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1 See Types of Bikeways in Chapter 4 for descriptions of these facility types. 



 

2 US Census American Community Survey Five-Year Estimates (2015 – 2019) 
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3 Note that the California Household Travel Survey data on trips includes commuting, going to school, running 
errands, visiting friends, and other purposes, but does not capture recreational trips which are a major reason 
people choose to walk and bike. As such, these mode splits may underrepresent bicycling and walking trips. 
 
 



4 Dill, Jennifer and Nathan McNeil. Revisiting the Four Types of Cyclists: Findings from a National Survey. In 
Transportation Research Record: Journal of the Transportation Research Board, Issue 2587, Washington, DC, 2016. 
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5 Complete Streets are streets that are designed to promote safe access for all roadway users, including 
pedestrians, bicyclists, and motor vehicle drivers of all ages and abilities.  
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6 The full documentation on the PIE is available for download from Portland State University: 

 
7 Designated by the Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
8 High frequency transit within ½ mile buffer of the stop 
9 Road network density is determined as the total miles of roadway per square miles and serves as a proxy for 
pedestrian connectivity 

https://ppms.trec.pdx.edu/media/project_files/NITC_RR_1028_Transferability_Forecasting_of_PIE_For_Modeling.pdf
https://ppms.trec.pdx.edu/media/project_files/NITC_RR_1028_Transferability_Forecasting_of_PIE_For_Modeling.pdf
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10 Fatalities and serios injuries weighted x3, other injuries and complaint of pain weighted x1, property damage only 
not included because it is not available in the Statewide Integrated Traffic Records System. 



11 Collisions were assigned to their closest street segment, within a 10m cutoff 
12 Ex: a project at the 50% would get a score of 1 (0.5 * 2 = 1) 
13 See Network Gap Analysis Memorandum in Appendix C. 
14 ‘Filling’ a gap is defined as containing an element of the project with the gap type listed. 
15 Caltrain, BART, and SF Ferry stops weighted x5, all other transit (Samtrans, VTA, and SFMTA) weighted x1. 
16 Search distance for Caltrain, BART, and SF Ferry was 0.5 mile, all other transit was 500 ft 
17 Defined as all public and charter K-12 schools (the same schools that were analyzed as part of the equity analysis). 
18 Search distance for schools was 1 mi. 
19 If a project scores points for the Statewide Equity Measure, it is not awarded points for the County-specific Equity 
Measure. All statewide metrics use data at the Census tract level except for National School Lunch Program which 
provides data for each school.  
20 Being within an equity area is defined as having either 100m or 25% of project length (either will count) within the 
equity area. The equity area itself has been buffered by 10m, in order to account of boundary edge issues, where 
often times the road with the project is boundary line, and the project may or may not be picked up. 





 







https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/provencountermeasures/


 



22 In the project list, only a vertical buffer unit cost is applied along roadway segments where a separated bicycle 
lane is recommended and there is already an existing buffered bicycle lane. The cost per mile of these separated 
bike lanes is $2,9210,000. 
23 In the project list, a lower cost estimate of $1,520,000 is applied instead of the Bicycle Route with Wide Shoulders 
cost estimate along roadway segments with an existing shoulder bike lane. The lower cost estimate assumes there 
is already a 5-foot shoulder that would need to be widened to 10 feet and the roadway already contains the 
necessary signs and striping. 
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http://www.ccag.ca.gov/

