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Introduction

The Yuma Metropolitan Planning Organization (YMPO) has

determined a need for a Bicycle and Pedestrian Study for the projects create more AR i m‘f;"‘g RODUSRIGIINEXbIvS
YMPO region. This study is supported by the 2018-2041 YMPO jobs per $M than other || i $34000 MORE) 91,045 / Year
Long Range Regional Transportation Plan (LRTP), which calls for | ransportation projects m’t‘ﬁ";'\lfé;‘a“sslg\fgi;s i o dvarags Durt
recommendations for new or improved bicycle and pedestrian 17.0 Jobs Blcyclists : pe:'i,”:'“:i"ﬂ'?'
facilities and a set of design guidelines for such facilities. per $M Spend More

Transit Access

i i ) 24% Mot Increases
This project will E s Property Values
Proven Benefits Cotia i enhance the current Greemvys, s K S 0D i 1
of Implementing  Happiness Bicycle and Pedestrian || Gr VoMM [ oicvars L
Bi : . plans of each member Types o  transplants said
a Bicycle and Social Connections . . Y1111 bike-friendliness
Pedestrian Health agel’lcy Wthh W].l]. Source: AASHTO - Average Jobs (FTE) by Project Type (2012) was a factor
Implementation Neighborhoods .result in new and/or . . ‘ . .
Safety improved pathways and trail systems. The primary purpose is to connect neighboring
Plan Economic Development cities, towns, and agencies to expand access to safe facilities for non-motorized users. This

concept builds on the current plans and studies conducted by each member agency to
construct a regional, comprehensive non-motorized transportation plan. This plan will be
consistent with the YMPO motto “Citizens and Local Governments working together.”

The purpose of this study was to evaluate the

existing pedestrian and bicycle facilities

within the YMPO region and to determine

additional facilities that would promote

walking and biking in the YMPO region.

YMPO would like to promote walking and

biking to major employment, commercial and

activity centers to improve the safety and accessibility for bicyclists and pedestrians across the entire region.

Page | 3



YMPO Bicycle and Pedestrian Study and Design Standards

Page | 4



YMPO Bicycle and Pedestrian Study and Design Standards

Review of Existing Plans

Jurisdictions that make up the YMPO are the City of Yuma, Yuma County, the Cocopah Indian Tribe, the Town of Wellton, the cities of
Somerton and San Luis Winterhaven, California and the Quechan Indian Tribe. Many of these agencies have completed general
transportation plans or bicycle and pedestrian plans. These plans were reviewed to determine if any bicycle or pedestrian facilities
were planned for implementation that should be included as part of this YMPO Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan. Following are brief
summaries of these plans.

This plan offered a long-term vision for a statewide system of interconnected and shared roadways and bicycle and pedestrian facilities
to guide ADOT transportation decisions relating to bicycle and pedestrian travel, planning, and facility development. The Plan
summarizes opportunities for sidewalks and shoulder improvements on state highways but does not have any recommendations in the
Yuma region.

The transportation master plan serves as a template for developing the multimodal transportation systems of the City of Yuma into the
future. It establishes a clear vision of the City’s short- and long-term transportation priorities, aligning the City’s future transportation
needs and projects with the needs and projects identified by neighboring municipalities.

Short-term (5-year) Bicycle Projects
. A shared use path would be constructed along the Thacker Lateral south from the existing shared use path along the
Colorado River Levee. This facility would follow the lateral south to 22nd Street, and then continue south to 32nd Street
within an existing canal right-of-way directly on an alignment directly east of 33rd Drive.

. A bike lane would be constructed on Pacific Avenue that would connect the Colorado River Levee shared use path with 12th
Street and bike lanes in the eastern portion of the study area.
. A shared use path would be constructed along 40th Street and connected to the East Main Canal; ultimately, this shared use

path would extend north of 40th Street along Avenue A providing access to Kofa High School north of 32nd Street.
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Short-term (5-year) Pedestrian Projects

e The following segments should be constructed as part of the near-term implementation plan:

Avenue A between Rosewood Drive and 32nd Street;

West side of 4th Avenue north of 1st Street;

4th Avenue between 32nd Street and 40th Street;

Arizona Avenue between 10th Street and 16th Street;

Pacific Avenue between 8th Street and 12th Street;

East side of Pacific Avenue between Crowder Avenue and 24th Street;
Pacific Avenue between Palo Verde Street and 32nd Street; and

32nd Street between Big Curve and Avenue 3 E;

O O 0O O O O O 0 O

proposed near-term widening of Avenue 3 E.

Construction of sidewalks along Avenue 3 E between 16th Street and the B Canal/24th Street should be included with the

The 2012 City of Yuma General Plan reviewed the existing

transportation system within the City and identified deficiencies
based on a “Complete Streets” approach. The plan identifies the
East Main Canal and the Colorado River Levee as main backbones

for the City’s bicycle network. The plan identified a need for a

connection from the west side of Yuma to development on the

East Mesa. The plan also identified a need for more bicycle racks

at businesses, parks and other destinations to promote bicycling
and improve the aesthetic appeal of the overall transportation

network.

The figure below highlights the existing and proposed bicycle
facilities as part of this General Plan.

The General Plan states that all new roadway construction in the
City should include sidewalks for pedestrian movements. The
City of Yuma Construction Standards state that sidewalks should

be located on both sides of all streets. - - ‘ Transportation Element - Bikeway Location Plan MAP: 3-5
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The Bicycle Facilities Master plan was developed from the bicycle element of the 1995 City of Yuma General Plan. Many of the facilities
outlined in the 1995 plan have since been built. The Bicycle Facilities Master Plan aims to build on the success of the General Plan and
to act as a framework and planning tool for the City of Yuma as they continue to develop their bicycle facilities. The Bicycle Facilities
Master Plan looked at proposed bicycle facility projects from the FY09-FY18 Capital Improvement Program. The tables below
summarize those projects.

CIP Project Project | Facility | -~ : 2 i lenignms] ol it e i | Y FY FY FY
: No. | Type | 2009 | 2011 [ 2012 | 2013 |2014.2018 CIP Project Pr::a Faclity | 5000 | 2011 | 2012 | 2013 |2014208 Total
: 0.3 0005 — Ist Avenue - 16th Street -
East Wetlands Multi- $2,800 $£2 800 to 12th Street $320 $320
1.0002| Use (OSLR DHEE . 1s59602)Route |22 L WS S
CEmd Gt T Path [y Highway Users Fund/ i '
24;:51 t- A B $2 527 ) $2.527 Lotleey: s
yer e ' Glss Parkway Extension
to Avenue C 583250 Lane bt I——
Bond : $150 Loy Heead B Js9707] Lane
ProRata Funds $2.377 "'?C"?{I]?" fosld S
Magnolia Avenue , et al $1,090 1,000 s
""B%Ha ------------------------ 5.9105] Route ¢ nap %ﬂ}gﬂ Avenue B - 24th Street
32nd Street - 4th Av- (to32na Street 597311 Lane
enuetoAvenueB | | [ $1250f I I B $1.250 L4ly Hitxad Jax
| Bond  |59402| Lane | $650 $650 Development Tax
Surface Transportation 12th Street - Avenue A
Frogram $600 $600 to Avenue B -
hespmes b e RGBT N Lane: Faoiem
20th Street - Avenue B | Bond T !
toAvenueC  ls59507] pam |$890 %890 City Road Tax
Bond $890 $890 24th Street - Avenue 6E
|toAvenue 9E 195981 ] Lane
Bond
Arizona Avenue - 16th
Street to Giss Pkwy 59913] Lane

City Road Tax

Additional bicycle facility projects were identified based on three facility alternatives (Recreational, Cross-Town, Destinations). All
proposed projects, including those form the CIP, were summarized and prioritized based on proximity to destinations, connectivity
needs and available funding. The projects were prioritized into high-, mid- and low-priority projects. The figure below shows all
existing and proposed facilities, with the high-priority projects highlighted.
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From the Yuma Bikeways Plan: “The intent of the 2018 Yuma Bikeways Plan is to establish a comprehensive framework to guide
development of the City’s bicycle facilities to address current deficiencies and accommodate the region’s growth. The vision statement
of the plan is to develop “A unified bikeway network providing people of all ages and abilities the opportunity to safely ride a bicycle
in Yuma.” The plan focuses on goals related to safety, convenience, connectivity and promotion to achieve this vision.

The 2018 Yuma Bikeways Plan proposes adding 53 miles of bike paths, 132 miles of bike lanes and 18 miles of bike routes. The high
priority projects are listed in the tables below.

HIGH PRIORITY BIKE LANES  HIGH PRIORITY BIKE PATHS

FROJECT MILEAGE  COST | mogcr _________________________ mueace cos ]
{D 15T STREET [Ave B fo 411 Ave] 1.5m 5 @ THACKER LATERAL LINEAR PARK (W Main Canal 1o 2410 51 J0m 5513
{Z) 14TH STREET [Ave B to Bth Ave) 1am 354 {12 14TH STREET PATH [ave C to Ave B] 1om 114
(3) 14TH STREET |15t Ave to Pociflc Ave) 125m 5 (i3 32ND STREET PATH (2= B fo Ave A] 1.6m 55
@ ARIZOMNA AVENUE (181 5t to Palo Verde 51) 1.5m 333 @ FACIFIC AVEMUE PATH [Colorado River Levee Linear Park to Bth 1) 0.25m i3
(5) 24TH STREET [Ave B to Ave A] e ¢ {15 COLORADO RIVER LEVEE LINEAR FARK EXTENSION 55m 3333
@) PACIFIC AVENUE (5 5t 1o 12¢0 51| pee % {14} PACIFIC AVENUE [1&th St to 3Znd St 20m 111
@ PALD VERDE STREET |Ave 27/3E o Ave 5E) s s @ 24TH STREET PATH (Kennedy Ln fo B 3.7 Lateral) 013 m i3
(@ ARABY ROAD (24t 5t 1o 32nd! 51 e 118 (i B 3.7 LATERAL LINEAR PARK [24:h St to Palo Verde 5f) 0.5m {111
5 1 J

% @ 32ND STREET PATH (Arzona Ave to Pocific Ave) rom p 14

{¥) AVEMUE 7€ (24 5110 Fronroge Ra) 1.0m 154
(X} 32ND STREET PATH (Ave 3E to Ave 71/5E Alignment] 45m 3333

{0} N FRONTAGE ROAD [Ave PETo Ave 108] 10m i
(T} AVEMUE 4E [4151 5t 10 48h 51) D7 m f114

MICHE: B SR I = 000 00 S~ L ST G = e HIOTE: § = <$50,000; £ = $50.000-250,000; $39 = $250,000-$181; $348 = $1A=

}-HHGH PRIORITY BHKE @UT HIGH PRIORITY BIKE CROSSINGS

@ 22ND STREET [4th Ave fo 24th 51) 1m $ (23 EMAIN CANAL L W MAIN CANAL LINEAR PARKS 3
{23 PALD VERDE STREET |Arizona Ave to Ave 25 E] Tm $ () EMAIN CANAL LINEAR PARK AT BTH STREET 3
(@ ARTOMA AVENUE [Poic Verde St o 32nd 51) o.5m $ () EMAIN CANAL UNEAR PARK AT 24TH STREET £44
PP Y T w—— T YW T {26 EMAIN CANAL LINEAR FARK AT 32ND STREET 3

MOTE: § = <$50,000; 33 = $50,000-250,000; $44 = $250,000-5 1M: $344 = i+
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The purpose of the Plan is to conserve the natural resources of the County in addition to promoting the health, safety and convenience
of the general public through the development of unincorporated Yuma County.

The plan identified opportunities for linking natural resources within the County through development/expansion of the Juan Bautista
de Anza Trail, the Butterfield Trail and the El Camino del Diablo Trail.

The Plan does not highlight any specific proposed pedestrian or bicycle facilities, but it does identify the following as a Circulation
Policy and Priority: “Yuma County will encourage road design, construction or reconstruction to better accommodate pedestrian and
bicycle traffic.”

The purpose of this study was to inventory the existing conditions and characteristics of the
roadway network in San Luis and to identify potential areas of improvement. The Plan
focuses on a “Complete Streets” approach to future development of multi-modal facilities " Small Area Tr: tation Study
and suggests that San Luis is ideal for walking and bicycling due to its small size and large e

number of pedestrians and bicyclists crossing the US-Mexico border on a daily basis. The | WAL NO L SRS
Plan suggests the following general recommendations for pedestrian and bicycle facilities:

City Of San Luis

. Improved crosswalks
. Pedestrian signals at major intersections FINAL REPORT //
. Improved curb cuts at crosswalk locations o R i
9 ~
. Pedestrian amenities such as landscaping for shade :
. Bulb outs or pedestrian refuge areas in appropriate locations
. pedestrian crossing between Main Street and 1st Avenue
. Bicycle Lanes on Main Street and Juan Sanchez Boulevard
. Establish other low volume, low speed roadways as shared vehicle-bicycle
facilities
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The 2020 General Plan acts as a guide for City officials and planners to express the vision and values of the community through future
development. The Plan does not highlight any specific recommendations but does state that multi-modal facilities should be
implemented to provide an effective overall transportation system. The Plan stated that many residents use bicycles to commute to
work, school and other local destinations. It also identified a need to complete the connectivity between schools and other activity
centers through pedestrian and bicycle facilities to promote student safety.

The purpose of this study was to address the most critical transportation issues facing the cities of San Luis, AZ and San Luis Rio
Colorado, Sonora, Mexico as it related to the exchange of students, employees and recreational users of the border crossing. The plan
identifies the need for sidewalk connectivity and bicycle lanes and other facilities near and surrounding the “core activity area”. The
Plan shows examples of unsafe pedestrian crossings and lists “Stripe/Restripe pedestrian crosswalks” as a low-cost intersection
improvement that can be implemented at high conflict locations. In addition, three short term recommendations are highlighted
relating to pedestrian and bicycle facilities:

e Conduct study to address pedestrian safety and mobility throughout the city, potential improvements could include pedestrian

signal crossing locations and devices and/or pedestrian refugee islands

e Conduct study to review and research bicycle users travel patterns

e Review and research pedestrian and bicycles amenities specific to the needs of San Luis Rio Colorado

The Somerton General Plan is a statement of the Community Vision for the future. The plan identifies a major circulation goal is to
“develop a pedestrian-oriented system” that provides critical links between residential areas, recreational facilities, schools and
employment and commercial centers. The Plan encourages the use of existing canal and drainage corridors in development of
pedestrian and bicycle facilities, especially since there are many Somerton residents who rely on walking and bicycling as their main or
only form of transportation.
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The purpose of this master plan is to connect parks and schools and provide safe facilities for non-motorized users. The plan outlines
previous recommendations for the Yuma Metropolitan Planning Organization for non-motorized facilities in Somerton, as shown in the

tables below.

TABLE 4: YMPO 2011-2016 TIP PROJECTS

PROJECT NAME PROJECT LOCATION FAn | FUNDING | sTATUS
Somerton Avenus-mill & replace 14 Street to County 157 2012 STP In process
Somerton Canal Shared use
pattway-design Hwy 95 to County 17% TBD TE In process
Somerton Canal Shared use =
patw nstruction Hwy 95 to County 17 TBD TE Not started
Cesar Chaver Avenue Shared use .
et an Hwy 85 to Madison Street TBD TE In process
Cesar Chaver Avenue Shared use iz :
pat eeArschion Hwy 95 to Madison Street TBD TE Mot started
Main Strest Shared use pathway- | Bingham o Somerton
design Avenue L I In process
Main Street Shared use pathway- | Bingham to Somerton =
construction Avenue TED TE Not started
TBD — to be determined
TABLE 5: YMPO 2033 RTP PROJECTS
FISCAL
PROJECT NAME PROJECT LOCATION YEAR FUNDING | STATUS
Somerton Avenue widening Femn to County 17 2010-2014 TBD Mot started
Somerton Avenus widening Jefferson to County 15™ 2010-2014 TBD Mot started
Somerton Averue-mill & replace County 157 o 14 Strest 2010-2014 TBD In process

TBD — to be determined

Existing sidewalk and shared use pathway improvements

The plan also identifies additional short-, mid- and long-term
improvements to multimodal facilities in the area, as listed below.

Short-term

Build shared use pathways that are designed or under design

e Cesar Chavez Avenue, Eucalyptus Street to Gardenia Street

¢ Cesar Chavez Avenue, Main Street to County 15th Street

eSomerton Canal shared use pathway, County 17th Street to Patricia Street
and Fern Street to Main Street

e Main Street shared use pathway, Somerton Avenue to Bingham Avenue
¢ Close gaps created by the previous step

e Cesar Chavez Avenue shared use pathway, Garvin Street to Gardenia
Street

e Cesar Chavez Avenue shared use pathway, Eucalyptus Street to Main
Street

e Garvin Street sidewalk, Somerton Avenue to Somerton Canal

e Garvin Street shared use pathway, Cesar Chavez Avenue to Somerton Avenue
e Somerton Avenue sidewalk, Garvin Street to Jefferson Street

e Jefferson Street sidewalk, Somerton Avenue to Cesar Chavez Avenue

e Design and build
e Somerton Avenue bike lane, County 15th Street to County 17th Street
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Mid-term

Existing sidewalk improvements

Main Street sidewalk, Somerton Avenue to Cesar
Chavez Avenue

Jefferson Street sidewalk, Somerton Avenue to
Somerton Canal

Somerton Avenue sidewalk, Jefferson Street to
County 15th Street

Design and build bike facility

Main Street bike lane, Avenue D to Somerton
Avenue and Cesar Chavez Avenue to Main
Drain

Main Street bike route, Somerton Avenue to
Cesar Chavez Avenue (develop bike route due to
lack of bike lane in association with the Main
Street Retail Core cross section as shown within
the Downtown Somerton Redevelopment Plan)

Design and build shared use pathway

Somerton Canal shared use pathway, Main Street
to Jefferson Street

Somerton Avenue shared use pathway, County
15th Street to County 17th Street

Cesar Chavez Avenue shared use pathway,
Garvin Street to County 17th Street

YMPO Bicycle and Pedestrian Study and Design Standards

Long-term
Design and build bike facility

e County 17th Street bike lane, Main Drain to
Somerton Canal (portions of this project may be
developed sooner if combined with County 17th
Street roadway improvements)

e County 15th Street bike lane, Main Drain to
Somerton Canal (portions of this project may be
developed sooner if combined with County 15th
Street roadway improvements)

Design and build shared use pathway

e Main Street shared use pathway, Somerton Canal
to East Main Canal

e Main Drain shared use pathway, County
15thStreet to County 17th Street

e Garvin Street shared use pathway, Cesar Chavez
Avenue to Main Drain

o Jefferson Street sidewalk, Cesar Chavez Avenue
to Main Drain

Future regional connections

e FEast Main Canal shared use pathway, County
19th Street to Somerton Canal

e Somerton Canal shared use pathway, Jefferson
Street to East Main Canal

e County 19th Street bike lane, Main Drain to East
Main Canal

e Main Drain shared use pathway, County 17th
Street to County 19th Street
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The purpose of this plan is to identify the needs of the downtown Somerton area in order to fully develop it into a thriving employment
and retail center. The plan identifies the general need for a robust multi-modal transportation system that connects the downtown area
to the surrounding planned trail and path system. The plan states that a focus should be to optimize connections between the
downtown area and surrounding neighborhoods and open space areas. Some specific examples cited could be wide sidewalks,
enhanced intersection treatments (such as raised traffic tables), covered walkways, bicycle parking and other functional and aesthetic
features.

This Plan was awarded through the planning Assistance for Rural Areas (PARA) programs to assist Wellton in developing a
multimodal transportation plan for the Town’s planning area. The Plan inventoried existing facilities and noted that the only street in
the area with paved shoulder in Old Highway 80 and that very few roadway segments in the study area contain sidewalks.

The Plan suggests that the idea of Complete Streets should be implemented to develop a complete multi-modal network. The Plan
identifies the need for a Trail/Bicycle/Pedestrian plan to provide more detail on the location and design of non-motorized facilities in
Wellton. Specifically, the Plan highlights the following segments where pedestrian and bicycle facilities should be added:

. Avenue 29E/William Street - Old Highway 80 to County 12th Street;

. Old Highway 80 - Avenue 25E to Avenue 31E;

. County 11th Street - Avenue 29E to Avenue 31E;

. County 12th Street - Avenue 25E to Avenue 31E;

. County 12th Street from Avenue 27E to Avenue 29E;

. County 12th Street from Avenue 29E to Avenue 31E;

. Avenue 25E - Old Highway 80 to County 12th Street; and
. Avenue 31E - Old Highway 80 to County 12th Street.
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This Plan builds on recommendations developed in the 2013 Wellton General Plan and the 2011 Transportation Long-Range Plan in

order to provide a comprehensive bicycle and pedestrian network. The figure below summarizes the recommendations highlighted in
these three plans.
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Inventory of Existing Conditions

Pedestrian and bike crashes accounted for 3% of all crashes in the YMPO region for the most recent 5 years of crash data (2014-2018)

but made up 18% of the fatal crashes in the region.

The following charts and graphs provide additional insight into the pedestrian and bicycle crashes in the region.

Pedestrian Crashes

YMPO PEDESTRIAN CRASHES BY AGENCY

Yuma

San Luis

Yuma County

Somerton

20

2014-2018

40

60

80

100

120

140

70

60

50

40

30

20

10

YMPO PEDESTRIAN CRASHES BY SEVERITY

2014-2018
No Injury Possible Suspected  Suspected Fatal
Injury Minor Injury  Serious

Injury

Page | 16



YMPO Bicycle and Pedestrian Study and Design Standards

Pedestrian Crashes by Time and Date

YMPO PEDESTRIAN CRASHES BY YEAR
2014-2018
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Pedestrian and Driver Actions and Violations

YMPO PEDESTRIAN CRASHES
PEDESTRIANS ACTIONS INVOLVED
2014-2018
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Pedestrian Crash Light Condition
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Pedestrian Crash Impairment

YMPO PEDESTRIAN CRASHES
PEDESTRIANS INVOLVED WITH IMPAIRMENT
2014-2018
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Pedestrian Crash Intersection Relation
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Bicycle Crashes
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YMPO BICYCLE CRASHES BY SEVERITY
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Bicycle Crashes by Time and Date
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Bicyclist and Driver Actions and Violations
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Bicycle Crash Light Condition
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Bicycle Crash Impairment
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Bicycle Crash Intersection Relation
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Pedestrian and Bicycle crashes in the region from the past 5 years (2014-2018) were plotted on a map to identify high crash locations.
The images below show close-up snapshots that highlight the high crash locations in Yuma and San Luis. The entire crash map can be
found at the following link. The link allows users to zoom in to see locations of the crashes and details of the individual crashes.
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The heat maps on the following pages show where pedestrian and bike crashes are concentrated in the urban areas of Yuma, Somerton,
and San Luis.
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Public Outreach

Public outreach efforts were conducted as part of this study and in conjunction with the 2019 update to the YMPO Strategic
Transportation Safety Plan. A Social Pinpoint website was established where residents could locate specific locations around the region
that present an issue for roadway users, including drivers, bicyclists and pedestrians. 179 comments were received, and 45% of the
comments involved pedestrian and bicyclist issues. Comments received regarding pedestrian and bicycle roadway concerns were
reviewed as part of this study to determine appropriate facilities to resolve them. These facilities were included as recommendations in
the next section.

YMPO also conducted additional public outreach through vendor booths and flyers around the region that pointed residents to the
Social Pinpoint program.

A summary of the comments received is provided in Appendix A.
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Needs and
Recommendations

The study team reviewed the existing pedestrian and
bicycle facilities in the YMPO region and identified
deficits and opportunities for safety improvements.

This section describes the process used to identify and

develop recommendations.

_
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Evaluation Criteria

The following describes the criteria used to recommend facilities:
1. Proposed bike lanes along all arterials
a. Proposed 6-foot wide shoulder for rural arterials, to include signage and striping for bike lanes
b. Sharrow markings in the urban areas with speed limit of 35 mph or less
c. Proposed restriping to add bike lanes in the urban areas with speed limit higher than 35 mph if there is width for
restriping
d. For urban areas with speed limit higher than 35 mph but not enough width for restriping, proposed roadway widening to
add bike lanes (these projects are expensive and would go to the long-term improvements)
Proposed bike lanes along all transit routes following the same logic for arterials
Proposed bike lanes along all collectors that are not covered by transit routes and followed the same logic for arterials
Proposed marked crosswalks at transit stops
Proposed marked crosswalks between neighborhoods and parks

AR

Please note that crosswalk recommendations were based on review of school locations and adjacent land use. It is recommended that
crosswalk studies be performed on the proposed crosswalk locations prior to implementation.

The following describes how recommendations were categorized for short-, mid- or long-term improvements:
1. Short-term improvements
Crosswalks at high frequency pedestrian and bike crash locations
Crosswalks at transit stops, and add sidewalks to eliminate any gaps between existing sidewalks near transit stops
Sharrow markings for bike lanes along arterials
Restriping and adding bike lanes along arterials
Restriping and adding bike lanes along collectors
Sharrow markings for bike lanes along collectors
Sharrow markings for bike lanes along transit routes
Develop policy to add bike lanes for any arterial and collector roadway improvement projects if the speed limit is more
than 35 mph
Develop policy to add Sharrow markings for any arterial and collector roadway improvement projects if the speed limit
is 35 mph or less

Sg@ e AN o

[
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2. Mid-term improvements
a. Crosswalks between neighborhoods and parks
b. Adding shoulders and bike lanes along arterials
c. Adding shoulders and bike lanes along collectors

3. Long-term improvements
a. Widen roadways and add bike lanes along arterials
b. Widen roadways and add bike lanes along collectors

Recommendations are summarized in Table 1 through Table 3 and are categorized by short-, mid- or long-term improvements.
Detailed information for these recommendations is provided in Appendix D.

To encourage uniformity and consistency across the region in future bike and pedestrian facilities, design guidelines were developed to
include typical cross sections for various facility types. Appendix B contains these design guidelines.

Providing appropriate facilities to increase the number of students who can safely and conveniently bicycle and walk to school is an
excellent way to increase non-motorized transportation in neighborhoods and improve safety and health. Based on existing conditions
at the elementary schools in the region, recommendations were made to improve walking and biking facilities at the schools. Detailed
recommendations for each school can be found in Appendix C.
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Table 1: Recommended Short Term Improvements

Improvement
Horizon

Jurisdiction Improvement Description

Location

16th Street and Atlantic N/A N/A County Proposed RRFB along with advance $30,000 Short-Term
Avenue pedestrian warning signs
32nd Street and Shortway N/A N/A County Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $273,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs; and
proposed sidewalk (5,280 Feet)
5th Street Avenue C Avenue B County Install Sharrow (10,560 Feet) $15,000 Short-Term
Atlantic Avenue and 14th N/A N/A County Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $562,000 Short-Term
Street advance pedestrian warning signs; and
proposed sidewalk along both sides of Pacific
Avenue to Avenue 3E (11,000 feet)
Avenue 9E 28th Street 31st Street County Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $14,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs
Avenue C and 4th Place N/A N/A County Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $9,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs
Avenue C and Amador Lane N/A N/A County Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $9,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs
Avenue | and Cocopah N/A N/A County Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $9,000 Short-Term
Vocational Training Center advance pedestrian warning signs
Centre Avenue - Farm Road N/A N/A County Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $9,000 Short-Term
and Hava Street advance pedestrian warning signs
Centre Avenue and N/A N/A County Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $9,000 Short-Term
Steamboat Street advance pedestrian warning signs
Chapay Dr Chapay St Levee Rd County Install signage and Sharrow markings $2,000 Short-Term
Chapay St Strand Ave Chapay Dr County Install signage and Sharrow markings $13,000 Short-Term
Chapay Street and Quail Run N/A N/A County Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $9,000 Short-Term
Loop advance pedestrian warning signs
Chapay Way and Levee Road N/A N/A County Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $9,000 Short-Term

advance pedestrian warning signs
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Improvement
Location Jurisdiction Improvement Description Horizon
Cocopah Drive and Strand N/A N/A County Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $9,000 Short-Term
Avenue advance pedestrian warning signs
Cocopah RV and Golf Resort Loops around Torrey Pines and Strand County Install signage and Sharrow markings $15,000 Short-Term
Ave
Cottonwood Dr Salt Cedar Dr Cottonwood County Install signage and Sharrow markings $7,500 Short-Term
Loop
Cottonwood Loop and Salt N/A N/A County Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $9,000 Short-Term
Cedar Avenue advance pedestrian warning signs
Cottonwood Park Loop and N/A N/A County Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $12,000 Short-Term
Cottonwood Loop advance pedestrian warning signs
County 8th Street Avenue D Avenue C County Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $535,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs; and
proposed sidewalk along both sides of 8th St
from Avenue D to Avenue C (10,500 feet)
Foothills Blvd I-8 Frontage Rd County 12th St County Install signage and striping, and Sharrow $30,000 Short-Term
marking
Fortuna Rd uUs 95 County 12th St County Install signage and striping, and Sharrow $25,000 Short-Term
marking in urban section
Hope Ave 8th St Riverside Dr County Install signage and Sharrow markings $3,250 Short-Term
Hope Way and County 8th N/A N/A County Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $9,000 Short-Term
Street advance pedestrian warning signs
Hope Way and Riverside N/A N/A County Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $9,000 Short-Term
Drive advance pedestrian warning signs
Somerton Avenue and 14th N/A N/A County Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $7,000 Short-Term
Street advance pedestrian warning signs
Steamboat Street and N/A N/A County Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $9,000 Short-Term
Orange Grove Way advance pedestrian warning signs
Strand Ave Riverside Dr Torrey Pines County Install signage and Sharrow markings $10,000 Short-Term
Strand Avenue and Chapay N/A N/A County Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $9,000 Short-Term

Street

advance pedestrian warning signs
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Improvement
Location Jurisdiction Improvement Description Horizon
us 95 Fortuna Rd Martinez Lake County Install signage and striping $52,500 Short-Term
Rd
US Highway 95 Avenue 5E Avenue 6E County Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $18,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs
US Highway 95 and County N/A N/A County Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $9,000 Short-Term
20 1/2 Street advance pedestrian warning signs
US Highway 95 and Housing N/A N/A County Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $18,000 Short-Term
Department advance pedestrian warning signs
Veterans Way - Across From N/A N/A County Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $9,000 Short-Term
Cocopah Tribal Police advance pedestrian warning signs
US 95 Lorena Ave Ave G Gadsden "Install signage and striping $25,000 Short-Term
1st St C St Juan Sanchez San Luis Install signage and Sharrow markings $3,250 Short-Term
Blvd
4th Ave County 22nd St Urtuzuastegui St San Luis Install signage and Sharrow markings $7,500 Short-Term
4th Avenue - Arizona Street N/A N/A San Luis Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $6,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs
4th Avenue and B Street N/A N/A San Luis Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $12,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs
4th Avenue and C Street N/A N/A San Luis Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $12,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs
4th Avenue and Juan N/A N/A San Luis Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $240,000 Short-Term
Sanchez Blvd advance pedestrian warning signs; Proposed
sidewalk on both sides (4,200 Feet)
4th Avenue and Las Brisas N/A N/A San Luis Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $9,000 Short-Term
Blvd advance pedestrian warning signs
4th Avenue and Union Street N/A N/A San Luis Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $6,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs
8th Avenue and America N/A N/A San Luis Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $7,000 Short-Term
Street advance pedestrian warning signs
Ave F County 24th St Juan Sanchez San Luis Install signage and Sharrow markings $7,500 Short-Term

Blvd
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Location

Avenue F and Los Olivos Way

CSt
County 22nd St
First Ave. and G Street

Juan Sanchez Blvd/ SR 195

Juan Sanchez Boulevard and

7th Avenue
Main St/ US 95

Orgullo Del Sol Apartments
Between Main Street and
4th Avenue
Urtuzuastegui St
Urtuzuastegui Street and
Cesar Chavez Avenue

Us 95

US Highway 95 From
Estibella Drive to Lankin
Drive

US Highway 95- Walmart
Drive

SR 195

Farm Rd

N/A

Main St
us 95
N/A

Ave E
N/A

Urtuzuastegui St

N/A

Main St

N/A

County 22nd St

N/A

Piceno Drive

Ave B

County 14th St

N/A

1st St
4th Ave
N/A

Ave B
N/A

Juan Sanchez
Blvd

N/A

4th Ave
N/A

County 19th St

N/A

County 22nd
Street
32nd St

County 14 1/2 St

Jurisdiction
San Luis

San Luis
San Luis
San Luis

San Luis
San Luis

San Luis

San Luis

San Luis
San Luis

San Luis
San Luis

San Luis

San Luis/Yuma

Somerton
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Improvement Description

Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with
advance pedestrian warning signs

Install sighage and Sharrow markings

Install signage and Sharrow markings

Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with
advance pedestrian warning signs
Install sighage and striping (3 miles)

Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with
advance pedestrian warning signs

"Install signage and striping along west side of
Main st; and install Sharrow marking on the
pavements for shared bike and car lanes for
north directions

Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with
advance pedestrian warning signs

Install signage and Sharrow markings

Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with
advance pedestrian warning signs
"Install signage and striping

Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with
advance pedestrian warning signs

Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with
advance pedestrian warning signs

"Install signage and striping for bike
lanes/presence of bikes; and six Dynamic
speed feedback signs

Install signage and Sharrow markings

$9,000

$2,000
$3,250
$4,000

$15,000
$22,000

$15,000

$7,000

$3,250
$6,000
$15,000
$12,000

$12,000

$135,500

$8,200

Improvement

Horizon
Short-Term

Short-Term
Short-Term
Short-Term

Short-Term
Short-Term

Short-Term

Short-Term

Short-Term
Short-Term

Short-Term
Short-Term

Short-Term

Short-Term

Short-Term
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Improvement
Location Jurisdiction Improvement Description Horizon
Main St/ US 95 Avenue F Congress Somerton Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $6,000 Short-Term
Avenue advance pedestrian warning signs
Main Street Somerton Cano Street Avenue E Somerton Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $11,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs
Somerton Ave County 17th St County 15th St Somerton "Improve existing signage and striping $10,000 Short-Term
Somerton Avenue and N/A N/A Somerton Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $7,000 Short-Term
Garvin Street advance pedestrian warning signs
Steamboat St County 14th St County 16th St Somerton Install signage and Sharrow markings $8,200 Short-Term
Arizona Avenue Dome Street William Street Wellton Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $6,000 Short-Term

advance pedestrian warning signs; and
proposed sidewalk along both sides of
Arizona Avenue from Los Angeles Ave (Old US
80) to Dome Street (11,500 feet)
Arizona Avenue William Street Los Angeles Wellton Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $583,000 Short-Term
Street advance pedestrian warning signs; and
proposed sidewalk along both sides of
Arizona Avenue from Los Angeles Ave (Old US
80) to Dome Street (11,500 feet)

Dome Street and San Jose N/A N/A Wellton Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $9,000 Short-Term

Avenue advance pedestrian warning signs

Old US 80 Avenue 29E Dome Street Wellton Install Sharrow (5,280 Feet) $7,500 Short-Term

10th Avenue Urtuzuastegui Street County 22nd Yuma Install Signage and Sharrow Marking (8,448 $10,415 Short-Term

Street Feet)

12th Street Castle Dome Ave Pacific Ave Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $9,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs

14th St Pacific Ave Atlantic Ave Yuma Install signage and Sharrow Marking; and $270,500 Short-Term

install sidewalk on from Pacific Avenue to
Atlantic Avenue (5,280 Feet)

16th Street and Arcadia Lane N/A N/A Yuma Proposed RRFB along with advance $30,000 Short-Term
pedestrian warning signs
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Improvement

Location Jurisdiction Improvement Description Horizon

1st Avenue and 10th Street N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $10,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs

1st Avenue and 12th Street N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $12,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs

1st Avenue and 14th Street N/A N/A Yuma Proposed RRFB along with advance $25,000 Short-Term
pedestrian warning signs

1st Avenue and 5th Street N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $12,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs

1st Avenue and 8th Street N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $8,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs

1st Street 1st Street 23rd Avenue Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $2,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs

1st Street Winterhaven Drive 1st Street Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $2,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs

1st Street 1st Street Madison Avenue Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $4,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs

1st Street 23rd Avenue Colorado Street Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $14,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs

1st Street and 1st Avenue N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $7,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs

1st Street and 3rd Street / N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $7,000 Short-Term

City Hall advance pedestrian warning signs

1st Street and Maiden Lane N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $9,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs

21st Drive and 24th Street N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $4,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs

23rd Avenue and 28th Street N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $16,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs

23rd Dr 26th St 28th St Yuma Install signage and Sharrow markings $2,000 Short-Term

24th Street 24th Street 31st Avenue Yuma "Proposed RRFB along with advance $30,000 Short-Term

pedestrian warning signs
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Improvement

Location Jurisdiction Improvement Description Horizon

24th Street Avenue C Avenue B Yuma "Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $536,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs; and
proposed sidewalk along both sides of 24th St
from Avenue C to Avenue B (10,200 feet)

24th Street and 6th Avenue N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $9,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs

24th Street and Avenue 2 N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $9,000 Short-Term

5/10 advance pedestrian warning signs

24th Street and College N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $4,000 Short-Term

Avenue advance pedestrian warning signs

24th Street and Melody Lane N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $9,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs

24th Street and Vista De N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $4,000 Short-Term

Castillo Drive advance pedestrian warning signs

24th Street at AWC N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $9,000 Short-Term

Entrance/ Tamarack Center advance pedestrian warning signs

26th St Ave B 21st Dr Yuma Install signage and Sharrow markings $2,000 Short-Term

26th Street and 23rd Avenue N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $4,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs

32nd Street and Crest Drive N/A N/A Yuma Proposed RRFB along with advance $29,000 Short-Term
pedestrian warning signs

32nd Street and Fortuna N/A N/A Yuma Proposed RRFB along with advance $29,000 Short-Term

Avenue pedestrian warning signs

32nd Street and Soar Avenue N/A N/A Yuma Proposed RRFB along with advance $29,000 Short-Term
pedestrian warning signs

3rd Street 8th Avenue 6th Avenue Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $6,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs

3rd Street Avenue A 17th Avenue Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $12,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs

3rd Street 15th Avenue Avenue B Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $14,000 Short-Term

advance pedestrian warning signs
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Improvement
Location Jurisdiction Improvement Description Horizon
3rd Street and Gila Street N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $9,000 Short-Term
(Downtown Yuma Transit advance pedestrian warning signs
Center)
4th Avenue Urtuzuastegui Street County 22nd Yuma Install Signage and Sharrow Marking 3,100 $3,900 Short-Term
Street Feet
4th Avenue and 12th Street N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $12,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs
4th Avenue and 17th Street N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $17,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs
4th Avenue and 18th Street N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $12,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs
4th Avenue and 20th Place N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $9,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs
4th Avenue and 20th Street N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $9,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs
4th Avenue and 26th Street N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $12,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs
6th Avenue Urtuzuastegui Street Juan Sanchez Yuma Install Signage and Sharrow Marking (8,976 $11,050 Short-Term
Blvd Feet)
8th Avenue Urtuzuastegui Street County 22nd Yuma Install Signage and Sharrow Marking (8,976 $11,050 Short-Term
Street Feet)
8th Street Magnolia Avenue 10th Avenue Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $10,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs
Across Shilo Hotel in loop of N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $7,000 Short-Term
Yuma Palms Parkway and advance pedestrian warning signs
Castle Dome Avenue
Arizona Ave 32nd St 8th St Yuma Install signage and Sharrow markings $37,500 Short-Term
Arizona Western College AWC Loop on south Yuma Install signage and Sharrow markings on $21,000 Short-Term
end of Campus Campus Loop; extend bike lane striping to
24th St
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YMPO Bicycle and Pedestrian Study and Design Standards

Improvement

Location Jurisdiction Improvement Description Horizon

Atlantic Ave 14th St 16th St/US 95 Yuma Install signage and Sharrow Marking; and $145,000 Short-Term
install sidewalk on from 14th Street to 16th
Street (2,740 feet)

Avenue 3E and Palo Verde St N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $9,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs

Avenue A and 10th Street N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $6,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs

Avenue A and 14th Street N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $6,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs

Avenue A and 18th Street N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $6,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs

Avenue A and 20th Street N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $6,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs

Avenue A and 22nd Street N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $11,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs

Avenue A and Southwest N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $9,000 Short-Term

Medical Center advance pedestrian warning signs

Avenue A and Westridge N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $9,000 Short-Term

Drive advance pedestrian warning signs

Avenue B and Del Valle N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $9,000 Short-Term

Mobile Home Park advance pedestrian warning signs

Avenue B and Immaculate N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $9,000 Short-Term

Conception Church And advance pedestrian warning signs

School

Avenue C and 14th Street N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $6,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs

Avenue C and 18th Street N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $6,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs

AWC Loop Road 24th Street Adobe Ridge Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $9,000 Short-Term

Road advance pedestrian warning signs
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L] YMPO Bicycle and Pedestrian Study and Design Standards

Improvement
Location Jurisdiction Improvement Description Horizon
Blue Diamond RV Park 32nd N/A N/A Yuma Proposed RRFB along with advance $29,000 Short-Term
Street and Country Road pedestrian warning signs
Boulevard
Castle Dome Avenue and N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $4,000 Short-Term
Yuma Palms Parkway advance pedestrian warning signs
Catalina Drive and 1st N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $4,000 Short-Term
Avenue advance pedestrian warning signs
Catalina Drive and Country N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $7,000 Short-Term
Club Drive advance pedestrian warning signs
County 10th Street and View N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $9,000 Short-Term
Parkway advance pedestrian warning signs
County 16th Street Avenue C Avenue B Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $20,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs
Main Street 1st Avenue Lorena Street Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $13,000 Short-Term
advance pedestrian warning signs
Pacific Avenue and San N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $4,000 Short-Term
Marcos Drive advance pedestrian warning signs
Quechan Drive and Indian N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $9,000 Short-Term
Hill Road advance pedestrian warning signs
Redondo Center Drive Across N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $9,000 Short-Term
From Social Security advance pedestrian warning signs
Urtuzuastegui Street Main Street 10th Avenue Yuma Install Signage and Sharrow Marking (9,350 $11,700 Short-Term
Feet)
US 95 Ave E 32nd St Yuma Install sighage and striping $37,000 Short-Term
US Highway 95 and Avenue C N/A N/A Yuma Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with $9,000 Short-Term

advance pedestrian warning signs
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Table 2: Recommended Mid-Term Improvements

County 14th
Street
County 3rd
Street
Avenue 16E

County 4th
Street
Avenue 18E

County 6th
Street
Avenue 19E

County 7th
Street
Avenue 20E

Martinez Lake
Road

County 12th
Street
Avenue 4E

Avenue 40E
Avenue 36E

County 6th
Street

Foothills
Boulevard
us 95

County 3rd
Street
Avenue 16E

County 4th
Street
Avenue 18E

County 6th
Street
Avenue 19E

County 7th
Street

Us 95

Fortuna Road
County 14th
Street
Peterson Drive

Old US 80

Avenue 37E

Avenue 15E
Avenue 16E

County 4th
Street
Avenue 18E

County 6th
Street
Avenue 19E

County 7th
Street
Avenue 20E

Old US 80

Laguna Army
Airfield
Avenue 15 E

County 11th
Street
Gila Levee Rd

County 6th
Street
Avenue 38E

County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County

County

YMPO Bicycle and Pedestrian Study and Design Standards

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(21,120 Feet); and install signage and striping
Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(18,480 feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (5,280

Feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(18,480 feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(21,120 Feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(10,560 feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(10,560 feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(10,560 feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(42,240 Feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(15,840 feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(25,344 feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(31,680 feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(36,960 feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(33,264 feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(10,560 feet); and install signage and striping

$538,000
$471,000
$134,500
$471,000
$538,000
$269,000
$269,000
$269,000
$1,076,000
$403,500
$645,000
$807,000
$941,500
$847,350

$269,000

Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term

Mid-term
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Avenue 38E

County 5th
Street
Avenue 39E

County 18th St
County 19th St
Avenue B

County 19th
Street

Juan Sanchez
Blvd/ SR 195
Juan Sanchez
Blvd/ SR 195
Main St/ US 95

Avenue G
County 11th
Street
County 18th
Street
Avenue D

Avenue B

Avenue D

County 6th
Street
Avenue 38E

County 5th
Street
Ave D

uS 95

County 18th
Street
Avenue B

Main St
10th Ave

Juan Sanchez
Blvd

County 19th
Street
Avenue G

Avenue E

County 18th
Street

Juan Sanchez
Blvd

County 12th
Street

County 5th
Street
Avenue 39E

County 6th
Street
Cottonwood Dr

Ave B

County 15th
Street
Avenue 3E

10th Ave
Ave E
County 22nd St

County 11th
Street
Avenue D

Avenue D

County 12th
Street
County 18th
Street
County 8th
Street

County

County

County

County

Gadsden
Gadsden
Gadsden
San Luis
San Luis
San Luis
San Luis
San Luis
San Luis
San Luis
San Luis

San Luis

YMPO Bicycle and Pedestrian Study and Design Standards

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(10,560 feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(10,560 feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(10,560 feet); and install signage and striping

Install signage and striping; and install shoulder along both
directions (13,780 feet)

Install shoulder along both sides of the roadway (83,424 feet); and

install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(31,680 feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(42,665 feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(19,200 feet); and install signage and striping

Install 2-foot wide shoulder along Juan Sanchez Blvd (31,680 feet);

and install signage and striping

Restripe and add bike lanes along Main street; and install signage

and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(84,796 feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(32,525 feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(10,560 feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(63,677 feet); and Install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(52,800 feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(42,663 feet); and install signage and striping

$269,000
$269,000
$269,000
$336,000
$2,085,600
$807,000
$1,086,760
$480,000
$264,000
$42,500
$2,160,070
$829,000
$269,000
$1,623,000
$1,345,000

$1,087,000

Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-Term
Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term

Mid-term
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Ave E
County 24th St

Main St/ US 95

Somerton Ave

Somerton Ave
County 16th

Street

Ave C
Cocopah
Casino Resort
Ave G

County 15th St
County 14th St
16th St/ US 95
16th St/ US 95

Ave 3E
8th St

Ave 7E

County 24th St
Ave E

Ave G

County 19th St

County 15th St
Avenue C

County 16th St
US 95

County 14th St
Ave G

Ave G

Pacific Ave
Ave 3E

County 12th St

4th Ave

16 St

Juan Sanchez
Blvd
Ave F

Ave E

County 17th St

8th St
Avenue 3E

US 95

Ave B

County 16th St
Steamboat St
Farm Rd

Ave 3E
Fortuna Rd

County 14th St
Pacific Ave

County31/2S

San Luis

San Luis

Somerton

Somerton

Somerton
Somerton

Somerton

Somerton

Somerton

Somerton

Somerton

Yuma

Yuma

Yuma
Yuma

Yuma

YMPO Bicycle and Pedestrian Study and Design Standards

Install signage and striping; and install shoulder from County 24th
Street to Juan Sanchez Boulevard (10,560 feet)

Install signage and striping; and install shoulder on County 24th
street both directions 10,560 feet

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway from
Avenue G to 5,000 feet east; and install signage and striping, and
Sharrow marking

Install shoulder along both sides of the roadway (21,650 feet); and
install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder; and install sighage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(53,856 feet); and install signage and striping

Install signage and striping; and install Shoulder from Bus Stop to
closest residential area (4,000 Feet)

Install signage and striping; Install 6" shoulder along both directions
(10,000 Feet) area nearest to the Casino

Install signage and striping; and install shoulder from County 14th
to County 16th street (21,120 feet)

Install signage and striping; and install shoulder from Steamboat
Street to Avenue G (21,650 feet)

Install signage and striping; and install shoulder from Farm Road to
Avenue G (19,072 feet)

Install signage and striping; and install shoulder along south side of
16th St from Avenue 2 % to Avenue 3E

Improve shoulder for 4 miles, add 2 more feet on each side; and
install signage and striping

Install shoulder and signage and striping

Install signage and striping from 4th Avenue to Prison Hill Road;
and install 6-foot wide shoulder from Prison Hill Road to Pacific
Avenue

Install 6-foot wide shoulder (5.5 miles); and install signage and
striping

$269,000
$269,000

$140,000

$541,500

$1,848,000
$1,371,900

$105,000
$257,000
$533,000
$551,500
$487,000
$86,000
$548,000

$264,000
$136,000

$1,452,000

Mid-Term
Mid-Term

Mid-term

Mid-term

Mid-term
Mid-term

Mid-Term
Mid-Term
Mid-Term
Mid-Term
Mid-Term
Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term

Mid-term
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Imperial Dam
Rd
16th St

County 16th
Street
Avenue 3E

Avenue 3E

County 14th
Street
County 14th
Street
County 14th
Street
County 14th
Street
County 15th
Street
Avenue A

County 15th
Street
Avenue 4E
Avenue 5E

Avenue A

4th Avenue

UsS 95
Ave D
Avenue 3E

County 19th
Street
County 15th
Street
Avenue E

Avenue E
Avenue 2E
Avenue 3E
Avenue B

County 16th
Street
Avenue 3E

County 15th
Street
County 15th
Street
County 14th
Street
County 13th
Street

YPG
Ave B
Avenue 4E

County 15th
Street
County 14th
Street
Avenue H

Avenue 2E
Avenue 3E
Avenue7E
Avenue 3E

County 14th
Street
Avenue 5E

County 14th
Street
County 14th
Street
County 12th
Street
County 11th
Street

Yuma

Yuma

Yuma

Yuma

Yuma

Yuma

Yuma

Yuma

Yuma

Yuma

Yuma

Yuma

Yuma

Yuma

Yuma

Yuma

YMPO Bicycle and Pedestrian Study and Design Standards

Install shoulder along both sides of Imperial Dam Road; and install

signage and striping

Install signage and striping; and install shoulder from Avenue D to

45th Avenue (5,350 feet)

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(10,560 feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(42,768 feet); install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(10,560 feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(34,320 Feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(63,888 Feet); and install signage and striping

Install 2-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(10,560 Feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(42,240 Feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(42,240 Feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(21,120 Feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(21,120 Feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(10,560 feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(10,560 feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
23,760 feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(25,872 feet); and install signage and striping

$660,000
$137,000
$269,000
$1,089,450
$269,000
$874,250
$1,628,000
$269,000
$1,076,000
$1,076,000
$538,000
$538,000
$269,000
$269,000
$619,000

$659,050

Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term
Mid-term

Mid-term
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County 12th
Street
County 12th
Street
Arizona Ave

County 10th
Street
County 9th
Street
Avenue C

Avenue C

32nd St
Avenue 2E
Avenue 31/2
E

County 12th

Street
Riverside Dr

Araby Road
Avenue 5E

County 13th
Street

Avenue D
Avenue B

County 12th
Street
Avenue E

Avenue E

County 14th
Street
County 12th
Street

Avenue D

County 14th
Street
County 12th
Street
Avenue 3E

Ave C

County 10th
Street
County 14th
Street
Avenue 2E

Avenue B
Arizona Ave

County 11th
Street
Avenue C

Avenue D

County 12th
Street
1st Street

Avenue B

County 13th
Street
County 11th
Street
Avenue 6E

Strand Ave

County 9th
Street
County 11th
Street
Avenue 5E

Yuma
Yuma
Yuma
Yuma
Yuma
Yuma

Yuma

Yuma
Yuma
Yuma
Yuma
Yuma
Yuma County
Yuma/County

Yuma/County

YMPO Bicycle and Pedestrian Study and Design Standards

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(21,120 Feet); and install signage and striping
Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(18,480 Feet); and install signage and striping
Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(10,560 feet); and install signage and striping
Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(21,120 Feet); and install signage and striping
Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(10,560 feet); and install signage and striping
Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(21,120 feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway from

County 12th Street to County 10th Street (21,120 Feet); Install
signage and striping; and install Sharrow from County 9th Street to

1st Street

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(32,525 feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(10,560 feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(10,560 feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(31,680 feet); and install signage and striping

Install signage and striping; and install Shoulder from Strand
Avenue to Avenue C (15,840 Feet)

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(10,560 feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(31,680 feet); and install signage and striping

Install 6-foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(31,680 feet); and install signage and striping

$538,000 Mid-term
$470,750 Mid-term
$269,000 Mid-term
$538,000 Mid-term
$269,000 Mid-term
$538,000 Mid-term
$560,000 Mid-term
$947,000 Mid-term
$269,000 Mid-term
$269,000 Mid-term
$807,000 Mid-term
$403,500 Mid-Term
$269,000 Mid-term
$807,000 Mid-term
$807,000 Mid-term
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YMPO Bicycle and Pedestrian Study and Design Standards

Table 3: Recommended Long- Term Improvements

Street Name Jurisdiction Improvement Description Improvement Horizon
Main St/ US 95 County 19th St Lorena Ave Gadsden Widen roadway and install bike lanes $807,400 Long-Term
Ave B/ US 95 32nd St 16th St Yuma Roadway widen and install bike lane (2 miles) $2,122,000 Long-Term
Ave B 16th St 1st St Yuma Widen roadway and install bike lanes (2 miles) $2,122,000 Long-Term
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Appendix A

YMPO Social Pinpoint Comments
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BO1
B02
BO3
BO4
BO5
BO6
BO7
BO8
B0O9
B10
B11
B12
B13
B14
B15
B16
B17
B18
B19
B20
B21
B22
B23
B24
B25
B26
B27
B28
B29
B30
B31
B32
B33
B34
B35
B36
B37
B38
B39
B40
D1

D2

D3

D4

D5

GO1
G02
GO03
G04
GO05
GO06
GO07

Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Biking
Driving
Driving
Driving
Driving
Driving
Comments
Comments
Comments
Comments
Comments
Comments
Comments

YMPO Bicycle and Pedestrian Study
Social Pinpoint Comments

Where do the bicyclists from this bike lane go from here? This lane leads to nowhere special or convenient. A dead-end.
North bound has a confusing sign lane markings. the sign says stay in lane to go forward and left lane is striped to move intc
24th street has had a safety study about 3-4 years ago. 24th from 4th ave to ave B is vary difficult for cyclists. bike lanes are
Traffic lights not in sync. with most yuma traffic lights. Can catch a biker off guard if he is not 100%.

The intersection of 32 nd and Pacific with the new bike path needs additional signs to clarify the direction to the new path a
Road in bad shape and risk to cyclists

Ave 9E could be widened so that | literally do not have to bike in traffic; most of the autos hang back and allow me to get pa
There is no safe way to ride a bicycle along 32 street, eastbound or westbound from, and/or to Highway 195. | am a retired
Eastbound shoulder descending Telegraph pass on I-8 needs repair work. Road damage and potholes are difficult to see an
Share the road signage needed at new roundabouts on both sides of I-8 at Araby Rd. The multiple entrances and exits are c
Bike/walking path crossing of 1st street needs to be completely re-engineered. Route is dangerous and confusing to both v
Canal Bike route crossing 24th St. at YRMC needs improvement. Very awkward walking and bike routing in this congested a
Narrow shoulder going over rr tracks.

Shoulder comes and goes from Yu a Palms goung east.

Avenida compadres and attendant cul de sacs desperately need overlay

county 10 1/2 very rough needs overlay. short section east of Watson elem.

e 30th needs overlay on west end

Ave A needs paved shoulder/bike lane north of county 14th

US 8 needs periodic shoulder sweeping

Fortuna ave needs bike lanes

I am very much in support of widening roads to include room for a dedicated bike lane or shoulder on the frontage roads in
9 E is a very dangerous road to bike on and it is scheduled for upgrades so it is imperative this is completed this spring.

The bike island is a great improvement - but hawk lights are still needed at the 32nd and canal path intersection

The traffic light sensor does not recognize bicyclists and pushing the traffic light control button does not create a traffic ligh
South frontage road in my opinion could use improvement to be more bicycle friendly

Going east downhill starting about a miles after the fence stops and the wall begins, the shoulder's surface is so rutted that
| would like to see a bike lane along 32nd street east and west connecting to the bike/pedestrian path at the Airport.

Need a connection from the Canal Path to the road to allow access to the Maul and the softball park

This road is used by bicycles that are taking Avenue A to the 40th street entrance to the Canal path. It needs either bike lane
The shoulder going east (Downhill past where the fence becomes a wall) has a surface so rutted that it is almost impossible
The traffic signal is too quick in low traffic volume for a bicyclist to cross the intersection on the green light. Timing needs to
Crossing 1st at avenue A is extremely dangerous on a bicycle. | have almost been hit numerous times this winter.

Bike lane is consistently full of parked cars making it impossible to safely commute using designated bike lanes.

Need bike line for children to cycle to school

Need a bike lane for children cycling to school

San Luis is not bicycle friendly.

To many pedestrians exercise on the sidewalks and streets are to busy for safety biking on the street. Adults probably can v
It would be AWESOME if the bike lane from Avenue C could connect through here to get to the Wetlands on bike faster. Th:
| do not feel safe biking to work in the bike lanes from here to Cibola. | have had to pull kids back walking home from school
People bike and walk along the east side of the road a lot. There should be a bike path or sidewalk along the entire stretch ¢
Need stop light and cross walk

Multiple times a day | see people use the bike lane and parking lane as a right turn lane onto 8th st - even when there are c:
I have driven here, and seen many accidents here. Cars suddenly stop for kids crossing. Traffic gets backed up, and cars brak
High school students walking in front of cars before and after school

Awful traffic in morning and after school. Stoplight needed! Kids walking everywhere

Traffic does not stop for pedestrians in the crosswalk. This crosswalk needs flashing lights like the one on 8th Street.

This school zone is disregarded and people speed through it during school hours when students are walking to school.
Consider a school zone at 15mph from here all the way East to Ave C. Too many cars speeding down 16 St during school. Ch
Please add a stop light, speed warnings and a crosswalk you cannot miss. DVA has 1 entrance and traffic is a nightmare. Ma
The section of 23rd St along Woodard Jr High needs to be designated as a school zone, and a crosswalk needs to be installec
40th Street is riddled with potholes. While | understand it is on the City's list to remove/replace in the next couple of years,
South Arizona Avenue is riddled with potholes. While | understand it is on the City's list to remove/replace next year, | wou

32.71231
32.66919
32.68707
32.69826
32.66861
32.50898
32.67975
32.66299

32.6616
32.67688
32.72509
32.68369
32.68694
32.69864
32.67403
32.67737
32.67331
32.63118
32.67415
32.66694

32.6664
32.63145
32.66835
32.68743
32.66894

32.6646
32.66764
32.71707
32.62687
32.65759
32.69862
32.72522
32.68753
32.65372
32.65518
32.49429
32.48557
32.72507

32.7126
32.66004
32.65551
32.71317
32.67623
32.69225
32.69476
32.68844
32.68895
32.69837
32.69845

32.6858
32.65504

32.6653

-114.625774 830 S 5th Ave, Yuma, AZ 85364, USA
-114.633016 3200 S Avenue A, Yuma, AZ 85365, USA
-114.631605 2241 S Avenue A, Yuma, AZ 85364, USA
-114.633172 1201 W 16th St, Yuma, AZ 85364, USA
-114.598512 Yuma International Airport, Yuma, AZ 85365,
-114.758066 1694 9th Ave, San Luis, AZ 85349, USA
-114.477916 S Ave 9 E, Yuma, AZ 85365, USA
-114.510293 7138 36th PI, Yuma, AZ 85365, USA
-114.320552 -8, Yuma, AZ 85367, USA
-114.521059 6975 Gila Ridge Rd, Yuma, AZ 85365, USA
-114.633536 1161 W 1st St, Yuma, AZ 85364, USA
-114.63807 1501 W 24th St, Yuma, AZ 85364, USA
-114.47844 9781 S Ave 9 E, Yuma, AZ 85365, USA
-114.590181 2560 E 16th St, Yuma, AZ 85365, USA
-114.456682 10313 E 30th St, Yuma, AZ 85365, USA
-114.459085 10490 Summer Ave, Yuma, AZ 85365, USA
-114.517 6700 E 30th St, Yuma, AZ 85365, USA
-114.636669 S 4th Ave, Yuma, AZ 85365, USA
-114.497452 7965 E 30th St, Yuma, AZ 85365, USA
-114.444017 11345 S Fortuna Rd, Yuma, AZ 85367, USA
-114.467754 9619 E 34th St, Yuma, AZ 85365, USA
-114.65959 Unnamed Road, Somerton, AZ 85350, USA
-114.640574 1635 W 32nd PI, Yuma, AZ 85365, USA
-114.58045 3214 Gila Ridge Rd, Yuma, AZ 85365, USA
-114.465916 9724 E 33rd St, Yuma, AZ 85365, USA
-114.319181 I-8, Yuma, AZ 85367, USA

Yuma 5th Avenue south of 8th Street
Yuma Avenue A & 32nd St

Yuma 22nd Street east of Avenue A
Yuma Avenue A & 16th St

Yuma 32nd St & Pacific

San Luis  County 22nd St & 8th Ave

East Yuma Avenue 9E north of I-8

East Yuma 32nd Street

East Yuma Interstate 8 west of Ligurta

East Yuma -8 & Araby Rd

Yuma Avenue A & 1st Street

Yuma 24th St & Ridgeview Dr

East Yuma Ave 9E north of 18

Yuma 16th Street east of Pacific Ave
Fortuna Fo Ave Compadres & 30th St

Fortuna Fo County 10 1/2 east of Watson Elementary
East Yuma 30th St & araby rd

Yuma Avenue A north of County 14th St
East yuma Interstate 8 (all)

Fortuna Fo Fortuna Rd South of 18

Fortuna Fo Fortuna Foothills general

Yuma 9E

Yuma 32nd Street & Canal Path

Yuma Avenue 3E & Gila Bridge Road
Fortuna Fo County 11th St in Fortuna Footbhills
East Yuma Interstate 8 west of Ligurta

-114.665901 3289 S Appaloosa Way, Yuma, AZ 85365, USA Yuma
-114.598475 Memorial Park, E Levee Rd, Yuma, AZ 85364, Yuma
-114.634008 2429 W County 14th St, Yuma, AZ 85365, US/Yuma

32nd Street from Avenue C to Airport
Pacific Ave & Levee Road
Avenue A north of County 14th St

-114.341669 1-8, Yuma, AZ 85367, USA East Yuma Interstate 8 east of border patrol checkpoint

-114.59891 1615 S Pacific Ave, Yuma, AZ 85365, USA Yuma Pacific Ave & 16th St
-114.633043 1095 W 1st St, Yuma, AZ 85364, USA Yuma Avenue A & 1st Street
-114.632062 2157 S 11th Ave, Yuma, AZ 85364, USA Yuma 22nd Street east of Avenue A

-114.538323 4112 1/2 Ave 5 1/2 E, Yuma, AZ 85365, USA East Yuma Ave 51/2 E, South of county 12th st
-114.535113 5691 E 39th Ln, Yuma, AZ 85365, USA East Yuma County 12th St & Ave 51/2 E
-114.7678 1350 Juan Sanchez Blvd, San Luis, AZ 85349, |San Luis  All of San Luis
-114.765209 1502 San Pedro St, San Luis, AZ 85349, USA San Luis  Urtuzuastegui St and 7th Ave
-114.659575 3043 W 1st St, Yuma, AZ 85364, USA Yuma 1st Street east of Avenue C
-114.667182 805 S Avenue C, Yuma, AZ 85364, USA Yuma Avenue C from 8th Street to Cibola
-114.530003 5954 E 38th St, Yuma, AZ 85365, USA East Yuma Ave 6E from 32nd Street to County 12th St
-114.529947 4022 S Jasmine Ave, Yuma, AZ 85365, USA  East Yuma County 12th St & Ave 6E
-114.623352 773 S Orange Ave, Yuma, AZ 85364, USA Yuma 8th Street & Orange Ave
-114.633102 Avenue A Across 28th Street, Yuma, AZ 8536 Yuma Avenue A & 28th St
-114.667397 1932 S 39th Dr, Yuma, AZ 85364, USA Yuma Avenue C East of Cibola HS
-114.667614 Avenue C @ 18th Street, Yuma, AZ 85364, US Yuma Avenue C & 18th Street
-114.63322 2150 S Avenue A, Yuma, AZ 85364, USA Yuma Avenue A north of 22nd Street
-114.633254 2100 S Avenue A, Yuma, AZ 85364, USA None None

-114.674105 4402 W 16th Pl, Yuma, AZ 85364, USA Yuma 16th St from 44th Ave to Ave C
-114.66392 3681 W 15th Ln, Yuma, AZ 85364, USA Yuma 16th Street at Desert View Academy
-114.629106 802 W Cortez Ln, Yuma, AZ 85364, USA Yuma 23rd street & 8th Avenue
-114.619804 141 W 40th St, Yuma, AZ 85365, USA Yuma 40th Street west of Yuma Airport
-114.615826 3420 S Arizona Ave, Yuma, AZ 85365, USA  Yuma Arizona Ave north of Yuma Airport
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G08

G09

G10

G11

G12

Wwo1
W02
Wo03
Wo4
WO05
W06
Wo7
W08
W09
W10
w11
W12
W13
w14
W15
W16

w17
W18
W19
W20
w21
W22
W23
W24
W25

Comments

Comments

Comments

Comments
Comments
Walking
Walking
Walking
Walking
Walking
Walking
Walking
Walking
Walking
Walking
Walking
Walking
Walking
Walking
Walking
Walking

Walking
Walking
Walking
Walking
Walking
Walking
Walking
Walking
Walking

YMPO Bicycle and Pedestrian Study
Social Pinpoint Comments

Driving a vehicle should not be the only way for kids and families to get to their closest neighborhood park.
I look forward to our feedback.

. Perhaps students would ride their bikes or walk to the HS is there was a connection.

| would strongly encourage, as a high priority, connecting the bike paths that dead end at Ave. C and 24th St. to the afore
mentioned developments. There is an opportunity to connect these children and families to the closest COY park.

| support bike paths and biking in Yuma but think the families on the West side of Yuma have been overlooked in the
overall plan. Driving a vehicle should not be the onl

The bike path within Barkley Ranch dead ends at the gravel (sometimes obstructed shoulder) on Ave D and at Mesquite
Elementary School. Crane Middle School has a bike path going into Barkley Ranch on the N. side of 32nd St. The pathway
across from the middle school (on the S. side of 32nd St.) dead ends at Ave. C.

The result is an island of families bounded by 24th St., 32nd St., Ave. C and Ave. D. with no connection to existing paths or
sidewalks to go to the park or to Cibola HS.

As per article in Sun | tried the website to give input regarding safety concerns. | was not successful in navigating the site
menu.

I would like to give you my concerns regarding pedestrian and bicycle safety plans.

West of Ave. C there is a void in safe connectivity to COY Valley Park E of Ave C. and the families living W of Ave. C. There is
only a loose gravel shoulder connecting Park West, Barkley Ranch, Barkley Estates, La Quinta, and Falls Ranch
developments to 24th St. The bike path

Needs a traffic light here or some kind of light for school kids that cross here

No crosswalk for kids to cross for school.

No side walk to walk to school, no cross walk for kids to cross at.

It is so dark at this intersection which is right next to the park. | worry all the time that someone will step out in front of me
Many dog-owners dona€™t keep their dogs on leashes in this area. Makes it unnerving to walk around this area, let alone v
Students nearly get hit in this intersection every school day in the morning and afternoon. This intersection is in desperate r
You have to step off of the sidewalk and walk across gravel to access the button to activate the walk signal. Not everyone is
The speed limit at this location is 35mph. Unfortunately a lot of drivers do not respect this speed limit and even more unfor
The whole of 12th street between Ave C and D is very dangerous for pedestrians and bike riders as it is a very busy street.
People crossing in the middle of the street and no pedestrian crossing

People crossing the road in the middle of a street

People crossing without looking

People just cross with out looking if cars are coming

People cross the streets from not using the pedestrian walkways

There is no supervision for these kids crossing the street. Just because its high school age does make them safe walkers. Ma
On 32nd st, roughly from Walmart to the Airport, there are few safe areas to walk or bike without having to do it in the des¢
There are several schools in this area and there is not school speed zones on 16th St. and Avenue C where these schools are

Lots of people take the bus and walk to the Yuma Community Food Bank and they cross the busy 24th street. We need a
crosswalk from the bus stations south to north on 24th at.

The students at Yuma Lutheran volunteer at the food Bank and cross the busy street twice a week. Very dangerous.
Sidewalk disappears on one side of the road.

Would love to see a pedestrian stoplight across Ave C here. Eventually, someone is going to get hurt during the after-school
In the last few weeks | have noticed a very large increase in pedestrians attempting to jaywalk across 4th avenue, dodging tl
There is a brand new crosswalk at the bottom of the hill on 6E just north of the canal - when travelling north on the hill, spe
People don't pay any attention at all to the pedestrian walk signals. As soon as the traffic signal turns green they usually go -
We need a cross walk for the high school kids. I3€™ve seen several times children almost getting hit by cars.

Lack of sidewalks within Rosewood (entire neighborhood) is causing people to walk, ride and even use motorized chairs in t
Agree that Avenida Compadres needs speed control (perhaps increased police presence) & wider shoulder area, but should

32.681

32.6819

32.67972

32.67935
32.69482

32.6553
32.65078
32.69121
32.67876
32.68455
32.67687
32.49418
32.70538
32.48791
32.48908
32.48697
32.48698
32.48705
32.67617
32.67003

32.6966

32.68416
32.68868
32.69471
32.68483
32.6461
32.6839
32.68467
32.6811
32.67413

-114.667091 2558 S 39th Dr, Yuma, AZ 85364, USA

-114.6668 3926 W 25th Pl, Yuma, AZ 85364, USA

-114.667229 3963 W 26th St, Yuma, AZ 85364, USA

-114.66783 2648 S 39th Dr, Yuma, AZ 85364, USA
-114.667241 3993 W 18th St, Yuma, AZ 85364, USA
-114.53805 5511 E 39th Ln, Yuma, AZ 85365, USA

None

None

Yuma

Yuma
Yuma
East Yuma

-114.538121 4262 1/2 S Ave 5 1/2 E, Yuma, AZ 85365, USA East Yuma

-114.67584 4462 W 20th PIl, Yuma, AZ 85364, USA

-114.420891 10431 S Del Montes, Yuma, AZ 85367, USA

Yuma
East Yuma

-114.50869 24th Street @ College Avenue, Yuma, AZ 853 East Yuma

-114.650088 2502 W 28th St, Yuma, AZ 85364, USA

Yuma

-114.756532 Juan Sanchez Boulevard @ 9th Avenue, Arizo San Luis

-114.673855 4384 W 12th PI, Yuma, AZ 85364, USA
-114.782324 766 Main St, San Luis, AZ 85349, USA

Yuma
San Luis

-114.781154 623 William Brooks Ave, San Luis, AZ 85349, | San Luis
-114.781122 722 Urtuzuastegui St, San Luis, AZ 85349, US/ San Luis
-114.78124 722 Urtuzuastegui St, San Luis, AZ 85349, US/ San Luis

-114.782313 503 Main St, San Luis, AZ 85349, USA

San Luis

-114.633113 Avenue A Across 28th Street, Yuma, AZ 8536 Yuma

-114.510992 7201 E 32nd St, Yuma, AZ 85365, USA
-114.667089 3990 W 17th PI, Yuma, AZ 85364, USA

East Yuma
Yuma

-114.597031 24th Street - Across Melody Lane, Arizona 85 Yuma

-114.615877 2155 S Arizona Ave, Yuma, AZ 85364, USA

Yuma

-114.66761 Avenue C @ 18th Street, Yuma, AZ 85364, USYuma

-114.62461 2361 S 4th Ave, Yuma, AZ 85364, USA

-114.529728 4474 S Jasmine Ave, Yuma, AZ 85365, USA

-114.633255 1216 S Avenue A, Yuma, AZ 85364, USA

Yuma
East Yuma
Yuma

-114.50854 24th Street @ College Avenue, Yuma, AZ 853 East Yuma
-114.629266 820 W Rosewood Dr, Yuma, AZ 85364, USA Yuma
Fortuna Fo Avienda Compadres north of I-8

-114.457026 10302 E 30th St, Yuma, AZ 85365, USA

None

None

Barkley Ranch Neighborhood

Avenue C at Valley Park

Avenue C & 18th Street

County 12th St & Ave 51/2 E

Avenue 5 1/2 E north of County 12 1/2 street
20th Street & 45th Ave

Del Montes & Via Estrella

24th Street & College Ave

Avenue b & 28th St

Juan Sanchez Blvd & 9th Ave

12th Street between Avenue C & D
Main St North of Urtuzuastegui St
William Brooks Ave north of B Street
Urtuzuastegui St & William Brooks Ave
Urtuzuastegui St & William Brooks Ave
Urtuzuastegui St & Main St

Avenue A & 28th St

32nd Street from Walmart to Airport
Near Desert View Academy

24th Street & Melody Lane

Arizona Ave north of 22nd St

Avenue C & 18th Street

4th Avenue north of 24th St

6E north of canal (near dorothy hall school)
Avenue A & 24th St

24th Street & College Ave

Rosewood Dr & 8th Ave (entire neighborhood)
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YMPO Bicycle and Pedestrian Study
Social Pinpoint Comments

Type of Comment Comment Latitude Longitude Route Location
avenida compadres needs safety pedestrian/bike four foot safety corridor along east side to accommodate los amigos
residents traveling back and forth to clubhouse/pool/etc.

W26 Walking Also need 25MPM compatible speed bumps/dips to control speeders, a real safety issue! 32.67338 -114.457197 13138 E 51st PI, Yuma, AZ 85367, USA Fortuna Fo Avienda Compadres north of |-8
w27 Walking There is limited shoulder or pedestrian and bike path from 24th street (park west to Livingston ranch. 32.69541 -114.665282 3786 W 18th St, Yuma, AZ 85364, USA Yuma 38th Ave & 18th St?

W28 Walking sidewalks are needed for pedestrian safety. 32.66656 -114.452734 10501 E 34th St, Yuma, AZ 85365, USA Fortuna Fo Payson Dr South of 18

W29 Walking No sidewalks/shoulders make this road dangerous for walking or bicycling. 32.67019 -114.468495 9515 E 32nd St, Yuma, AZ 85365, USA Fortuna Fo County 11th St in Fortuna Footbhills
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Bicycle and Pedestrian Design
Guidelines

YMPO

" Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering



1. General

1.1. Purpose

The purpose of this document is to provide a set of uniform standards for designing bicycle and pedestrian facilities in the greater Yuma region.
These standards are intfended to promote safety, efficiency, accessibility and comfort for the intended users of the facilities, and to create
consistency in the design and application of bicycle and pedestrian facilities across the region.

The design guidelines outlined in the subsequent sections are intended to supplement, but not replace, the professional judgement of the engineer
or planner. While every effort was made to outline all possible roadway geometries and applications, the potential for a unique situation is always
present and may require deviations from the practices outlined here. In these cases, engineering judgement and collaboratfion between designers
and local agency representatives should be used to determine the most optimal design solution.

1.2. Resources
The following resources were consulted in developing these design guidelines.

¢ AASHTO Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities, Fourth Edition
e NACTO Urban Bikeway Design Guide, Second Edition
e FHWA Small Town and Rural Multimodal Networks, December 2016

2. Classifications

The following classifications for land and roadway are important characteristics to know when designing for bicycle and pedestrian facilities. These
classifications will help determine which facility type is most appropriate for a specific application.

2.1. Urban vs. Rural

The United States Census Bureau provides the standard delineation between urban and rural areas. The Census Bureau identfifies urban areas as
those with a population of 50,000 more, and urban clusters as a population of at least 2,500 and less than 50,000 people.

Rural areas include all residences, commercial zones and uninhabited land that do not qualify as an urban area or urban cluster (i.e. — areas having
a population of less than 2,500).

The roadway networks and fravel patterns are vastly different between urban and rural settings. The characteristics of rural areas can vary greatly
across different regions, however, there are some common frends that can typically be observed in rural areas:

¢ Long Travel Distance: The distances between points of interest tend to be much greater in rural areas than urban.

¢ Income Disparity: Urban households are shown to earn over 30 percent more annually than rural households.

e Chronic Health Concerns: Rural areas tend to have lower rates of physical activity and higher rates of chronic disease.

e Crash Severity: Crashes that occur on rural roadways tend to be at higher speeds and are more likely to result in injury or death.



2.2.  Roadways

Roadway functional classification is a system used to identify a type of roadway based on the service that it provides to its motorized users.
Functional classification assigns a hierarchy to the roads in a region’s network and is used for planning and design, as design standards are often
designated by functional classification.

Table 1 shows functional classifications of some typical roadway systems seen across the Yuma region. The table also provides some general
characteristics that can be used to determine the functional classification of a roadway, and to see how the functional classifications relate to one
another.

Table 1: Typical Functional Classifications and Characteristics

Functional Classification | Speed (mph) ! | Volumes | Number of Lanes | Access Points
Interstate/Freeway 55-75 High High High
Arterial/Highway 40-60 | | !
Collector 35-55

Local 20-45 Low Low Low

1. FHWA Road Function Classifications, November 2000

As seen in the table, the roadway types tend to vary from high volume, high speed (Interstates) to low volume, low speed (local roads). In general,
as the volumes, speeds and number of lanes decreases, the access of that roadway tends to increase. The primary purpose of interstates, for
example, is fo provide connectivity between regions, cities and states. These types of roadways are not typically designed for multi-modal fravel and
do not facilitate easy access to adjacent land uses. In contrast, local roads are established to provide direct access to adjacent land uses, but their
low speeds and number of lanes do not promote efficient motorized travel across long distances.

3. Design Guidelines

The recommended bicycle and pedestrian facilities for the Yuma region are outlined in the section below. The facilities are broken down by user
type and the recommended application of each facility is called out for each.
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BICYCLE FACILITIES

BIKE LANES

BIKE BOULEVARD
PAVED SHOULDERS
CYCLE TRACKS



Bicycle lanes are dedicated facilities infended for

preferential use by bicyclists. They are a dedicated Optional Normal Solid White Line”
portion of a roadway, typically found adjacent to the
outside lanes of the roadway. These facilities are used to Normal Solid White Line

carry bicycle traffic in the same direction as the
vehicular tfraffic in adjacent lanes.

Bicycle lanes promote safety as they put the bicyclist in a

position where they are most likely to be seen by vehicles
entering or exifing a roadway. | Width Varies | 57 ft° _L Travel Lanes  5-7#° |  Width Varies
— Parking Lane (1-.5-2.1 n-1—)'—- —'(—1-.572.1 m') h Parking Lane
Bicycle lanes are typically installed on two-way streets 71t (2.1 m) minimum  Bike Lane Bike Lane 7 ft (2.1 m) minimum
. . . (8 ft [2.4 m] desirable) (8 ft [2.4 m] desirable)
and are delineated by pavement markings. Bicycle lanes
can be supplemented with identifying or wayfinding AASHTO Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities, 2012

signage.

o—

AASHTO Guide for the Development of ’ == ; -
Bicycle Facilities . S e e AVVA-O v — ; azbikelaw.org

RECOMMENDED APPLICATION




BEST PRACTICE

Bicycle lanes are most effective when applied in urban areas or in rural areas with high potential for bicycle traffic. They can be used on roadways

with or without street parking where the pavement is in good condition (typically free of cracks, debris, standing water or other obstructions).

e Bicycle lanes require more maintenance than paved shoulders or other low impact facilities. Users expect that bicycle lanes will be in good

repair and free of debris and obstructions.

e Bicycle lanes require confinuous segments of uninterrupted facilities. It may be difficult in some areas, especially urban areas where the
roadways may be narrower, to maintain the minimum recommended width for the duration of the entire bicycle lane. Consider a road

diet to accommodate necessary bike lane widths.

DESIGN CONSIDERATIONS

\Wlelia! Measured from center of lane line to edge of
pavement.

4 ft minimum, é ft preferred.

Increase bicycle lane width on high volume,
high speed roadways or roadways with on-
street parking.

Signage Optional
MUTCD R3-17 (Bike Lane) signage with “Ahead”

or “YEnds” plague can be used to show the
beginning or end of the bicycle lane.

R3-17 sign can be placed at specified intervals

along the bike lane based on engineering BIKE LANE AH EAD

judgement.

ENDS

R7-9 (No Parking Bike Lane) signs can be R3-17 R3-17aP
installed in urban centers where vehicles may
tend to park or stop in the bicycle lane.

R3-17bP

R7-9



Pavement Marking Required

A solid white line should delineate the bicycle 1 B\ mal whit o
lane from the adjacent travel lane. A dashed 1
white line can be used at driveway, turn-lane or
bus-bay openings.

Place bicycle marking symbols at the beginning
of bicycle lanes, after intersections and
driveways and prior to crosswalks.

Logond
+ Optional

A - Bike Symbol B - Helmeted Bicyclist Symbol C-Word Legends

Physical Separation Optional

Can use bollards, flexible delineators, medians
or other physical barriers to separate the
bicycle lane from the adjacent fravel lane.
Can use white paint to create a “buffer zone”
between bicycles and vehicles, in place of a
physical buffer.

Other Do not use raised pavement markers or rumble
strips within bicycle lanes.



BIKE BOULEVARD

Bicycle boulevards are low-volume, low-speed roadways
that have been adapted through signing, pavement Traffic Calming
marking and, in some cases, road diets to
accommodate bicycle traffic. These are shared
roadway facilities that allow bicycles and vehicles to
utilize the same travel space.

These facilities are beneficial in urban areas where the
connections between points of interest or other bicycle
facilities are not substantial (less than approximately 5
miles). Bicycle boulevards are intended to provide Shared Roadway Parking
comfortable and safe travel to bicyclists and fo connect 12-22ft (3.6-67m) 7ft(2.1m)
points of interest.

FHWA Small Town and Rural Multimodal Networks, December 2016

nacto.org - - e ruraldesignguide.com : ' . : _ city.milwaukee.gov. -

RECOMMENDED APPLICATION

Roadways Arterial [ Collector K Local X




BEST PRACTICE

Bike boulevards are most helpful on low volume, low speed roads with heavy bicycle traffic. Bike boulevards establish a mixed-use facility
designed to give priority to bicycle traffic. These facilities can also be less visually and physically interrupting than bike lanes or other separated
facilities in areas where aesthetics is a concern. Bicycle boulevards are best implemented as connections between neighborhoods, urban centers
or points of interest.

¢ Wrong-way riding can cause additional safety concerns in areas where bicycles and vehicles are sharing the fravel lane.
¢ May not be as safe or effective in areas with low lighting.

DESIGN CONSIDERATIONS

\lelia! Measured from center of lane line to edge of
pavement, or from edge of pavement o
edge of pavement.

12 ft minimum

Optional

Best when paired with bicycle wayfinding
signage (MUTCD D11 series). These signs assist
with bicycle wayfinding and help alert drivers
to the presence of the bicycle boulevard.
May also include fturn signage (MUTCD D1 or
D11 series)

MUTCD D1-1c

TO Downtown
\Q y)

MUTCD D11-1¢




Pavement Marking Required

Place bicycle boulevard shared lane
identifying markings (“Sharrows™) at the
beginning and along specified intervals of the
bicycle boulevard. Markings should be large
enough to be visible by all users.

£SL D

/X:TP

Bicycle boulevard shared lane markings —pdx.edu

HaAleslNicielelgelilelar | Not recommended

Physical separation prohibits roadway users
from safely and easily passing one another.

None




PAVED SHOULDERS

Paved shoulders are an extension of a paved roadway
that allow for additional space on the outside of vehicle
fravel lanes. This additional pavement can extend the
service life of the pavement by reducing edge
deterioration. In addition, this space can be utilized by
bicyclists, specifically on high-speed roads where other
bicycle facilities are not present.

These facilities are beneficial in rural areas where higher
cost and higher maintenance facilities may not be
practical. Paved shoulders are infended to provide
comfortable and safe travel to bicyclists while sfill
allowing functional space for disabled vehicles.

Paved Shoulder Buffer (Optional)
4 ft 1.2 m) min. 1.5-4 ft (0.5-1.2 m) or wider

FHWA Small Town and Rural Multimodal Networks, December 2016

ruraldesignguide.com ruraldesignguide.com

RECOMMENDED APPLICATION

Roadways Arterial X Collector O Local O

10



BEST PRACTICE

Paved shoulders are most beneficial on high volume and/or high-speed roads with moderate to heavy bicycle traffic. Paved shoulders allow
bicyclists to use the space while still providing a location for disabled vehicles to pull off in case of an emergency or break-down. Paved shoulders
are a relatively low-cost option to add bicycle facilities when installing dedicated bicycle lanes or other practices is not feasible or practical. In
areas where bicycles are already riding on the roadway, paved shoulders can help reduce incidents where bicycles are struck from behind by a
motor vehicle.

e Requires a wide roadway.
o Shoulder rumble strips can interfere with the performance of the paved shoulder as a bicycle travel lane.

DESIGN CONSIDERATIONS

\Wlelia! Measured from center of edge line to edge of
pavement.

4 ft minimum

5 ft minimum where roadside barrier (guardrail,
curb, etc.) is present

Recommend increased shoulder width on high
bicycle volume or high-speed roads.

Optional
Can use Bicycle Route Signage (MUTCD D11
Series signs)

MUTCD D11 Series

11



Pavement Marking

Physical Separation

Required
8-inch white line separating vehicle travel
lanes and paved shoulder.

Can use pavement marking to create a buffer
between vehicle lanes and shoulder. Buffer

width should be between 18 inches and 4 feet.

None

Physical separation is prohibited. Paved
shoulders are not intended for the exclusive
use of bicycles.

Rumble strips are not recommended unless
there is at least 4 ft of available clear space
from the rumble strip to the outside pavement
edge. If rumble strips are applied, 12 ft long
enfrance/exit gaps should be provided every
40-60 ft.

Can consider contrasting pavement colors on
shoulder to further delineate from vehicle
travel lanes and prevent vehicle
encroachment.

Contrasting shoulder color — ruraldesignguide.com

12



CYCLE TRACK

Cycle fracks are dedicated facilities intended for
preferential use by bicyclists. They are a dedicated
portion of a roadway, typically found adjacent to the
outside lanes of the roadway, that are physically
separated from the roadway travel lanes through
bollards, curbs, or other methods.

These facilities are used to carry bicycle traffic in the

same direction as the vehicular fraffic in adjacent lanes.

Cycle tracks can be one-way on either side of a
roadway, or two-way and installed on one side of a
roadway.

Cycle tracks are typically installed on two-way streets
and are delineated by pavement markings and vertical
barriers. Cycle tracks can be supplemented with
identifying or wayfinding signage.

RECOMMENDED APPLICATION

Raised Cycle Track
with Mountable Curb

anns®
When placed adjacent
toatravel lane, one-way C ® o
raised cycle tracks may -
be co'rﬂsl’red wlth a *I--II+I-I--III.IIII-III1 Sh ou ld have 4.1
mountable curb. 1foot 6.5 feet Siopesdas:

NACTO Urban Bikeway Design Guide, Second Edition

nacto.org Cambridge, MA

Collector X Local O
Rural O
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BEST PRACTICE

Cycle tracks are most effective in locations where a bicycle lane would be installed, but additional physical separation of the bicyclists from
adjacent vehicles is recommended for rider comfort and safety. Cycle tracks are most effective when applied in urban areas with high potential
for bicycle fraffic. They can be used on roadways with or without street parking where the pavement is in good condition (typically free of cracks,
debris, standing water or other obstructions).

¢ Maintenance may be more difficult. The type of barrier separating the cycle track from the vehicle travel lane may restrict certain
maintenance vehicles (street sweepers) from entering.

e Cycle tracks have a tendency to collect leaves and other debris so they may require more maintenance than other bicycle facilities.

e Cycle tracks require additional right-of-way which may be limited in certain urban areas.

DESIGN CONSIDERATIONS

Width Measured from outside edge of physical barrier
fo edge of pavement.

One-way cycle frack — 6.5 ft typical, 5 ft at
pinch points and intersection approaches as
needed

Two-way cycle track — 12 ft typ., 8.5 ft at pinch
points and intersection approaches as needed

Physical Barrier width — 3 ft typ.

Nle]glele]=} Optional F
“Bike Lane” sign (MUTCD R3-17) may be used % NO
to designate the portion of the street for ¢
referential use by bicyclists. MOTOR

A supplemental “No Cars"” (MUTCD R5-3) BIKE LANE VEHICI.ES

selective exclusion sign may be added for MUTCD R3-17
further clarification. MUTCD R5-3




Pavement Marking

Physical Separation

Required (Optional when used in conjunction
with curb)

Solid white line striping width shall be a
minimum of 6 inches adjacent to motor vehicle
fravel lanes.

Dotted lines should be 2-foot lines with 2 to 6
foot spacing. 14 to 20-inch square “Elephant’s
Feet” markings may be used as an alternative
to dotted line extensions to offer increased
visibility.

Bicycle lane word, symbol, and/or arrow
markings (MUTCD Figure 9C-3) shall be placed
at the beginning of a cycle frack and at
periodic intervals along the facility based on
engineering

judgment.

Colored paint/pavement may be used to
further define the bicycle space.

Required

Physical separation can be achieved through
curbs, parking lanes, planters, bollards, raised
medians, etc.

Cycle tracks can also be raised above the
pavement.

If curb is used to separate the cycle frack from
the vehicle fravel lanes, it can be a mountable
curb.

None

Dotted Line Shared Lane Colored Elephant'sFeet
Extensions Markings ConflictArea

Cycle track lane marking examples — NACTO Urban Bikeway Design Guide

Cycle track separated by&gurb = NACTO Urban Bikeway. Desin
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SIDEWALKS
CROSSWALKS
SIDEPATH

PEDESTRIAN HYBRID BEACON (HAWKS)

PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

16



Sidewalks are dedicated facilities primarily intended for
preferential use by pedestrians. They are a dedicated
area within public right-of-way that is separated from the
roadway vehicles. These facilities are used to improve
the mobility and accessibility of pedestrians to any
destination roadway users may choose fo walk.

Sidewalks dramatically increase the safety of pedestrians
as it provides them a safe offset from the roadway from
which they have should access to their destination.

Sidewalks are typically installed along both sides of all
urban roads, however they are applicable along many
rural roadways as well. Regardless of location, a sidewalk
must provide ample separation from the roadway.

pedbikesafe:g g

RECOMMENDED APPLICATION

ETr-ahsporToﬁor‘r', '

[t
Frontage
Zone

< ]

Pedestrian Through  Furnishing

Zone Zone
5 ft (1.5 m) min.

FHWA Small Town and Rural Multimodal Networks, December 2016

y Course on Bicycle and Pedestrian
2006

Area Urban X

Collector X Local X
Rural X



BEST PRACTICE

Sidewalks must be considered in all urban areas regardless of roadway classification. In rural areas, they are recommended at any location with
high potential for pedestrian traffic, especially when connecting points of interest such as neighborhoods and shopping centers. They must have a
minimum clearance from the roadway and providing a buffer area between the road and sidewalk is always encouraged to ensure pedestrian
safety.

o Sidewalks, especially those in areas with extreme weather conditions, require maintenance in order to ensure that the walkway is free from
hazards such as significant cracking and sand, such that it is traversable for all facility users.

DESIGN CONSIDERATIONS

\Wlelia! Measured from back of curb to edge of
sidewalk.

4 ft minimum, 8 ft preferred.

If sidewalk is less than 5 ft wide passing spaces
must be constructed at set intervals per ADA
standards.

Width requirements can vary greatly in
shopping districts, up to 40 ft minimum.

fhwa.dot.gov

Ne[glele]s} None

Pavement Marking None

18



Physical Separation

Recommended

Buffer areas or “furniture zones” provide
additional levels of safety for pedestrians as well
as increase the aesthetic value of the area.
These can be filled with landscaping, utility
poles, business signs, etc.

The minimum recommended buffer area width
is 5 ft; however, 10 ft of buffer is preferred.
On-street parking also provides good physical
separation from the sidewalk in urban areas.
Physical separation must also be provided
between commercial areas and the sidewalk in
urban environments, called the “frontage
zone".

The frontage zone must allow a minimum of 1 ft
between the sidewalk and private or
commercial property; however, 3 ft is preferred.

Cross slopes must be 2% or less in order to
ensure accessibility.

19




Crosswalks are facilities primarily intended for pedestrians .
typically composed of pavement markings and Standard Continental Zebra Ladder
supplemental signage which indicate where pedestrians
and bicyclists can cross the road. Crosswalks can be
placed at locations which delineate the preferred
pedestrian path across the roadway, as determined by
an engineering study.

Crosswalks promote safety as they give motorists clear
visual cues to where pedestrians should be expected to
cross their path.

Crosswalks can be supplemented with identifying or
wayfinding signage.

safety.fhwa.dot.gov

—_— : —_
— | —

e SR

= == -
S
/

-
-
=

fhwa.dot.gg -

pedbike.org safety.fhwa.dot.gov

RECOMMENDED APPLICATION
Arterial X Collector Local
(A

Area Urban X Rural X

20



BEST PRACTICE

Crosswalks may be employed in either urban areas or rural areas af locations where a preferred pedestrian path is to be delineated. These
locations include at signalized intersections or stop signs, non-signalized street crossings in designated school zones, and at non-signalized
locations at which engineering judgement deems a crosswalk desirable based upon pedestrian exposure, roadway geometry, and traffic
volumes.

e Crosswalks are exposed to fraffic daily and as such can become worn, making them less visible to drivers over time. This should be
combated through maintenance when markings begin to fade. When possible, crosswalk marking spacing should be designed such that it
avoids the typical wheel path, reducing the wear on the markings and extending their life.

DESIGN CONSIDERATIONS

Width Measured from edge to edge of a single stripe.
Individual crosswalk markings have a 6 in
minimum, 24 in maximum.

When employed on both sides of a crossing,
markings should extend across the full width of
pavement or to the edge of an intersecting
crosswalk.

The width of the crossing must be at least 6 ft.

Figure 3B-19. Examples of Crosswalk Markings

MUTCD Examples of
Crosswalk Markings

Spacing of lines
selected to avoid
wheel path

21



Ne[glele]s}

Pavement Marking

Physical Separation

Other

Optional

ADOT R1-6AZ or R1-60AZ (In-Street Pedestrian
Crossing) signage can be added to bring
further attention to the crosswalk and increase
pedestrian safety.

MUTCD R9-2 (Cross only at crosswalk) sign can
be placed in order to encourage pedestrians
to utilize crosswalk.

If at a signalized intersection, additional
signage for pedestrian head indications can be
included such as ADOT R10-2 (Cross only on
walk signal) or R10-4 (Pedestrian traffic signal).
In a school zone, MUTCD S1-1 signage should
be used in order to increase pedestrian safety
and driver awareness to school zone crosswalks
in the area.

At all other locations MUTCD W11-2 is
recommended to increase driver awareness if
supplemented with an MUTCD R1-5 series sign.

Required

Crosswalks shall consist of solid white lines unless
in a school zone where markings shall be
yellow.

Standard crosswalks are composed of two
parallel lines.

High visibility crosswalks can be employed in
place of standard crosswalks in styles such as
the ladder, continental, or zebra. In place of
traditional white paint, high visibility crosswalks
will use high visibility paint or epoxy embedded
with reflective beads.

None

Raised crosswalks can also be considered as a
traffic calming measure. They allow pedestrians
to cross without a grade change, elevate
pedestrians for increased visibility and slow
motorists.

22
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Sidepaths are facilities which are infended for the shared
use between pedestrians and bicyclists. It is a facility that
is physically separated from the roadway and can be
further separated using median barriers or rumble strips.

Sidepaths are most beneficial along high-speed arterials
which connect major points of interest within a roadway
network. These paths provide an increased level of safety
and accessibility to both pedestrians and bicyclists when
compared to methods such as paved shoulders due to
the physical separation from the roadway.

At points where sidepaths intersect a roadway there are
many methods to employ in order to increase safety and
visibility of the vulnerable roadway users. These include
high visibility crosswalks, infersection geometry which
encourages slower vehicular travel, and clear signage to
alert drivers of an approaching pedestrian or bicycle
crossing.

<5ft(1.5m)
FHWA Small Town and Rural Multimodal Networks, December 2016

RECOMMENDED APPLICATION

I l

Pathway Roadway Separation
8-12 ft (2.4-3.6 m) 5 ft (1.5 m) min

FHWA Small Town and Rural Multimodal Networks, December 2016

Lateral Offset

From Roadway
4 ft 1.2m) min

Horizontal Clearance
From Path
3 ft (0.9 m) min

le—>

Rumble Strips

Roadways

Arterial X

Collector X Local O

Rural X

23



BEST PRACTICE

Sidepaths are most commonly employed along rural high-speed, high-volume corridors. At these locations, a sidepath may be the preferred
facility over paved shoulders due to the increase in comfort, safety, and accessibility for all vulnerable roadway users. Design details should be
made using engineering judgment based on adjacent roadway speeds and volumes, desired user comfort and available right-of-way.

e Sidepaths require significant land use in order to achieve ample separation and pathway area outside of the adjacent roadway.

o Assidepaths are typically located in rural areas, there may be significant vegetation that can lead to path blockage if not properly
maintained.

DESIGN CONSIDERATIONS

\lelia! Measured from edge to edge of pathway.
Path must be 8 ft minimum, 10 ft is preferred.

Path separation from roadway varies based on
speed and configuration of adjacent roadway.
Minimum separation is 5 ft, 6.5 ft is preferred.

Nle]glele]=} Optional
MUTCD R1-5 series (Pedestrian traffic) should be
employed if a side paths intersect a roadway in HERE @ HERE
order to ensure awareness and safety. HERE HERE
MUTCD W11-2 and W11-15 signage should be A(T‘o‘x PEDESTRIANS A(anﬂ RS
included to increase driver awareness. —
R1-5 R1-5a R1-5b R1-5¢

If wayfinding signage is included for sidepath
users, it must be placed such that it is not
interpreted as guidance for roadway travel
lanes.

WI11-2 WI11-15




Pavement Marking Optional

If there is significant bi-directional traffic,
consider a dashed yellow centerline.
If significant evening use is expected, consider

edge line markings to increase visibility for path
users.

ruraldesighguide.com

Physical Separation Required

At least 5 ft of physical separation is required
from the roadway.

If the 5 ft minimum cannot be met it can be
accommodated using a physical barrier
between the sidepath and the roadway.

| |
rurolcﬂesignguide.com
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PEDESTRIAN HYBRID BEACON (HAWK)

Pedestrian hybrid beacons, also commonly known as a
High intensity Activated crosswalk or HAWK, is a traffic
control device designed primarily for the use of
pedestrians but extends to bicyclists as well. HAWKs are
employed to supplement the use of crosswalks to further
increase the level of safety provided to pedestrians and
bicyclists.

HAWKSs are most commonly employed at unsignalized
locations in order to assist pedestrians in crossing a street
or highway at a desired location. The HAWK is not a
stand-alone facility and should never be employed
without the use of high-visibility crosswalk markings as well
as specific signage in order to ensure driver attention.

Use of the HAWK has proven extremely successful in
reducing pedestrian and total crashes as well as crash
severity upon implementation.

fh-\}»;o.dof.gov

RECOMMENDED APPLICATION

Roadways Arterial X Collector X Local O

26



BEST PRACTICE

Pedestrian hybrid beacons should be considered to facilitate pedestrian crossings at locations which a traffic signal is not warranted or
undesirable. The use of pedestrian hybrid beacons should always be accompanied by high-visibility crosswalks and appropriate signage where

pedestrians are infended to entfer or cross a street or highway.

e Pedestrian hybrid beacons require significant sight distance for both drivers and pedestrians and as such determination of a location which

affords the required amount of clear space can be difficult.

o Placement of pedestrian hybrid beacons can also be an issue due to the proximity of driveways or side streets and as such determining the

proper location can prove to be a challenge.

DESIGN CONSIDERATIONS

MUTCD refers to the distance between
the two parallel crosswalk lines at a
pedestrian hybrid beacon as crosswalk
length, not crosswalk width.

Crosswalk length at a HAWK varies based
upon the speeds, fraffic volumes and
pedestrian crossings along the roadway.
This can be determined using tables and
figures located in the MUTCD.

Minimum crosswalk length is 34 ft,
maximum length is 100 ft.

Figure 4F-1. Guidelines for the Installation of Pedestrian
Hybrid Beacons on Low-Speed Roadways

500 Speeds of 35 mph or less

L = crosswalk length
400

TOTAL OF ALL 300

PEDESTRIANS CROSSING

THE MAJOR STREET - PEDESTRIANS
PER HOUR (PPH) 200

20°

0 250 500 750 1000 1250 1500 1750 2000

MAJOR STREET — TOTAL OF BOTH APPROACHES —
VEHICLES PER HOUR (VPH)

* Note: 20 pph applies as the lower threshold volume

MUTCD Figure 4F-1

Figure 4F-2. Guidelines for the Installation of Pedestrian
Hybrid Beacons on High-Speed Roadways

500 Speeds of more than 35 mph
L = crosswalk length
400
TOTAL OF ALL 300
PEDESTRIANS CROSSING
THE MAJOR STREET - PEDESTRIANS
PER HOUR (PPH) 200 -
VA
VAT $s,
100 & \* NG
0 250 500 750 1000 1250 1500 1750 2000

MUTCD Figure 4F-2 MAJOR STREET — TOTAL OF BOTH APPROACHES —

VEHICLES PER HOUR (VPH)
* Note: 20 pph applies as the lower threshold volume
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Ne[glele]s} Required
ADOT R10-23AZ (Crosswalk stop on red)
sign must be mounted adjacent to a

pedestrian hybrid beacon face on each

maijor street approach. CROSSWALK STO P STO P
MUTCD W11-2 (Pedestrian warning) sign HERE ON HERE
may be placed in order to supplement S T 0 P RED

the pedestrian crossing. This sign may ON RED K ON
also be supplemented by a warning , RED
beacon in order to increase driver R10.93A7 W11-2

aftention. R10-6 R10-6a

MUTCD R10-6 (Stop here on red) signs
may also be installed in order o further
guide drivers.

Pavement Marking EhEellEe

Crosswalk markings at HAWKSs should
adhere to the standards for high visibility
markings.

Advanced stop lines should be used on
multi-lane crossings at which HAWKs are

employed.
Physical Pedestrian hybrid beacons must be
Separation placed at least 100 feet away from side

streets or driveways that are controlled
by stop or yield signs.

On-street parking or other sight
obstructions must be prohibited for at
least 100 feet in advance and 20 feet
beyond the marked crossing in order to
ensure sight visibility.

Pedestrian hybrid beacons have a set a i & " . 5 - -
flashing pattern which shall be adhered
to per MUTCD standards. Y FY sy Y

If a pedestrian hybrid beacon is installed 1. Dark Until Activated 2. Flashing Yellow 3. Steady Yellow 4. Steady Red During
within a signal system, it should be Upon Activation Pedestrian Walk interval

coordinated.
FR R R FR R R Legend
SY Steady yellow
Y Y Y FY Flashing yellow

R St
5. Alternating Flashing Red During 6. Dark Again Until Activated gﬂ ?l::r:yn;en'ded

Pedestrian Clearance Interval

28



YMPO Bicycle and Pedestrian Study and Design Standards

Appendix C

Elementary School Location Recommendations
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4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

YUMA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT

*

ALICE BYRNE (811 W 16th St, Yuma, AZ 85364)
C W MCGRAW (2345 S Arizona Ave, Yuma, AZ 85364)

DESERT MESA (2350 Ave 7 1/2 E, Yuma, AZ 85365)

GEORGE WASHINGTON CARVER (1341 W 5th St, Yuma, AZ 85364)
JAMES B ROLLE (2711 S Engler Ave, Yuma, AZ 85365)

JAMES D PRICE (1010 Barranca Road Yuma Provi, Yuma, AZ 85365)
MARY A OTONDO (2251 Otondo Dr, Yuma, AZ 85365)

O CJOHNSON (1201 W 12th St, Yuma, AZ 85364)

PALMCROFT (901 W Palmcroft Dr, Yuma, AZ 85364)

PECAN GROVE (600 S 21st Ave, Yuma, AZ 85364)

ROOSEVELT (550 W 5th St, Yuma, AZ 85364)

SUNRISE (9943 E 28th St, Yuma, AZ 85365)
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2 “Greenll ht

' Traffic Engmeermg

ENGINEERING COMPANY

ALICE BYRNE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

AL WL
Wi15th|St

.fné m — Wil
I . M—
Wi 6th St
Alice’Byrne; ——
—JEIernz:miaryr Schooﬂ

Proposed high
visibility actuated : ‘. .
pedestrian crossing " visibility actuated | : Ahead Signs
' f ' pedestrian crossing

Proposed high K s Install School Zone

Proposed high visibility
pedestrian crossing

SAWAT 7th' St = : WHi7th St

.u'-cir Ly ] Ll C ST Le=~% .- ; i[‘

Improvements:

1. High visibility actuated pedestrian crossing on 16" Street between 8t" Avenue and 9t" Avenue; and on Avenue A at 17t Street
2. High visibility crossing on 17t Street at 9t Avenue intersection

3. Install School Zone Ahead signs along 17t St

Note: Each proposed crosswalk needs further detailed evaluation prior to implementation



“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

CW MCGRAW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

Proposed sidewalk
(1,325 feet)
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I ! Ity
l

‘u’alvolme Instant

Proposed hlgh visibility
pedestrian crossing at
existing crosswalk

Note: Each proposed crosswalk needs further detalled
evaluatlon prior to |mplementat|on

Improvements:
High visibility pedestrian crossing on Arizona Avenue, south of 23" Street

Sidewalk along east side of Arizona Avenue from 21t Street to 22" Street, & along north side of 22"d Street from Arizona Avenue to
Serenity Yoga
3. Install Bike Route Signs along 23" Street



7% “ Greenlight

' Traffic Engmeermg

ENGINEERING COMPANY

DESERT MESA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
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Improvements:
1. High visibility pedestrian crossing on 24t Street at College Avenue

Note: Each proposed crosswalk needs further detailed evaluation prior to implementation



“ Greenlight

GEORGE WASHINGTON CARVER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

Enhancement to
existing crossings

Enhancement to
existing crosswalk

Proposed high visibility

-...-...__ ,
——l--...F A el R el

pedestrian crossing

jm-

W '-Ih St

Note: Each proposed crosswalk needs further
detailed evaluation prior to implementation

Improvements:

1. High visibility pedestrian crossings on south and east legs of 5t Street/15t Avenue, and north and south legs of Avenue A/5t Street
intersections
2. Enhancement to the existing crossing on 5t Street at 13t Avenue 5

3. Install Bike Route signage along 5t St



Improvements:

1. High visibility pedestrian crossings on Engler Avenue at 27t Lane and at San Macros drive

JAMES B ROLLE SCHOOL

Proposed high visibility
pedestrian crossing

Enhancement to
existing crosswalk

Jamea Bl Rolle,... e
d g !Elnm‘-n-?ﬁru CArklhAanles
B E'Z ”'Ww

= *:Lff i Proposed high visibility

B
éhqg
‘.v__r “ 5.

Vuma Feed!& ,&
Ivestock Supply,f

pedestrian crossing

1 -

Y I". 3
Ironwood Ct

: “Greenll ht

' Traffic Engmeermg

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Note: Each proposed crosswalk needs further

2. Enhancement to existing crossing on Engler Avenue at 27th Street
3. Install Bike Route signs along Engler Avenue

detailed evaluation prior to implementation
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Improvements:

1. None




Improvements:

1.

Sidewalk along eastside
of Otondo Drive from the
school north driveway to
560 feet west of Ridge
Drive

Add ladder markings at
the existing crosswalks at
24t St and Otondo Drive
Installs “Slow Pedestrian
Crossing” signs along
Otondo Drive on both the
north school driveway

MARY A OTONDO ELEM ENTARY SCHOOL
STopm = '

B
1 Ridge I-nl
1

¢k Q“'h;ﬁ

Add ladder markings at
existing crosswalks
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Improvements:

1.
2.

Enhancement to the existing pedestrian crossings on 12t Street at 14t Avenue and 12t Avenue and on Avenue A and 12t St

Install School Zone Ahead AND Bike Route signs along 12t Street
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Improvements:
1.

: “ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

PALMCROFT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. Funerana Del

'J nagelika mmann'

\& The F[ower

Enhancement to existing
pedestrian crossing

Enhancement to existing
pedestrian crossing

Enhancement to existing
pedestrian crossing

\ :/"’Trmlty g,U,E‘ted .n'.'

Methodist C urch_!. r»‘

Proposed high visibility

pedestrian crossing
Note: Each proposed crosswalk needs further

detailed evaluation prior to implementation

Enhancement to existing pedestrian crossings on Palmcroft Drive in front of the school and at 8t Avenue intersection; and on Holly Dr
between Park Lane and 8t Avenue.

Proposed high visibility crosswalk on EIm street near Holly Drive 10
Install sidewalk along Holly Drive, EIm Street, Fern Drive, and Solana Drive



PECAN GROVE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ,,

"-‘t .. ' ‘..-_-

SWrAath'PI

Proposed high visibility
pedestrian crossing

.. _",.n lmmacula‘ze COHCE!D‘];IOH rPRRFIPE

: Cathollc Church

Proposed high visibility
pedestrian crossing
! Teinnncy =)

I EARLRAEARR w1
Sunset Commun

gAshNe Healthi@ Center
1l ﬂl‘lﬂﬂlﬂlﬂ.# [

‘- |
AERFRRIRES =

W W7 Gt
Note: Each proposed
crosswalk needs further

Imgrovements

.-1 4

e ——— — ey

Proposed high visibility
pedestrian crossing

-b . S FAr )
Enhancement to Sl e

existing crossing Proposed actuated high

visibility pedestrian
Crossing

1 High visibility pedestrian crossings at 215t Ave/7t St; 6th St/24th Ave; 5t PI/24th Ave; and 5t St/24th Ave
2 Enhancements to existing crossings on north leg of 8t Street/215t Avenue intersection

3. High visibility actuated crossing on 8t Street at 21t Avenue
2

Install bike route signs on 215t Avenue and 6" Place; and school zone ahead warning sign at 8th St and Almond Ave

Wik l-iII‘-|.__! :
itolParts &

“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

11



“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

ROOSEVELT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

Enhancement to the
existing pedestrian crossing

: 45 Enhancement to the
st = B existing pedestrlan crossing

i._lﬁﬂi
'v’unﬁHmh '-’_-34.':h4t:ut3|P‘Fs

Proposed high visibility

pedestrlan crossmg

Enhancements to

existing crossings "o Yuma Schl}ol

Dlst'nct Dne
A

Proposed high visibility

pedestrian crossing
Proposed high visibility

pedestrian crossing

Improvements:

1.
2.
3.

Note: Each proposed crosswalk needs further

Proposed high visibility pedestrian crossings on 5th St/10th Ave; 6th St/6th Ave; and 7th St/ 6th Ave detailed evaluation prior to implementatiorlz

Enhancement of existing pedestrian crossing at 6t Ave/3rd St; 4th St/5th Ave; 5t St/6th Ave
Install Bike Route signs along 5t Street



Improvements:

1.

High visibility pedestrian
crossings on Avenue 10 E,
and at County 10 % St/
Avenue 10 E intersection

Sidewalk along both sides of

Avenue 10 E and north side
of County 10 7 St

SUNRISE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

Proposed high visibility
pedestrian crossings

T Lhrri |l

X

]
-
-

Padnenliniond

Lim s R T

LAY

\la

¢

)
=5
(g Tl 1)

“'.
&

2

(N3 LIAZ KLY § M
AV USRI e

Proposed high visibility

pedestrian crossing

T __—-h

F' lls.'al 'r,n,.

L
11AA

A Y
]

i:ilnlli

AN LT

M LITELT

MRS
Bhapa (4

llﬂiilll'
LAk

AT
88

LISTITTT
apdel )

“ Greenlight

' Traffic Eng«neermg

ENGINEERING COMPANY

13



“ Greenlight

Traffic Engineering

- RICK
WELLTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT _

itterfield
+* Wellton Elementary School (29126 San Jose Ave, Wellton, AZ 85356) L arle r
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“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

WELLTON ELEM ENTARY SCHOOL

"|||||.-I- o

“ | g g -

(pagiims  addud

rclatke En_ {3 ‘u“a’ellton FITP‘ Department
L] ‘!

Enhancement to the
existing pedestrian crossing

.:ﬂntar'yr S: hcml-

T T |
Enhancement to the anchillibrary: E ) I.I.IIII'I
i = i | pz=r r =AY

"’nﬂil

existing pedestrian crossing

M GracelFellowship ‘—H'tlfﬁ“h—'!'— :
- i -'L-:.‘_'.
o e

Ave

> - rlﬁzr;[

Improvements:
1. Enhancement to the existing crosswalk on San Jose Ave and Williams Street

2. Install sidewalks along south side of Oakland Ave; both sides of Arizona Ave; both sides of Victor Ave; San Jose Ave (east of the school); and 15
both sides of Jessie St



SOMERTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT

- T, el — — —
ESERT SONORA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL (301 N Carlisle Ave, Somerton, AZ 85350)
RANGE GROVE (3525 W County 16 1/2 St, Somerton, AZ 85350)

ERRA DEL SOL (1002 S Somerton Ave, Somerton, AZ 85350)

ALLE DEL ENCANTO (400 N. Cesar Chavez Ave, Somerton, AZ 85350)

e

4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

16



Improvements:

1.

Enhancements
to the existing
crossings at
Highway 95
and Carlisle
Avenue and
Spring Street
and Carlisle
Avenue
intersections

“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engmeermg

ENGINEERING COMPANY

DESERT SONORA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

Bl it
il b 1140

18 R ey
TR "

Enhancement to the
existing crossing

ymerton
Enhancement to the | / "
existing crossing Al

Circle K &



ORANGE GROVE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

$4:24 %

Improvements:

1.

Sidewalk along
Avenue B % (1/4 of a
mile on both north
and south
directions); and
County 16 7 St

Proposed high
visibility crosswalk
on west and north
legs of County 16 %
St and Avenue B %
intersection

Enhancement to the
existing crosswalks
on east and south
leg of County 16 %
St and Avenue B %
intersection

Note: Each proposed crosswalk needs
further detailed evaluation prior to
implementation

Proposed high visibility
crossing

Enhancement to
existing crossing

. @§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY




4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

TIERRA DEL SOL ELEMENTARY & SOMERTON MIDDLE SCHOOL

Improvements: 5 -

1. Tierra Del Sol Elementary School - Enhancement to the ..o -
existing crossings on Somerton Ave and Garvin St; and install
high visibility crossing on Columbia Ave

2. Somerton Middle School — Add sidewalk along west side of
Somerton Avenue between Palo Verde St and Sellers St

Enhancement to the
existing crosswalk

Enhancement to the
existing crosswalk

Proposed high
visibility crossing

Enhancement to the
existing crosswalk

k) (55
e [ s ] 1
ST LT PR
’ L - -

Note: Each proposed crosswalk needs further detaile -
evaluation prior to implementation N
] | gL i : - i




Improvements:

1. Sidewalk along Avenue
F from County 16t St
to Congress Ave

2. High visibility actuated
crossing on Highway
95 (east of Avenue F)

3. High visibility crossing
at east leg of Avenue F
and Spring Street
intersection

Note: Each proposed crosswalk
needs further detailed evaluation
prior to implementation

VALLE DEL ENCANTO LEARNING CENTER

VaHe dp] Enrdamu
NRING L,eﬂier

Proposed hlgh .
visibility crossing [

Proposed high visibility
actuated crossing at
existing crosswalk

“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

20



5" Greenlight

Traffic Engineering

HYDER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT

¢ Dateland Elementary School (1300 Ave 64E, Dateland, AZ 85333)

BRVSTAL SHAND

Dateland
‘Elementany. School

(#)

Chevron. =




4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

DATELAND ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

Improvements:
1. NONE

-
-

Dateland

Elementary!School

&
&
>

22




'y S\ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

MOHAWK VALLEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT =~ “—o ISIS

+» Mohawk Valley Elementary School (5151 S Ave 39 E, Roll, AZ 85347)

R | s N

MIOHAW/K
| VALLEY
INDUSTRIAL
DISTRICT

.

AS SIOCTANIION

51 518South

- Avenue 39/East
Roll

’




Improvements:

1.

Sidewalk along eastside of
Avenue 39 E and both sides
of County 5t St
Enhancements to the

existing crossing on County
5th St

y “ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

MOHAWK VALLEY SCHOOL

Proposed sidewalk

Enhancement to existing
crossing

MohawlkiValley:School

E County,5th'St = County,5th'S —1 -. Roil Branch
: Piblic Library,

Mohawk Valleygi
Community Chureh

24



y 4§ Greenlight

GADSDEN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 5 :

o {[FEEEE sy o D L.
¢ Arizona Desert Elementary School (1245 Main St, San Luis, AZ 85349)
+»» Cesar Chavez Elementary School (1130 10th Ave, San Luis, AZ 85349)
+»» Desert View Elementary School (1508 10th Ave, San Luis, AZ 85349)

Ed Pastor Elementary School (985 6th Ave, San Luis, AZ 85349)
* Rio Colorado Elementary School (1055 Main St, San Luis, AZ 85349)

i |




4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

ARIZONA DESERT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL & RIO COLORADO
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

Pizza . .

Improvements:

1. Sidewalks along west side
of north William Brooks
Avenue; Southside of
school driveway (west of
Main Street); and other
necessary on-campus
connections

Proposed actuated high
visibility crossing

2. High visibility crosswalk at
Driveway; on campus;
Williams Brooks Ave and
Union St intersection; and
Union Street/4th Avenue

3. High visibility actuated
crosswalk at Main
Street/School

Note: Each proposed crosswalk \ .
needs further detailed evaluation . - - \ Proposed high visibility
prior to implementation o R crossing




g" Greenlight

Traffic Engineering

!'NIIINH):RINHCDMMNY

CESAR CHAVEZ ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

Proposed high visibility
crossing

Proposed high visibility e
crossing

Improvements:

1. High visibility crosswalk at Lopez
Street (west of 10t Avenue); 9th
Street ( north of Lopez Street);
Stephen Street ( west of 10t Street);
Black Street ( east of Cabello Avenue);
and Mendez Street ( east of Cabello
Avenue)

2. Enhancement to the existing

crosswalk at Cesar Chavez Blvd and
10th Ave

Proposed high visibility
crossing

Proposed high visibility
crossing

Note: Each proposed crosswalk
needs further detailed evaluation
prior to implementation

Proposed high visibility
crossing

Enhancement to the
existing crosswalk

27



“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engmeermg

ENGINEERING COMPANY

DESERT VIEW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

Proposed high visibility

Improvements: crossing

1. High visibility crosswalk at Torres Street
(west of 10t Avenue); and Krystal Street
(West of 10t Avenue)

Note: Each proposed crosswalk
needs further detailed evaluation
prior to implementation

Proposed high visibility
crossing

28



Improvements:

1. High visibility crossing on
5th Street, 5t Drive, and
Guerrero Ave; 6t Drive

(north of Juan Sanchez
Blvd)

2. Enhancement to the
existing crosswalk at 6t
Ave, and Juan Sanchez
Blvd (east of 6t Avenue)

Note: Each proposed crosswalk
needs further detailed evaluation
prior to implementation

4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ED PASTOR ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

Proposed high visibility
crossing

Proposed high visibility
crossing
Enhancement to the
existing crossing

Proposed high 7
visibility crossing

Proposed high visibility
crossing

Enhancement to the
existing crossing



4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY
e e

CRANE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT

+* Gary A. Knox Elementary School
(2926 South 21st Drive, Yuma, AZ 85364)

«*» Gowan Science Academy/ H.L.
Suverkrup Elementary School
(1590 South Avenue C, Yuma, AZ 85364)

+* Mesquite Elementary School
(4451 West 28th Street, Yuma, AZ 85364)

+* Pueblo Elementary School
(2803 West 20th Street, Yuma, AZ 85364)

** Rancho Viejo Elementary School
(1020 South Avenue C, Yuma, AZ 85364)

+* Ronald Reagan Elementary School
(3200 West 16th Street, Yuma, AZ 85364) :

«»+ Salida del Sol Elementary School/Great
Beginnings)
(910 South Avenue C, Yuma, AZ 85364)

& Valley Hbrizon Elementary School
(4501 West 20th Street, Yuma, AZ 85364)




Improvements:

1. High visibility
crosswalk at 215t Drive
(at the school
driveway);

2. Enhancement to the
existing crosswalk on
28t St (west of 21t
Drive)

Note: Each proposed
crosswalk needs further
detailed evaluation prior to
implementation

“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

GARY A KNOX ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

& WYima C:gunty Public
ﬁaith Serwcpq Dn:mct

-

. . Yuma La?h"atu, -
L S C—— B A - - L_ - r
= = quh Scheag ﬁ

Enhancement to the
existing crossing

Gary. A Knmr.r - ; -
Efﬂmﬂnlaﬂf Scho@l
TR

Proposed high visibility
crossing



“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

| ENGINEERING COMPANY

GOWAN SCIENCE ACADEMY & H.L. SUVERKRUP
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

Improvements: . ' ': I3 atmira s
o . T — - a’ T e Proposed school zone
1. High visibility crossings on g EE R L L T 22 f = 1 flashing beacon
15t Street and 14t Street ; HEFRY ‘J‘. L_*-F "&4‘ 8 y- 13 g

( west of Avenue C)

2. Enhancement to the
existing crossings at |
Avenue Cand 16 St | n Proposed high visibility

3. Proposed school zone - crossing
flashing beacons on both -
16t st and Avenue C

P L1k g-"

Proposed school zone

Note: Each proposed crosswalk i
flashing beacon

needs further detailed evaluation
prior to implementation

ey ﬁ . |
[ty" hrtstian Cen =¥z DEbPFPVi'EEWtACadE‘Iﬂ

-

Enhancement to the
existing crossing

Proposed school zone 17th _
flashing beacon = ,3] _ Proposed school zone
flashing beacon



) Greenlight
ring

MESQUITE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

Improvements:

1. Enhancement to the
existing crossing on 28th
Street, east of 45t Drive

Wil

r’| e

uq Seha FikdudnAREn

Enhancement to the

T YTy, W rr'-""ir

P qff | ‘ﬂﬂ’@ F | '_ _ existing crossing
i 8 R e ggﬁnuw T EON

33



4§ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

ENCGINEERING COMPANY

PUEBLO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

Improvements:

1. High visibility crossings on
20t Street at the school
driveways; on 29t Avenue
and 27t Avenue (south of
20th Street); and Athens
Avenue (north of 20t
Street)

2. School zone flashing

beacon on 20t St - :
Proposed high V|5|b|I|ty B . g

crossing ol 1 el &l =¥ Proposed school zone

Note: Each proposed crosswalk i R : Proposed high visibility ] g flashing beacon
needs further detailed evaluation - I ' ( 7 18

. . . crossin
prior to implementation < ,_ -

Puipblo Elementary. &
\‘T-.""'"-“ Sehnal=

" Proposed high visibility
Proposed school zone . crossing

flashing beacon




RANCHO VIEJO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL,; SALIDA DEL SOL

ELEMENTARY SCHOOL & GREAT BEGINNINGS SCHOOL

Improvements:

1.

High visibility crossings on Daisy
Street and 11t Street ( west of
Avenue C); and on Avenue C (at the
school driveways)

Enhancement to the existing
crosswalks at County 8 % St and
Avenue C; County 8t Street and
Avenue Cintersections

Sidewalks along south side of 11t
Street; both sides of Carnes Street;
both sides of Crane Street; both sides
of Frances Street; and north side of
Daisy Street

Install school zone flashing beacons
on Avenue C

Note: Each proposed crosswalk needs
further detailed evaluation prior to
implementation

< "N

Enhancement to the
existing crosswalks

Proposed high V|5|b|I|ty
crossing

S

| = -.

I |, ¥ g '
P 2 Proposed school zone
K, flashing beacon

Proposed high visibility
crossing

Enhancement to the
existing crosswalks

“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

35



Improvements:
1. High visibility crosswalk at
Taylor loop

2. Enhancements to the
existing crossings at 16t
Street/315t Drive
intersection

3. Install school zone flashing
beacon on 16t Street

Note: Each proposed crosswalk
needs further detailed evaluation
prior to implementation

“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

RONALD REAGAN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Eommuni

Proposed high V|5|b|I|ty
crossing

Proposed school zone
flashing beacon

T GITE 1 e 30

T —— —pr—

2 .-x.-.-'

Proposed school zone [ Enhancement to the
flashing beacon 2y existing crosswalks

36



2 “Greenll ht

' Traffic Engmeermg

ENGINEERING COMPANY

VALLEY HORIZON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

- B  raa ) . _.
Improvements: et — 2 el Proposed high V|S|b|I|ty
1. High visibility crossing on y s Proposed high visibility &S : crossmg

18t street, 19t Place, and; vy 4t | crossing ' i . .

on 20t Street (west of 46th ' ’ - 25 g

Avenue)
2. Install school zone flashing
beacon on 20t St west and

east of 45" Ave and 45t = 1 Proposed high visibility
ave north of 20t St crossing

Note: Each proposed crosswalk
needs further detailed evaluation
prior to implementation

Proposed school zone [HESFC % = el Proposed school zone
flashing beacon L J : flashing beacon




YMPO Bicycle and Pedestrian Study and Design Standards
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& Greenhght

‘o Trofic Engine

\j

Yuma County or Tribal Land: Proposed Crosswalks



Agnes Road and Indian Hill Road

Proposed high
visibility crosswalk

St -

Proposed high
visibility crosswalk
W .

Proposed Improvements:

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs
2. Proposed sidewalk along both sides of Agnes Road Indian Hill Road to Quechan Drive (1,500 feet)

Construction Cost: $85,000

4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

CALIEO
ARIZONA
iz

i W

el |

FA N

¥



v @) Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

A

[ S
Proposed high : ‘
| Vvisibility crosswalk |

B W C ountyh1 Sth
Google

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000



v e nligh
. Im Y ‘." TGra;SEeng'\nligring

SR 1 CK

| ENGINEERING COMPANY

A

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign N

Proposed high
visibility crosswalk

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

e

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000



;4§ Greenlight

: ‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Centre Avenue (Farm Road) and Hava Street

B [Countyalathisty

Proposed advance ==
- pedestrian warning sign &

- -

.. Proposed high
visibility crosswalk

= Proposed advance
~ pedestrian warning sign

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000



;4§ Greenlight

: ‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Centre Avenue (Farm Road) & Steamboat Street &

B [Countyalathisty

| Proposed advance i
l pedestrian warning sign v\

S

i

[cloclopAH|
RESEIE

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000



4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

Chapay Street and Quail Run Loop L8

ENGINEERING COMPANY
'i"’

Proposed advance S e ;
)
i pedestrian warning sign Proposed advance
7 ] S I | L pedestrian warning sign

Lhe
[

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000



4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Chapay Way and Levee Road

@ Ch:ip:;y Streeti@,
= +QuailRu
1 :

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000



“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Cocopah Drive and Strand Avenue

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000



Harris Lateral

Y ‘Q Greenlight
s ff Traffic E
= u ' ramic ng\neermg
P

IR ICK]

ENGINEERING COMPANY

e PRI T e e o A\
. i ) | e
| Proposed high _ ) e . ' g
‘ visibility crosswalk : o "
Proposed advance —_— _ : 5
pedestrian warning sign : - L ! : .

Proposed advance

pedestrian warning 5|gn

Proposed Improvements:
1.

Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs
Construction Cost: $9,000



4§ Greenlight

» Traffic Engineering

Cottonwood Park Loop and Cottonwood Drive & ¢

ENGINEERING COMPANY

oy

Proposed high

. V. ‘ ol v i 3
& visibility crosswalk 3 R, LA 5 AR
Proposed advance " >y — ' N - R AR N

. % o ' 03 \: » ik 5,
. . . 1 . > } g ¥ ”
pedestrlan warning sign “ ; (! | ,':“d Proposed advance

pedestrian warning sign

-_“_ o | g- .. .

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $12,000



4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Quechan Drive and Indian Hill Road

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

-~

Proposed high
visibility crosswalk

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000



4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Quechan Drive and Sapphire Lane

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign _\"

pedestrian warning sign #%
i ~.i|; :Jy

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $12,000



4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

| .
Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000



g" Greenlight

Traffic Engineering

US Highway 95 and Avenue C

' Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

-

Proposed high '
~ visibility crosswalk

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000



¥ @ Greenlight

' " Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $12,000



4§ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

Between Avenue 5E and Avenue 6E A

Proposed advance ey —
pedestrian warning sign

' ' Proposed advance
l pedestrian warning sign
| == —
il

'L

|
|
]l

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $18,000



v 4§ Greenlight

7 " Traffic Engineering

R ICK]

i ENGINEERING COMPANY

A

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000



| 4 Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

Housing Development US Highway 95
Between Avenue G an Avenue H

= 1
Proposed high o
visibility crosswalk

&
1}

5]
Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign
Proposed Improvements:

1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $18,000



'y ) Greenlight
! ‘." Traffic Engingring

R ICK]

ENGINEERING COMPANY

‘[
i

3 ) o | i M . y
Proposed advance | v ; o
pedestrian warning sign g ee e _Proposed high
. - visibility crosswalk | *

| oA\ 4 I'-_ s b ¢ -'
Proposed advance Al
pedestrian warning sign = 2 :

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $12,000



4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

County 10" Street and View Parkway

i ————
Proposed high
visibility crosswalk

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000



County 16" Street
From Avenue C to Avenue B

4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

a

pla SR ER

Restaration

: Proposed high
" visibility crosswalk '

X Proposed advance
*% pedestrian warning sign

b=y ! IER L ST REEA s ]
B

wl P | L LW | L4

Proposed Improvements:

1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $20,000



4§ Greenlight
‘." Traffic Engingring

Hhmt ENGINEERING COMPANY

Veterans Way across Cocopah Tribal Police

Between County 14t Street and County 15" Street A

ccccc
7

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000



Yuma County- Proposed Bicycle Lanes



US 95/16t Street
from Avenue 3E to Fortuna Road

4 Greenlight

W% Taffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

US 95/16t Street

3€ anuany

= -

Proposed Improvements: _— -
1. Improve shoulder for 4 miles, add 2 more feet on each side Existing Condition

2. Install signage and striping «»+ Area Type: Rural/Urban

+» Speed Limit: 55

<+ Configuration: Four-Lane, Two-Way
<+ Shoulder: Present

Construction Cost: $548,000

<+ Sidewalk: Not Present



US 95
From Fortuna Road to Martinez Lake Road

| &) Greenlight

i Q% Tiaffic Engineering

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $52,500

Existing Condition

«» Area Type: Rural/Urban

¢ Speed Limit: 55

<+ Configuration: Two-lane, Two-Way
<+ Shoulder: Present

®,

% Sidewalk: Not Present




;| 4 Greenlight

W% Taffic Engineering

|

=0
24 ENGINEERING COMPANY

Avenue 7E
From 16 Street to County 3 % <2
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Proposed Improvements: Existing Condition
1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder (5.5 miles) < Area Type: Urban
2. Install signage and striping % Speed Limit: 35

++ Configuration: Two-lane, Two-Way
++ Shoulder: Present
«» Sidewalk: Not Applicable

Construction Cost: $1,452,000



4, Greenlight

W% Tsffic Engineering

Imperial Dam Road
From US 95 to Yuma Proving Ground

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install shoulder along both sides of Imperial Dam Road
2. Install signage and striping

Pt

Construction Cost: $660,000

~ Existing Condition

% Area Type: Urban

| % Speed Limit: 55

~ % Configuration: Two-lane, Two-Way

.

% Shoulder: Present

o2

s Sidewalk: Not Applicable



‘q‘ Greenlight

% Tiafiic Engincering

Fortuna Road
From US 95 to County 12t" Street

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install signage and striping, and Sharrow marking in urban
section

Construction Cost: $25,000

Existing Condition
<+ Area Type: Urban
Speed Limit: 35
«» Configuration: Two-lane, Two-Way
» Shoulder: Present

*

Ex3

D>

d

>

D>

®,
Ex3

Sidewalk: Present where applicable




4, Greenlight

W% Tsffic Engineering

Foothills Boulevard
From I-8 Frontage Road and County 12t Street

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install signage and striping, and Sharrow marking

Construction Cost: $30,000

Existing Condition

% Area Type: Urban

¢ Speed Limit: 35

<+ Configuration: Five-Lane, Two-Way
< Shoulder: Not Applicable

% Sidewalk: Present

.

<+ Existing bike lane for whole segment




Traffic Engineering

& Greenlight

ot
W%

County 18t Street
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NGINEERING COMPANY

=

AvenueD B

I

County 18t Street

Existing Condition

KD

Proposed Improvements:

Area Type: Rural

°

Install signage and striping

1.

Speed Limit: 50

X3

*

Install shoulder along both directions (13,780 feet)

2.

Configuration: Two-lane, Two-Way
Shoulder: Not Present

g

KD
*

*,

Construction Cost: $366,000

KD
°

Sidewalk: Not Applicable

g

3
*



| A Greenlight

Cottonwood Drive
From Salt Cedar Street to Cottonwood Loop
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Proposed Improvements: Existing Condition
1. Install signage and Sharrow markings ¢ Area Type: Rural
% Speed Limit: 25
Construction Cost: $7,500 «»+ Configuration: Two-lane, Two-Way

KD

% Shoulder: None
%+ Sidewalk: None

KD

«+ Proposed bikeway on whole segment including the
cottonwood loop



Avenue C A Gpanllone
From County 16" Street to US 95 @

County 16t Street ‘

Proposed Improvements:

. - Existing Condition
1. Install signage and striping N '
2. Install Shoulder from Bus Stop to closest residential area (4,000 Feet) * Area Type: Rural
¢ Speed Limit: 50
Construction Cost: $105,000 +» Configuration: Two-lane, Two-Way

< Shoulder: Present
< Sidewalk: None



A Copenll:
Cocopah Casino Resort US 95 to Ave B @
[ENGINEERING COMPANY

A

Proposed Improvements:

1. Install signage and striping

2. Install 6" shoulder along both
directions (10,000 Feet), areas
nearest to the casino

Construction Cost: $257,000

Existing Condition

¢ Area Type: Urban/Rural

«» Speed Limit: 50

% Configuration: Two Lane, Two-Way
%+ Shoulder: Present

<+ Sidewalk: Not Applicable

“* Proposed bikeway on whole segment
around the Cocopah Resort & Conference
Center




| & Greenlight

§ W% Teffic Engineering

o [ENGINEERING COMPANY

Avenue G
County 14t Street to County 16" Street

Proposed Improvements:

1. Install signage and striping

2. Install shoulder from County 14t to County 16% street
(21,120 feet)

County 14t Street

Construction Cost: $533,000

0 anuaAy

Existing Condition

¢ Area Type: Rural

«» Speed Limit: 50

¢+ Configuration: Two Lane, Two-Way
<+ Shoulder: None

<+ Sidewalk: Not Applicable

County 16 Street



| &y Greenlight

W% Taffic Engineering

SINEERING COMPANY

County 15t Street
From Steamboat Street to Avenue G

o anuaAy
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Proposed Improvements: Existing Condition

1. Install signage and striping N

2. Install shoulder from Steamboat Street to Avenue G (21,650 % Area Type: Rural
feet) «» Speed Limit: 50

¢+ Configuration: Two Lane, Two-Way

®,

Construction Cost: $551,500 < Shoulder: None
<+ Sidewalk: Not Applicable



peoy w.e

County 14t Street
From Farm Street to Avenue G

W Countyl14thst

SERV/ATHION]

Proposed Improvements:

1.
2.

Construction Cost: $487,000

Install sighage and striping . .. .
Install shoulder from Farm Road to Avenue G (19,072 feet) Existing Condition
Area Type: Rural

Speed Limit: 50

Configuration: Two Lane, Two-Way
Shoulder: None

Sidewalk: Not Applicable

®,
°n

®,
EX3

X3
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X3
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®,
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9 anuaAy

‘.'.'. Greenlight

Traffic Engineering

NGINEERING COMPANY

o



;& Greenlight

W% Taffic Engineering

[ENGINEERING COMPANY

Farm Road
From County 14t Street to Veterans Place

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install signage and Sharrow Marking

Construction Cost: $8,200
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Existing Condition

¢ Area Type: Rural

¢ Speed Limit: 25

% Configuration: Two Lane, Two-Way
«+ Shoulder: None

s Sidewalk: None




;&) Greenlight

W% Taffic Engineering

-% [ENGINEERING COMPANY

Steamboat Street
From County 14t Street to County 16" Street

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install signage and Sharrow Marking

Construction Cost: $8,200

v
—
0]
Y
3
o
o
o
L
v
(=g
=4
(0]
[U]
~+

Existing Condition

«+ Area Type: Rural

¢ Speed Limit: 25

«»+ Configuration: Two Lane, Two-Lane
++ Shoulder: None

K2

<+ Sidewalk: None

KD

‘ ‘ «* Proposed on whole segment
I Waymon/Farms| ' o

<+ Portion From County 15t Street to County 16t
Street is a dirt road




4 Greenlight

Q% Tiaffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Riverside Drive
From Avenue C to Strand Avenue A

aNUBAY puesls
J anuany

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install signage and striping
2. Install Shoulder from Strand Avenue to Avenue C (15,840 Feet)

Existing Condition
¢ Area Type: Urban/Rural

Construction Cost: $403,500 < Speed Limit: 50
¢ Configuration: Two Lane, Two-Way

¢ Shoulder: None
¢ Sidewalk: None



| &y Greenlight

i Q% Tiaffic Engineering

Hope Avenue
From 8th Street to Strand Avenue

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install signage and Sharrow Marking

‘ r:u,u' EX ‘ ' Construction Cost: $3,250
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Existing Condition

«+ Area Type: Urban/Rural

+» Speed Limit: 35

«+ Configuration: Two Lane, Two-Way
++ Shoulder: None

K2

< Sidewalk: None

*,




| &) Greenlight

| Q% Tffic Engineering

[RicK

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Strand Avenue
From Riverside Drive to Torrey Pines

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install signage and Sharrow Marking

Construction Cost: $10,000

(%)
&
=
[%)
=3
o
>
<
o
=)
c
(o]

Existing Condition

<+ Area Type: Urban/Rural

¢ Speed Limit: 35

<+ Configuration: Two Lane, Two-Way
<+ Shoulder: None

¢+ Sidewalk: None

Riverside Drive




| &) Greenlight

Q% Tiaffic Engineering

Chapay Street
From Chapay Drive to Strand Avenue

ENGINEERING COMPANY

3NUBAY puelS

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install signage and Sharrow Marking Existing Condition

%+ Area Type: Rural

Construction Cost: $13,000 y;.) ) !
¢ Speed Limit: 35

«»+ Configuration: Two Lane, Two Way
Shoulder: None

Sidewalk: None

. KD
LOCI X4



X% ‘1‘ Greenlight

Chapay Drive
From Chapay Street to Levee Road

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install signage and Sharrow Marking Existing Condition

%+ Area Type: Rural
+» Speed Limit: 35
«»+ Configuration: Two Lane, Two-Way
<+ Shoulder: None
< Sidewalk: None

Construction Cost: $2,000



4 Greenlight

W% Taffic Engineering

m— [ENGINEERING COMPANY

Cocopah RV and Golf Resort
Loop Starting at Strand and Miller Circle, and Ending Strand and Cocopah Drive

Proposed Improvements:
w 1. Install signage and Sharrow Marking

4 Construction Cost: 15,000

Existing Condition

<+ Area Type: Urban/Rural

¢ Speed Limit: 15

<+ Configuration: Two Lane, Two-Way
«»+ Shoulder: None

®,

% Sidewalk: None

SNUBAY pueils

Cocopah Drive



4 Greenlight

W% Taffic Engineering

Avenue G
From County 19t Street to County 11t Street

County 11th Street

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (84,796 feet)
2. Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $2,160,070

9 anuaAy

Existing Condition

% Area Type: Rural

¢ Speed Limit: 50

¢ Configuration: Two-lane Two-way

¢ Shoulder: None
e Sidewalk: NA

County 19t Street



| &) Greenlight

| Q% Tffic Engineering

[RicK

ENGINEERING COMPANY

County 11th Street
From Avenue G to Avenue D

County 11t Street
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Proposed Improvements: Existing Condition
1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (32,525 feet)

2. Install signage and striping

«» Area Type: Rural

% Speed Limit: 50

Construction Cost: $829,000 ¢ Speed Limit 35 on curve at Somerton Avenue
% Configuration: Two-lane Two-way

< Shoulder: None

s Sidewalk: Not Applicable



[ A el

=M
County 18t Street EgdR [ CK

e ENGINEERING COMPANY
From Avenue E to Avenue D

County 18t Street

Emmebes

Proposed Improvements:

1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (10,560 feet)
2. Install signage and striping

Existing Condition

Area Type: Rural

Speed Limit: 50

Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
Shoulder: None

Sidewalk: Not Applicable

®, ®,
DX X

g

Construction Cost: $269,000
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®,
EX3



" M) Greenlight

W% Teffic Engineering

Avenue D
From County 18t Street to County 12t Street

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (63,677 feet)
2. Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $1,623,000

Existing Condition

+» Area Type: Rural

¢ Speed Limit: 50

¢ Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
¢+ Shoulder: None

«+ Sidewalk: Not applicable

County 18t Street



& Greenlight

Q% Tiaffic Engineering

Avenue B
From Juan Sanchez Boulevard to County 18t Street

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (52,800 feet)
2. Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $1,345,000

>
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Existing Condition
+» Area Type: Rural
% Speed Limit: 50

» Configuration: Two-lane Two-way

R

<

X3

*

Shoulder: None
» Sidewalk: Not applicable

<

AT RN -

Juan Sanchez Boulevard



. 4 A Greenliaht
qq. Greenlight

1% Taffic Engineering

Avenue B
From County 18t Street to County 15t Street

Proposed Improvements:
County 15 Street 1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (31,680 feet)

TR 7 L 2. Install signage and striping
el .

Construction Cost: $807,000
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Existing Condition

<+ Area Type: Rural

¢ Speed Limit: 50

«» Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
«+ Shoulder: None

¢ Sidewalk: Not applicable




County 19t Street
From Avenue B to Avenue 3E

| &) Greenlight

Q% Tiaffic Engineering

| [ENGINEERING COMPANY

Proposed Improvements:

1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (42,665 feet)
2. Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $1,086,760

3€ anuany

Existing Condition

¢ Area Type: Rural

< Speed Limit: 50

¢ Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
% Shoulder: None

<+ Sidewalk: Not Applicable

D>



County 16t Street
From Avenue C to Avenue 3E

4 Greenlight

W% Taffic Engineering
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Proposed Improvements:
1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (53,856 feet)

2. Install signage and striping Existing Condition
+» Area Type: Rural
Construction Cost: $1,371,900 X

« Speed Limit: 50

¢ Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
< Shoulder: None

<+ Sidewalk: Not Applicable



County 16" Street
From Avenue 3E to Avenue 4E

Proposed Improvements:

1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (10,560 feet)
2. Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $269,000

v My Greenlight

W% Taffic Engineering

Jp anuaAy

Existing Condition

«* Area Type: Rural
+ Speed Limit: 50

K2

< Configuration: Two-lane Two-way

K2

< Shoulder: None
«»+ Sidewalk: Not Applicable



>
<
®
>
c
)
w
m

4 Greenlight

WS Taffic Engineering

RICK

NGINEERING COMPANY
—

Avenue 3E
From County 19" to County 15" Street

Proposed Improvements:

1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (42,768 feet)
2. Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $1,089,450

Existing Condition

e Area Type: Rural

% Speed Limit: 50

<+ Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
+« Shoulder: None

< Sidewalk: Not Applicable




4 Greenlight

Q% Tiaffic Engineering

Avenue 3E RICK
From County 15t to County 14t" Street

Proposed Improvements:

1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (10,560 feet)
2. Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $269,000

3¢ anuaAy

Existing Condition

+» Area Type: Rural

*»* Speed Limit: 50

» Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
* Shoulder: None

» Sidewalk: Not Applicable
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Y County 15t Street



' @y Greenlight

W% Teffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

County 14t Street
From Avenue H to Avenue E

W LI El .nL
County 14t Street H4l

3 anuaAy

H anuaAy

Proposed Improvements: . -
Existing Condition
1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (34,320 Feet) N &
2. Install signage and striping % Area Type: Rural
+ Speed Limit: 50

++ Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
++ Shoulder: None
«»+ Sidewalk: Not Applicable

Construction Cost: $874,250



" 4y Greenlight

W% Taffic Engineering

County 14t Street
From Avenue E to Avenue 2E

3 anuaAy
3¢ anuany

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (63,888 Feet)
2. Install signage and striping

Existing Condition

%+ Area Type: Rural

¢ Speed Limit: 50

Construction Cost: $1,628,000 +»+ Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
++ Shoulder: None

++ Sidewalk: Not Applicable



County 14t Street
From Avenue 2E to Avenue 3E

37 anuany

PR BB Y VEvY
i

Proposed Improvements:

1. Install 2 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (10,560 Feet)
2. Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $269,000

4, Greenlight

W% Tsffic Engineering

e ENGINEERING COMPANY
—

3€ anuany

Existing Condition
+» Area Type: Rural
¢ Speed Limit: 50

K2

% Configuration: Two-lane Two-way

K2

< Shoulder: Four Foot Shoulder

<+ Sidewalk: Not Applicable
¢ Existing share the road sign at Avenue 2E




County 14t Street
From Avenue 3E to Avenue 7E

County 14t Street

-t Ml [ L T s

J€ anuany

Proposed Improvements:

1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (42,240 Feet)
2. Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $1,076,000

3/ anuany

Existing Condition

K2
”n

KD
°n

Area Type: Rural

Speed Limit: 50

Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
Shoulder: None

Sidewalk: Not Applicable

‘q" Greenlight

Traffic Engineering

RING COMPANY



County 14t Street A Samniofe
From Foothills Boulevard to Avenue 15E

ENGINEERING COMPANY
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Proposed Improvements: Existing Condition
1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (10,560 Feet) % Area Type: Rural
2. Install signage and striping

+» Speed Limit: 35

Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
Shoulder: None

Sidewalk: Not Applicable

*,

K2
°

Construction Cost: $538,000
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4, Greenlight

W% Taffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

County 15t Street
From Avenue B to Avenue 3E

3¢ anuany
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Proposed Improvements:
1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (42,240 Feet)

2. Install signage and striping Existing Condition
) ¢ Area Type: Rural
Construction Cost: $1,076,000 & Speed Limit: 50

<+ Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
< Shoulder: None
<+ Sidewalk: Not Applicable



| & Greenlight

> Tiaffic Enginering

Avenue A .: COMPANY
From County 16" Street to County 14t Street

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (21,120 Feet)

2. Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $538,000

V anuany

Existing Condition

% Area Type: Rural

% Speed Limit: 50

¢ Configuration: Two-lane Two-way

% Shoulder: None
<+ Sidewalk: Not Applicable




County 15t Street
From Avenue 3E to Avenue 5E
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Proposed Improvements:

1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (21,120
Feet)
2. Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $538,000

4 Greenlight

Q% Tiaffic Engineering

35 anuaAy

Existing Condition

«+ Area Type: Rural

% Speed Limit: 50

«+ Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
¢+ Shoulder: None

< Sidewalk: Not Applicable




‘ .
A Sreeniety

Avenue 4E
From County 15t Street to County 14t Street

Proposed Improvements:

1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(10,560 Feet)

2. Install signage and striping

—

Construction Cost: $ 269,000

Iy anuaAy

Existing Condition

% Area Type: Rural

*+ Speed Limit: 50

¢ Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
? s i | . “ Shoulder: None

i ¥ s "Vl caalb by s b=) g TR e % Sidewalk: Not Applicable

County 15t Street

x




Avenue 5E

"
A Sreeniety

From County 15t Street to County 14t Street

County 14t Str

3G anuaAy

Proposed Improvements:

1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (10,560
Feet)

2. Install signage and striping

—l
:

Construction Cost: $269,000

Existing Condition

» Area Type: Rural

+ Speed Limit: 50

¢ Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
¢ Shoulder: None

«+ Sidewalk: Not Applicable




V anuaAy

County 15t Street

N

Avenue A

From County 14t Street to County 12t Street

1.

2.

Proposed Improvements:

Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (23,760
Feet)
Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $619,000

Existing Condition

KD
°

Area Type: Rural

Speed Limit: 50

Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
Shoulder: None

Sidewalk: Not Applicable

| & Greenlight

Q% Tiaffic Engineering




4th Avenue
From County 13t Street to County 11t Street

| & Greenlight

Q% Tiaffic Engineering

County 11t Street (NI Proposed Improvements:

[T | =y ] | 1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (25,872
; : Feet)

2. Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $659,050

Existing Condition

«»+ Area Type: Rural/Urban

¢ Speed Limit: 40

¢ Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
+¢ Shoulder: None

K2

< Sidewalk: Not Applicable




County 12t Street
From Avenue D to Avenue B

- & Greenlight

Y| W% Tffic Engineering

[ENGINEERING COMPANY
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Proposed Improvements:

1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (21,120
Feet)

2. Install signage and striping

Existing Condition

«* Area Type: Rural

+* Speed Limit: 50

Construction Cost: $538,000 ¢+ Configuration: Two-lane Two-way

< Shoulder: None
%+ Sidewalk: Not Applicable




County 12th Street
From Avenue B to Arizona Avenue

7 M} Greenlight

X W% Tfiic Engincering

'_r ENGINEERING COMPANY
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Proposed Improvements: Existing Condition
1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (18,480 & Area Type: Rural
Feet) X :

«» Speed Limit: 50

®,

% Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
Construction Cost: $470,750 «+ Shoulder: None

.

< Sidewalk: Not Applicable

2. Install signage and striping

®,

% Existing gap in street due to canal



Arizona Avenue
From County 12t Street to County 11t Street

4 Greenlight

Q% Tiaffic Engineering

Proposed Improvements:

1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (10,560
Feet)

2. Install signage and striping
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Existing Condition

«» Area Type: Rural/Urban

¢ Speed Limit: 40

% Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
«+ Shoulder: None

% Sidewalk: Not Applicable




4 Greenlight

W% Taffic Engineering

County 10t Street
From Avenue E to Avenue C
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Proposed Improvements: e L. .
1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (21,120 Feet) Existing Condition

2. Install signage and striping

% Area Type: Rural
% Speed Limit: 45
Construction Cost: $538,000 <+ Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
» Shoulder: None
e Sidewalk: Not Applicable



County 9th Street
Avenue E to Avenue D
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Proposed Improvements:
1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (10,560 Feet)

2. Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $269,000

Existing Condition

< Area Type: Rural

¢ Speed Limit: 45

¢ Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
+»+ Shoulder: None

<+ Sidewalk: Not Applicable
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4 Greenlight

W% Taffic Engineering

#] ENGINEERING COMPANY




Avenue C
From County 14t Street to County 12t Street

T a. Greenlight

> Tiaffic Enginering

¥RICK]

'__'_r ENGINEERING COMPANY

I

Proposed Improvements:

1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (21,120
Feet)

2. Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $ 538,000

J anuany

Existing Condition

«»+ Area Type: Rural/Urban

¢ Speed Limit: 50

% Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
' Shoulder: None

+» Sidewalk: Not Applicable




15t Street

J anuany

County 12t Street

Avenue C
From County 12t Street to 1%t Street

Proposed Improvements:

1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway from
County 12t Street to County 10t Street (21,120 Feet)

2. Install signage and striping

3. Install Sharrow from County 9t Street to 1%t Street

Construction Cost: $ 560,000

Existing Condition

«» Area Type: Rural/Urban

< Speed Limit: 40 from County 12t Street to County 10t Street
«» Speed Limit: 35 from County 9t Street to 15t Street

.

%+ Configuration: Three Lane- Two-way

®,

< Shoulder: None
<+ Sidewalk: Present where applicable
< Existing sidewalk from County 10t Street to County 9t Street

4 Greenlight

Q% Tiaffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY



County 31 Street |
From US 95 to Avenue 16E

Greenlight

Traffic Engineering

-
v Vet

| ENGINEERING COMPANY
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-
County 3 Street

[

39T anuaAy

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (18,480 Feet)
2. Install signage and striping

Existing Condition

< Area Type: Rural

¢ Speed Limit: 50

<+ Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
< Shoulder: None

++ Sidewalk: Not Applicable

Construction Cost: $471,000



‘ . greenhght

Engineering

Avenue 16E ‘{Pl\:\\n\
From County 4t Street to County 3" Street

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (5,280 Feet)

| 2. Install signage and stripin
County 3 Street ; : gnag ping

Construction Cost: $134,500
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Existing Condition

+¢* Area Type: Rural

¢ Speed Limit: 50

¢+ Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
¢ Shoulder: None

<+ Sidewalk: Not Applicable

County 4t Street




County 4t Street
From Avenue 16E to Avenue 18E

& @) Greenlight

W% Teffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

County 4t Street

39T anusAy
38T anNuUaAy

Proposed Improvements:

1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (18,480 Feet)
2. Install signage and striping

Existing Condition

®,

. < Area Type: Rural

Construction Cost: $471,000 2 Speed Limit: 50

<+ Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
< Shoulder: None

++ Sidewalk: Not Applicable



From County 4t Street to County 6" Street

County 4t Street

38T anuaAy

County 6t Street

Avenue 18E

- & Greenlight

. X W% Teffic Engineering

[ENGINEERING COMPANY

Proposed Improvements:

1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (21,120 Feet)
2. Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $538,000

Existing Condition

«* Area Type: Rural

¢ Speed Limit: 50

+»+ Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
«+ Shoulder: None

%+ Sidewalk: Not Applicable




County 6th Street |_ 7 ",'Aﬂe?ghghg
From Avenue 18E to Avenue 19E Y=

EHRICK

e ENG

INEERING COMPANY
S

38T anuaAy

Moare

County 6t Street

36T anuaAy

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (10,560 Feet)

Existing Condition

< Area Type: Rural
2. Install signage and striping & Speed Limit: 50
0:0 i i . - n
Construction Cost: $269,000 Configuration: Two-lane Two-way

% Shoulder: None
++ Sidewalk: Not Applicable



Avenue 13E [l &0 Srosrichy
From County 6" Street to County 7" Street IRICK

§ ENGINEERING COMPANY
——

Proposed Improvements:

i~ : : : 1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (10,560 Feet)
County 6% Street - E——— 2. Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $269,000

>
<
®
=]
c
®
=
©
m

Existing Condition

¢ Area Type: Rural

** Speed Limit: 50

¢ Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
+« Shoulder: None

++ Sidewalk: Not Applicable

County 7t Street




County 7th Street |

“.'.Greenlight
From Avenue 19E to Avenue 20E

Traffic Engineering

{RICK]

§ ENGINEERING COMPANY
——

County 7t Street

>
<
[}
=
c
o
i
©
m

307 @nuaAy

Proposed Improvements:

1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (10,560 Feet)
2. Install signage and striping

Existing Condition

«* Area Type: Rural

+ Speed Limit: 50

Construction Cost: $269,000 ++ Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
%+ Shoulder: None

+ Sidewalk: Not Applicable




Avenue 20E |
From County 7t Street to Old US 80 HE

4 Greenlight

W% Taffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

County 7t Street . y Proposed Improvements:

1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (42,240 Feet)
2. Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $1,076,000

307 @nuaAy

Existing Condition

+» Area Type: Rural

** Speed Limit: 50

+ Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
+« Shoulder: None

++ Sidewalk: Not Applicable




Martinez Lake Road & Greenlight
From US 95 to Laguna Army Airfield

Q% Tiaffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Proposed Improvements:

1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of
the roadway (15,840 feet)

2. Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $403,500

Existing Condition
*» Area Type: Rural
¢ Speed Limit: 40

» Configuration: Two-lane Two-way

*,

<

<

* Shoulder: None

<

» Sidewalk: None




County 12th Street
From Fortuna Road to Ironwood Drive

CEILTL
A L3 B iy |

Baid ]

County 12th
Street

-
o
=
-
[
>
Q
I
X
o
jV)
[}

‘q.‘ Greenlight

Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

B
2 s
o th LMY L

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (25,344 feet)
2. Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $645,000

Existing Condition

% Area Type: Rural/Urban

¢ Speed Limit: 40

«» Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
< Shoulder: None

(IR -, D>

D>

®,
Ex3

Sidewalk: None

3ALIQ POOMUOY|




City of Yuma: Proposed Crosswalks



| I.:-?v'* | 4§ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

12th Street: ..
between Castle Dome Ave & Asia Pacific Ave /N\

T e e mm e L e e — . — ==

Proposed advance

) ) i Proposed high
pedestrian warning sign

visibility crosswalk

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

]!
L
i

Greyhound: Bus Station

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000



“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

9
00 ENGINEERING COMPANY

16th Street and Arcadia Lane

IH,.

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

ETY
o

pedestrian warning sign %
R il | =
23 (L ¥1i) b
S [Tl ] | Bl
J iy N Eama

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed RRFB along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $30,000



“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

16th Street and Atlantic Avenue

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed RRFB along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $30,000



“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engmeermg

1st Avenue and 10th Street /\

=y e U] ULy Proposed advance
a4 Proposed high pedestrlan warnmg 5|gn
Proposed advance g V|S|b|I|ty crosswalks _
pedestrlan warning sign $5p 77 LIt e o li
.! “' 5 i ' - ). = " y,?‘ 4 ¢ =

!
%

ENERES

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $10,000



1st Avenue and 12th Street

i

Proposed advance

3 | pedestrian warning sign

Proposed Improvements:

oposed high
visibility crosswalks

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Proposed advance

pedestrian warning sign

1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $12,000



4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

1st Avenue and 14th Street

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

oo, El

Proposed RRFB and high
visibility crosswalks

Proposed advance |
pedestrian warning sign

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed RRFBs along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $25,000



“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

1st Avenue and 5th Street

Proposed advance
pedestrlan warnmg sign

Proposed high
visibility crosswalks

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign a¥

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $12,000



Proposed Improvements:

1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $8,000

1st Avenue and 8th Street

Proposed high
visibility crosswalks

o Proposed advance  [BEIESS §E0
B pedestrlan warning 5|gn &- g...: TR

“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engmeermg

ENGINEERING COMPANY




“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

1st Street and 1st Avenue

Proposed advance
pedestrlan warning 5|gn

Proposed hlgh
V|S|b|I|ty crosswalk \

= pedestrian warnlng sign
B AT ;

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $7,000



=

”r .l

“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Proposed advance

pedestrian warnlng sign N W ) Pﬂ ", i
- e ) PrOposed hlgh " Brewing Cu‘rﬁ%ﬁ"’
visibility crosswalk :

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Heritage

i
|

: ’

! it Yuma Fire Depam eNtie
e Branch Library | ¥ 'Station I'“d:':.k 1

Proposed Improvements:

1.

Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000



4§ Greenlight

» Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

1st Street and Maiden Lane

oy } 4 Proposed high
N 2N %y Visibility crosswalk
Proposed advance : g l AL

S~Commun

pedestrian warning sign b ﬁg

Bor

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Riniiouse
BT

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000



. @ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

215t Drive and 24t" Street

%

l sz B NN Proposed high & v—&
e || Vi e =R | S visibility crosswalk ' 1.4

Proposed advance e~ b ’ [ | - fi =1 ’ dPropgsed advgnce' JEEE‘J |
pedestrian warning sign 8 P, G Syl =908 pedestrian warning sign g

'y
1 .

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk

Construction Cost: $4,000



“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

8§ ENGINEERING COMPANY

Yuma County Library Main Branch
Between 28" Street_a_nd 32“°' Street

Proposed hlgh
V|S|b|I|ty crosswalk

Proposed advance ‘
. pedestrlan warmng sign =% "—% ,{!’

1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Proposed Improvements:

Construction Cost: $9,000



)‘Vu‘ma County’
partment-ofa=i=s
o ()=

Proposed high
visibility crosswalk

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Proposed Improvements:

1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $16,000

4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering



4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

24th Street and Melody Lane - A

UnwliA

Proposed high
visibility crosswalk

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000



' Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

“ Greenlight

24th Street
From Avenue C to Avenue B

0 ;-

Border:Selfj Sto

r.Place

Vallev anurr

Fh }aﬁ-?"’c " P

Proposed advance
pedestrlan warning 5|gn

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs
2. Proposed sidewalk along both sides of 24t St from Avenue C to Avenue B (10,200 feet)

Construction Cost: $536,000



“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engmeermg

ENGINEERING COMPANY

24th Street at AWC Entrance/ Tamarack Center

Parking/Let(P2)/ 48

Proposed h|gh Hiuma =
visibility crosswalk

p-. , : l'.. J . e | ‘_ - -
s s . <o) Proposed advance -8 -
| ,,.... destrian warning sign '
k= pe s
= Lr"w} [’.'55"' r - SoP 2

LS el e

,
LEToGoka

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000



24th Street and 6th Avenue

W R Ve Inseuesiy

OReilly Aui

}l 2 i\
] % Proposed hlgh
» V|S|b|I|ty crosswalk

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Proposed advance .
pedestrlan warning 5|gn = 4

Proposed Improvements:

1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000

N “ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

g | - 1
Ad vanmeﬁash
I m .



“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engmeermg

ENGINEERING COMPANY

24th Street and Avenue 2 5/10

Proposed advance S s
pedestrian warning sign Proposed high
i { NN ¥ == \visibility crosswalk

L\H'mm

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000



“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engmeermg

ENGINEERING COMPANY

24th Street and College Avenue

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $4,000



4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

24th Street and Vista De Castillo Drive

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

i foeea!
:um Jma

e o e =

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $4,000



24t St

Pasqu

| L

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

HEER A ==

Proposed Improvements:

Yuma Community Food Bank

=
)’=‘_'w!!

A
Emmﬂp o

.

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Earmishop

1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $4,000



4§ Greenlight

' Traffic Engmeerlng

Yuma Regional Medical Center

24th Street Between Parkvnew Loop and Avenue A A

]
7
o

[

_\|F

Proposed hlgh | [
V|S|b|I|ty crosswalk .

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $7,000



4§ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

26th Street and 23rd Avenue

[ —— e L ———————————Z

Proposed advance .
pedestrian warning sign Proposed high

visibility crosswalk

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $4,000



4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

PRICK

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Blue Diamond RV Park
32nd Street and Country Road Boulevard A
e e e - — e = o - = : o

i it Ao WA ok ! ¢ et T, Y -

‘
-

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign
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Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed RRFB along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $29,000



32nd Street and Crest Drive

el e e
b k |

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed RRFB with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $29,000

2 2N diStreetmm

Drive

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

eunioY|s)

oA,



4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

32nd Street and Fortuna Avenue h A

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

= Faniaaiid 9naidinn

-

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed RRFB along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $29,000



“ Greenlight

' Traffic Eng«neermg

ENGINEERING COMPANY

32nd Street and Shortway

. ""'-"-l u\*;

”:Hw

Eerguson

S PlUmBINg*Supply Agri=Trendi:ab

Proposedlmprovements
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

2. Proposed sidewalk (5,280 Feet)
Construction Cost: $273,000



“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

32nd Street and Soar Avenue

30th Prayair Welding Gas
and:SupplylStere

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

RHING LININGS/g

4YUMAS _ - Proposed advance
‘ pedestrian warning sign

v Arl*una MarlknthIdr e
Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed RRFB along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $29,000



3rd Street
From 17th Avenue to Avenue A

Ahaimer o

xn \&.ﬁw :
Proposed advance
pedestrlan warning sign

\.: ..;“

‘.“A- "-\:1‘;

- . P
X 1 7.
|
3rd >trr etf(]
Fest
3)

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $12,000

“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

i ENGINEERING COMPANY

oos - . W

A-l.._+,_‘.r»
T

-

—_—



4§ Greenlight

. NS Traffic Engineering
3rd Street
From Avenue B to 15th Avenue

ENGINEERING COMPANY

o

e we A

J TR T

cAnF Wy il o
Proposed advance

pedestrian warning sign

Proposed high
visibility crosswalk

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $14,000



“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

3rd Street
From 8th Avenue to 6th Avenue

' s, . ey T O e = re— i . 3
W/ Caurt!St S - . S - . -
- = b — = - R — % : - 3 - [ - = i ’
- - = b * . 3 - e P iz .
4 04 - o W B ) 0 g > 3 [
|
i

o A Y]
Proposed high
visibility crosswalk

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $6,000



4§ Greenlight

» Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Downtown Yuma Transit Center

3rd Street and Gila Street A

b b i : _% 7 ’ /s

, - S
Proposed advance
L pedestrian warning sign

& 1 | i
I VA

w4 Vg . :
+ umalCalntyiRecoider | 1| .' B oy
. @ Ty T Ul R

Proposed high

= |
ﬁug;h

\5

A, | | | =

o B Proposed advance ;
“" 2 pedestrian warning sign |
caaliEal R EE TS

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000



4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

4th Avenue and 12th Street

=>

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign
g o Pt ™

T l

T

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $12,000



4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

4th Avenue and 17th Street

SICNE PE . . TE L

== ATOINIS — Proposed advance ‘ ] = '[ R —
T = . . : Ty s QPR
g ; X pedestrian warning sign = ; gl

i ; f fl \

¥

ool

| 3 -\‘.. ] w 'y ':
SWasiamilpion = b by
Proposed high I I
visibility crosswalks - |

MoDlle E":, - |
LW 2 1
. I

Wil7thiPl

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $17,000



4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

¥ y-‘_
A R

Proposed advance
= pedestrian warning sign Ay sl =1 -

£ d I

Proposed high _
visibility crosswalks §

SAYIS |15

Pret,

Proposed Imprvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $12,000



4th Avenue and ZOth Street

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Proposed high
V|S|b|I|ty crosswalk

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Proposed ImprovementS'
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000

“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

=>



“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

4th Avenue and 20th Place

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000



:4th Avenue and 26th Street

Wi25thiSt

Proposed advance

fuma Senj C

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $12,000

“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

i ENGINEERING COMPANY

A

- l‘r
ﬁl ]- 1
=y



4§ Greenlight

th NS Traffic Engineering
87 Street
From Magnolia Avenue to 10t Avenue

: ! 4
1y /

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

| Lg l

Proposed high
visibility crosswalk

ark

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $10,000



4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

A

AWC Loop Rd:
between 24t Street and Adobe Ridge Road

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Proposed Improvements: |
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000



S Greenlight
RICK

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Atlantic Avenue and 14t Street

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

- N -

Proposed high
visibility crosswalks

AR I Tl AP
Pl = : g -
13 M [ 1% ¥ By T 5 e
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- f“ . 8 I: l 4 " . < -~ Ef15thSt
NRerformance ge " 3 2 s »

[RDOEqUipmen

WWalley.

— &y imalViarine
™ (§ L ==
Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks and advance warning pedestrian warning sign
2. Proposed sidewalk along both sides of Pacific Avenue to Avenue 3E (11,000 feet)
Construction Cost: $562,000




4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Avenue 3E and Palo Verde Street

e =
. " A =GlRIProc
Proposed advance
ng sign

Proposed high
visibility crosswalk

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign
B el

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs
Construction Cost: $9,000



4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

Avenue 9E From 28th Street to 315t Street

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Proposed high
visibility crosswalk

>

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs
Construction Cost: $14,000



4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Proposed advance L e

pedestrian warning sign Proposed high
' = : - visibility crosswalks

=5

o
b
»

"N 3

L | K
N

THLU

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $6,000



4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

A

Avenue A and 14th Street

W]
= e et & — e L

Proposed high & 2
visibility crosswalks &

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $6,000



“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Avenue A and 18" Street

Proposed advance | : ;
pedestrlan warning 5|gn R T e . Proposed high
visibility crosswalks

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $6,000



“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Avenue A and 20th Street

Proposed advance il
pedestrian warnlng sign : ' LT Proposed hlgh
' - VISIbI|Ity crosswalks

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign 4
et B[ e
ﬁ}ﬁ*}?ﬁtﬁ “

Proposed ImprovementS'
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $6,000



4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

Avenue A and 22th Street =

~pPRET TR
- Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sig

2ainbowsApartmen

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $11,000



“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

Avenue A: Southwest Medical Center

Between: 24" street and 32" Street A

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000



Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Proposed hlgh
V|S|b|I|ty crosswalk

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000

Howardiahi

Wyndhar

“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

SNGINEERING COMPANY

A




Avenue B Del Valle Mobile Home Park
Between: 8t" Street and 12t Street

8 Trailer Park

Wi

B BN Ry

' 'H ”n-r-(.-
H '\l.ilil‘l-
Il 1

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Proposed high
visibility crosswalk

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000

“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY




Avenue B Immaculate Conception Church & School
Between 3" Street and 8" Street

Immacu
et

|
U3

Wi

i TN . Proposed high
visibility crosswalk

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

TSR,

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000

4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY



4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Avenue C and 14t Street

i e

Proposed advance

‘!_=‘1 .- ]
Proposed high

1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $6,000



4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

Avenue C and 18t e

e (d

Street

“.k < o h| r !“ ' 5
Proposed advance
i pedestrian warning sig

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $6,000



“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Avenue C and 4th Place

Proposed advance
pedestrian warnlng S|gn

Proposed high
visibility crosswalk

Proposed advance
pedestrlan warnlng sign

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000



“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Avenue C and Amador Lane

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Proposed high
visibility crosswalk

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

FamilyiDollar

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000



4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Proposed high
visibility crosswalk

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $4,000



Across Shilo Hotel in loop of
Yuma Palms Parkway and Castle Dome Avenue

® Greyhound: Bus Station

Proposed advance
pedestrlan warnlng sign

L\ ; s _,_- ' Proposed high
_J S S

visibility crosswalk

Proposed advance
pedestrlan warnlng sign

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $7,000

“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

,Yuma Elec ey
Motur & Pump!



“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Proposed advance

pedestrian warnmg sign

Proposed high
V|S|b|I|ty crosswalk

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $7,000



4§ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Catalina Drive and 1* Avenue

Proposed high
visibility crosswalk

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Proposed advance
pedestrian warnmg sign

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $4,000



4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

County 8t Street
From Avenue D to Avenue C

Proposed advance 1 Proposed high
pedestrian warning sign | visibility crosswalk

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs
2. Proposed sidewalk along both sides of 8t St from Avenue D to Avenue C (10,500 feet)

Construction Cost: $535,000



4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Hope way and County 8t" Street

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Yoga Sangam’
Arizona,Babaji i

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000



4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

Hope Way and Riverside Drive LE¢

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Aachin
Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

= r g r

k
g

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000



4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Pacific Avenue and San Marcos Drive

Proposed advance

) oo B BT
pedestrian warlng5|gn o= Tolng T
: : 2

ne

I E

M
a

F""‘\ZI- S
Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

S A

Muma Feedi&ig I

1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $4,000



Walmart Stop
Between Palo Verde Street and 32" Street

= ‘
'g‘lf.la @ftYuma
]

"RANM Pest a‘n'a"gef'le_ni .

T

Proposed advance s | |l 2 o Proposed high
pedestrian warning sign ) = _: = visibility crosswalk

18

= IEgen u ron Sl (D

Dive-In
L
|
ﬂ g X N =
Y !E Proposed advance
L ; pedestrian warning sign

Prpsed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000

4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY




Redondo Center Drive Social Security
Access from 16" Street

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Proposed high
visibility crosswalk

== BuffaloWild

Proposed advance
pedestrian warnlng sign

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000

“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering



4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

South Frontage Road
From: Avenue 8 % E to Foothills Boulevard

=>

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed sidewalk along both sides of South Frontage Road from Avenue 8 1/2E to Foothills Boulevard
(21,120 feet)

Construction Cost: $1,056,000



& Greenhght

‘o Trofic Engine

\j

City of Yuma: Proposed Crosswalks at Park Crossings



“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

Yuma Valley Park | BEEES
24th Street and 31t Avenue A

um {
| i
Proposed RRFB

Valleyiligue
Eﬁ*" iy ;;hl @M

Sonora/S
Aparntm

> . . 7 & . :
8 L Proposed advance 3
ﬁg ' pedestrlan warning sign
; /‘ . :
C E

W:25th Ln;

Elw m_mﬁh] aﬁ_mlﬁgl ES & .

———
mm———e—e—
- =

=T ‘|. - :g. Tt 1
d Proposed advance
= pedestrlan warning 5|gn
: ¥ 2

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed RRFB along with advance pedestrian warning signs

2. Proposed sidewalk along both sides of 24t St from Avenue C to Avenue B (10,200 feet)
Construction Cost: $293,000



y 4 Greenlight

» Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Latino Americano Park

=

| K=~%)

Proposed high "L
visibility crosswalk . S

I =1 B [ S|

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk

Construction Cost: $2,000



ol Greenlight
RICK

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Joe Henry Memorial Park
23" Avenue and Colorado Street

=>

3 |

visibility crosswalks

|
.

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $14,000



“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

Colorado River State Historic Park
Wmterhaven Drlve/4th Avenue and 1St Street

ENGINEERING COMPANY

>

Proposed high
visibility crosswalk

s ‘E ¥ 7 /

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk
Construction Cost: $2,000



“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engmeermg

NG COMPANY

Ray Smucker Park
Avenue A and Westrldge Drive

Proposed advance
pedestrlan warning sign

=>

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Already considered as part of the transit stop crosswalk



4 Greenlight
w5

Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Gateway Park
1%t Street and Madison Avenue

=>

ninn pivot Point Pl
Bivot Point §

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks

Construction Cost: $4,000



City of Yuma- Proposed Bicycle Lanes



| 4§ Greenlight

§ W% Teffic Engineering

|

NOINEERING COMPANY

US 95
From Avenue E to 32" Street

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $37,000

Existing Condition

<+ Area Type: Rural

¢ Speed Limit: 55

<+ Configuration: Three-Lane, Two-Way
< Shoulder: Present

¢ Sidewalk: Not Applicable




4 Greenlight

Q% Tiaffic Engineering

Avenue B/US 95 : " ENGINEERING COMPANY
From 32" Street to 16" Street

Proposed Improvements:
1. Roadway widen and install bike lane (2 miles)

Construction Cost: $2,122,000

Existing Condition

% Area Type: Urban

% Speed Limit: 40

<+ Configuration: Three-Lane, Two-Way
<+ Shoulder: Not Applicable

o

o

¢ Sidewalk: Present for whole segment




16th Street
From Pacific Avenue to Avenue 3E

| &) Greenlight

| Q% Taffic Engineering

3€ anuany

o
Q
o,
=
(o]
>
<
o
>
c
(0]

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install signage and striping
2. Install shoulder along south side of 16t St from Avenue 2 % to

Avenue 3E Existing Condition
«»+ Area Type: Rural/Urban
Construction Cost: $86,000 .

% Speed Limit: 45

% Configuration: Five-Lane, Two-Way
«+ Shoulder: Present

e Sidewalk: Not Present



Avenue 3E
From County 14t Street to County 12t Street

| &) Greenlight

| Q% Tffic Engineering

[RicK

ENGINEERING COMPANY

| jeiped 12 | T 25 - ot
Count L ¥ 4] Proposed Improvements:
e - 1. Install shoulder and signage and striping

Construction Cost: $264,000

Existing Condition

¢ Area Type: Rural/Urban

«» Speed Limit: 50

% Configuration: Two-lane, Two-Way
%+ Shoulder: Present

<+ Sidewalk: Not Applicable




4, Greenlight

W% Tsffic Engineering

8th Street
From 4t Avenue to Pacific Avenue

Proposed Improvements:

1. Install signage and striping from 4t
Avenue to Prison Hill Road

2. Install 6 foot wide shoulder from
Prison Hill Road to Pacific Avenue

I
=
=

>

<

I}

=]

c

o

Construction Cost: $136,000

Existing Condition

% Area Type: Urban

¢ Speed Limit: 40

<+ Configuration: Four-Lane, Two-Way
<+ Shoulder: Present, where applicable
¢ Sidewalk: Present, where applicable

ﬁeHonwe
‘ LiAlS 4pJs
S




4, Greenlight

W% Taffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

16th Street
From Avenue D to Avenue C

a anuaay

Proposed Improvements: Existing Condition
1. Install signage and striping ¢ Area Type: Urban
2. Install shoulder from Avenue D to 45% Avenue (5,350 feet) % Speed Limit: 35

¢ Configuration: Two-lane, Two-Way from Avenue D
to 45t Avenue, Four-Lane, Two-Way from 45t
Avenue to Avenue C

< Shoulder: Missing from Avenue D to 45 Avenue

Construction Cost: $137,000

e Sidewalk: Present
«* Proposed bikeway for whole segment
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15t Street

16t Street

Avenue B
From 16t Street to 15t Street

Proposed Improvements:
1. Widen roadway and install bike lanes (2 miles)

Construction Cost: $2,122,000

Existing Condition

<+ Area Type: Urban

¢ Speed Limit: 45

<+ Configuration: Five-Lane, Two-Way

<+ Shoulder: Not Applicable

¢ Sidewalk: Present

*» Proposed bike lane for whole segment

4, Greenlight

W% Tsffic Engineering




% ‘q" Greenlight

Traffic Engineering

Arizona Avenue
From 32" Street to 12th Street

Proposed Improvements:
1. |Install signage and Sharrow markings

Construction Cost: $37,500

>
3.
N
o
=1
QU
[ >
<
(0]
=}
c
(U]

Existing Condition

% Area Type: Urban

% Speed Limit: 35 and 40

< Configuration: Three-Lane, Two-Way
< Shoulder: Not Applicable

% Sidewalk: Present
% Proposed bike lane for whole segment




4 Greenlight

Q% Tiaffic Engineering

NOINEERING COMPANY

26th Street
Avenue B to 215t Drive

N
=
[
o
3.
<
@

g anuany

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install signage and Sharrow Marking Existing Condition

K2

< Area Type: Urban

¢ Speed Limit: 25

% Configuration: Two Lane, Two-Way
* Shoulder: Not Applicable

» Sidewalk: Present

Construction Cost: $2,000

o

oo

<



4 Greenlight

Q% Tiaffic Engineering

23" Drive
26 Street and 28t Street

| [ENGINEERING COMPANY

i

R ToY 26t Street = Proposed Improvements:
Repartn el N e = ' 1. Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $2,000

Existing Condition

«»+ Area Type: Urban

¢ Speed Limit: 25

«»+ Configuration: Two Lane, Two-Way
«+ Shoulder: Not Applicable

K2

<+ Sidewalk: Present




K7 ‘1‘ Greenlight

& Traffic Engineering

Arizona Western College
Otondo Drive and Campus Loop

S| [ENGINEERING COMPANY

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install signage and sharrow marking on Campus Loop
2. Extend existing bike lanes on Otondo Dr to 24 St

Construction Cost: $21,000

Existing Condition

% Area Type: Urban

e Speed Limit: 15

% Configuration: Two Lane, Two-Way
<+ Shoulder: Not Applicable

< Sidewalk: Present

< Proposed bikeway on whole AWC Loop




‘. Greenlight

, Traffic Engineering

14th Street
From Pacific Avenue to Atlantic Avenue

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Stiidio

rilli& Bar
l . Yuma County
Area dransit

-.1lhuf Ellis

anuaAy dioed

>
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>
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Proposed Improvements:

1. Install signage and Sharrow Marking Existing Condition
2. Install sidewalk on from Pacific Avenue to Atlantic Avenue % Area Type: Urban
(5,280 Feet) % Speed Limit: 25

Construction Cost: $270,500

.
%

Configuration: Two Lane, Two-Way
Shoulder: Not Applicable
» Sidewalk: Not Present

.
%

3



‘. Greenlight

, Traffic Engineering

Atlantic Avenue
From 14t Street to 16" Street

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Stiidio

rilli& Bar
l . Yuma County
Area dransit

-.1lhuf Ellis

Efl -17h‘:'-t
w5

o
o
Q.
=h
)
>
<
o)
>
c
)

SNUBAY J13UeY

|
n Grilll} Samis C:Iul!:

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install signage and Sharrow Marking Existing Condition
2. Install sidewalk on from 14t" Street to 16™ Street (2,740 feet) < Area Type: Urban

% Speed Limit: 25

Configuration: Two Lane, Two-Way
Shoulder: Not Applicable

» Sidewalk: Not Present

*,

Construction Cost: $145,000

.
%

.
%

3



| &) Greenlight

| Q% Tffic Engineering

[RicK

SINEERING COMPANY

15t Street
From Gila Street to Maiden Lane

15t Street
— -

ollErogram

@
o
A

=

o

o
"

Proposed Improvements: Existing Condition
1. Install signage and Sharrow Marking  AreaT Urb
% Area Type: Urban
¢ Speed Limit: 25

Construction Cost: $7,500

¢ Configuration: Two Lane, Two-Way
¢+ Shoulder: Not Applicable
«» Sidewalk: Present



| &y Greenlight

W% Taffic Engineering

SINEERING COMPANY

3rd Street
From Gila Street to Maiden Lane

3rd street

193435 e|ID

£ 3rd St

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install signage and Sharrow Marking

Existing Condition

*» Area Type: Urban

Speed Limit: 25

% Configuration: Two Lane, One-Way
Shoulder: Not Applicable

Sidewalk: Present

KD
°

Construction Cost: $2,000

o

.
%

3

5



| &) Greenlight

i Q% Tiaffic Engineering

[RicK

SINEERING COMPANY

Harold C Giss Parkway
From Gila Street to Maiden Lane

Existing Condition

Proposed Improvements:

1. Install signage and sharrow marking % Area Type: Urban
¢ Speed Limit: 35
Construction Cost: $7,500 +»+ Configuration: Four Lane, Two-Way

%+ Shoulder: Not Applicable
«+ Sidewalk: Present



Maiden Lane
From 15t Street to Harold C Giss Parkway

| &y Greenlight

Q% Tiaffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install signage and Sharrow Marking

Construction Cost: $5,000

Al u‘nt Re&corder

Existing Condition

¢ Area Type: Urban

¢ Speed Limit: 25

% Configuration: Two Lane, Two-Way
% Shoulder: Not Applicable

s Sidewalk: Present




| &) Greenlight

Q% Tiaffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Gila Street
From 15t Street to 3" Street A

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $5,000

@
)
wv
(=]
=
o
o
i

Existing Condition

¢ Area Type: Urban

¢ Speed Limit: 25

¢+ Configuration: Two Lane, Two-Way
¢+ Shoulder: Not Applicable

% Sidewalk: Present




& ) Greenlight

W% Teffic Engineering

32nd Street
From Avenue D to Avenue B

45t Avenue

County 11t Street

Proposed Improvements: Existing Condition

1. Install 6' foot wide shgu!der along both sides of the roadway (32,525 feet) % Area Type: Rural/Urban

2. Install signage and striping . Speed Limit: 40

* Configuration: Two-lane Two-way

* Turn lanes are present at intersections

* Shoulder: None

Sidewalk: Present from Avenue D to 45t Avenue

<

o<

Construction Cost: $947,000

RS

<

®,
EX3



4 Greenlight

W% Taffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Avenue D
From County 12t Street to County 8" Street

IDIE SR O L

County 8t Street

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (42,663 feet)
2. Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $1,087,000

Existing Condition

¢ Area Type: Rural

% Speed Limit: 50 from County 12t Street to 20t Street
< Speed Limit: 35 from 20t Street to County 8t Street
¢ Configuration: Two-lane Two-way

«+ Shoulder: None

«» Sidewalk: Present from 20t Street and 16t Street




4 Greenlight

W% Taffic Engineering

15t Street
From Avenue C to Avenue B

9 anuaay

g 9NULAY

s 19
= =i ey

= FRAALLYA
e Al

o
£l
"

|

Existing Condition
<+ Area Type: Rural/Urban

Proposed Improvements:

1. Install Sharrow (10,560 Feet) & Speed Limit: 35
Construction Cost: $15,000 < Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
+ Shoulder: None

¢+ Sidewalk: None



4 Greenlight

Q% Tiaffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

55t Street
From Avenue C to Avenue B

. LERp
et H% g
58 S

5th Street
PO | 65 == v vy

my

g SnuUsaAy

>
<
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Proposed Improvements:

1. Install Sharrow (10,560 Feet)
Existing Condition

Construction Cost: $15,000 % Area Type: Rural/Urban
Speed Limit: 25
«» Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
«+ Shoulder: None
«» Sidewalk: None

D>

K7
EX3



Araby Road
From County 10" Street to County 9t Street

;&) Greenlight

W% Taffic Engineering

-% [ENGINEERING COMPANY

‘ Proposed Improvements:
County 9hStreet i , 1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (10,560 feet)
| 2. Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $269,000

Existing Condition

¢ Area Type: Rural

¢ Speed Limit: 45

¢ Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
<+ Shoulder: None

% Sidewalk: None

Street




County 11t
Street

Iy anuay

Street

Avenue 4E
County 14th Street to County 11th Street

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (31,680 feet)
2. Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $807,000

Existing Condition

«» Area Type: Rural/Urban

¢ Speed Limit: 50

< Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
< Shoulder: None

% Sidewalk: None

4 Greenlight

W% Taffic Engineering



4 Greenlight

W% Taffic Engineering

Avenue 5E
County 14t Street to County 11t Street

Proposed Improvements:

County 11h 1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (31,680 feet)
Sty get = 2. Install signage and striping

=3

Construction Cost: $807,000

Existing Condition

«+ Area Type: Rural/Urban

+» Speed Limit: 50

«+ Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
* Shoulder: None

e Sidewalk: None

County 14t
Street



4 Greenlight

Q% Tiaffic Engineering

County 13t Street
From Avenue 2E to Avenue 5E

County 13t

aueeL

Proposed Improvements: Existing Condition
1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (31,680 feet)

2. Install signage and striping

¢ Area Type: Rural/Urban
«» Speed Limit: 50

Construction Cost: $807,000 ¢ Configuration: Two-lane Two-way

®,

% Shoulder: None

.

< Sidewalk: None

D>



Avenue 2E 55
From County 14t Street to County 13t Street P

4 Greenlight

W% Taffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Proposed Improvements:

1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (10,560 feet)
2. Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $269,000

3¢ anuany

Existing Condition

«»+ Area Type: Rural/Urban

** Speed Limit: 50

¢ Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
+ Shoulder: None

+»+ Sidewalk: None

County 14t
Street



Avenue 3 2 E
From County 12t Street to County 11t Street

v & Greenlight

Q% Tiaffic Engineering

e ENGINEERING COMPANY

.. Proposed Improvements:

~| 1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (10,560
feet)

2. Install signage and striping

County 11t

Construction Cost: $269,000

Existing Condition

«» Area Type: Rural/Urban

¢ Speed Limit: 45

% Configuration: Three Lane - Two-way
% Shoulder: None

s Sidewalk: None

County 12t
Street



County 12th Street
From Avenue 3E to Avenue 6E

4 Greenlight

Q% Tiaffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

County 12t
Street

39 anuany

>
<
@
=)
c
©
w
m

Proposed Improvements:

1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (31,680 feet)

2. Install signage and striping Existing Condition

Construction Cost: $807,000 % Area Type: Rural/Urban

¢ Speed Limit: 45

¢ Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
< Shoulder: None
«» Sidewalk: None




Gadsden: Proposed Crosswalks



"y 4 Greenlight

» Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Main Street From County 19th St to Lorena Avenue

\\W

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

_ I
\
|
:

=>

Proposed high ‘
visibility crosswalk "

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

E.h_qf:'_l_: '_ ! : . Imnnulmirrif
Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $13,000



Gadsden: Proposed Bicycle Lanes



Main Street/ US 95

From County 19t Street to Lorena Avenue

4 s
A

County 19t Street

Proposed Improvements:
1. Widen roadway and install bike lanes

Construction Cost: $807,400

Existing Condition

«* Area Type: Rural

¢ Speed Limit: 40

«+ Configuration: Five-Lane, Two-Way
%+ Shoulder: Not Applicable

+»+ Sidewalk: Present for whole segment

. g. Greenlight

& Traffic Engineering

e ENGINEERING COMPANY

A

N



4 Greenlight

| Q% Tffic Engineering

us 95
From Lorena Avenue to Avenue G A

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $25,000

>
<
@
=]
c
)
0]

Existing Condition

' Area Type: Rural

%+ Speed Limit: 55

«»+ Configuration: Five-Lane, Two-Way
++ Shoulder: Present

++ Sidewalk: Not Applicable




County 19t Street [y asreenioh
US 95 to Avenue B

County 19t Street

>
<
)
=]
c
@
w

Proposed Improvements: Existing Condition
1. Install shoulder along both sides of the roadway (83,424 feet) % Area Type: Rural
2. Install signage and striping 2 Speed Limit: 50

«»+ Configuration: Two-lane, Two-Way
++ Shoulder: None
++ Sidewalk: Present for whole segment

Construction Cost: $2,085,600



City of San Luis: Proposed Crosswalks



4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

4th Avenue and B Street

| | =

=111 Proposed advance = |

; . pedestrian warning sign 28 . Lot e
Proposed high
> visibility crosswalks 8
-

-

Propose premnts:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $12,000



“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

4th Avenue and Cc Street

Proposed advance
pedestrian warnmg sign

Proposed high
visibility crosswalks

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $12,000



“ Greenlight

' Traffic Englneeflng

4th Avenue and Arlzona Street }
e & U : . g | AT

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $6,000



4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

4th Avenue and Juan Sanchez Blvd
Cpml Y e _

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Proposed high
visibility crosswalks

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs
2. Proposed sidewalk on both sides (4,200 Feet)

Construction Cost: $240,000



I___ ¥ @) Greenlight

::-l: M ' Traffic Engineering

SRR CK]

ENGINEERING COMPANY

4th Avenue and Las Brisas Ivd

Proposed advance
pedestrlan warnlng sign

Proposed high
visibility crosswalk

L
Avenue,@ B
s BrisasiBlyd

Proposed advance
pedestrlan warnmg 5|gn

Proposed Improvements
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000



g" Greenlight

Traffic Engineering

L

1 Proposed high -
_ visibility crosswalk

' Proposed advance o
. pedestrian warning sign =
Proposed Improvements:

1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $6,000



4§ Greenlight

» Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

8th Avenue and America Street

Proposed advance
school zone warning

d high ;
A visibility crosswalk =

Proposed advance school
zone warning sign

Proposed Improvements:

1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance school zone warning signs

Construction Cost: $7,000



4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

Avenue F and Los Olivos Drive

Proposed advance :
pedestrian warning sign 3

~

-

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000



Orgullo Del Sol Apartments
Between Main Street and 4t Avenue

Proposed advance

) ) i Proposed high
pedestrian warning sign

visibility crosswalk

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $7,000



4§ Greenlight
‘." Traffic Engingring

Juan Sanchez Boulevard and 7" Avenue 5

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Proposed advance

pedestrian warning sign

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $22,000



“ Greenlight

US Highway 95 T'Enee“ns
From Estlbelle Lane to LankmﬂDrlve

ENGINEERING COMPANY
Ry e o e

Proposed high ‘ . A8 N
visibility crosswalk i

Proposed advance
pedestrlan warnmg S|gn

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $12,000



L__ y 4y Greenlight

v L) 3
j =M " Traffic Engineering
—

US Highway 95- Walmart Drive ]
Between Piceno Drive and County 22" Street A

: === Proposed high
Proposed advance : wpt = visibility crosswalk
pedestrian warning sign '

Proposed high
visibility crosswalk

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Insuraneel M i,

3 {<
i St
kA k.
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Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $12,000



. @§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Urtuzuastegui Street and Cesar Chavez Avenue

e [ | R Proposed advance

Proposed advance :
pedestrian warning sign Proposed high
cvary 1 : visibility crosswalk

pedestrian warning sign

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $6,000



‘.'.'. gzeenlight

ic Engineering

[ENGINEERING COMPANY
—

City of San Luis- Proposed Bicycle Lanes



Juan Sanchez Boulevard
from Main Street to 10t Avenue

‘1‘ Greenlight

% Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

A8 =

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (19,200 feet)

2. Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $480,000

ANUAAY ;8

Existing Condition

K2
”n

*,

oo

oo
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.

Area Type: Urban/Rural

Speed Limit: 35

Configuration: Two-lane, Two-way

Shoulder: None

Sidewalk: Present from 6" Avenue to 10" Avenue on
north side only

School present at 8" Avenue NE Corner



G light
Juan Sanchez Boulevard A Seanl
from 10t Avenue to Avenue E M
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Juan Sanchez Boulevard
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Proposed Improvements: Existing Condition
1. Install 2 foot wide shoulder along Juan Sanchez Blvd (31,680 feet) % Area Type: Rural

2. Install signage and striping % Speed Limit: 50

Construction Cost: $264,000 ¢+ Configuration: Two-lane, Two-Way

®,

% Shoulder: Present
<+ Sidewalk: Not applicable



G light
Juan Sanchez Boulevard A Seanl
from Avenue E to Avenue B m

g 5
Juan Sanchez Boulevard/US 195 -

g anuany

3 anuany

Existing Condition
% Area Type: Rural
¢ Speed Limit: 65
Construction Cost: $15,000 P ) )
¢ Configuration: Four-Lane, Two Way

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install signage and striping (3 miles)

<+ Shoulder: Present
<+ Sidewalk: Not applicable



‘q.‘ Greenlight

Traffic Engineering

Main Street
from Urtuzuastegui Street to Juan Sanchez Boulevard

Proposed Improvements:

1. Install signage and striping along
west side of Main st

2. Install Sharrow marking on the
pavements for shared bike and
car lanes for north directions

Construction Cost: $15,000

Existing Condition

¢ Area Type: Rural/Urban

+» Speed Limit: 25

+» Configuration: Two-lane, Two-Way

» Shoulder: Not applicable

e Sidewalk: Present for whole segment

¢ Bike lane existing southbound from D Street
(Roundabout) to Urtuzuastegui Street

192415 UlRy

Urtuzuastegui Street




4 Greenlight

W% Taffic Engineering

RICK

INEERING COMPANY
B

Main Street | =
from Juan Sanchez Boulevard to County 22" Street

Proposed Improvements:

1. Restripe and add bike lanes along Main
street

2. Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $42,500

Existing Condition
¢ Area Type: Rural/Urban
¢ Speed Limit: 35

% Configuration: Three-Lane, Two-Way
«+ Shoulder: Not applicable

KD

<+ Sidewalk: Present from Juan Sanchez Boulevard to
County 22 % Street both directions, and from County
22 ¥ Street to County 22" Street on east side only




;| & Greenlight

W% Tsffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

A

N

US 95
From County 22" Street to County 19t" Street

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install signage and striping

;- County 19 Street

Construction Cost: $15,000

Existing Condition

+« Area Type: Rural

¢ Speed Limit: 55

++ Configuration: Three-Lane, Two-Way
++ Shoulder: Present

<+ Sidewalk: Not applicable




& Greenlight

Juan Sanchez Boulevard/ State Route 195/Araby Road W3 aicirgrarra
from Avenue B to 32" Street

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Proposed Improvements: N
1. Install signage and striping for bike lanes/presence of bikes
2. Six Dynamic speed feedback signs

Construction Cost: $135,500

Existing Condition

«+ Area Type: Rural

+» Speed Limit: 65

«+ Configuration: Four-Lane, Two-Way
¢+ Shoulder: Present

2

< Sidewalk: Not applicable
«+ Connects San Luis to Yuma
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| &) Greenlight

Q% Tiaffic Engineering

County 22" Street
From US 95/Main Street to 4t" Avenue

| [ENGINEERING COMPANY

County 22" Street

BNUAAY by

Family:

Proposed Improvements:

1. Install signage and Sharrow markings L. .
Existing Condition

*» Area Type: Urban/Rural

¢ Speed Limit: 35

+» Configuration: Three-Lane, Two-Way eastbound,
and One-Way westbound

Construction Cost: $3,250

< Shoulder: None
< Sidewalk: None



4th Avenue
From County 22" Street to Urtuzuasetgui Street

| &y Greenlight

W% Taffic Engineering

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install signage and Sharrow markings
Construction Cost: $7,500

Existing Condition

% Area Type: Urban/Rural

+ Speed Limit: 25

< Configuration: Two-lane, Two-Way
< Shoulder: None

«»+ Sidewalk: Partially south of G Street

Urtuzuastegui Street
——




Proposed Improvements:
1. Install signage and Sharrow markings

Construction Cost: $3,250

Urtuzuasetgui Street

Existing Condition

.

* Area Type: Urban/Rural

Speed Limit: 25

% Configuration: Two-lane, Two-Way
* Shoulder: Not applicable
Sidewalk: Present

o

®,
Ex3

o

o

®,
Ex3

S
=
Ed

>

<

D)

=]

c

)

& Greenlight

Q% Tiaffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY




4 Greenlight

Q% Tiaffic Engineering

C Street
From Main Street to 15t Street/William Brook Avenue

Proposed Improvements:

1. Install signage and Sharrow markings Existing Condition

«»+ Area Type: Urban/Rural

Construction Cost: $2,000 % Speed Limit: 25
«»+ Configuration: Two-lane, Two-Way

«»+ Shoulder: Not applicable
«+ Sidewalk: Present



15t Street/William Brooks Avenue S Greeniery
From C Street to Juan Sanchez Boulevard

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install signage and Sharrow markings

Construction Cost: $3,250

Existing Condition

«» Area Type: Urban/Rural

¢ Speed Limit: 25

< Configuration: Two Lane, One Way
< Shoulder: Not applicable

% Sidewalk: Present




S Gepenlhs

Avenue F ENGINEERING COMPANY
From County 24t Street to Juan Sanchez Boulevard

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install signage and Sharrow markings
Juan Sanchez LR e

Bct levard Construction Cost: $7,500

4 anuany

: County 23 %
e Street
" ¥

Existing Condition

«+ Area Type: Urban/Rural

+» Speed Limit: 35

e Configuration: Two Lane, Two-Way
<+ Shoulder: Not applicable

< Sidewalk: Present

County 24t Street




Avenue E
From County 24t Street to Juan Sanchez Boulevard

Juan Sanchez
Bouleva d

>
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County 24 Street

& Greenlight
Traffic Engineering
[ENGINEERING COMPANY

Proposed Improvements: A
. .. N
1. Install signage and striping
2. Install 6’ shoulder from County
24t Street to Juan Sanchez
Boulevard (10,560 feet)

Construction Cost: $269,000

Existing Condition

% Area Type: Urban/Rural

«» Speed Limit: 50

% Configuration: Four-Lane, Two-Way
< Shoulder: None

s Sidewalk: Not Applicable




S Geponicht
County 24 Street @
ENGINEERING COMPANY

From Avenue F to Avenue E

A

Juan Sanchez IR Proposed Improvements: N
Boulevard 1. Install signage and striping
2. Install shoulder on County

24t street both directions
10,560 feet

Construction Cost: $269,000

3 anuany

>
<
@
=]
c
o
-

Existing Condition

% Area Type: Urban/Rural

«» Speed Limit: 35

% Configuration: Two Lane, Two-Way
< Shoulder: Present

<+ Sidewalk: Not Applicable

L]
_County 24t Street




‘q‘ Greenlight

% Traffic Engineering

UrtuzuastegUi street ENGINEERING COMPANY
From Main Street to 10" Avenue

192415 UlRy

aNUAAY 0T

Existing Condition

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install signage and Sharrow marking (9, 350 feet) % Area Type: Urban

% Speed Limit: 25

» Configuration: Two Lane Two Way from Main Street to 6" Avenue
Configuration: Five Lane Two-way from 6% Avenue and 10* Avenue
Shoulder: Not Applicable

Sidewalk: Present

Construction Cost: $11,700
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& Greenlight

Q% Tiaffic Engineering

10th Avenue ENGINEERING COMPANY
From Urtuzuastegui Street to County 22"d Street

County 22" Street | Proposed Improvements:
‘ : 1. Install signage and Sharrow marking (8,448 feet)

Construction Cost: $10,415

aNUAAY ,0T

Existing Condition

% Area Type: Urban/Rural

«» Speed Limit: 25

s Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
<+ Shoulder: None

«» Sidewalk: Present

Urtuzuastegui Street

T E -




S Gepenths

8th Avenue ENGINEERING COMPANY
From Urtuzuastegui Street to County 22"d Street

County 22™ Street Proposed Improvements:
‘ ' 1. Install signage and Sharrow marking (8,976 feet)

Construction Cost: $ 11,050

Existing Condition

¢ Area Type: Urban/Rural

«» Speed Limit: 25

¢+ Configuration: Four-lane Two-way
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<+ Shoulder: None
% Sidewalk: Present




4th Avenue
From Urtuzuastegui Street to County 22"d Street

Proposed Improvements:

nd
County 227 Street 1. Install signage and Sharrow marking (3,100 feet)

Construction Cost: $ 3900
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Existing Condition

% Area Type: Urban/Rural

¢ Speed Limit: 25

«»+ Configuration: Two Lane- Two-way
«»+ Shoulder: None

¢ Sidewalk: Present from Urtuzasetgui Street to Juan
Sanchez Boulevard

4 Greenlight

Q% Tiaffic Engineering



& Greenlight

Q% Tiaffic Engineering

Gth Avenue ENGINEERING COMPANY
From Urtuzuastegui Street to Juan Sanchez Boulevard

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install signage and Sharrow marking (8,976 feet)

Juan Sanchez Boulevard

Construction Cost: $ 11,050
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Existing Condition

¢ Area Type: Urban/Rural

«» Speed Limit: 25

¢ Configuration: Two Lane- Two-way

<+ Shoulder: None
% Sidewalk: Present

Urtuzuastegui Street
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‘o Trofic Engine
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Town of Somerton: Proposed Crosswalks at Park Crossings



4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Main Street Park- Somerton
Between Avenue F and Congress Avenue

A

TooAln | .
Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign
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Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $6,000



4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Somerton Avenue and Crane Street

Proposed advance
pedestria

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Already Accounted for in a Previous Slide



Town of Somerton- Proposed Bicycle Lanes



Main Street/ US 95
From Avenue G to Avenue E
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Proposed Improvements:
1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway from Avenue G to 5,000 feet

east
2. Install signage and striping, and Sharrow marking

Construction Cost: $140,000

4 Greenlight

Q% Tiaffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

3 anuany

Existing Condition

«»+ Area Type: Urban/Rural

¢+ Speed Limit: 40 from Avenue G to Avenue F
¢ Speed Limit: 25 from Avenue F to Avenue E
«»+ Configuration: Five-Lane, Two-way

¢ Shoulder: None

%+ Sidewalk: Present for whole segment



'y M) Greenlight

W% Taffic Engineering

Somerton Avenue
From County 19t Street to County 17t Street

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install shoulder along both sides of the roadway (21,650 feet)
2. Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $541,500
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Existing Condition

«» Area Type: Rural

¢ Speed Limit: 50

<+ Configuration: Two-lane, Two-Way
«» Shoulder: Present

¢ Sidewalk: Not Present

County 19t Street




Somerton Avenue
From County 17t Street to County 15t Street

4 Greenlight

W% Taffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Proposed Improvements:
1. Improve existing signage and striping

Construction Cost: $10,000

HNSON OF
AERTON

v
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Existing Condition
¢ Area Type: Urban
+ Speed Limit: 25

Configuration: Three-Lane, Two-Way

.
%

3

.
*

Already bike lanes and signage present
Shoulder: Not Applicable
Sidewalk: Present

*,
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.
%

County 17t Street




| 4§ Greenlight

§ W% Teffic Engineering

|

NOINEERING COMPANY

Somerton Avenue
From County 15t Street to 8" Street

Proposed Improvements:
gt Street 1. Install 6' foot wide shgu!der
2. Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $1,848,000
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Existing Condition

«+ Area Type: Rural

+» Speed Limit: 50

< Configuration: Two-lane, Two-Way
<+ Shoulder: Not Present

«+ Sidewalk: Not Present




Tacna, AZ - Proposed Bicycle Lanes



| &) Greenlight

N Taffic Engineering

|

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Avenue 40E
From Peterson Drive to Gila Levee Road

Gila Levee Road

Proposed Improvements:

1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(36,960feet)

2. Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $941,500

Existing Condition

* Area Type: Rural

* Speed Limit: 50

+ Configuration: Two Lane - Two-way
< Shoulder: None

» Sidewalk: None

30t anuaAy

o

Peterson Drive | it




Y| S Greenlight
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o ENGINEERING COMPANY
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Avenue 36E
From County 6% Street to Old US 80

County 6% Street Proposed Improvements:
Y 1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (33,264
Feet)

2. Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $847,350

Existing Condition

* Area Type: Rural

Speed Limit: 50

Configuration: Two Lane - Two-way
Shoulder: None

Sidewalk: None
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County 6t Street
From Avenue 37E to Avenue 38E

38§ anuany

Proposed Improvements:
1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway Existing Condition

(10,560 feet)
2. Install signage and striping

0’0

» Area Type: Rural/Urban

Speed Limit: 50

Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
Shoulder: None

Sidewalk: None

R/
0.0

R/
0.0

Construction Cost: $269,000

7
0’0
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0’0



' ‘. Greenlight

e F
Avenue 38E ‘\ H
From County 6t Street to County 5t Street

County 5t Street
-ounty Proposed Improvements:

1. |Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway (10,560 feet)
2. Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $269,000
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Existing Condition
¢+ Area Type: Rural/Urban

+» Speed Limit: 50
+»+ Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
% Shoulder: None

» Sidewalk: None

County 6th Street




County 5t Street
From Avenue 38E and Avenue 39E

Proposed Improvements:

1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the roadway
(10,560 feet)

2. Install signage and striping

>
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©
m

Construction Cost: $269,000

Existing Condition

» Area Type: Rural/Urban

Speed Limit: 50

Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
Shoulder: None

Sidewalk: None
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Avenue 39E
County 5t Street and County 6t" Street

Proposed Improvements:

1. Install 6 foot wide shoulder along both sides of the
roadway (10,560 feet)

2. Install signage and striping

Construction Cost: $269,000

36€ anuany

Existing Condition

» Area Type: Rural/Urban

Speed Limit: 50

Configuration: Two-lane Two-way
Shoulder: None

Sidewalk: None

o2

R/
0.0

R/
0.0
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0’0
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! County 6" Street [
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Town of Wellton: Proposed Crosswalks



Arizona Avenue From William Street
to Dome Street

“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Z\

Welltonia
Elen’rﬂntary School 7§

‘l |

| Proposed Sidewalk

| : .
H I n

T = B

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs

2. Proposed sidewalk along both sides of Arizona Avenue from Los Angeles Ave (Old US 80) to Dome Street
(11,500 feet)

Construction Cost: $6,000 (Sidewalk Cost on Next Slide)



S Greenlight
RICK

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Arizona Avenue From William Street to Los

" |

Angeles Ave/Old US 80 A
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elltonikiayi& Grain
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Proposed advance ! .
pedestrlan wanlng >1EN visibility crosswalk
\ i

Proposed Improvements:

1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs

2. Proposed sidewalk along both sides of Arizona Avenue from Los Angeles Ave (Old US 80) to Dome Street
(11,500 feet)

Construction Cost: $583,000



“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engmeermg

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Dome Street and San Jose Avenue

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign
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Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000



Town of Wellton Proposed Bicycle Lanes
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Proposed Improvements:
1. Install Sharrow (5,280 Feet)

Construction Cost: $7,500

7 ‘1‘ Greenlight

& Traffic Engineering

dRICK
ENGINEERING COMPANY

Old US 80
From Avenue 29E to Dome Street

192,15 awoq

Existing Condition

% Area Type: Rural/Urban

¢ Speed Limit: 35

«» Configuration: Four-lane Two-way
«+ Shoulder: None

¢+ Sidewalk: None
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Town of Winterhaven, CA: Proposed Crosswalks



y 4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

First Avenue and G Street

Proposed advance
* pedestrian warning sign

Quechan Churchiiss
of Nazareneg

Proposed high
visibility crosswalk

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

R S

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $4,000



v @) Greenlight

» Traffic Engineering

R ICK]

ENGINEERING COMPANY

A

Proposed high
visibility crosswalk |
Proposed advance

pedestrlan warnlng 5|gn

i

+ Iglesia’ ASAMBLEA DE
- Su Bl DIOS - Winterhaven CA

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $4,000



I 4§ Greenlight

First Street and Roden Baugh Road = e

ENGINEERING COMPANY

‘ ] HomelRViRa

'-
Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Quechan Churchj
ofi Nazarene]

Proposed advance

2 Iglesia ASAVBL pedestrian warning sign
D|0S - Winterha —

';:-;1'- Calvary. Assembiyscf God
L

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs
Construction Cost: $4,000



S Greenlight
RICK

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Ironwood Drive and Ironwood Terrance

T J '.’I?‘J'
Proposed high ARl
visibility crosswalk

pt

ST m——— ) oA
Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000



4§ Greenlight

» Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

A

Piacacho Road and Indian Hill Road (3™ Street)
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Proposed advance L&Y
pedestrian warning sign A
Proposed high |
visibility crosswalk
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£ an Roick! .
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Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $12,000



4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

Proposed high
{ visibility crosswalk

Proposed advance )
pedestrian warning sign o

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign s

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $12,000



4§ Greenlight

Picacho Road and Jackson Road LT
DF

SNGINEERING COMPANY
Proposed advance
= pedestrian warning sign

o

mcl’:gn Rdi&iRicachoiRd

Proposed high
visibility crosswalk

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign @

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $12,000



¢ 4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

| ENGINEERING COMPANY

A

N

Picacho Road and Ross Road

1Y) Proposed advance
& pedestrian warning sign

sl T,

Proposed advance
*. pedestrian warning sign
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Proposed Improvements:

1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs
Construction Cost: $9,000



¥ 4 Greenlight

7 " Traffic Engineering

R ICK]

i ENGINEERING COMPANY

Winterhaven &
Ranch 0rd Cox

Proposed high P, ::
visibility crosswalk P B
I

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalks along with advance pedestrian warning signs
Construction Cost: $12,000



"y @)\ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

i
‘ ENGINEERING COMPANY

Proposed advance

4

-E"i t pedestrian warning sign
e AR

‘

pedestrian warning sign
= o —;T o Al

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs
Construction Cost: $9,000



% “ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

“ﬁf ENGINEERING COMPANY

Arnold Road and 1°t Street

I

|

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000



4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Arnold Road and Picacho Road

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

L

Proposed high
visibility crosswalks | |

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $22,000



4§ Greenlight

» Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

Arnold Road and Cocopah Road

; ik
d (I;rop(?sed adv.ance. ‘ Proposed high ;
pe estrian warning sign § visibility crosswalk

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $9,000



"y @)\ Greenlight

i " Traffic Engineering

Winterhaven Drive Sans End RV Park |

(2209 Winterhaven Drive) and Railroad Avenue A
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Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

: Proposed advance
-E A I pedestrian warning sign
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Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $18,000



¢ 4§ Greenlight

‘ » Traffic Engineering

Bl ENGINEERING COMPANY

Proposed advance “f .
school zone warning ? :

oN [ !

Proposed high
visibility crosswalks

Proposed advance school /
zone warning sign

Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $12,000



“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

ENGINEERING COMPANY

& Ba'eime Rd

l lli an Rock Rd

Proposed high
visibility crosswalks

A

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign
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Proposed Improvements:
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $12,000



“ Greenlight

' Traffic Engineering

| ENGNRRNGGOWANY

Baseline Road and Miguel Road (5th Street)

Proposed advance = R . A
pedestrian warning sign — Bt 4 1 A1 N

el Rd'&BaselinelRd

Proposed high

visibility crosswalks

Proposed advance
pedestrian warning sign

b

Proposed Improvement
1. Proposed high visibility crosswalk along with advance pedestrian warning signs

Construction Cost: $12,000



