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OVERVIEW 65th Street Bicycle Safety Enhancement Project (SB-821) Limits

Rehabilitation of street pavement and re-striping street to comply with City General Plan/Bike Master Plan on 65th St from Hamner Ave to Archibald Ave
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TIMELINE

e 2008/2009 - 65t Street Restriped from 3 to 5 lanes
e QOctober 2010 - City Incorporation
e June 2013 - City Council Adopted General Plan

e -Included 65 Street Proj

 February 2016, City Counci

e -Included 65 Street Proj

ect
Adopted Bicycle Master Plan
ect

e November 2017, Complete Streets Safety Analysis

e  -Verified Decision for 65t Street Project

e 2017/2018 SB 821 Grant Approval

e 2018/2019 City Budget Approval with 65t St. Project
e 2019/2020 City Budget Approval with 65t St. Project

e 2019/2020 - 65t St SB 821

Grant Funding Approval



CITY OF EASTVALE

GENERAL PLAN
ADOPTED

JUNE 13, 2012 —



GENERAL PLAN Adopted June 13, 2013

CHAPTER 4:

CIRCULATION

AND INFRASTRUCTURE CITY OF EASTVALE

POLICY C-15:  Following the principles of complete streets, maximize visibility and access for pede-
strians and encourage the removal of barriers (walls, easements, and fences) for safe and
convenient movement of pedestrians. Ensure that the entire travel way is included in

the design from building facade to building facade.

POLICY C-20:  Review all existing roadways without pedestrian facilities when they are considered for
improvements (whether maintenance or upgrade) to determine if new pedestrian facili-
ties are warranted.



TABLE C-1: ROADWAY CLASSIFICATIONS AND MAXIMUM AVERAGE DAILY
TRAFFIC VOLUMES AT LEVELS OF SERVICE C THROUGH E'

Maximum Two-Way Traffic Volume

Ruadwayt Classifica- Number of M;:Ln:;“‘;ii:t_ (ADT)"

e Lanes Required* Service Service Service

Level C Level D Level E

Local Road 2 56 feet varies varies varies
Secondary Collector 2 74 - 100 feet 10,400 11,700 13,000
» Major Collector 2 100 - 118 feet 14,400 16,200 18,000
Arterial 4 128-152 feet 28,700 32,300 35,900
Urban Arterial 4 128-152 feet 28,700 32,300 35,900
Urban Arterial 6 128-152 feet 43,100 48,500 53,900

Notes:

(1) All capacity figures are based on optimum conditions and are intended as guidelines for planning purposes only.
(2) Maximum two-way ADT values are based on the 1999 Modified Highway Capacity Manual Level of Service Tables as defined in the Riverside

County Congestion Management Program.
(3) Two-lane roadways designated as future arterials that conform to arterial design standards for vertical and horizontal alignment are analyzed as

arterials.
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Draft Bike Facilities - City of Eastvale —
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Bicycle Master Plan, Adopted February 2016

TABLE 4-1: Tier 1 BicycLE PRoJECTS

Length
(Miles)

Facility Type

Street/Path
Segment

From (N/W)

6 3.78

Multi-Use Path

(Class I Class | Hellman Ave Coyote Trail Ln
Bike Blvd Coyote Trail Ln Archibald Ave
Protected Bike
Lane 65th St Archibald Hamner «
(Class IV)
Bike Blvd Hamner Ave Wellsprings

12



UniversImy oF CALIFORNIA, BERKELEY = INSTITUTE OF TRANSPORTATION STUDIES # TECHNOLOGY TRANSFER PROGRAM

ITSBerkeley () TECH TRANSFER | PS1724

CiTY OF EASTVALE
COMPLETE STREETS SAFETY ASSESSMENT

Assessment Team:
Engineering: Crystal Killian, P.E.
Enforcement: Sgt. John Turner (Ret)

September 2017 13



Big
Reason
Eastvale
Won
Grant

Table 2-1: Eastvale OTS Rankings Ped and
Bike 2011-2014

Type Of Collision

2011

2012

2013

2014

Pedestrians

100/102

n/a

n/a

100/102

Pedestrians < 15

85/102

n/a

n/a

62/105

Pedestrians 65+

67/102

n/a

n/a

95/105

Bicyclists

94/102

n/a

n/a

60/105

Bicyclists < 15

51/102

n/a

n/a

9/105

-

-

Large
drop
from
overall
near
schools

Ranked
gth
Worst
of 105
Cities
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Bicycle

Collisions

BY PETER FISCHETTI / STAFF COLUMNIST
Published: June 13, 2014 Updated: 5:26 p.m.

x Print Photo ]

A "ghost bike," as it is called, is tied to a pole at the intersection of Hamner and Limonite

B G

City of Eastvale- Bicycle Collisions T

(2001-2011)
= High Density

avenues in Eastvale to honor the memory of Troy Davids, who was struck and killed there while m
riding his bicycle home from work.

COURTESY OF MICHELE NISSEN

Included in Bicvcle

Riverside County

aster Pla

o P
e

resentation in 2016
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Chart 1: Pedestrian Traffic Collisions by Day of Week

Mon Tue Wed Thur Fri Sat Sun
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Multi Purpose

Future LS Strip— [\ Trail (South Side) K&
Interim to be - .\
Chevron Striping




Phase 1: Install Buffer
using striping

Phase 2: Install
landscaping in a new
raised median with
future funding (cost
estimated to be
S1M/mile)

Multi
Purpose
Trail
(South

CQ JECT 18






City of Eastvale
Fiscal Year 2019-2020
Annual Operating Budget

City Council
Todd Rigb}', Mayor
Brandon Plott, Mayor Pro Tem
Clint Lorimore, Council Member
Joseph Tessari, Council Member
JocelynYow, Council Member

Management Team
Bryan Jones, City Manager
Ernie Re}'na‘ Finance Director/ Cit)f Treasurer
Gina Gibson-Williams, Community Development Director
Mare Donohue, City Clerk
Angelica Zepeda, Talent & Special Projects Manager
Kimberl}'Wright. FEconomic De\-'elopmcnt Manager
Olivia Applegate‘ Public Information Officer
Crystal Adams, Senior Management Analyst
Erica Vega, City Attorney

TWWW. Al h-'.x]s-r-:i,gn\-‘
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City of Eastvale
Fiscal Year 2019-2020

Annual Operating Budget

C:-J[rilui Improvement Plan

CITY OF EASTVALE
Capital Improvement Program

Fiscal Years 2019-2020 through 2023-2024

Capital Improvement Program
65th Street Lane Reduction
Expenditures

Project Estimate Thru  Connnuing Fiscal Year Fiscal Year Fiscal Year Fiscal Year Fiscal Year

Estimate June 30. 2019 _Appropriati 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22 2022-23 2023-24
Resources Allocated
Design/Engineering 50,000 $ 5 3 50,000 3 = $ - 3 = ] -
Construction 550.000 - 550.000 100.000 - - - -
Total 600,000 $ - $ 600.000 $ 100,000 § - $ - 1 - $ -
Program Financing
Measure A 476300 S - $ 476300 § 100.000 $ - $ - g - $ -
SB821 123,700 - 123,700 - - - -
Total 600,000 S = b3 600,000 § 100,000 $ - s o $ - 4 =

Project Name:
Program:

Project Number:
Account Number:

Program Year Ininared:
Construction Year:

Project Description:

Total Project Estumate:
Expenditures to Date:
Continuing Appropriations
FY 2019-20 Budget:

Funding Source:
Funding to Date:

City of Eastvale

65th Street Lane Reduction
Street Improvement

93023

240-510-6660-03023 SBS21
210-510-6660-93023 Measure A
FY 2018-19

FY 2018-19

Reducing from 4 lanes to 2 lanes from Arclubald to Hamner and mstalling bike paths.

600,000
600,000
100.000

LU

SB&21/Measure A
$ 700,000

12363 Limonite Avenue, Suite 910, Eastvale, CA 91752 I (951) 361-0900 | www.eastvaleca.gov 197
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65th Street Lane Reduction

Expenditures
Project Estimate Thru  Continuing Fiscal Year
Estumate June 30, 2019 Appropriations 2019-20

Resources Allocated
Design/Engineering 50.000 50.000
Construction 550.000 550.000 100.000

Total 600,000 600.000 100.000

Program Financing
Measure A 476,300 476,300 100,000
SB821 123.700 123,700

Total 600,000 600,000 $ 100,000

New Grant Award: $226,300
New Project Total: $926,300
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City: Eastvale

Prepared by NDS/ATD
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Level of Service

Exiting 5 lane configuration

Proposed 3 lane configuration

LOS A, 7 seconds delay

LOS A, 8 seconds delay

Signalized Intersections

No change in delay

Traffic lights

Stop signs

/roundabout
Level of service | Delay (s/veh) | Delay (s/veh)
0-10 0-10
10-20 10-15
{:_ 21-35 16-25
D 36-53 26-35
E 26-80 36-350

25



City of Eastvale 65", Street AM LOS Comparison

Two Lanes
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City of Eastvale 65", Street PM LOS Comparison

Two Lanes
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Questions?
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