,000 within 1/2 mile radius of proposed project.

Population = 20,000 within 1/2 mile radius of proposed project.

L1 B =]

Population = 10,000 within 1/2 mile radius of proposed project.

-

Population > 1,000 to 9,999 within 1/2 mile radius of proposed project

FPopulation = 1,000 within 172 mile radius of proposed project

Total:

3%

Total Points & vailable:]

100
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