CORRIDOR EVALUATION

OC Foothills Bikeways Collaborative
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= Orange County Foothills

Bikeways Collaborative
Evaluation Method

Each of the regional priority bikeway corridors » o’ » T 9
identified in the OC Foothills area were evaluated S caney '
using the criteria below: I Bikeway Completion

NETEALEL Regional Bikeways Corridors

A
Santa Ana River Trail

OCTA District 3 Boundaries

1. Safety Factors - Collisions: examines historic crash
data for the corridor. Level of Traffic Stress: addresses
perceived safety related to posted traffic speeds,
traffic volumes and existing bikeway type. High
stress routes are prioritized for treatment.

VILLA PARK
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2. Public support: incorporates public priorities
through a Public Demand Index. A combination of
“votes” from the survey and public roundtable events
were used as inputs.

3. Trip Demand: based on the OCTA Bicycle Priority
Index (BPI), a measure of population and employment
density, land use, local schools and transit that
influences usage.

4. Constraints: tallies physical constraints such as
right-of-way, on-street parking, and other ‘chokepoints!
Higher scoring corridors are considered easier to
implement and therefore prioritized for treatment.
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0.869118% - 1.635559%
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5. Bikeway completion: measures the potential to
‘complete’a longer corridor and completion of the
regional network.

6. Economic Efficiency: measures the financial benefits
associated with the corridor, considering the number of
anticipated users compared to construction cost
estimates.

7. Grades: measures how steep roadways are to help
riders determine preferable routes.

8. Equity: measures a route’s ability to provide
transportation options to socially disadvantaged areas
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BICYCLE FACILITY TYPES

4" white line or CAMUTCD RS
ti [
parking “Ts” (optional
3’minimum ridable ﬁ)
surface outside of

"Q‘Fgutter seam 14.5' preferred BIKE LANE

6" white line

R -
depending
on usage

CLASS I
BIKE LANE

CLASS |
SHARED USE PATH

If possible, separate cycle

Consider modifications to signal timing to induce a
MUTCD R4-11 MUTCD D11-1 :
bicycle-friendly travel speed for all users (optidnal) (optional) tr?Ck and pedgstrlan zone
iR with a furnishing area

i =

When placed adjacent to parking, SLMs
should be outside of the “Door Zone'. % The cycle track shall be Cycledtrack can be
located between the raised or at stregt
< Mini is 11’ MAY USE :
& Minimum placementis 11’ from curb parking lane and the
sidewalk

FULL LANE

CLASS I CLASS IV
BICYCLE BOULEVARD BUFFERED BIKE LANE

s | &% | On-Street Marked Bikeway Continuum

‘ least protected most protected
Shared Lane Shoulder Bike Buffered Bike Cycle Track: One- Cycle Track: One- Cycle Track: One-
Markings Bikeway Lane Lane or two-way, at- or two-way, raised or two-way,
grade, protected with mountable curb separated

with parking
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Side-
Walk

Travel Lane Lane Parking Lane Lane Travel Lane Lane Travel Lane Lane Walk
B + -+ i +

TYPICAL APPLICATION TYPICAL APPLICATION TYPICAL AFPLICATION TYPFICAL AFPLICATION
Addrtional ROW®: None Additional ROW®: 12° Additional ROW®: 8°- 14° Additional ROW®: 14'- 20/ Additional ROW®*: 14" - 20/ Additional ROW*: 13- 7T Additional ROW*:12°- 14
Traffic Velume: <= 3,000 ADT Traffic Volume: <= 10,000 Traffic Volume: >= 3,000 ADT Trathc Volume: >= 10,000 ADT Traffic Volume: >= 10,000 ADT Trafhic Volume: >= 10,000 ADT Trathe Volume: >= 10,000 ADT
Traffic Speed: <= 30 mph ADT Traffic Speed: >= 25mph Traffic Speed: >= 25mph Traffic Speed: >= 40mph Traffic Speed: >= 40mph Traffic Speed: >=40mph
Context: Urban/Suburban Traffic Speed: No Restriction | Context: Urban, Suburban, Rural Context: Urban, Suburban, Rural Context: Urban/Suburban Context: Urban/Suburban Context: Urban/Suburban

Context: Rural
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INNOVATION
In the

Active Transportation
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Increasing Transportation Choices

Context Sensitive Design
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OC Loop

Regional Bikeway Corridors - Existing

PIERRRIIRRNYE Regional Bikeway Corridors - Future

Local Planned Bikeways

Existing Bikeways

Source: OCTA
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Future Rail Adjacent Trail Opportunity
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REGIONAL BIKEWAYS

205 miles
173 miles
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