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Academy Road from Wyoming Blvd. to Tramway Blvd.

Project Characteristics

Existing Conditions

Termini / Length (miles)

o 0 A

Notes and Considerations:

Priority Level Very High

0.9 3.5

Existing Facility Bike lane None .

Speed Limit (mph) 40 40 .

Traffic Volumes (AWDT) 22,000 11,000 - 19,000

LTS (Level of Traffic Stress) R
Proposed Facility R

Facility Type Side Path

Timeframe Long Term

Cost Estimate $36.9M+

Strategies Improve Available Back-of-Curb,

Median and Curb Line Modifications

Functional Classification: Minor arterial
Project Benefits: High trip potential; high
crash rates, significant improvement
bicyclist user comfort

Vulnerability Index Score: Medium
Destinations: Passes along Mountain Run
Activity Center

Council Districts: 4 and 8

Other: Road Diet Candidate
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Academy Road from Wyoming Blvd. to Tramway Blvd.

Section B
22" OVERALL PAVEMENT WIDTH 38'—40" RAISED MEDIAN/LEFT TURN LANE 22' OVERALL PAVEMENT WIDTH ]
8 . 6" GRAVEL 6' GRAVEL . ]
11" DRIVING 11’ DRIVING 11' DRIVING 11" DRIVING
SIDEWALK LANE _  LANE MDA LANDSCAPED MEDIAN MEDIAN LANE LANE SIDEWALK [T|
Vol | t |t I
L= | | [ [ ==
EXISTING TEMPORARY_/ kEXISTING TEMPORARY
ASPHALT CURB ACADEMY ROAD ~ VENTURA AVE. TO TRAUWAY BLVD. ASPHALT CURB
EXISTING TYPICAL SECTION B
8 PAVEME:T REDUCTION 38'—40° RAISED MEDIAN/LEFT TURN LANE 8 PAVEMEN'I; REDUCTION
c RAISED 6" GRAVEL , RAISED 0
6 o s 6' GRAVEL| .., ] 6
BIKE 2" 11" DRIVING | MEDIAN 11" DRIVING 2 BIKE
» SDEWALK 3 | ANE BUFFER LANE HEDTEN LANE BUFFER LANE 3 SIDEWALK

..

ACADEMY ROAD — VENTURA AVE. TO TRAMWAY BLVD.
PROPOSED TYPICAL SECTION B

PROPOSED

MOUNTABLE CURB

OPTION 1 — ROAD DIET AND OUTSIDE CURB MODIFICATION (NO MEDIAN IMPACT)

22'—24' RAISED MEDIAN/LEFT TURN LANE

6" MEDIAN 6' MEDIAN
NARROWING NARROWING
12’ 11" DRIVING 11" DRIVING 1" DR|IVING 11" DRIVING 12
T2, SIDEPATH _ 2* _ LANE LANE LANE LANE _ p» _ SIDEPATH

ACADEMY ROAD = VENTURA AVE. TO TRAMWAY BLVD.
PROPOSED TYPICAL SECTION B

PROPOSED
MOUNTABLE CURB

OPTION 2 — OUTSIDE CURB MODIFICATION AND MEDIAN NARROWING




Alvarado Drive from Summer Ave. to Maderia Dr.

Project Characteristics

Existing Conditions

Notes and Considerations:

e  Functional Classification: Major local
e  Project Benefits: Proposed network

Typical Section Section A Section B : . h ’ -
Termini / Length (miles) 0.1 0.7 spine, high trip potential; high rates of
Existing Facilit None None crashes on parallel corridors
Speed Limit (myph) 25 25 e  Vulnerability Index Score: High
Traffic Volumes (AWDT) Unavailable Unavailable Rgzili?atg:::;rasses along Hiland Center
LTS (Level of Traffic Stress) 1 1 y Lente
P d Facilit Council Districts: 7
roposea Faciiity e  Other: Extension of existing bike
Facility Type Bike Boulevard boulevard
Timeframe Long Term
Cost Estimate $1.2M - $2.0M
Strategies Bike Boulevard
Priority Level [NV N — & —
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Alvarado Drive from Eastern Ave. to Copper Ave.

Project Characteristics Notes and Considerations:
Existing Conditions o Functional Classification: Major local
e Project Benefits: Proposed network
Typical Section Section A Section B Section C spine, high trip potential; high rates of
Termini / Length (miles) 0.2 0.3 0.9 crashes on parallel corridors
Existing Facility None None None ¢  Vulnerability Index Score: Medium-High
Speed Limit (mph) 25 25 25 e Destinations: Hiland Center, Central Ave.
Traffic Volumes (AWDT) Unavailable | Unavailable | Unavailable Corridor
LTS (Level of Traffic Stress) 1 1 1 e  Council Districts: 6 and 7
Proposed Facility e  Other: Extension of existing bike
boulevard
Facility Type Bike Boulevard
Timeframe Long Term
Cost Estimate $2.0M - $3.5M
Strategies Bike Boulevard
Priority Level —o—=
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Bluewater Road from 98t St. to Coors Blvd.

Project Characteristics
Existing Conditions

Section Section Section
A B (o]

Typical Section

Notes and Considerations:

e Functional Classification: Major
Collector

Project Benefits: High trip potential,
proposed network spine
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Termini / Length (miles) 0.5 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.9 «  Vulnerability Index Score: High
Existing Facility Bike Bike Bike None Bike o Destinations: Near Route 66 Activity
i Lane Lane Lane Lane Center, multiple schools
Speed Limit (mph) 35 35 35 40 40 e  Council Districts: 1
Traffic Volumes (AWDT) Unavail. | 7,000 7,000 7,000 10,000
LTS (Level of Traffic Stress) 3 3 3 Bl
Proposed Facility
Facility Type Bike Lanes, Buffered Bike Lanes
Timeframe Plausible Near-Term
Cost Estimate $1.3M - $§5.1M
Strategies Bike Lane Restriping, Speed Reduction
Priority Level High
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Candelaria Road from Rio Grande Blvd. to I-25

Project Characteristics
Existing Conditions

Notes and Considerations:

e Functional Classification: Principal Arterial

e  Project Benefits: Network spine, major
improvement to bicycle level of comfort,
high level of public support

e Vulnerability Index Score: High

e Destinations: Rio Grande Nature Center,
12th/Candelaria Activity Center

e  Council Districts: 2

e  Other: Road Diet Candidate

Typical Section Section A Section B
Termini / Length (miles) 1.9 0.5
Existing Facility Bike Lane None
Speed Limit (mph) 35 35
Traffic Volumes (AWDT) 11,000 16,000
LTS (Level of Traffic Stress) 3

Proposed Facility
Facility Type Separated Bike Lanes
Timeframe Plausible Near-Term
Cost Estimate $3.3M - $9.3M
Strategies Restriping — Road Diet
Priority Level Medium
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Comanche Road from Montgomery Park to Tramway Blvd.

Project Characteristics

Existing Conditions .
°
Typical Section Section A |
Termini / Length (miles) 5
Existing Facility Bike Lane o
Speed Limit (mph) 35 .
Traffic Volumes (AWDT) 12,000 .
LTS (Level of Traffic Stress) 3 .
Proposed Facility
Facility Type Separated Bike Lanes
Timeframe Plausible Near-Term
Cost Estimate $6.9M - $20.2M
Strategies Restriping — Road Diet
Priority Level Very High
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Notes and Considerations:

Functional Classification: Major Collector
Project Benefits: Network spine, major
improvement to bicycle level of comfort,
high level of public support

Vulnerability Index Score: High
Destinations: Multiple schools

Council Districts: 7 and 8

Other: Road Diet Candidate
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Irving Boulevard from Golf Course Rd. to Coors Blvd.

Project Characteristics
Existing Conditions

Typical Section Section A

Notes and Considerations:

e Functional Classification: Principal Arterial

e Project Benefits: High trip potential; Major
improvement to bicyclist level of comfort

e  Vulnerability Index Score: Medium

o Destinations: Coors/Paseo Activity Center

e  Council Districts: 5

e  Other: Road Diet Candidate

Termini / Length (miles) 1.6
Existing Facility Bike Lanes
Speed Limit (mph) 40
Traffic Volumes (AWDT) 20,000
LTS (Level of Traffic Stress)

Proposed Facility
Facility Type Side Path
Timeframe Long Term
Cost Estimate $7.6M+
Strategies Improve Available Back- of-Curb, Curb Line and

Median Modifications

Priority Level
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Irving Boulevard from Unser Blvd. to Rio De Los Pinos Dr.

Project Characteristics
Existing Conditions

Notes and Considerations:
e Functional Classification: Principal Arterial

Typical Section Section A e  Project Benefits: High trip potential, Major

improvement to bicyclist level of comfort

Termini / Length (miles) 0.8 " )
Existing Facility None ° Vulntaral?lllty Index Score: Medium
Speed Limit (mph) 30 o Destm.athns:' N/A
Traffic Volumes (AWDT) 10,000 ¢ Council Districts: 5
LTS (Level of Traffic Stress)
Proposed Facility
Facility Type Side Path
Timeframe Long Term
Cost Estimate $1.2M+
Strategies Improve Available Back- of-Curb
Priority Level Medium

Section A

|=—— 22" OVERALL PAVEMENT WIDTH ——=

11" DRIVING LANE . 11" DRIVING LANE

IRVING BLVD, — UNSER TO RIO DE LOS PINOS DR,
EXISTING TYPICAL SECTION A

22' OVERALL PAVEMENT WIDTH

4 6
X 12" MULTI-USE TRAIL  BUFFER 11" DRIVING LANE . 11" DRIVING LANE . SIDEWALK

Vot

IRVING BLVD. — UNSER TO RIO DE LOS PINOS DR.
PROPOSED TYPICAL SECTION A




Ladera Drive from Ouray Rd. to Arroyo Vista Blvd.

Project Characteristics
Existing Conditions

Typical Section

Section A Section B Section C

Termini / Length (miles) 1.1 0.9 0.5
Existing Facility Buffered Bike Buffered Bike .
Bike Lane
Lane Lane
Speed Limit (mph) 40 35 35
Traffic Volumes (AWDT) 17,000 16,000 7,000
3
Stress)
Proposed Facility
Facility Type Separated Bike Lanes
Timeframe Long Term
Cost Estimate $2.6M-$10.7M
Strategies Restriping — Road Diet, Median Modifications
Priority Level

Notes and Considerations:

Functional Classification: Minor
Arterial

Project Benefits: Network spine,
major improvement to bicyclist level
of comfort, high level of public
support

Vulnerability Index Score: Medium
Destinations: Unser/Ladera Activity
Center, Regional Sports Complex
Council Districts: 1

Other: Road Diet Candidate
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Ladera Drive from Ouray Rd. to Arroyo Vista Blvd.
SectionsB & C
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