City of Sacramento
Pedestrian Master Plan

Making Sacramento the Walking Capital
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Sacramento as the Walking Capital

This Master Plan will:
- Set Goals and Strategies

- Take a Citywide Approach
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Sacramento as the Walking Capital

Prioritization of Pedestrian
Improvements

Guidance to:
-Planners
-Transportation Engineers
-Developers
-Decision Makers
-Citizens
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Sacramento as the Walking Capital

Steps In making the plan

Final
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Sacramento as the Walking Capital

Overarching Goal:

Increase the use of the pedestrian
mode as a mode of choice for all areas
of the City.
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Sacramento as the Walking Capital

Within the plan, 13 goals that
discuss:

-Connectivity
-Travel-way Character
-Context Character
-Education

-Safety
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All new development now
required to include
universal designed
pedestrian provisions

However many older
streets still do not have
adequate provisions

Even with a sidewalk, the
environment In some areas
IS uninviting




712t Current Pedestrian Friendly Efforts

-Developed and updated Americans with
Disabilities Act Transition Plan for curb
ramps.

-Developed Pedestrian Safety Guidelines.

-Developed Pedestrian Friendly Street
Standards.

-Initiated Neighborhood Traffic
.. Management Program.
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Current Conditions

US Census shows —l e
walking to work.

Greater than 20%
INn some areas

Newer outlying
areas as low as 1%

| Percent Walking to Work
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s-10%
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Current Conditions

Locations for car
versus pedestrian Nalsrnt]
collisions: S HPE T

-10 year history T ¢

Map shows where
collisions occur, not ARATTT
necessarily high 7. Gk x
danger areas ST Ak
-Emerging corridor A
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Key Terms

Walkability

Pedestrian Demand



Walkability

The ease, comfort and
safety of walking

High walkability Low walkability
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Walkability

Measured
Infrastructure
deficiencies:

= Sidewalks

= Connectivity

= Street widths
* Traffic signals
* Hazards

Pedestrian Deficiency Score

d:? 0 - 15 (Lowest Deficiency
High Walkability)

fP 15 - 30 (Low Deficiency)

@ 30 - 40 (Moderate Deficiency)
¥ 40 - 60 (High Deficiency)

= Street lighting

' 60 - 100 (Highest Deficiency,

Deparfment of

TRANSPOKWION ML | 65 Low Walkability)

....................

Source: City of Sacramento GIS, Criterion,
Fehr & Peers




Pedestrian Demand

The nature of a place that
attracts pedestrians

High demand Low demand
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Pedestrian Demand

Measured
pedestrian
demand factors:
= Population density
* Transit proximity
* Employment
density

= Land use mix

= Schools, parks, VR e
community centers, KO\ G

= Age/socio-economic

/] 0-20(Lowest)
6] 20-35(Low)

o faCtO rS @ 35-45 (Moderate)
M',r;,-,-mrm/( = :z_sz;Hig_h)
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Pedestrian Demand Score
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Pedestrian demand
Indicates degree of
needed pedestrian
Improvements:

= Basic
accommodations
throughout

= Upgraded
pedestrian corridors

* Premium pedestrian
districts
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Pedestrian Areas
= Pedestrian Corridors
) Pedestrian Nodes

O Light Rail Station

Source: Fehr & Peers, Clty of Sacramento (2006}




Citywide Strategy

Basic Accommodations:

-Sidewalks

-Curb/Gutter

-Curb Ramps

-Obstacles Removed
-Minimum Street lighting
-Crosswalks

-Separated Sidewalks on
New Streets

/
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Citywid

-Hig
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e Strategy

Upgraded Corridors:

-All Basic Provisions
-Wider Sidewalks
-Street trees/planter
-More Street Lighting
-Enhanced Bus Stops

N Visibility Crossings
estrian Islands

-Bul

D-0uts

-Mid-block Crossings
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Citywide Strategy

(

Premium Districts:

-All Basic & Upgrade
Provisions

-Very Wide Sidewalks
-Street Furniture

-High Level Street Lighting
-Special Crossings

Pedestrian Oriented Uses
Housing/Retail/Office)

Public Art

-Show Windows
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Existing Communities

Prioritization: aee W (A

Putting the facilities —_
where they are
needed the most.

aaaaa

- Prioritize Improvements
- Identify Improvement

Types

*High pedestrian

Pedestrian Improvement
Program

demand

Sidewalk
Projects

- Develop Cost Estimates .
- ldentify Funding

*High infrastructure
deficiencies

( Next Steps .
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Pedestrian Demand Score

:';' 0- 20 (Lowest)
] 20-35 (Low)
g 35-45 (Moderate)
' 45 - 55 (High)
A 65- 100 (Highest)

Miles
3 4 Saurce: Clry of Sacraments GIS, Criterion,

0 05 1 2

Pedestrian Demand

Pedestrian Deficiency Score

ﬂi}j 0 - 15 (Lowest Deficiency
High Walkability)

B 15- 30 (Low Deficiency)
' 30 - 40 (Moderate Deficiency)
@ 40- 60 (High Deficiency)

' 80 - 100 (Highest Deficiency,
Low Walkability)

Source: Cey of Secramento GIS. Crieron,
Fot & Piora

Infrastructure Deficiencies



High priority
areas:

Highest priority
areas are those have
the highest
composite score

L L RSL

Overall Pedestrian
Improvement Need

‘ 0 - 20 (Lowest)

20 - 30 (Low)
30 - 35 (Moderate)
35 - 45 (High)

45 - 100 (Highest)
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Existing Communities

= Every street
segment has a
score to determine
relative
Importance

= Areas not
expected to be
new development
are included in a
pedestrian

City of Sacramento
Sidewalk Coverage

Existing Sidewalks
{Coverage more than 80%)

Improvement
program.

Partial Sidewalk Coverage
- (20 - 80 % Covera ge)

7~ Missing Sidewalks
(Coverage less than 20%)

Source: Fehr & Peers, Cit Socramento GIS
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Existing Communities

-Determining the high
priority sidewalks.

-Determining what
kind of sidewalks they
should be.

-ldentify appropriate
funding source.
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New Development Areas

Vacant land is likely to
have new development

Pedestrian
Infrastructure
Implemented by
placing conditions on
new development

/
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New Development Areas

Guidance for
pedestrian sensitive
land development:

Residential
Collector

= Strategies for new

neighborhoods

= Strategies for infill

development

= Street patterns

* Land use mixes e e
= Building locations — wf:;
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New Development Areas

Guidance for
pedestrian sensitive LAY
project design A Zfﬁ
development:

= Standards for streets

= Street crossing
treatments

= Building features
* Traffic calming
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New Development Areas

Pedestrian Smart Growth Scorecard (From Sacramento Smart Growth Implementation
Guide)

Section 1: Proximity

Guidance for new ot s e

Un site/acrom the street Encellent
wp Eo 1329 Test (approot. § minube walk) Good
wp o 1650 feet [approo. 10 minste walk) Acceptable

development HEEE TR i

1.2: Prowimity to off-site restaurants, entertainment centers, retadl

project review: Tama T e

wp ko 1325 feet (appre. % minute walk)
o o 1650 feet (apprec, 10 mirse walk) Acceplatie
3 50 TS Toet (appro, 15 minute walk) Merthmat
Mot applicable/mone

Of

Of

ﬂ-huhg
3

1.3: Residential development projects: procimity i grocery,

convensence stores, household supplies ASSESEMENL Raténg Seore!
e, aE)acenll scros sEneed Trcellent ]
SI ' lar rOW up o 1325 feet [appron. % minute walky Gaod 3 D
wp b0 268D feet (appres. 10 minete walk) Acceptable 2
o B0 975 oot (approod. 13 misete walk) Minimal i
Mot app a
: ;Corecard 1.4: Residential development projects: prooiméty to schools or day
cane ASSEsSTETL Rating Scane:
On-ase, SdsCenLl BCroe et Excellent ]
wp £0 1325 Teet (appros. § minute waik) Good 3 ]
g o 1650 feet [approo. 10 minete walk) Acceptable 2
wp ko 357 feet (approo. 13 minete walk) winimal 1
Mot applicable a
1.5 Commercial development projects: proximity to residential,
restaurant or retad shops services (bank, post office, barber, etc.) ASSEETHT, Rating Score:
I Ezcallent 4
Adjatent ! acrns reet ery guod 3 D
wp ko 1325 feet (appreo. § minute walk) Acceptable 1
wp o 2450 feet (approo. 10 minete walk) Minimal 1
Hot applicable [}
Section 2: Site Optimization and Compactness
2.1: Locaton of buildingis) relative to public sidewalk Assissment Rating Scord:
Adjacent Excellent 4
Soparated by open pLAZE OF CUDDSOr SETING ares Good 3 E]
SOPATNTE by Open LAnCHCREd AN WIth COnnBCTing patimiys ACCIpLALLS 1
Separsied by fenced oulsoor yard with corescling pathmays Menimual 1
Hot spplicable L]
e 2.1: Location of on-site refative to public sidewalk Assessment Rating. Score:
Lochted Eehind o wil ding Excellont ] D
s e R :
TRANS Pot{mr;oN Adjacent with andhcape screemig e i




Public Review Draft Comments

= Update System Map

- Refine Premium Zones

- More Connective Upgraded Streets

- More Connections to Light Rail Transit
= Refine Cost Estimates/Funding
= Test Drive Pedestrian Score Card
= Define Infill Development Expectations
= Coordinate with General Plan Update
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Draft Plan Comments
from WALKSacramento:

= Overall goal: “Put Pedestrians First”

* Include Total Need for Completing All
Improvements

= Summarize Document Update
Recommendations in Plan

* Include New Programs with Plan:

- Install Street Crossings as Part of Street
Overlay Projects

- Develop Mid-block Street Crossings Plan

= More Public Involvement in Sidewalk
7 Project Development Process
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Next Steps

- Adopt Smart Growth Implementation
Guide.

- Incorporate recommendations in this plan
Into the General Plan update.

- Update the Transportation Programming
Guide and the Design and Procedures Manual
- Implement top priority sidewalk and
crossing projects.
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Next Steps

Long Term:

- Update Transportation Programming Guide.
- Update Design and Procedures Manual.

- Continue to implement top priority
sidewalk projects.

- Continue to implement top priority street
crossing projects.
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Conclusion

Making the Walking
Capital:

=Installing
appropriate
Infrastructure where
the need Is greatest

*Encouraging new
development to build
for walkability.
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