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Sighage & Striping Plans

- Typically Implemented with CIP Projects
Annual Street Resurfacing

- Implement Master Plan Documents
Bicycle & Pedestrian | Complete Streets | Active Transportation Plans
Safe Routes to School Programs
Safe Routes to Parks

- Successful Projects Start with Community Engagement
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N El Monte Avenue
(S Clark Avenue to Almond Avenue)

Slgnage & Striplng Plan

Rarmove Flve (5) Edsting Slgn Post and Slgns alang Merth Slde of
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Master Plan Documents

Bicycle & Pedestrian Transportation Plan
- Proposed Bike & Ped Network Maps
Class | — Pathways
Class Il — Bike Lanes
Class IIB — Buffer Bike Lanes
Class Il — Bike Routes
Class Ill — Neighborhood Bike Routes
Class IV — Protected Bikeways
- High Collision Areas

Safe Routes to School
- Walk n Roll Routes
- School Improvement Maps

General Plan
- Policy

- Programs

- Projects
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Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Elementary School

Salinas Safe Route to School Plan
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| Dr. Martin Luther King Eleentary School
| Safe Routes to School Recommendations

SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS




Blossom Hill
Elementary School
WALK & ROLLTO SCHOOL

SUGGESTED ROUTES
~— Wik nfobsuggested | Tamcsignal
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Suggested On-Campus Traffic Circulation
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Designated Studert Drap OffPkk Up areas help to
consolidate and crgansze the school circulation patterns. Thes
can increase safety for students, as it minanizes the number
of students walking through dreve lanes and the parking lot.
Patents are respansible for choosing the mast approriate
option based on their knowbedge of the conditions on
the déferent routos and the experiance level of thele child,

For more Safe Routes 1o School mformation, please visit:
wwwlosGanes CagowSafeRoutes o
ema Safefloutes@losGanos gov
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| Turn left toward Magnolia
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@ La Quinta Inn.& Suites
¥ by Wyndham San...

P

2% d"' » A .
T o s
RS .{\g",‘;eq e,

J i S
ENE 2 5
y e é\ g o

e - g el g? T T N Ay TN e : | O R
‘(“,’:“»‘ ~9"% - ) « X ) L 7 . . B é,"':. v FANTY ; & .l

a0 T N M, o Gl 08, IR Bl . I
L~ %’]’ g -“\' 6 f. oy . | " s ;f' N ¥ QJ’. 0;@ il AP ‘“, 2 \l

Mills-Peni
Y4 ® -




Curb Management

- Red Curb (Sight Distance | Access Control)
- Commercial Loading
- Passenger Loading (Schools)

Intersection Access Control (Warrants)

- Crosswalks

- Side Street STOP
- All Way STOP

- Traffic Signals



Curb Management

- Red Curb (Sight Distance | Access Control)
- Commercial Loading
- Passenger Loading (Schools)

Intersection Access Control (Warrants)
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- Traffic Signals



Red Curb — Sight Distance

Sight Distance Standards

Design Speedm Stop pfing;li21
(mph) (ft)
10 50
15 100
20 125
25 150
30 200
35 250
40 300
45 360




2:,; INTERSECTION NOTICE  WARNING NOTICE
DAYLIGHTING

Parking within 20 FT of a crosswalk or intersection is not permitted.

California State Law, AB413 known as the Daylighting bill, restricts parking within
20 FT of crosswalks and intersections to improve visibility between pedestrians & bicyclists
and motorists. Parking is not permitted whether crosswalks are marked or not.

Logo

e S aaa

This is a Warning Notice only. Parking citation enforcement will begin shortly.

CA State Law: Vision Clearance Guidelines at Intersection

Improve Visibility at Crosswalks
California State Law - AB413 eliminates 20 FT of parking
in front of crosswalks and at intersections for the intent
of “Daylighting"” the crossings to help improve visibility
between pedestrians & bicyclists and motorists. The
law restricts parking regardless of whether red curb or
parking sign restrictions are in place, motorists should
avoid parking directly in front of crosswalks to comply
with the new state law.

Parking within 20 feet of a crosswalk or intersection
is prohibited regardless of whether red curb or
parking sign restrictions are in place.

Under California State Law AB413 (the "Daylighting Bill"),
parking near crosswalks and intersections is banned to
improve visibility for pedestrians, cyclists, and drivers.

This Is a Warning Notice only. The City will begin issuing citations soon.

Mo Parking at crossings
whether crosswalks are
marked or not

20 FT

For more Information on this new law, please visit

il o AVISO DEADVERTENCIA

Estacionarse a menos de 20 pies de un paso de peatones o interseccién no estd permitido.
WATSONVILLE La ley estatal de California, AB413, conocida como la ley de "Daylighting”
(Numinacién Diurna), restringe el estacionamiento a menos de 20 pies de pasos

de peatones e intersecciones para mejorar la visibilidad entre peatones, ciclistas y
conductores. El estacionamiento no estd permitido, ya sea que los pasos de peatones
estén marcados o no.

--------- Parking Compliance:

No stopping or parking within 20 FT of a
marked crosswalk or intersections is
allowed starting January 1, 2025. Motorists
are responsible for complying with the law
whether parking is restricted using red curb
or parking sign restrictions.

State Law Implementation: CA State Law AB43 - Daylighting

AB413 allows for immediate parking

Hotarcts are ancouraged o el comply Prohibits Parking within 20-FT of
Marked or Unmarked Crosswalks

Este es solo un aviso de advertencia. El cumplimiento de las citaciones de estacionamiento
omenzard pronto.

with the law to avoid citations.




All Way STOP Studies

- Isolated Intersection Analysis (This Slide)
- Master Plan Recommendation

Data Collection Process:

12-Hour
Vehicle Turning Movement Count

Bicycle & Pedestrian Volumes
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Quantitative: 8 Hour Continuous Street
300 vehicles/hour on Major St vs 200 Vehicles-Bike-Peds
Qualitative: Crash History

Land Use (High Ped-Bike Generators)
Roadway Geometry (Curves, Hills, etc.)
Sight Distance



TRAFFIC
PATTERNS
City: Los Altos, CA
Intersection: Cuesta Dr & Gabilan St
StudyDate: 9/21/23

Multi-Way STOP Analysis

Multi-Way STOP Installation Criteria based on California MUTCD 2014 Edition - Rev 1 Page lor2
A. Interim Measure prior to Traffic Signal Installation
Where traffic control signals are justified, the multi-way stop is an interim measure that can be installed quickly to control
traffic while arrangements are being made for the isntallation of the traffic control signal.
Has a traffic signal warrant study been conducted for this intersection that Yes ¥ No
recommends installation of a traffic control signal?
Temporary Multi-Way STOP Installation criteria satisified? Yes ¥ No
B. 12-Month Crash History
Five or more reported crashes in a 12-month period that are susceptible to correction by a Multi-Way STOP installation.
Such crashes include right-turn and left-tum collisions as well as right-angle collisions.
Total Number of crashes in 12-month period susceptfible to correcton by a Multi-Way STOP: 4/12/2018 w/Bike: 1 Crash(es)
Multi-Way STOP Installation criteria satisified? Yes ¥ No
C. Minimum Volumes
C1 The vehicle volume entering the intersection from the major street approaches (total of both approaches) averoges at least
300 vehicles per hour for any 8 hours of the day; and
€2 The bined vehicular, p ian, and bicycle volume entering the intersection from the minor street approaches (total of
both approaches) averages at least 200 units per hour for the same 8 hours, with an average delay to minor-street
vehicular traffic of at least 30 seconds per vehicle during the higher hours; but
C3 If the 85-th percential appraoch speed of the major-street traffic exceeds 40 MPH, the minimum vehicular volume warrants
are 70 percent of the values provided in Items C1 and C2.
Hour Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Cuesta Dr Cuesta Dr Gabilan 5t i
Autos  Peds  Bikes | Total | Autos Peds Bikes | Total | Autos Peds Bikes | Total | Autos Peds  Bikes | Total
7:00 AM 52 4 4 60 111 1 4 116 7 3 o] o] 13 4 2 25
8:00AM | 137 2 4 143 226 0 4 230 15 2 2 V] 31 4 3 40
9:00 AM 95 1 o 96 176 4 1 131 11 o 0 0 20 3 2 25
10:00 AM 92 2 0 94 173 5 3 181 6 1 2 o] 22 6 2 30
11:00AM | 110 1] o 110 180 4 3 187 10 3 1 [v] 16 4 3 23
12:00PM| 113 4 2 121 168 4 2 174 15 1 2 V] 15 5 0 20
1.00PM| 137 2 1 140 171 2 4 177 12 o [ 0 16 8 4 28
2:00PM| 148 1 3 152 162 3 1 166 16 2 o] o] 17 7 3 27
3:00PM| 136 2 6 144 204 0 1 205 15 2 4 o] 32 1] 5 37
4:00PM | 165 1 3 169 194 2 2 138 11 1 1 V] 23 1 0 24
5:00PM| 168 1 3 172 215 v] 3 218 10 2 4 0 28 1 2 3
6:00PM| 139 1 2 142 153 4 0 157 10 9 0 0 21 5 0 26
Major Street EB  85-th % Speed: 31.5 MPH 2016 Speed Survey Recommended Speed Limit: 25 MPH
Major Street WB  85-th % Speed: 31.5 MPH 2016 Speed Survey Recommended Speed Limit: 25 MPH
C1 8 Hour minimum volume on M ajor Street satisified? Yes ¥ No
C2 & Hour minimum volume on Minor Street satisified? Yes ¥ No
C3 85-th percential approach speed on M ajor Street exceeds 40-MPH? Yes ¥ No
70 Percent Values in C1 and C2 Satisified? ¥ Yes No Major Street

TRAFFIC
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City: Los Altos, CA
Intersection: Cuesta Dr & Gabilan St
Study Date: 9/21/23

Multi-Way STOP Analysis

Multi-Way STOP Installation Criteria based on California MUTCD 2014 Edition - Rev 1
D. 80% Minimum Values

Where no single criterion is satisifed, but where Criterion B, C. 1, and C.2 are all satisified to 80 percent of the minimum
values. Criteriod C.3 is excluded from this condition.

B-80% Crash History satisfied to 80% of the minimum values: Yes
C1-80% Major Street (State Street) satisfied to 80% of the minimum values: Yes
C2-80% Minor Street (2nd Street) satisified to 80% of the minimum values: Yes

E. Other Engineering Study Factor for Multi-Way STOP Installation

Other criteria that may be considered in an engineering study for a Multi-Way STOP Installation include:

A. The need to control left-turn conflicts

B. The need to control vehicle/pedestrian conflicts near locations that generate high pedestrian volumes

C. Locations where a road user, after stopping, cannot see conflicting traffic and is not able to negotiate the intersection
unless conflicting cross traffic is also required to stop

D. An intersection of two residential neighborhood collector (through) streets of similar design and operating characteristics
where Multi-Way STOP control would improve traffic operational characteristics of the intersection.

A. Are majority of Crashes in Section B - 12 Month Crash History left-tum crashes ordo Yes
field conditions require mitigations against left turn conflicts?

Pagelor2

No
No
No

No

B. Identify the potential pedestrian generators near or adjacent to the study intersection:

Can installation of a Multi-Way STOP better control vehicle/pedestrian conflicts
atthe study intersection: ¥ Yes

C. Are there sight distance or other geoemtric considerations that can be improved Yes
through installation of a Multi-Way STOP at the study intersection?
Attach any additional study documentation.

D. - Are the two streets of the study intersection predominently residential land use? ¥ Yes
- Are one or both of the streets classified as a Collector street? ¥ Yes
- Would installation of a Multi-Way STOP improve fraffic operational characteristics ¥ Yes

of the intersection or the Collector street?

MULTI-WAY STOP installation recommended at Cuesta Dr & Gabilan St
v Yes No
CERTIFICATION: Engineer's Stamp

This Multi-Way STOP Analysis was determined in accordance
with the recommendations set forth by the California - Manual
on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) - 2014 Edition -
Rev 2 and was conducted by a Registed Traffic Engineer within
the State of California and Approved by the City of Los Altos.

Multi-Way STOP Analysis - Prepared by
Jaime O. Rodriguez, T.E. - Traffic Patterns

- Covington Elementary School
- Egan Middle School
|-los Altos HighSchool |

No
No

No
No
No
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Neighborhood Traffic Management (Traffic Calming)
: : Traffic
1. Traffic Operations Standards Operations
- Ensure Consistency with Best Practice Standards
- Quick Build Improvements \_ W,

Sighage & Striping

2. Minor Traffic Calming Improvements 3. Minor Traffic Calming Improvements

- Data Collection - Data Collection
- Community Engagement - Neighborhood Champion Petitions
- CIP Projects - Community Engagement

Vehicle Speed Feedback Signs - Silent Surveys

Enhanced Crosswalks - Community Engagement

Temporary | Demonstration Treatments - Policy & Funding Approvals



Final Report

Figure 2 NTMP Process For Removal City Of Salinas
Neighborhood Traffic Management Program

Citizen Petition for Removal of Devices:
Stating devices to be removed and supporting slgnatures of 10 residents

Distribute ballots: Ballots must be distributed to the same affected area
and addresses that originally voted on the implementation of the plan.

Patition for Required Neighborhood
removal cannot M Support:
be resubmitted Response Rate — 75% @
for three years. Approval Rate — 75%

Petition for

removal cannot
@ be resubmitted

for three years.

FEHR & PEERS

TRANSPORTATION CONSULTANTS

Removal of
Device(s)

160 W. Santa Clara St., Ste. 675
San Jose, CA 95113

SJ07-905
Motify Local e

Service Providers November 2008
of Removal




Traffic Calming Program Structure

Traffic Calming — Developing Trends

STAGE 1

Resident
Request

Engineer
Field
Review

Traffic
Operations

STAGE 2

Traffic Minor
) Traffic Calming
Calming

: Projects
Advisory
Committee

Improvements

Complete in 6 Months
Monitor for up to 6 Months

STAGE 3

Major
Traffic Calming
Projects




Speed Hump | Speed Table Configurations

Traffic Calming — Developing Trends

Speed Hump
- Across Entire Roadway
. 18” Slots

Speed Table
Half Street

+5 Seconds Travel Time per Hump
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Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (FED & CA) Engineering
: Standards

Slgn§ &

Marklngs Manual on Uniform Best

Traffic Control ERSEE (OEHHEE, DO IIGE Practices

School Zones 2009 Edition

Traffic Signals B e ond Revision 2 dated May 2012

Rail Roads ;

CA Vehicle Code b ' N

ENTRANCE

Enforcement
Practices & Standards
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Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Engineering
: : Standards

Trip Generation 5
Land Use Best

Parking Generation Practices
Land Use

Best Practice Applications
Design Practices

On-Going Education
Conferences
Online Courses
Certifications
License




National Assoc. of City Transportation Officials (NACTO)
Best Practices Standards before Federal and State Adoption
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Technology Solutions for Traffic Management @ Schools =

SMART
Traffic Calming — Developing Trends S SIGNALS.COM

Virtual Detection — Vector Setup X

i W 5 Y.
! = ) :‘I.' .-

Virtual Detection
Bike Mode (app)
Pedestrian Mode (app)

Approach Vectors

Device*

1- El Camino Real & Santa Inez Ave-Park PI

o Emergency Vehicle
’;H' s r Is Latitude* Longitude*
X 4 37.613871 -122.40498 (Tablet App or GPS)
\ .A‘II ening‘iz’Airel 2 ‘o Trans't
&\ &{": L AT () meters (@ feet
.~“,, '}‘ 4 \ e Circle 1* Circle 2* Circle 3* Circle 4* (Tablet App or GPS)
g SRR B P 150 225 300 0
Path Train Advanced
[[37.61450777910001,-122.40586466396809], DeteCtIOH

[37.61378710709995,-12
1

.4051541881636),
(37.613906050977114,-122.4C

)9 (Tablet App or GPS)

0494229365142,

Type*

Bicycle

b ? : OAEERS [J 1sPHB
WS o 4 w 8 i 08
o oK{Seoul:Ka L 1 i .

Korean BBQ SN\ \3, ) 6099 f% Channel * Developlng
. ‘ ' Channel* Trends

QUT_16: Phase 2 Bike

Technology
Advancement

Direction* Phase @*

Southbound Thru 2

i Voice Note



Questions & Comments

RICH IN LAND | RICH IN VALUES



