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Please provide any other general questions/comments: 

Thank you for your participation. 

For more information, contact Jack Witthaus, Transportation & Traffic Manager, at (408)730-7330. Electronic versions of the 
draft alternatives can be found at MaryBikelanes. tnSunnvvate.com 



Nlary Avenue Street Space Allocation Study 

Wednesday, February 27, 2013 

COMMENT FORM 
Comments must be received no later than 5:00 p.m.1 Friday, March 15, 2013 in order to consider your 
feedback on the Residential Area road diet and parking removal alternative traffic simulations 
presented. 

Name: c;:e.eJt: 
Affiliation 

Address: 

City of Sunnyvale 
Public Works Department 
Attention: Jack Witthaus, Transportation & Traffic Manager 
P.O. Box 3707 
Sunnyvale, CA 94088-3707 
E-mail: jwitthaus@ci.sunnyvale.ca.us 

Date: 0~,1~ 7 t 113 
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Please. provide specific feedback on the Residential Area road diet and parking removal alternative 
simulations presented: 
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Mary Avenue 
Street Space Allocation . 

~ Study 
March 31, 2011 



~ 7:00 - 7:30 
~ 7:30-8:15 

~ 8:15- 8:45 
~ 8:45 - 9:00 

Open House 

Presentation 

Question/ Answer Session 

Open House (resumed) 

~ Please hold comments and questions until 
end of presentation, except for clarifying 
questions. 



• Study different ways to 
accommodate roadway 
users on Mary Avenue: 
o Motor vehicles 
o Bicycles 
o Pedestrians 
o Public transit 

~ Promote a 
comprehensive, citywide 
bikeway network 

PROJECT 
AREA 

~ 



~ Provide an overview of the Mary Avenue 
Street Space Allocation Study 

~ Briefly review feedback from previous 
meeting 

~ Review revised Alternatives for Mary Avenue 
and the evaluation criteria 

~ Gather community feedback 



~ 2000: Bicycle Capital Improvement Program 
~ 2009: Policy for Allocation of Street Space 
~ 2010: Mary Avenue Study 

o Study how to add bicycle .------------. 

lanes while accommodating 
other modes safely 

o Develop evaluation 
criteria 

o Select preferred alternative 



~ 

$ 

Review 
available data 

· Traffic data 

• Collision 
history 

· Traffic signal 
timing 

• Future 
roadway plans 

Collect 
additional data 

• Review of 
existing 
roadway and 
parking 
conditions 

• Roadway and 
intersection 
dimensions 

·Two 
alternative 
designs for 
each roadway 
segment based 
on technical 
information 
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Community 
Meeting #1 

· Present segment 
alternatives 

• Presented draft 
evaluation criteria 

·Gathered 
feedback 

Drafted 
Alternatives 1-4 

·Community 
feedback 
informed 
refinements to 
segment 
alternatives and 
evaluation criteria 

• Present 
Alternatives 1-4 

·Gather additional 
co.mmunity 
feedback, make 
final: refinements if 
necessary 



~ Team presented two 
alternative designs: 

• Alternative 1 

• Alternative 2 

~ ,, 
Segment 3: 

Office 

Segment 2: 
Transition 

Segment 1: 
Residential 



~ Office: 
• Remove one travel lane Segment 3: 

in each direction Office 
• Add bicycle lanes and I or 

sharrows within existing ~men~ ~ ansition roadway ~ 

~ 
~ Transition Zone: ~ 

• Add bicycle lanes and/or f 
v( 

sharrows within existing 
roadway 

~ Residential: 
Segment 1: 
Residential 

• Remove one travel lane ~ 
~ 

• Add bicycle lanes ~ 
V" 





Segment 2: 
Transition Zone 
(Evelyn to Central) 

·Alternative 1 : ·Alternative 1 : ·Concern over 

• Provides greater ·Although bikes sharing 

~ pedestrian I bike preferred, some curb lanes with 
<..N safety concerns over lack cars near Central --+. 

• Adds two-way left- of continuous curb 
and Maude 

turn lane bicycle lane 
intersections 

·Alternative 2 • Alternative 2: 

· Removes parking · Fewer supportive 

• Fewer safety 
comments 

improvements 



~ Public feedback shaped two new alternatives 

~ Design adjustments made based on 
community, BPAC, and City staff input 



• Similar to Alternative 2 
• Extend southbound bike 

lane lines near Maude 
Avenue to close gap 

~ Transition Zone: 
• Similar to Alternative 2 
• Extended bicycle lane I ines 

(California to Central) 

~ Residential: 
• Similar to Alternative 1 
• Modify southbound merge 

lengths at -EI Camino Real 
and Evelyn Avenue 

~ .•. 
Segment 3: 

Office 

Segment 2: 
Transition 

Segment 1: 
Residential 



• Similar to Alternative 1 
• Narrow median at Central 

Expressway to close bicycle 
lane gap 

tJ Transition Zone: 
~ 

--J • Similar to Alternative 1 

• Minor road widening to allow 
continuous bicycle lanes 

• Extended bicycle lane lines 
(California to Central) 

~ Residential: 
• Similar to Alternative 1 
• Modify southbound merge 

ngths at ECR and Evelyn Ave. 

Segment 3: 
Office 

Segment 2: J 

Transition 

Segment 1: 
Residential 



I Residential Area: Alternatives 1, 3, and 4 

Four Motor Lanes without Bike Lanes Three Ma,tor Lanes with Bike Lanes 
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• How wTI'I ··:ti!m ~ g~~Qject incorporate 
... ~ ' ~l~.: 

com m·?I!J' i ~~; .. ~feed back? 
-·~·i ~~ !~·, ~ . 

~ Community feedback will: 
• Identify potential issues with the modified designs 
• Inform the evaluation and decision-making criteria 

~ ~ Final designs will be selected by the City 
-Sl 

Council, based on consideration of the 
technical and engineering criteria, and 
community feedback 

~ Tonight's comments will be recorded & 
assed on to BPAC and City Council 



~ Evaluation criteria include tech·nical and 
engineering considerations and City p~olicy 

~ City policy considerations include: 
• Appropriate accommodations for vehicles and bikes 
• Enhanced safety and efficiency for all road users 
• Call for developing engineering & planning criteria 

meeting minimum safety standards for all modes, 
roadway geometry, collision history, travel speed, 
traffic volume, and other factors 



~ Minimum design standards for cars, bikes, and 
pedestrians 

~ Enhancement of transportation facilities 
• Optimal bicycle lane width 
• Potential for lowering vehicle speeds 
• Reduction in pedestrian crossing distance 
• Impacts to transit system convenience and access 
• Impacts to pedestrian facility convenience and access 

~ Collision reduction potential 
~ Intersection impacts (operational, capacity) 
~ Roadway impacts (capacity) 
~ On-street parking supply 

Comparative overall construction costs 



• Bicycle and 

Pedestrian 

Advisory 

Commission 

(BPAC) develops a 

recommendation 

for City Cou nci I 
(May 2011) 

·City Council 

makes a final, 

formal decision 

0 u n e I July 2 0 1 1 ) 

• If approved by 

City Cou nci I, 

final design can 

begin in 

August 2011 

·Construction 

pending funding 



~ Safety 
• Bicyclist safety 
• Pedestrian safety 

r0 • Automobile collision rates 
-C. 
lN ~ Traffic flow (speed) impacts 

~ Traffic access impacts 
~ Parking impacts 
~ Neighborhood I ivabi I ity 

Please be specific when 
providing constructive 
feedback. 

Include: 
• Evaluation criteria 

or 
• Specific location 

and concern 



~ Website: MaryBikelanes.lnSunnyvale.com 

~ Phone: (408) 730-7330 

~ Postal Mail: 

Jack Witthaus 
TransRortation and Traffic Manager 
City of Sunnyvale Public Works 
P.O. Box 3 707 
Sunnyvale, CA 94088-3707 

~ Email: JWitthaus@ci.sunnyvale.ca.us 




