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Purpose and Objectives of Project 

This document has been prepared by 4-Creeks Inc. al the direction of Madera 

County. This study was planned in accordance wilh the California Department of 

Housing and Community Development Block Grant program requirements, and 
within lhe scope of work agreed to by Madera County, the grant recipient, and 

by 4-Creeks, Inc., planning consultant. 

The purpose of this grant is to provide rural cities and counties funding to improve 

the quality of living for low and moderate income communities through the creation 

and expansion of community and economic development. This grant supports 
multiple project types with this common goal. Implementation of this grant should 

ultimately result in improvements in community and economic development. This 

document is a planning level study resulting from a community-based information 
gathering process. Through our outreach efforts, including multiple surveys, the 

community stakeholders were invited to participate and guide the direction of this 

project. 

The stated purpose of the California Department of Housing and Community 

Development Block Grant fund is to: 

'Fund housing activities, public works, community facilities, public service projects serving lower
income people, and planning and evaluation studies related to any activity eligible for these a/locations, 

and set-aside for Native American and Colonia." 

Pliotogroph I : Avenue 9 weslword view; Source 4-Creeks 3/ 27/ 17 
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In addition, this study is expected to depict a specialized planning 

document that meets the following 4 -Creeks objectives: 

• Provide a Traffic Count/Accident Report Analysis to the la Vino 

community and Modero County. 

• Provide design concepts that incorporate community ideas. 

• Help the community visualize project build-out by providing 

illustrations of the built-out project and by providing cost estimates 

for design concepts. 

• Improve community mobility, access, and safety throughout the 

area. 

• Provide potential grant opportunities to implement the planning 

level study and design. 

Location of Project 

As shown in Figure 1.1, the community of Lo Vina is located in the 

southwest part of Madera County, in the San Joaquin Volley of 

central California. La Vina is a small, unincorporated, rural town 

surrounded by agriculture. 

Figure 1.2 shows the location of Lo Vina in Madera County, the 

study area boundary, and the existing pedestrian infrastructure. The 

study area encompasses a half mile segment of Avenue 9 from Road 

23 ½ to Road 24, as well as the attached side streets including Vina 

Street, Paraiso Street, Las Palmas Avenue and Uvas Ave. 

Figure 1.1 - Project location M op 
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Physical and Demographic Context 

According to the 2010 Census, La Vina is 95% Hispanic with a population of 279 residents. There were 63 households residing in the community 

and 55 family households. 67% of households had children under the age of 18 living with them. The average household size is 4.43 and the 

overage family size is 4.62. Children under the age of 18 make up the largest portion of the population (28%), while adults age 25-44 made up 

the second largest group 125%). The median age of residents is 27.6 years. There are approximately 20% more males than females. The median 

household income in La Vina is $26,589, which is significantly lower than the state average_ 

La Vino is located 6.5 miles outside of the City of Madera where most retail, primary commercial and service facilities are located. Presently there 

is no bicycle infrastructure and only sporadic pedestrian infrastructure within the La Vino community. Sidewalks are located on Vina Street, Paroiso 

Street, Uvos Avenue, and Las Palmos Avenue, however sidewalks ore nonexistent on all other Roadways within Lo Vina. This discourages walking 

and bicycling and increases vehicle miles traveled. 

Legend 

CJstudyArea 

-- Sidewalks exist 

• 
-- Sidewalks do not exist 
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Expected Outcome of Project 

This La Vina Mobility Study will identify appropriate motorized and non-motorized design concepts in order to increase the functionality and safety 

of La Vina's circulation system for pedestrians, bicyclists, and drivers. 

The implementation and construcfion of design concepts will require action subsequent to this study. This includes the hiring of consultants to prepare 

the required engineering drawings, and construction contractors lo construct the finalized design concepts. Funding must be secured prior to the 

start of each activity. The implementation of the design concepts identified in this study w ill ultimately result in the significant improvement of La Vino's 

roads and lronsporlalion network. The financial Pion chapter of this Study will identify the subsequent phases of this project, the design concepts lo 

be implemented in those phases, and the cost estimate of each phase. 

Implementation of this Study will: 

l. Increase safety for pedestrians and bicyclists traveling 

in La Vina. 

2. Increase the quality of life for residents of la Vina 

3. Identify information needed to obtain further grant 

funding to implement the design concepts identified in 

this report. 

4. Be consistent with the Madera County General Plan. 

Image 1.3 - Safe Pedeslrian Crossing 
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Regulatory Context 

Federal 

Americans with Disabilities Act 

Madera county is obligated to perform publicly accessed projects in a manor that conforms lo federal and state laws regulating equal access by 

persons with disabilities under the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (ADA) amended by the ADA Amendments Act of 2008 and as currently 

published in the Title 111 regulations (28 CFR Port 36, revised July l, 1994( issued by the Deportment of Juslice. The ADA Standards for Accessible 

Design can be found in Appendix A of the Title Ill Regulations. These requirements apply lo construction features such as curb ramps, detectable 

warnings, restrooms, benches, doorways, drinking fountains, and the like. In the implementation of this pion, it is required lo ensure that all design 

concepts are in congruence with the applicable requirements of the ADA. [http://www.accessboard.gov/odaog/html/adaag.htm] 

National Environmental Policy Act 

Any project undertaken on the recommendation of this document may meet the definition of a "project" under the National Environmental Policy 

Act (NEPA). Modero County is considered the Lead Agency under NEPA, and thus is obligated to honestly determine whether or not the project 
is subject lo NEPA If it is, Madero County must commence with the appropriate level of erwironmentol assessment as stated by NEPA and the 

various Federal Guidelines adopted to implement the act. The determinations under NEPA that the Madero County can make as Lead Agency are 

as follows: 

l. The implementation project is not a ·federal action .. as defined by NEPA, 24 CFR 1508.18 and therefore is not subject to further review under 

NEPA; 

2. The implementation is a Categorically Excluded project pursuant to Federal Guidelines; 

3. The implementation project is subject to further environmental study requiring the preparation of an Environmental Assessment pursuant to 

applicable NEPA Guidelines . 
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4. Following the N EPA Environmental Assessment, a project will require one of the following environmental documents: 

i. Finding of No Significant Impact (FONS!), a document finding the project will not result in significant impacts on the environment; 

or 

ii. Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), a document which conducts an in-depth study of potential environmental impacts from the 

proposed project and recommends mitigation measures and project alternatives. An EIS is the highest order environmental analysis 

that can be performed under N EPA. 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Smart Growth Principles 

"Smart Growth" is an approach lo community planning that promotes environmental conservation by limiting sprawl which ultimately leads lo more 

sustainable cities. Smart growth is supported by the United States Environmental Protection Agency and requires the consideration of long term 

sustainability over short term convenience. 

According to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, "smart growth" encompasses a range of strategies to limit environmental impacts while 

increasing a community's attractiveness and economic integrity. Smart growth approaches to community planning are shown to result in great 

neighborhoods. The 10 basic principles of smart growth are listed as: 

1. Mix land uses 

2. Toke advantage of compact building design 

3. Creole a range of housing opportunities and choices 

4. Create walkable neighborhoods 

5. Fosler distinctive, attractive communities with a strong sense of place 

6. Preserve open space, farmland, natural beauty, and critical environmental areas 

7. Strengthen and direct development towards existing communities 

8. Provide a variety of transportation choices 

9. Make development decisions predictable, fair, and cost effective 

10. Encourage community and stakeholder collaboration in development decisions 
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Regulatory Context 

State 

California Environmental Quality Act 

Any project undertaken on the recommendation of this document may meet the definition of a "project" under the California Environmental Quality 

Act (CEQA). Madera County is considered the lead Agency under CEQA, and thus is obligated lo honestly determine whether or not the project 

is subject to CEQA. If ii is, Madera County must commence with the appropriate level of environmental assessment as stated by CEQA and the 

various Stale and local Guidelines adopted to implement the act. The determinations under CEQA that the Madero County con make as Lead 

Agency are as follows: 

1. The implementation project is not a • project" as defined by CEQA, Guidelines Section 15378 and therefore is not subject lo further review under 

CEQA; 

2. The implementation project is a Categorically Exempt project pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15354 and 15300-15333, or is a 

Categorically Excluded project pursuant to Federal Guidelines; 

3. The implementation project is subject lo further environmental study requiring the preparation of on Initial Study pursuant to applicable CEQA 

Guidelines. 

4. Following the outcome of the CEQA Initial Study the Lead Agency must cause the preparation of one of the following 

5 . Environmental documents supported by substantial evidence: 

i. Negative Declaration (ND), a document finding the project will not result in significant impacts on the environment; 

ii. Mitigated Negative Declaration [MND), a document finding potential significant impact(s) from the project and citing mitigation 

meosure(s) to reduce impacts to less than significant levels, or that will avoid the impacts. Said mitigation measures must be agreed to 

by proponent/applicant prior lo public hearing taking action to approve the project, or; 

iii. Environmental Impact Report (EIR), is the highest order of environmental analysis that con be required under CEQA. An EIR requires a 

public hearing on the project and on in-depth analysis of potential Environmental Impacts . 
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Complete Streets Act 

The Complete Streets Act {Assembly Bill 1358) was signed into law by 

California Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger in September 2008. The law 

requires cities and counties to ensure that all circulation planning accounts 

for the needs of all roadway users. Specifically, the law requires cities and 

counties to ensure that local roads and streets accommodate the needs of 

bicyclists, pedestrians, and transit riders, as well as motorists. 

California Deportment of Transportation Deputy Directive 64 

Deputy Directive 64 requires that Complete Street concepts be incorporated 

in all phases of stale highway projects, including planning, construction, and 

repair. Complete Streets are defined by Caltrans Deputy Directive Number 
Figure 1.4 - Rural bike path 64-R 1 ( DD-64-R 1 ) as: 

"A transportation facility that is planned, designed, operated, and maintained to provide safe mobility for all users, 
including bicyclists, pedestrians, transit riders, and motorists appropriate to the function and context of the facility. " 

California Department of Transportation 2015-2020 Strategic Management Plan 

The California Deportment of Transportation views all transportation improvements as an opportunity to improve sustainability, livability, and the 

economy. The department of transportation has identified specific objectives, performance measures, and targets in ifs 2015-2020 Strategic 

Management Plan to achieve this goal. The outline of these specific objectives, performance measures, and targets are shown in Table 1 . 
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Table 1: Caltrans 2015-2020 Strategic Management Plan: Sustainab ility, Livability, and Economy 

Strategic Objectives Per formance Measures Targets 

PEOPLE: Improve the qualily of life for all 

Californians by providing mobilily choice, 

increasing accessibility lo all modes of 

transportation and creating transportation 

corridors not only for conveyance of people, 

goods, and services, but also as livable public 

spaces 

Percenlage increase of non-auto modes for: 

• Bicycle 

• Pedestrian 

• Transit 

By 2020, increase non-auto modes: 

• Triple bicycle; 

• Double pedeslrian; and 

• Double transit. 

(2010-12 California Household Travel survey is baseline.) 

PLANET: Reduce environmental impacts 

from the transportation system with emphasis 

on supporting a statewide reduction of 
greenhouse gas emissions lo achieve 80% 

below 1990 levels by 2050. 

Per capita vehicle miles !raveled. By 2020, achieve 1.5% reduction (3% per year) of statewide per capita 

VMT relative to 2010 levels reported by District 

Percent reduction of transportation system-

related air pollution for: 

• Greenhouse gos [GHG) emissions 

• Crite1ia pollutant emissions 

15% reduction (from 2010 levels} of GHG to achieve 1990 levels by 

2020. 

• 85% reduction [from 20CX) levels) in diesel particulate molter 

emissions stolewide by 2020. 

• 80% reduclion !from 2010 levels) in NOx emissions in South Coast 

Air Basin by 2023 . 

Percent reduction of pollutants from Coltrons 

design, construction, operafon, and 
maintenance ol transportation infrastruclure and 

building for: 

• Greenhouse gos (GHG) emissions 
• Criteria air emissions 

• Waler pollulion 

By 2020, reduce Caltrans' infernal operational pollutants by District from 

2010 levels (from planning, project delivery, construction, operations, 

maintenance, equipment, and buildings) including: . 15% reduction by 2015 and 20% reduction by 2020 of Coltrans' 

GHG emissions per EO-B- 18- 12. . 10% reduction in water pollutants. 

By 2020, 85% reduction (from 2000 levels} in diesel particulate molter 

emissions statewide. By 2023, 80% reduction (from 2010 levels} in NOx 
emissions in South Coos! Air Basin. 

PROSPERITY: Improve economic prosperity 

of lhe Stale and local communilies through a 

resilienl and integrated transportation syslem. 

Freight system competitiveness, lronspartotion 

system efficiency, return on transportation 

investment. 

By 2020, 10% increase in freight system efficiency. 
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Regulatory Context 

local 

Madera County General Plan 

The Transportation and Circulation section of the Modero County General Plan document outlines goals and policies to facilitate a functional 

circulation system within Modero County. As la Vina is on unincorporated community within Modero County, the Madera County General 

Plan will be lhe primary oulhority in lhe applicolion of any design concepts promoted in this Lo Vino Mobility Study. 

Modero County affirms the implementation of Complete Streels in its General Plan, Adopted October 1995 and strives to meet level of 
Service (LOS) uD• or better on all roadways. Any segment of roadway that is worse than LOS Dwithin Madero County is considered to be 

a deficiency in the transportation system. 

In an effort to improve the circulation and mobility throughout Madero county, multi-modal and complete street goals and policies ore 

incorporated into the Transportation and Circulation section of the Madera County General Plan. The following will state lhese goals and 

policies along with their applicability lo this study: 

Goal 2.A " To maintain a comprehensive and coordinoled multi-modal transportalion system that enhances the mobility of people, 
improves the environment, and is safe, efficient, and cost effectives." 

Mulli-modal Transportation System Policies. 

2.A.l. The County shall encourage, where appropriate, development of an integrated multi-modal transportation system lhal offers attractive 

choices among modes including pedeslrianways, public transporfolion, roadways, bikeways, roil, and aviolion. 

2.A.2. The County shall develop the transportation system to reduce vehicle miles traveled, conserve energy resources, minimize air pollution, 

and reduce greenhouse gos emissions. 

2.A.7. The County shall support public and privale efforts where appropriate to provide alternative choices to single occupanl driving. 

~ La Vina Mobility Study, Madera County, CA 11 
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Goal 2.B. To improve County roadways to include pedestrian, bicycle, and transit facilities lo better serve all users, including drivers, pedestrians, 

bicyclists, and transit passengers of all ages and abilities. 

Complete Streets Policies 
2.B.l. The County shall require new streets within unincorporated communrnes lo be designed and constructed to serve all users. This includes: 

1. Creating multi-modal street connections in order to establish a comprehensive, integrated, and connected transportation network for all modes 

of travel. 

2. Minimizing curb cuts a long non-local streets to improve safety and capacity. 
3. Planting street trees adjacent lo curbs and between the street and sidewalk lo provide a buffer between pedestrians and vehicular traffic, where 

appropriate; 
4. Constructing sidewalks and bike lanes on both sides of streets, where feasible; 

5. Including parking options lo provide a buffer between pedestrians and vehicular traffic, where appropriate; 

6. Coordinating with local jurisdictions and the Madera County Transportation Commission lo ensure multi-modal connections are established 

and maintained between jurisdictions; and 
7 Incorporating traffic calming devices such as roundabouts, bulb-outs at intersections, and traffic ta bles into the transportation system where 

appropriate to improve safety and encourage travel by active transportation by active transportation modes. 

2.B.2. The County may require, based on community support and financial feasibility, reconstructed streets lo accommodate pedestrians and 

bicyclists, except where pedestrian or bicycle facility improvements are not feasible or determined lo be cost prohibitive. New and reconstructed 

streets shall be designed to create an environment that provides opportunities for pedestrian and bicycle activity and complementary development 

and land uses. 

2.B.3. The County shall encourage the development of uses that support the use of public transit, bicycling, walking, and other alternatives to the 

automobile . 
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2.B.4. The County shall slrive lo serve all users on rural roadways in !he County and shall design and construe! rural roadways to serve safely 

bicyclists, transit passengers, and agricultural machinery operators. This includes: 

1. Constructing wide shoulders lo provide a safe space for bicyclisls, and agricultural machinery vehicles; 

2. Removing visual barriers along rural roads, particularly near intersections, lo improve the visibility of bicyclists; and 

3. Coordinating with local jurisdiclions and the Madera County Transportolion Commission to ensure multi-modal connections are established 

a nd maintained between jurisdictions. 

2.B.5. The County may require, based on community support and feasibility, reconstrucled slreels in rural areas to accommodate bicyclists and 

agricultural machinery, except where facility improvements are determined to be cost prohibitive. 

2.B.6. The County shall ensure !he installation of signals, signs, lighting, and other traffic safety and operation improvements necessary for !he safe 

and efficient movemenl of automobiles, trucks, farm equipmenl, bicyclists, and pedestrians. 

2.B.8. The County shall require that plans for rood improvements give maximum considerolion lo the preservation of existing landscaping lo the 

extent that ii will be consistent with rood syslem safety. 

2.B.9. The County shall require Iha! all medians on local slreets be landscaped. Landscaping shall not interfere with public safety. This developer, in 

cooperalion with !he County, shall provide a mechanism for landscaping maintenance . 
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Goal 2.E. To provide a safe, comprehensive, and integrated system of facil ities for non-motorized transportation to meet the needs of commuters 

and recreational users. 

Non-motorized Transportation Policies 

2.E.l. The County shall promote the development of o comprehensive and safe system of bicycle routes for short-range communing and shopping 

trips and recreational uses. Bikewoys should be constructed that will serve the greatest number of users. 

2.E.2. The County shall encourage bicycle facilities and routes in unincorporated areas lo interface with city bicycle routes and provides for inter

and intra-county bicycle circulation. 

2.E.3. The County shall work with cities and neighboring jurisdictions lo coordinate planning and development of the County's bikeways and multi

purpose trails with those of neighboring jurisdictions. 

2.E.4. New bikeways should be linked with other bikeways, bicycle rest stops, and parks to provide safe.and continuous routes. 

2.E.5. The County shall encourage the provision for bicycle routes along the slate highways. Where feasible, automobile and bicycle facilities should 

be separated. 

2.E.6. The County shall require that bikeways recommended in the Bicycle Moster Plan be developed when roadway projects ore constructed and 

when street frontage improvements ore required of new development. 

2.E.7 The County shall consider the safety and accessibility of pedestrians when producing transportation plans, studies, and reports. 

2.E.8. The County shall continue to enhance pedestrian safety at intersections in 

2.E.9. The County shall require that sidewalks in unincorporated communities be developed at sufficient width to accommodate pedestrians in 

accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act . 
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2.E.10. The County shall pursue all available sources of funding for the development and improvement of trails for non-motorized transportation 

(bikeways, pedestrian, and equestrian). 

2E.ll. The County shall promote non-motorized travel lbikeways, pedestrian, and equestrian) through appropriate facilities, programs, and 

information, including through the school system and local media. 

2E.l5. The Counly shall strive to implement current California Vehicle Codes for uses as speed management policies that support driving speeds on 

all streets within that ore sole for pedestrians and bicyclists. 

2E.l6. The County shall support bicycle safety programs for children and commuters in the County . 
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Existing Conditions 

Existing Street System 

Avenue 9 is the primary roadway within the La Vina community and is used 

to reach all side streets. Avenue 9 is a 2 -way, 2-lane street with a sidewalk 

on its southern side a nd shoulder on the northern side. There are no posted 

speed limits within the study area. The right-of-way width on Avenue 9 is 

designated as 80 ft., however only 60-70 ft. of right-of-way currently exists 

os the area has not been fully built out. 

All other La Vina streets Aare 2 -lane, local streets with a right-of-way width 

of 60 ft. These streets ore stop controlled and include Paraiso St, Vina 

Street, Las Palmas Avenue, and Uvas Avenue. All local streets contain ADA 

compliant sidewalks and street lighting. Table 2- Description of Existing 

Street System shows the street classifications, as defined in the Madera 

County Circulation Element, the designated right-of-way width, and 

number of lanes for each La Vina roadway. 

Table 3- Existing Intersection Control table, lists the local roadways in La 

Vina and their associated intersection control. The features listed in Tables 2 

and 3 are also shown on Figure 2.2 - Existing Roadway Conditions mop. 

Table 2: Description of Existing Street System 

Street Road 
Class 

Street 
R-0-W (ft) 

No. of 
Lanes 
(2-dir) 

Posted Speed limit 
(mph) 

Avenue9 Local 60-70 
(varies) 

2 No Posted Speed 
Limit 

Vina Street local 60 2 No Posted Speed 
Limit 

Poroiso Street Local 60 2 No Posted Speed 
Limit 

Los Palmas 
Avenue 

Local 6(J 2 No Posted Speed 
Limit 

UvosAvenue Local 60 2 No Posted Speed 
Limit 

Tobie 3 : Existing Intersection Control 

Intersection Signalized / 
Unsignalized 

Type 

Avenue 9 al Vina Street Unsignalized SC 

Avenue 9 at Paraiso Street Unsignalized SC 

Poraiso Street at Las Polmos Avenue Unsignalized SC 

Poroiso Sireel at Uvos Avenue Unsignolized SC 

Vino Slreel al Los Polmas Avenue Unsignolized SC 

Vino Street al Uvas Avenue Unsignolized SC 

Photograph 2: Avenue 9weslwordview; Source 4-Creeks 3/27/17 
SC = one-way slop con/rolled, NSC = not slop controlled 
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Transit 
Public transportation services are provided by the County o f Madera through the Madera County Connection program. There are three transit stops 

within the l a Vina study area. The Eastin Arcola - Ripperdan- la Vina route operates in the south w est region of Madera County and connects to the 

City of Madera through highway 99. The route has 11 stops and runs from approximately 8:45 AM to 2:00 PM on Wednesdays and Fridays only. 

Figure 2.3 - Existing Transit Routes map shows the location of the present transit stops in relation lo the Eastin Arcola - Ripperdan - La Vina transit 

route. Figure 2.1 displays the location and lime of transit slops in La Vino 

Pedestrian Facilities 

Sidewalks are non-existent on the north side ofAvenue 9. All crosswalks on 

Avenue 9 and within side streets ore unmarked and there is no pedestrian 

crossing signage. Sidew alks ore present on the south side of Avenue 9 

and within side streets. 

Bike Facilities 

lo Vina currently hos no designated bike facilities. A doss 3 bike lone is 

currently planned for Road 23, which is approximately 0.5 miles away from 

the study area. 

Parking 

Street parking is currently allow ed on all roadw ays. On the north side of Avenue 9, vehicles pork on the unpaved shoulder or on private property. 

Several dumpsters are localed on the north side of Avenue 9 as w ell. Figure 2.4 - Existing Parking Facilities mop shows the location of all on-street 

parking locations within the Lo Vina community. 

Speed Enforcement and Collision History 

The Madera County Sheriff provides traffic control and speed enforcement on all roadw ays in l a Vino. Accident data w as provided from the 

California Highway Patrol. A.s discussed in the Traffic Study in Appendix 2, nine accidents occurred in La Vina between 2009 and 2015. Improper 

turns were listed as the most common cause of collision during the six-year study period and collisions with stationary objects were identified as the 

most common type of collision. The intersections of Avenue 9 with Paraiso Street and Vina Street were the.most common collision locations. 

Figure 2.5 - Reported Accident Locations map shows the location of these accidents according to California Highway Patrol occident data. 

figu,e 2.1 • Diagram of lronsil slops and slop times in lo Vino 
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Figure 2.2 - Existing Roodwoy Conditions 
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Legend 
figure 2.3 - Existing Transit RouteCJ Study Area 
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Legend Figure 2.4 - Existing Parking Facilities 
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Legend Figure 2.5 - Accident locations 
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- Community Outreach --

About Community Outreach 

Public involvement is essential when identifying useful and appropriate design concepts for a specific community. For this reason, extensive community 

outreach efforts were made lo gather information and gain perspective on La Vina resident's concems related lo mobility and transportation. All 

community outreach efforts were intended to maximize public involvement. In summary, the following public outreach efforts were made as part of 

this mobility study: 

• Community Meeting # l - lnlroduclory Community Meeting, May 23, 2017, 5:30pm-7:30pm, La Vina Elementary School 

• Com~unity Meeting #2 - Draft La Vino Mobility Study Presentation 

• Public Survey - collected through September 2017 

• Comment Sheets - Provided al all community meetings 

• Survey Boards - Provided a l Community Meeting # l 

• Sticky-Note Workshop - Provided al Community Meeting #2 

Community Meeting # l 

The fost community meeling was held at La Vino Elementary School on Tuesday, 

May 23, 2017 from 5:30pm to 7:30pm and included a formal presentation from the 

Consultant team, informal small group d iscussion, and a visual preference survey. This 

location was chosen because it is easily accessible to the community. Representatives 

from Madera County were present and specific community stakeholders were invited 

via mail. All materials were provided in English and Spanish and a Spanish translator 
was present during the Consuhant Team presentation and subsequent discussion. 

A taco truck was provided by the Consultant Team ofter the Meeting to encourage 

additional informal discussion. The primary objectives of this meeting were to: 

• Introduce the project lo the community 

• Goin on understanding of public concerns related to transportation and mobility 
in La Vino 

• Receive input from community on potential design concepts Photograph 3: Community Meeting #1; Source 4-Creeks 5/23/17 
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Community Outreach 

Formal Presentation 

The 4-Creeks Consulting Team gave a formal presentation with PowerPoint to provide 

information on the purpose, objectives, and scope of this mobility study. During this 

presentation, the Consulting Team introduced themselves to the community and a 

timeline for the mobility study was provided. The presentation also described existing 

conditions information through a drone flight video of the study area, an existing 

conditions map, and a traffic count diagram. This was done lo establish la Vina 's 
"baseline• conditions. A Spanish translator was present during the presentation to 

ensure all a ttendees could easily understand lhe Consulting Team. The Consulting 

Team offered business cards to attendees and encouraged them lo contact 4 -Creeks 

with any additional questions or concerns. 

Public Comments 

Bilingual comment sheets were handed out before the presentation to allow community members lo provide written comments at any point during 

the presentation. Following the formal presentation, community members were given lime for informal small group discussion and encouraged 

to voice their feedback to the Consulting team. Community members were also encouraged to provide feedback using the comment sheets and 

Survey Boards. All written public comments can be found in Appendix 3. 

The primary mobility and transportation related problems that were identified by the community during this meeting were: 

• Lack of sidewalks from study area to nearby elementary school 

• lack of road striping throughout 

• Speed bumps in residential areas 

• Speeding in residential areas 

• Reoccurring potholes 

• Abandoned vehicles on Avenue 9 and Paraiso Street. 

The comments provided by the community proved to be a valuable source of information as design concepts were developed. The consulting team 

used these comments to guide their study and identify community improvements that will be most beneficial lo the La Vina community . 

Photogroph 4: 4-Creeks Presentation; Source 4-Creeks 5/23/17 
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Community Outreach . -
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Survey Boards 

Three 24.x36" survey boards were provided after the presentation to encourage 

public participation in the identificalion of potential design concepts. These display 

boards provided visual representations of pedestrian crossing, traffic calming, and 

multi-modal designs and were annotated in English and Spanish. Next to each 

photo was a blank box. Participants were given green stickers and encouraged to 

affix them on designs they liked. A total of 18 attendees participated in this survey. 

Copies of the three survey boards con be found in Appendix 3. 

The most popular design features selected by the community were: 

• Elevated pedestrian crossings 

• Illuminated crossings 

• Bulb-outs/sidewalk extensions 

• Reduced road width with diagonal parking 

• Separate multi-use trail for bicyclists and pedestrians 

Preferred Pedestrian Crossing Design 

Increasing pedestrian safety and encouraging pedestrian activity are primary 
goals of this mobility study. Crosswalks are used to guide pedestrians and make 

drivers aware of crossing areas. The way a crosswalk is designed has a significant 

impact on pedestrian safety and overall walkability of a community. Participants 

were given three pedestrian crossing design options and asked to identify their 

preferred design. These opHons were as follows: 

• Typical white striped crossings 

• Elevated pedestrian crossings 
• Pedestrian crossing with contrasting material 

Photograph 5: Attendees complefing Suivey Boards; 

Source 4-Creeb 5/23/17 

Figure 3.1 • Preferred Pedestrian Crossing Design: Elevated Crossing 
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Thirleen participants responded with their preferred pedestrian crossing design 

and eight responded to whether lighting at crosswalks is an issue in La Vino. Of 

the thirteen that responded with their preferred pedestrian crossing design, eight 

identified an elevated pedestrian crossing as their preferred design, two identiPied 
a typical white striped pedestrian crossing, and three identiPied a pedestrian 

crossing wilh contrasting material. 

Because pedestrians are more at risk at nighl when visibilitydecreases, participants 
were also asked as a separale question whether lighting at crosswalks is an issue 

in La Vina at night. 

Of the nine that responded lo whether lighting al crosswalks is an issue in La Vina, 

all nine responded that ii was and indicated that an illuminated crosswalk would 

be helpful. 

Preferred Design to Reduce Traffic Speeds 

Participants were given four options and asked lo identify their preferred lraffic 

calming design. These oplions were as follows: 

• Reduce road width and provide landscaping 

• Reduce road widlh and provide parking 

• Bulb out/sidewalk extension 

• Speed bump 

N ineteen attendees responded with their preferred pedestrian crossing design. 

Of these nineteen participants, nine identiPied a bulb-out/sidewalk extension as 

their preferred design, six identified a reduced road w idth wilh parking as their 

preferred design, and four idenlified a reduced road width with landscaping as 

their preferred design. Of the eighteen participants, zero idenlifred a speed bump 

as their preferred design . 

figure 3.2 - lllumiooled Crosswell Design Concept 

Figure 3.3 - Preferred Traffic Calming De5ign: Bulb-oot/Sidewolk. extension 

• La Vina Mobility Study, Madera County, CA 
4cREEKs 

27 



. -
1· Community Outreach 

Preferred Design to Provide Multi-Modal Access 

Participants were given four options and asked to identify their preferred method to provide pedestrian and bicycle access on Avenue 9. These 

options were as follows: 

• Green bike lanes 

• Physically separated bike lanes 

• Separate multi-use trail 
• Shored bike lane 

Thirteen attendees responded with their preferred mulli-modal access design. Of these thirteen participants, nine identified a separate, multi-use trail 

as their preferred design, and four identified a shared bike lane as their preferred design. Of the thirteen participants, zero identified green bike 

lanes or physically separated bike lanes as their preferred design. 

figure 3.4 - Preferred Design lo Provide Muhi-Modol Access: Seporole Multi-U~ Trail 
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Public Survey 

Bilingual public surveys were distributed by hand in the La Vina study area, at community meetings, and through the mail to la Vina residents. The 

surveys could be returned al a community meeting or local drop box location from May to September 2017. 

Survey participants were asked a variety of questions related to mobility and transportation in Lo Vino. The goal of the survey was to identify 

primary modes of travel in La Vina and primary concerns and issues related to travel in la Vina. 

Two distinct surveys were distributed during this process. A longer survey was distributed at ihe first community meeting while a more concise 

survey was distributed thereafter. The following discusses the results from the shorter survey, however all surveys can be found in Appendix 3 

along with complete public comments and comment translations. A total of 17 surveys were returned. 

Question l 

Question 1 asked the participant to rate the quality/ease/and safety of various transportafion behaviors on a scale of 1 to 5, with 1 being 

poor and 5 being excellenl. A total of 13 survey participants answered this question. Their scores were averaged to identify which transportation 

behaviors were more and less favored in the lo Vina community. On average, survey participants rated parking in LA Vina as 1.1 / 5, walking in 

Parkwood as 1.1 / 5, traffic in Porkwood as l.4/5, cycling in Parkwood as l.l / 5 and taking public transit as l.2/5. See figure 3.5. 

Quality/ease/safetyof the following transportation 
modes (1-5) -Average Rating 

5 

4 

2 

0 

■ Parking ■ Tr:affic ■ Pedestrian ■ B'Ycle ■ Public:Transit 

• 
Figure 3.5 - Survey Question #2: Quality/ease/ solely al Transportation Modes 
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Participants w ere given the opportunity lo selecl more than one answer for 

Questions 2-5. 

Question 2 

Question 2 aims lo identify which transportation modes the participants and 

their families use most often when going to work, school, or shopping. Of the 

l7survey participants, 15 said that they or their children usually drive, 7 said they 

or their children usually walk, 8 said that they or their children usually take public 

transportation, and 9 said that they or their children regularly bike. See Figure 3.6. 

Q uestion 3-5 

Questions 3-5 ask the participants lo identify the most significant problems related 

lo driving, walking, and biking, in La Vino. 

Question 3 asks the participant to identify significant problems related to driving 

in La Vina. Of the 17 survey participants, 15 identified conflict with other vehicles 

as a significant problem, 12 identified conflict with bicyclists and pedestrians as 
a significant problem, ll identified missing signage/traffic signals as a significant 

problem, 7 identified congestion as a significant problem, and 6 identified 

confusing signage and traffic signals as a significant problem in La Vino. See 

Figure 3.7 

Question 4 asks the participant to identify significant problems related to walking 

in La Vina. Of the 17 survey participants, 13 identified a lack of sidewalks, 10 

identrfied poor connection lo other areas of La Vina, 9 identified sidewalk width 

and conflict with vehicles, and 8 identified cleanliness as a significant problem for 

pedestrians in the La Vina community. See Figure 3.8 

How Do You Usual.tyTravet to Work., School; or to Shop? 

■ car ■ Sicyde ■Walk ■ Pul:jic.Transit 

figure 3.6 - Oues.~on 2: Typical TrollSpOrfOlion Modes 
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Figure 3.7 - GueSlion 3: Significant traffic issues in lo Vino 

What are the Main Pedestrian Issues 

14 

~ 12 
&, 10 

:t • 
0 • 

~ 4 
E 
~ 2 

0 
Axis Titl@ 

■Sid~Jknotwide-enough ■ No.5idewal:s 

■ Po«connectlon to ot.her~as ■Oeanliness 

■Conllct _.,... vehides 

• 
figure 3.8 - Question 4: Signillconl pedestrian issues m Lo Vmo 

La Vina Mobility Study, Madera County, CA 
4cREEKs 

30 



-
Community Outreach 

Question 5 asks the participant to identify the significant problems related to What are the Main Bicycle Issues? 
16 ----------------cycling in Lo Vino. Of the 17 survey participants, 14 identified poor pavement 

condition as a primary cycling issue. 13 participants said that connict with vehicles 

is a significant issues. 12 participants said that there were not enough bicycle lanes. 

11 participants identified poor bicycle infrastructure connectivity is a significant 

issue, and 10 participants said that insufficient bicycle parking was a significant 

issue. See Figure 3.9. 

Question 6 

Question 6 asked how the participant would like lo see transportation improve 

in Lo Vino and allowed the participants lo provide on open ended response. A 

total of 16 participants answered this question and a variety of responses were 
collected. Commonalities between participant responses were discovered and 

used to identify and prioritize transportation problems within the community. The 

most common goals within the La Vino community were: 

• Reduced Traffic speeds 

• Increased pedestrian 

• Increased bicycle infrastructure 

• Increased community aesthetics 

• Repaved Roods 

• Safe Route to La Vino Elementary 

These community developed goals were used to shape the design 

concepts in Section 4. 
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Community Outreach . 

Community Meeting #2 

A second community meeting was held at Porkwood Elementary School on Tuesday, 

July 24, 2018, from 5:30pm to 7:30pm. This meeting was held concurrently with the 

Porkwood Mobility Study Community Meeting and members from both communities 

were present. The purpose of this meeting was to continue the conversations started at 

Community Meeting # l, inform the community of the Mobility Stucly's progress, and to 

receive input from the community on the design concepts proposed by the Consulting 

team. The meeting consisted of a formal presentation from the Consulting learn, followed 
by informal small group discussion. Lorge exhibit boards showing the proposed design 

concepts for each community were positioned around the room. Community members 

were encouraged to write any questions or comments they had regarding the design 

concepts on sticky notes and place them directly on the exhibit boards. Comment sheets 

were also provided. 

Formal Presentation 

The 4 -Creeks Consulting Team gave a formal presentation with PowerPoinl to review 

the feedback provided by the community at Meeting#1 and to introduce the proposed 

design concepts. First, the consulting learn discussed the mobility related issues and 

preferred design elements identified by the community at the Meeting # 1. The Consulting 

Team then described the proposed design concepts and discussed how they would meet Photograph 6: Community Meeting #2; Source 4-C,eeks 7 /24/ 18 

community objectives. 

Public Comments 

Community members were given the opportunity lo provide both oral and written feedback during the formal presentation and the following small 

group discussion period. Participants were provided sticky notes and encouraged to write their comments and place them directly onto the exhibit 

boards regarding the design concepts proposed by the consulting team. Comment sheets were also provided to allow for open ended comments 

and questions . 
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Community members expressed interest in installing additional street lighting along Avenue 9 from Paraiso Street lo La Vina Market, and using 

bollards along Avenue 9 to separate vehicle traffic from bicyclists. The community also idenlitied a preference regarding crosswalks at the Avenue 
9 and Rood 24 intersection, stating that crosswalks on the north and west legs of the intersection would be the most beneficial lo pedestrian mobility 

in the community. These comments were considered by the Planning team and used to modify the proposed design concepts identified in Section 4. 

Questions from the community included why the multi-use path goes along Rood 23 from Lo Vino Elementary School to Avenue 9, continues east 

along Avenue 9, and ends near Vina Street, instead of extending through the Lo Vina community lo Road 24. The community a lso questioned what 

the multi-use path would be made of, how ii would be maintained, and if ii would be able to withstand weather, including heavy rains. 

figure 3.10 • Community identfred design concept • lnstaU bollards to seporale vehicular and bicycle lroffic . 
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The community outreach process highlighted key problem areas where small improvements 

could hove significanl impact on the mobility of Lo Vino residents. The following sites were 
selected as the potential improvement areas for this study: 

Community Identified Improvement Areas: 

• Intersection a t Road 24/Avenue 9 

• Avenue 9 

• Route to La Vina Elementary School 

The design concepts discussed in this section were developed by the planning team to 

resolve the community identified problems in these areas and to enhance overall mobility 

within the Lo Vino community. 

The following design concepts were developed based on community identified needs, 

community goals, and financial constraints. These design concepts incorporate the goals 

of La Vina residents as well as the goals of the Madera County General Plan. It should be 

noted that the following design concepts ore intended lo identify a brood community vision 

and should not be regarded as final designs. All final designs must meet the requirements 

of the Madera County Road Improvement Standards. 

figure 4.l - Proposed improvements to Avenue 9 

Figure 4.2 - Proposed improvemenls to Rel 24 and Ave 9 intersection. 

Figure 4.3 - Proposed improvements to Ave 9 a r.d Vino St. 

figure 4.4 - Aerial ofexisting conditions, Rel 24 and Ave 9 

• La Vina Mobility Study, Madera County, CA 
4CREEKs 

35 



. -

Proposed Design Concepts ~ -~-
Avenue 9 and Road 24 • Improve safety at intersection 

• Increase accessibility to commercial corner 

• Shorter crossing distance 

figure 4.5 - Aerial ofexisting conditions, Rd 24 and Ave 9 Figure 4.6 - Aerial with proposed design concepts, Rd 24 ond Ave 9 

Existing 

The intersection al Avenue 9 and Road 24 provides important access 
lo the La Vina Market, a popular pedestrian destination for La Vina 

residents. This interseclion also serves as the typical entrance to the La 

Vina community. 

Although the intersection al Avenue 9 and Road 24 is the most trafficked 

intersection in La Vina, very little infrastructure currently exists to allow 

safe, multi-modal crossings. It was found that the intersection does not 

have marked pedestrian crossings, and that the crossing distance is 

high with respect lo traffic speeds along Avenue 9. Additionally, the 

Market's parking area allows for uncontrolled ingress/ egress which 

creates uncertainty between drivers, pedestrians, and cyclists. This, 

coupled with a lack of bicycle or pedestrian infrastructure, creoles on 

Proposed 

l. Extend !he sidewalk along the north and south sides of Avenue 9 

from the Lo Vina community lo the intersection. This will increase 

pedestrian access lo the intersection and decrease !he potential 

for pedestrian-vehicular conAicf. 

2. Reduce the width of the crossing by constructing bulb-outs al 

all four corners of intersection. This improvement will also slow 

motorists, making the pedestrian crossing safer. 

3. Improve pedestrian and cyclist visibility by adding pointed bicycle 

lanes, elevated pedestrian crossings, and blinking crossing lights 

to the intersection. 

4. Install a protective curb around the existing parking lot lo control 

ingress and egress from the existing parking area. This will creole 

•
unsafe environment for all road users. a safer, more dependable transportation environment. 

La Vina Mobility Study, M adera County, CA 
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Avenue 9 and Road 24 

Figure 4.7 • Proposed improvements for Rd 24 and Ave 9 intersection . 
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Avenue 9 • Sofer Pedestrian Crossing 

• Safer Bike Routes 

• Protected Parking 

figure 4.8 - Aerial ofexisijng conditions, Ave 9 

Existing 

Avenue 9 crosses the full lenglh of the study area and is the primary 
roadway connecting the La Vina community. Although this segment of 

Avenue 9 is highly utilized, little infrastructure exists to accommodate 

cyclists or pedestrians as they travel from one area of La Vino to 

another. 

The north side of Avenue 9 is largely unpaved, creating a large 

crossing distance for pedestrians. Pedestrian crossings are further 
restricted by a lock of marked crosswalks and high traffic speeds. The 

street also lacks designated bike lanes and speed limit signage. 

In addition, the unpaved right-of-way on the north side of Avenue 9 

is unaccommodating to both cyclists and pedestrians. Abandoned 

vehicles and large, dumpster-style trash bins within the right-of-way 

restrict on-street parking availability and create a chaotic atmosphere. 

figure 4.9- Aerial with proposed design concepls, Ave 9 

Proposed 

1. Repave Avenue 9. Restripe and implement painted bicycle lanes 
lo increase cyclist visibility. 

2. Improve pedestrian visibility by adding pedestrian signage, 

elevated pedestrian crosswalks, and blinking crossing lights to lhe 

Avenue 9 /Vina Street and Avenue 9 /Poraiso Street Intersections. 

3. Add bulb-outs and sidewalk extensions lo the Vina St. and Paraiso 

St. intersections. This will decrease the crossing distance, calm 

traffic speeds, and create protected, on-street parking. 

4. Install speed limit signage to reduce vehicular speeds. 

5. Consider options to remove dumpster-style trash bins from the 

right-of-way to bring area into compliance with M adera County 

Solid Waste requirements. These options may include transitioning 

from dumpster-style trash bins lo solid waste earls, constructing 

trash enclosures to contain bins, or implementing programs to 

ensure that bins are not left within the public right-of-way on non

collection days. 
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Avenue 9 

figure 4.10 - Proposed improvemenl~ to Avenue 9 

Figure 4.11 - Proposed improvements to Avenue 9 ond Vino SI. intersection. Figure 4.12 - Proposed improvements to Avenue 9 and Paraiw St. intersection . 
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La Vina Elementary School • Creole a safer route to school 

• Encourage walking and cycl ing 

• Prevent vehicular/pedestrian conflicts 

Figure 4.13 - Exisling Condilions; Rd 23 end Ave 9. 

Existing 
Most children within the La Vina community attend La Vina Elementary 

School. The route to La Vina Elementary School from the La Vina 

community is approximately l mile using Avenue 9 and Road 23. 

Although the school is only one mile away, most students most students 

do not walk or bike lo school. There are no sidewalks, crosswalks, 

or designated bike lanes along the route. These conditions force 

elementary school students to use the vehicular lanes if they choose to 

walk or bike to school. 

The La Vina Elementary School drop-off area is also lacking in 
pedestrian safety features. The crossing distance in front of the 

elementary school is high with respect to typical traffic speeds and 

there are no crosswalks or pedestrian signage. This creates significant 

potential for pedestrian/vehicular conflicts, particularly during pick-up 

and drop-off times when students are out of class and large numbers 

figure 4.14 - Proposed muhi-use polh along Avenue 9 end Rood 23. 

Proposed 

l. Construct a 8' wide, gravel, multi-use path along Avenue 9 and 

Road 23 to provide pedestrian and cyclist connectivity between 

the Lo Vina community and La Vina Elementary School. 

2. Install bollards al the intersection of Avenue 9 and Road 23 lo 

prevent vehicles from crossing into pedestrian space. Bollards can 

be extended along Avenue 9 and Road 23 lo provide additional 
separation between vehicles and children. 

3. Construct raised pedestrian crosswalks with flashing pedestrian 

lights and pedestrian signage at elementary school entrance 

to Increase visibility of pedestrians entering or exiting school 

premises. 

4. Reduce pedestrian crossing distance and create protected 
parking spaces by constructing a sidewalk extension in front of 

elementary school entrance. 

•
of parents are driving in the immediate vicinity . 
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La Vina Elementary School 

Figure 4.15 - Aerial of proposed multi-use gravel pain along Avenue 9 and Rood 23. 

Figure 4.16 - Street view of proposed school-front improvements. Figure 4.17 - Aerial ofproposed school-front improvements on Rood 23. 
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- Action Plan and Implementation . 

This Mobilily Study was developed in accordance with the California Department of Housing and Communily Development Block Grant Program 

and is intended to seNe as a planning guide lo enhance mobilily within the La Vino communily. Implementation of this plan is based on the following 

assumptions: 

• All improvements to Avenue 9, Road, 23, Road 24, Paraiso St., and Vina St. will be consistent w ith the Madera Counly General Plan, as well as 

all other applicable agency standards. 
• lmplementalion of the Plan's identified design concepts will occur as funding sources become available. This may be in phases depending on 

the funding source and timing availobilily. 

• Project funding may be obtained from Sta le or Federal funding sources. 
• Because the design concepts identified in the Plan are proposed lo take place within the existing right-of-way, it is anticipated that environmental 

review for Pion-related projects can be accomplished under a Negative Declaration under tne California Environmental Qualify act (CEQA) 

or Finding of No Significant Effect under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). 

Based on these assumptions, the following implementation actions are recommended. 

Intersection at Road 24/Avenue 9 

• Construct bulb-outs and add elevated pedestrian crossings with blinking crossing lights lo the intersection. 

• Paint designated bicycle lanes leading up lo the intersection. 

• Install a protective curb around the existing parking area with controlled ingress and egress points. 

Avenue 9 

• W iden north side of the street within the existing right-of-way, add designated b icycle lanes, and extend the sidewalk along the north and south 

sides of Avenue 9 to the intersection at Road 24. 

• Add speed limit signage, bulb-outs, sidewalk extensions , elevated pedestrian crossings, pedestrian signage, and blinking crossing lights lo the 

Vina Street and Paroiso Street intersections. 

La Vina Elementary School 
• Construct a multi-use path a long Avenue 9 and Road 23 with bollards a t Avenue 9 and Road 23 intersection. 

• Construct a sidewalk extension and odd elevated pedestrian crosswalk witn blinking crossing lights and pedestrian signage at Lo Vina Elementary 

School entrance . 
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Action Plan and Implementation 

Environmental Review Compliance Process 

The proposed improvements to Avenue 9, Road, 23, Rood 24, Paraiso St., and Vina St. should be reviewed by Madera County prior to project 
implementation to ensure compliance with either CEQA or NEPA, depending on the source of project funding. CEQA compliance will be 

required for State funding, while N EPA compliance will be required for Federal funding. It is likely that environmental impacls associated with Plan 

implementation will be adequately accounted for through a Negative Declaration under CEQA or Finding of No Significant Impact under CEQA, 

however the final determination of the appropriate environmental compliance documents will be made by Madero County, who will act as lead 

agency pursuant lo CEQA guidelines. 

Implementation Schedule 

The following implementation schedule was developed lo approximate the construction time required to build out the proposed design concepts. 

Aclual implementation may be delayed due to funding availability, acquisition of entitlements, and completion of technical studies. 

Table 4: Implementation Schedule 

January 

2019 
February 

2019 

Avenue 9 Right-of-Way Improvements 

Avenue 9 and Rood 24 

Avenue 9 and Vina Street 

Avenue 9 and Paraiso Street 

Lo Vino Elementary School 

March 

2019 
April 
2019 
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Financial Plan 

Because implementation of the proposed design concepts is completely dependent on !he acquisition of adequate funding, cost estimates and 

identification of potential funding sources is necessary to ensure the practicality of this mobility study. This sectio n will discuss the estimated costs of 

proposed design concept projects identified in this mobility study, a nd identify potential funding sources to support project implementation. 

Project Costs 

Preliminary cost estimates for implementation of the proposed design concepts w ere developed by 4-Creeks. These estimates should be used as 

a guideline fo r funding requests and scheduling. Cos! estimates may need to be updated throughout the design and approval process as more 

information becomes available. 

Table 5 : Project Cost Estimate 

Item Quantity Units Description ofWork Unit Price Total 

General 

1 1 LS Mobilizolion/Demabilizalion $ 100,000.00 $100,000.00 

2 1 LS . Clearing and Grubbing $15,000.00 $15,000.00 

3 1 LS Worker Proleclion $2,500.00 $2,500.00 

4 1 LS Traffic Control $5,000.00 $5,000.00 

5 1 LS Storm W aler Pollution Control $5,000.00 $5,000.00 

6 1 LS Dusi Pollution Control $5,000.00 $5,000.00 

Demo 

7 78,428 SF Existing Asphalt Removal $ 1.50 $ 117,642.00 

8 5 LS Adjust Manhole to G rode $ 1,000.00 $5,000.00 

9 216 LF Sowcul $1.00 $216.00 

10 4 LS Adjust Waler Valves lo Grade $ 1,000.00 $4,000.00 

• La Vina Mobility Study, Madera County, CA 
4cREEK.s 
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Table 5 Continued: Project Cost Estimate 

Item Quantity Units Description of Work Unit Price Total 

Construction Hardscape 

11 8,500 CY Earthwork & Roadway Excavation $16.00 $136,000.00 

12 4,500 TN Hot Mix Asphalt (Type B, 3/4·1 $90.00 $405,000.00 

13 12,000 TN Aggregate Base (Closs II) $45.00 $540,000.00 

14 30,420 SF Concrete 13-'/2" thick) $_6.00 $182,520.00 

15 4,188 LF 24 • Curb & Gutter $22.00 $92,136.00 

16 14 EA ADA Romp $3,000.00 $42,000.00 

17 32 EA Drive Approach $4,500.00 $144,000.00 

18 699 CY 8 ft wide DG travel path lo Elementary School $250.00 $174,634.26 

Utilities 

19 I LS Street Lighting & Electrical System $70,000.00 $70,000.00 

20 2 EA LED Pedestrian Flashing Beacon Assembly $7,500.00 $15,000.00 

Landscaping 

21 I LS landscaping & Irrigation $68,000.00 $68,000.00 

Striping, Signage & Markings 

22 I LS Striping, Signoge & Markings $15,000.00 $15,000.00 

23 I LS Raised Pavement Markers $2,500.00 $2,500.00 

Subtotal $2,146,148.26 

20% Contingency $429,229.65 

Total $2,575,377.91 

• La Vina Mobility Study, Madera County, CA 
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Potential Funding Sources 

Successful implemenlalion of the design concepts identified in this Plan will require acquisition of reliable funding. Because La Vina is a relatively 

low income community, there is limited ability for the community to raise local revenue for projects related to transportation and mobility. Although 

there is a significant degree of uncertainly in terms of slate and federal funding ava ilability, financing for these projects will be primarily reliant on 

State or Federal grant programs and loans. Madera County will be responsible for developing individual applications in response to grant program 

solicitations. 

The number and type of grant and loon programs available to public agencies in any given year can vary significantly based on l egislature 

appropriations. Many of the grant programs below ore on-going w ith rounds of grant monies provided upon availability of funding. The grant and 

loan programs listed below are not exhaustive and should be updated regularly upon implementation of this Mobility Study. 

Madera County will be responsible for developing individual applications in response to solicitations. 

Federal Funding Sources 

• Transportation Investment Generating Economic Recovery !TIGER) program: Provides funding for selected projects and programs based on 
considerations for safety, state of good repair, economic competitiveness, quality of life and environmental sustainability. 

• Infrastructure for Rebuilding America (INFRA) discretionary grant program. Provides funding lo State and regional governments for public 

infrastructure projects. 

• Fixing America's Surface Transportation (FAST) Act. A fa irly Aexible program to provide federal funding to state and regional governments for 

transportation related projects and programs. The Safe Routes to School program, Transportation Enhancements Program, and Transportation 

Alternatives Program grants are also provided under the FAST Act. 

State Funding Sources 

• California Department of Housing and Community Development Block G rant Program: Provides funding for projects related to housing, 

public works, and community facilities for low-income areas. 

• Rood Repair and Accountability Act (SB l ): Provides increased funding to fix roads, freeways, and.bridges in communities across California 

with funds split equally between State and local Investments. 

• State Bicycle Transportation Account: Provides funding for city and county projects that improve safety and convenience for bicycle commuters. 

• San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District ISJVAPCD): Provides funding for a variety of local transportation related projects that support 

the goals of the SJVAPCD. These include funds for bike paths, electric vehicle charging stations, and public transportation subsidies . 

• La Vina Mobility Study, Madera County, CA 
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Recommended Funding Plan 

As stated in the previous seclions, there are several potential funding sources lo aid in implementing the design concepts identified in this Mobility 

Study. Many slate and federal grants ore specifically developed to facilitate these types of projects. Madero County is encouraged to pursue a 

variety of grant options in orcler lo obtain the funding necessary to implement these projects. 

The following funding plan is based on the identified funding sources, however it should be noted that federal and slate funding programs may 

change in the future and that the following funding pion should be updated regularly to renect changes lo existing programs, as well as opportunities 

with new funding programs. 

• Pursue funding from Safe Roule lo School program under Fixing America's Surface Transportation Act for proposed multi-modal path along 

Avenue 9 and Rood 23 and proposed improvements to la Vina Elementary School frontage. 

• Pursue FAST Act funding for improvements along Avenue 9 and at intersection o f Road 24 and Avenue 9 . 

• Pursue TIGER program funding for improvements al intersection of Road 24 and Avenue 9. 

• Pursue California Deportment of Housing and Community Development Block Program for improvements along Avenue 9, Road 23, and al 

interseclion of Avenue 9 and Road 24. 

• Pursue Road Repair and Accountability Act (SB l) funding for improvements along Avenue 9. 

• Pursue Stale Bicycle Transportation Account and SJVAPCD Bicycle Path Construction program funding for proposed Class II bike lanes along 

Avenue 9 . 

• La Vina Mobility Study, Madera County, CA 
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Class 2 P.C.C. 
Sidewalk, 4" ---- Std. Curb & Gutter per 
thick except in County Std. Dwg. ST-16. 
driveways will Class 2 Agg Base Compacted 
be 6" thick. to 95% per Test Method ASTM 

D1557, See Note 2 

NOTES: 
1. EARTHWORK, AGGREGATE BASE, AND HOT MIX ASPHALT (HMA) SHALL CONFORM TO SECTIONS 

19, 26 AND 39 OF THE STATE STANDARD SPECIFICATIONS, LATEST EDITION. 
2. CALCULATE THE STRUCTURAL SECTION PER CALTRANS PROCEDURES FOR FLEXIBLE PAVEMENT 

USING A TRAFFIC INDEX (T.I.) OF 8 AND THE PROJECT'S R-VALUE OF THE SUBGRADE. 
3. TWO COPIES OF STRUCTURAL SECTION CALCULATION AND SOILS REPORT WITH R-VALUE TESTS 

MUST BE SUBMITTED TO AND REVIEWED BY THE ROAD DEPARTMENT FOR APPROVAL. 
4. A COPY OF COMPACTION TEST FOR SUBGRADE MUST BE SUBMITTED TO THE ROAD 

DEPARTMENT FOR REVIEW PRIOR TO PLACING AGGREGATE BASE AND/OR PAVING. 
5. MIN. CROSS SLOPE = 2%, MAX. CROSS SLOPE = 5%*, MIN. GUTTER GRADE = 0.0015. 
6. DESIGN SPEED = 40 MPH 
7. MIN CENTERLINE RADIUS = 550' 
8. STOPPING SIGHT DISTANCE = 300' 

** 9. BY APPROVAL OF THE ROAD COMMISSIONER OR HIS DESIGNEE, THE SIDEWALK MAY BE 
CONSTRUCTED ADJACENT TO THE CURB PROVIDED THAT lT MAINTAINS 60" MIN. WIDTH AND 
JOGGED AROUND OBSTRUCTIONS SUCH AS POWER POLES, DRIVEWAY APPROACHES, STREET 
LIGHTS, FIRE HYDRANTS, AND MAIL BOXES. OFFSET AROUND OBSTRUCTIONS SHALL BE MADE 
BY TRANSITION CURVES, MANTAINING THE STANDARD SIDEWALK WIDTH AND FlLLING THE SPACE 
BETWEEN THE CURB AND SIDEWALK WITH P.C.C .. 

** 10. SIDEWALK LOCATION AND WIDTH MUST BE APPROVED BY THE ROAD COMMISSIONER OR HIS 
DESIGN EE. 

11. TYPE A HMA AGGREGATE GRADATION SHALL BE ¾" MAXIMUM, COARSE. 

*REQUIRES PRIOR APPROVAL OF THE ROAD COMMISSIONER OR HIS DESIGNEE. 
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:0 NOTES: 
)> 1. EARTHWORK, AGGREGATE BASE, AND HOT MIX ASPHALT (HMA) SHALL CONFORM TO SECTIONS 19, 26 AND 39 OF THE STATE 

STANDARD SPECIFICATIONS, LATEST EDITION. 
2. CALCULATE THE STRUCTURAL SECTION PER CALTRANS PROCEDURES FOR FLEXIBLE PAVEMENT USING A TRAFFIC INDEX (T.I.) 

OF 6 AND THE PROJECT'S R-VALUE OF THE SUBGRADE. 
3. TWO COPIES OF STRUCTURAL SECTION CALCULATION AND SOILS REPORT WITH R-VALUE TESTS MUST BE SUBMITTED TO AND 

REVIEWED BY THE ROAD DEPARTMENT FOR APPROVAL. 
4. A COPY OF COMPACTION TEST FOR SUBGRADE MUST BE SUBMITTED TO THE ROAD DEPARTMENT FOR REVIEW PRIOR TO(J) z PLACING AGGREGATE BASE AND/OR PAVING.G")-l 5. CENTER LINE STRIPE PER CA MUTCD, LATEST EDITION IS REQUIRED.

I z 
9 6. AC DIKE REQUIRED WHEN LONGITUDINAL GRADE EXCEEDS 5%. 

7. WHERE SIDEWALKS ARE REQUIRED, CONCRETE CURB AND GUTTER WILL BE INSTALLED PER COUNTY STANDARD ST-16.m 
8. MIN. LONGITUDINAL GRADE = 0.0015 ALONG DIKE OR GUTTER FLOW LINE. 
9. MIN. CROSS SLOPE = 2%, MAX CROSS SLOPE = 5%* 
10. TYPE A HMA AGGREGATE GRADATION SHALL BE ¾" MAXIMUM, COARSE. 
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1. Tell us about yourself (check all that apply): 

D I live in La Vina 

D I do not live in Lo Vino 
D I work/go to school in La Vino 
D I work/go to school outside of Lo Vino 

2. In your opinion, what is the quality/ease/safely of the following transportation modes in La Vina? 

1 =poor, 5=excellent 
Parking 1 2 3 4 5 

Troftic 1 2 3 4 5 
Pedestrian 1 2 3 4 5 

Bicycle 1 2 3 4 5 

Transit l 2 3 4 5 

3. How often do you drive to work/school? 
D Less than 1 day per week 

D 1-3 days per week 

~ D 3+ days per week 

4. How often do you/your children walk to work/school? 

D Less than 1 day per week 
D 1 -3 days per week 

D 3+ days per week 

5. How often do you/your children bike to work/school? 

□ Less than l day per week 
D 1 -3 doys per week 

□ 3+ days per week 

6. How often do you/your children toke public lronsportotion lo work/school? 

D Less than l day per week 

D 1-3 days per week 

D 3+ days per week 

7. What are the main parking issues in lo Vino? 

D Not enough off-street parking 
D N ot enough on-street parking 

D There aren't parking issues in Lo Vina. 



8. What ore the main traffic issues in Lo Vino? 

D Congestion 

D Confusing signoge/traffic signals 
D Missing signoge/troffic signals 
D Conflict with other vehicles 

D Conflict with bicyclists and pedestrians 

9. What ore the moin pedestrian issues in lo· Vino? 

D Sidewalk not wide enough 
D N o Sidewalks 

D Poor connection to other areas of lo Vino 

D Cleanliness 

D Conflict with vehicles 

10. What ore the moin bicycle issues in lo Vino? 

D N ot enough bicycle parking 

D N ot enough bicycle lanes 
D Conflict with vehicles 

D Poor connection to other areas of la Vina 

D Poor pavement condition 

..... 
o, 11. What ore the main transit issues in La Vina? 

D Not enough buses 

D Not reliable 

D N ot frequent enough 

12. In an ideal mobility environment, how would you like to travel in and around La Vina? 

□ Wolk 

□ Bike 
D Drive 

,D Transit 

D Other 

13. How would you like to see transportation improve in La Vina? 

Thank you for your input! 
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l. Cuentenos sabre usted (marque todos los que apliquen): 
D Vivo en La Vina 

D N o vivo en La Vina 
D Trabajo / asisto a la escuela en La Vina 
D Trabajo / voy a la escuela fuera de La Vina 

2. En su opini6n, 3cu6I es la calidad / facilidad / seguridad de los siguientes modos de transporte en La Vina? 

l =pobre, 5 =excelente 
Aparcamiento l 2 3 4 5 

Tu6Aco l 2 3 4 5 
Peat6n l 2 3 4 5 
Bicicleta l 2 3 4 5 

Tr6nsito l 2 3 4 5 

3. 2Con que frecuencio conduce ol trobojo / escuelo? 
D M enos de l dfa a la semono 

D l -3 dfos a la semana 
_,, D 3 + dfas por semana 
0) 

4. 3Con que frecuencia caminas al trabajo / escuelo? 

D M enas de l dfa o la semono 
D 1-3 dfas a la semana 
D 3 + dfas por semana 

5. 3Con que frecuencia usted va de bicicleta ol trobojo oa la escuela? 
D M enos de l dfa a la semana 

D l -3 dfas a la semana 
D 3 + dfas por semana 

6. 3Con que frecuencia toma transporte publico al trabajo oa la escuela? 

D M enos de 1 dfa a la semana 
D l -3 dfos o la semono 
D 3 + dfas por semana 

7 3Cu6les son los principales problemos de estocionomiento en La Vina? 
D No hoy suticiente estocionamiento fuera de la calle 
D No hay suticiente estacionomiento en lo colle 
D N o hay problemas de estacionomiento en Lo Vino. 



8. 2Cu6les son los principales problemas de tr6fico en La Vina? 

D Congesti6n 

D Senales de tr6fico / sei\alizaci6n confusas 

D Falto de senolizoci6n / senoles de tr6nsito 

D ConAicto con otros vehfculos 
D ConAicto con ciclistos y peatones 

9. 2Cu6les son los principoles temas peotonoles en La Vina? 

D Lo ocera no es lo suficientemente ancha 

D No hay aceras 

D Limpieza 

D ConAicto con vehiculos 

10. 2Cu6Ies son los principales problemos de lo biciclelo en Lo Vino? 

D No hay suficiente estacionamiento para bicicletas 

D No hay suficientes carriles para bicicletas 

D ConFlicto con vehfculos 

D Malo conexi6n con otros zonos de Lo Vino 

D Mala condici6n del pavimento 

11. 2Cu6Ies son los principales problemas de tr6nsito en La Vina? 

- D Dema~odosou~bu~s 
--J D No hay suficientes autobuses 

D No es confiable 

D No es lo suficientemente frecuente 

12. En un entorno de movilidad ideal, zc6mo te gustarfa viajar en Lo Vino? 

D Caminar 

D Bicicleta 

D Conducir 

D Tr6nsito 

D Otros 

13. 3C6mo le gustarfa que el transporte mejorara en La Vina? 

1Grocios por su oporte! 



What is your preferred design for pedestrian crossings? 

Is lighting at crosswalks on issue in Lo 
Vina? 

8Cu61 es su disefio preferido para los cruces peatonales? 

ilo iluminaci6n en los cruces pealo
nales es un problema en La Vina? 

Marked pedestrian crossing Rmsed pedestrian crossing llluminoted pedeotrian crossing 
Posarelo peolonal morcado Posoreb peolonol elevoco Poscrelo peotonol auminodo 

Pedestrian crossing with contraslirlg material 
Colzoda peoloool con moleriol conlroslonle 

Yes 

No 

C 
C 

> mDBILE
C 
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Pedestrian Crossing 
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What is your preferred method for reducing traffic speeds in la Vina? 

iCual es su metodo preferido para reducir la velocidad del vehfculo en la Vina? 

Speed Bump 
lopes 

lledoce rood v,;d;l, end provide landscaping lleduce rood wid:h and provide porl:ing Bulb out/Siclewolk ex!ension 
Reducir e l oocho de lo corretero y proporciooor poi,opsmo lleduci• el oncho de! comino y proporcionor opo,comienlo Extension o solienle de lo ocero 

0 

·-C 

> 
0__. Survey Board 1 

Traffic Calming 
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What is your preferred method for providing pedestrian and bicycle access to La Vina? 

8Cu61 es su metodo preferido para proporcionar acceso peatonol y de bicicleta a La Vina? 

Green bile !ones lo iBCteose cydisl visibility Physicolly seperated bike lanes 
Corriles verdes pore biciclelos poro aumenlcr la visi"bilidad Corriles de bicidelo fisicomenle seporadas 

delcdslo 

Surve Board 2 

Sepe,ale mu.lti-use Ira~ 

Sende<o sepo,ado mulliusos 

Shared Bil:e Lone 

Carril bid comportido 
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1. In your opinion, what is the quality/ease/safety of the 
following transportation modes in La Vina? 

1 =poor, 5=excellent .n 
Parking 1 \V 3 4 5§Traffic 2 3 4 5 
Pedestrian 2 3 4 5 
Bicycle 1 2 3 4 5 
Transit 1 Q) 3 4 5 

For Questions 2-5, more than one selection may be made. 

2. How do you usually travel to work, school, or to shop? 

~Car □ Bicycle OWalk O Public □ Transit (Bus) 

3. What are the main traffic issues in La Vina? 
0 Confusing signage/traffic signals 
~ Missing signage/traffic signals 
~ Conflict w ith other vehicles 
~ConFlict w ith bicyclists and pedestrians 

4 . What are the main pedestrian issues in La Vina? 
0 Sidewalk not wide enough 
~ N o Sidewalks 
"¢Poor connection to other areas of La Vina 
tzl-Cleanliness 
0 Conflict with vehicles 

5. What are the main bicycle issues in La Vina? 

0 Not enough bicycle parking 
ji'.I Not enough bicycle lanes 
~Conflict with vehicles 
~ Poor connection to other areas of La Vina 
~Poor pavement condition 

6. How would you like to see transportation improve in La 
Vina? 

fllr6P!!l~1£fW~ 

Potential Traffic Calming Methods 

Reduce road width and provide landscaping 
and pedestrian features 

Reduce rood width and provide parking 

Landscaped Median 

1 
Please return survey in enclosed return envelope by August 25 
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1. In your opinion, what is the quality/ease/safety of the 

following transportation modes in La Vina? 

1 =poor, 5=exc llent 
Parking 2 3 4 5 
~amc 2 3 4 5 
Pedestrian 2 3 4 5 
Bicycle 2 3 4 5 
Transit 2 3 4 5 

For Questions 2-5, more than one selection may be mode. 

2. How do you usually travel to work, school, or to shop? 

~Car □ Bicycle □ Wolk D Public D Transit (Bus) 

3. What ore the main traffic issues in La Vina? 

D Confusing signage/traffic signals 
'¢,Missing signage/traffic signals 
~Conflict with other vehicles 
~Conflict with bicyclists and pedestrians 

4. What ore the main pedestrian issues in La Vino? 

~Sidewalk not wide enough 
'ftNo Sidewalks 
t;1Poor connection to other areas of Lo Vina 

'l>Cleanliness 
~Conflict with vehicles 

5. vVhot or~ the main bicycle issues in Lo Vino? 
~Not enough bicycle parking 

~Not enough bicycle lanes 
~Conflict with vehicles 
-~Poor connection to other areas of La Vina 

j:i(foor pavement condition 

6. How would you like to see transportation improve in Lo 

Vina? 

r h)QtA--1--J? VL~ ::n;l Sb' ~ 

mDB/LE 
mRDERR 

l~ 0, 
~F4cREE.Ks 

Potential Traffic Calming Methods 

Reduce road width and provide landscaping 
and pedestrian features 

Reduce rood width and provide parking 

::!.>c::r:1 6cJA:--71%+? 1::=1.A:Ll'--tN6 ~A;:::f t3-,-.JJ) Landscaped Median 
1?--o@.s:: N 1-rK r:? o :PDTH rn t?S: A:t--,ro , 
.s c) w'\ F , .A:-cSDu Me: AcJ.P :PM-K.A-f2...G".A:r. -:r- 1,--.JO<.A-~ A--t.£"o V\ !(....(::TO s~ 
VV\.Oie,. ~ ,.Y,~-e--r::T" LA~H..TI .,..l G. . 

Please return survey in enclosed return envelope by August 25 
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1. In your opinion, w hot is the quality/ease/sofety of the Potential Traffic Calming Methods 

following transportation modes in La Vina? 

1=poor, 5=excellent 

Parking l'.42 2 3 4 5 
Traffic CC) 2 3 4 5&Pedestrian 2 3 4 5 
Bicycle l 2 3 4 5 
Transit l 2 3 4 5 

For Questions 2-5, more than one selection may be made. 

~-Jow do YJ>U usually tro/el to work, school, oyo shop? 
~Car [g'Bicycle !StWalk DPublic [M'fransit (Bus) 

3. W hat are the main troffic issues in La Vina? 

Ds:;onfusing signage/traffic signals 

g'~issing signage/traffic signals 
0"~onflict wi th other vehicles 
~Conflict w ith bicyclists and pedestrians 

4. W hat are the moin pedestrian issues in La Vino? 

rst"Sidewalk not wide enough 
iiailo Sidewalks 
~~or connection to other areas of La Vina 

IB'_91eanliness 
~Conflict w ith vehicles 

5. What are the main bicycle issues in La Vino? 

rn"'Not enough bicycle parking 

~ot enough bicycle lanes 
ISiJfoonflict w ith vehicles 
MPoor connection to other areas of la Vina 

Woor pavement condition 

6. How would you like to see transportation improve in La 

Vina? 

Spe..e.~ .
(1,cwc.l ~ cl IV · 11ic;/,t wJ/(s. 

Please refurn survey in enclosed return envelope by August 25 

vacL¼f( ;;>,r14n2 1_n ,u 2ce,uan~ 4'.Jf41C/07t'.- ~;e, Y-vtrdtJ d~ 
1 

111'} v.e.luck. 5USplYl5fon j5 ber(l..3 af:~V-ef. 

Reduce road width and provide landscaping 

and pedestrian features 

Reduce rood width and provide parking 

Landscaped Median-1.c. S~viS' 5uaa,c.fJitrz tr> <l,
• I ~I ::a::;r , ;::.:: ' 
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1. In your opinion, what is the quality/ease/safety of the 

following transportation modes in La Vina? 

1 =poor, 5=exc.,!lent 

Parking W 2 3 4 5 
Traffic 1 2 3 @ 5 
Pedestrian 1 2 (] 4 5 

Bicycle @ 3 ~ 5 

Transit 2 3 @ 5 

For Questions 2-5, more than one selection may be made. 

2. How do you usually travel to work, school, or to shop? 

Pid'Car □ Bicycle □ Wal k D Public filTransit (Bus) 

3. What are the main traffic issues in La Vina? 

D Confusing signage/traff1c signals 
18! Missing signage/traffic signals 
~Conflict w ith other vehicles 

0 Conflict w ith bicyclists and pedestrians 

4. What are the main pedestrian issues in La Vina? 

Q!! Sidewalk not wide enough 

D No Sidewalks 
D Poor connection to other areas of La Vina 

D Cleanliness 
lXl Conflict with vehicles 

5. W hat are the main bicycle issues in La Vina? 

D N ot enough bicycle parking 
ifN ot enough bicycle lanes 
ii,Conflict w ith vehicles 
D Poor connection to other areas of La Vina 

D Poor pavement condition 

6. How would you like to see transportation improve in La 

Vina? 

Potential Traffic Calming Methods 

Reduce road width and provide landscaping 
and pedestrian features 

Reduce road width and provide parking 

Landscaped M edian 

1$e and f0Jy fA'<L j v.s t 
.io(\\LiVl3 U\O Please return survey in enclosed return envelope by August 25 
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Potential Traffic Calming Methods 1. In your opinion, what is the quality/ease/safety of the 
fo llowing transportation modes in Lo Vino? 

1 =poor, 5=excellent 

Parking 1 2 3 4 5 
Traffic 1 2 3 4 5 
Pedestrian Cl> 2 3 4 5 
Bicycle 2 3 4 5 
Transit 2 3 4 5ffi 
For Questions 2 -5, more than one selection may be made. 

2. How do you usually travel to work, school, or to shop? 

~ ar □ Bicycle □Wo lk D Public □ Tran sit (Bus) 

3. What ore the main traffic issues in La Vino? 

D Confusing signage/traffk signals 
D Missing signage/trafRc signals . 

,EF<:onAict with other vehicles ~Qt'~ qy\w... \ ,¥<- TW2.\-'l.. <YI 5o 

D ConAict with bicyclists and p~ strians 

4. What are the main pedestrian issues in La Vina? 

D Sidewalk not wide enough 
D No Sidewalks 
D Poor connection to other areas of la Vina 

D Cleanliness 

~ConAict with vehicles 

5. What are the main bicycle issues in l a Vina? 

D Not enough bicycle parking 
D N ot enough bicycle lanes 

~ConAict with vehicles 
D Poor connection to other areas of l o Vina 

~ Poor pavement condition 

6. How would you like to see transportation improve in la 

Vino? 

/LJ,.1 ' -s~TTJift\Nk :::\:tQ Cero.Mt BDSD'\?S 
, v

~¥~~IEY:ts 
V>~~r~l~~ ··ct~~~{~i ;,.f~7{'.;°'~ •b~ "''AUl:,vr\)/i~ 

Reduce road width and provide landscaping 

and pedestrian features 

' 

Reduce rood width and provide parking 

Landscaped M edian 
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La Vina Community>~it1JTfi~~e :I' n.
' ' ,. j 

'I A,-,-;._••-83.. ,l- r. a ~ 
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Potential Tra ffic Calming Methods 1. In your opinion, what is the quality/ease/safety of the 
fo llowing transportation modes in La Vina? 

1 =poor, 5=exc~ellenl 
Parking 2 3 4 5 
Traffic <...J 2 3 4 5 
Pedestrian (_ 2 3 4 5 
Bicycle (_"D 2 3 4 5 

Transit 3 4 5u 2 

For Questions 2-5, more than one selection may be mode. 

2. fj_9w do you_JSually trav~ to work, school, or to shop? 
O,Car ~cle [i]Walk O Public □ Transit (Bus) 

and pedestrian features 
3. What are the main traffic issues in Lo Vina? 

0 C~fusing signage/traffic signals 
~ issing signoge/troffic signals 
rlX:onAict with other vehicles 
0 Conflict with bicyclists and pedestrians 

4. W hat are the main pedestrian issues in La Vina? 
0 Sigewalk not wide enough 
~Sidewalks 
Q-Poor connection to other areas of Lo Vino 

~ nliness Reduce road width and provide parking 
8'ConAict w ith vehicles 

5. W hat are the main bicycle issues in La Vina? 

0 Not enough bicycle parking 
0 Not enough bicycle lanes 
IQ.6nAict with vehicles 
0 Poor connection lo other areas of La Vina 
[JY'6or pavement condition 

6. How would you like to see transportation improve in La 

Vino? 

k'R ))Q-g~ ,,=D1\ffic\ ~ _1~ r~Al s;}. o,w 
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Reduce road width and provide landscaping 

\S Landscaped Median 

-~ 01D~S,o){~
1 Please return survey in enclosed return envelope by August 25 
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1. In your opinion, w hat is the quality/ease/safety of the 
following transportation modes in Lo Vina? 

1 =poor, 5=excellent 

Parking CY 2 3 4 5 
Traffic (32 2 3 4 5 

Pedestrian N 2 3 4 5 

Bicycle 62 2 3 4 5 
Transit Ci) 2 3 4 5 

For Questions 2-5, more than one selection may be made. 

2. How do you usually travel to work, school, o r to shop? 

~ Car □ Bicycle ~Walk O Public ~Transit (Bus) 

3. What are the main traffic issues in La Vino? 

~onfusing signage/traffic signals 

~Missing signoge/traffic signals 
(.zf-Conflict w ith other vehicles 
~Conflict with bicyclists and pedestrians 

4. What are the main pedestrian issues in La Vino? 

1i'J Sidewalk not wide enough 

·~ No Sidewalks 
t1) Poor connection to other areas of La Vina 

0 Cleanliness 
~ Conflict with vehicles 

5. What are the main bicycle issues in La Vino? 

~ Not enough bicycle parking 
~ Not enough bicycle lanes 

!
Conflict with vehicles 
Poor connection to other areas of La Vina 

Poor pavement condition 

6 . How would you like to see transportation improve in La 

Vina? 

Potentjgl Traffic Calming Methods 

Reduce road width and provide landscaping 

and pedestrian features 

Reduce road width and provide parking 

Landscaped Median 

Please return survey in enclosed return envelope by August 25 
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1. In your opinion, what is the quality/ease/safety of the 
following transportation modes in La Vina? 
1=poor, 5=exc nt 
Parking 2 3 4 5 
~ affic 2 3 4 5 
Pedestrian 2 3 4 5 
Bicycle 2 3 4 5 
Transit 2 3 4 5 

For Questions 2-5, more than one selection may be made. 

2. How do you usua lly travel to work, school, or to shop? 

~Car □ Bi cycle □ Walk D Public □ Transit !Bus) 

3. What are the main traffic issues in La Vina? 
D Confusing signage/traffic signals 
D Missing signage/trafflc signals 
Jst..conAict w ith other vehicles 
~onAict w ith bicyclists and pedestrians 

4. What ore the main pedestrian issues in La Vino? 
D Sidewalk not wide enough 

~o Sidewalks 
Woor connection to other areas of La Vina 

Potential Traffic Calming Methods 

Reduce road width and provide landscaping 
and pedestrian features 

-§-Eleanliness Reduce road width and provide parking 
·~onAict w ith vehicles 

5. W hat are the main bicycle issues in La Vina? 

t
~Not enough bicycle parking 
~ot enough bicycle lanes 

onAict w ith vehicles 
oor connection to other areas of La Vina 
oor pavement condition 

6. How would you like to see transportation improve in Lo 

Vina? 

Landscaped Median x~~~+kA?j£= "";:__~ ' ' 
<{bo bom @20~,d- •L'½:!:xi: 

CtMJi, o... ·(i)v•.A--c!b ·c..e. c , P~ 
C:J'V\; -~ ~..f~. Please return survey in enclosed return envelope by August 25 
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