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Appendix B - Cutsheet Memo

Cutsheet Development Process

After all potential projects were scored, the priority projects were identified. The cutsheets in this
appendix show resurfacing and reconstruction design concepts for the priority projects. Cutsheets
are not provided for projects entirely within Caltrans right-of-way or for projects where the future
design concepts have been codified through other studies or plans. Appendix C contains the full list
of potential projects evaluated as part of the scoring and prioritization process. All infrastructure
recommendations will require further public engagement and engineering review to confirm design
adequacy and feasibility prior to implementation.

Table 1: Identified Priority Projects

Project Total | Short Term Long Term
Name Score | Alternative Alternative
California South Shoreline ) ;or'):c(?ct
1 Boulevard to 88.5 . proj . Y
Street Sh rs Dri installed in
owers Drive 2025
California | Showers Drive to Del
2 Street Medio Avenue 87.5 Y Y
Whisman Dana Street to
3 Road Fairchild Drive 785 Y Y
4 Escuela El Ca'mlno Real to 76.5 v v
Avenue Crisanto Ave
California Bush Street to South
5 Street Shoreline Blvd 745 Y Y
Showers California Street to
6 Drive El Camino Real 735 Y Y
West
7 | Middiefielq | MoffettBlvdtoOld - o o y y
Middlefield Way
Road
8 Latham Escuela Avel to 68.5 v v
Street Showers Drive
South .
9 Shoreline Montec1to. Avenue to 68.5 v v
El Camino Real
Boulevard
El Camino Rengstorff Ave to
i Real* Shoreline Blvd 67.5 Caltrans ROW
Latham Castro Street to
10 St/Church 66.5 Y Y
St Escuela Ave




Rank

Project
Name

‘ Extent

Short Term Long Term
Alternative Alternative

Partially within Caltrans ROW.
Refer to VTA’s U.S. 101

Rengstorff Garcia Avenue to
- Avenue*** Leghorn Street 66 Interchanges Improvement
Project: San Antonio Rd to
Charleston Rd/Rengstorff Ave
Refer to R torff C let
Rengstorff El Camino Real to e er to Rengstort: Lomplete
11 66 Street Study. (Scheduled
Avenue** Leghorn St .
completion 2027.)
Bush Street
12 Dana St Moorpark Way 65.5 Y Y
E Moffet Blvd to Long-term design completed
- | Middlefield 64 & gh comp
Rd Central Expy and construction funded.
Refer to
Miramonte
13 Miramonte El Camino Real to 64 Complete v
Ave Marilyn Drive Streets Study
(January
2026)
Nortb Plymouth Street to Refer to North Bayshore Precise
14 Shoreline Montecito Avenue 635 Plan
Blvd** vent
Removed
Amphitheater
Garcia Amphitheater Parkway
15 Parkway to 63.5 Y Y (Garcia
Avenue .
Bayshore Parkway Avenue to Bill
Graham
Parkway)
16 Evelyn Ave Bush Street to South 625 v y
Bernardo Avenue
Grant Rd to
- El Camino Sun¥1yval.e/M(-)ur.1ta1n 61.5 Caltrans ROW
Real* View City Limits

(Knickerbocker Dr)



https://www.vta.org/projects/us-101-interchanges-improvement-project-san-antonio-rd-charleston-rdrengstorff-ave
https://www.vta.org/projects/us-101-interchanges-improvement-project-san-antonio-rd-charleston-rdrengstorff-ave
https://www.vta.org/projects/us-101-interchanges-improvement-project-san-antonio-rd-charleston-rdrengstorff-ave
https://www.vta.org/projects/us-101-interchanges-improvement-project-san-antonio-rd-charleston-rdrengstorff-ave
https://mountainview.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=7828145&GUID=7870519B-20CE-4049-B2AC-0A2378928623&Options=&Search=
https://mountainview.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=7828145&GUID=7870519B-20CE-4049-B2AC-0A2378928623&Options=&Search=
https://mountainview.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=7828145&GUID=7870519B-20CE-4049-B2AC-0A2378928623&Options=&Search=

Rank Project Extent Total | Short Term Long Term
Name Score | Alternative Alternative
Phyllis El Camino Real to
17 Avenue Grant Road 615 Y Y
Removed The
Americana (El
18 Sylvan Ave MOOI‘paI.'k Way to £l 57 Y Y Camino Real
Camino Real )
to Continental
Circle)
Nortb North Road to Refer to North Bayshore Precise
19 Shoreline Plymouth Street 57 Plan
Blvd** y '
Moffett RT Jones Road to Refer to Moffett Boulevard
20 56.5 .
Blvd** Central Expressway Precise Plan (TBD)

*City of Mountain View will coordinate with Caltrans to pursue changes on these corridors
**Being addressed through an adopted Precise Plan or a separate planning effort
*** City of Mountain View will coordinate with VTA and Caltrans for this project.

Most projects were developed with two alternatives: resurfacing and reconstruction. In some cases,
aresurfacing alternative was not included if a related study is underway or a project has been
recently implemented.

Resurfacing alternatives assume the street will undergo routine maintenance, including a grind and
overlay, creating a "blank slate" for installing bike facilities. These alternatives do not involve
moving curb lines; therefore, the existing curb-to-curb width defines the space available for
reallocation. The scope for these alternatives typically includes pavement markings, signage, and
Class IV bikeway elements such as rubber armadillos or flexible delineator posts. Sidewalk
construction or other concrete work is not included, although minor sidewalk maintenance may be
performed to meet Title Il ADA requirements. Where projects intersect or cross another agency's
right-of-way (e.g. Caltrans, Santa Clara County, etc.), coordination will be needed.

Reconstruction alternatives assume the street is fully demolished and rebuilt within the existing
right-of-way, typically as part of a major capital project triggered by utility replacement or a similar
scale of work. These alternatives allow for curb line adjustments and the installation of permanent
Class IV bikeway separation, such as curbed planting strips along the bikeway. No additional right-
of-way acquisition is assumed. Reconstruction projects may affect drainage patterns, trees,
medians, and other existing features which will require further feasibility analysis. These projects
are long-term, visionary concepts that would be implemented only when or if an opportunity for
full reconstruction arises.

A basis of design was established that set criteria for various widths of elements that comprise the
cross section.


https://www.mountainview.gov/our-city/departments/community-development/planning/regulations/precise-plans/north-bayshore-precise-plan
https://www.mountainview.gov/our-city/departments/community-development/planning/regulations/precise-plans/north-bayshore-precise-plan

Table 2: Basis of Design

Cross Section Element Width (min. unless noted)

Sidewalk 5ft

Sidewalk planting area 4.5 ft

Travel Lane 11 ft

Turning Lane 12 ft

Bike lanes (including curb + gutter) 5ft

Buffered bike lanes 2ft+4ft

Bike lanes 6 ft (preferred)
Parking lane 8 ft

Existing widths were then measured and documented in a spreadsheet to assess the available curb
to curb and right-of-way width. For some projects, both widths vary within the limits. The most
constrained segment was used to develop cross sections to represent a cross section that can be
applied along the corridor. Future efforts will assess how to allocate excess width (e.g. widen Class
IV buffers). Cross sections were developed using measurements from high-quality aerial imagery;
however, field verification during future design may identify discrepancies that require
adjustments. Once dimensions were reviewed and approved, cross section graphics were developed
using these values. These graphics represent nominal width of each element and further design for
these projects will refine dimensions.

Each cutsheet provides a narrative describing existing conditions like posted speed limit, traffic
volume, destinations, transit service, existing cross section elements like travel lanes, bike lanes,
sidewalks, planted space, turn lanes, etc. In addition, cutsheets also describe proposed changes in
each alternative and implementation considerations as well as illustrative cross sections detailing
the elements and widths. The cutsheets include area maps illustrating project limits and nearby
destinations served by the improvements like schools and parks. Finally, the plan goals are linked to
the project to describe how ATP goals are advanced by a given project. This narrative content, the
maps, the plan goals, and the cross section were then compiled into a single page cutsheet for each
project. The cutsheets present draft concepts, and final design of each project will require feasibility
analysis, engineering review, and community input.
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CALIFORNIA STREET

South Shoreline Boulevard to Showers Drive (1.38 miles) This cross-section shows only the typical section of the street; it does not represent every aspect

of the roadway. Some segments may need to be addressed differently.

PROPOSED CONCEPTS

1. Existing: California Street was redesigned in 2025 m

as a pilot project to remove one travel lane in each

v
[ 8

direction to add Class IV bikeways between Showers
Drive and South Shoreline Boulevard and add 3
mid-block crossings. The land use along the street is
primarily single-family residential toward the east and

multi-family residential with some commercial toward

the west. Destinations along or just off this street
include Rengstorff Park, Klein Park, Castro/Mistral
Elementary School and Mountain View Academy.

Valley Transportation Authority Route 21 operates along N 2 RECONSTRUCTION

California Street. The posted speed limit is 35 mph.

2. Reconstruction: This reconstruction concept
proposes upgrading the existing bikeway buffers to
planting strips and constructing protected intersections

at Escuela Avenue, Rengstorff Avenue, and at Shoreline

Drive. This concept will alter existing drainage patterns

and have implications for future design and construction. I o 2 TR [ . T S T o 1 8
Fin.a| deSign W”‘I be informed by results of the Pi|°t *lllustrative concepts have been developed with references from AASHTO Bike Guide (2024), NACTO
project evaluation. Bikeway Design Guide (2025), CA MUTCD (2014), and, Caltrans DIB-94 (2024).
GUIDING PRINCIPLES iy
‘ye':\'o'

ACCESS, EQUITY, AND ALL AGES AND ABILITIES

NETWORK

SAFETY AND COMFORT

SUSTAINABILITY AND BIODIVERSITY

Y Rengstorff Park

WHY IS THIS IMPORTANT? h

Castro/Mistral N
Elementary - /oo

This project:

«  Improves the All Ages and Abilities bicycle network and access to
schools, parks, and senior centers in a disadvantaged community area
of Mountain View.

+  Improves safety and comfort through physical separation of bicyclists
and vehicles on the roadway and decreases crossing distances for

pedestrians at intersections.

’ ¥ >
; Mountain View
" Academy
S
%

. Improves sustainability and biodiversity through increases in pervious

surface area and plantable space. '5%/,;,
e

These concepts are draft and not final. Final design of the proposed improvements will require further community input, feasibility
analysis, and engineering review on a case-by-case basis, and final plans may differ from what is shown here.
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CALIFORNIA STREET

Showers Drive to Del Medio Avenue (0.5 miles) This cross-section shows only the typical section of the street; it does not represent every aspect

of the roadway. Some segments may need to be addressed differently.

PROPOSED CONCEPTS

1. Existing: This segment of California Street is predominantly
characterized by multi-family residential development, with
occasional commercial uses. Class |l bike lanes are provided
between Showers Drive and San Antonio Street; however,
west of San Antonio, the bike lanes are replaced with on-street
parking. A center turn lane replaces the median near Showers
Drive. Recent development just east of San Antonio Street has
enhanced the pedestrian realm with detached sidewalks and
planting strips and a Class |l bike lane in each direction and a
mid-block crossing at Aspen Way. This segment of California
connects Mountain View bike network to Palo Alto, accesses
Community School of Music and Arts and provides access to
transit on San Antonio Street including Valley Transportation
Authority Route 21 and MVgo D Shuttle. The posted speed limit
is 35 mph.

’ ;‘ -~ A ,-, ;{ " w _—
. . { -
2. Resurfacing: This concept narrows both travel lanes and one —s- *
parking lane and consolidates parking to one side to create space e el | % :
Sidewak  Bkelane  Bollerd  Parking lene Drive lane Drive lane Bikelone  Sidewak

for a Class IV bikeway in both directions. A parking analysis will
be necessary to understand the feasibility of this proposal.

3 RECONSTRUCTION

3. Reconstruction: This concept upgrades the Class IV bikeways

to include planting strips and repositions the on-street parking
adjacent to the travel lane. This concept also proposes the
construction a protected intersection at San Antonio Road and
reconstruction at intersection with Showers Drive. This concept
will alter existing drainage patterns and have implications for

future design and construction. Project will require additional

data collection to verify justification for parking changes.
“lllustrative concepts have been devel oped with references from AASHTO Bike Guide (2024),

NACTO Bikeway Design Guide (2025), CA MUTCD (2014), and, Caltrans DIB-94 (2024).

Coordination with San Antonio Precise Plan will be required.

GUIDING PRINCIPLES

ACCESS, EQUITY, AND ALL AGES AND ABILITIES NETWORK

B®

NV
AR
SAFETY AND COMFORT " . ﬁ Commitity
3 Music and Arts

SUSTAINABILITY AND BIODIVERSITY

WHY IS THIS IMPORTANT?

This project:
+  Improves the All Ages and Abilities bicycle network and access to commercial

services and Del Medio Park in a disadvantaged community area of Mountain View. Rark ; bo* 7
+  Improves safety through physical separation of bicyclists and vehicles on the roadway &

and decreases crossing distances for pedestrians at intersections. .
+  Improves sustainability and biodiversity through increases in pervious surface area / 3

and plantable space.

These concepts are draft and not final. Final design of the proposed improvements will require further community input, feasibility
analysis, and engineering review on a case-by-case basis, and final plans may differ from what is shown here.
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WHISMAN ROAD

Dana Street to Fairchild Drive (1.43 miles) This cross-section shows only the typical section of the street; it does not represent every aspect

of the roadway. Some segments may need to be addressed differently.

PROPOSED CONCEPTS
1. Existing: This segment of Whisman Road has primarily

residential land use frontage, with some commercial frontage
near Dana Street. Class |l bike lanes exist along the corridor
and connect to the Hetch Hetchy Trail, with on-street parking
provided on the west side between Gladys Avenue and Fairchild

Drive. The roadway has one travel lane in each direction from p— = SRR T.l Iﬂjﬂ 1m
Fairchild Drive to East Middlefield Road and expands to two H ﬁ—“d
lanes in each direction for the remainder of the segment. There o . - o s

are no midblock crossings in this segment. The posted speed
limit is 35 mph and there is 25mph school zone in front of
Vargas Elementary School.

2. Resurfacing: This concept proposes removing one travel lane
in each direction to install Class IV bikeways. Trafhic study will

be necessary to evaluate feasibility.

3. Reconstruction: This concept proposes widening the
city-owned bridge over Central Expressway to match the
right-of-way width on the southern approach. The concept

includes narrowing the median, upgrading the Class Il bikes ] ol B O B Vol e
lanes to Class IV bikeways and increasing the width. The
concept also proposes adding a sidewalk on the east side, and
incorporating planting strip to increase separation between
pedestrians and vehicle traffic. A cycle track segment at Vargas
Elementary should be considered as this project develops.

This project also reconstructs the Pacific Drive and Whisman
Station intersections and constructs a protected intersection

at Dana Street. This project includes curb relocation as well - o= ;‘ h W" —
. . . . . . B =7.¥

as Santa Clara County and Caltrain coordination. Project _- * ‘

will require additional data collection to verify justification of S L e e B |

lane reconfiguration. Sidewalk widening will be constructed to ) ) } ]
“lllustrative concepts have been developed with references from AASHTO Bike Guide (2024),

maintain roadway widths as feasible. Coordination with details
NACTO Bikeway Design Guide (2025), CA MUTCD (2014), and, Caltrans DIB-94 (2024).

in East Whisman Precise Plan will be required.

GUIDING PRINCIPLES

MOBILITY AND CONNECTIVITY

Stevens Creek Trail

SAFETY AND COMFORT

Whisman
Park

SUSTAINABILITY AND BIODIVERSITY

Vargas
Elementar:
WHY IS THIS IMPORTANT? : f Palsr
. - . lsma" Sta { h cD,
This project: tion NN
+  Improves mobility and connectivity by completing a gap in the sidewalk network that provides ok

better access to schools and other key destinations such as parks, commercial areas and transit. Y Magrioia
arl

+  Improves safety through physical separation of bicyclists and vehicles on the roadway, and decreases
crossing distances for pedestrians at intersections.

+  Improves sustainability and biodiversity through increases in pervious surface area and plantable
space.

These concepts are draft and not final. Final design of the proposed improvements will require further community input, feasibility
analysis, and engineering review on a case-by-case basis, and final plans may differ from what is shown here.
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ESCUELA AVENUE

El Camino Real to Crisanto Avenue (0.5 miles) This cross-section shows only the typical section of the street; it does not represent every aspect

of the roadway. Some segments may need to be addressed differently.

PROPOSED CONCEPTS

1. Existing: Escuela Avenue is primarily residential land

use frontage, with some commercial uses near El Camino

Real. The corridor also serves Castro/Mistral Elementary

School and the Day Worker Center. The street provides F: l

one travel lane in each direction and on-street parking.

Two improved crossings are provided—one serving Mistral e — = e e .3 - —
Elementary and another serving a Red Route bus stop. At -—
the California Street intersection, Valley Transportation Sl | B S [

Authority Route 21 serves the transit stops. Escuela

Avenue also connects to a bike- and pedestrian-only

entrance to Rengstorff Park. The posted limit is 25 mph. 2 RESURFACING -
2. Resurfacing: This concept proposes narrowing travel 1 l
lanes to reallocate width for the widening of parking F

lanes to create a visual narrowing of the street to T — l
manage speeds. There are no major implications for this L A— ' -— — Jmm. omm. " Iﬂlﬂ_ g —

concept but this project intersects with Caltrans right of _

way which will require coordination. s " " ’ s

Sidewalk Parking lane DOrive lane. Drive lane Parking lane Sidewalk
3. Reconstruction: This concept proposes narrowing

parking lanes to reallocate width to the sidewalks,

increasing separation between pedestrians and 3 RECONSTRUCTION —
- n I

vehicular traffic as well as adding trees where feasible

in the parking lane width. The concept also includes

reconstruction of the intersections at Crisanto Avenue I = l
and California Street and constructing a pedestrian / - ’ P — S — .' o ™

and bicycle crossing to Rengstorff Park. In addition to = == b “
Caltrans coordination, this concept will alter existing —_— .

drainage patterns by relocating curbs. o] Dovhrate | Bstont oot [\ ereRon s S
"lllustrative concepts have been developed with references from AASHTO Bike Guide (2024), NACTO

Bikeway Design Guide (2025), CA MUTCD (2014), and, Caltrans DIB-94 (2024).

GUIDING PRINCIPLES

oy
%r‘_ 41.3,,0'

ACCESS, EQUITY, AND ALL AGES AND ABILITIES NETWORK

MOBILITY AND CONNECTIVITY

WHY IS THIS IMPORTANT?
This project:
+  Improves the comfort and accessibilty of walking to local schools, parks
and community services through greater separation between the sidewalk 6‘/%”_ / A
and vehicles moving on the roadway in a disadvantaged community area of Ih°"’e,, & & Peha,
Mountain View.
+  Improves mobility and connectivity through improved marked crossings at
intersections and a mid-block/local road marked crossing.

These concepts are draft and not final. Final design of the proposed improvements will require further community input, feasibility
analysis, and engineering review on a case-by-case basis, and final plans may differ from what is shown here.
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CALIFORNIA STREET

Shoreline Boulevard to Bush Street (0.32 miles) This cross-section shows only the typical section of the street; it does not represent every aspect

of the roadway. Some segments may need to be addressed differently.

PROPOSED CONCEPTS

1. Existing: California Street is primarily fronted
with single-family homes, with commercial uses
concentrated near the intersection with Castro
Street. The corridor features continuous Class || bike
lanes, on-street parking, attached sidewalks, and a
landscaped median with trees. East of Hope Street,
the roadway narrows to one travel lane in each
direction, on-street parking, and detached sidewalks. . I
California Street serves as an important connection
into Downtown Mountain View. Nearby destinations
include Pioneer Memorial Park, Eagle Park, and

Mercy Bush Park. The posted speed limit is 35 mph.

2. Resurfacing: This concept proposes narrowing
both travel and parking lanes to install wider Class II
bike lanes between Shoreline Boulevard and Hope
Street. There are no major implications for this

concept.

3. Reconstruction: This concept proposes narrowing
the median to create detached sidewalks or widen
existing sidewalk planting strips. The project
upgrades the Class Il lanes to Class IV bikeways with

a curbed planting strip. This concept reconstructs

the intersection at Castro Street. This project could
require tree removal and will include curb relocation

a3

=

® 8 ~
N —

"%I"i -_ momis

available right of way narrows which means the cross S Srarn e e R S e RPN
section will look different in that section. “lllustrative concepts have been developed with references from AASHTO Bike Guide (2024), NACTO

Bikeway Design Guide (2025), CA MUTCD (2014), and, Caltrans DIB-94 (2024).

along the median and sidewalk which will alter

existing drainage patterns. East of Hope Street, the

GUIDING PRINCIPLES

MOBILITY AND CONNECTIVITY &
S
WHY IS THIS IMPORTANT?
This project:
+  Improves mobility and connectivity through improved marked crossings at

intersections and more physical separation between bicyclists and vehicles

in the roadway.

&
Y Pioneer Memorial ;5
4 Q@

Y Eagle Park Park

Mor
Bush Pacl

These concepts are draft and not final. Final design of the proposed improvements will require further community input, feasibility
analysis, and engineering review on a case-by-case basis, and final plans may differ from what is shown here.
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WEST MIDDLEFIELD ROAD

Moffett Boulevard to Old Middlefield Wa)' (2 miles) This cross-section shows only the typical section of the street; it does not represent every aspect

of the roadway. Some segments may need to be addressed differently.

PROPOSED CONCEPTS

1. Existing: West Middlefield Road has a mix of single family m

residential, multifamily residential , and commercial land use.
The cross section includes attached sidewalks, continuous
Class Il bike lanes, two travel lanes in each direction, and

a planted median with trees. The posted speed is 35 mph. ﬁ

There are no mid-block crossings but there are two beacon DIH% ﬂ v o = — 4
crossings (Victory Avenue and Independence Avenue) and _ ‘

enhanced pedestrian crossing signage at San Pierre Way a s |haSEs | g S e SO (A PR

and Terra Bella Avenue. Middlefield Road has a connection
to the Permanente Creek Trail at Farley Street and also

serves as access for people biking or walking to Crittenden m

Middle School, Monta Loma Elementary School, and

Theuerkauf Elementary School. The Gray Route operates
along Middlefield Road. The posted speed limit is 35 mph and
-

|
1.

9,000 vehicles in a day were counted east of Rengstorff Ave

E

DIII

AN

A
I

b I

in 2024. | | | h“ﬁ\ - \& fi

2. Resurfacing: This concept proposes narrowing the travel A ks - KRR

lanes and removing on-street parking where it exists to

install Class IV bikeways. Project will require additional data

collection to verify justification for parking changes. 3 RECONSTRUCTION

3. Reconstruction: This concept proposes upgrading the Class
IV bikeways to include curbed planting strips. Additionally,

the project reconstructs the Old Middlefield Way intersection

and constructs a trail connection at Farley Street along

with upgraded crossings at San Veron, San Pierre, and Terra ﬂ " P -
| = =

Bella. This concept will alter existing drainage patterns by

l
—=—
- —

relocating curbs and have implications for future design and

7
Soven | Bhaiane Do ions e isne Prantag o D ioe Doty L

construction. PFOJGCt will require additional data collection to “lllustrative concepts have been developed with references from AASHTO Bike Guide (2024),
verify justification for parking changes. NACTO Bikeway Design Guide (2025), CA MUTCD (2014), and, Caltrans DIB-94 (2024).

GUIDING PRINCIPLES

MOBILITY AND CONNECTIVITY

©)

Y Sierra Vista

Old Middlefield wy. Rtk

Heritage
Park i

SUSTAINABILITY AND BIODIVERSITY

ACCESS, EQUITY, AND ALL AGES AND ABILITIES Thaddeur 58
NETWORK s

Crittenden
Middle

&)

& San Vernon,
gonta Loma &% San Pierre, Terra Bella
WHY IS THIS IMPORTANT? Shsiiten _
. . e '
This project: h’ E:leuerkauf
. |r.npro'ves mobnhtx and connectivity through ph){smal sepa_ratlon of 4 Smentary, G San Vernon
bicyclists and vehicles on the roadway, a new trail connection and g;“e"m
. . . . ementary
improved marked crossings at intersections.
«  Improves access to schools and other key destinations such as parks,
commercial areas, and transit. e
o tainability and biodiversity through i i oS
mproves sustainability and biodiversity through increases in il 5t &
pervious surface area and plantable space. Park >

These concepts are draft and not final. Final design of the proposed improvements will require further community input, feasibility
analysis, and engineering review on a case-by-case basis, and final plans may differ from what is shown here.
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LATHAM STREET

Showers Drive to Escuela Avenue (0.84 miles) This cross-section shows only the typical section of the street; it does not represent every aspect

of the roadway. Some segments may need to be addressed differently.

PROPOSED CONCEPTS

1. Existing: Latham Street has primarily multi-family
residential frontage. The cross section operates as two travel
lanes with parking on both sides and attached sidewalks.
There are speed humps between Ortega Avenue and Escuela
Avenue. Castro Elementary School is the east end of this
segment and has a 15 mph school zone for Castro/Mistral
Elementary School. The posted speed limit is otherwise 25
mph. Approximately 2,000 vehicles use this street west of
Rengstorff Avenue (2024 count) each day. The development
patterns have created long blocks lengths which makes the
crossings and sidewalk connections to north-south streets
important for pedestrians as well as those trying to access
Valley Transportation Authority Route 22 one block south on
El Camino Real. Nearby parks include Klein, Rengstorff and
Gemello Parks.

2. Resurfacing: This concept proposes narrowing the travel
lanes to widen the parking lanes to create a visual narrowing
to manage vehicle speeds. There are no major implications for
this concept.

3. Reconstruction: This concept proposes narrowing parking
lane to widen the sidewalks and incorporate sidewalk curbed
planting strips (detached sidewalks). The concept also
proposes adding trees where feasible in the parking lane
width. Spot improvements include constructing crossings

at Showers Drive, midblock between Ortega Avenue

and Rengstorff Avenue, midblock between Rengstorff
Avenue and Escuela Avenue, a protected intersection at
Rengstorff Avenue, and a protected intersection at Escuela

Avenue. This concept will alter existing drainage patterns by
re|ocating curbs and have imp|ications for future design and  llustrative concepts have been developed with references from AASHTO Bike Guide (2024),
construction. NACTO Bikeway Design Guide (2025), CA MUTCD (2014), and, Caltrans DIB-94 (2024).

GUIDING PRINCIPLES
ACCESS, EQUITY, AND ALL AGES AND
ABILITIES NETWORK

MOBILITY AND CONNECTIVITY

WHY IS THIS IMPORTANT?

This project:

+  Improves the comfort and accessibilty of walking to local
schools, parks and community services through greater
separation between the sidewalk and vehicles moving on the

roadway and at intersections in a disadvantaged community

area of Mountain View.

e Castro
+  Improves mobility and connectivity through improved marked : Elementary
crossings at intersections and a mid-block/local road marked .Y PR

crossing. Park |

These concepts are draft and not final. Final design of the proposed improvements will require further community input, feasibility
analysis, and engineering review on a case-by-case basis, and final plans may differ from what is shown here.
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S SHORELINE BOULEVARD

El Camino Real to Montecito Avenue (1.1 miles) This cross-section shows only the typical section of the street; it does not represent every aspect

of the roadway. Some segments may need to be addressed differently.

PROPOSED CONCEPTS

1. Existing: South Shoreline Boulevard has continuous Class

[l bikes lanes, on-street parking, and three travel lanes in each m

direction and attached sidewalks. There is a planted median with

trees from El Camino Real to Villa Street. North of Villa Street

the median narrows and is not planted; there is no sidewalk until s

Jackson Street, however pedestrians may use an immediately " = r'\ — == = o = !‘\ = 1" |

adjacent parallel shared-use path. This street provides access to -
S b | | & s s B s e .,.,:'... ...'... Roiey e

Eagle Park, Pioneer Memorial Park, and Mountain View Public
Library, and Mountain View Academy. There is one mid-block

crossing at Mercy Street where a median restricts vehicle trafhc
from crossing South Shoreline Blvd. Valley Transportation m
Authority Route 21 can be accessed at the intersection with

California Street and Gray Route can be accessed at Villa
Street. There is a connection for bikes and pedestrians to access
Evelyn Street which is grade separated from South Shoreline

Boulevard. Valley Transportation Authority Route 40 has a stop " v

pair at Wright Street. The posted speed limit is 35 mph. *\-_. \H-\\*

Sl S '-‘—- S Prigie e

ﬂ'

2. Resurfacing: This concept proposes removing one travel

lane in each direction to accommodate Class |V bikeways and

relocating parking away from the curb to provide separation 3 RECONSTRUCTION

between the bike lanes and vehicle lanes. Traffic operations,
- : - l ;-- - - l l

parking analysis, and maintenance considerations and costs must
be evaluated to determine the feasibility of this concept.This

project intersects with County and Caltrain right of way which
will require coordination.
3. Reconstruction: This concept proposes upgrading the — — o M (I (8 = e i s

bikeway buffers to curbed planting strips. This design also
“lllustrative concepts have been developed with references from AASHTO Bike Guide (2024),

incorporates additional sidewalk planting space. Spot treatments
NACTO Bikeway Design Guide (2025), CA MUTCD (2014), and, Caltrans DIB-94 (2024).

include the Montecito Avenue intersection and constructing
improved Central Expressway ramp crossings and a bike

connection at Dana Street.

GUIDING PRINCIPLES

MOBILITY AND CONNECTIVITY

Montecito Ave

e, ¢,
o/ g,
X,
*y

Mountain View

ACCESS, EQUITY, AND ALL AGES AND ABILITIES NETWORK

&

Jackson
Park

SUSTAINABILITY AND BIODIVERSITY ?m::posa
WHY IS THIS IMPORTANT?
This project: Y Pioneer Memorial
. Improves mobility and connectivity through physical separation of bicyclists and vehicles on the roadway é7(‘.,,,',, gi(e B
and improved marked crossings at intersections and Central Expressway ramp crossings. ho'?ea/
+  Improves access to schools and other key destinations such as parks, community resources and transit.
+  Improves sustainability and biodiversity through increases in pervious surface area and plantable space. ‘

These concepts are draft and not final. Final design of the proposed improvements will require further community input, feasibility
analysis, and engineering review on a case-by-case basis, and final plans may differ from what is shown here.
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LATHAM/CHURCH STREET

Escuela Avenue to Castro Street (0.85 miles) This cross-section shows only the typical section of the street; it does not represent every aspect

of the roadway. Some segments may need to be addressed differently.

PROPOSED CONCEPTS

1. Existing: This street is primarily single-family residential

with some multi-family and commercial land use. The block

=)

lengths are short and intersections are generally all way

stops with marked crosswalks and some curb extensions

[ |
[

to shorten crossing distances for pedestrians. The cross

section includes two travel lanes. There are no bike lanes

and the sidewalks are attached. The intersection with
Shoreline Blvd is the only signalized intersection and is large | &
which can make crossing uncomfortable for people walking
or biking. Destinations on this street serves the Castro/
Mistral Elementary School, Mountain View Whisman
School District preschool , Eagle Park, and Pioneer
Memorial Park. Castro Street is an important connection

into downtown for people walking or biking. The posted

speed limit is 25 mph and approximately 1500 vehicles a 21111
day use this street (2024 count). 23 = =

2. Resurfacing: This concept proposes the implementation
of a bike boulevard which includes speed management
devices, bike boulevard markings, and wayfinding. There are

no major implications for this concept.

3. Reconstruction: This concept proposes narrowing travel

[H

lanes and sidewalk planting spaces to reallocate width to the

sidewalks. Treatments include a protected intersection at

!

Shoreline Boulevard and pedestrian crossings at Oak Street

N
.||

and Pioneer Memorial Park. This project modifies curb lines

which has drainage implications.

“lllustrative concepts have been developed with references from AASHTO Bike Guide (2024),
NACTO Bikeway Design Guide (2025), CA MUTCD (2014), and, Caltrans DIB-94 (2024).

GUIDING PRINCIPLES

MOBILITY AND CONNECTIVITY

2
g :’ 3
o ,
g
&

/ Ca;uo YMériposa > 4 %
‘Elementary . Park' Mountain View

WHY IS THIS IMPORTANT?

This project: Y Pioteer

Memorial

+  Improves mobility through the implementation of a bicycle boulevard and comfort i

for pedestrians via a widened sidewalks on a low speed/low volume roadway.
«  Improves connectivity through shorter crossing distances and marked crossings at
intersections.

McKel
B:II P::KY >

h StJosepi\ o
School

These concepts are draft and not final. Final design of the proposed improvements will require further community input, feasibility
analysis, and engineering review on a case-by-case basis, and final plans may differ from what is shown here.
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TRANSPORTATION PLAN view

RENGSTORFF AVENUE

Leghorn Street to Garcia Avenue (0.4 miles) This cross-section shows only the typical section of the street; it does not represent every aspect

of the roadway. Some segments may need to be addressed differently.

PROPOSED CONCEPTS

1. Existing: Rengstorff Avenue in this segment m

has commercial land use near Leghorn Street
and then corporate campus offices north of
the Bayshore Expressway. There are on and

There are continuous Class || bike lanes but

sidewalks are not continuous. This segment is an ]:%:[ +

important connection to Shoreline Park and for = ) 2 z = T
crmployees traveling to and from work st e N N E————

large corporate campus. South of this segment,

off ramps to the expressway in both directions. T

from Leghorn Avenue to El Camino Real, a

complete streets study is underway.

2. Reconstruction: This concept proposes 2 RECONSTRUCTION

removing one travel lane in each direction to

install Class IV bikeways. Curbed planting strips

are added both along the sidewalk and between

the bike lanes and vehicle travel lanes to 2 q

provide increased separation and protection for -

cyclists. This project also constructs a protected %33 r a = (mm. omm. & n‘ ﬁ
mnbmins snbsine =

*
- [
intersection at Garcia Avenue/Amphitheatre - " *
& 2%
Bike lane

o WA

Parkway and coordinates with the VTA-led

& & & &
101/San Antonio/Rengstorff Interchange sonua o pamegs | oreisns Dhuiae obsne o
|mPr0\/emEF\t ProjeCt, which will rePIace the *lllustrative concepts have been developed with references from AASHTO Bike Guide (2024), NACTO Bikeway

bridge over US-101, add Class IV bikeways, and  pegign Guide (2025), CA MUTCD (2014), and, Caltrans DIB-94 (2024).
reconstruct the US-101 ramps. This concept will

alter existing drainage patterns by relocating
curbs and have implications for future design and
construction as well as Caltrans coordination.
There is no resurfacing concept due to the
majority of the project being within Caltrans
right-of-way. Project will require additional

data collection to verify justification for lane
reconfiguration.

GUIDING PRINCIPLES

SAFETY AND COMFORT

WHY IS THIS IMPORTANT?
This project:

+  Improves safety through physical separation of bicyclists and vehicles on the roadway, and

decreases crossing distances for pedestrians at intersections.

\

These concepts are draft and not final. Final design of the proposed improvements will require further community input, feasibility
analysis, and engineering review on a case-by-case basis, and final plans may differ from what is shown here.
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DANA STREET

Bush Street to Moorpark Way (0.85 miles) This cross-section shows only the typical section of the street; it does not represent every aspect

of the roadway. Some segments may need to be addressed differently.

PROPOSED CONCEPTS

1. Existing: Dana Street is a neighborhood street with m

primarily residential use but there is some light industrial
land use east of Highway 85. From Bush Street to
Calderon Avenue the street has parking on both sides,

one lane each direction, and the sidewalks are separated * . I
from the street by a planting strip. East of Calderon 7 — ) = — poe=—=n F— R 23.7:
Avene, s planted median separates directions of ot [N M -
and there are Class Il bike lanes. East of Pioneer Way, it c o BRI e e e AT [ W W

there are two travel lane each direction and no median.

The sidewalks are not separated from the street. This

street has a connection to the Stevens Creek Trail and m
directly serves Landels Elementary School. the posted

speed limit is 35 mph and about 6,200 vehicles use this

street each day (2024 count) just east of Pioneer Way. r

2. Resurfacing: This concept proposes the removal of ):Dhl s = Y ‘ " ﬁﬂﬂ i
one travel lane between Moorpark Way and Pioneer * -_n_- * d
Way to install Class IV bikeways while maintaining on- ,

street parking. This project intersects with Caltrans right
of way which will require coordination.

3. Reconstruction: This concept proposes bicycle 3 RECONSTRUCTION

boulevard treatments west of Calderon Avenue and a
road reconfiguration east of Calderon Avenue to make
room for curbed planted strips between the parking
lane and the bike lane. Construction of a protected
intersection at Calderon Avenue and reconstruction

of the intersection at Moorpark Way is also proposed.

This concept will alter existing drainage patterns by

re|ocat|ng cur!as and have |mp||cat|ons for future c|e51gn *lllustrative concepts have been developed with references from AASHTO Bike Guide (2024), NACTO
and construction. Bikeway Design Guide (2025), CA MUTCD (2014), and, Caltrans DIB-94 (2024).

GUIDING PRINCIPLES

MOBILITY AND CONNECTIVITY ey

Park

ACCESS, EQUITY, AND ALL AGES AND ABILITIES NETWORK

&

SUSTAINABILITY AND BIODIVERSITY

. Elementary

WHY IS THIS IMPORTANT?

Y Mercy Bush

. . Park
This project:
. Improves mobility and connectivity through physical separation of bicyclists and vehicles
on the roadway and shorter crossing distances at intersections ':g

5 Improves access to schools and other key destinations such as trails and employment areas. ':3;) SY':EY

+  Improves sustainability and biodiversity through increases in pervious surface area and 2 @
3
wv

plantable space.

These concepts are draft and not final. Final design of the proposed improvements will require further community input, feasibility
analysis, and engineering review on a case-by-case basis, and final plans may differ from what is shown here.
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MIRAMONTE AVENUE

El Camino Real to Marilyn Drive (0.5 miles) This cross-section shows only the typical section of the street; it does not represent every aspect

of the roadway. Some segments may need to be addressed differently.

PROPOSED CONCEPTS
1. Planned, Near Term: This segment of 1 PLANNED, NEAR TERM ‘

Miramonte Avenue has an active project underway ]
““ L — ! - om0 rﬂﬂj ID]I_:

- -
§ 0 ==
N TN
use this street each day. Destinations along and 500 NSO 5 SO N (R | M) L S 8- ) .5 ..
near this street include Graham Middle School,
St Joseph Catholic School, Eagle Park, Pioneer

Memorial Park, and McElvey Ball Park.

called Miramonte Avenue Complete Streets
Study, Project 23-31. Refer to that study for more
information about existing conditions. The posted
speed limit is 25 mph and 2024 counts collected
near Sonia way showed about 6,000 vehicles

2 RECONSTRUCTION

2. Reconstruction: This concept proposes
upgrading the bike lane buffer to a planted strip.
Additionally, this concept proposes constructing

a protected intersection at EI Camino Real and - i i - 3 Iﬂjﬂ
. . . . 3 —-— — [ - - [ + 33
pedestrian crossings at Park Drive and Sonia Way. * -_ - *
This concept will alter existing drainage patterns [T | s || = . = 5
il | e el i R s

by relocating curbs and have implications for
*lllustrative concepts have been developed with references from AASHTO Bike Guide (2024), NACTO

future design and construction.
Bikeway Design Guide (2025), CA MUTCD (2014), and, Caltrans DIB-94 (2024).

GUIDING PRINCIPLES , /7 i e

A s, Y
& ) < . M Park
MOBILITY AND CONNECTIVITY G 7 4) : Y Eagllf i
R :
o‘a”

ACCESS, EQUITY, AND ALL AGES AND ABILITIES NETWORK

10

SUSTAINABILITY AND BIODIVERSITY Y
McKelve: A
Ball Park

Sonia War
WHY IS THIS IMPORTANT? :
This project: viba
. Improves mobility and connectivity through physical separation of bicyclists 2

and vehicles on the roadway and shorter crossing distances at intersections

+  Improves access to schools and other key destinations such as community
resources and employment areas.

+  Improves sustainability and biodiversity through increases in pervious surface
area and plantable space.

Bubb

Marilyr; Dr " Elementary

Q)

These concepts are draft and not final. Final design of the proposed improvements will require further community input, feasibility
analysis, and engineering review on a case-by-case basis, and final plans may differ from what is shown here.
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GARCIA AVENUE

Bayshore Parkway to Amphitheatfe Pafkwa)’ (0.6 miles) This cross-section shows only the typical section of the street; it does not represent every aspect

of the roadway. Some segments may need to be addressed differently.

PROPOSED CONCEPTS

1. Existing: Garcia Avenue has corporate campus on m

both sides. Garcia Avenue generally has one travel

lane in each direction and a center turn lane as well as

continuous Class Il bike lanes and some planted medians

and mid-block crossings near Marine Way. Garcia ‘f’\ A - A . .;‘

Avenue provides access to Shoreline Park which a major &“
destination for recreation and entertainment. The posted
speed limit is 35 mph. This street is also addressed in the B love Drvelane Conter tamane Orvetane Bz e

North Bayshore Precise Plan.

2. Resurfacing: This concept proposes narrowing travel

lanes to reallocate space for wider Class IV bikeways. m
There are no major implications for this project.

3. Reconstruction: This concept proposes installation of

sidewalks and a planted median. This concept will alter

4 .
A L\

L z " w " 2 ¢

Bike lane Orive lane Orive lane Bae lane

Center turn lane

3 RECONSTRUCTION

5 & " b 4
Sidewslk Bk lane Drive lare Planting strip

*lllustrative concepts have been developed with references from AASHTO Bike Guide (2024), NACTO
Bikeway Design Guide (2025), CA MUTCD (2014), and, Caltrans DIB-94 (2024).

N VW4

- - }
-
EEEE

Bitlane  Sidewalk

GUIDING PRINCIPLES L Bayshore Py
SAFETY AND COMFORT

WHY IS THIS IMPORTANT? o

This project:

«  Improves safety through physical separation of bicyclists and vehicles on the roadway, and the ey ey

provision of sidewalks on both sides of the street.

These concepts are draft and not final. Final design of the proposed improvements will require further community input, feasibility
analysis, and engineering review on a case-by-case basis, and final plans may differ from what is shown here.
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TRANSPORTATION PLAN view

EVELYN AVENUE

Bush Street to Bernardo Avenue (.35 miles) This cross-section shows only the typical section of the street; it does not represent every aspect
of the roadway. Some segments may need to be addressed differently.

PROPOSED CONCEPTS NOTE: These cross-sections were developed as part of an MTA technical assistance project.

1. Existing: Evelyn Avenue is a mix of single family,

multifamily, and commercial land use. This segment has

continuous Class Il bike lanes typically with two travel lanes

in each direction. There are several multi-family housing

complexes in the segment and sidewalk only on the south curb

from the Highway 85 exit to Bernardo Street. West Evelyn

Ave has a pedestrian and bicycle connection to the Stevens

Creek Trail near the West Valley Freeway. This is an important

connection into and out of downtown Mountain View and to | aas evotana v i et
access Caltrain’s Mountain View Station. Nearby destinations
include Landels and Vargas Elementary Schools and Magnolia
and Chetwood Parks. The posted speed limit is 30 mph.

2. Resurfacing: This concept proposes removing a travel lane
in each direction, adding a two-way cycle track on the north
curb and a Class |V bikeway on the south curb. The two-
way cycle track aligns with the proposal for the Mountain
View Transit Center improvements on Evelyn Street and
Sunnyvale’s project to construct a Class | Shared Use Path
on the north side of Evelyn. There are drainage implications
for this project due to modified curb lines and Caltrain
coordination will be required. Traffic analysis will also be

needed.

3. Reconstruction: This concept proposes raising the two-way
cycle track on the north curb to sidewalk level and creating

a shared use path and adding a curbed planting strip to the
Class IV bikeway on the south curb. A new bicycle/pedestrian
crossing to the Stevens Creek Trail is also included. There are

additional drainage implications for this scenario as well as

“lllustrative concepts have been developed with references from AASHTO Bike Guide (2024),
NACTO Bikeway Design Guide (2025), CA MUTCD (2014), and, Caltrans DIB-94 (2024).

the need for removal of the planted median from Bernado to

Highway 85.

GUIDING PRINCIPLES

ACCESS, EQUITY, AND ALL AGES AND ABILITIES NETWORK

>
Landels
Elementary

Stevens Creek Trail

SAFETY AND COMFORT

SUSTAINABILITY AND BIODIVERSITY

L
Vargas
Elementary

WHY IS THIS IMPORTANT? o

This project: : ) cheriood Pk
+  Improves the All Ages and Abilities bicycle network and access to employment, transit, and trails. ogoche

+  Improves safety through physical separation of bicyclists and vehicles on the roadway and

improved marked crossings for pedestrians at intersections.

. Improves sustainability and biodiversity through increases in pervious surface area and plantable

space. ; f :

These concepts are draft and not final. Final design of the proposed improvements will require further community input, feasibility
analysis, and engineering review on a case-by-case basis, and final plans may differ from what is shown here.
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PHYLLIS AVENUE

El Camino Real to Grant Road (0.5 miles) This cross-section shows only the typical section of the street; it does not represent every aspect

of the roadway. Some segments may need to be addressed differently.

PROPOSED CONCEPTS

1. Existing: Phyllis Avenue is a primarly residential street m

with some pockets of commerical land use at either end.

Phyllis includes on-street parking, a continuous Class ||

bike lane, and a wide center turn lane. In some segments, a ﬁ f
planted median is present. At the south end, there is a large I . m
shopping center which attracts pedestrian traffic along and % % l] = ;\ = L & c—_ ﬂﬂﬂ____r
across Phyllis Avenue. There are no mid-block crossings - h -—ﬁ- b

the only crossing in this segment is at the all way stop at 0 0 T 0 . - AT O

Hans Avenue which also has some traffic calming elements

to manage turning speeds/trajectories. Phyllis Avenue is an

important connection for people walking or biking to Imai m
Elementary and Graham Middle schools. The posted speed

limit is 30 mph and about 5,600 vehicles use this street

each day (2024 count). F
2. Resurfacing: This project proposes narrowing the existing (T %:Q s S | I
lane widths to install Class IV bikeways that are parking h A a -_Inl_- a‘."! d
protected. This project includes protected intersections 5

Sioewsr  Eike lane Drive lane Center tum lane Parking lane Bikelane  Sidewalk |

at El Camino Real, Hans Avenue, and Grant Road and
constructing mid-block crossings at Tyler Park Way and

Pamela Drive. This project intersects with Caltrans right of 3 RECONSTRUCTION

way which will require coordination.

3. Reconstruction: This concept proposes that upgrading

the bike lane buffer to curbed planting strip and widening f

the sidewalk by removing the center turn lane. This scenario - ]III
il ! . : - - ‘&l l'! Id

would require traffic analysis. |

|-

" r
Soewh  Bualwe

“lllustrative concepts have been deve/oped with references from AASHTO Bike Guide (2024),
NACTO Bikeway Design Guide (2025), CA MUTCD (2014), and, Caltrans DIB-94 (2024).

GUIDING PRINCIPLES

MOBILITY AND CONNECTIVITY L Jo
N (o7 s
@ ACCESS, EQUITY, AND ALL AGES AND ABILITIES NETWORK : i Py B

SUSTAINABILITY AND BIODIVERSITY

Hans Ave

WHY IS THIS IMPORTANT? : s
This project: § i - Pamela Dt
+  Improves mobility and connectivity through physical separation of bicyclists and vehicles on the SR N
roadway and shorter crossing distances at intersections. ‘% ﬁ v, o
«  Improves access to schools and other key destinations such as community resources and B3 Elementary

employment areas - 7
Improves sustainability and biodiversity through increases in pervious surface area and plantable space. -~ ' I ‘

These concepts are draft and not final. Final design of the proposed improvements will require further community input, feasibility
analysis, and engineering review on a case-by-case basis, and final plans may differ from what is shown here.
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SYLVAN AVENUE/THE AMERICANA

Moorpark Way to Continental Circle (0.6 miles) This cross-section shows only the typical section of the street; it does not represent every

aspect of the roadway. Some segments may need to be addressed differently.

PROPOSED CONCEPTS

1. Existing: Sylvan Avenue is a mix of single family,
multifamily, and commercial land use. Sylvan Avenue
has Class |l bike lanes and one travel lane in each
direction. There is parking on both sides of the street
from East Dana Street to Moraga Drive and continuous
sidewalks. Sylvan Park is in the middle of this segment
and a popular destination and has a pedestrian crossing.
The posted speed limit is 30 mph and about 6,000
vehicles travel on this street each day (2024 count).

2. Resurfacing: This concept proposes narrowing travel
lanes to reallocate space for wider bike lanes. This
project intersects with Caltrans right of way which will

require coordination.

3. Reconstruction: This concept proposes constructing
a separated bikeway on both sides of the street. This

concept also includes enhancing pedestrian comfort

by spot-widening the sidewalk to provide accessible
pedestrian clearances throughout the corridor.
Additional intersection improvements and speed
reduction measures could be implemented. This project
requires Caltrans coordination and a parking utilization
study. Cross-section shows the most constrained
section. South of Dana St, parking on one side can be

retained with this option.

'] ]IUI

] ¢ &
Sidowalk | Bika lano Orivo lane Orive lane Bitolana | Sidewalk Y

"lllustrative concepts have been developed with references from AASHTO Bike Guide (2024), NACTO
Bikeway Design Guide (2025), CA MUTCD (2014), and, Caltrans DIB-94 (2024).

GUIDING PRINCIPLES S 3wy oy

: ‘”o‘q

MOBILITY AND CONNECTIVITY

SUSTAINABILITY AND BIODIVERSITY

WHY IS THIS IMPORTANT?
This project:
. Improves mobility and connectivity through physical separation of bicyclists and vehicles on the

roadway and improved marked crossings.

+  Improves sustainability and biodiversity through increases in pervious surface area and plantable space.

Hae,
o
Sa/

These concepts are draft and not final. Final design of the proposed improvements will require further community input, feasibility
analysis, and engineering review on a case-by-case basis, and final plans may differ from what is shown here.
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