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Executive Summary

Executive Summary

The Pacific Coast Bike Route and California Coastal Trail Engineered Feasibility Study examines current
conditions versus needed pedestrian and bicycle improvements for the Pacific Coast Bike Route (PCBR) in
the right-of-way and along parallel routes to Route 1 in Mendocino County, as well as accommodation of the
California Coastal Trail (CCT) where it is planned to share the Route 1 right-of-way, per prior studies and
plans.

The results of this high-level planning study are based on a combination of data from Caltrans and other
agencies and organizations; review of relevant plans, projects, and policies within the study area; field-
gathered data of engineering and environmental conditions; and broad engagement with the public and
stakeholders through two series of region-wide public workshops.

During the first workshop series, the project team introduced the study’s process and methodology. On maps
of the study area, participants identified gaps in pedestrian and bicycle facilities (See Appendix D for a
summary of the workshop results). Participants scored a list of evaluation criteria based on improvement
priorities. The public scored “Safety Concerns” and “High Bicycle and Pedestrian Use” as their first and second
priorities, respectively.

Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Higher traffic volumes; speed limits; hills; curves; public comment

Conditions

Safety Concerns Higher # of bike or pedestrian accidents

High Bicycle and Pedestrian Use High use counts by Caltrans; public comments

Provides a Regional Connection Community and development areas, parks, preserves and destinations
mapped or visible in GIS data/Google Earth; public comments

Gap Closure Opportunities Lack of shoulders; narrow bridges; no feasible alternative route;

relatively small segments without bike and pedestrian facilities
located between nearby built facilities or connections to destinations
(note that “improved” goal differs depending on terrain)

California Coastal Trail (CCT) Intersect Depends on extent of planned CCT in segment without an alternative
route

Biological and Cultural Resources Low biological data score per ¥4 mile and no present cultural resources

Constructability/Cost Low average constraint score per % mi; low construction cost per mile;

adjacent to currently planned project

The project team identified an initial set of Potential Improvement Segments by applying the weighted
priorities established from the public’s input to an analysis of shoulder conditions. The segments were further
developed through a dialogue with the technical advisory group (TAG) about how the segments relate to the
context of existing community plans, active projects, trails and open space plans. Consideration was also
given to the geographic spread of identified segments. The TAG’s input also helped refine logical beginning
and end points of Potential Improvement Segments in relationship to physical conditions and knowledge of
planned projects along the study corridor.
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A set of symbols was developed to score the Potential Improvement Segments based on the evaluation criteria.
These segments are identified in the maps and tables in Chapter 3 of the study. Each criterion was scored
according to the symbols listed in the following table.

Symbol Associated Scoring Level

. High - strong presence/score

O Moderate presence/score

O Low - Limited presence/score

Not present

Planning-level cost estimates were developed for each segment based on existing conditions and the type of
proposed pedestrian and bicycle improvements. Potential Improvement Segments’ evaluation criteria scores,

as well as planning-level estimated costs for implementation, are compiled in Table ES-1.

Table ES-1. Summary of Potential Improvement Segments*

Regional Bio and
Segment Existing High G Construct- Cost

. Connec- Cultural o .
Name Facilities V) Estimate

Sonoma

County Line ‘ O

to Gualala

$14,100,000

Gualala to
Glennen
Gulch

$8,100,000

Anchor Bay $20,900.000

Hearn Gulch
to Point
Arena

O ¢ &

Point Arena
to Garcia
River

$13,200,000

Greenwood
State Beach/
Greenwood
Bridge and
Elk

$14,300,000

S

Elk to Cuffey’s

$2,200,000
Cove

)
D)
O
D $22,800,000
D)
D)
O

S & o 0 6 S

O
O O | & OO &
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Regional Bio and
Segment Existing High Gap Construct- Cost

Safety J Connec- CCT Cultural
\ET) S Facilities U Closure ability Estimate

tion Resources
Navarro River
. . $51,800,000
to Little River

Mendocino to

$11,700,000
Fort Bragg
Abalobadiah

Gulch to ‘ D D ‘ D O D $35,500,000
Chadbourne o

Gulch

Westport to

West t
estpor . D ‘ D D O O $23,100,000
Union

Landing

* Potential Improvement Segments are listed from south to north along the project’s study area of State Route 1 in Mendocino

County.

During the second workshop series, the project team presented the draft Potential Improvement Segments
and asked for input on the following questions:

e Did we evaluate the draft Potential Improvement Segments correctly?

e  What are the key sections of these segments that are most important for bicycle and pedestrian

facility improvement?

The workshop participants provided feedback to these questions via a facilitated discussion and notes applied
directly to the Potential Improvement Segments maps (See Appendix D for a summary of the workshop
results). Although the participants’ feedback did not result in conclusive priorities, it did provide useful input
for further consideration of the Potential Improvement Segments by Caltrans during the project definition

stage.

In summary, the PCBR and CCT Engineered Feasibility Study accomplished three major things:
e The collection of existing conditions base data in Geographic Information System (GIS) format.
e  The identification of Potential Improvement Segments with their associated cost estimates.

e The gathering of public and stakeholder weighted priorities for pedestrian and bicycle improvements

and their initial feedback on the Potential Improvement Segments.

This planning-level study is just the beginning of further planning and analysis of the Potential Improvement
Segments. As a next step in the process, Caltrans will utilize the existing conditions GIS data, improvement
cross section typologies, and initial planning-level cost estimates to advance the study of the Potential
Improvement Segments. Caltrans will then seek to match developed design concepts with appropriate
funding sources. Planning-level design concepts will sequentially follow the Caltrans projects that have
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already been initiated. Caltrans will continue to engage the public and stakeholders on the development of the
segments throughout the project development process.
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