AGREEMENT No. 24-62-018-00

RIVERSIDE COUNTY TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
AGREEMENT FOR FUNDING UNDER SB 821 BICYCLE AND
PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES PROGRAM

(Transportation Development Act Article 3; Senate Bill 821)

This Funding Agreement (“AGREEMENT”) is entered into as of , 2023 (“Effective
Date”), by and between the RIVERSIDE COUNTY TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
(“RCTC”) and City of Riverside (“RECIPIENT”). RCTC and RECIPIENT may be referred to
herein individually as a “Party” and collectively as the “Parties.”

RECITALS

RCTC is a county transportation commission created and existing pursuant to California
Public Utilities Code Sections 130053 and 130053.5.

Under RCTC’s SB 821 Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Program (“PROGRAM?”), cities and
counties in the County of Riverside are notified of the availability of PROGRAM funding
and a call for projects (“CALL FOR PROJECTS”) is anticipated to be issued biennially by
RCTC.

On February 6%, 2023, a CALL FOR PROJECTS was published by RCTC secking
applications for FY 2023/24 PROGRAM funding, which applications were reviewed in
accordance with the applicable evaluation criteria included in the CALL FOR PROJECTS.

Based on the application attached as Attachment 1 and incorporated herein by this reference,
RECIPIENT has been selected to receive PROGRAM funding for its proposed Riverside
Citywide Pedestrian & Bicycle Improvements Project (“PROJECT”).

Funding for the PROJECT shall be provided pursuant to the terms contained in this
AGREEMENT and pursuant to applicable PROGRAM policies adopted by RCTC, which are
attached hereto and incorporated herein as Attachment 2.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the preceding recitals and the mutual covenants and
consideration contained herein, the Parties mutually agree as follows:

1.

Incorporation of Recitals. The Parties acknowledge and agree that the above recitals are true

and correct, and hereby incorporate those recitals by this reference into the AGREEMENT.

RCTC Funding Amount. RCTC hereby agrees to distribute to the RECIPIENT, on the terms

and conditions set forth herein, a sum not to exceed Six Hundred Seventy-One Thousand
Eight Hundred Eighty Seven Dollars and Fifty Cents ($671,887.50), to be used exclusively
for reimbursing the RECIPIENT for eligible expenses as described herein (“FUNDING
AMOUNT”). RECIPIENT acknowledges and agrees that the FUNDING AMOUNT may be
less than the actual and final cost of the PROJECT, which final costs are the sole
responsibility of RECIPIENT, and RCTC will not contribute PROGRAM funds in excess of
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the maximum authorized in this Section 2 unless otherwise mutually agreed to in writing by
the PARTIES. In the event the FUNDING AMOUNT is not fully utilized by RECIPIENT
for the PROJECT, the unused FUNDING AMOUNT must be returned to RCTC within
ninety (90) ninety days of a written request by RCTC unless RECIPIENT can demonstrate in
writing, subject to written approval by RCTC in its sole discretion, the following: (i) valid
reason for why PROJECT costs were significantly lower than the estimate included in
RECIPIENT’s attached application for funding, and (ii) written proposal for how any unused
FUNDING AMOUNT will be used for a proposal to support the PROJECT or other use that
supports the goals and requirements of the PROGRAM.

2.1 Eligible Project Costs. Reimbursement for PROJECT costs
(“REIMBURSEMENT”) may only include those items expressly allowed for under Article 3 of
the Transportation Development Act (California Public Utilities Code section 99200 et seq.),
which provides that funding shall be allocated for the construction, including related engineering
expenses, of facilities based on the PROGRAM policies adopted by RCTC, provided that such
items are included in the scope of work included in the application, attached as Attachment 1
(“SCOPE OF WORK™). All PROJECT costs not included in the SCOPE OF WORK and not
expressly permitted under Article 3 of the Transportation Development Act and the PROGRAM
policies shall be considered ineligible for REIMBURSEMENT. In the event the SCOPE OF
WORK needs to be amended, RECIPIENT shall submit a scope change request electronically via
RCTC’s online tracking and reporting system known as the Rivtrack system and accessible at
https://rivtrack.rctc.org/ (“Rivtrack system™). The electronically submitted scope change request
must include the reasons for the requested change and confirmation that costs associated with the
proposed amendment are eligible for PROGRAM reimbursement. Such request is subject to
written approval by RCTC, in RCTC’s sole discretion.

In the event of any ambiguity between this AGREEMENT, PROGRAM policies, and applicable
law, the following order of precedence will govern: (1) applicable law; (2) PROGRAM policies;
(3) this AGREEMENT. In the case of any conflict between this Agreement and any of its
attachments, the body of this Agreement shall govern. Notwithstanding the foregoing, in the
case of a conflict, the most stringent requirement shall govern, unless prohibited by applicable
law or otherwise agreed upon by RCTC.

2.2 Timing for Project Completion. In accordance with the PROGRAM
policies attached hereto as Attachment 2, RECIPIENT has thirty-six (36) months to complete the
PROJECT from the date of this AGREEMENT, unless otherwise agreed to in writing by the
PARTIES. If the PROJECT is not completed within 36 months, RCTC shall have the sole
discretion to delete the PROJECT from the PROGRAM and reprogram the funding for future
approved PROGRAM projects. RECIPIENT will not be reimbursed until the PROJECT is
accepted as complete by RCTC following the submission of the PROGRAM funding claim form
completed electronically via the Rivtrack system. In the event additional time is needed for the
completion of the PROJECT, RECIPIENT may submit a time extension request electronically
via the Rivtrack system. Before and after PROJECT photographs must be uploaded with the
CLAIM FORM upon PROJECT completion, as well as copies of paid invoices and any other
backup requested for repayment and audit purposes.

2.3 Increases in Project Funding. The FUNDING AMOUNT may, at
RCTC’s sole discretion, be augmented with additional PROGRAM funds and local agency
match funds proportionate to the amounts included in Section 3 if there is a FUNDING
AMOUNT balance and the RECIPIENT provides justification as to the reason for the funding
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increase. Any such increase in the FUNDING AMOUNT must be approved in writing by
RCTC’s Executive Director and RCTC shall be under no obligation whatsoever to approve any
increase in the FUNDING AMOUNT. No such increased funding shall be expended to pay for
any PROJECT work already completed.

2.4  Cost Savings. In the event that bids or proposals for the PROJECT are
lower than anticipated, or there are cost savings for any other reason, the FUNDING AMOUNT
shall be reduced through an amendment to the AGREEMENT. RECIPIENT shall inform RCTC
of any cost savings and any cost savings shall be returned to RCTC or may be reprogrammed
with written approval by RCTC for other RECIPIENT projects that align with the PROGRAM.
No PROGRAM funding may be used for projects not approved by RCTC. If RECIPIENT
provides a local match commitment and there are cost savings on the PROJECT, RCTC will still
be reimbursed at the matching ratio as presented in the Project application despite such cost
savings in accordance with PROGRAM policies.

2.5 No Funding for Temporary Improvements. Only segments or components
of improvements that are intended to form part of or be integrated into the PROJECT may be
funded by PROGRAM funds. No improvement(s) which is/are temporary in nature, including
but not limited to temporary lanes, curbs, or drainage facilities, shall be funded with PROGRAM
funds except as needed for staged construction of the PROJECT.

2.6 Review and Reimbursement by RCTC. Upon submission into Rivtrack, of
the final detailed invoice from the RECIPIENT clearly documenting work completed and
corresponding costs, RCTC may request additional documentation or explanation of the SCOPE
OF WORK costs for which reimbursement is sought. Undisputed amounts shall be paid by
RCTC to the RECIPIENT within thirty (30) days. In the event that RCTC disputes the eligibility
for reimbursement of all or a portion of an invoiced amount, the Parties shall meet and confer in
an attempt to resolve the dispute. Additional details concerning the procedure for the
RECIPIENT’s submittal of invoices to RCTC and RCTC’s consideration and payment of
submitted invoices are set forth in Attachment 2.

2.7  Recipient’s Funding Obligation to Complete the Work; Limitation of
RCTC Obligations. In the event that the PROGRAM funds allocated to the SCOPE OF WORK
represent less than the total cost of the PROJECT, RECIPIENT shall be solely responsible for
providing such additional funds as may be required to complete the PROJECT. RCTC has no
obligation with respect to the safety of any work performed under the SCOPE OF WORK, for
the PROJECT, or at a PROJECT site. Further, RCTC shall not be liable for any action of
RECIPIENT or its contractors relating to the condemnation of property undertaken by
RECIPIENT or construction related to the PROJECT.

2.8  Recipient’s Obligation to Repay Program Funds to RCTC. In the event it
is determined, whether through a post-completion audit or otherwise, the PROJECT was not
completed in accordance with the PROGRAM requirements or this AGREEMENT, RECIPIENT
agrees that any PROGRAM funds distributed to RECIPIENT for the PROJECT shall be repaid
in full to RCTC. The Parties shall enter into good faith negotiations to establish a reasonable
repayment schedule and repayment mechanism which may include, but is not limited to,
withholding of Measure A Local Streets and Roads revenues, if applicable. RECIPIENT
acknowledges and agrees that RCTC shall have the right to withhold any Measure A Local
Streets and Roads revenues due to RECIPIENT, in an amount not to exceed the total of the
PROGRAM funds distributed to RECIPIENT, and/or initiate legal action to compel repayment,
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if the RECIPIENT fails to repay RCTC within a reasonable time period not to exceed one
hundred eighty (180) days, including any good faith negotiations, from receipt of written
notification from RCTC that repayment is required due to failure to comply with the PROGRAM
policies or this AGREEMENT.

2.9  Records Retention and Audits. RECIPIENT shall retain all PROJECT
records in an organized manner for a minimum of three (3) years following completion of the
PROJECT. PROJECT records shall be made available for inspection by RCTC upon request. If
a post PROJECT audit or review indicates that RCTC has provided reimbursement to the
RECIPIENT in an amount in excess of the FUNDING AMOUNT set forth in Section 2, or has
provided reimbursement of ineligible PROJECT costs, the RECIPIENT shall reimburse RCTC
for the excess or ineligible payments within thirty (30) days of notification by RCTC. This
Section 2.9 does not supersede any rights or remedies provided to RCTC under Section 2.8 or
applicable law.

3. Recipient’s Local Match Contribution. RECIPIENT shall provide at least Six Hundred
Seventy-One Thousand Eight Hundred Eighty-Seven Dollars and Fifty Cents ($671,887.50)
of funding toward the SCOPE OF WORK, as indicated in RECIPIENT’S application
attached as Attachment 1 and submitted to RCTC in response to its CALL FOR PROJECTS.
RECIPIENT costs related to (i) preparation and administration costs related to invoices,
billings and payments; (ii) any RECIPIENT fees attributed to the processing of the SCOPE
OF WORK; and (ii1) expenses for items not included within the attached SCOPE OF WORK
shall be borne solely by the RECIPIENT and shall not qualify towards RECIPIENT’s local
match requirement in this Section 3.

4. Term: The term of this AGREEMENT shall be from the date first herein above written until:
(1) the date RCTC formally accepts the PROJECT as complete, pursuant to Section 2.2; (ii)
termination of this AGREEMENT pursuant to Section 14; or (iii) RECIPIENT has fully
satisfied its obligations under this AGREEMENT. All applicable indemnification and
insurance provisions of this AGREEMENT shall remain in effect following the termination
of this AGREEMENT.

5. Recipient Responsibilities. RECIPIENT shall be responsible for all aspects of the
PROJECT, in compliance with all applicable state and federal laws, including: (i)
development and approval of plans, specifications and engineer’s estimate in accordance
with all applicable laws, regulations and building codes; obtaining any necessary
environmental clearances; right of way acquisition; and, obtaining all permits required by
impacted agencies prior to commencement of the PROJECT; (ii) all aspects of procurement,
contracting, and administration of the contracts and claims for the PROJECT; (iii) all
construction management of any construction activities undertaken in connection with the
PROJECT, including surveying and materials testing; and, (iv) development of a budget for
the PROJECT and SCOPE OF WORK prior to award of any contract for the PROJECT,
taking into consideration available funding, including PROGRAM funds.

6. Indemnification. RECIPIENT shall defend, indemnify and hold RCTC, its officials,
governing board members, officers, employees, agents, and consultants free and harmless
from any and all claims, demands, causes of action, costs, expenses, liability, loss, damage or
injury of any kind, in law or equity, to property, persons or government funding agency,
including wrongful death ,arising out of or incident to any intentional or negligent acts, errors
or omissions of the RECIPIENT, its officials, officers, employees, agents, consultants and
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10.

11.

contractors arising out of or in connection with the performance of this AGREEMENT, the
PROJECT or the SCOPE OF WORK. RECIPIENT’S obligation to indemnify includes
without limitation the payment of all consequential damages and reasonable attorneys’ fees,
expert witness fees and other related costs and expenses of defense. RECIPIENT shall
defend, at its own cost, expense and risk, any and all such aforesaid suits, actions or other
legal proceedings of every kind that may be brought or instituted against RCTC, its officials,
officers, employees, agents, and consultants in connection with this AGREEMENT.
RECIPIENT shall pay and satisfy any judgment, award or decree that may be rendered
against RCTC, its officials, officers, employees, agents, and consultants in any such suits,
actions or other legal proceedings, including any settlement. RECIPIENT’s obligation to
indemnify shall not be restricted to insurance proceeds. The indemnity obligation shall not
apply to the extent of any negligence or willful misconduct of RCTC, its officials, officers,
employees, agents, and consultants. This section shall survive the expiration or termination
of this Agreement.

Expenditure of Funds by Recipient Prior to Execution of Agreement. RECIPIENT may
commence the Project starting July 1, 2023, and costs incurred following such date will be
eligible for reimbursement under this AGREEMENT, provided they otherwise meet the
requirements herein, and provided that this AGREEMENT is executed no later than October
1,2023.

Compliance with Applicable Laws and Insurance. RECIPIENT agrees to comply with all
applicable laws and regulations, including public contracting laws, requirements for any local
state or federal funding used, and records retention and performance reporting requirements
concerning the SCOPE OF WORK and PROJECT, which applicable laws and regulations
shall be passed on to contractors by RECIPIENT as applicable. RECIPIENT shall have the
responsibility of making sure the appropriate amounts of insurance are included in all
applicable agreements for the construction of the PROJECT and RCTC shall be named as an
Additional Insured on all insurance certificates obtained for the completion of the PROJECT.
PROJECT insurance funds shall be looked to first for the repayment of any claims
determined to have merit.

Representatives of the Parties. RCTC’s Executive Director, or his or her designee, shall
serve as RCTC’s representative and shall have the authority to act on behalf of RCTC for all
purposes under this AGREEMENT. RECIPIENT’s representative shall be the individual
identified in the Project application as RECIPIENT’S representative to RCTC.
RECIPIENT’S representative, or designee, shall have the authority to act on behalf of
RECIPIENT for all purposes under this AGREEMENT and shall coordinate all activities
with RCTC concerning the SCOPE OF WORK under the RECIPIENT’s responsibility.
RECIPIENT shall work closely and cooperate fully with RCTC’s representative and any
other agencies which may have jurisdiction over or an interest in the PROJECT.

Monitoring of Progress by RCTC. RECIPIENT shall allow RCTC’s designated
representative, or designee, to inspect or review the progress of the work at any reasonable
time with prior written notice by RCTC. RCTC may request that the RECIPIENT provide
RCTC with progress reports concerning the status of the SCOPE OF WORK and PROJECT
completion.

Binding on Successors in Interest. Each and every provision of this AGREEMENT shall be
binding and inure to the benefit of the successors in interest of the Parties. Due to the
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specific obligations contemplated herein, this AGREEMENT may not be assigned by any
Party hereto except with the prior written consent of the other Party.

12. Independent Contractors. Any person or entities retained by RECIPIENT or any contractor
shall be retained on an independent contractor basis and shall not be employees of RCTC.
Any personnel performing services on the PROJECT shall at all times be under the exclusive
direction and control of the RECIPIENT or contractor, whichever is applicable. The
RECIPIENT or contractor shall pay all wages, salaries and other amounts due such personnel
in connection with their performance of services on the SCOPE OF WORK and as required
by law. The RECIPIENT or contractor shall be responsible for all reports and obligations
concerning such personnel, including, but not limited to: social security taxes, income tax
withholding, unemployment insurance and workers’ compensation insurance.

13. Conflicts of Interest. For the term of this AGREEMENT, no member, officer or employee of
RECIPIENT or RCTC, during the term of his or her service with RECIPIENT or RCTC, as
the case may be, shall have any direct interest in this AGREEMENT, or obtain any present or
anticipated material benefit arising therefrom.

14. Termination. This AGREEMENT may be terminated for cause or convenience as further
specified below.

14,1 Termination for Convenience. Either RCTC or RECIPIENT may, by
written notice to the other party, terminate this AGREEMENT, in whole or in part, for
convenience by giving thirty (30) days' written notice to the other party of such termination and
specifying the effective date thereof.

14.2  Effect of Termination for Convenience. In the event that RECIPIENT
terminates this AGREEMENT for convenience, RECIPIENT shall, within 180 days, repay to
RCTC in full all PROGRAM funds provided to RECIPIENT under this AGREEMENT. In the
event that RCTC terminates this AGREEMENT for convenience, RCTC shall, within 90 days,
distribute to the RECIPIENT PROGRAM funds in an amount equal to the aggregate total of all
unpaid invoices which have been received from RECIPIENT regarding the SCOPE OF WORK
for the PROJECT at the time of the notice of termination; provided, however, that RCTC shall be
entitled to exercise its rights under Section 2.6, including but not limited to conducting a review
of the invoices and requesting additional information from RECIPIENT. This AGREEMENT
shall terminate upon receipt by the non-terminating party of the amounts due it under this
Section 14.

143 Termination for Cause. Either RCTC or RECIPIENT may, by written
notice to the other party, terminate this AGREEMENT, in whole or in part, in response to a
material breach hereof by the other Party, by giving written notice to the other Party of such
termination and specifying the effective date thereof. The written notice shall provide a thirty
(30) day period to cure any alleged breach. During the 30 day cure period, the Parties shall
discuss, in good faith, the manner in which the breach can be cured.

14.4  Effect of Termination for Cause. In the event that RECIPIENT terminates
this AGREEMENT in response to RCTC's uncured material breach hereof, RCTC shall, within
ninety (90) days, distribute to the RECIPIENT PROGRAM funds in an amount equal to the
aggregate total of all unpaid invoices which have been received from RECIPIENT regarding the
SCOPE OF WORK for the PROJECT at the time of the notice of termination. In the event that
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RCTC terminates this AGREEMENT in response to the RECIPIENT's uncured material breach
hereof, the RECIPIENT shall, within one hundred eighty (180) days, repay to RCTC in full all
PROGRAM funds provided to RECIPIENT under this AGREEMENT. Notwithstanding
termination of this AGREEMENT by RCTC pursuant to this Section 14.4, RCTC shall be
entitled to exercise its rights under Section 2.6, including but not limited to conducting a review
of the invoices and requesting additional information. This AGREEMENT shall terminate upon
receipt by the terminating Party of the amounts due it under this Section 14.4.

145 No Program Funding. In the event that RCTC determines there are
inadequate PROGRAM funds for whatever reason, RCTC shall have the right to immediately
terminate the AGREEMENT with written notice to RECIPIENT. In the event that RCTC
terminates this AGREEMENT under this Section 14.5, RCTC shall, within 90 days, distribute to
the RECIPIENT PROGRAM funds in an amount equal to the aggregate total of all unpaid
invoices which have been received from RECIPIENT regarding the SCOPE OF WORK for the
PROJECT at the time of the notice of termination; provided, however, that RCTC shall be
entitled to exercise its rights under Section 2.6, including but not limited to conducting a review
of the invoices and requesting additional information from RECIPIENT.

14.6  Cumulative Remedies. The rights and remedies of the Parties provided in
this Section 14 are in addition to any other rights and remedies provided by law or under this
AGREEMENT.

15. Notice. All notices hereunder shall be in writing and shall be effective upon receipt by the
other Party. All notices and communications between the Parties to this AGREEMENT shall
be addressed as set forth below and provided by any of the following methods (i) personally
delivered; (i1) sent by electronic mail, with a subject line clearly identifying this
AGREEMENT, read receipt requested, and a cc: provided to the identified staff; (iii) sent by
first-class mail, return receipt requested; or (iv) sent by overnight express delivery service
with postage or other charges fully prepaid. Notwithstanding the foregoing, notices of
dispute or termination sent by electronic mail must be followed by hard copy mailed notice
to be effective. Notwithstanding the foregoing, invoices and requests for changes to the
SCOPE OF WORK, shall be submitted through the Rivtrack system as specified in this
AGREEMENT.

TO RCTC: TO RECIPIENT:
Anne Mayer Mike Futrell

Executive Director City Manager

RCTC City of Riverside

4080 Lemon Street, 3rd Floor 3900 Main Street
Riverside, California 92501 Riverside, CA 92522
Phone: (951) 787-7141 (951) 568-5021

e-mail: amayer@rctc.org mfutrell@riversideca.gov

cc: JChan@RCTC.org

Any party may update its address and contact information by providing written notice of the
new information to the other Parties in accordance with this Section 15.
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16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

Prevailing Wages. RECIPIENT is alerted to the requirements of California Labor Code
Sections 1770 et seq., which require the payment of prevailing wages where the SCOPE OF
WORK or any portion thereof is determined to be a “public work,” as defined therein.
RECIPIENT shall ensure compliance with applicable prevailing wage requirements by any
person or entity hired to perform the SCOPE OF WORK or any portion thereof falling within
the definition of “public work.” RECIPIENT shall defend, indemnify, and hold harmless
RCTC, its officers, employees, consultants, and agents from any claim or liability, including
without limitation reasonable attorneys’ fees, arising from any failure or alleged failure to
comply with California Labor Code Sections 1770 et seq. on the PROJECT.

Equal Opportunity Employment. The Parties represent that they are equal opportunity
employers and they shall not discriminate against any employee or applicant for employment
because of race, religion, color, national origin, sexual orientation, ancestry, sex or age. Such
non-discrimination shall include, but not be limited to, all activities related to initial
employment, upgrading, demotion, transfer, recruitment or recruitment advertising, layoff or
termination.

Entire Agreement. This AGREEMENT embodies the entire understanding and agreement
between the Parties pertaining to the matters described herein and supersedes and cancels all
prior oral or written agreements between the Parties with respect to these matters. Each Party
acknowledges that no Party, agent or representative of the other Party has made any promise,
representation or warranty, express or implied, not expressly contained in this
AGREEMENT, that induced the other Party to sign this document. Modifications to this
AGREEMENT shall be in the form of a written amendment executed by authorized
representatives of the Parties to be bound.

Governing Law; Venue and Severability. This AGREEMENT shall be governed by, and be
construed in accordance with, the laws of the State of California. Venue shall be in Riverside
County. If any portion of this AGREEMENT is found to be unenforceable by a court of law
with appropriate jurisdiction, the remainder of the AGREEMENT shall be severable and
survive as binding on the Parties.

Attorneys’ and Other Fees. If any legal action is initiated for the enforcement/interpretation
of this AGREEMENT, or because of any alleged dispute, breach, default or
misrepresentation in connection with any of the provisions of this AGREEMENT, the
successful or prevailing party shall be entitled to recover reasonable attorneys’ fees, witness
fees and other costs incurred in that action or proceeding, in addition to any other relief to
which it may be entitled as determined by a court of law or appointed decider under
alternative legal proceedings.

No Third Party Beneficiaries. There are no intended third party beneficiaries of any right or
obligation assumed by the Parties.

Section Headings and Interpretation. The section headings contained herein are for
convenience only and shall not affect in any way the interpretation of any of the provisions
contained herein. The AGREEMENT shall not be interpreted as being drafted by any Party

or its counsel.

No Waiver. Failure of RCTC to insist on any one occasion upon strict compliance with any
of the terms, covenants or conditions in this AGREEMENT shall not be deemed a waiver of
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24.

25.

26.

27.

such term, covenant or condition, nor shall any waiver or relinquishment of any rights or
powers hereunder at any one time or more times be deemed a waiver or relinquishment of
such other right or power provided under applicable law.

Time of Essence. Time is of the essence for each and every provision of this AGREEMENT.

Counterparts. This AGREEMENT may be executed in any number of counterparts, each of
which shall be deemed to be an original, but all which together will constitute but one

agreement.

Form of Signatures. A manually signed copy of this Agreement which is transmitted by
facsimile, email or other means of electronic transmission shall be deemed to have the same
legal effect as delivery of an original executed copy of this Agreement for all purposes. This
Agreement may be signed using an electronic signature.

Survival. All rights and obligations under this AGREEMENT that by their nature are to
continue after any expiration or termination of this AGREEMENT shall survive any such
expiration or termination.

[SIGNATURES ON NEXT PAGE]
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SIGNATURE PAGE
TO
AGREEMENT NO. 24-62-018-00
RIVERSIDE COUNTY TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
AGREEMENT FOR FUNDING UNDER SB 821 BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN
FACILITIES PROGRAM

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have caused this AGREEMENT to be signed by their
duly authorized representatives as of the Effective Date.

RCTC RECIPIENT
CITY OF RIVERSIDE

By: By:

Anne Mayer, Executive Director

Name:
Title:

APPROVED AS TO FORM APPROVED AS TO FORM

Best, Best & Krieger LLP

/. By:
e ) e ‘ ‘
BY: Name: %r&@m Al o A‘O\T&Y( L&)

Gen@f_z;_b(ﬁ‘ﬁhmjeﬁ to RCTC

Title: _Dec\'l,‘i—yj CUH?I AVYNW
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ATTACHMENT 1

(RECIPIENT APPLICATION FOR FUNDING)
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Project Application Tab

Project Number: 000177 Agency: Riverside, City Project Name: Riverside Citywide Pedestrian &
of Bicycle Improvements Project

Status: Submitted To RCTC

Project Type: Bicycle Project, Pedestrian Project

A. Scope of Work (SDOVChuruc’ters) e

The Riverside Citywide Pedestrian & Bicycle Improvements Project proposes to install High-Visibility Crosswalks, accessible pedestrian signal
systems, Green Bike Lane Striping, RRFB's, LED Stop Signs, & signage/striping upgrades at 24 prioritized intersection locations as identified in the
Local Roadway Safety Plan, Riverside PACT Plan & public requests. The project benefits include improved connectivity, enhanced safety &
mobility, & encourages a more active lifestyle via walking & biking.

495 of 500 Characters

B..bFunding :

Enter the project costs for PA/ED, PS&E, ROW, Construction and Local Match in the fields provided below. The gray fields
contain formulas that will calculate the Total Project Cost, SB 821 Request, and the Percentage Splits.

10% Programming Cap: $690,120.20 20% Programming Cap: $1,380,240.40

Agency Split % RCTC Split %
PA & ED: 0.00 Local Match: 671,887.50 50% Local Match: 671.887.50 50%
PS & E: SB 821 SB 821
96,000.00 671,887.50 50% 671,887.50 50%
Request: Request:
ROW:
0.00 100% 100%
Construction:
“ 1197,775.00
Administration:
50,000.00
Tot j
otal Project 1343,775.00

Cost:



For completed phases, provide supporting documentation such ds copies of environmental clearance, title sheet of
100% plans with engineer's stamp, or right of way clearance and attach in section J.

Start End
PA & ED:
07/03/2023 06/28/2024
& E:
PS&E 07/03/2023 06/28/2024
ROW:
Construction:
1© 07/01/2024 03/31/2026
Close out;
04/01/2026 07/01/2026

D,Pf_c}jéi;’;tﬂBdckgrouﬁci& roject Déécriptibh:.' :

Describe the project background and the existing conditions of the larger project area and or project vicinity.
Discussion can include background information on current roadway configuration, missing bike and pedestrian
facilities, and importance of project to local active transportation users. If possible, upload photographs of existing
conditions.

Describe the project in its entirety. Include the purpose and need, benefit, and location of the project. Provide a map

showing existing and proposed project improvements. If available, upload typical cross-sections showing vehicular
lane widths, active transportation facilities width, and any landscaping or lighting features in section J.



The City of Riverside is the 12th most populated city in the state of California with 317,257 residents and encompasses 81.56 square miles
(Attachment A). Due to the city's large population, the city is divided into seven (7) Wards (or communities) (Attachment B). The prioritized
pedestrian / bicycle infrastructure needs of each Ward are incorporated in the proposed citywide project with the purpose to promote safety for
vulnerable road users at intersections and encourage multi-modal transportation in the community. There are 3 or 4 intersections locations for
each Ward that are included in the Citywide Project with a total of twenty-four (24) prioritized intersection locations. The Riverside Citywide
Pedestrian & Bicycle Improvement Project proposes to construct High-Visibility Crosswalks, upgrade Ped Push Buttons, Green Bike Striping,
RRFB's, Flashing LED Stop Signs, & signage/striping improvements at the following twenty-four (24) prioritized intersection locations: 1. lowa Ave
& Blaine st (Signal) 2. Spruce St & Rustin Ave (Stop Sign Controlled) 3. Rustin Ave & Linden St (Stop Sign Controlled) 4. Chicago Ave & University
Ave (Signal) 5. Watkins Dr & Knox Ct {Stop Sign Controlled) 6. Third St & Anderson Ave (Stop Sign Controlled) 7. Alessandro Blvd & Chicago Ave
(Signal) 8. van Buren Blvd & Jurupa Ave (Signal) 9. Van Buren Blvd & Arlington Ave (Signal) 10. Lincoln Ave. & Victoria Ave (Stop Sign Controlled) 11.
Wood Rd & Van Buren Blvd (Signal) 12. Orange Terrace Pkwy & Abrams Dr (Stop Sign Controlled) 13. Orange Terrace Pkwy & Sandhill Dr. (West)
(Stop Sign Controlled) 14. Adams St & Magnolia Ave (Signal) 16. Van Buren Blvd & California Ave (Signal) 16. Van Buren Blvd & Indiana Ave (Signal)
17. Magnolia Ave & Tyler st (Signal) 18 Collett Ave & Polk St. (Stop Sign Controlled) 19. Magnolia Ave & Polk St (Signal) 20. Tyler St & Hole Ave.
(signal) 21 Pierce St & Magnolia Ave (Signal) 22. Golden Ave & Cochran Ave (Stop Sign Controlled) 23. Sierra Vista & Gedney Way (S) (Stop Sign
Controlled) 24. Rutiand & Sylvan {(Stop Sign Controfled) Attachment C illustrates the citywide project improvernent map that highlights the
intersection locations, proposed improvements, and intersection radius buffers. Individual intersection improvements are summarized in
Attachment D along with graphic photos of improvements for illustration purposes. A range of one to three safety countermeasures
improvements are proposed for each individual intersection as shown in Attachment D. Existing photos, displaying current inadequate ped &
bike infrastructure conditions, are shown in Attachment E. The 24 prioritized intersection locations were selected based on the City's Local
Roadway Safety Plan (LRSP), Riverside P.A.C.T. Plan, direct resident requests, adjacency to bus stops, and access to key destinations as
tabulated in Attachment F. Excerpts from the Local Roadway Safety Plan (LRSP) are included in Attachment G and identify the needs / benefits /
locations of thirteen prioritized intersections included in the citywide project along with ped & bike improvements that are consistent with the
application. The LRSP included input from two stakeholder engagement meetings and the report's findings are based on a citywide collision
analysis for 5 years (July 2017-June 2022). The thirteen intersections selected for this project were part of the Top 20 highest crash intersection
locations citywide plus one case study intersection. Attachment H includes excerpts from the Riverside P.A.C.T. document. P.A.C.T. = Pedestrian
Target Safeguarding Plan, Active Transportation Plan, Complete Streets Ordinance & Trails Master Plan. The Active Transportation Plan
specifically identifies the needs / benefits [ locations of eight prioritized intersections included in the citywide project and proposed ped / bike
improvements consistent with the grant application. The Riverside P.A.C.T. was established based on a comprehensive community engagement
strategy and the report's findings are based on multiple years of pedestrian and bicycle collision analysis. The eight intersections selected were
part of the community's request as well as pedestrian & bicycle collision history review. The City routinely receives a large amount of resident
requests regarding pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure improvements which are documented in the service request formats. Attachment |
includes eighteen of the prioritized intersections included in the citywide project with improvements consistent with the public requests. The City
has attempted to accommodate the resident requests through various maintenance programs, capital improvement projects and grant
pursuit opportunities. However, the improvements for these 18 intersections have not yet been constructed. In order to address the safety
needs, infrastructure upgrades and resident requests, the proposed improvements for the citywide project proposes to build a total of 62 high-
visibility crosswalks, 12 accessible pedestrian signal systems, 8 green bicycle striping improvements, 23 flashing LED solar powered stop signs, 1
flashing LED solar powered pedestrian warning sign, and signage / striping improvements at 2 intersection locations (see Attachment J for
additional details regarding the safety benefits of the proposed improvements): Additional supporting information / documentation for the
citywide project includes: - The City executed a Complete Streets Ordinance No. 7569 to provide guidance on street character, connectivity,
access for all users, development of continuous pedestrian paths ... and to require the roadways within the City be developed according to
approved standards and design elements as set forth in the Complete Streets Ordinance. See Attachment K. - Riverside is generally
considered a car-dependent City. According to the U.S. Census Bureau, there are approximately 141,435 workers 16 years and over residing in the
City of Riverside. Those who walk, bike, or take transit represent roughly 6.1 percent of the Riverside worker population, or approximately 8,628
people. The mgjority of workers (74.4 percent) drive alene. The rates of driving alone and walking to work in Riverside are similar to those of
California as a whole, but public transit use (2.4 percent) and biking (0.7 percent) are considerably lower. The City of Riverside received a “Walk
Score” of 42, which is considered “car dependent”. - Attachment L includes a Letter of Support from the City of Riverside Public Works Director
indicating advocacy for the project. The City Council also approved the city's 50% local match requirements (should the project be awarded) as
indicated in the Meeting Agenda, Agenda Report, Attachments & Meeting Minutes. - The received Letters of Support for the proposed citywide
pedestrian and bicycle improvements from the Riverside Unified School District (RUSD), Alvord Unified School District (AUSD) and the Riverside
Bike Club as documented in Attachment M. - The City of Riverside’s General Plan Circulation and Community Mobility Element (Attachment R)
contains multiple objectives supporting pedestrian and bicycling modes of transportation that will be satisfied with the proposed improvements
of this grantincluding: Policy CCM-8.2: Promote walking and biking as a safe mode of travel for children attending local schools. Policy CCM-
10.5: Promote the health benefits of using a bicycle or walking as a means of transportation. Policy CCM ~10.12: Encourage bicycling as a
commute mode to school, work, etc. - An engineer’s estimate for the citywide project total costs is calculated in Attachment Q and is equivalent
to $1,343,775.00. Line items include engineering design costs, construction administration / inspection costs, mobilization, water pollution control,
traffic control, construction costs, and contingency costs.






The Riverside Citywide Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvements Project will improve pedestrian and bicycle safety at 24 prioritized intersection
locations with proven safety countermeasures such as the installation of high-visibility crosswalks, accessible pedestrian signal systems, green
bicycle lane striping, rectangular rapid flashing beacons, flashing LED solar powered stop signs / pedestrian signs, and signage / striping
modifications. Estimated crash reduction benefits for each of the proven safety countermeasures are included in Attachment J and are
explained here: High Visibility Crosswalks - increases the visibility to both drivers and pedestrians from farther away when compared to
traditional traverse line crosswalks. This improvement replaces existing two traverse line crosswalks with high-visibility ladder crosswatlks or
continentat style crosswalks using thermoplastic materials. The FHWA Proven Safety Countermeasures fact sheet estimates the safety benefits
of high visibility crosswalks can potentially reduce pedestrian injury crashes up to 40%. See Attachment J. Accessible Pedestrian Signal
Systems (APS) - provide essential information and safety to pedestrians with disabiiities (blind, visually impaired, deaf) by alerting them to the
status of the walk cycle via auditory, visual and tactile cues. The proposed audible pedestrian push button systems (with the touch free wave
feature) will replace existing standard, non-accessible, non-audible, non-vibrating and touch required push buttons at existing signalized
intersection crossings. The Caltrans Traffic Operations Policy Directive 21-06 indicates that the touch-free feature of the APS shali be installed
and activated at pedestrian crossings as a public health safety enhancement and to minimize the spread of contact-retated pathogens (such
as the COVID-19 pandemic). The Public Right-Of-Way Guidelines (PROWAG) R209 indicates that the APS is an integrated device that
communicates information about the WALK and DON'T WALK intervals at signalized intersection in non-visual formats (audible tones and
vibrotactile surfaces) to pedestrians who are blind or have low vision. The FHWA Improving Safety For Pedestrians and Bicyclists Accessing
Transit document also supports APS installation. The Local Roadway Safety Plan countermeasure toolbox identifies the accessible pedestrian
signal system to provide safety benefits similar to the pedestrian countdown signal heads which have an estimated crash reduction factor of
25% for pedestrian & bike collisions. See Attachment J. Green Bike Lane Striping Improvements - are consistent with the FHWA proven safety
countermeasures for installation of bicycle lanes, added as a countermeasure toolbox option in the LRSP, and listed in the National Association of
City Transportation Officials (NACTO) to raise motorist and bicyclist awareness to potential areas of conflict. This improvement will enhance the
existing standard white longitudinal bike lane lines (or in some locations no existing bike lanes) & bike symbols with green thermoplastic
pavement markings at vehicle and bicycle high conflict zones and install new bicycle detector loops to improve bicycle passage at signalized
intersections. The safety benefits are estimated to range from 30%-48% reduction in bicycle crashes for bicycle lane additions per the FHWA
Proven Safety Countermeasure fact sheet. See Attachment J. Rapid Rectangular Flashing Beacon Systems (RRFB's) - are utilized to enhance
pedestrian conspicuity and increase driver awareness at marked crosswalks. This improvement will replace existing static pedestrian crossing
signs that do not flash and are not push activated systems. The FHWA Proven Safety Countermeasures fact sheet estimates the safety benefits
can reduce pedestrian crashes up to 47% and increase motorist yield rates up to 98% for RRFB improvements. See Attachment J. Flashing LED
Solar Powered Stop Signs / Pedestrian Warning Signs -~ are considered to be consistent with flashing beacons from the systemic application of
multiple low-cost countermeasures at stop-controlled intersections per the FHWA proven safety countermeasures. This improvement will
replace existing standard non-flashing static signs. Per the FHWA proven safety countermeasures for systemic application of multiple low-cost
countermeasures, the safety benefits are estimated to result in 10% reduction in fatal and injury crashes and have an average cost-benefit ratio
of 12:1. See Attachment J. Signage / Striping Modifications - provide additional enhancements such as yield limit lines and advance pedestrian
signage for existing marked crosswalks which are consistent with the CA Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices (M.U.T.C.D.) Figure 3B-17.
There are no existing yield lines, advance pedestrian signage or marked crosswalks for this improvement modification at two intersection
locations. This improvement presents new signage / striping enhancements for all roadway users. Per the FHWA proven safety countermeasures
for systemic application of multiple low-cost countermeasures, the safety benefits are estimated to result in 10% reduction in fatal and injury
crashes and have an average cost-benefit ratio of 12:1. See Attachment J.  The City utilized the Transportation Injury Mapping System (TIMS) to
obtain the pedestrian and bicycle injury collision histories for EACH of the 24 prioritized intersection location during the calendar years of 2011~
2022. Per the TIMS website, Year 2022 collision data is provisional. As shown in Attachment O - the pedestrian and bicycle collision totals for each
of the 24 prioritized intersection locations are: 1. lowa Ave & Blaine St (56 bicycle collisions, 76 pedestrian collisions) 2. Spruce St & Rustin Ave (33
bicycle collisions, 42 pedestrian collisions) 3. Rustin Ave & Linden St (46 bicycle collisions, 85 pedestrian collisions) 4. Chicago Ave & University
Ave (74 bicycle collisions, 99 pedestrian collisions) 5. watkins Dr & Knox Ct (7 bicycle collisions, 5 pedestrian collisions) 6. Third St & Anderson Ave
(77 bicycle collisions, 99 pedestrian collisions) 7. Alessandro Blvd & Chicago Ave (5 bicycle collisions, 5 pedestrian collisions) 8. Van Buren Blvd &
Jurupa Ave (9 bicycle collisions, 9 pedestrian collisions) 9. Van Buren Blvd & Arlington Ave (36 bicycle collisions, 66 pedestrian coliisions) 10.
Lincoln Ave. & Victoria Ave (14 bicycle collisions, 14 pedestrian collisions) 11. Wood Rd & Van Buren Blvd (12 bicycle collisions, 25 pedestrian
collisions) 12. Orange Terrace Pkwy & Abrams Dr (5 bicycle collisions, 9 pedestrian collisions) 13. Orange Terrace Pkwy & Sandhill Dr. (West) (3
bicycle collisions, 6 pedestrian collisions) 14. Adams St & Magnolia Ave (55 bicycle collisions, 52 pedestrian collisions) 15. Van Buren Blvd &
Cadlifornia Ave (934 bicycle collisions, 1,023 pedestrian collisions) 16. Van Buren Blvd & Indiana Ave (39 bicycle collisions, 45 pedestrian collisions)
17. Magnolia Ave & Tyler St (61 bicycle collisions, 68 pedestrian collisions) 18 Collett Ave & Polk St. (36 bicycle collisions, 37 pedestrian collisions) 19.
Magnolia Ave & Polk St (86 bicycle collisions, 84 pedestrian collisions) 20. Tyler St & Hole Ave. (58 bicycle collisions, 62 pedestrian collisions) 2
Pierce St & Magnolia Ave (23 bicycle collisions, 21 pedestrian collisions) 22. Golden Ave & Cochran Ave (48 bicycle collisions, 43 pedestrian
collisions) 23. Sierra Vista & Gedney Way (S) (5 bicycle collisions, I pedestrian collisions) 24. Rutland & Sylvan (28 bicycle collisions, 42 pedestrian
collisions) The total cumulative number of pedestrian collisions is 1,987 collisions and the total cumulative number of bicycle collisions is 1,708
collisions as listed in Attachment O. Given the disproportionate high number of pedestrian and bicycle collisions, the proposed safety
countermeasure improvements are needed now. Without the proposed safety countermeasures, the pedestrian and bicycle collisions are not
only anticipated to continue at the current crash rate but has the potential to increase in frequency and severity. The traffic collision summary
table, crash map, and heat map for EACH of the 24 prioritized intersection locations are graphically presented in Attachment O. The traffic
collision summary table for each intersection includes a breakdown of pedestrian and bicycle collision reported and classified into fatal, severe
injury, visible injury, complaint of pain injury, and total collisions. Photos of existing conditions of the project are shown in Attachment E. As shown,
the existing marked crosswalks are just traverse lines, static signs are not flashing, APS buttons require a touch activation and do not provide
audible or vibrotactile features, and no green bike lanes / no bike loop detectors. Student attendance figures for each school served by the
citywide project are listed in Section E of the Destinations Served Section of the grant application.
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ATTACHMENT O - PEDESTRIAN BICYCLE COLLISION SUMMARY TABLE

TDA Article 3 {SB821) Grant FY 23/24 - City of Riverside Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Project

Pedestrian Collisions

Bicycle Collisions
(2011-2022) *

Pedestrian & Bicycle
Collisions (2011-22) *

Number | Ward Location (2011-2022)*
1 1 lowa Ave and Blaine St 75 56 131
2 1 Spruce St and Rustin Ave 42 33 75
3 1 Rustin Ave and Linden St 65 46 111
a 2 Chicago Ave and University St 99 74 173
5 2 Watkins Dr and Knox Ct 5 7 12
6 > |Third St and Anderson Ave 99 77 176
7 2 |Alessandro Blvd and Chicago Ave 10
8 3 |Van Buren Blvd and Jurupa Ave 18
9 4  [Van Buren Bivd and Arlington Ave 66 36 102
10 4 Lincoln Ave and Victoria Ave 14 14 28
11 4 Wood Rd and Van Buren Blvd 25 12 37
12 3 Orange Terrace Pkwy and Abrams Dr 5 14
13 3 Orange Terrace Pkwy & Sandhill Dr (West) 6 3 9
14 S Adams St and Magnolia Ave 32 33 65
15 5 Van Buren Blvd and California Ave 1023 934 1957
16 s |Van Buren Blvd and Indiana Ave 45 39 84
17 7 Magnolia Ave and Tyler St 68 61 129
18 6 [Collett Ave and Polk 5t 37 36 73
19 6 Magnolia Ave and Polk St 84 66 150
20 6 |Tyler St and Hole Ave 62 58 120
21 7  |Pierce St and Magnolia Ave 21 23 44
22 7  |Golden Ave and Cochran Ave 43 418 91
23 7 Sierra Vista Ave and Gedney Way (S) 11 5 16
24 6 Rutland Ave and Sylvan Dr 42 28 70
TOTAL 1,987 1,708 3,695

! SOURCE: Transportation Injury Mapping System (TIMS) - Pedestrian & Bicycle Collision Data Summary from 2011-2022 with a 250-foot radius from intersection.


















































































City Council Agenda - Revised April 18, 2023

7 P.M.

PUBLIC COMMENT

Audience participation is encouraged. Public comments are limited to 3 minutes.

25 To comment on the Consent Calendar and any matters within the jurisdiction of the
City Council, you are invited to participate in person or call at (669) 900-6833 and
enter Meeting ID: 926 9699 1265. Press *9to be placed in the queue to speak.
Individuals in the queue will be prompted to unmute by pressing *6 when you are
ready to speak.

To participate via ZOOM, use the following link: https://zoom.us/j/92696991265.
Select the "raise hand" function to request to speak. An on-screen message will
prompt you to "unmute" and speak.

CONSENT CALENDAR - ftem # 27-37

All matters listed under the CONSENT CALENDAR are considered routine by the City
Council and may be enacted by one motion in the form listed below. There will be no
separate discussion of these items unless, before the City Council votes on the motion to
adopt, Members of the City Council or staff request specific items be removed from the
Consent Calendar for separate action.

26 Announcement of Measure Z Funded ltem No. 31

Attachments: Measure Z Photo

City Clerk
27 Minutes of April 4, 2023

Attachments: Minutes

28 Appoint Oscar Valadez to Transportation Board Citywide seat, Barbie T. Gomez to
Commission of the Deaf Citywide seat, and Desiree N. Wroten to Budget
Engagement Commission Ward 3 Resident seat (All Wards)

Attachments: Report

29 Correction to City Council minutes of February 21, 2023, to reflect the Amendment
to the Agreement with Raincross Hospitality Corporation was removed from the
agenda and forwarded to Financial Performance and Budget Committee (All Wards)

Attachments: Report
Minutes 2-21-23

City of Riverside Page 7
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Cooperative Purchasing for estimated amount of $4,814,000 plus interest from
Water Field Account for Water Field and Operations divisions (All Wards)

Attachments: Report

Sourcewell Solicitation Process

Sourcewell Vehicle Purchase Agreements

Presentation

Public Works

35

A Resolution of the City Council of the City of Riverside, California, authorizing the
City Manager, or his Designee, to apply for, submit, and execute all required
documents with the California Department of Transportation for not-to-exceed $3
million for the Clean California Local Grant Program for beautification efforts along
Martin Luther King Boulevard between Kansas Avenue and Canyon Crest Drive -
Waive further reading - Supplemental appropriation - Five affirmative votes required
(Ward 2)

Attachments: Report

36

Resolution

Local Match Calculation Form

Fiscal Year 2023-24 Transportation Development Act Article 3, (Senate Bill 821)
grant applications to Riverside County Transportation Commission for $1,380,240
with City-match of $1,380,240 for total project cost of $2,760,480 for concrete
sidewalks and pedestrian ramps on Stover Avenue, installation of LED Stop signs,
crosswalks, audible pedestrian push button systems and upgraded pedestrian
ramps at various Citywide intersections (All Wards)

Attachments: Report

37

Stover Ave. Sidewalk Location Map

Pedestrian and Bicycle Safety Project List

2023 Western Riverside Regional Arterials grant application to Riverside County
Transportation Commission for $4,000,000 for plans, specifications, and estimates
project phase for State Route 91/Adams Street interchange reconstruction (Wards
4 and 6)

Attachments: Report

Location Map

COMMUNICATIONS

38

39

City Attorney report on Closed Session discussions

ltems for future City Council consideration as requested by Mayor or Members of

City of Riverside Page 9



RIVERSIDE

City Council Memorandum
Cit)/ of Arts & Innovation

TO: HONORABLE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL DATE: APRIL 18, 2023
FROM: PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT WARDS: ALL

SUBJECT: APPROVAL OF TWO FISCAL YEAR 2023-24 TRANSPORTATION
DEVELOPMENT ACT ARTICLE 3, SENATE BILL 821 GRANT APPLICATIONS
TO THE RIVERSIDE COUNTY TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION FOR
$1,380,240, FOR A TOTAL PROJECT COST OF $2,760,480 WITH REQUIRED
CITY MATCH, FOR CONCRETE SIDEWALKS AND PEDESTRIAN RAMPS ON
STOVER AVENUE, INSTALLATION OF LED STOP SIGNS, CROSSWALKS,
AUDIBLE PEDESTRIAN PUSH BUTTON SYSTEMS AND UPGRADED
PEDESTRIAN RAMPS AT VARIOUS CITYWIDE INTERSECTIONS (ALL WARDS)

ISSUE:

Authorize the submittal of two grant applications requesting up to $1,380,240 in grant funding for
the Transportation Development Act Article 3 (Senate Bill 821) Grant Program offered by the
Riverside County Transportation Commission to construct new concrete sidewalks and
pedestrian ramps, new LED stop signs, new high visibility crosswalks, and new audible pedestrian
push button systems Citywide. The total project cost is estimated at $2,760,480 which is two
grant awards and required dollar-for-dollar City match funds.

RECOMMENDATIONS:

That the City Council:

1. Authorize the Public Works Department to prepare and submit a FY 2023/24
Transportation Development Act Article 3 (Senate Bill 821) grant application (Grant #1) to
the Riverside County Transportation Commission in an amount up to $690,120 (with
$690,120 in required City match funds) to construct new concrete sidewalks and pedestrian
ramps on Stover Avenue from Fury Drive to Eagle Rock Drive; and

2. Authorize the Public Works Department to prepare and submit a FY 2023/24
Transportation Development Act Article 3 (Senate Bill 821) grant application (Grant #2) to
the Riverside County Transportation Commission in an amount up to $690,120 (with
$690,120 in required City match funds) to install LED Stop signs, high visibility crosswalks,
audible pedestrian push buttons systems, and upgraded pedestrian ramps at various
intersections Citywide.
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BACKGROUND:

Transportation Development Act (TDA) Article 3, or Senate Bill (SB) 821, Bicycle and Pedestrian
Facilities Program funding, is provided through a 7 cent of the general sales tax collected
statewide. The TDA provides two major sources of funding for public transportation: the Local
Transportation Fund (LTF) and the State Transit Assistance (STA). The LTF provides funding for
essential transit and commuter rail services, TDA Article 3/SB 821, and planning efforts. Each
year, 2% of the LTF revenue is made available for use on bicycle and pedestrian facility projects
through the TDA Article3/SB 821 program. TDA Article 3/SB 821 is a discretionary program
administered by the Riverside County Transportation Commission (RCTC). The total amount
available for programming in the 2023/24 TDA Article 3/SB 821 Call for Projects is an estimated
$6,901,202. Each City/Agency is eligible to submit up to three applications. Each application is
limited to a maximum request of $690,120, which is 10% of available grant funding. Total award
to each City/Agency is limited to $1,380,240, or 20% of available funding. Both project
applications require 1:1 local match from the City.

The TDA Article3/SB 821 Call for Projects occurs on a biennial basis, with a release date on
February 6, 2023, and a due date on April 27, 2023. Per RCTC’s TDA Article3/SB 821 adopted
policies, awardees receiving an allocation have 36 months from award, defined as July 1 of the
Call for Projects fiscal year cycle to complete construction. Eligible projects include:

e Construction, including related engineering expenses, of bicycle and pedestrian facilities,
or for bicycle safety education programs;

¢ Maintenance of bicycling trails, which are closed to motorized traffic;
* Maintenance and repairs of Class | off-street bicycle facilities only;
* Restriping Class |l bicycle lanes;

¢ Providing facilities for the use of bicycles that serve the needs of commuting bicyclists,
including, but not limited to, new trails serving major transportation corridors, secure bicycle
parking at employment centers, park and ride lots, and transit terminals where other funds
are available; and

e Development of comprehensive bicycle and pedestrian plans (limitations apply). Plans
must emphasize bike/pedestrian facilities that support utilitarian bike/pedestrian travel
rather than solely recreational activities.

DISCUSSION:

The Public Works Department is requesting authorization from the City Council to submit a grant
application requesting a total of up to $690,120 in TDA Article3/SB 821 grant funding to construct
new concrete sidewalks and pedestrian ramps on Stover Avenue from east of Fury Drive to west
of Eagle Rock Drive (Attachment 1).

Additionally, the Public Works Department is requesting authorization from the City Council to
submit a grant application requesting a total of up to $690,120 in TDA Article3/SB 821 grant
funding to install solar-powered LED-flashing stop signs, upgraded high-visibility crosswalks,
updated pedestrian ramps, audible pedestrian push button systems Citywide. A full list of project
locations is shown in Attachment 2.
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The recommended streets and intersections are in close vicinity to local schools, parks, medical
facility, the downtown area, employment centers, and commercial retail shopping centers and
support requests from the community to improve these facilities and locations. If the projects are
awarded, new sidewalks, stop signs, crosswalks, pedestrian ramps, and audible pedestrian push
button systems are expected to improve sidewalk connectivity, enhance safety and mobility for
residents, and improve public health by encouraging increased walking and a more active lifestyle.
The combined effects would also reduce greenhouse gas emissions as residents would be
encouraged to walk for shorter trips.

STRATEGIC PLAN ALIGNMENT:

This item supports Strategic Priority 6 — Infrastructure, Mobility, and Connectivity and aims
to ensure safe, reliable infrastructure that benefits the community and facilitates connection
between people, places, and information. The proposed TDA Article 3/SB 821 funded projects
align with the goals below:

6.1 — Provide, expand and ensure equitable access to sustainable modes of transportation
that connect people to opportunities such as employment, education, healthcare, and
community amenities.

6.2 — Maintain, protect, and improve assets and infrastructure within the City’s built
environment to ensure and enhance reliability, resiliency, sustainability, and facilitate
connectivity.

6.3 — Identify and pursue new and unique funding opportunities to develop, operate,
maintain, and renew infrastructure and programs that meet the community’s needs.

This project aligns with each of the five Cross-Cutting Threads as follows:

1. Community Trust — The proposed improvements are part of a more significant endeavor
to improve the City’s transportation network and quality of life for the residents and visitors.
The proposed project improvements are primarily based on residential service requests
received by the Public Works Department.

2. Equity — Public Works strives to improve the City’s roadway network to provide safe and
reliable transportation in all areas of the City. The proposed project includes locations
within all wards, many located in disadvantaged communities that will benefit from
improved active transportation connectivity.

3. Fiscal Responsibility — The proposed pedestrian and bicycle improvement projects
leverage various city funds to garner grant funding of an equal matching amount, doubling
the budget for needed improvements to a total of up to $2,760,480 (which includes the
agency maximum grant award of $1,380,240).

4. Innovation — The proposed LED Lit Stop sign improvements combine innovative solar
technology with an updated traffic safety device element to increase compliance with stop
signs and improve safety at the intersections.

5. Sustainability & Resiliency — The construction materials specified for the proposed
projects meet or exceed industry standards and are expected to last well into the future.
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The improvements will also promote a sustainable, healthy lifestyle by enhancing the safety
and connectivity of walking paths and bikeways.

FISCAL IMPACT:

The total estimated fiscal impact of this recommendation is up to $2,760,480, which is comprised
of $1,380,240 in RCTC grant funds over two awards, and an additional $1,380,240 in local
matching funds to complete the TDA Article 3/SB 821 infrastructure improvements (Table 1).

Table 1 — Project Costs:

TDA Article 3 (SB
821) Bicycle and .
Project Name Pedestrian Grant Lzt Msa;f,:/h FITEE Tota(l-:Pr;)ject
Program Funds (50%) s
: Requested
Stover Avenue sidewalk $690,120 $690,120 $1,380,240
improvements
Citywide LED Stop Signs, $690,120 $690,120 $1,380,240

High-Visibility Crosswalks,
Rectangular Rapid Flashing
Beacons (RRFB), Audible
Pedestrian Push Button
Systems (APS), & Green Bike
Lane Striping

Estimated TDA Article 3 (SB 821) Bicycle & Pedestrian Grant Program Total; $2,760,480

[f successful, the TDA Article 3 (SB 821) grant funding will be used for the construction of the
pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure improvements.

Staff will return to Council if awarded the grant with a definitive recommendation for allocating
matching funding, in the amount of up to $1,380,240 from potential funding sources, including
bond proceeds, surplus reserves, Special Gas Tax, Measure A, or others as available.

Prepared by: Gilbert Hernandez, Public Works Director

Certified as to

availability of funds: Edward Enriquez, Interim Assistant City Manager/Chief Financial
Officer/City Treasurer

Approved by: Kris Martinez, Assistant City Manager

Approved as to form: Phaedra A. Norton, City Attorney

Attachments:
1. Stover Ave. Sidewalk Location Map
2. Pedestrian and Bicycle Safety Project List















SB821 FY23/24 Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities

Project Cost Estimate

No. Description Quantity | Unit | Unit Price Total
ADMINISTRATIVE ITEMS
1 Engineering Design I 1 [ LS [ $96,000.00 $96,000.00
2 Construction Administration | 1 T Ls | $50,000.00 $50,000.00
Sub-Total: Administrative Items $146,000.00
INCIDENTAL ITEMS
3 Mobilization 1 LS $50,000.00 $50,000.00;
4 Water Pollution Control 1 LS $7,000.00 $7,000.00
5 Traffic Control and Access 1 LS $50,000.00 $50,000.00
Sub-Total: Incidental Items $107,000.00
CONSTRUCTION ITEMS
High Visibility Crosswalk (Includes removal of existing crosswalk and associated striping and pavement
6 legends, installation of thermoplastic ladder crosswalk or continental crosswalk with stop bar, and associated 62 EA $6,000.00 $372,000.00
striping and pavement legends)
7 égi;a)ssmle Pedestrian Signal System (Includes removing existing buttons, installing APS buttons, installing 12 EA $21,000.00 $252,000.00
8 Greep Bicycle Striping I.mproveme.nts (Slgnahzgd Intersection - Includes green thermoplastic pavement 8 EA $14,875.00 $119,000.00
markings, sharrows, conflict zones, signage, and bicycle detector loops)
g Rapid Rectangular Flashing Beacon System (Includes foundation, pole, solar panel and power system, 3 EA $15,000.00 $45,000.00
push buttons)
10 Flashing LED Solar Powered Stop Sign 23 EA $4,500.00 $103,500.00
il Flashing LED Solar Powered Pedestrian Warning Sign 1 EA $4,500.00 $4,500.00
12 Signage/Striping Modifications (Lincoln Ave and Victoria Ave) 1 EA $12,000.00 $12,000.00
13 Signage/Striping Modifications (Sierra Vista Ave and Gedney Way) 1 EA $7,500.00 $7,500.00
Sub-Total: Construction Items $915,500.00]
TOTAL FOR ALL CONTRACT BID ITEMS $1,168,500.00
15% Contingency $175,275.00
TOTAL $1,343,775.00

Page 1 of 1


















































































~ Case Study Sheet: Location #5

| Project Location, Description & Maps

Collision Data Collision Data
Number of Approaches 4
Total Collisions 3
Total Entering Vehicles 25,524
Fatal and Severe Injury 1 Crosswalk Condition Fair
Collisio
stons Control Type Stop sign
Lighting Sufficient Lighting
Top 2 Collision Types (%) Broadside (33%) -
Vehicle-Pedestrian (33%) H.lgl.1est Posted Speed 25
Limit
Dark Collisions 3 Collisions Involved With
Vehicular Pedestrian Bicycle
Impaired Collisions 0
0 1 1

Field Visit Notes

e Free right turn SB
*  Pedestrians cross diagonally
*  Victoria Ave (Frontage Rd) is underutilized

- Countermeasure Evaluation

Potential Crash Reduction 20 Year Safety Safety Related B/C
Countermeasures Factor Benefit Total 20-Year Costs Ratio
(LRSM/CMF ID)
Install pedestrian
crossing at 25%
67,725 34,800 16.31
uncontrolled (NS20PB) 2567, ?
locations
Close free rlg.ht turn 5% $114,210 $30,000 381
and reconfigure
Close access to
Victoria Ave
frontage road to 5% $114,210 $25,000 457
allow for simpler
intersection
reconfiguration

Kimley»Horn















ServRe

2437

Primary Street]lowa o

First Name |Clara

Enteredby

Request Date

o
i
20
—
-
~
% oW
M
!
i
I®
et
LX)
m
e

Last Name |Card

itle

i

Organization

Request

Findings

She say's that there are too many grid
locks.

She want's this intersection investegated.

No action is taken at this time. Contact was made with R/P discussing the
high volume of traffic traveling thru this intersection and the current Caltrans
construction & detours. R/P's main concern is motorist's stopping for the
signal light and blocking the crosswalk, including right-turn violators. R/P
was advised to contact RSPD for enforcement (which R/P has previously
done). Additionally an email was sent to Marva in Traffic advising her of

prroblem. TC Report ran/attached.

DATES

Patricia Roberts

Processed By

4/7/2005

Diane Huggett

Reviewed By

4/11/2005

Approved by TE |Patti Castillo

4/12/2005

3/15/2005 b
Secondary Street]Bblaih.é .
Address [1267 C. Linden Street Home Phon |[(951) 276-4917 ACTION
I (951) Click the one that best
|City | Riverside Work Phone applies
State] |Ca ‘ ‘Zip ’92507- Mobile Phone O [stop Sign

_ QO Speed Limit Sign

Assigned: ]Patricia Disposition| |Modified O Red Curb

O Weight Restriction

QO School Sign

QO Curve Warning

QO Crossing Guard Study

QO Sspeed Humps
QO sight Restriction
QO Parking

QO striping Marking
(® Other

QO signal

Z ’ Sidewalk



]

ACTION
Click the one that best
applies

ServReq Entered by SERVIGE REQUEGT Request Date
- ‘ - ' 5/14/2019
19717
Primary Street[Spruce Secondary Street [Rustin
First Na M o
st Name |Marty |Address [300 Hillandale Home Phon ||(951) 781-5480
Last Name |Offeney [City | Work Phone
Title [state] l IZip ] Mobile Phone
Organization
Assigned: IDawna ' Disposition| [Medified
Request Findings

crossing light, flas
Rustin.

SR # 1-129709775 Request for pedestrian

hing signal on Spruce x

msg. advising R/P.

Reviewed - per CTE will consider for future grant application project. Left

DATES

Processed By

Reviewed By

Dawna Fuller

6/27/2019

L

Approved by TE

QO [stop Sign

QO Speed Limit Sign
O Red Curb

O Weight Restriction
QO School Sign

QO Curve Warning

QO Crossing Guard Study
QO speed Humps

QO sight Restriction
QO Parking

QO striping Marking
QO Other

(@ signal

QO Sidewalk







ServiReq Enteredby .. SERVICE REQUESY Req‘f/;; /23‘3
16613 -
Primary Street]épruce Secondary Street [Rustin

First Name |Joyce
FirstName Joy [Address | [Home Pron E951)522-6355

[MBergbom City Work Phone
@_’ ’ E} ‘ Mobile Phone

Organizatior

Ass

Request

REa

ACTION
Click the one that best
applies

igned:

Findings

Dawna

SR#1-109177130 - Requesting pedestrian
traffic signals or in pavement lighting
system. Cp is vision impaired and feels the
crosswalk on Spruce is not safe.

Discussed concerns. TC report reviewed. Existing high visibility yellow
school crosswalk in place W leg, FYG Assembly B & advance warning
Assembly D signs and SLOW SCHOOL LEGENDS in place. Reviewed -
W.O. #6161 issued to add WB advance yield line and Yield Here to
Pedestrians sign. E-mail to Call Center for Code Enforcement request for
property owner removal of remaining talls weeds just at SW corner of
vacant lot located on NE corner of Spruce & Rustin due to impact to
visibility of pedestrians entering CW from N/S by WB traffic. Requested PD
enforcement to address speeding. Advised R/P.

DATES

Processed By | |Dawna Fuller

5/4/2017

Reviewed By

!

Approved by TE |Gilbert Hernandez

5/4/2017

O [Stop Sign

O Speed Limit Sign

O Red Curb

O Weight Restriction

(O schoal Sign

O Curve Warning

(O Crossing Guard Study

O Sspeed Humps
O Sight Restriction
O Parking

(@ Striping Marking
QO Other

QO signat
QO Ssidewalk



servikeq

20885

Primary Stre

,

Enteredby ____ SERYICE REQUEST Requ;/jtz Zztzo

.

et ]Linden

Secondary Street ]Rustin

First Name

Muhammad

[Address Home Phone] [(951) 965-8701

Last Name

Shamshiddeen

Work Phone

Title

[State] Zip Mobile Phone

Organizatior|

Assigned: |Dawna T Disposition| [Modified

R

ACTION
Click the one that best applies

Request Findings

SR # 1-138986920 Requesting flashing Reviewed - intersection is MWS controlled and equipped with both standard
lights on existing stop signs on Linden & right side stop signs and 2nd signs within the centerline EB & WB for added
Rustin. driver awareness. Solar powered flashing stop sign test projects are

allowing for assessment of effectiveness and longevity to determine if
expanded use and/or pursuit of grant funding for these devices is

recommended. To add location to list of potential future grant projects for
consideration. Left msg. for R/P 5/19/20.

DATES

Processed By | |Dawna Fuller 5/19/2020

Reviewed By

Approved by TE

I

QO |stop Sign

O Speed Limit Sign

(O Red Curb

(O Weight Restriction

(O School Sign

O Curve Warning

(O Crossing Guard Study

O Speed Humps
(O sight Restriction
O Parking

O striping Marking
(® Other

O signal

( ; Sidewalk



ServRReq

20093

Primary Street'IRLls;(i'nA

First Name [Muhammad

Last Name [Shamsid-deen

Ty Request Date
‘ 8/19/2019

Secondary Street ]Llnden

/Address Home Phone!|(951) 512-2164
City \Work Phone

Title

Organizatior

Request

_’_l
ACTION

Click the one that best applies

State ‘ ‘Zi;i J Mobile Phone
Assigned: |ba;vna T Disposition| [Modified
Findings

Rustin and Linden.

Requesting LED flashing stop signs at

Installed solar powered flashing stop sign test projects at California x Bolton
and Lincoln x Monroe - will allow for assessment of effectiveness and
longevity to determine if expanded use and/or pursuit of grant funding for
these devices is recommended. Left msg. for R/P 8/22/19.

DATES

Processed By | [Dawna Fuller

8/22/2019

Reviewed By

Approved by TE

il

(® [Stop Sign

(O Speed Limit Sign
(O Red Curb

(O Weight Restriction
(O School Sign

(O Curve Warning
(O Crossing Guard Study
O Speed Humps

(O sight Restriction
(O Parking

O Striping Marking
O Other

QO signal

O sidewalk




ServReq

17102

Primary StreetjCHicégb I

First Name

Entered by ..

SEEAICE (/B QU PR Request Date
8/8/12017

Secondary Street ]Unlverslty

[Kddress

Home Phone

Last Name |Resident

Title

Organizatio

Request

City Work Phone

ACTION
Click the one that best applies

Assigned:

Findings

| el

]Néthan

Mobile Phone
Disposition| {Modified

Concerns from wheelchair user regarding
crossing busy intersection because
vehicles often make right turns right in front
of him and is requesting intersection isgns
be noted in busines intersections with an
associated fine for improper right turns in
front of people in wheelchairs referred from
ADA Coordinator, Monique Gordon,
General Services.

in wheelchairs and motorists are required to yield to all peds in crosswalks

15' flag posted on his wheelchair to increase visibility and is still narrowly
missed and has witnessed near accidents with other pedestrians. TC
reports reviewed. Reviewed - requested PD enforcement. Advised
Monique 8/23/17.

SE advised no sign specificlly enforcing motorist interactions with individuals

during walk phase and flashing don't walk interval. R/P added that he has a

DATES

Processed By

Reviewed By

Dawna Fuller

8/23/2017|

Approved by TE

Il

QO |stop Sign

(O Speed Limit Sign

(O Red Curb

(O Weight Restriction

(O School Sign

(O Curve Warning

QO Crossing Guard Study

(O Speed Humps
QO Sight Restriction
QO Parking

O striping Marking
(® Other

O signal
O Sidewalk



ServReq Entered by CE :j{ }E (H ;E,%T Request Date ‘
o e 1/20/2021 ‘ >
21586 o
Primary Street |VVatkins Secondary Street ]Knox
First Name [Enno
" [@reﬁzzs Knox Ct. EMJ (951) 788-7669 Click the ﬁr?Tiﬁa'\tl best applies
i e g
Last Name (Kloefkorn City Riverside Work Phone
Title State| (A | [dip Mobile Phone (® [Stop Sign
Organizatior| e (O Speed Limit Sign
Assigned: [Dawna Disposition| Modified O Red Curb
Request W QO Weight Restriction

SR#1-147936119 - Requesting reqular
STOP signs be replaced with LED STOP
signs at intersection. RP claims that stop
signs are being ignored. (311 Note:
Entered SR for extra enforcement)

Per Cali Center note PD enforcement already requested. Existing Stop
Ahead signage and legends in place approaching MWS @ Knox. To
consider location for potential future grant project as appropriate for upgrade
of existing standard stop signs on Watkins Dr. to flashing LED edge lit stop

signs. Left msg. for R/P.

DATES

Processed By | |Dawna Fuller

1/26/2021

Reviewed By

1

Approved by TE

(O School Sign

QO Curve Warning

O Crossing Guard Study
(O Speed Humps

QO Sight Restriction

QO Parking

QO striping Marking

QO other

QO signal
QO sidewalk




ServRed

7027

Primary Street]‘l"‘H’irdi

First Name |Raymond

] Request Date

5/29/2009

Secondary Street ]Anderson '

Iaddress [4815 Kingsbury

Last Name [Urias

[City | [Riverside

Title

Home Phone||(951) 354-7899

_'I
ACTION

Click the one that best applies

[State] [CA ‘ }Zip‘

Organization

Request

Mobile Phone

Assigned:

Findings

[pawna

Disposition| (Modified

the safety to all pedestrians.

SRO#1-7418561 - Stop sign requested @
crosswalk in front of the RTA office, 1825
3rd Street. On 5/28 as | crossed the st
using the x-walk a car just drove right
through not stowing down at all. Later as |
waited for a bus | noticed that all vehicles
(travel very fast only to stop a few hundred
ft away. | believe stop signs would increase

Discussed concerns and advised of upcoming RTA project which will install
in-pavement lighting system at crosswalk. E-mail to PD.

DATES

Processed By | |Dawna Fuller

5/29/2009

Reviewed By

[

Approved by TE

@ [stop Sign

O Speed Limit Sign

O Red Curb

(OO Weight Restriction

QO School Sign

O Curve Warning

QO Crossing Guard Study

QO Speed Humps
QO sight Restriction
QO Parking

QO striping Marking
QO Other

O signal
O Sidewalk



SeivReq

12700
Primary Street]’Arvlvivﬁét'oh'
First Name |Robert
L ast Name (Wise

Secondary Street ]Al'eééand'ro'

FT Request Date

10/30/2014

]

Home Phone

o

Organizatior]

Request

Work Phone |((951) 826-2429

ACTION
Click the one that best applies

Address
city | |
S

Zip

Mobile Phone

Assigned:

Findings

[Pawna

Disposition| |Modified

SRO#1-77658363 - while trying to cross
crosswalk from EB Arlington to Chicago the
ped cross is green same as the thru
signals & 2nd lane of cars turning onto
Alessandro can't see pedestrians or
cyclists. Install flashing cross walk lights or
something.

Discussed concerns. Reviewed - W.O. #5023 issued. Advised R/P.

DATES

Processed By | |Dawna Fuller

11/6/2014

Reviewed By

!

\Approved by TE |Gilbert Hernandez

11/6/2014

QO [stop Sign

(O Speed Limit Sign

O Red Curb

O Weight Restriction

(O Schoal Sign

O Curve Warning

O Crossing Guard Study

O Sspeed Humps
(O sight Restriction
QO Parking

(O striping Marking
(® Other

O signal

B RS a—



ServReq Entered by

o Request Date
3/19/2015

|

13281

Primary Street [Lincoln Secondary Street |Victoria

First N Karen [oEy oA 2089 |

[First Name jKar [Address [4137 Gentral Ave (951) 204-3252 Click th ACT{S":b ¢ aool

. ick the one that best applies

Last Name [Wright lcity | |Riverside [Work Phone

Title IState] [cA ’ {Zip ‘92506- Mobile Phone O [stop sign

Organizatior| QO Speed Limit Sign
Assigned: |Monica Disposition| |Duplicate O Red Curb

Request Findings O Weight Restriction

SR# 1-82983993 - Caller requesting a
cross walk at this location, Lincoln &
Victoria . There is no cross walk here and
this area is heavily populated with
recereational walkers / bikers . Please
install a cross walk .

Duplicate. See SR# 13277

DATES

Monica Amir-Blake

Processed By

J 3/19/2015

Reviewed By

L]

Approved by TE

QO school Sign
O Curve Warning
QO Crossing Guard Study

O Speed Humps
QO sight Restriction
QO Parking

QO striping Marking
(@ Other

O signal

O Sidewalk




ServReq Enteredby = S00viGE REQUSST Request Date
Monica [N ' 3/19/2015 ‘ »
13277 ‘ N
Primary Street |Victoria Secondary Street |Lincoln
First Name |Karen ACTION
Add 4167 Central A Home Phone| |(951) 204-3252 .
- ress ve L—j E ) Click the one that best applies
Last Name |Wright City Riverside Work Phone
CA J @ tgzsos- Mobile Phone Q [stop Sign|
Organization S O Speed Limit Sign
Assigned:  [Dawna Modified O Red Curb
Request Findings O Weight Restriction
SR# 1-82989200 - Victoria and Lincoln, Discussed concerns. Reviewed - existing "Turning Traffic Must Yield to .
requesting a crosswalk in this location. Pedestrians” sign in place.(also see SR# 13281). O School Sign

13281)

Also on Anna Street as well. (also see SR#

Processed By
Reviewed By ,/

DATES

Dawna Fuller

' 3/20/2015

oL

Approved by TE

QO Curve Warning

(O Crossing Guard Study
QO Speed Humps

O Sight Restriction

QO Parking

O striping Marking

(@ Other

QO signal

QO sidewalk




SeinviRen Enteredby SESVICE RE Q HEST Request Date
- | o 61112016
15140 =
Primary Streetﬁ/ictoria Secondary Street {Lincoln
First N Cind
[First Name [Cindy Address [kss4luck@gmail.com Home Phone] [(951) 295-4528 Click 1 ACT{S"(‘b -
ick the one that best applies
Last Name |[Thompson \City ‘ Mork Phone i
Title [State] J ‘Zip ‘ Mobile Phone O [stop Sign
Organization ' B O Speed Limit Sign
Assigned: [Pawna / Nathan Disposition| [Modified O Red Curb
Request Findings O Weight Restriction
WB Victoria crossing Lincoln needs a Reviewed - W.O. #5707 issued. O school 5i
chool Sign

crosswalk there as cars fly around the blind
corner on Lincoln towards Victoria referred
from the Mayor's Office.

DATES

Processed By | [Dawna Fuller

Reviewed By

6/13/2016

Approved by TE |Gilbert Hernandez

6/13/2016

O Curve Warning

O Crossing Guard Study
O Speed Humps

O Sight Restriction

QO Parking

(® Striping Marking

QO other

O signal

O Sidewalk




ServRaq

20780
Primary Street {Abrams
First Name |[Marilyn

Last Name (Fernholz
Title

Request Date
2/19/2020

Secondary Street ]Oran'g’é" Terrace

Home Phone

Address |mfernholz@hotmail.com
City
State

Work Phone

]

ACTION

Click the one that best applies

| el

Mobile Phone [(909) 240-6801

Organizatior

Request

Assigned:

[Nathan 7 Dawna

Disposition| [Modified
Findings

Report of concerns regarding pedestrian
crosswalks and U-turns at intersection
raised at 2/19 Orange Terrace community
meeting and per follow-up e-mail from R/P
to CTE.

CTE forwarded R/P a link to the Riverside PACT planning survey to provide
input regarding biking and walking in her neighborhood. Called R/P 2/21
and she advised it was not a convenient time - e-mailed contact information
and will discuss upon reply. Intersection is MWS controlled. Spoke to R/P -
she indicated that croswalk concern is related to insufficient lighting at the
intersection making it difficult to see pedestrians crossing at the intersection
when dark and not motorists failing to yield to pedestrians. R/P requested in
pavement lighted crosswalk on Orange Terrace - advised that those devices
are utilized at uncontrolled crossings only and this intersection is MWS
controlled with marked crosswalks on S & E legs requiring all motorists to
stop and yield ROW to pedestrians and motorists as appropriate. E-mail to
Call Center requesting PU to review lighting conditions. Per Celine Aaravilla
of PU she will discuss upcomng LED project with R/P (see Call Center SR 1-
138472533). R/P also indicated that U-tum concern involves EB motorists
on Orange Terrace failing to yield ROW to stopped motorists on Abrams
frequently with peaks when activities are occurring at the park and
community center. R/P requests future consideration of installing a break in
the center median to provide LT access to dw's @ community center.
Reviewed - not recommended. TC history requested. 5-year TC report
reviewed - none of the 3 collisions shown involved a U-turn movement.
Reviewed - PD enforcement recommended. E-mail to Call Center

requesting PD enforcement. Advised R/P.

DATES

Dawna Fuller

Processed By

2/24/2020

Reviewed By

Approved by TE

Il

QO stop Sign

O Speed Limit Sign

O Red Curb

O Weight Restriction

O schoal Sign

O Curve Warning

(O Crossing Guard Study

O speed Humps
O sight Restriction
O Parking

(® Striping Marking
O other

O signal
O Sidewalk



perviied Enteredby . SEVICE REQUES] Request Date
B - T 1212012011 4 >
9732 I
Primary Street fVan Buren Secondary Street ]Wood
First Name |Eric : - ACTION
. Home Ph
: Address |ericle@moval.com ome Phone| Click the one that best applie
Last Name |Lewis / CTE \City ‘ Work Phone | [(951) 413-3149
Title Chairman [State | ‘ ‘Zip ‘ Mobile Phone O [stop Sign
OrganizationBicycle Advisory Committe (O Speed Limit Sign
Assigned: jDawna Disposition O Red Curb
Request Findings (O Weight Restriction
Install approx. 300" missing bike lane on Reviewed - W.O. #4118 issued. )
EB Van Buren E/O Wood. (O school Sign

DATES

Dawna Fuller

Processed By

12/20/2011

Reviewed By

L]

Approved by TE |Steve Libring

12/20/2011

O Curve Warning

(O Crossing Guard Study
O Speed Humps

O sight Restriction

QO Parking

(® Striping Marking

O Other

O signal

O Sidewalk




Servikeq

10024

Primary Street 'Jur'up'aw

First Name |Alex

AERVICE REQUEST Request Date
3/30/2012

Secondary Street |Van Buren

]

| ast Name |Cummings
Title
Organizatior]

Request

Mress Home Phone| [

City Work Phone

ACTION
Click the one that best applies

| IZip ‘ Mobile Phone |(603) 973-2502

Assigned: [Dawna - i [Disposition| - Denied
Findings

SRO#1-44494313 - Bike trail detour near
Santa Ana River. mile 11, markings need
to be painted on street for detour on
Jurupa/ Van Buren Blvd. People are driving
too close to bicycles on Jurupa where no
bike lane exists.

Reviewed - no action recommended - temporarily signed. Advised R/P.

DATES

Processed By | [Dawna Fuller

3/30/2012

Reviewed By {7

L

Approved by TE

QO istop Sign

O Speed Limit Sign

QO Red Curb

(O Weight Restriction

(O school Sign

QO Curve Warning

QO Crossing Guard Study

O Speed Humps
QO Sight Restriction
QO Parking

(® Striping Marking
QO other

QO signal
QO Sidewalk




ServReq

9740
Primary Street [Arlington

First Name |Eric

Enteredby

Secondary Street ]Van Buren

SERVICH

il

1

47{,3;_
N

1

op Request Date

12/22/2011

[Address ericle@moval.com

Last Name [Lewis / CTE

Home Phone

Work Phone |[(951) 413-3149

ACTION

Click the one that best applies

Title Chairman [State ] J ‘Zip ‘ Mobile Phone O Istop Sign
OrganizationBicycle Advisory Committe (O Speed Limit Sign
Assigned: ]Dawna Disposition| |Granted O Red Curb
Request Findings (O Weight Restriction
Install 7-8' bike lanes & legends on W.O. #4122 issued.
(O school Sign

Arlington from Van Buren to Adams where
lane width permits, [arge R81's W/O
Adams & Monroe & E/O Van Buren &
Monroe, and 4" white edgeline 8' off curb
for parking lane on S/S Arlington E/O
Monroe in front of apts where road widens
with adjacent Bike Lane.

DATES

Processed By | |Dawna Fuller

12/23/2011

Reviewed By

]

Approved by TE |Steve Libring

12/23/2011

O Curve Warning
(O Crossing Guard Study

O speed Humps
QO Sight Restriction
QO Parking

(® Striping Marking
QO Other

janal

O Sidewalk




ServRer

Enteredby

SERVICE REQUES

Request Date
5/19/2020

]

20905
Primary Street]Van Buren Secondary Street ]California v
First Name [Michelle
Address [9664 Estreliita St Home Phone] [(951) 359-6921 ACTION
Last N Hick ' E ) Click the one that best applies
ast Name [Hickey Riverside Work Phone
Title State] [CA Zip Mobile Phone O |stop Sign
[Organizatior . T O Speed Limit Sign
Assigned:  [Nathan / Dawna Disposition] [Modified O Red Curb
Request Findings O Weight Restriction

SR# 1-138451946

- Req to install larger

pedestrian pushbuttons at the intersection

CTE requested signal shop to investigate. Per 5/21 e-mail from Todd
intersection has all ADA ped push buttons.

DATES

Processed By

Dawna Fuller

5/21/2020

Reviewed By

L

Approved by TE

QO school Sign

QO Curve Warning

QO Crossing Guard Study
O Speed Humps

QO Sight Restriction

QO Parking

QO striping Marking

(® Other

QO signal
QO Sidewalk




ServReq Enteredby

7725

Primary Street]\/aﬁ Buren

First Name |David

SERVICE 25 Qi e Request Date
o c 2/4/2010

Secondary Street jéé]ifofﬁia

[Address [5830 Crest Ave. Home Phone] [(951) 351-0276

Last Name |Villa

[City | [Riverside Work Phone

Title

]

ACTION
Click the one that best applies

Organization

IState] CAJ ‘Zip ‘92503- Mobile Phone
Assigned: JDawnaw - Disposition| |Granted

Request Findings
Poor condition of crosswalks on Van Buren Discussed concerns. Per Streets crosswalk at Van Buren & California to be
& California - repaint. refreshed.

DATES

Processed By | |Dawna Fuller

211712010

Reviewed By

]

Approved by TE

O |stop Sign

O Speed Limit Sign
O Red Curb

O Weight Restriction
O School Sign

O Curve Warning

QO Crossing Guard Study
O Speed Humps

QO sight Restriction
QO Parking

(® Striping Marking
QO Other

QO signal

O sidewalk




ServReq

2314

Primary Street IR'utla'nd“ ‘

First Name [Ms. Mary
L ast Name (Herrera

Title

Request Date
2/2/2005

Secondary Street ISyIvan

Address [8480 Sylvan Dr. Home Phone E951) 689-0767
Riverside Wark Phone

]

ACTION
Click the one that best applies

State| |[CA Zip |92503- Mobile Phone

Organizatior]

Request

Assigned: ]Dawna o Disposition] Modified
Findings

Per SRO # 3010 - Requests stop ahead

sign for stop sign on Sylvan and Rutland.

Near Terrace Elementary. People
frequently ignore a fairly new stop sign.

Field inspection conducted 2/3/05 observed existing W17 Stop Ahead
signage in place on SLS's on Rutland north of Sylvan across from 6690
Rutland and at Rutland side of 8795 Greenpoint. Rutland was recently
resurfaced and accompanying STOP AHEAD pavement markings are in the
process of being replaced. Per Louie Perez of Streets restriping and
painting of pavement markings will begin 2/3/05. Advised R/P 2/3/05.

DATES

Processed By | |Dawna Fuller

2/3/2005

Reviewed By Diane Huggett

J 2/4/2005

\Approved by TE [Patti Castillo

’ 2/7/2005

O [stop Sign

O Speed Limit Sign

O Red Curb

O Weight Restriction

O schooal Sign

O Curve Warning

QO Crossing Guard Study

O Speed Humps
O sight Restriction
QO Parking

QO Striping Marking
(@ Other

O signal
O Sidewalk




Enteredby

eronica

servReqg
23526
Primary Street |Collett

Request Date
10/10/2022

SERVICE REQUEST

Secondary Street ]Pak -

]

First N Robert
[irst Name [Robe [Address [4034 Grimsby Ln. Home Phone ~ ACTION
Click the one that best applies
L.ast Name [Costa |City ] Work Phone
Title IState] J ‘Zip i Mobile Phonel(951) 518-7978 O |stop Sign
Organization O Speed Limit Sign
Assigned: Dawna = : i i
9 ]Dawna Disposition| [Modified O Red Curb
Request Findings (O Weight Restriction
SR#1-16481574 1~ Resident crossing guard Left msg. for R/P. TC history requested. To review. 5-yr TC history shows .
16 total collisions (9 broadsides, 4 rear ends, 1 pedestrian involved, 1 (@ School Sign

requesting flashing solar lights be installed
on stop signs at 4-way intersection.
Between 8am-9am, 1pm to 3pm are peak
times. Concerned about accidents, kids
walking to and from school daily.

sideswipe, and 1 head-on). See also related SR#23366 from resident with
same last name at same address / phone# - left 2nd msg. for R/P.
Intersection is MWS controlled and is included on list of potential future
traffic signal project locations for consideration as funding becomes
available. 3rd msg. left for R/P. E-mail to Call Center requesting PD
enforcement of stop and failure to yield to pedestrian violations. Reviewed -
CTE supports addition of advance Stop Ahead warning signs and pavement

legends all directions - prior W.O. # 8556 issued (see SR #23366).

DATES

Dawna Fuller

Processed By

1/10/2023

Reviewed By

Approved by TE

L]
]

O Curve Warning
QO Crossing Guard Study

O Speed Humps
O sight Restriction
O Parking

@)

Striping Marking

BX

QO signal
QO Sidewalk

JUNET



SERVICE R

OUEST

Request Date
8/24/2022

Secondary Street ]ﬁolkﬁ

4034 GrimsbyLane

ServReq Enteredby =~ = ¢
23366 |veronica |

Primary Street]CbIIett
First Name |Linda

|Address
Last Name |Costa City ]
Title State
Organization

Request

Home Phone

Riverside

Work Phone

]

ACTION

Click the one that best applies

Assigned:

Findings

CA T ‘zm ‘92505-

Mobile Phone [(951) 529-5474

SR#1-163562591 - Requesting blinking
lights at the stop sign on Collett Ave & Polk
St

Left msg. for R/P. 5-yr TC history requested. TC history shows 16 total
collisions (9 broadsides, 4 rear ends, 1 pedestrian involved, 1 sideswipe,
and 1 head-on). Left 2nd msg. for R/P. Intersection is MWS controlled and
is included on list of potential future traffic signal project locations for
consideration as funding becomes available. 3rd msg. left for R/P. E-mail
to Call Center requesting PD enforcement of stop and failure to yield to
pedestrian violations (see also SR#23526). Reviewed - CTE supports
addition of advance Stop Ahead warning signs and pavement legends all
directions - W.O. # 8556 issued.

DATES

Dawna Fuller

Processed By

1/10/2023

Reviewed By ’7

|

]

Approved by TE |Philip Nitollama

1/10/2023

O Istop Sign

O speed Limit Sign
O Red Curb

O Weight Restriction
O school Sign

O Curve Warning

O Crossing Guard Study

O speed Humps
O sight Restriction
O Parking

O striping Marking
(® Other

O signal
O sidewalk



ServiRed Enter

2364

ed by

Primary Street]Magnolia ~

First Name [David

SERVIGE REQUES | Requost Date
2/15/2005

Secondary Street ]Plerce

|Address 5830 Crest Ave. Home Phonel|(951) 351-0276

Last Name Villa

K)ity] Riverside Work Phone

Title

ACTION
Click the one that best applies

IState] [cA } @’92503- Mobile Phone

Organizatior

Request

Assigned: ||5awna - [Pisposition] [Granted
Findings

Repaint faded existing crosswalks.

Field inspection conducted 2/23/05. W/Q #1005 was issued to repaint
faded existing white crosswalks (3 ea) at the north, south and west legs @
Magnolia & Pierce and faded LL at east leg.

DATES

Processed By | |Dawna Fuiler

2/23/2005

Reviewed By Diane Huggett

2/24/2005

/Approved by TE [Patti Castillo

2/28/2005

QO Istop Sign

O Speed Limit Sign
QO Red Curb

(O Weight Restriction
(O School Sign

O Curve Warning
QO Crossing Guard Study
QO Speed Humps

QO sight Restriction
QO Parking

(® Striping Marking
QO Other

QO signal
QO Ssidewalk




ServReq

S i HVE - E; Rui ,{f,‘) {1 E 2 T Request Date
8/24/2022 4 »

23365
Primary Street |Golden Secondary Street ]Cochran
First Name |Linda —
Wjdress 4034 Grimsby Lane Home Phone ) ACTION .
Click the one that best applies

Last Name [Costa City Riverside ‘Work Phone
Title State] CA |~ [zip [p2505- Mobile Phone |(951) 529-5474 QO [stop Sign]|
[Organizatior QO Speed Limit Sign
Assigned: ]Dawna Disposition (O Red Curb

Request Findings (O Weight Restriction

SR#1-163562540- Requesting blinking Left msg. for R/P. Left 2nd msg. for R/P. 3rd attempt to contact R/P and

lights at the stop sign on Cochran & R/P hung up on call. 4th attempt to contact R/P 12/20 msg. indicates O School Sign

Golden. RP is a cross guard for nearby voicemalil is full thus unable to determine if concern is stop vioaltions on .

elementary school and continues to see Golden or on Cochran and if motorists are failing to yield to pedestrians O Curve wWarning

vehicles go by stop sign without stopping. and/or crossing guard when in crosswalk. E-mail to Call Center requesting QO Crossing Guard Study
PD enforcement for reported stop vioaltions during Mc Auliffe Elementary

start and dismissal. Intersection added to list for consideration of potential
future grant project for possible upgrade to flashing LED stop signs on
Golden at Cochran. TC history requested. TC report shows 4 totals
collisions all in 2022 with 2 hit objects and 2 rear ends and no broadsides.
Reviewed - W.O. #8530 issued.

O Speed Humps

DATES

Processed By | |[Dawna Fuller 12/22/2022 QO Sight Restriction
Q Parking

Reviewed By (O striping Marking
(® Other

Signal

Approved by TE [Brett Craig 11312023 O signa

QO Ssidewalk




ServReq Entered by %E’ZRV% ’{f; RELEUEST Request Date

9/23/2021
22492
Primary Street]Sierra Vista Secondary Street }IGedney
[First Name [Robert [Address [11595 Flower St. Home Phone| [(951) 505-9041 ACTION

Click the one that best applies

Last Name |Vierra |City | Riverside Mork Phone |
Title_| State| IcA } Ep I Mobile Phone O |stop Sign|
Organization o O Speed Limit Sign
Assigned: ]Dawna Disposition| |Modified O Red Curb

Request Findings O Weight Restriction
SR#1-154783916 - Request cross walk Collision history requested. A.M. student pedestrian crossing count to be .
installed at Sierra Vista from the 11600 conducted per CTE due to proximity to rear access gate/path for Valley O Schoal Sign
block of Gedney. Children cross the street VView Elementary. Count conducted 1/25/21. 5-yr TC history showed no c )
to and from school. collisions. Reviewed - installation of yellow continental school crosswalk on O Curve Warring
angle @ N leg to align with existing ADA ramps recommended per CTE :
(see SR#22548 & W.O. #8179) issued and intersection added to list of O Crossing Guard Study

potential future grant project locations for possible upgrade to ped push
button RRFB crossing. Advised R/P.

DATES O Speed Humps
Processed By | |Dawna Fuller 214/2022 O sight Restriction
O Parking

Reviewed By (® Striping Marking
O Oother
Approved by TE

QO sidewalk
















STATE OF CALIFORNIAe DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

TRAFFIC OPERATIONS POLICY DIRECTIVE

TR-001 (REV 6/2021)

NUMBER: PAGE:
TRAFFIC OPERATIONS POLICY DIRECTIVE

21 -06 10of3
JASVINDERJIT S. BHULLAR, DIVISION CHIEF (Signature) DATE ISSUED: EFFECTIVE DATE:

June 24, 2021 June 24, 2021
SUBJECT: DISTRIBUTION

Touch-free Accessible Pedestrian Signal (APS)

All District Directors
IE All Deputy District Directors - Traffic Operations

D Chief Counsel, Legal Division

Headquarters Division/Program Chiefs for:
IE Maintenance

IE Construction

IE Design

D Planning

|:| Safety Programs

X additional:

Americans with Disabilities Act Infrastructure Program

DOES THIS DIRECTIVE AFFECT OR SUPERSEDE
ANOTHER DOCUMENT? Xyes [NO

IF YES, DESCRIBE

Supersedes TOPD 12-01 and Memo "Installation of
Accessible Pedestrian Signals”, dated
September 18, 2014

WILL THIS DIRECTIVE BE INCORPORATED IN A DEPARTMENT
MANUAL, GUIDELINE OR STANDARD PLANZ Xyves [NO

IF YES, DESCRIBE

Caltrans Standards, Elecftrical Systems Design Manual

DIRECTIVE

Touch-free Accessible Pedestrian Signals (APS) shall be installed and activated at signalized
pedestrian crossings on the State Highway System (SHS) as a public health safety
enhancement and to minimize the spread of contact-related pathogens.




STATE OF CALIFORNIAe DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

TRAFFIC OPERATIONS POLICY DIRECTIVE

TR-001 (REV 6/2021) Page 2 of 3

IMPLEMENTATION

Touch-free APS shall be installed at new signalized pedestrian crossings on the SHS for Capital
projects, Encroachment Permit projects, and HM-funded projects.

When a touch-free APS is installed at an existing signalized pedestrian crossing, or in response
to an ADA access request, on the SHS, all APS at that location shall be upgraded to Touch-free
APS,

When performing maintenance and repair activities, Maintenance should consider using
Touch-free APS.

Installation of touch-free APS should not require upgrading of other ADA components [e.q.
curb ramps or sidewalks) unless those components are disturbed.

Unsignalized pedestrian crossings at signalized intersections (e.g. intersections with free-right
turns) may remain unsignalized.

This guidance applies to Traffic Signals, In-Roadway Warning Lights, Rapid Rectangular Flashing
Beacons and Pedestrian Hybrid Beacons.

Touch-free APS shall be installed at signalized pedestrian crossings on the SHS within project
limits according to the following schedule:

e Capital Qutlay Support (COS) projects that have a Ready to List (RTL) date on or after
October 18, 2021

¢ Encroachment Permit projects that have been approved on or after October 18, 2021
 HM-Funded projects that have an RTL date on or after October 18, 2021

COS projects that are in Construction or have an RTL date before October 18, 2021 may
adhere to this policy.

For adoption prior to October 18, 2021, the Office of System Management’s Electrical non-
standard special provisions (NSSPs) for Touch-free APS shall be used.

DELEGATION
No new delegations of authority are created under this policy.

BACKGROUND

In response to a growing need to advance the implementation of public health safety
enhancements, the California Department of Transportation has developed specifications for a
Touch-free APS to minimize the spread of contactrelated pathogens. The Touch-free APS
allows the pedestrian the option to place a "call" to cross the street by either using the
pedestrian push button or by waving their hand in front of the Touch-free APS.




Public Rights-of-Way Accessibility Guidelines (with SUP): CHAPTER R2: SCOPING REQUIREMENTS

R208.2 Where Not Required. Detectable warning surfaces are not required at pedestrian refuge
islands that are cut-through at street level and are less than 1.8 meters (6.0 ft) in length in the direction of
pedestrian travel.

Advisory R208.2 Where Not Required. Detectable warning surfaces are not required at
cut-through pedestrian refuge islands that are less than 1.8 meters (6.0 ft) in length because
detectable warning surfaces must extend 610 millimeters (2.0 ft) minimum on each side of
the island and be separated by 610 millimeters (2.0 ft) minimum length of island without
detectable warning surfaces (see R305.1.4 and R305.2.4). Installing detectable warning
surfaces at cut-through pedestrian islands that are less than 1.8 meters (6.0 ft) in length
would compromise the effectiveness of detectable warhing surfaces. Where a cut-through
pedestrian refuge island is less than 1.8 m (6.0 ft) in length and the pedestrian street
crossing is signalized, the signal should be timed for a complete crossing of the street.

R209 Accessible Pedestrian Signals and Pedestrian Pushbuttons

R209.1 General. Where pedestrian signals are provided at pedestrian street crossings, they shall
include accessible pedestrian signals and pedestrian pushbuttons complying with sections 4E.08
through 4E.13 of the MUTCD (incorporated by reference, see R104.2). Operable parts shall comply with
R403.

Advisory R209 Accessible Pedestrian Signals and Pedestrian Pushbuttons. An
accessible pedestrian signal and pedestrian pushbutton is an integrated device that
communicates information about the WALK and DON'T WALK intervals at signalized
intersections in non-visual formats (i.e., audible tones and vibrotactile surfaces) to
pedestrians who are blind or have low vision.

R209.2 Alterations. Existing pedestrian signals shall comply with R209.1 when the signal controller
and software are altered, or the signal head is replaced.

R210 Protruding Objects.

R210.1 General. Protruding objects shall comply with the applicable requirements in
R210.

12
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Sidewalk Buffer

A buffer is a space provided between the pedestrian walkway and the vehicular travel lanes. This buffer
enhances both pedestrian comfort and safety. Depending on the type of buffer, it can separate
pedestrians from passing vehicles that can present issues such as large mirrors that overhang onto the
curb, wind, and splashing water during rain events. The buffer can be landscaped with materials such as
grass, flowers, shrubs, or trees, which also provide shade and visually narrow the roadway for drivers,
potentially encouraging slower speeds (Ewing, n.d.; Landis et al., 2001). Similar to trees, on-street
parking can also serve as a buffer between moving vehicles and pedestrians and can also encourage
slower vehicular traffic.

Additional Sidewalk Considerations
There are several other additional considerations when designing sidewalks, including the following:

e Driveway crossing design is important for providing safe, accessible sidewalks. The full sidewalk
width should be carried across driveways with minimal change in grade or cross slope. Reducing
corner radii encourages drivers to turn more slowly, allowing them to see and stop for crossing
pedestrians.

e Ample, consistent, and uninterrupted lighting creates a safe and secure environment for all
pedestrians, including customers accessing transit (FHWA, 2021). The FHWA Lighting Handbook
includes more information about lighting considerations for crosswalks and railroad grade
crossings, among other locations (Lutkevich, McLean, and Cheung, 2012). The supplementary
Informational Report on Lighting Design for Midblock Crossing illustrates lighting layouts at
intersection and midblock locations (Gibbons et al,, 2008).

e Directional signage installed around heavily-used transit stops helps direct passengers to local
points of interest. Signage scaled for pedestrians may be more easily seen by people walking.
Graphic elements can help pedestrians to better understand the intent, even those who cannot
read English.

e Visual obstructions, such as parked cars, large shrubs, or utility boxes can impair the ability of
drivers to see pedestrians at crosswalks. Avoiding installing these obstructions, or relocating
them, will improve driver-pedestrian sight distance.

e Curb ramps and detectable warning surfaces are needed to provide an accessible connection
between sidewalks and streets.

e Accessible pedestrian signals (APS) provide information on pedestrian signal phases to blind or
low-vision pedestrians in audible and vibrotactile formats. These devices indicate when to cross
at signalized intersections.

Bicyclist Facility Design

Planning and designing a comprehensive multimodal network to provide access to transit includes
considering the variety of types of bicyclists, such as those shown in figure 6, and their needs. Bicyclist
facilities that are designed to reduce level of traffic stress and serve the broadest population of rider—
through vehicle speed regulation and separation from traffic— have been shown to increase cycling

Design and Operational Measures 54
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Cry ATTORNECS OFFKE
3750 UNIVERSITY AVENUE

Riversing, CA 92501
(931) 826-5567

ORDINANCE NO. 7569

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF RIVERSIDE, CALIFORNIA ADOPTING
CHAPTER 13.19 OF THE RIVERSIDE MUNICIPAL CODE ESTABLISHING
THE COMPLETE STREETS ORDINANCE

The City Council of the City of Riverside does ordain as follows:

Section 1: Chapter 13.19 is hereby added to the Riverside Municipal Code as follows:

13.19.010 - Purpose and intent.

The purpose and intent of this chapter is to provide guidance on street character,
connectivity, access for all users, development of continuous pedestrian paths and urban
trails/recreation opportunities, and the inclusion of public gathering spaces equitably placed
throughout the City, and to require that roadways within the City be developed according to
approved standards and design elements as sct forth in the Complete Streets Ordinance.

13.19.020 — Complete Streets Ordinance.

The installation and development of parkways, and streets or highways within thc City
shall be in accordance with the Complete Streets Ordinance and any revisions, amendments or
modifications thereto as set forth by resolution adopted by the City Council.”

Section 2: The City Council has reviewed the matter and, based upon the facts and
information contained in the staff reports, administrative record, and written and oral testimony,
hereby finds that this ordinance is not subject to CEQA pursuant to Scctions 15060(c)(2),
15060(c)(3) and/or 15061(b)(3) of the State CEQA Guidelines, California Codc of Regulations,
Title 14, Chapter 3, in that it will not result in a direct or reasonably foreseeable indirect physical
change in the environment nor have a significant impact on the environment, and is not a project
as defincd in Section 15378.

Section 3: The City Clerk shall certify to the adoption of this ordinance and cause
publication once in a newspapcr of general circulation in accordance with Section 414 of the
Charter of the City of Riverside. This ordinance shall beccome cffective on the 30th day after the
date of its adoption.

I
I




1 ADOPTED by the City Council this 7th day of September, 2021.
’ >’C )
3 /f %/L A ’Z 71 Lee
PATRICIA LOCK DAWSON
4 Mayor of the City of Riverside
Attest;
5
0
7 DONESIA GAUSE
City Clerk of the City of Riverside
8
9
I, Donesia Gause, City Clerk of the City of Riverside, California, hereby certify that the
10
foregoing ordinance was duly and regularly introduced at a mecting of the City Council on the
11
17th day of August, 2021, and that thereafter the said ordinance was duly and regularly adopted
12
at a meeting of the City Council on the 7th day of September, 2021, by the following vote, to
13
wit:
14 Ayes: Councilmembers Edwards, Cervantes, Fierro, Perry, and Hemenway and
15
Councilwoman Plascencia
16
Noes: None
17
Absent: Councilmember Conder
18
Abstain: None
19
20 .
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the official seal of
21
the City of Riverside, California, this 9th day of September, 202.
22
23
DONESIA GAVUSE ~
24 City Clerk of the City of Riverside
25
260
270 CA21-0496
WRe-citylaw\cycom\WPDoes\D027\P028100593553.DOC
28
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BOARD OF EDUCATION o. RIVERSIDE UNIFIED
Dr. Angelo Farooq, President | Mr. Dale Kinnear, Vice President L~ SCHOOL DISTRICT

Mr. Thomas R. Hunt, Clerk | Mr. Brent Lee, Member
Dr. Noemi Hernandez-Alexander, Member | Ms. Renee Hill, Superintendent

April 10, 2023

SB-821 Grant Program Review Committee

RE: Letter of Support for the City of Riverside’s Transportation Development Act (TDA)
Article 3 (SB 821) Grant Application for Bicycle & Pedestrian Facilities Grant Application

Dear SB-821 Review Committee,

On behalf of the Riverside Unified School District (RUSD), please accept this formal letter of
support for the City of Riverside’s TDA Article 3 (SB 821) Grant application for the Riverside’s
Citywide Bicycle & Pedestrian Facilities Improvement Project. Riverside's proposed project, as
outlined in their application, will support our community’s efforts to improve pedestrian and bicycle
safety at intersections, increase public health by encouraging a more active lifestyle and reduce
greenhouse gas emissions as residents are encouraged to walk & bike.

RUSD is committed to the health and safety of students. The Riverside Citywide Bicycle &
Pedestrian Facilities Improvement Project, if successfully selected for an award, will result in the
construction of high visibility crosswalks, green bike lane striping, flashing LED edge-lit stop signs,
rectangular rapid flashing beacons, and audible pedestrian push button systems at various
intersection locations near schools in the City of Riverside where all students and their families
have access to safe, convenient, and healthy multi-modal transportation options to and from
school.

| applaud Riverside’s efforts to promote safe opportunities for students and the community to walk
and bicycle. We look forward to working more closely with Riverside on this important project.

M

Sergio :
Assistant Superintendent of Operations

RIVERSIDE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT BUSINESS SERVICES CENTRAL REGISTRATION CENTER
3380 14th Street 6050 Industrial Avenue 5700 Arlington Avenue
Riverside, CA 92501 Riverside, CA 92504 Riverside, CA 92504

(951) 788-7135 (951 ) 352-6729 (951) 352-1200















ATTACHMENT 2

(PROGRAM POLICIES)

RIVERSIDE COUNTY TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT ARTICLE 3 BICYCLE
AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES PROGRAM ADOPTED POLICIES

Transportation Development Act Policies

1.

Up to 5% of Article 3 apportionment can be used to supplement other funding sources
used for bicycle and safety education programs; the allocation cannot be used to fully
fund the salary of a person working on these programs.

Article 3 money shall be allocated for the construction, including related engineering
expenses, of the facilities, or for bicycle safety educationprograms.

Money may be allocated for the maintenance of bicycling trails, which are closed to
motorized traffic.

Facilities provided for the use of bicycles may include projects that serve the
needs of commuting bicyclists, including, but not limited to, new trails serving
major transportation corridors, secure bicycle parking at employment centers, park
and ride lots, and transit terminals where other funds are available.

Within 30 days after receiving a request for a review from any city or county, the
transportation-planning agency shall review its allocations.

Up to 20 percent of the amount available each year to a city or county may be
allocated to restripe Class Il bicycle lanes.

A portion of each city’s allocation may also be used to develop comprehensive bicycle
and pedestrian plans. Plans must emphasize bike/pedestrian facilities that support
utilitarian bike/pedestrian travel rather than solely recreational activities; a maximum
of one entire allocation per five years may be used for plan development.

Allowable maintenance activities for the local funds are limited to maintenance and
repairs of Class 1 off-street bicycle facilities only.

RCTC Policies

1.

The SB 821 Call for Projects will occur on a biennial basis, with a release date of the
first Monday of every other February and a close date of the last Thursday of every
other April, beginning in 2015.

If a project cannot be fully funded, RCTC may recommend partial funding for
award. To handle tiebreakers, RCTC will use, in terms of priority, the safety
question first then construction readiness.

Agencies awarded funds will not be reimbursed for any project cost overruns.
Agencies being awarded an allocation will be reimbursed in arrears only upon
submitting adequate proof of satisfactory project completion. Claims need to

Attachment 2
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15

include: the claim form, copies of paid invoices, a copy of the Notice of
Completion (NOC), and photographs of the completed project.

The allocated amount represents the maximum amount eligible for reimbursement.
For projects completed under the allocated amount, the agency will be reimbursed at
the matching ratio as presented in the application.

An agency will have thirty-six (36) months from the time of the allocation to complete
the project. There will be no time extensions granted unless the reason for the delay can
be demonstrated. Where substantial progress or a compelling reason for delay can be
shown, the agency may be granted administrative extensions in twelve-month
increments at the discretion of the Executive Director.

Any programmed and unused Article 3 Program funds will be forfeited unless that
agency can a) utilize the unused funds to complete projects that are the same or similar
in scope and/or are contiguous to the approved project or b) apply the funds to a project
previously submitted under an Article 3 call for projects and approved by the
Commission, subject to Executive Director approval.

Design and construction of facilities must conform to the general design criteria for
non-motorized facilities as outlined in the Caltrans Highway Design Manual.
Temporary facilities, projects in the bid process, or projects that are under
construction will not be funded.

The SB 821 evaluation committee will be comprised of a minimum of five evaluators
representing a wide range of interests; such as: accessibility, bicycling, Coachella
Valley, public transit, and the region. Staff, consultants, and other representatives from
agencies submitting project proposals will not be eligible to participate on the
evaluation committee that year.

Following each call, staff will monitor the equity of allocations to Coachella Valley
versus Western Riverside County; the allocation should be relative to what the
Coachella Valley’s share would have been if distributed on a per capita basis (the
percentage of funds applied for should also be taken into consideration). If the
allocation is often found to be inequitable to the Coachella Valley, staff will
recommend adoption of a new policy to correct the imbalance.

Certain costs at times associated with bicycle/pedestrian projects are not eligible when
the benefit provided is not the exclusive use of bicyclists/pedestrians, such as: curb and
gutter as part of roadway drainage system, driveway ramps installed across sidewalks,
and where roadway design standards require a roadway shoulder width that is at least
as wide as a standard bike lane.

For each Call for Projects, a city is eligible to submit up to three (3) applications, and
the County of Riverside is eligible to submit up to two (2) applications per
Supervisorial District.

Each application is limited to a maximum request of 10% of the current Call for
Projects programming capacity.

. Total award to one jurisdiction is limited to 20% of current Call for Project’s

programming capacity.

16. Awarded agencies can commence reimbursable project activities on July 1 of the Call

Attachment 2
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for Project fiscal year cycle. E.g.: for FY 23/24 Call for Projects, reimbursable work
starts on July 1, 2023.

17. Awarded agencies have until October 1 of the Call for Project fiscal year cycle to
execute the Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with RCTC. E.g.: for FY 23/24
Call for Projects, MOUs must be executed by October 1, 2023

Attachment 2
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