Alternative A: Prioritizing a Walkable City
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Alternative A: Circulation _
Crossing Improvements
This alternative aims to create walkable communities O  jroposedenineulainterchenge Study Arez
. - . . . Proposed Pedestrian Crossin W
throughout San Mateo by prioritizing pedestrian ® | oovements g /) Sehere of influence

‘ Current Caltrain At-Grade Crossings l Caltrain Station

corridors, pedestrian iImprovements to challenging

. . . . _ _ ey t
intersections, and implementing traffic calming and Ine Improvements

Transit Improvements

Safety |m pl’OVG (T]e th ﬂea r h Ig qway Oﬂ ra ﬂ pS __h IS El Camino Real Bikeway and Public Realm Improvements
alternative envisions a two-block pedestrian-only street R
downtown. All the alternatives assume pedestrian and eeeese  Proposed Bikeways
: : : : : : : e  Existing Shared Bike and Ped Path | Source data:
bicycle iImprovements consistent with existing City weeess Proposed Shared Bike and Ped Path oS
" e Pedestrian-Only Space ieison hygsard, 2020
planning documents.

Missing Sidewalks Map Legend




Alternative B: Prioritizing Regional Connections
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Alternative B: Circulation
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Crossing Improvements

. : . - - . roposed Peninsula Interchange
This alternative aims to increase and improve transit O o™ erehene Study Ares
‘ Proposed Pedestrian Crossing 7 Sph £ Infl
_ﬂ phere of Influence

Improvements

access to and from major connections in San Mateo by :
‘ Current Caltrain At-Grade Crossings Caltrain Station

Line Improvements
:I_O tO the H'”Sdale Ca|tl’alﬂ Stathﬂ, p”OHtlZlng dedICated Transit Improvements

El Camino Real BRT Improvements

HOV and bus lanes, and adding BRT improvements to eeesse 2012 Proposed Pedestrian Priority Network

Existing Bikeways

adding transit connections from Study Areas 3, 6, and

El Camino Real. All the alternatives assume pedestrian

eeeeee Proposed Bikeways

. . . - - - - ist h d ik d d h ource data:
and bicycle improvements consistent with existing City T Detneshared Bleande el . yorsntiaec 01
eseeee Proposed Shared Bike and Ped Path 2019, PlaceWiorks, 2019

Nelson Nygaard, 2020.

Missing Sidewalks

planning documents.




Alternative C: Supporting Walking,
Regional Connections and Emerging Mobility Solutions
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Alternative C: Circulation .
Crossing Improvements

This alternative combines the local and regional Q  jroposedPeninsul interchans Study Area
transportation improvements of Alternatives A and B, | JEaiieestiniiat [ sehereof influence
while using inventive urban design downtown, Inspired @  current Caltrain At-Grade Crossings  [[=]  Caltrain Station
by Barcelona's "superblocks” that allow vehicle access, Line Improvements
while diverting cut-through vehicles to create a pedestrian- Transit Improvements
focused, car-light space downtown. In addition, this ?oiz:pR; ikdwtypistlemt&wBRkﬂmpmt
alternative would explore an automated micromobility S dsting Bkeways
circulator (such as an AV shuttle) within City limits. All the — Ezg::k;v Bykd ped Path
alternatives assume pedestrian and bicycle improvements | = feesaSebieann e St
consistent with existing City planning documents. e \Missing Sicewalks




