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Presentation Overview

e Review of Current Conditions

* Needs
e Active Transportation Strategies for 2016-2040 RTP/SCS Update

e Focus on a “Regional Greenway Network”



Biking/Walking in the SCAG Region
Current Conditions

Changes since Last Plan
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Biking/Walking in the SCAG Region
Current Conditions

Growth in Regional Walk Commuters
(2005-2012)
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Biking/Walking in the SCAG Region
Current Conditions

(California Household Travel Survey, 2012)

Biking and Walking as a Percentage of All Trips
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Biking/Walking in the SCAG Region
Current Conditions

(California Household Travel Survey, 2012)
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Current Conditions
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Better Transportation Options = Healthier Lives

HEALTH IN COMMUNITIES WITH
BETTER TRANSPORTATION OPTIONS

Walkable, bikable, transit-oriented communities are
associated with healthier populations that have:
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Biking/Walking in the SCAG Region
Current Conditions

Average Walking Distances
in the SCAG Region
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Biking/Walking in the SCAG Region
Current Conditions
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Active Transportation Needs

Both Bicyclist and Pedestrian Fatalities are increasing

Bikeways are not interconnected, forcing bicyclists onto
busy streets or taking other modes of transportation

m Many sidewalks are impassible or do not meet current
ADA requirements

More people would be willing to bike more often if they
felt safe doing so.



Percentage Change in Bicyclist Injuries/Fatalities
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Source:SWITRS Average Bicyclist Injuries by Time on a Monday (2007- Average Bicyclist Injuries by Time on a Saturday (2007-

2010) 2010)
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@% Bikeways are not interconnected, forcing
bicyclists onto busy streets or taking other
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Many sidewalks are impassible or do not meet
current ADA requirements
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More people would be willing to bike
more often if they felt safe doing so.

Four Types of Cyclists

Roger Geller, Portland Department of Transportation

Interested but Concerned
60%
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Strong &  Enthused &
Fearless Confident
< 1% 7%




[ Active Tra nseortation AEEroach ]

4 ) 4 3 N\
First / GOk

Last Mile Greenway
Solutions Network
. J \ )r _ N
| | DO
, Education/ 4~ =
L ncouragement # &
\leable Corrldors)
~
. Active
Regional; Transportation - \
Local Bikeway Plan @
Networks _
\ 7 Short Trip
Strategy )




2016-2040 RTP/SCS Scenarios
| saa | s2 |  s3 | 5S4 |

No Build Baseline 2012 Plan/Updated Policy A Policy B
with Local Input Updated 2012 Push the Envelope
Policies for Active Comprehensive
Transportation, Short Trip
Env. Justice, etc. Strategies

Regional Strategies
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Greenways 1 1 v v+
1t/Last Mile 1 1 v v
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Foh Regional Greenway Network

Create new opportunities for biking and walking separate from traffic

Create a backbone of safer separated facilities to link bicyclists to the
Regional and Local Bikeway Networks, employment, retail and entertainment
destinations.

Link walking/biking trails to watershed management and restoration, creating
new open space and recreational opportunities
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<R egional Greenway Network
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<R egional Greenway Network
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Santa Ana River Trail

e 110 miles, from Newport Beach to
the San Bernardino Foothills

* Project originally started in 1960s
(50 years ago).

» Gaps remain in Riverside County
and San Bernardino County
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ceYRegional Greenway Network

Pacific Coast Bike
Route

* Mix of on-street and off-street
bikeways

* Provides primary bike/ped
access to California Coastal Trall

» Part of interstate bike route from
Washington to Baja
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Foh Regional Greenway Network
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Waterway Network of Trails

SAN GABRIEL
MOUNTAINS

RIM OF THE
VALLEY

SANTA MONICA
MOUNTAINS

LOSARNGELES \

RIVER & °




ACE Los Angeles River Restoration Plan
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A TALE OF TWO RIVERS
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River Corridorjs &Transit Connections
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reenways throughout LA Basin

- Flood Control Channel ROW

Urban Forests =
Recreation & Water
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The Olmsted Vision

Existing parks in 1930 El Segundo
Manhattan Beach

Proposed natural lands - parks,

greenways, parkways, and reservations
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Thank you'!

Learn more by visiting www.scag.ca.gov. Contact me at: thompson@scag.ca.gov.



