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Overview - Streetscape Framework
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Goals

®Multi-functional corridors that
encourage walking and biking and
connect the community to new
public spaces

°Neighborhood greenways along
secondary connections

°New paseos & trail connections
to provide additional safe and
attractive connections between
neighborhoods, campus, and
beyond

Multi-functional Corridors Parks
mmm  Major Corridors loint-use Parks
m=mmm  Secondary Connections (®  Potential Parks
= New Pedestrian Potential Public
Connections Space
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) Overview - Streetscape Framework

Multiple Mobility Choices Stormwater Management/Urban
Greening

i,
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Overview - Urban Form Framework

DEL CERR@
Lake
Murray

*NODES & CORRIDORS R . . ' . o
o Activity hubs with a mix of e ' f 2 -4 ‘
uses, concentrated Y & : r/ /g <7
development P
o Mobility hubs offering transit,
active transportation choices
o Linear parks and new public
spaces
o Enhanced streetscape
environment
*NEIGHBORHOOD TRANSITIONS
o Complementary infill
o Safe and attractive street and

Mission Gorge

— - MISSION ®
| \VALLEY r's

J\/‘d

0
L o®

SAN DIEGO

public space enhancements SOGSCrY AR ON T LA MESA

Trails Trailhead Pocket Parks
Pocket Park MID-CITY:EASTERN AREA
Streetscape Potential Development Intensity
Public Rec. Cent, fcZo) i bilit i i i ;
Neighborhood ec. tenter Y cro-mobility Multi-functional Corridors M Development Intensity A
Park Focus Areas £ Ne
; .aw7 Y [
' . — Bike Improvements  ,*” ™ 4 ek
Trailhead ,_ﬁ Joint-Use Mob|l\ty Hubs Eg:mnd eStpets me : \, Nodes " = uet
Pocket Park Eociltios condary Stee N | 3 N
o
| (]

memm=== |inear Parks o ol \ ’ /‘: : ; - i :
Slide 6 sandiego.gov



N\ X\ - Mobility Related CPU
Y/ R Subcommittee Meetings

- "‘;..; .I.I""- 1\ k! .-'"ff .\.1'-. .-"ff : x“'\-. . --‘. %"‘*-\:___.‘-
-= N \ X N N > L » February 2021
o J N \x,‘*ﬁ\ = Existing Conditions

.,Hh \ .. e ,’\ \\\\ ‘ "S‘-:::: > Apri| 2021
N — ' ‘ Mobility Vision

; * > May 2021
¢ Public Realm & Green
7 Streets
= = » December 2021
e e : ik Transportation

Network & Corridor
Concepts

.
i)
;
/
|



Presentation Format

Project Overview

Mobility Planning Process
 Summary of Existing Conditions
* Review of Previous Plans

* Existing Traffic Data

Proposed Networks

Corridor Concepts

* Next Steps

r 3 ." -_ T -'.‘ amiry -L et _4'_._
Slide 8 sandiego.gov



Mobility Planning Process

-€ COMMUNITY OUTREACH, PARTICIPATION & EDUCATION >
Engineering { We Are Here
Feasibility
>
COMMUNITY &
STAKEHOLDER INPUT
EXISTING LAND USE
CORI:;IEII):EI)'IS_NS ALTERNATIVES T
DRAFT & FINAL
STAFF INPUT NETWORKS & MOBILITY
Demand MOBILITY ELEMENT/PLAN
Quality MOBILITY GOALS & ANALYSIS
Connectivity POLICIES
Safety
NETWORK
ALTERNATIVES
J J Alternatives
Refinements
-€ PROJECT MANAGEMENT & TEAM COORDINATION >
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Previous Plans - Guiding Documents
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Previous Plans - Issues and Needs

Seven Visions from the Community

1. Meet the community’s future housing needs by adding
residential and mixed-use density along the community’s
major corridors and at the three main intersections (nodes).

COLLEGE AREA
COMMUNITY COUNCIL
2. Reduce traffic congestion and improve local mobility.

3. Encourage development of a “campus town” on Montezuma
Road on the southern edge of SDSU.

4. Convert Montezuma Road east of College Avenue into a
linear park and an extension of the “campus town.”

Community Plan Update 5. Create a sense of identity and place.

Report 6. Establish connections between the community and
2020 SDSU.
7. Protect the integrity of the community’s single-family
neighborhoods.
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), Previous Plans - Issues and Needs

Vision #2 - Reduce traffic congestion and improve local mobility

« Improve traffic flow

 Provide quality multi-modal
infrastructure

« Create dedicated pedestrian spaces
such as linear parks

 Improve transit performance

» Create pedestrian-friendly streets
with midblock crossing treatments

« Consider pedestrian bridge near high
pedestrian activity areas

sandiego.gov
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Existing Daily Traffic Volumes - September 2021
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Existing AM Peak (7 AM - 9 AM) Travel Speeds
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Existing Noon Peak (11AM - 1 PM) Travel Speeds
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Group Discussion
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Questions? Suggestions?
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Recommended Pedestrian Network

Grantville 2 «
 Trolley Station ——— o0 o> RN B L
l, \\.\ __-—"'———-— _:-Ja—-:-:-1_~“"—~. !
' = === |
—.’-—___ z .—,...!*.F -..____-‘. H
\__—4 = = g 7--._.' et et e o o o /".___,_.J
\ “';! l - _ ‘/"
ry @? S 2 /1
%, ;
/7:‘10 ) /
: \ SAN DIEGO ﬁ
“w\NGTON% y \ . STATE . ‘*
by UNIVERSITY
¥ : ; S
o A\ :
g \SDS_U Transit Center /
g : o Imffei\sm?r:j ’ ! 70th St
= : : - : U o Trolley Station
Hn 4 4 e
e, 2 6 @ __
(- s 2 e 1Y =
~ & O [a} 9 ]
Sy \\ s § BT 5 SARANAC ST = e e e B I1
% X = L)
™ £ % § : B8 3 |
\l & DOROTHY DR ’60 3 Tl 1 1}
/7~ e o3 1
w ""n-’ _'-'\
z — —
z ¥ .ll AMHERSTST._ |
= ot
g \-—I %ADR
z 3 .
¢ Recommended Pedestrian Route Types
| | & AROSA ST
ALDINE DR g 2>§ \\ % [:]1 strict
E % =z 5
¢ \ 9 <
KENSINGION- E \ COLLIER AvE g
TALMADGE \‘ ADAMS AVE At e CGI"‘I‘"ICI o
G o
< K \\ | 5 2 Connector
Cpe«" T ELDISCR B 3 MADISON AVE EASTERN AREA
\ g
‘(\S‘g\ \ il - . e
\ . Ancilliary Pedestrian Facilities
MONROE AVE \ >dn ),
s \
g 5 Trails
> =]
C<J % EL CA}ON BLVD

sandiego.gov




Alvarado Med Center .
Trolley Station - 3
—_— i

X SAN DIEGO

£
weiNCTON, Dl STATE &
‘ + UNIVERSITY S -
&, & La Mesa
N E _a Mesaz
E \\SDSU_ Transit Center
: AN \ﬂ 70th St
& ‘ T o Trolley Station
HARDY AVE & S
5 z Y
" s f o
o v T
~J \\,\ ”'«mo MONTEZUMA RD § g N |- Ly el b e ey |_I
. 4 b b 5 3 |
N\ i & £ b 2 g 1
\ il DOROTHY DR ' 3 i i i I 1
L /\-‘__' g\oq- o EL CAIGN BIVE N S—— — 7"
E: e Se—— %, & - W
: -i 2\ > R
3 =~ " - - -
g \__I g == Recommended Bicycle Classifications
) I / Class | - Bike Path
] 7/ ass | - Bike Pat
o~ § AROSA ST f
ALDINE DR E = \ 9 7 .
2]k \ 2 = 7 === Class Il - Bike Lane
< o] \ 5] < -
Z = »
KENS!NGTON— COLLIER AVE & '.‘,g .
TALMABEE : \‘ oy a “o‘ SOLLIA SYE , Class I" - B|ke Route
‘ il DAMiAVE "/ 1
b, \\ o i 7 | Class IV - Cycle Track
e % & E : |
S a jbediad 2 % MADISON AYE EASTERN AREA ,
eos‘ B £ = Bus-Bike Lane
& SO0 T .
A
N, 4 - | JR— i
NG AL 6\\ San Diego : Cycle Track or Bus-Bike Lane
> "
<
% < — : ~——— Trail Connection
2 2 6L CHONPEYE- ‘
3 Potential Multi-Use Path
I r—— | |

sandiego.gov




) Bicycle Network Guiding Principles

m (1) Very Uncomfortable  m(2) (2) (4) m(5) m(6)Very Comfortable

With a striped bike lane
(no buffer)

BICYCLIST DESIGN USER PROFILES

With planters Interested Somewhat Highly
separating the bikeway but Concerned Confident Confident
0 0/ of the total 0/ of the total 0/ of the total
51 5-56 /B population 5'9 AI population 4‘7 /0 population
With a 2-3 foot buffer
anln dpl az SE; Cfl Expzsts Often not comfortable with bike lanes, may bike on Generally prefer more Comfortable riding with
sidewalks even if bike lanes are provided; prefer separated facilities, but are traffic; will use roads
off-street or separated bicycle facilities or quiet or comfortable riding in without bike lanes.
With a raised traffic-calmed residential roads. May not bike at all if bicycle lanes or on paved
' ! bicycle facilities do not meet needs for perceived shoulders if need be.
concrete curb Ry

With a painted buffer
and parked cars

With a painted
2-3 foot buffer

LOW STRESS

With a solid TOLERANCE

painted buffer

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
Source: National Institute for Transportation and Communities
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Planned Regional Transit Network
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Recommended Street Network
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Group Discussion
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Montezuma Road
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Montezuma Road
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Montezuma Road

Proposed
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Proposed Roodway : - * i Roadway Modifications: Proposed Roadway i & o Roadway Modifications:
Features: Ty e * Proposed reconfiguration would require: Fealures: EMieTE e, e g+ Proposed reconfiguration would require:
* Two general | e * Adjusting the widths of travel lanes * One general purpose = o] e e * Road diet from 4 lanes to 3 lanes
— Hat > 3 —— % =™ e 2
purpose travel A i Ll : . | - and median travel lane in each 3 i = R e * Removal of on-street parking
lanes in each b i it g 1 * Adding physical separation between direction i I _ﬁ:' : ; + Adding physical separation between
direction ';‘IH_ ey e y, H 7] the travel lane and bikeway * Center left-turn lane/ T, g » ; i hi the travel [ane and bikeway
* One-way cycle N - \ f « Transit signal priority Raised median N s iy N ! = Transit signal priority
tracks in each g ey % i LT o = = Corridor could also include potential * One-way cycle tracks T e AP + Marrow curb to curb width to 56°
direction ! | e - expansion of right-of-way by 10" on each in each direction ! 1 / 1 = Corridor could also include potential
[ E ! ity I > side of roadway through redevelopment, * Additional space il % l o I Ik g expansion of right-of-way by 10" on each
= | — ¥ _:‘. o L which could be dedicated to pedestrian outside of the curb =i AGTRE . — -I-' - gty T side of roadway through redevelopment.
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Group Discussion
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Questions? Suggestions?
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El Cajon Boulevard
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El Cajon Boulevard
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Proposed Roadway Readway Modifications:

Features: * Proposed reconfiguration would

* One general purpose require
travel lane in each * Road diet from 4 general purpose
direction lanes to 2 general purpose lanes

* Raised median * Removal of on-street parking

* Bus-Bike Only lane in * Transit signal priority
each direction * Corridor could also include potential

expansion of right-of-way by 107

on each side of roadway through
redevelopment, extra space would
be dedicated to pedestrian amenities
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El Cajon Boulevard

Alternative 2

Proposed
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Proposed Roadway Roadway Modificafions
Features: * Proposed reconfiguration would
* One general purpose travel require:
lane in each direction . * Road diet from 4 general
* Raised median ) purpose lanes to 2 general
= Une—'nfz}f crc]e tracks in purpose lanes
each direction * Transit signal priority

-

Parallel parking in each
direction lHI
Additional space outside of
the curb for potential inear .
park or wider sidewalks

* Corridor could also include
potential expansion of right-
of-way by 10" on each side of
roadway through redevelopment.
extra space would be dedicated
to pedestrian amenities
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El Cajon Boulevard
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Proposed Roadway Roadway Modifications:
Feafures: * Proposed reconfiguration would
* Two general purpose = require: -
travel lanes in each ' === * Marrowing of existing travel
direction ! e lanes
* One-way cycle tracks in & Q\ AP o | * Removal of on-street parking
each direction sk 11151 = * Transit signal priority
! Bl T | + Corridor could also include
e = d o Ly potential expansion of right-
I gL’ | of-way by 10" on each side of
B LITER sas Ding roadway through redevelopment,
i | extra space would be dedicated

{ B! to pedestrian amenities
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Collwood Boulevard / 54th Street
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Collwood Boulevard / 54th Street

Proposed Proposed
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Proposed Roadway Roadway Medifications: Proposed Roodway Features: e, P ‘-‘-.—,,:_—__-‘_ﬂ_' \/ Roadway Modificafions
Features: * Proposed reconfiguration would * Two general purpose travel e \.‘ = "‘“‘h-,,ﬂ} * Corridor could also include
= One general purpose require: lanes in each direction i T = L potential expansion of
travel lanesin each * Removal of on-street parking {delete part about center left Iy oty right-of-way by 10" on each
direction, with two-way on east side of roadway turn lane) side of roadway through
center left-turn lane * Construction of sidewallk on * Bike lanes in each direction redevelopment, extra space
* One-way cycle tracks in east side, where feasible (o cycle tracks here) would be dedicated to
each direction * Crossings with Rectangular * Bike bowes at Coliwood Rd pedestrian amenities
* Paraliel parking on west Rapid Flashing Beacons northbound at Monroe Ave,
side (RRFE) or Hawk Beacon and at 54th 5t southbound at
signals at locations next to El Cajon Bl
bus stops
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College Avenue
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Froposed Roodway Features: [ s . Roadway Modifications:
* Two general purpose travel ey gy = * Proposed reconfiguration
lanes in each direction e A T el would require:
* One buffered bike lane in { T AL T Lot * Marrowing of existing
each direction - o g 1 TR travel lanes
M, By — Va1l { Ly * Transit signal priority
fid 1 — \ f— =i~ —¥ -« Corridor could also include
o 4 U4 .~ 4 potential expansion of
2 l o o right-of-way by 107 on east
b '] 3 — | Bl i side of roadway through
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ki “ad S T e be dedicated to pedestrian
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Proposed Roadway et Wi . Roodway Modificafions:
Features: : e i r

* Proposed reconfiguration would

* Two general purpose travel - -'-.-:.::] ) TEqQUIre:

lanes in each direction

L ALY B, ¢ * Marrowing existing travel
* One buffered bike lane in o r . .".'-i { e lanes
each direction P, . = / i / BENE * Removal of on-street parking
= Potential multi-use path [ FRE— === » Transit signal priocrity
P v Sy SO " 4 = Corridor could also inchide
| i = o o potential expansion of right-
' \i — iy LR i of-way by 10" on each side of
i e iy fa roadway through redevelopment
i ~Ns AT =y which could be dedicated to
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70t Street
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70t Street
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* Two general purpose travel i ""‘"*-"“m.__m‘w-! * Proposed reconfiguration * Two general purpose travel Wenen, e * Proposed reconfiguration
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Alvarado Road
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Proposed

Al Et = e

Existing

Proposed Roadway Feafures:

* One general purpose travel
lane in each direction

* One bike lane in each
direction

* Parallel parking on south side
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Roadway Modifications:
* Proposed reconfiguration
would require:

* Removal of on-street
parking on north side of
roadway

* Corridor could also include
potential expansion of
right-of-way by 10" on each
side of roadway through
redevelopment. extra space
would be dedicated to
pedestrian amenities

Alvarado Road
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Reservoir Drive

I i #..-' S el
AL B E E l" e il III__.l"llll
¢ \ B g L LEGEND
KEMSIMETH. 1II oo i o L
TALAAIE sy i # ’ 2
\ : : & @ Corridor
/ 'ﬁk ol 1'-;_‘1 ni; { -a-:--.r 1l "..--"J EASTERM AREA
% g ; i L= ¥ Typical Cross Sections
! P
ke %, ¥ San Die W :
z e " (see following sheets)
; : R

sandiego.gov



Reservoir Drive
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Preposed Roadway Features: OCATION E e v | Roadway Modilcations:
* One general purpose travel iy ek | * Proposed reconfiguration
lane in each direction wiould require:

* Removal of on-street
parking on east side of

* One bike lane in each
direction
* Parallel parking on west side
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Presentation Format

Project Overview

Mobility Planning Process
 Summary of Existing Conditions
* Review of Previous Plans

* Existing Traffic Data

Proposed Networks

Corridor Concepts

* Next Steps
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Next Steps

* Land Use + Urban Design + Mobility:
January 26

* Online Community Engagement
Summary: February 23

e Draft Plan Framework: March 2022
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