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The San Bernardino Active Transportation Plan (San 
Bernardino ATP), also known as the "Plan", is a planning 
tool that helps the City of San Bernardino advance the 
vision of building a more walkable and bikeable future. 
In support of this vision, the Plan has five goals: 


• Connectivity: Improve the walkability and 
bikeability of the City of San Bernardino by creating 
a local network of connected bicycle and pedestrian 
facilities. 


• Local Access & Mobility: Provide the City of San 
Bernardino residents greater access to transit, jobs, 
goods, services, schools, and parks without the 
need to drive a car.


• Safety: Improve the overall safety of people walking, 
biking, and riding public transportation in the 
City of San Bernardino through infrastructure and 
programming strategies.


• Health & Environment: Prioritize strategies that will 
improve public health conditions and reduce the 
impacts of driving on the environment in the City of 
San Bernardino.  


• Funding: Provide strategies to fund infrastructure 
and non-infrastructure programs that support Plan 
recommendations. 


1.1 PURPOSE OF PLAN 1.2 ABOUT THE CITY OF SAN 
BERNARDINO


According to the 2020 American Community Survey 
Five Year Estimates, the City of San Bernardino had a 
population of 216,000  residents.  The Median Household 
Income (MHHI) in the city was $49,287, which is below 
the countywide median of $65,761. A majority (56%) 
of the city’s population was younger than 35 years 
old, and around 32% were 19 years of age or younger. 
A large percentage of households had limited English 
capabilities.


The city is located approximately 60 miles east of Los 
Angeles in San Bernardino County, in a region known as 
the “Inland Empire”. It lies in the San Bernardino foothills 
and the eastern portion of the San Bernardino Valley. 
Other major geographical features include Lytle Creek 
and the Santa Ana River, which forms part of the city's 
southern border.


The City has a variety of infrastructure facilities that 
support many modes of transportation. Pedestrian and 
bicycle infrastructure such as sidewalks, crosswalks, and 
bike lanes are available. Freeways such as Interstate 215 
(I-215), Interstate 10 (I-10) and State Route 210 (SR-210) 
provide vehicular connectivity; meanwhile, the city’s 
railroad infrastructure and distribution centers have 
made San Bernardino a major hub for rail and freight. 


Figure 1-1. City Council ward map shows the geographic 
location of the city in relationship to the City’s wards. 
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Figure 1-1. City Council ward map







CITY OF SAN BERNARDINO Active Transportation Plan4


The Plan builds upon and supports many local and 
regional planning efforts. 


LOCAL PLANNING EFFORTS
The City has two planning projects that are occurring 
concurrently with the San Bernardino ATP. At the time of 
writing, the City has embarked on efforts to update the 
General Plan, which was last updated in 2005, and to 
develop a Downtown Specific Plan. Completed planning 
documents that are relevant to the SBATP include the 
Waterman + Baseline Neighborhood Specific Plan and 
the University District Specific Plan.


REGIONAL AND STATEWIDE PLANNING 
EFFORTS
The San Bernardino ATP provides localized 
recommendations that support many regional and 
statewide planning efforts. These include, but are not 
limited to, Active San Bernardino, San Bernardino Non-
Motorized Transportation Plan, San Bernardino Safe 
Routes to School (Phases I & II), San Bernardino Points of 
Interest Pedestrian Plan, Connect SoCal, and California 
Transportation Plan (CTP) 2050. 


Appendix A: Plan and Policy Review contains more 
details about the body of work that forms the planning 
context for the Plan.  


The San Bernardino ATP is a result of more than one and 
a half years of planning, community outreach, research 
and analysis, recommendations development, and 
report preparation. Planning efforts began in November 
2020. Since then, the COVID-19 pandemic presented 
many challenges for the development of the Plan, with 
community engagement being the most challenging 
component. Figure 1-2. Plan Development Process 
provides an illustration of the process. 


The Plan is comprised of seven chapters and it is 
supported by six appendices. Following this chapter, 
Chapter: 2 Community Engagement offers a 
summary of the outreach efforts that were conducted 
to gather input from community members. Chapter 
3: Existing Conditions provides a discussion of 
existing conditions in the city that pertain to active 
transportation, while Chapters 4-6 contain policy and 
infrastructure recommendations that help advance 
the vision for active transportation. Lastly, Chapter 7: 
Implementation Strategy demonstrates how the Plan 
could be implemented and lists potential sources to 
fund the Plan. 


1.3 PLANNING CONTEXT AND 
BACKGROUND


1.4 PLAN DEVELOPMENT 
PROCESS


1.5 ORGANIZATION OF THE 
PLAN
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Figure 1-2. Plan development process
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Community engagement was an important component 
of the planning process in the development of the 
San Bernardino ATP. The effort afforded community 
members with opportunities to connect with the project 
team and provide input on the project.  


An important component of the engagement effort was 
to build off the momentum of other planning efforts, 
such as the General Plan update and the Downtown 
Specific Plan. 


Community members could participate in a mixture of 
synchronous and asynchronous engagement formats. 
Synchronous engagement allows participants to 
have discussions in real-time, whereas asynchronous 
engagement could occur at any time and without 
simultaneous interaction with other members.


The range of engagement opportunities included:


• Technical Advisory Committee
• Virtual focus area sessions
• Focus group interviews
• Community events
• Project survey


• Online mapping tool 


Through the community engagement effort, the project 
team connected with community members through:


• 4 virtual focus area sessions
• 4 community events
• 3 focus group interviews
• 9 Technical Advisory Committee meetings 
• 1 neighborhood association committee meeting


Combined with the comments received through the 
project survey and online mapping tool, the project 
team received more than 500 comments. 


TARGET AUDIENCES
The community engagement effort focused on three 
primary audiences: Technical Advisory Committee 
(TAC), key stakeholders, and the general public/San 
Bernardino community. 


• General Public/San Bernardino Community: 
community members from the City. 


• Technical Advisory Committee (TAC): regional 
agency representatives, key stakeholders, 
community representatives, and city staff. 


• Key Stakeholders: businesses, faith-based 
institutions, non-profits, and other organizations 
that have a vested interest in the City’s active 
transportation efforts. 


2.1 INTRODUCTION
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COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT TIMELINE 
The community engagement effort was conducted 
in two phases: Phase 1 – Initial Input and Phase 2 – 
Community-Decision Making & Engagement. 


Phase 1 – Initial Input (February to August)
The first phase focused on listening to community 
members on their active transportation-related 
concerns and needs. Engagement strategies used 
included:


• Virtual focus area sessions
• Technical Advisory Committee Meetings
• Community events 
• Project survey


• Online mapping tool


Phase 2 – Community-Decision Making & 
Engagement (September to March)
The second phase allowed community members to 
help prioritize corridors and provide feedback on draft 
recommendations. Community members participated 
in this phase through the following activities:


• Community events
• Stakeholder focus groups
• Focus group interviews
• Technical Advisory Committee Meetings
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Several strategies were employed to inform the 
San Bernardino community about opportunities to 
participate in the planning effort. These included 
developing a project brand and identity, as well as 
working collaboratively with the City’s communications 
team to deliver the information through various 
communication channels, including a personalized 
project website (Bit.ly/SanBernardinoATP).


PROJECT BRANDING AND IDENTITY
The project team developed a logo and branding 
style to establish a project identity (Figure 2-1). The 
logo and branding style were used across all project 
communication materials. The logo took inspiration 
from the City’s logo, maintained a similar color palette, 
and incorporated elements of the City’s landscape and 
culture.


COMMUNICATION CHANNELS & OUTREACH 
CAMPAIGN
Project communications and outreach content 
were developed to inform community members 
about opportunities to provide input for the SBATP. 
Communication materials were distributed to target 
audiences through a variety of channels, including a 
dedicated project webpage, social media through the 
City’s accounts, city newsletters, and more. 


2.2 PUBLIC OUTREACH AND 
INFORMATION SHARING


2.3 TECHNICAL ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE


The project team convened a Technical Advisory 
Committee (TAC) to guide the plan development and 
provide input on project milestones. The TAC was 
comprised of 14 regional agency representatives, 
key stakeholders, community representatives, and 
city staff from other departments. A total of nine (9) 
meetings were conducted throughout the course of 
the project. Due to the safety impacts of the COVID-19 
pandemic, all TAC meetings were held virtually through 
videoconferencing. 


Figure 2-1. Project logo
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The project team gathered input through 4 virtual 
focus area sessions as a part of the first phase of the 
engagement process. The sessions focused on 15 
areas across the City, and they were held in mid-May, 
and they were conducted in a virtual format, due to 
the COVID-19 pandemic. At the events, participants 
had opportunities to evaluate existing conditions 
and to provide comments and concerns regarding 
active transportation infrastructure. Table 2-1 provides 
a summary of each virtual focus area session while 
Appendix B: Virtual Focus Area Sessions Summaries 
offers more detail about each session.


2.4 VIRTUAL FOCUS AREA 
SESSIONS


2.5 STAKEHOLDER FOCUS 
GROUPS


Focus group interviews were conducted with key 
stakeholders in the San Bernardino community. 
Stakeholders included local and regional agencies, 
community advocacy groups,  faith-based 
organizations, health organizations, and many more. 
The interviews over a two day period in November 
2021. Appendix C: Focus Group Interview Summaries,  
provides a summary of the findings from the interviews. 
Table 2-2 details the focus group interview dates and 
group stakeholders.
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Table 2-1. Virtual focus area sessions


Table 2-2. Focus group interviews


Focus Area Session 
#


Event Date Focus Areas


1 Tuesday, May 18, 2021
5:30pm - 7pm


 º Verdemont Park
 º Cesar Chavez Middle School


 º CSUSB University Village
 º North Sierra Way & West 40th 


Street


2 Wednesday, May 19, 2021
11am - 12:30pm


 º Arrowview Middle School  º Perris Hill Park & E Highland 
Avenue


3 Wednesday, May 26, 2021
5pm - 6:30pm


 º Waterman Ave Shopping Center
 º Neal Roberts Elementary


 º Indian Springs High School
 º Abraham Lincoln Elementary


4 Thursday, May 27, 2021
11am – 12:30pm


 º San Bernardino Valley College
 º Inland Career Education Center
 º Lytle Creek Park


 º Encanto Park
 º Hospitality Lane Area & Santa 


Ana River Trail Acces Point


Interview # Event Date Focus Group 


1 Tuesday, November 16, 2021
10am - 11am


municipal agencies, including regional and adjacent agencies


2 Wednesday, November 17, 2021
10am - 11am


schools, youth groups, and transportation advocates


3 Thursday, November 18, 2021
10am - 11am


health and bicycle/pedestrian advocates
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EVENT #1: SAN BERNARDINO FOOD FEST
Saturday, June 26, 2021 | Court Street Square


The San Bernardino Food Fest was one of the first festivals 
to occur in the City following the onset of the COVID-19 
pandemic. The event was held in conjunction with 
festivities for the City of San Bernardino 2050 General 
Plan Update. More than 30 community members visited 
the project booth and shared comments for improving 
active transportation in the city.   


Participants engaged with project staff at the San Bernardino Food 
Fest


Between June 2021 and March 2022, the general public, 
stakeholders, and greater San Bernardino community 
had opportunities to provide input for the project at five 
(5) community events. At each community event, the 
project team set up different activities to engage with 
the participants. Examples of the activities include:  


• Comment cards
• Display boards
• Survey collection
• Roundtable discussions
• Hand tally votes
• Children's activities


Summary reports of the community events are available 
in Appendix D: Community Event Summaries.  


Additionally, the team attended a Neighborhood 
Association Council (NAC) Presidents meeting to discuss 
the project goals and plan development. 


NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION COUNCIL


This meeting provided an opportunity for the various 
neighborhood associations to ask questions regarding 
the project and provide feedback on the type of active 
transportation improvements they would like to see 
develop in and around their neighborhoods. 


2.6 COMMUNITY EVENTS
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EVENT #2: SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA MOUNTAINS 
FOUNDATION JOINT COMMUNITY MEETING
Saturday, August 7, 2021 | Southern California Mountains 
Foundation Headquarters


The project team conducted a joint meeting with 
the Southern California Mountains Foundation. The 
purpose of the meeting was to present an overview of 
the San Bernardino ATP, and to discuss common active 
transportation themes, with an emphasis on pedestrian 
improvements. 


EVENT #3: RENDEZVOUS BACK TO ROUTE 66 
October 2, 2021 | Court Street Square


The City of San Bernardino Area Chamber of Commerce 
and event organizers hosted the eighth annual Route 
66 event for thousands of car enthusiasts in the region. 
The event featured a car parade, music, and food for 
the community. The project team interacted with more 
than 100 people and collected more than 40 comment 
cards at the event.   


Event at the Southern California Mountains Foundation


Community outreach at the Rendezvous Back to Route 66 event
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EVENT #4: VETERANS DAY PARADE AND SALUTE
Wednesday, November 11, 2021 | Court Street Square 


On November 11, the City hosted the 21st Annual Veterans 
Day Parade and Salute. The project team had a booth 
where team members had many fruitful conversations 
with event participants and collected comment cards 
for the project. 


EVENT #5: SAN BERNARDINO ARTS FEST AND 
KIT OF PARTS ACTIVATION
Saturday, March 19, 2022 | Court Street Square


On Saturday, March 19th, 2022, the City of San 
Bernardino utilized  the GoHuman Kit of Parts from SCAG 
to put together a tactical urbanism demonstration in 
Downtown San Bernardino. The event was a part of the 
community engagement effort for the City’s General 
Plan update, San Bernardino 2050: The Future is Ours, 
and it was held in conjunction with the San Bernardino 
Arts Fest, a popular local event. The event showcased 
a creative crosswalk, separated bike lane, parklet, and 
curb extension. Many, if not all, of the elements were 
new to the city.


Participants engage with the project team member at the Veterans 
Day Parade & Salute event


Team member educates community members about installation 
elements
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In addition to direct engagement opportunities, virtual 
engagement tools were also developed as part of the 
community engagement process. The tools included 
a project website, online mapping tool, project survey, 
and focus area sessions. The primary goals of the 
virtual engagement opportunities were for community 
members to learn about project milestones, identify 
areas of concerns, and provide feedback on potential 
active transportation improvements. 


PROJECT SURVEY
A project survey was administered to gain insights on 
walking and biking behavior as well as preferences 
among community members in the city. The survey was 
conducted between February and July 2021 through an 
online platform. It was available in both English and 
Spanish to allow participation from the City’s large 
Spanish-speaking population. Collectively, 64 surveys 
were received, 63 in English and 1 in Spanish. Chapter 3, 
Project Survey Findings, provides an in-depth discussion 
of the findings from the project survey.    


2.7 COMMUNITY FEEDBACK 
AND INPUT TOOLS


ONLINE MAPPING TOOL 
An online interactive mapping tool was developed 
for community participants to identify active 
transportation-related concerns in specific areas of 
the city (Figure 2-2). Pre-set comments, such as “I walk 
here” or “I bike here”, were available to encourage 
participants to provide comments. The tool received 
a total of 234 comments: 94 point comments and 141 
line comments. Point comments offered comments on 
specific locations/destinations while line comments 
referred to broader roadway segments or corridors.  


Figure 2-2. Online mapping tool with comments
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A  qualitative  analysis  was  conducted with  the 
comments gathered in the outreach effort to identify 
common concerns/themes shared across the 
community. The analysis was focused on location-
based comments to identify potential infrastructure 
recommendations that could address community 
concerns.  


The data used in this analysis focused on comments 
received from Phase I of the outreach effort which was 
derived from the following sources: 


• Virtual focus area sessions
• Online mapping tool
• Community events 
• Project survey


Community input from Phase II of the outreach effort 
focused on community decision-making where the 
input received helped prioritize potential corridor 
projects. 


Additionally, this analysis only evaluated the portion of 
the survey that contained location-based comments. 
Survey findings are further discussed in Section 3.5 
Survey Findings. 


TOP CORRIDORS AND SPOT LOCATIONS/ 
DESTINATIONS
Community members provided a total of 500 location-
specific comments. Of these comments, 303 pertained 
to corridors and 197 were associated with a particular 
location or destination. The most popular corridors and 
intersections are described below. Note: The number 
of comments associated with the corridor is in the 
parentheses. 


Top corridors with number of comments:


1. Waterman Avenue (28)
2. Baseline Street (21)
3. 9th Street (17)
4. Highland Avenue (17)
5. Kendall Drive (15)
6. Arrowhead Avenue (12)
7. E Street (11)


Top intersections or destinations (number of comments):


1. Waterman Avenue & 40th Street (10)
2. Kendall Drive & University Parkway (8)
3. E 21st Street & Perris Hill Park Road (8)
4. W 5th Street & G Street (6)
5. California State University, San Bernardino (5)
6. Grant Avenue & Mission Drive (5)
7. San Manuel Stadium (5)
8. Pioneer Square/Court Street Square (5)


Figure 2-3.v Locations of comments received, provides 
an illustration of thegeographic distribution of 
community comments. 


2.8 COMMUNITY INPUT 
FINDINGS







CITY OF SAN BERNARDINO Active Transportation Plan18


Figure 2-3. Locations of comments received
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COMPARISON BETWEEN WALKING AND 
BIKING-RELATED COMMENTS
The analysis further examined the comments to 
understand which comments pertained to walking or 
biking. Findings from the analysis revealed that the top 
corridors for both walking and biking-related comments 
mirrored each other, as described in Table 2-3.


COMMON THEMES
Comments provided by community members fall into 
six major themes and many sub-themes. The major 
themes are:


• Walking-related infrastructure 
• Biking-related infrastructure 
• Other roadway infrastructure 
• Roadway characteristics 
• Motorists and pedestrian behavior 
• Other


The most popular theme specific to active transportation 
is biking-related infrastructure with 332 comments. 
This is followed by walking-related infrastructure with 
302 comments. Other themes (with their respective 
sub-themes) that have a high number of comments 
include roadway characteristics: high speeds (38 
comments), other: specific improvement suggestions 
(38 comments), other: destinations (32 comments), 
and other: non-transportation-related comments (20 
comments). Non-transportation-related comments 
include social issues such as homelessness, littering, 
and crime.  


Table 2-4 shows the themes, sub-themes, and the 
number of total comments received. Note: Some 
comments fall into multiple themes; as a result, the 
total number of comments evaluated in this section of 
the analysis exceeds the total comments received in 
Phase I of the outreach effort. 
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Table 2-3. Comparison between walking and biking-related comments


# Walking-Related Comments # of Biking-Related Comments


Corridor Ranking # of Comments 
Received


Ranking # of Comments 
Received


Waterman Ave 1 12 1 15


Baseline St 2 9 2 11


Highland Ave 3 9 3 8


Kendall Ave 4 7 3 8


Arrowhead Ave 5 6 6 6


9th St 6 5 3 8


E St 7 4 7 5


Foothill Blvd 7 4 7 5


Mountain View Ave 7 4 9 4


Marshall Blvd N/A N/A 9 4


Hospitality Ln N/A N/A 9 4
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Table 2-4. Themes from comments received


Theme Sub-Theme # of Comments Received


Walking-related infrastructure  º Inadequate sidewalk infrastructure


 º ADA curb ramps & accessibility


 º Inadequate lighting


 º Landscaping


 º Placemaking opportunity


 º Crossings


302


Biking-related infrastructure  º Bike - Connectivity (Trail)


 º Bike - Connectivity (Bike Lane)


 º Bike - Connectivity (Bike Blvd)


332


Other roadway infrastructure  º Pavement rehabilitation


 º Drainage


 º Signage


12


Roadway characteristics  º High volume of vehicular or truck traffic


 º High speeds


41


Behavior  º Adverse motorist behavior


 º Adverse pedestrian behavior


4


Other  º Specific improvement suggestions


 º Destination: Transit-related


 º Destination: Other


 º Location-specific: Collision/near miss


 º Non-transportation related


93
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3.1 INTRODUCTION


Understanding the existing conditions related to active transportation in the City was an important component of the 
plan development effort. In order to understand the existing conditions, the following for categories of data were analyzed.


• Demographic statistics
• Travel characteristics
• Health and safety
• Environment and infrastructure condition


This section presents an abridged version of the Existing Conditions Analysis. The full report is available in Appendix F: 
Existing Conditions Analysis Full Report. Table 3-1 summarizes the data collected and analyzed for this Plan.


Table 3-1. Data collected and analyzed


Category Description Source(s)


Demographic Statistics Demographic characteristics such as race, median household 
income, age, and language capabilities give a snapshot of who 
lives in San Bernardino and their potential needs.


2020 American Community 
(ACS)Survey 5-Year Estimates


Travel Characteristics An understanding of travel characteristics allows for 
development of recommendations that can encourage active 
transportation in the city.


2020 American Community 
(ACS) Survey 5-Year Estimates


Health and Safety Analysis of health and safety indicators provides an 
understanding of the community’s potential needs for active 
transportation facilities.


Transportation Injury Mapping 
System (TIMS) (2015-2019), 
CalEnviroScreen 3.0


Land Use and Infrastructure Existing infrastructure shows physical locations that can benefit 
from infrastructure improvements.


Existing planning documents,
field observations,
Comprehensive Pedestrian 
Sidewalk Inventory Plan 
(San Bernardino County 
Transportation Authority)
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POPULATION CHARATERISTICS
According to the 2020 American Community Survey 5 
Year Estimates, the City of San Bernardino has 216,784 
people. The median household income (MHHI) in the 
city was $49,287, which is below the 2020 countywide 
median of $65,761. Within the city, a high proportion 
of low-income households reside in downtown San 
Bernardino, east of Interstate 215 (I-215) and north of 
Mill Street. The majority of the City of San Bernardino’s 
population was younger than 35 years old (56%). Of the 
citywide population, almost 32% are 19 years of age or 
younger. 


A large percentage of households in the city have 
limited English capabilities. ACS 2020 5-year estimate 
states that about 46% of households spoke Spanish 
at home, and of those households, approximately 


35% spoke English "less than very well." Limited English 
households within the City are located predominantly 
in central and downtown San Bernardino.


COMMUTE CHARATERISTICS


The majority of residents (77.1%) used personal 
automobiles (excluding carpooling) to commute to 
work, while 4.4% commuted via walking, bicycling or 
public transportation (excluding rideshare) to get to 
and from work. Nearly zero percent of residents bike as 
their primary mode of transportation for work. When 
combined with carpooling, over 90% of all commute 
modes involved the use of a personal vehicle. More 
than a third (39%) of San Bernardino City residents have 
a commute time that is longer than 30 minutes. The 
mean travel time to work was estimated to be around 
29 minutes. 
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3.2 PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLIST-INVOLVED COLLISIONS


Collision data from January 2015 to December 2019 
was obtained from the Transportation Injury Mapping 
System (TIMS).  Between 2015 to 2019, a total of 735 
collisions that involved pedestrians or bicyclists and 
resulted in injury were reported in the City of San 
Bernardino. There was an average of 147 collisions per 
year. Of these, 527 were pedestrian-involved and 208 
were bicyclist-involved, accounting for approximately 
11% of all collisions within the 5-year time period. Table 
3-2 shows a breakdown of the pedestrian and bicyclist-
involved collision by severity while Figures 3-1 and 3-2 
demonstrate the collision hotspots in the city.


The California Office of Traffic Safety (OTS) developed 
rankings for comparison of traffic safety statistics 
between cities with similar-sized populations. The OTS 
provides statistics based on rates of victims killed and 
injured per “1,000 daily-vehicle-miles-of-travel”, per 


“1,000 average population”, and groups cities based on 
population. 


The City of San Bernardino is ranked in a 59-city group 
(OTS Group B) classified by populations between 100,001 
and 250,000. According to the 2018 OTS report, of the 
59 California cities, San Bernardino ranked 40th based 
on average population for bicyclist-involved collisions 
and 38th for bicyclist-involved collisions with victims 
younger than 15 years old. San Bernardino ranks 19th 


in Group B for total number of fatal or injury-resulting 
collisions. Number 1 in the rankings is the highest, or 


“worst” and 59 is the lowest or “best.”


PEDESTRIAN-INVOLVED COLLISION HOTSPOTS
Of the 527 pedestrian-involved collisions, approximately 
33% occurred on five different corridors. The top five 
pedestrian-involved collision corridors are:


1. Highland Avenue – 60 collisions
2. Baseline Street – 42 collisions
3. Waterman Avenue – 40 collisions
4. Arrowhead Avenue – 17 collisions
5. 5th Street – 16 collisions


BICYCLIST-INVOLVED COLLISION HOTSPOTS
Of the 208 bicyclist-involved collisions, 30% occurred 
on five different corridors. The top five bicyclist-involved 
collision corridors are as follows:


1. Baseline Street – 18 collisions
2. 9th Street – 15 collisions
3. Highland Avenue – 12 collisions
4. Sierra Way – 11 collisions
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Table 3-2. Summary pedestrian and bicycle collision injuries 


Source: Transportation Injury Mapping System (TIMS) 2015-2019 


Year Bicyclist-Involved Pedestrian-Involved Total 
Collisions


Fatal Injury Total Fatal Injury Total


2015 0 52 52 12 91 103 155


2016 0 44 44 12 78 90 134


2017 4 41 45 14 106 120 165


2018 0 41 41 10 83 93 134


2019 1 25 26 14 107 121 147


Total 5 203 208 62 465 527 735
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Figure 3-1. Pedestrian-involved collision hotspots in San Bernardino


Source: Transportation Injury Mapping System (TIMS) 2015-2019
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Figure 3-2. Bicyclist-involved collision hotspots in San Bernardino


Source: Transportation Injury Mapping System (TIMS) 2015-2019
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3.3 HEALTH


DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES
The City of San Bernardino is home to approximately 
215,000 residents and a large percentage live in areas 
designated as a “Disadvantaged Community”. Census 
tracts are quantified as a disadvantaged community 
through the CalEnviroScreen 3.0 index. Developed 
by the California Environmental Protection Agency 
(CalEPA), CalEnviroScreen 3.0 is an index that utilizes 
environmental and socio-economic data to identify 
California communities that are disproportionately 
burdened by, and vulnerable to, multiple sources of 
pollution. Census tracts that score above the 75th 
percentile are designated as California’s disadvantaged 
communities.


The City has 48 census tracts fully within the city 
boundary and 36 census tracts (75%) score as a 
disadvantaged community. In addition, 21 census tracts 
(44%) score in the 90th percentile for disadvantaged 
communities, and together the city ranks in the 82nd 
percentile among all census tracts within California. 
Figure 3-3 shows the location of the disadvantaged 
communities in the city.


DIABETES AND HEART DISEASE RATES
Through more active transportation facilities and 
outreach programs, the City can enhance opportunities 


for physical activities. This can help reduce the 
prevalence of diabetes and heart disease in San 
Bernardino. Diagnosed diabetes and heart disease 
scores measure the number of adults over the age 
of 18 who report having ever been told by a medical 
professional that they have diabetes or heart disease. 
The City has an adult diabetes rate of approximately 11%, 
which is below the County rate of 14.6% (SCAG 2019 Local 
Profiles – San Bernardino). Additionally, San Bernardino 
has an adult heart disease rate of 4.8%, significantly 
lower than the County’s rate of 7.6% (SCAG 2019 Local 
Profiles – San Bernardino).


ASTHMA RATE
Encouraging active transportation activities can help 
replace vehicle trips with bicycling and/or walking, 
which can then help improve air quality. This in turn can 
help reduce chronic diseases such as cardiovascular 
disease and asthma, of which poor air quality conditions 
are major causes (U.S. EPA, Health and Environmental 
Effects of Particulate Matter (PM)). Poor air quality 
conditions resulting from vehicle emissions and toxic 
releases from facilities have a strong correlation with 
increased rates of asthma. The City of San Bernardino 
has an asthma rate of 13.1%, slightly lower than San 
Bernardino County’s rate of 15.1% (SCAG 2019 Local 
Profiles – San Bernardino).
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Figure 3-3. Disadvantaged communities in San Bernardino


Source: CalEnviroScreen 3.0
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3.4 ENVIRONMENT AND INFRASTRUCTURE


URBAN FORM AND LAND USE
The City of San Bernardino’s General Plan Land Uses 
are mainly comprised of Commercial, Industrial, Public/
quasi-public, residential, open spaces, and specific 
plan land uses. Specific plan land uses form the largest 
portion of land uses and are located in the north and 
northwest corners of the city. The specific plans include 
California State University, San Bernardino main campus, 
University Hills, Paseo Las Placitas, Rancho Palma, and 
Waterman and Baseline. The land uses within the 
specific plan are largely single-family residential with 
some commercial and civic functions. 


Commercial and multi-family residential land uses 
are located predominantly in the central and southern 
parts of the city and along the Interstate 10 (I-10) and 
Interstate 210 (I-210) corridors. Industrial zones are 
located in the northwest and southeast parts of the city, 
close to the San Bernardino International Airport and 
the BNSF rail yard. Figure 3-4 illustrates the General Plan 
land uses in the city. 


Note: As of this writing, the City is updating its General Plan. As a result, 
some future land uses may change. 


KEY ATTRACTORS
Key attractors in the City of San Bernardino can be 
categorized into four general groups: civic facilities, 
parks, schools, and shopping centers. Some of the 
biggest attractors in the city include California State 
University, San Bernardino, San Manuel Stadium, and 
Downtown San Bernardino.  


The downtown area hosts civic institutions such as the 
San Bernardino Superior Court and Justice Facility, City 
Hall, Social Security Administration, and San Bernardino 
Transit Center. Shopping centers on the other hand are 
located further away from the downtown core of the city. 
Many major retail destinations could be found along 
the major interstate corridors such as the Interstate 
10 (I-10) and Interstate 210 (I-210) freeways. These retail 
destinations are located only a few miles away from 
neighboring cities including Loma Linda and Redlands. 
Schools and parks are in general distributed, within 
or close to, residential zoning. Overall, most of the key 
attractors seem to be evenly distributed throughout the 
city, but are scarce in the south and southeast areas of 
the city where industrial land uses and the airport are 
located.
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Figure 3-4. City of San Bernardino General Plan land uses
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EXISTING BIKEWAY FACILITIES 
The City of San Bernardino’s existing bike infrastructure 
consists of 2.56 miles of Class I Bike Paths and 16.5 miles 
of Class II Bike Lanes. The existing bike facilities within 
the City boundary are as follows:


• Class II Bike Lane on Kendall Drive – 3.90 miles; from 
Palm Avenue to Shandin Hills Crest


• Class II Bike Lane on Northpark Boulevard – 3.00 
miles; from Campus Parkway to Electric Avenue


• Class II Bike Lane on Mountain View Avenue – 2.55 
miles; from Electric Avenue/38th Street to 27th Street


• Class II Bike Lane on Valencia Avenue – 1.34 miles; 
from 40th Street to 30th Street


• Class II Bike Lane on Arrowhead Avenue – 1.09 miles; 
from Thompson Place to 28th Street


• Class II Bike Lane on Electric Avenue – 1.08 miles; from 
Northpark Boulevard to Mountain View Avenue/38th 
Street


• Class II Bike Lane on University Parkway – 1.01 miles; 
from Northpark Boulevard to Varsity Avenue


• Class II Bike Lane on G Street – 0.83 mile; from Rialto 
Avenue to Inland Center Drive


• Class II Bike Lane on Campus Parkway – 0.73 mile; 
from Kendall Drive to Northpark Boulevard


• Class II Bike Lane on Parkdale Street – 0.72 mile; from 
Sierra Way to Valencia Avenue


• Class II Bike Lane on Rialto Avenue – 0.26 mile; from 
G Street to E Street


• Class I Bike Path (Inland Center Drive Bike Path) – 
1.07 miles; from south city limits to Mill Street


• Class I Bike Path (Santa Ana River Trail) – 0.95 mile; 
from west city limits to Waterman Avenue


• Class I Bike Path (Chestnut Avenue Bike Path) – 0.54 
mile; from Ohio Avenue to Irvington Avenue


The most prominent existing bikeway facilities are the 
Class I Bike Path on Inland Center Drive and the Class 
II Bike Lanes and connecting routes along Kendall Drive 
and Northpark Boulevard. The Inland Center Drive Class I 
Bike Path and the connecting Class II Bike Lanes along G 
Street and Rialto Avenue provide important bike access 
from the downtown San Bernardino Transit Center to 
San Manuel Stadium, National Orange Show Event 
Center, Inland Center Mall, and are within a few blocks 
of San Bernardino Valley College and the City of Colton. 
The City is also the current northeastern terminus of the 
Santa Ana River Trail Class I Bike Path which runs from 
the Hidden Valley Wildlife Refuge in Riverside County 
through the cities of Riverside and Colton to Waterman 
Avenue in San Bernardino with planned extensions to 
the City of Redlands in the east and the Orange County 
Santa Ana River Trail to the southwest. 


The existing bikeway facilities along Kendall Drive 
and Northpark Boulevard provide a local east-west 
connection to California State University, San Bernardino. 
Electric Avenue and Mountain View Avenue provide the 
local southern connection to California State University, 
San Bernardino from just south of I-210 going north to 
Northpark Boulevard. There is a connectivity gap in 
central San Bernardino, as well as missing links between 
the transit hub and the university in the north, as well as 
the Santa Ana River Trail in the south. 


Figure 3-5 shows a map of the existing bikeways in the 
City of San Bernardino. 
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Figure 3-5. Existing bikeway facilities in San Bernardino 
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EXISTING PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES – SIDEWALK 
INFRASTRUCTURE 
The City’s existing sidewalk infrastructure is evenly 
distributed throughout the city. The majority of the 
existing sidewalk infrastructure is located in the middle 
and eastern portion of the City where residential and 
commercial zones are located. Missing sidewalks are 
located primarily on more rural stretches of road in the 
northern half of the city leading up to the base of the 
mountains . Other areas missing sidewalk infrastructure 
are located in industrial zones close to the San 
Bernardino International Airport. Figure 3-6 shows the 
locations of existing sidewalk facilities in the city.  


According to data retrieved from the Comprehensive 
Pedestrian Sidewalk Inventory Plan, the City needs 
7,948,224 feet of sidewalk. The City currently has 5,842,836 
feet of existing sidewalk, which represents 73.51% of 
the total sidewalk infrastructure needed. A little over a 
quarter (26.49%) or 2,105,388 feet of the city’s roadways 
could benefit from having sidewalk infrastructure as 
shown in Table 3-3.


TRANSIT CONNECTIVITY
Active transportation is an important mode of 
transportation for people to access transit facilities. 
It provides a critical alternative solution to what is 
commonly known as the “first mile/ last mile” problem 
for transit. The problem refers to 1) how a traveler gets 
to a transit facility from their origin location, and 2) after 
they get off transit, how they reach their final destination. 
Transit users in the City have a variety of transit services 
to choose from. Bus transit services are provided by 
Omnitrans, Riverside Transit, Mountain Transit, Pass 
Transit, and Victor Valley Transit Agency. Meanwhile, 
Metrolink offers commuter rail services to regional 
destinations. Each bus transit provider connects the 
City to multiple counties and cities within Southern 
California. Omnitrans provides intra-city connectivity 
and services to adjacent cities, as well as the greater 
San Bernardino County. Figure 3-7 shows the Omnitrans 
transit routes through San Bernardino.


SAN BERNARDINO TRANSIT CENTER
The San Bernardino Transit Center is a major first/last-
mile connectivity center for intra-city and regional 
bus and rail transit services by many regional transit 
agencies. The Metrolink San Bernardino Line and Inland 
Empire-Orange County Line stop at the transit center. 
The San Bernardino Transit Center is also the future 
terminus for the Arrow commuter rail line which will run 
between the transit center in downtown San Bernardino 
and the University of Redlands in Redlands, CA. 


Table 3-3. Sidewalk Length in the City of San 
Bernardino


Source: Comprehensive Pedestrian Sidewalk Inventory Plan


Sidewalk (ft) No Sidewalk (ft) Grand Total (ft)


5,842,836 2,105,388 7,948,224


73.51% 26.49% 100%
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Figure 3-6. Existing sidewalks in San Bernardino


Source: Comprehensive Pedestrian Sidewalk Inventory Plan
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Figure 3-7. Omnitrans transit routes in San Bernardino


Source: Omnitrans
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3.5 PROJECT SURVEY FINDINGS


A project survey was administered to gain insights on 
walking and biking behaviors and preferences in the City 
of San Bernardino. The survey was conducted between 
February and July 2021 through the San Bernardino 
project website. It was available in both English and 
Spanish to allow participation from the City’s large 
Spanish-speaking population. Collectively, 64 surveys 
were received, 63 in English and 1 in Spanish.    


CHARACTERISTICS OF SURVEY RESPONDENTS 
Of the 64 surveys collected, 82.5% of respondents live in 
the city. Approximately a quarter (25.4%) of respondents 
were between the ages of 35-44, and approximately 
half (48.4%) identified as “Hispanic, Latino, Latina, or 
Latinx.” Over half (52.4%) were female respondents. 


Respondents live and work in various areas of San 
Bernardino. The highest number of respondents live in 
the Verdemont neighborhood (13.7%), followed by the 
Del Rosa neighborhood (9.8%). Almost a third (30.8%) 
live in the 7th Council Ward district and one fifth (19.2%) 
reside in the 5th Council Ward. Of the respondents, 
approximately a third (30.4%) work in the 1st Council 
Ward and another 26.1% have employment in the 5th 
Council Ward. 


TRAVEL BEHAVIOR 
Survey respondents walk frequently to get around the 
city. Of the 38 respondents who answered the question 
related to travel behavior, 77.8% walk daily, 78.9% walk 
several times a week, and 64.7% walk once or twice a 
week. (Respondents could select multiple answers to 
question). Conversely, a majority of respondents never 
bike or take transit (74.4% and 76.9% respectively). 


POPULAR DESTINATIONS FOR ACTIVE 
TRANSPORTATION
Among the most popular destinations for walking 
include to a neighbor’s, friend’s, or relative’s house 
(79.2%), parks or community centers (73.3%), and walking 
or biking trails (67.7%). The most popular destination 
for biking is walking or biking trails. Lastly, the most 
favorable destinations to take transit are to work (72.2%), 
retail/shopping centers (61.1%), and restaurants and 
bars (50%). (Respondents could select multiple answers 
to question).


REASONS FOR WALKING AND BIKING
Survey respondents offered many reasons for walking 
and biking in the city. The top three reasons for why 
respondents preferred to walk: to exercise or improve 
health (90.2%), to socialize with friends and neighbors 
(88%), and because they don’t have access to a vehicle 
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(83.3%). Meanwhile, the top three reasons for biking 
include preference to not drive (100%), saving money 
(77.8%), and the desire to improve the environment 
(64.7%). (Respondents could select multiple answers to 
question).


BEHAVIORS AND CHARACTERISTICS FOR 
TAKING TRANSIT
Of the respondents, about half (43.5%) reported they 
rarely or never use public transit, 11.3% of participants 
take the bus or ride the train to save money or due to 
convenience, and 6.5% do not have access to a car. 


ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION INFRASTRUCTURE 
IMPROVEMENTS
Survey respondents expressed support for many types 
of active transportation infrastructure improvements. 
When asked about the types of improvements that 
would encourage walking more in the City, respondents 
reported safer ways to cross streets (56.5%), better 
lighting at night (46%), and sidewalk connectivity 
(45.2%) as the top three improvements. More walking 
trails would encourage 46.8% of respondents to walk 
more frequently. Additional bike trails/paths (41.3%), 
protected bike lanes (46%), and more regular bike lanes 
(39.7%) were reported as the top three improvements 
that would encourage respondents to bike more.  


TRANSIT-RELATED IMPROVEMENTS
The top three improvements that would encourage 
respondents to take transit include better security 
(36.5%), more shade at bus stops (31.7%), and more 
convenient ways to walk and bike to a bus stop/transit 
station (30.2%). Respondents also showed interest in 
using transit more if there were more frequent buses or 
trains (30.2%), more lighting near bus stops (20.6%), and 
real-time bus arrival signage (20.6%). 


PRIORITY FOR ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION 
IMPROVEMENTS 
Most survey respondents reported that it is important 
for the City of San Bernardino to prioritize walking and 
biking improvements to create a safer environment for 
pedestrian and bicyclists (81%). In a close tie for second 
and third place, 66.7% of respondents reported it is 
important to improve the community’s public health 
outcomes and reduce the impacts of driving on the 
environment, while 65.1% reported it is important to 
provide better access to jobs, transit, schools, parks, 
goods, and services without the need for a car. Of the 
five choices available in the question, the importance 
of having a local network of connected bicycle and 
pedestrian facilities, received the second lowest 
selection, with the least popular option being “other”. 
(Survey respondents could select multiple options for 
this question.)
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4.1 INTRODUCTION


4.2 GOALS AND STRATEGIES


This chapter provides a set of strategy recommendations that will help advance 
the vision of building a more walkable and bikeable future in the City of San 
Bernardino. The strategies (some of which include objective targets) support 
five goals, first discussed in Chapter 1: Introduction. 


The strategies could be included in the policy framework for the forthcoming 
Circulation Element to the General Plan. Unless otherwise stated, the strategies 
would be implemented by different departments of the City of San Bernardino.   


GOAL 1: CONNECTIVITY
Improve the walkability and bikeability of the City of San Bernardino by creating 
a local network of connected bicycle and pedestrian facilities. 


Strategy 1.1 


With the Active Transportation Network as a starting point, prioritize infrastructure 
projects that focus on providing north/south, east/west connections throughout 
the city to develop an active transportation network that is accessible by users 
of all ages and abilities. 
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Strategy 1.2


Use the resources discussed in Chapter 5: Infrastructure Toolbox and Appendix 
F, Design Guidelines as a reference to establish design conformity for active 
transportation improvements. 


Strategy 1.3


Use Appendix F: Design Guidelines as a guide to develop Standard Plans for 
common active transportation infrastructure such as sidewalks, driveways, 
curb ramps, crosswalks, pedestrian-scale lighting, and bike facilities. 


Strategy 1.4


Seek opportunities within the City’s existing public works and planning efforts to 
incorporate proposed active transportation improvements whenever feasible 
and appropriate.


Strategy 1.5


Collaborate with Caltrans, SBCTA, and adjoining jurisdictions on infrastructure 
projects that extend beyond the City’s boundaries to provide regional 
connectivity. 


Strategy 1.6


Develop a network of walking paths in commercial districts and neighborhoods 
to encourage community members to walk. The walking paths could be artistic 
and each path could have its own wayfinding signs and stylistic flair to create 
a sense of place.
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GOAL 2: LOCAL ACCESS & MOBILITY
Provide the City of San Bernardino residents greater access to transit, jobs, 
goods, services, schools, and parks without the need to drive a car.


Strategy 2.1


Address areas where the pedestrian infrastructure is disrupted by street trees. 
Examples of such concerns include buckled sidewalks and sidewalk obstruction 
caused by street trees.


Strategy 2.2


Work with an ADA Coordinator (or someone in a similar role) to ensure that new 
active transportation infrastructure projects are designed and constructed to 
meet the latest ADA-compliant standards. 


Strategy 2.3


Conduct a citywide study on existing lighting facilities, with a focus on 
pedestrian-scaled lighting. 


Strategy 2.4


Conduct an analysis to identify roadways that have excess vehicle capacity. 
For roadways with excess vehicle capacity, consider the reduction of travel 
lanes and use of the reclaimed space for other purposes. Examples include 
widening the sidewalk and expanding the pedestrian realm (as further 
described in Chapter 6: Infrastructure Toolbox), adding in street landscaping, 
offering more transit amenities, and converting the space into a small parklet.
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Strategy 2.5


For new roadway projects, plant street trees and landscaping that provide 
shade and improve the walking and biking experience whenever possible.


Strategy 2.6


Develop a comprehensive citywide streetscape plan. 


Strategy 2.7


Develop a wayfinding plan to provide guidance on using active transportation 
modes to reach local and regional destinations.  


Strategy 2.8


Whenever feasible, incorporate active transportation improvements made to 
the public right-of-way as a part of a condition of approval or development 
agreement with the city.


Strategy 2.9


Require new developments to provide bicycle parking. 


Strategy 2.10


Collaborate with major employers and civic institutions to increase multi-
modal access.
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Strategy 2.11


Incorporate active transportation infrastructure into new land use and 
transportation projects, including new transit hubs and regional facilities.


Strategy 2.12


On commercial corridors, update design standards on surface parking and 
driveways to reduce surface parking and driveways along the pedestrian 
infrastructure network. Whenever possible, have store fronts face and be 
located closer to the street to encourage pedestrian traffic.


GOAL 3: SAFETY
Improve the overall safety of people walking, biking, and riding public 
transportation in the City of San Bernardino through infrastructure and 
programming strategies.


Strategy 3.1


Develop an internal system to regularly analyze vehicle, pedestrian, and bicycle 
collisions and identify collision hotspots.


Strategy 3.2


Provide traffic calming infrastructure improvements and identify opportunities 
to update signal timing and phasing at locations with high collision frequencies 
across the city. Reference the Local Road Safety Plan for projects.
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Strategy 3.3


Conduct a study to re-evaluate speeds along the City’s roadways in response 
to Assembly Bill 43, Traffic Safety.


Strategy 3.4


Assess and implement enhanced crossing treatments to reduce pedestrian-
automobile collisions at multi-lane crossings, including median refuge islands, 
rapid-rectangular flashing beacons, pedestrian hybrid beacons, raised 
crosswalks, and other treatments. Reference the toolbox in Chapter 5, Toolbox, 
for treatments that address different concerns.  


Strategy 3.5


Conduct analysis to identify intersections to prohibit or regulate right-turn-on-
red (RTOR) movements at intersections with high frequencies of this collision/
citation type and consider the use of blank-out signs.


Strategy 3.6


Develop a program to review traffic signal locations with prohibited pedestrian 
crossings and where feasible and appropriate, modify to restore prohibited 
crossings.
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Strategy 3.7


Develop a citywide traffic safety program, and collaborate with school districts, 
schools, and community partners to engage with and educate different 
community groups about traffic safety.


Strategy 3.8


Enhance the ATP by developing a comprehensive Safe Routes to School Plan for 
all elementary, middle, and high schools located in the City of San Bernardino. 


Strategy 3.9


Collaborate with schools and school districts to participate in safety programs 
such as Walk to School and Bike to School events. 


Strategy 3.10


Collaborate with enforcement officers to improve upon current methods for 
recording pedestrian and bicycle collisions.


Strategy 3.11


Maintain bicycle and pedestrian facilities to ensure that they continue to 
operate as intended. 
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GOAL 4: HEALTH & ENVIRONMENT
Prioritize strategies that will improve public health conditions and reduce the 
impacts of driving on the environment in the City of San Bernardino.  


Strategy 4.1


Target active transportation improvements in areas where residents suffer 
from conditions such as obesity and diabetes.


Strategy 4.2


Invest in active transportation facilities that will provide opportunities for 
exercise and recreation, and that will meet everyday travel needs.


Strategy 4.3


Integrate active transportation programming and community improvements 
into other city initiatives.


Strategy 4.4


In tandem with new active transportation projects, promote a campaign to 
educate roadway users of all modes on new active transportation infrastructure 
projects and how the projects will promote safety for all users.
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Strategy 4.5


Support marketing and community engagement campaigns to promote 
active transportation as a form of recreation and a viable transportation mode. 


Strategy 4.6


Plan and install tactical urbanism demonstrations and/or quick-build projects 
along corridors or at areas with high pedestrian and/or bicycle activity to 
showcase potential new traffic calming and active transportation infrastructure 
treatments.


Strategy 4.7


Host "Open Streets" events where a portion of the roadway is closed off from 
vehicular traffic and converted into a public space. Collect and evaluate 
public feedback and conduct traffic operational and other studies to consider 
closing the streets for a longer period of time or even permanently. 


Strategy 4.8


Build partnerships with local businesses and community groups to host regular 
walk tours and other walking-related activities, and promote walking as a form 
of physical exercise.


Strategy 4.9


Provide economic incentives for expanding and enhancing pedestrian facilities.
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GOAL 5: FUNDING & IMPLEMENTATION
Provide strategies to fund and implement infrastructure and non-infrastructure 
programs that support Plan recommendations. 


Strategy 5.1


 Develop an annual list of active transportation projects to be proposed as part 
of the City’s Capital Improvement Program (CIP). Use the Active Transportation 
Network discussed in Chapter 6: Infrastructure Projects, as a reference. 


Strategy 5.2


Develop a financial strategy and timeline to efficiently and competitively 
secure grant funding for projects.


Strategy 5.3


Seek funding for a permanent citywide Safe Routes to School non-infrastructure 
program.


Strategy 5.4


Coordinate with neighboring municipalities to identify shared resources and 
seek funding for active transportation projects along corridors that promote 
intercity connectivity. 
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Strategy 5.5


Increase collaboration among city, county, and other regional agencies to 
identify projects that could be incorporated into existing funding and/or grant 
funding opportunities.


Strategy 5.6


Organize an Active Transportation Committee to gather input on issues/ideas 
related to active transportation. 


Strategy 5.7


Work with community organizations, stakeholders, developers, and other 
groups or entities to identify potential areas for collaborations.


Strategy 5.8


On a regular basis, have meetings with school representatives and active 
parents to discuss opportunities to improve pedestrian safety and connectivity 
to schools and school facilities.


Strategy 5.9


Develop a program to evaluate new technologies and infrastructure treatments 
regularly that will support a safe active transportation environment. 
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5.1 INTRODUCTION


Many kinds of infrastructure treatments and 
placemaking tools are available for the City to create 
a more walkable and bikeable future. This chapter 
discusses more than 50 treatments and offers general 
design guidance for addressing common pedestrian 
and bicycle-related concerns.


The facilities span five categories: 


• Bikeways
• Placemaking Realm
• Roadways
• Intersections and Crossings
• Placemaking


Each facility may serve one or more functions. For 
instance, a Class II Bike Lane may only serve bicyclists. 
However, a traffic circle could act as a traffic calming 
device that benefits both pedestrians and bicyclists.


Figure 5-1 shows an overview of the five categories of 
infrastructure treatments, while Table 5-1 depicts a 
summary of how each facility relates to five types of 
functions (pedestrian, bicycle, transit, goods movement, 
and transit).   


This chapter is meant to provide a starting point 
on what treatments and opportunities could be 
considered when designing for active and healthier 
communities. Appendix F Design Guidelines contains 
further discussions on many of the tools discussed in 
the toolbox. It provides supplemental and consolidated 
information rooted in existing local, state, and national 
guidance. 


In-depth analyses on land use, collision history, existing 
site conditions, streetscape characteristics, feasibility, 
and other factors, along with adherence to federal 
and state guidelines, are still required for any street 
improvement project.
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Bicycle facilities that offer connectivity throughout the city and beyond. Chapter 6: Infrastructure Projects, discusses 
the new San Bernardino Bike Network which is further organized by bikeway classifications. 


Bikeways


Infrastructure and amenities that enhance the sidewalk area – between the property line and the curb- to create a 
more pleasant and comfortable pedestrian experience.


Pedestrian Realm


Infrastructure that could be installed along roadway corridors or alter the existing roadway configuration to better 
accommodate pedestrian and bicycle treatments and calm vehicular traffic. 


Roadways


Treatments that could improve visibility, reduce vehicular speed, and better demarcate the right-of-way for 
pedestrians and bicyclists at intersections or other areas where crossings could occur. 


Intersections and Crossings


Public art-related elements that could be integrated into active transportation infrastructure to create a sense of 
place and community on the public right-of-way.  


Placemaking


Figure 5-1. Categories of facilities in the infrastructure toolbox
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Facility Pedestrian Bicycle Transit Goods 
Movements


Traffic 
Calming


Bikeways


Class I: Off-Street Bike Path X X


Class II: Bike Lane X


Class II: Buffered Bike Lane X


Class III: Bike Route - Marked Shared Lane X


Class III: Bike Boulevard X X


Class IV: On-Street Separated Bikeway X


Class IV: Raised Separated Bikeway X


Pedestrian Realm 


Sidewalk X


Lighting X


Trees and Landscaping X


Bike Parking X


Bus Shelters and Amenities X


Other Street Furniture X


Roadway


Lane Narrowing X X X X


Roadway Reconfiguration X X X


Table 5-1. Summary of Infrastructure Treatments
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Facility Pedestrian Bicycle Transit Goods 
Movements


Traffic 
Calming


Roadway (Cont.)


Landscape Medians X X


Chokers / Pinchers X X


Speed Feedback Sign X X X


Bicycle Safety and Warning Signs X


Embedded LEDs in Traffic Signs X X


Intersections & Crossings


High Visibility Crosswalk X X X X X


Mid-block Crosswalk X X X


Curb Extension / Bulb-out X X X


Raised Crosswalk X X X X


Advanced Yield Marking X X X


Scramble Crosswalk X


Curb Ramp X


Pedestrian Refuge Island X X X X


Bike Box X


Two-Stage Bicycle Turn Box X


Traffic Diverter X X X X


Table 5-1. Summary of Infrastructure Treatments (Cont.) 
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Facility Pedestrian Bicycle Transit Goods 
Movements


Traffic 
Calming


Intersections & Crossings (Cont.)


Traffic Circle X X X


Roundabout X X X


Protected Intersection X X X


Raised Intersection X X X X X


Pedestrian Hybrid Beacon X X X


Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacon X X X


Leading Pedestrian (Bicycle) Interval X X


Accessible Pedestrian Signal X


Bicycle Signal X


Bicycle Detection & Push Buttons/ Actuation X


Placemaking


Creative Crosswalks X


Artistic Bike Racks X


Artistic Streetscaping & Painted Intersections X


Parklets X


Pedestrian Seating X


Wayfinding Signage X X


Table 5-1. Summary of Infrastructure Treatments (Cont.) 
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Class I Class II Class III Class IV


Bike Boulevard


A low-stress shared roadway that 
combines bike sharrows with other 
traffic calming measures.


Raised Separated Bikeway


A low-stress shared roadway that 
combines bike sharrows with other 
traffic calming measures.


Buffered Bike Lane


A bike lane that has an additional 
striped buffer which can provide 
greater separation between 
bicyclists and vehicular traffic. 


Off- Street Bike Path


An off-street bikeway facility that 
is physically separated from the 
street or highway.


Bike Lane  


A portion of the roadway that is 
designated by striping, signaling, 
and/or pavement markings for the 
exclusive use of bicyclists. 


Bike Route - Marked Share Lane 


A designated roadway where 
bicycles and motor vehicles share 
the same right-of-way. 


On-Street Separated Bike Lane


A bikeway facility where there is a 
physical barrier between bicyclists 
and motor vehicle traffic. 


5.2 BIKEWAYS


Bikeways, similar to roadways, have a hierarchy of 
classifications that roughly correspond to the amount 
of separation between bicyclists and motorized vehicles 
as shown below. For instance, Class I Bikeways are 
completely separated from vehicles, while Class II Bike 


Lanes have signing and striping on the roadway that 
clearly demarcates the bikeway facilities from vehicles. 
Meanwhile, Class III Bike Routes require bicyclists to 
share the road with vehicles. The following bikeway 
classification graphics illustrate some of the most 
common bicycle facilities that the City could consider.


Photo Credits: Bike Boulevard - Allan 


Crawford | Raised Separated Bikeway - 


City of Cambridge, MA
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Court Street
Square


City of
San Bernardino


San Bernardino
Transit Center


San Manuel
Stadium


5.3 PEDESTRIAN REALM


The Pedestrian Realm, which is typically represented 
by the sidewalk area, is an important component of 
the active transportation infrastructure. The sidewalk 
provides a designated path for pedestrians to use, 
while additional infrastructure aids in activating the 


pedestrian realm as a public space and creates a more 
comfortable pedestrian experience. 


The Pedestrian Realm could be categorized into four 
“zones” as shown in the graphic below. It is important 
to note that not all zones within a sidewalk area will be 
present at every corridor. Appropriate widths for each 
zone will vary based on different contexts (e.g. adjacent 
land uses, driveways, pedestrian volumes etc.)   


Area closest to 
the property 
line that often 
separates 
buildings 
from where 
pedestrians walk.


Frontage Zone


Dedicated space for pedestrians to 
travel along the street (free of any 
physical obstructions).


Pedestrian Throughway Zone


Area used for the 
placement of amenities, 
street furniture, bus stops, 
trees, landscaping, and 
other furnishings.


Furnishing Zone


Flexible space where 
the sidewalk area 
can be extended 
into where vehicles 
typically park or turn 
right. 


Extension Zone
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The following section provides some design guidance 
and infrastructure tools that the City could provide in the 
pedestrian realm to improve comfort and connectivity. 


Improve sidewalk connectivity: Address gaps in the 
sidewalk network, and through retrofit of existing 
sidewalks when adding new developments, widen the 
pedestrian right-of-way and limit the size and frequency 
of curb cuts along major corridors to increase pedestrian 
comfort and reduce conflicts between pedestrians and 
motorists.


Provide for a clear, continuous sidewalk: For new 
construction, any required obstructions for streetlights, 
utilities, poles, and other above-ground features should 
be located within the parkway area (street side) so 
that the sidewalk is generally continuous and does not 
require pedestrians to be watchful to follow the clear, 
direct path.  


Improve the bicycle network: To reduce the use of 
bicycle riding on sidewalks, it is necessary to examine 
and improve the bicycle network so that bicyclists of 
all ages and skill levels would be comfortable riding in 
the dedicated facilities, reducing pedestrian-bicyclist 
conflicts on the sidewalks. 


Improve sidewalk connectivity to land uses: When 
evaluating the site plans for development proposals, 
include an analysis of the condition and directness 
of walking routes. Providing direct walking paths from 
street corners to the commercial areas can reduce the 
overall walking distances and time needed to travel to 
and from these destinations, while also encouraging 
pedestrians to more frequently opt for walking trips.


Address buckled, lifted, stained, physical defects on 
sidewalks: Develop a citywide program to identify 
sidewalk locations that are buckled, lifted, or have 
physical defects, such as cracks and voids, and then to 
schedule remedial repairs. In areas with ongoing tree 
root issues, conduct routine inspections to monitor the 
situation.  


Redesign driveways: Every driveway that crosses a 
sidewalk is a potential location for conflict between 
motorists and pedestrians. Driveways should be 
designed to be no wider than necessary. The rise from 
street level to curb level should be kept as short as 
possible so that the walking surface can be preserved 
as a level surface.


5.3 PEDESTRIAN REALM (CONT.)
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Sidewalk


Sidewalks are the primary structure 
of a pedestrian network. They are 
physically separated from the 
roadway by a curb or unpaved buffer 
space, providing dedicated space 
intended for use by pedestrians that 
is safe, comfortable, and accessible.


Trees and Landscaping


Street trees and landscaping are 
typically located between the curb 
and the sidewalk within the parkway. 
They provide shade and helps to 
calm vehicular traffic. 


Bus Shelters and Amenities


Bus stops are locations where 
sidewalks experience multiple uses, 
such as walking, waiting for buses, 
and bus boarding and alighting. 
Amenities are often provided at bus 
stops, including benches, shelters, 
trash disposals, and system service 
information.   


Street Lighting


Street lighting helps illuminate 
sidewalks and roadways at night, 
increasing visibility of roadway users. 
As a streetscape element, street 
lighting can also create a sense of 
rhythm and organization to the street 
and sidewalk.


Bike Parking


Bicycle parking offers short-term 
secure locations for users to use at 
destinations (i.e. parks, shopping, 
and entertainment). It also improves 
first and last-mile connections when 
installed near bus stops and local 
destinations. 


Other Street Furniture


Street furniture such as pedestrian 
seating, trash receptacles, tree 
planters, and public art help create 
a comfortable, usable, and active 
public environment where people 
can rest, socialize, read, or people-
watch. It is an important element 
in creating sense of place within a 
community. 


5.3 PEDESTRIAN REALM (CONT.)
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Lane Narrowing


Lane narrowing is a typical traffic calming treatment. By narrowing 
existing travel lanes, streets can better accommodate multiple 
roadway users. The treatment is intended to improve the overall 
safety and traffic flow of the roadway and potentially accommodate 
the addition of a bikeway facility.


Roadway Reconfiguration


Also known as a road diet, roadway reconfigurations typically involve 
reducing the number of lanes to better accommodate other roadway 
users. The treatment reallocates roadway space for other purposes, 
potentially adding turn lanes, bus lanes, pedestrian refuge islands, 
bike lanes, sidewalks, bus shelters, or landscaping.


5.4 ROADWAY TREATMENTS


Road treatments include infrastructures such as chokers/pinchers and landscape medians that could be installed 
along roadway corridors or strategies such as lane narrowing and roadway reconfiguration that reconfigure the existing 
roadway geometry. They seek to create a safer pedestrian and bicycle environment, calm vehicular traffic, and/or better 
accommodate pedestrian and bicycle facilities. 
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Travel Lane


Travel Lane
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Turn Lane
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Travel Lane Center Left 
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5.4 ROADWAY TREATMENTS (CONT.)


Landscape Median


Landscaped medians, or raised 
medians, are raised barriers in the 
center of the roadway that are 
typically filled with various types of 
foliage. They can serve as a place of 
refuge for pedestrians crossing at an 
intersection or at the midblock.


Chokers/Pinchers


Chokers or pinchers are curb 
extensions that narrow a segment 
of the roadway by widening the 
sidewalk or planting strip, creating a 
pinch point along the roadway. These 
pinch points can increase visibility 
of pedestrians looking to cross the 
roadway.


Speed Feedback Sign


A dynamic message sign that 
uses radar or laser technology 
to determine the speed of an 
approaching vehicle and then 
displays the speed to the driver. If 
motorists are speeding, the sign 
flashes the exceeded speed along 
with ‘SLOW DOWN’ or ‘YOUR SPEED’. 


Bicycle Safety and Warning Signs


Bicycle signage serves to regulate 
and warn vehicular traffic of the 
presence or movement of bicyclists 
within the roadway or traveling 
across the roadway.


Pedestrian Safety and Warning 


Signs


Pedestrian signage serves to warn 
and advise vehicular, bicycle, and 
other traffic of oncoming pedestrian 
movement. Signage implementation 
is often used in conjunction with 
pavement markings and pedestrian 
features that enhance awareness of 
pedestrian crossings or areas.


Embedded LEDs in Traffic Signs


Embedded Light Emitting Diodes 
(LEDs) enhanced traffic signs are 
similar to typical advisory and 
warning signs, but are intended 
to increase motorist awareness of 
signage. 


Photo Credits: Chokers/Pinchers – 


Dan Burden| Speed Feedback Sign 


- Richard Drdul
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5.5 INTERSECTION AND CROSSING TREATMENTS


Pedestrian and bicycle crossings, either at intersections 
or mid-block, have multiple conflict points with vehicles 
which present safety concerns for roadway users. This 
section provides some design guidance for addressing 
common pedestrian/bicyclist crossing concerns, as 
well as some infrastructure treatments that could help 
to create a safer and more comfortable experience 
for pedestrians, bicyclists, and users of small mobile 
devices to cross the roadway. 


Consider appropriate design for uncontrolled 
pedestrian and bicycle crossings: An appropriate 
design will consider the surrounding context, 
roadway cross-section, volume of pedestrian and 
bicycle crossings, vehicular Average Daily Traffic, and 
prevailing speeds. Reducing the number of travel lanes 
and crossing distance for an uncontrolled crossing 
helps reduce pedestrian and bicyclist exposure in 
the roadway. Crossings may be enhanced with other 
treatments discussed in this section such as median 
refuge islands, advance yield lines, Rectangular Rapid 
Flashing Beacons (RRFB), Pedestrian Hybrid Beacons 
(HAWK signal), signalized crosswalks, and street lights.


Maintain pedestrian and bicycle pavement markings: 
Develop a citywide program to identify faded/poorly 
maintained crosswalks and other pavement markings, 
and routinely maintain them.  


Improve sight distances at intersection corners and 
crosswalks: Use strategies such as prohibiting parking 
along the curb approaching the crosswalk and providing 
curb extensions (bulb-outs) that allow pedestrians and 
bicyclists to have better visibility of motorists.  


Add missing crosswalks at traffic signals: Conduct a 
study to evaluate for adding crosswalks at traffic signals 
where crosswalks are not provided across all legs of the 
signalized intersection.  


Improve pedestrian crossing times: Minimum crossing 
times are specified in the California MUTCD.  Often 
the minimum times are present and adequate, 
but pedestrians may not fully understand the 
operation. Pedestrian Countdown Signals could better 
communicate how much time is left for pedestrians to 
cross. 
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Provide Pedestrian Push Buttons (PPBs) at appropriate 
locations: Pedestrian Push Buttons are generally 
prescribed to be located near the crosswalk and at 
a location that meets ADA requirements, and per 
MUTCD guidelines, preferably near the level landing. 
The location should be intuitive and generally allow for 
actuation while standing or waiting near the beginning 
of the crosswalk.


Regulate Right Turn on Reds: Conduct a study to 
evaluate for Right Turn on Red restrictions and explore 
using the red turn arrows, extinguishable (blank out) 
message signs, or regular signs to seek compliance 
for the restrictions. Prohibiting right turns on red can 
improve safety for pedestrians.  


Mid-Block Crosswalk


Midblock crosswalks facilitate 
crossings to places that people want 
to go but that are not well served by 
the existing traffic network.


High Visibility Crosswalk


High-visibility ladder crosswalks 
provide a designated walkway for 
pedestrians to cross from one side of 
a street to the other.


Raised Crosswalk


Raised crosswalks are elevated 
crosswalks that enable pedestrians 
to cross an intersection at the same 
level as the sidewalk, which increase 
their visibility while crossing. 


Curb Extension / Bulb-out 


Curb extensions visually and 
physically narrow the roadway, 
creating shorter crossings for 
pedestrians while increasing the 
available space for street furniture, 
benches, plantings, and street trees. 


Photo Credits: Mid-Block Crosswalk - Josh Mello 


| Raised Crosswalk - Jeff Gulden    


5.5 INTERSECTION & CROSSING TREATMENTS (CONT.)


B
ik


ew
a


ys
Pe


d
es


tr
ia


n
 R


ea
lm


R
o


a
d


w
a


ys
In


te
rs


ec
ti


o
n


s 
&


 C
ro


ss
in


g
s


Pl
a


ce
m


a
ki


n
g







CHAPTER 5  Infrastructure Toolbox 71


5.5 INTERSECTION & CROSSING TREATMENTS (CONT.)


Scramble Crosswalk


Scramble crosswalks grant full 
pedestrian right-of-way in any 
direction, including diagonally. 


Curb Ramp


A curb ramp is a ramp cutting through 
a curb or built up to it to provide a 
route to transition from a roadway to 
a curbed sidewalk and vice versa.


Pedestrian Refuge Island


A pedestrian refuge island is a raised 
barrier in the center of the roadway 
that is typically filled with various 
types of foliage and serves as an aid 
to pedestrian movement by providing 
a protected space for pedestrians to 
cross the roadway. 


Bike Box


The bike box is an intersection 
improvement design to prevent 
bicycle/vehicle collisions, especially 
between drivers turning right and 
bicyclists proceeding forward.


Two-Stage Bicycle Turn Box


Two-stage turn queue boxes 
offer bicyclists a way to make left 
turns at multi-lane signalized and 
unsignalized intersections from a 
cycle track or bike lane. 


Advanced Yield Marking


Advanced yield lines are roadway 
markings that encourage drivers 
to slow down in advance when 
approaching a pedestrian crossing 
and provide guidance as to where 
drivers should wait while a pedestrian 
is crossing.
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Photo Credits: Advanced Yield markings 


– ATS Traffic | Bike Box - Caltrans | 


Two-Stage Bicycle turn Box – City of 


Cambridge, MA
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5.5 INTERSECTION & CROSSING TREATMENTS (CONT.)


Traffic Diverter


Traffic diverters are implemented 
for the purpose of volume control 
and managing non-local residential 
traffic. They are designed as islands 
that guide through and/or turning 
movements.


Traffic Circle


Traffic circles, also known as mini 
roundabouts, feature a circular island 
in the center of an intersection. They 
are typically used at un-signalized 
intersections to help lower speeds, 
while still promoting a continuous 
flow of traffic.


Roundabout 


A roundabout directs motorists 
into the intersection and guides 
counterclockwise travel around the 
circular island. Featuring yield controls 
for all approaches, roundabout 
designs typically include raised 
medians to channelize approaching 
traffic. Without unnecessary stops, 
they help slow vehicle speeds while 
better facilitating the flow of vehicle 
traffic, bicyclists, and pedestrians.


Protected Intersection


A protected intersection redesigns 
the traditional mixing zone that 
persists where a bicycle lane ends 
and the right turn lane begins. 
The design places bicyclists in a 
separated channel from motor 
vehicles and pedestrians at the 
intersection, improving yield rates 
amongst all users of the intersection.


Raised Intersection


Raised intersections are vertical 
elements that are places at 
intersections. They are similar to 
speed humps, speed tables, and 
other devices. Raised intersections 
create a slight obstruction to vehicles 
approaching an intersection, which 
force motorists to slow down and 
yield to pedestrians.


Pedestrian Hybrid Beacon


A pedestrian hybrid beacon (PHB) 
is used to increase motorists’ 
awareness of pedestrian crossings 
at an uncontrolled marked crosswalk 
location. It is only activated by 
pedestrians when needed.


Photo Credits: Traffic Diverter – Adam 


Fukushima | Traffic Circle & Roundabout– 


Allan Crawford | Protected Intersection - (City) 


San Luis Obispo| Raised Intersection - FHWA
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5.5 INTERSECTION & CROSSING TREATMENTS (CONT.)


Rectangular Rapid Flashing 


Beacon


Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacons 
(RRFBs) are a type of active warning 
beacon that combines a pedestrian 
warning sign with user-activated 
light emitting diodes (LEDs). The 
device flashes amber when activated 
through a pedestrian push button or 
by pedestrian detection.


Bicycle Detection & Push Buttons/ 


Actuation


Bicycle detection and push buttons 
are designed to alert the signal 
controller of a bicyclist on approach 
of and at the intersection. Actuation 
can be installed as push buttons or 
by automated means that include 
in-pavement loops, video detection, 
and microwave. 


Bicycle Signal


Bicycle signals facilitate safe 
bicyclist intersection crossings 
by restricting conflicting vehicle 
movements. Bicycle signal heads 
are standard three lens signal heads 
with green-yellow and red lenses 
that can be applied to signalized 
intersections and hybrid signal 
crossings. 


Leading Pedestrian (Bicycle) 


Interval


A leading pedestrian interval (LPI), 
also known as a "pedestrian head 
start" and "delayed vehicle green", 
gives pedestrians the opportunity to 
enter an intersection before vehicles. 
This allows for pedestrians to better 
establish their presence, lessening 
the chances of a vehicle-pedestrian 
conflict.


Accessible Pedestrian Signal


An Accessible Pedestrian Signal (APS) 
unlike a conventional pedestrian 
push button, is more than a detection 
device, but also serves as a signal for 
visually-impaired pedestrians who 
rely on tactile or audio indications to 
determine when it is safe to enter a 
crosswalk.


Photo Credits: Bicycle SIgnal - Google 


Streetview | Leading Pedestrian (Bicycle) 


Interval - City (Long Beach) / Bicycle Detection 


- San Diego County
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5.6 PLACEMAKING


“As both an overarching idea and a hands-on 
approach for improving a neighborhood, city, or region, 
placemaking inspires people to collectively reimagine 
and reinvent public spaces as the heart of every 
community.” - The Project for Public Spaces.  


Public streets, particularly in the pedestrian realm, offer 
immense opportunities for placemaking to occur in the 
City of San Bernardino. A street in a commercial area 
that is safe, comfortable, and inviting for pedestrians to 
walk could also act as a community space for people 
to gather, socialize, and collaborate when placemaking 
elements are supported by community members 


and integrated into the urban design, planning, and 
implementation processes.   


Many tools are available to build better places in the 
city’s pedestrian realms. The tools could be employed 
individually by the City, local businesses, community-
based organizations, or individuals, or through a 
collaboration between multiple groups.  


Shown above is a mural in Downtown San Bernardino. 
The mural is an artwork series that lines a pedestrian 
walkway. Collectively, the artwork series helped to 
activate a forlorn alley, create a unique pedestrian 
experience, and contribute to a sense of place.
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Creative Crosswalks


Creative crosswalks provide visual 
cues to drivers and pedestrians 
with striking color and/or patterns, 
creating a unique crosswalk design. 
As a placemaking element, designs 
can be reflective of a theme or visual 
attributes that are identifiable to the 
community. The involvement of local 
artists in these projects can also 
create a greater sense of community 
pride.


Artistic Bike Racks


Artistic bike racks are designed with 
the functionality of a traditional 
bike rack, but with artistic elements 
that represent the community. They 
provide a unique placemaking 
aspect to the community. Similar to 
artistic crosswalks, the involvement 
of local artists can create a greater 
sense of community pride. 


Artistic Streetscaping & Painted 


Intersections


Artist designed streetscapes may 
include artistic elements within 
traffic circles, bulb-outs, median, 
painted intersections, or designated 
pedestrian rest areas. These artistic 
elements can encourage community 
gathering and provide more 
opportunities for social, cultural and 
economic participation.


Parklets


Parklets convert on-street parking 
spaces into public open space 
and are a cost-effective way to 
activate streets, create more 
vibrant neighborhoods, and 
promote economic vitality. They can 
encourage walking and biking and 
create more attractive and inviting 
commercial districts.


Pedestrian Seating


Public seating creates a comfortable, 
usable, and active public 
environment where people can rest, 
socialize, read, or people-watch. It 
is an important element in creating 
sense of place within a community. 
Artistic benches/seating or 
identifiable pedestrian seating helps 
create spaces where people are 
encouraged to congregate locally. 


Wayfinding Signage


Wayfinding signage helps orient 
the community towards different 
destinations within the community.


5.6 PLACEMAKING (CONT.)


Photo Credits: Artistic Bike Racks – Art Works 


Cincinnati / Pedestrian Seating - Victor 


Vieillard/ Artistic Streetscaping & Painted 


Intersections – District Department of 


Transportation / Wayfinding Signage – 


Downtown Long Beach Alliance 
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This chapter offers a set of infrastructure projects that 
the City could design and construct to help advance 
the Plan vision. It complements the goals and strategies 
discussed in Chapter 4: Strategy Recommendations, 
and Chapter 5: Infrastructure Toolbox. Infrastructure 
projects are categorized into two components: Active 
Transportation Network and Priority Project Factsheets. 


Active Transportation Network (ATN): The ATN is a 
citywide approach that identifies roadway corridors for 
active transportation improvements. Corridors along 
the ATN allow users to reach destinations across the 
City and regionally by foot and bike, with assistance 
from transit, through enhanced active transportation 
and traffic calming infrastructure improvements. 


An important component of the ATN is the Bicycle 
Network. The Bicycle Network identifies a network 
of bikeway facilities along with proposed bikeway 
classifications discussed in Chapter 5: Infrastructure 
Toolbox.  


Priority Project Factsheets: Factsheets were developed 
to provide high-level infrastructure recommendations 
for seven priority projects. The factsheets complement 
the ATN by giving more context and specific 
recommendations for the corridors.   


6.1 INTRODUCTION 


The San Bernardino Active Transportation Network (ATN) 
is comprised of 175 corridors that encompass 239 miles 
of roadway. Figure 6.1: Active Transportation Network, 
shows the new San Bernardino ATN. The corridors were 
selected from input gathered through the community 
engagement effort, data collected and analyzed for 
the Existing Conditions Analysis (discussed in Chapter 
3), discussions with the Technical Advisory Committee 
which includes members from Caltrans, San Bernardino 
County Transportation Authority (SBCTA), Omnitrans, 
Metrolink, and more, and leadership from city staff. 


The Active Transportation Network is envisioned to serve 
as the basis for a “Complete Streets” Network. At its core, 


“Complete Streets are streets for everyone” (National 
Complete Streets Coalition). In the last few decades, 
many streets have been designed to accommodate 
vehicles. Complete Streets principles place an emphasis 
on creating better streets for all roadway users. The 
Active Transportation Network serves as a starting point 
for a broader citywide effort for a Complete Streets 
Framework, which could be further discussed in the 
forthcoming General Plan update. 


The ATN is categorized into three types of corridors: 


• Multi-Modal Corridors: Corridors that provide 
regional connectivity to destinations outside of the 
City’s jurisdictions and regional points of interest 
within the City of San Bernardino. Multi-modal 


6.2 ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION 
NETWORK 
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corridors could support more than one mode: 
walking, biking, and/or transit. 


• Community Connectors: Corridors that offer 
connectivity to local destinations such as schools, 
parks, civic institutions, and commercial activities. 
Infrastructure treatments that could be installed 
along Community Connectors include traffic 
calming elements, bikeway facilities, and pedestrian 
treatments. 


• School Routes: Corridors that support safer routes 
to school. These are additional corridors that are not 
classified as a Multi-Modal Corridor or Community 
Connector.   


The San Bernardino ATN has 175 corridors, of which 27 
corridors are Multi-modal Corridors, 112 are Community 
Connectors, and 36 are Safe School Routes. 


BICYCLE NETWORK 


The Bicycle Network is a citywide approach that identifies 
proposed bikeway infrastructure classifications along 
corridors in the Active Transportation Network. The 
Bicycle Network contains four types of classifications, 
as discussed in Chapter 5: Infrastructure Toolbox. In 
addition, it also contains a new classification called 
"neighborhood street". Corridors with this classification 
would include many types of traffic calming measures, 
akin to a Class III Bike Boulevard. The proposed Bicycle 
Network would add 167 miles of new bicycle facilities in 
the city.


Table 6.1: Summary of Active Transportation Network 
and Table 6.2: Summary of Bicycle Network show an 
overview of the ATN and Bicycle Network. Maps of the 


ATN Network # of 
Corridors


Total Length 
(Miles)


Community Connector 112 146.82


School Route 36 20.70


Multi-Modal Corridor 27 71.80


Total 175 239.32


Table 6-1. Summary of Active Transportation Network


Bikeway Classification # of 
Corridors


Total Length 
(Miles)


Class I 5 4.13


Class II 44 68.05


Class III 7 4.29


Class IV 11 34.90


Neighborhood Street 52 55.10


Total 119 166.47


Table 6-2. Summary of Bicycle Network


ATN and Bicycle Network are illustrated in Figures 6.1: 
Active Transportation Network and 6.2: Bicycle Network. 
Table 6.3: ATN and Bicycle Network Corridors provides a 
list of the corridors in both networks. 
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Figure 6-1. Active Transportation Network 
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Figure 6-2. Bicycle Network
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Table 6-3. ATN and Bicycle Network corridors 


Street From To Length
(Miles)


Proposed ATN 
Network


Proposed Bike 
Classification


Ward (s)


Baseline St Meridian Ave Del Rosa Dr 6.65 Multi-Modal Corridor Class IV 1, 2, 6


Waterman Ave Rim of the World 
Highway


Barton Rd/
Washington St


10.40 Multi-Modal Corridor Varies 1, 2, 3, 4, 7


(Segment 1) Rim of 
the World Highway


Orange Show Rd 8.05 Multi-Modal Corridor _ 1, 2, 3, 4, 7


(Segment 2) 
Orange Show Rd


Barton Rd/
Washington St


2.35 Multi-Modal Corridor Class II 3


Metrolink Wy 3rd St 2nd St 0.08 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 1


9th St Pennsylvania Ave Del Rosa Dr 5.28 Community 
Connector


Class II 1, 2, 6


Sierra Wy Northern Terminus Mill St 7.19 Multi-Modal Corridor Neighborhood Street 1, 2, 4. 7


5th St Foothill Blvd Waterman Ave 3.75 Community 
Connector/Multi-
Modal Corridor


Varies 1, 6


(Segment 1) Foothill 
Blvd


Flores St 0.40 Community 
Connector


Class II 1, 6


(Segment 2) Flores 
St


Gardena St 0.08 Community 
Connector


Class III 1


(Segment 3)
Gardena St


Waterman Ave 3.27 Multi-Modal Corridor Class II 1


E St Mill St Kendall Dr 5.43 Multi-Modal Corridor Neighborhood Street 1, 2, 3, 5, 7


Highland Ave Macy St Boulder Ave 9.80 Multi-Modal Corridor Class IV 2, 4, 6, 7
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Table 6-3. ATN and Bicycle Network corridors (Cont.) 


Street From To Length
(Miles)


Proposed ATN 
Network


Proposed Bike 
Classification


Ward (s)


Highland Ave 
Connector


670' W/O Davidson 
Ave


Davidson Ave 0.15 Community 
Connector


Class I 2


3rd St D St Waterman Ave 0.91 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 1


D St Highland Ave Rialto Ave 2.94 Community 
Connector


Varies 1, 2


(Segment 1)
Highland Ave


9th St 1.69 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 2


(Segment 2) 
9th St


Rialto Ave 1.25 Community 
Connector


Class IV 1


2nd St Mt Vernon Ave Mountain View Ave 1.83 Community 
Connector


Class II 1


Mt Vernon Ave Highland Ave Grant Ave 4.36 Multi-Modal Corridor Varies 1, 3, 6


(Segment 1)
Highland Ave


Cajon Blvd 0.27 Multi-Modal Corridor Class II 6


(Segment 2) 
Cajon Blvd


5th St 2.13 Multi-Modal Corridor Class IV 1, 6


(Segment 3) 
5th St


2nd St 0.47 Multi-Modal Corridor Class II 1, 3


(Segment 4)
2nd St


Grant Ave 1.49 Multi-Modal Corridor Class IV 1, 3
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Table 6-3. ATN and Bicycle Network corridors (Cont.) 


Street From To Length
(Miles)


Proposed ATN 
Network


Proposed Bike 
Classification


Ward (s)


Mountain View 
Ave


50th St Rialto Ave 5.98 Community 
Connector


Varies 1, 2, 4, 7


(Segment 1) 50th St Electric Ave 1.16 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 4


(Segment 2)
Edgerton Ave


Highland Ave 2.03 Community 
Connector


Existing Class II 4, 7


(Segment 3)
Highland Ave


6th St 2.16 Community 
Connector


Class IV 1, 2


(Segment 4)
6th St


3rd St 0.47 Community 
Connector


Class II 1


(Segment 5)
2nd St


Rialto Ave 0.16 Community 
Connector


Class II 1


Mountain View 
Ave Connector


3rd St 2nd St 0.16 Community 
Connector


Class I 1


4th St H St Arrowhead Ave 0.78 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 1


Court St E St Arrowhead Ave 0.32 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 1


G St 34th St Inland Center Dr 4.95 Varies Varies 1, 2, 3, 5, 7


(Segment 1)
34th St


30th St 0.52 School Route - 5


(Segment 2)
28th St


4th St 3.01 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 1, 2, 7


(Segment 3)
3rd St


Rialto Ave 0.40 Community 
Connector


Class II 1


(Segment 4)Rialto 
Ave


Inland Center Dr 1.02 Community 
Connector


Existing Class II 3
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Table 6-3. ATN and Bicycle Network corridors (Cont.) 


Street From To Length
(Miles)


Proposed ATN 
Network


Proposed Bike 
Classification


Ward (s)


7th St Garcia St E St 1.30 School Route - 1


Rialto Ave Eucalyptus Ave Tippecanoe Ave 6.79 Varies Varies 1, 3, 6


(Segment 1)
Eucalyptus Ave


Pacific Electric Trail 2.47 Community 
Connector


Class II 3, 6


(Segment 2)
Pacific Electric Trail


G St 1.61 Multi-Modal Corridor Class IV 1, 3


(Segment 3)
G St


E St 0.32 Multi-Modal Corridor Existing Class II 1, 3


(Segment 4)
E St


Creekside 
Apartment Homes


1.38 Multi-Modal Corridor Class IV 1


(Segment 5)
Creekside 
Apartment Homes


Tippecanoe Ave 1.01 Community 
Connector


Class III 1


Medical Center 
Dr


27th St 5th St 2.64 Varies Varies 1, 6


(Segment 1)
27th St


Highland Ave 0.32 School Route Neighborhood Street 6


(Segment 2)
Highland Ave


5th St 2.32 Community 
Connector


Class II 1, 6


6th St H St Victoria Ave 2.75 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 1


I St 3rd St Inland Center Dr 1.77 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood 
Street


1, 3
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Table 6-3. ATN and Bicycle Network corridors (Cont.) 


Street From To Length
(Miles)


Proposed ATN 
Network


Proposed Bike 
Classification


Ward (s)


H St 56th St 3rd St 4.46 Varies Varies 1, 2, 4, 5


(Segment 1)
56th St


Northpark Blvd 0.20 School Route _ 4, 5


(Segment 2)
Northpark Blvd


48th St 0.76 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 4


(Segment 3)
30th St


3rd St 3.50 Community 
Connector


Class II 1, 2, 5


8th St H St Sierra Way 1.09 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 1


Mill St Bordwell Ave Tippecanoe Ave 5.69 Community 
Connector


Class II 1, 3


Arrowhead Ave Edgerton Dr Orange Show Rd 3.34 Community 
Connector


Varies 1, 3, 4, 7


(Segment 1)
Edgerton Dr


Thompson Pl 0.24 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 4, 7


(Segment 2)
Thompson Pl


28th St 1.32 Community 
Connector


Existing Class II 7


(Segment 3)
Rialto Ave


Orange Show Rd 1.78 Community 
Connector


Class II 1, 3


Gilbert St Waterman Ave Perris Hills Park Rd 0.91 Community 
Connector


Varies 2


(Segment 1)
Waterman Ave


Anton Ct 0.68 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 2


(Segment 2)
Anton Ct


Perris Hills Park Rd 0.23 Community 
Connector


Class II 2
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Table 6-3. ATN and Bicycle Network corridors (Cont.) 


Street From To Length
(Miles)


Proposed ATN 
Network


Proposed Bike 
Classification


Ward (s)


F St Northpark Blvd 4th St 1.37 Varies Varies 1, 4


(Segment 1)
Northpark Blvd


48th St 0.42 School Route _ 4


(Segment 2)
9th St


4th St 0.95 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 1


Allen St Rialto Ave Valley St 0.42 School Route Neighborhood Street 1


K St Rialto Ave Hillcrest Ave 1.51 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 3


Thompson Pl Thompson Pl Mountain View Ave 0.16 Community 
Connector


Class II 4, 7


Del Rosa Ave 39th St Del Rosa Ave/City 
Boundary


2.43 Community 
Connector


Varies 1, 2, 4, 7


(Segment 1)
39th St


Lynwood Dr 1.21 Community 
Connector


Class II 4, 7


(Segment 2)
Lynwood Dr


Highland Ave 0.92 Community 
Connector


Class IV 4, 7


(Segment 3)
Highland Ave


Del Rosa Ave/City 
Boundary


0.30 Community 
Connector


Class II 1, 2


L St Baseline St Rialto Ave 1.24 Community 
Connector


Varies 1, 6


(Segment 1)
Baseline St


5th St 1.09 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 1, 6


(Segment 2)
2nd St


Rialto Ave 0.15 Community 
Connector


Class II 1
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Table 6-3. ATN and Bicycle Network corridors (Cont.) 


Street From To Length
(Miles)


Proposed ATN 
Network


Proposed Bike 
Classification


Ward (s)


16th St California St Crestview Ave 4.00 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 1, 2, 6


Inland Center Dr Mill St City Boundary 1.33 Multi-Modal Corridor Varies 3


(Segment 1)
Mill St


Adell St 0.57 Multi-Modal Corridor Existing Class I 3


(Segment 2)
Adell St


I St 0.40 Multi-Modal Corridor Class I 3


(Segment 3)
I St


City Boundary 0.36 Multi-Modal Corridor Existing Class I 3


Vanderbilt Way Waterman Ave Carnegie Dr 0.28 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 3


13th St H St Sierra Wy 1.09 School Route _ 2


Grant Ave Mt Vernon Ave I St 0.75 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 3


Gould St Tippecanoe Ave Richardson St 0.61 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 3


Valencia St Olive St 9th St 0.23 School Route _ 1


Date St Golden Ave Arden Ave 1.50 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 4, 7


Golden Ave 40th St Golden Ave 1.79 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 4, 7


Sterling Ave Lynwood Dr Date St 0.45 School Route Neighborhood Street 4


Esperanza St Mt Vernon Ave K St 0.43 School Route _ 3
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Table 6-3. ATN and Bicycle Network corridors (Cont.) 


Street From To Length
(Miles)


Proposed ATN 
Network


Proposed Bike 
Classification


Ward (s)


40th St Kendall Dr Mountain Ave 3.44 Community 
Connector


Class II 4


27th St California St H St 1.51 Varies Varies 2, 6


(Segment 1)
California St


Medical Center Dr 0.61 School Route _ 6


(Segment 2) Little 
Mountain Dr


H St 0.90 Community 
Connector


Class II 2


Parkdale Dr Mountain View Ave Valencia Ave 1.01 Community 
Connector


Varies 4, 7


(Segment 1)
Mountain View Ave


Sierra Wy 0.14 Community 
Connector


Class II 4, 7


(Segment 2) Sierra 
Wy


Valencia Ave 0.87 Community 
Connector


Existing Class II 4, 7


Mountain Ave 39th St Lynwood Dr 1.22 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 4, 7


Pumalo St Golden Ave Arden Ave 1.55 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 4, 7


26th St/
Courtland Dr


G St E St 0.37 School Route _ 7


Carnegie Dr Hospitality Ln Hospitality Ln 0.67 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 3


La Junta St Baseline St Olive St 0.24 School Route _ 1


Crestview Ave Highland Ave Baseline St 1.22 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 2
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Table 6-3. ATN and Bicycle Network corridors (Cont.) 


Street From To Length
(Miles)


Proposed ATN 
Network


Proposed Bike 
Classification


Ward (s)


Perris Hills Park 
Rd


21st St Gilbert St 0.64 Community 
Connector


Class II 2


21st St Arrowhead Ave Perris Hill Park Rd 1.44 Community 
Connector


Class II 2


Central Ave Highland Ave Tippecanoe Ave 2.83 Community 
Connector


Varies 1, 3, 4


(Segment 1)
Highland Ave


City Boundary 0.76 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 4


(Segment 2)
Arrowhead Ave


Tippecanoe Ave 2.07 Community 
Connector


_ 1, 3


Eureka St Mountain Ave Del Rosa Ave 0.30 School Route - 4


Harrison St 40th St Lynwood Dr 1.53 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 4, 7


Orange Show 
Rd


E St Tippecanoe Ave 2.44 Community 
Connector


Class II 3


Olive St Mountain View Ave Valencia St 1.09 School Route - 1, 2


Macy St Etiwanda Ave Foothill Blvd 0.68 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 6


Pacific Electric 
Trail


Pepper Ave Muscott Ave 2.17 Community 
Connector


Class I 3, 6


Lynwood Dr 30th St Victoria Ave 2.41 Multi-Modal Corridor Class II 4, 7


Mountain Dr Northpark Blvd Hill Dr 0.31 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 4
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Table 6-3. ATN and Bicycle Network corridors (Cont.) 


Street From To Length
(Miles)


Proposed ATN 
Network


Proposed Bike 
Classification


Ward (s)


Eureka Ave Walnut St Esperanza St 0.54 School Route _ 3


Tippecanoe Ave Baseline St I-10 3.33 Community 
Connector


Class II 1, 3


Brier Dr Carnegie Dr Tippecanoe Ave 1.35 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 3


Marshall Blvd Little Mountain Dr Rockford Ave 4.57 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 4, 5, 7


Pepper Ave Foothill Blvd Randall Ave 1.82 Community 
Connector


Class II 3, 6


Colton Ave Hillcrest Ave I St 0.08 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 3


Meridian Ave Madrona St Randall Ave 2.55 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 3, 6


Electric Ave Northpark Blvd Edgerton Dr 1.26 Community 
Connector


Class I 4


28th St H St 100' E/O San 
Gabriel St


2.10 Community 
Connector


Class II 2, 7
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Table 6-3. ATN and Bicycle Network corridors (Cont.) 


Street From To Length
(Miles)


Proposed ATN 
Network


Proposed Bike 
Classification


Ward (s)


Valencia Ave 40th St Baseline St 3.04 Varies Varies 2, 7


(Segment 1)
40th St


30th St 1.64 Community 
Connector


Existing Class II 7


(Segment 2)
30th St


21st St 0.94 Community 
Connector


Class II 2, 7


(Segment 3)
Gilbert St


Baseline St 0.46 School Route _ 2


Harriman Pl Hospitality Ln Tippecanoe Ave 0.64 Community 
Connector


Class II 3


30th St Little Mountain Dr Lynwood Dr 3.53 Multi-Modal Corridor Class II 5, 7


Kendall Dr Palm Ave E St 5.74 Multi-Modal Corridor _ 4, 5, 7


(Segment 1)
Palm Ave


F St/Shandin Hills 
Cir


4.71 Multi-Modal Corridor Existing Class II 4, 5


(Segment 2) F St/
Shandin Hills Cir


E St 1.03 Multi-Modal Corridor Neighborhood Street 4, 5, 7


Pacific St Perris Hills Park Rd Boulder Ave 3.27 Community 
Connector


Class II 2, 4, 7


Hospitality Ln E St Tippecanoe Ave 2.40 Community 
Connector


Class II 3


Cajon Blvd Palm Ave Mt Vernon Ave 3.87 Community 
Connector


Class IV 6


23rd St Miramonte Dr 670' W/O Davidson 
Ave


0.15 Community 
Connector


Class II 2
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Table 6-3. ATN and Bicycle Network corridors (Cont.) 


Street From To Length
(Miles)


Proposed ATN 
Network


Proposed Bike 
Classification


Ward (s)


Little Mountain 
Dr


Northpark Blvd 27th St 3.64 Community 
Connector


Class IV 2, 5


Guthrie St Highland Ave Pacific St 0.62 School Route _ 7


University Pkwy Northpark Blvd Cajon Blvd 2.11 Multi-Modal Corridor Varies 5, 6


(Segment 1)
Northpark Blvd


Varsity Ave 1.22 Multi-Modal Corridor Existing Class II 5


(Segment 2)
Varsity Ave


Cajon Blvd 0.89 Multi-Modal Corridor Class II 5, 6


Arden Ave Marshall Blvd Southern Terminus 1.60 Varies Neighborhood Street 4, 7


(Segment 1)
Marshall Blvd


Pacific St 1.19 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 4, 7


(Segment 2)
Pacific St


Southern Terminus 0.41 School Route Neighborhood Street 7


Foothill Dr Del Rosa Ave Mesquite Dr 1.37 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 4


Genevieve St 40th St Parkdale St 0.51 School Route _ 4


48th St Kendall Dr Electric Ave 1.44 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 4, 5


Northpark Blvd Electric Ave Campus Pkwy 3.49 Multi-Modal Corridor Existing Class II 4, 5


California St Cajon Blvd Baseline St 2.63 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 6
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Table 6-3. ATN and Bicycle Network corridors (Cont.) 


Street From To Length
(Miles)


Proposed ATN 
Network


Proposed Bike 
Classification


Ward (s)


Victoria Ave Lynwood Dr Highland Ave 0.92 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 4


Palm Ave (E) Piedmont Dr Pacific St 1.09 Community 
Connector


Varies 4


(Segment 1)
Piedmont Dr


Highland Ave 0.49 Community 
Connector


Class III 4


(Segment 2)
Highland Ave


20th St 0.18 Community 
Connector


Class II 4


(Segment 3)
20th St


Atlantic Ave 0.13 Community 
Connector


Class III 4


(Segment 4)
Atlantic Ave


Pacific St 0.29 Community 
Connector


Class II 4


38th St Waterman Ave Parkside Dr 0.14 School Route Neighborhood Street 7


State St Sheridan Rd University Pkwy 0.67 School Route _ 5


Eucalyptus Ave Rialto Ave Randall Ave 1.21 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 3, 6


35th St Harrison St Golden Ave 0.15 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 7


Piedmont Dr Yuma Dr Diablo Dr 2.35 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 4


Pennsylvania 
Ave


16th St Baseline St 0.78 School Route Neighborhood Street 6


Windsor St, 
Lakewood Dr, 
Morgan Rd 


State St Little Mountain Dr 1.21 School Route _ 5
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Table 6-3. ATN and Bicycle Network corridors (Cont.) 


Street From To Length
(Miles)


Proposed ATN 
Network


Proposed Bike 
Classification


Ward (s)


14th St Mt Vernon Ave Massachusetts Ave 0.37 School Route Neighborhood Street 6


44th St D St Electric Ave 0.19 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 4


Fountain Ave Sonora St 39th St 0.22 Community 
Connector


Class III 4


Massachusetts 
Ave


21st St Baseline St 1.25 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 5


Darby St California St Cajon Blvd 0.41 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 6


15th St California St Pennsylvania Ave 0.26 School Route Neighborhood Street 6


10th St Mt Vernon Ave Montgomery St 0.69 School Route Neighborhood Street 1, 6


Del Rosa Dr Baseline St 6th St 0.94 Community 
Connector


Class II 1


50th St Electric Ave Mountain View Ave 0.13 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 4


Garner Ave 18th St Baseline St 0.61 School Route Neighborhood Street 6


Windsor Dr Gilbert St Baseline St 0.46 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 2


19th St California St Medical Center Dr 0.59 School Route _ 6


39th St Mountain Ave Del Rosa Ave 0.30 Community 
Connector


Class III 4
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Table 6-3. ATN and Bicycle Network corridors (Cont.) 


Street From To Length
(Miles)


Proposed ATN 
Network


Proposed Bike 
Classification


Ward (s)


11th St Madison St L St 1.13 School Route _ 6


Miramonte Dr Marshall Blvd 23rd St 0.89 Community 
Connector


Varies 2, 5


(Segment 1)
Marshall Blvd


Little Mountain Dr 0.63 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 2, 5


(Segment 2)
27th St


23rd St 0.26 Community 
Connector


Class II 2


Etiwanda Ave Pepper Ave Macy St 0.82 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 6


41st St F St D St 0.30 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 4


Citrus St Victoria Ave Bangor Ave 0.44 School Route _ 4


Muscupiabe Dr Marshall Blvd 21st St 2.04 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 2, 5


Campus Pkwy Kendall Dr Northpark Blvd 0.88 Multi-Modal 
Corridor


Existing Class II 5


Hill Dr Western Ave H St 0.87 School Route _ 4


Belle St 29th St 28th St 0.14 School Route _ 7


Pine Ave Kendall Dr Ohio Ave 1.14 Community 
Connector


Class II 5


Irvington Ave Magnolia Ave Pine Ave 1.61 Multi-Modal 
Corridor


Neighborhood Street 5
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Table 6-3. ATN and Bicycle Network corridors (Cont.) 


Street From To Length
(Miles)


Proposed ATN 
Network


Proposed Bike 
Classification


Ward (s)


Richardson St San Bernardino Ave I-10 0.92 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 3


Mayfield Ave Northpark Blvd 48th St 0.31 School Route _ 4


Davidson Ave Colima Rd 27th St 0.38 School Route _ 2


Parkside Dr 40th St 30th St 1.59 School Route _ 7


Little League Dr I-215 Belmont Ave 0.53 Community 
Connector


Neighborhood Street 5


Devils Canyon 
Rd


Badger Canyon Rd N Campus Pkwy 0.14 Community 
Connector


Class II 5


Magnolia Ave Belmont Ave Irvington Ave 0.29 Multi-Modal Corridor Neighborhood Street 5


Belmont Ave Little League Dr Pine Ave 1.92 Community 
Connector


Class II 5


Palm Ave (E) Verdemont Dr Cajon Blvd 2.06 Community 
Connector


Class III 5, 6







CITY OF SAN BERNARDINO Active Transportation Plan98


Factsheets were developed for seven priority 
corridors. Each factsheet contains planning-level 
recommendations that could be completed in the 
short term. Of the seven projects, two are identified as 
regional corridors and five are considered local corridors. 
Regional corridors not only provide connectivity 
throughout the city but also facilitate the movement of 
people and goods across the region. Meanwhile, local 
corridors offer connectivity primarily to destinations 
within the city, with some destinations to adjacent 
municipalities. Factsheets for the two regional corridor 
projects contain photorealistic renderings and concept 
plans, in addition to planning-level recommendations.     


The projects were selected using the ranked corridors 
list from the project prioritization analysis as a starting 
point (which will be further discussed in Chapter 7: 
Implementation Strategy). The final selection included 
a variety of factors such as even distribution of projects 
across the City’s seven wards, connectivity to local and 
regional destinations, and feasible implementation in 
the near-term future. Collectively, the selected corridors 
would improve safety, and provide more accessible and 
more connected active transportation routes for San 
Bernardino community members to traverse through 
the city to reach local and regional destinations. 


6.3 PRIORITY PROJECT 
FACTSHEETS


The seven priority projects include: 


• Highland Avenue Corridor (Regional Corridor)  
• Waterman Avenue Corridor (Regional Corridor)
• Little Mountain Road – Mt. Vernon Avenue (Local 


Corridor)
• Baseline Street Corridor (Local Corridor)
• Electric Avenue – Mountain View Avenue Corridor 


(Local Corridor)
• Rialto Avenue – Pacific Electric Trail Corridor (Local 


Corridor) 
• Little League Drive – Belmont Avenue Corridor (Local 


Corridor) 


Additional studies would be needed to determine 
the actual feasibility of the recommendations. These 
studies include, but are not limited to, the following:


• Drainage Studies 
• Warrant Studies and Traffic Volume Reviews 
• In-Depth Collision Analysis 
• Pedestrian and Bike Activity/ Volume Reviews 
• Truck Turning Templates


The context surrounding the corridors may change 
over time (e.g. new development, changes in land 
uses, vehicle volumes, etc.) As such, it is important to 
continually evaluate the existing conditions to identify 
the best design alternative.
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HIGHLAND AVENUE CORRIDOR


Project Location 
The Highland Avenue Corridor extends from Macy Street to 
Boulder Avenue along Highland Avenue in the east/west 
direction. It provides connectivity to the City of Rialto to the west, 
the City of Highland to the east, and some unincorporated 
areas of San Bernardino County. The corridor is classified as a 
Major Arterial in the 2015 General Plan, and it is predominately 
characterized by commercial land uses. Local destinations that 
the corridor offers access to include Arrowview Middle School, 
Dignity Health - St. Bernardine Medical Center, and Perris Hill 
Park.    


High Visibility CrosswalkSidewalk and Shade TreesClass II Bike Lane


SAMPLE OF RECOMMENDED INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVEMENTS 







CITY OF SAN BERNARDINO Active Transportation Plan100


Existing Conditions: Highland Avenue at N. F Street


Sample Rendering of Proposed Improvements: Highland Avenue at N. F Street
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Sample Concept Plan: Highland Avenue at N. G Street, N. F Street, and N. E Street intersections
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PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS


Curb Ramps: Install new ADA-compliant curb 
ramps at locations where new crosswalks are 
provided.


Install new ADA-compliant curb ramps at the 
northeast and southwest corners at Muscupiabe 
Drive; southwest and northeast corners at Lugo 
Avenue; southwest, southeast, and northeast 
corners at Sepulveda Avenue; southeast corner 
at Golden Avenue; southwest corner at Merito 
Place; and southwest corner at Valaria Drive.


Sidewalks: Complete the sidewalk network 
gap on both sides between State Street and 
California Street; both sides between California 
Street and Medical Center Drive; both sides 
between Mountain Avenue and Del Rosa Avenue; 
north side of Highland Avenue, east of Del Rosa 
Avenue, at storm water channel; south side of 
Highland Avenue, west of Merito Place; north side 
of Highland Avenue, west of Eucalyptus Drive; 
south side of Highland Avenue, west of Valaria 
Drive; south side of Highland Avenue at Rockford 
Avenue; and both sides between Victoria Avenue 
and Boulder Avenue. 


Bike Facilities: In the near-term, install Class II 
Bike Lanes along the entire corridor. In the long-


term install Class IV Separated Bike Lanes along 
the corridor, pending potential right-of-way 
availability. 


Transit Stop Improvements: Improve transit 
stop areas with bus shelters and amenities 
throughout the corridor.


High Visibility Crosswalks: Install high visibility 
continental crosswalks at all existing crossing 
locations throughout the corridor, especially at 
yellow school crosswalks.


Evaluate traffic operations at Mt. Vernon Avenue 
to assess the addition of a pedestrian crosswalk 
at the north leg of the intersection.


Leading Pedestrian Interval (LPI): Install a 
leading pedestrian interval phase at signalized 
intersections to increase pedestrian visibility at 
crossings for motorists by giving pedestrians 
a head start in crossing the roadway before 
vehicles receive the green phase for the 
adjacent movement. 


Speed Feedback Sign: Install speed feedback 
signs to increase awareness to motorists 
traveling at higher than the posted speed limit 
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and encourage motorists to reduce speeds.


Pedestrian HAWK Signal: Install pedestrian 
High-Intensity Activated crossWalk (HAWK) signal 
at marked mid-block pedestrian crossings by 
using a red indication to inform motorists to 
stop and to facilitate the crossing of pedestrians 


- increasing the safety of pedestrians crossing 
major corridors.


Advance Stop Bars: Install advance stop bars 
at all signalized intersection approaches where a 
crosswalk is present. 


Advance Yield Lines: Evaluate and install 
advance yield lines and appropriate signage at 
the northbound right turn slip lane for motorists 
to yield to pedestrians crossing.


Street Trees: Install new street trees where 
existing or planned right-of-way allows to 
provide shade and a more pleasant experience 
for pedestrians along the corridor. Coordinate 
with developers to require new shade tree 
installations adjacent to new development 
projects. 


Provide street trees throughout the corridor 
where new sidewalk is installed and where 
existing sidewalk exists but no shade trees are 
present to fill the gaps within the corridor.


Corridor-wide Improvements/
Maintenance: Evaluate corridor sidewalk 
network to identify, remove, and/or relocate 
obstructions in the sidewalk areas to provide at 
minimum 4 feet of unobstructed sidewalk area 
for pedestrians of all abilities. 


Evaluate traffic signal timing to adjust/improve 
pedestrian crossing times, as needed.
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WATERMAN AVENUE CORRIDOR


Project Location 
The Waterman Avenue Corridor runs between Rim of the World 
Highway to Barton Road on Waterman Avenue in the north/south 
direction. According to the 2015 General Plan, it is classified as 
a Major Arterial. It is comprised of single-family residential land 
uses north of Baseline Avenue and light industrial land uses 
to the south of it.  The corridor provides access to many local 
destinations which includes: Wildwood Dog Park, Golden Valley 
Middle School, Parkside Elementary School, Horine Park, Wilson 
Elementary School, Dignity Health - St. Bernardine Medical 
Center, E Neal Roberts Elementary School, Sierra High School, H. 
Frank Dominguez Elementary School, and Norton Science and 
Language Academy. 


RECOMMENDED INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVEMENTS 


Lead Pedestrian IntervalPedestrian Hybrid Beacon (HAWK)Speed Feedback Sign
Photo Credits: Speed 


Feedback Sign - Richard Drdul
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Existing Conditions: Waterman Avenue and E 40th Street


Sample Rendering of Proposed Improvements: Waterman Avenue and E 40th Street







CITY OF SAN BERNARDINO Active Transportation Plan106


Sample Concept Plan: Waterman Avenue and E 40th Street
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PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS


Curb Ramps: Install new ADA-compliant curb 
ramps at locations where new crosswalks are 
provided.


Install new ADA-compliant curb ramps at the 
northwest and southwest corners at Rialto 
Avenue; northeast and southeast corners at 
2nd Street; northwest, northeast, and southeast 
corners at 4th Street; southwest and southeast 
corners at 5th Street; southeast corner for south 
leg crossing at 16th Street; southeast corner 
at 18th Street; southeast corner at 21st Street; 
northwest and southwest corners at 27th Street; 
southwest, northeast, and southeast corners at 
29th Street; and northwest corner at Marshall 
Boulevard.


Sidewalks: Complete the sidewalk network 
gap on the east side from Barton Road to Wier 
Road; east side from Caroline Street to Redlands 
Boulevard; both sides from Redlands Boulevard 
to Hospitality Lane; both sides between Redlands 
Boulevard and Hospitality Lane; and east side 
from Santa Ana River bridge to Parkcenter Circle. 


Transit Stop Improvements: Improve transit 
stop areas with bus shelters and amenities 
throughout the corridor.


High Visibility Crosswalks: Install high visibility 
continental crosswalks at all existing crossing 
locations throughout the corridor, especially at 
yellow school crosswalks.


Leading Pedestrian Interval (LPI): Install a 
leading pedestrian interval phase at signalized 
intersections to increase pedestrian visibility at 
crossings for motorists by giving pedestrians 
a head start in crossing the roadway before 
vehicles receive the green phase for the 
adjacent movement. 


Speed Feedback Sign: Install speed feedback 
signs to increase awareness to motorists 
traveling at higher than the posted speed limit 
and encourage motorists to reduce speeds.


Pedestrian HAWK Signal: Install pedestrian 
High-Intensity Activated crossWalk (HAWK) signal 
at marked mid-block pedestrian crossings by 
using a red indication to inform motorists to 
stop and to facilitate the crossing of pedestrians 


- increasing the safety of pedestrians crossing 
major corridors.
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Advance Stop Bars: Install advance stop bars 
at all signalized intersection approaches where a 
crosswalk is present. 


Advance Yield Lines: Evaluate and install 
advance yield lines and appropriate signage at 
the northbound right turn slip lane for motorists 
to yield to pedestrians crossing.


Street Trees: Install new street trees where 
existing or planned right-of-way allows to 
provide shade and a more pleasant experience 
for pedestrians along the corridor. Coordinate 
with developers to require new shade tree 
installations adjacent to new development 
projects. 


Provide street trees throughout the corridor 
where new sidewalk is installed and where 
existing sidewalk exists but no shade trees are 
present to fill the gaps within the corridor.


Corridor-wide Improvements/
Maintenance: Evaluate corridor sidewalk 
network to identify, remove, and/or relocate 
obstructions in the sidewalk areas to provide at 
minimum 4 feet of unobstructed sidewalk area 
for pedestrians of all abilities. 


Evaluate traffic signal timing to adjust/improve 
pedestrian crossing times, as needed.







CHAPTER 6  Infrastructure Projects 109


LITTLE MOUNTAIN ROAD- MT. VERNON AVENUE CORRIDOR


Project Location 
The Little Mountain Drive- Mt. Vernon Avenue Corridor runs 
along Little Mountain Drive, 27th Street, and Mt. Vernon Avenue. 
It begins at Northpark Boulevard and terminates at Grant 
Avenue in the southern boundary with the City of Colton.  
According to the 2015 General Plan, the corridor is classified as 
a Secondary Arterial from Northpark Boulevard to 27th Avenue, 
Local Street from 27th Avenue to Highland Avenue, and Major 
Arterial from Highland Ave to Grant Ave. The land uses along the 
corridor include open space/ planned single-family residential 
and commercial/industrial by the railyard. The corridor offers 
connectivity to many destinations, including Blair Park, San 
Bernardino Valley College, and Cal State San Bernardino. 


Street TreesCurb RampClass IV On-Street Separated Bike Lane


RECOMMENDED INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVEMENTS 
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PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS


Curb Ramps: Install new ADA-compliant curb 
ramps at locations where new crosswalks are 
provided.


Sidewalks: Complete the sidewalk network to 
address gaps.


High Visibility Crosswalks: Install high visibility 
continental crosswalks at all existing crossing 
locations throughout the corridor, especially at 
yellow school crosswalks.


Bicycle Facilities: In the near-term, install Class 
II Bike Lanes along the entire corridor. In the long-
term, install Class IV Separated Bike Lanes along 
the corridor, pending potential right-of-way 
availability. 


Transit Stop Improvements: Improve transit 
stop areas with bus shelters and amenities 
throughout the corridor.


Leading Pedestrian Interval (LPI): Install a 
leading pedestrian interval phase at signalized 
intersections to increase pedestrian visibility at 


crossings for motorists by giving pedestrians 
a head start in crossing the roadway before 
vehicles receive the green phase for the 
adjacent movement. 


Speed Feedback Sign: Install speed feedback 
signs to increase awareness to motorists 
traveling at higher than the posted speed limit 
and encourage motorists to reduce speeds.


Pedestrian HAWK Signal: Install pedestrian 
High-Intensity Activated crossWalk (HAWK) signal 
at marked mid-block pedestrian crossings by 
using a red indication to inform motorists to 
stop and to facilitate the crossing of pedestrians 


- increasing the safety of pedestrians crossing 
major corridors.


Advance Stop Bars: Install advance stop bars 
at all signalized intersection approaches where a 
crosswalk is present. 


Advance Yield Lines: Evaluate and install 
advance yield lines and appropriate signage at 
the northbound right turn slip lane for motorists 
to yield to pedestrians crossing.
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Street Trees: Install new street trees where 
existing or planned right-of-way allows to 
provide shade and a more pleasant experience 
for pedestrians along the corridor. Coordinate 
with developers to require new shade tree 
installations adjacent to new development 
projects. 


Provide street trees throughout the corridor 
where new sidewalk is installed and where 
existing sidewalk exists but no shade trees are 
present to fill the gaps within the corridor.


Corridor-wide Improvements/
Maintenance: Evaluate corridor sidewalk 
network to identify, remove, and/or relocate 
obstructions in the sidewalk areas to provide at 
minimum 4 feet of unobstructed sidewalk area 
for pedestrians of all abilities. 


Evaluate traffic signal timing to adjust/improve 
pedestrian crossing times, as needed.
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BASELINE STREET CORRIDOR


Project Location 
The Baseline Corridor begins at Meridian Avenue and terminates 
at Del Rosa Drive, along Baseline Avenue in the east/west 
direction. The corridor is classified as a Major Arterial in the 
2015 General Plan, and it is primarily comprised of commercial 
land uses. Local destinations that the corridor provides access 
to include Anne Shirrells Park, Rio Vista Elementary School, Dr. 
Martin Luther King Jr. Middle School, Arroyo Valley High School, 
Graciano Gomez Elementary School, Riley Elementary School, 
Lincoln Elementary School, and Curtis Middle School. 


Curb RampSidewalkClass IV On-Street Separated Bike Lane


RECOMMENDED INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVEMENTS 
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PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS


Curb Ramps: Install new ADA-compliant curb 
ramps at locations where new crosswalks are 
provided.


Install new/redesign ADA-compliant curb ramps 
at the southwest and southeast corners of 
Meridian Avenue; northeast, southwest, and 
southwest corners of California; southeast 
corner of Tiajuna Street;  southwest corner of 
Ramona Avenue; all corners of Western Avenue; 
all corners of Massachusetts Avenue; west signal 
and east signal of Perris Street; northwest corner 
of Berkeley Avenue; southwest and southeast 
corners of La Junita Street; northwest and 
northeast corners of Valencia Avenue; northwest 
and northeast corners of Cedar Street; southwest 
and southeast corners of Belvan Ave; northeast 
corner of Fairfax Drive; northwest and northeast 
corners of Dwight Way; northwest corner of Yates 
Street; and southwest corner of Del Rosa Drive.


Sidewalks: Complete the sidewalk network 
gap on both sides between Meridian Avenue to 
California Street; south side between Perris Hills 
Road to Tippecanoe Avenue; both sides from 
Conejo Drive to easterly flood channel; north side 
east of Dwight Way; north side west of Glasgow 
Avenue; north side from the storm drain on 1528 


Baseline Avenue; and south side, west of Del 
Rosa Avenue. 


Bicycle Facilities: In the near-term, install Class 
II Bike Lanes along the entire corridor. In the long-
term, install Class IV Separated Bike Lanes along 
the corridor, pending potential right-of-way 
availability. 


Transit Stop Improvements: Improve transit 
stop areas with bus shelters and amenities 
throughout the corridor.


High Visibility Crosswalks: Install high visibility 
continental crosswalks at all existing crossing 
locations throughout the corridor, especially at 
yellow school crosswalks.


Leading Pedestrian Interval (LPI): Install a 
leading pedestrian interval phase at signalized 
intersections to increase pedestrian visibility at 
crossings for motorists by giving pedestrians 
a head start in crossing the roadway before 
vehicles receive the green phase for the 
adjacent movement. 


Speed Feedback Sign: Install speed feedback 
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signs to increase awareness to motorists 
traveling at higher than the posted speed limit 
and encourage motorists to reduce speeds.


Pedestrian HAWK Signal: Install pedestrian 
High-Intensity Activated crossWalk (HAWK) signal 
at marked mid-block pedestrian crossings by 
using a red indication to inform motorists to 
stop and to facilitate the crossing of pedestrians 


- increasing the safety of pedestrians crossing 
major corridors.


Advance Stop Bars: Install advance stop bars 
at all signalized intersection approaches where a 
crosswalk is present. 


Advance Yield Lines: Evaluate and install 
advance yield lines and appropriate signage at 
the northbound right turn slip lane for motorists 
to yield to pedestrians crossing.


Street Trees: Install new street trees where 
existing or planned right-of-way allows to 
provide shade and a more pleasant experience 
for pedestrians along the corridor. Coordinate 
with developers to require new shade tree 
installations adjacent to new development 
projects. 


Provide street trees throughout the corridor 
where new sidewalk is installed and where 
existing sidewalk exists but no shade trees are 
present to fill the gaps within the corridor.


Corridor-wide Improvements/
Maintenance: Evaluate corridor sidewalk 
network to identify, remove, and/or relocate 
obstructions in the sidewalk areas to provide at 
minimum 4 feet of unobstructed sidewalk area 
for pedestrians of all abilities. 


Evaluate traffic signal timing to adjust/improve 
pedestrian crossing times, as needed.
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ELECTRIC AVENUE - MOUNTAIN VIEW AVENUE CORRIDOR


Project Location 
The corridor starts at Northpark Boulevard on Electric Avenue, 
continues along Mountain View Avenue, and concludes at 3rd 
Street. According to the 2015 General Plan, the corridor is a Major 
Arterial from Northpark Boulevard to I-210, Collector from I-210 
to 5th Street, and a Local Street south of 5th Street. Between 3rd 
Street and 4th Street, the segment is unconstructed and runs 
through Meadowbrook Park. The land use is characterized by 
single-family residential, follow by commercial in the downtown. 
The corridor provides access to many destinations, including 
Hillside Elementary School, Harper Baseball Field, St. Sierra Park, 
commercial areas on 40th St, Highland Ave, Baseline Ave, and 
Downtown San Bernardino.    


Street TreesClass IV Separated Bike LanesClass I Off -Street Bike Path


RECOMMENDED INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVEMENTS 
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PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS


Curb Ramps: Install new ADA-compliant curb 
ramps at locations where new crosswalks are 
provided.


Install new/redesign ADA-compliant curb ramps 
at the southwest corner of Electric Avenue 
and 48th Street; all corners at Electric Avenue 
and 40th Street; northwest and southwest 
corners of Mountain View Avenue and 36th 
Street; northwest and southwest corners of 
Mountain View Avenue and 35th Street; all 
corners at Mountain View Avenue and 34th 
Street; all corners at Mountain View Avenue 
and 33rd Street; southwest and southeast 
corners of Mountain View Avenue and 30th 
Street; all corners at Mountain View Avenue and 
27th Street; northwest and southwest corners 
at Mountain View Avenue and 26th Street;  
northwest and southwest corners at Mountain 
View Avenue and 25th Street; northwest and 
southwest corners at Mountain View Avenue and 
24th Street; northwest and southwest corners at 
Mountain View Avenue and 23rd St; northwest 
corner at Mountain View Avenue and 21st St; all 
corners at Mountain View Avenue and Orange 
Street; and all corners at Mountain View Avenue 
and W 10th Street. 


Sidewalks: Complete the sidewalk network gap 
on east side from Northpark Boulevard to 48th 
Street; both sides from 48th Street to Mountain 
View Avenue; east side from Parkdale Drive to 
34th Street; and west side from 27th Street to 
23rd Street. 


Bicycle Facilities: Install Class I Off-Street Bike 
Path and Class IV Separate Bike Lanes along 
various segments where feasible. 


Transit Stop Improvements: Improve transit 
stop areas with bus shelters and amenities 
throughout the corridor.


High Visibility Crosswalks: Install high visibility 
continental crosswalks at all existing crossing 
locations throughout the corridor, especially at 
yellow school crosswalks.


Leading Pedestrian Interval (LPI): Install a 
leading pedestrian interval phase at signalized 
intersections to increase pedestrian visibility at 
crossings for motorists by giving pedestrians 
a head start in crossing the roadway before 
vehicles receive the green phase for the 
adjacent movement. 
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Speed Feedback Sign: Install speed feedback 
signs to increase awareness to motorists 
traveling at higher than the posted speed limit 
and encourage motorists to reduce speeds.


Pedestrian HAWK Signal: Install pedestrian 
High-Intensity Activated crossWalk (HAWK) signal 
at marked mid-block pedestrian crossings by 
using a red indication to inform motorists to 
stop and to facilitate the crossing of pedestrians 


- increasing the safety of pedestrians crossing 
major corridors.


Advance Stop Bars: Install advance stop bars 
at all signalized intersection approaches where a 
crosswalk is present. 


Advance Yield Lines: Evaluate and install 
advance yield lines and appropriate signage at 
the northbound right turn slip lane for motorists 
to yield to pedestrians crossing.


Street Trees: Install new street trees where 
existing or planned right-of-way allows to 
provide shade and a more pleasant experience 
for pedestrians along the corridor. Coordinate 
with developers to require new shade tree


 installations adjacent to new development 
projects. 


Provide street trees throughout the corridor 
where new sidewalk is installed and where 
existing sidewalk exists but no shade trees are 
present to fill the gaps within the corridor.


Corridor-wide Improvements/
Maintenance: Evaluate corridor sidewalk 
network to identify, remove, and/or relocate 
obstructions in the sidewalk areas to provide at 
minimum 4 feet of unobstructed sidewalk area 
for pedestrians of all abilities. 


Evaluate traffic signal timing to adjust/improve 
pedestrian crossing times, as needed.
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RIALTO AVENUE - PACIFIC ELECTRIC TRAIL CORRIDOR


Project Location 
The Rialto Avenue Corridor travels along Rialto Avenue from 
Tippecanoe Avenue and connects with the Pacific Electric 
Trail to provide connectivity to the City of Rialto. According to 
the 2015 General Plan, Rialto Avenue is classified as a Major 
Arterial from Pennsylvania Avenue to Santa Fe Way and 
Secondary Arterial from Santa Fe Way to Tippecanoe Avenue. 
It is characterized by a mixture of residential, industrial, public 
facilities, and commercial land uses. The corridor provides 
access to many local and regional destinations such as the San 
Bernardino Transit Station, San Manuel Stadium, Meadowbrook 
Recreation Park, H. Frank Dominguez Elementary School, and 
San Bernardino Depot (Metrolink Station). 


SidewalkClass IV Separated Bike Lanes


RECOMMENDED INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVEMENTS 


Class I Off -Street Bike Path
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PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS


Curb Ramps: Install new ADA-compliant curb 
ramps at locations where new crosswalks are 
provided.


Install new/redesign ADA-compliant curb ramps 
at the northwest corner of Rancho Avenue; all 
corners at Pennsylvania Avenue; southwest 
corner of Muscott Street; northwest and 
northeast corners of Pico Avenue; southeast 
corner of Mt. Vernon Avenue; northwest and 
southwest corners of K Street; all corners of J 
Street; northeast and northwest corners of 
Mountain View Avenue; northwest and southwest 
corners of Waterman Avenue; southwest corner 
of San Felipe Road; and northwest corner of Lena 
Road. 


Sidewalks: Complete the sidewalk network 
gap on both sides from Meridian Avenue to 
Tippecanoe Avenue where sidewalk is missing. 


Bicycle Facilities: Install Class I Off-Street Bike 
Path along the Pacific Electric Right-of-Way and 
Class IV On-Street Separated Bike Lanes on Rialto 
Avenue west of Rancho Avenue. 


Transit Stop Improvements: Improve transit 


stop areas with bus shelters and amenities 
throughout the corridor.


High Visibility Crosswalks: Install high visibility 
continental crosswalks at all existing crossing 
locations throughout the corridor, especially at 
yellow school crosswalks.


Leading Pedestrian Interval (LPI): Install a 
leading pedestrian interval phase at signalized 
intersections to increase pedestrian visibility at 
crossings for motorists by giving pedestrians 
a head start in crossing the roadway before 
vehicles receive the green phase for the 
adjacent movement. 


Speed Feedback Sign: Install speed feedback 
signs to increase awareness to motorists 
traveling at higher than the posted speed limit 
and encourage motorists to reduce speeds. 


Pedestrian HAWK Signal: Install pedestrian 
High-Intensity Activated crossWalk (HAWK) signal 
at marked mid-block pedestrian crossings by 
using a red indication to inform motorists to 
stop and to facilitate the crossing of pedestrians 


- increasing the safety of pedestrians crossing 
major corridors.
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Advance Stop Bars: Install advance stop bars 
at all signalized intersection approaches where a 
crosswalk is present. 


Advance Yield Lines: Evaluate and install 
advance yield lines and appropriate signage at 
the northbound right turn slip lane for motorists 
to yield to pedestrians crossing.


Street Trees: Install new street trees where 
existing or planned right-of-way allows to 
provide shade and a more pleasant experience 
for pedestrians along the corridor. Coordinate 
with developers to require new shade tree 
installations adjacent to new development 
projects. 


Provide street trees throughout the corridor 
where new sidewalk is installed and where 
existing sidewalk exists but no shade trees are 
present to fill the gaps within the corridor.


Corridor-wide Improvements/
Maintenance: Evaluate corridor sidewalk 
network to identify, remove, and/or relocate 
obstructions in the sidewalk areas to provide at 
minimum 4 feet of unobstructed sidewalk area 
for pedestrians of all abilities. 


Evaluate traffic signal timing to adjust/improve 
pedestrian crossing times, as needed.
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LITTLE LEAGUE DRIVE - BELMONT AVENUE CORRIDOR


Project Location 
The Little League Drive-Belmont Avenue Corridor extends from 
Frontage Road on Little League Drive and ends at Pine Avenue on 
Belmont Avenue along Little League Drive and Belmont Avenue. 
The corridor is classified as a Collector, according to the 2015 
General Plan. Adjoining land uses are mostly comprised of low-
density family residential housing and civic institutions. The 
corridor provides access to many local destinations, such as 
North Verdemont Elementary School, Western States-Regional 
District 43 Little League Baseball Complex, Cesar Chavez Middle 
School, Guhin Park, Verdemont Park, Ronald Reagan Park, Palm 
Elementary School, and Tom Minor Park. 


Sidewalks Rectangular Rapid Flashing BeaconsTraffic Circles 


RECOMMENDED INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVEMENTS 
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PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS


Curb Ramps: Install new ADA-compliant curb 
ramps at locations where new crosswalks are 
provided.


Install new ADA-compliant curb ramps at 
the northwest corner of Belmont Avenue and 
Magnolia Avenue.


Sidewalks: Complete the sidewalk network 
gap on the south side of Belmont Avenue, east 
of N. Little League Drive and on the north side of 
Belmont Avenue, west of Magnolia Avenue.


Bike Facility: Install Class II bike lane in both 
directions on Belmont Avenue from N. Little 
League Drive to Pine Avenue. 


Neighborhood Roundabout: Install a 
neighborhood roundabout at N. Little League 
Drive and Frontage Road/W. Little League Drive, 
at Belmont Avenue and Magnolia Avenue, 
Belmont Avenue and Jordan Lane, Belmont 
Avenue and Olive Avenue, and Belmont Avenue 
and Walnut Avenue.


High Visibility Crosswalks: Install high visibility 
continental crosswalks at all existing crossing 
locations throughout the corridor.


Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacon (RRFB): 
Install RRFB with push buttons at existing marked 
crossing at Belmont Avenue and Churchill 
Avenue.


Mid-block Crossing: Install new mid-
block crossing with high visibility continental 
crosswalks and RRFB with push buttons at the 
north leg of Belmont Avenue and Pine Avenue


Speed Feedback Sign: Install new speed 
feedback sign on Little League Drive, south 
of Frontage Road/W. Little League Drive for 
northbound traffic. 


Advance Stop Bars: Install advance stop bars 
at all signalized intersection approaches where a 
crosswalk is present. 


Advance Yield Lines: Install advance yield lines 
and R1-5 signs at existing marked crossings at 
Belmont Avenue and Churchill Street. 
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Street Trees: Evaluate the corridor to install 
new street trees, that provide shade, throughout 
the corridor where new sidewalk is installed and 
where sidewalk exists but no shade trees are 
present to fill the gaps within the corridor. 


Corridor-wide Improvements/
Maintenance: Evaluate the corridor sidewalk 
network to identify, remove, and/or relocate 
obstructions in the sidewalk areas to provide at 
minimum 4 feet of unobstructed sidewalk area 
for pedestrians of all ability levels.


Evaluate the corridor on a six-month or yearly 
basis to identify and repair sidewalk areas that 
have physical defects such as buckled or lifted 
pavement, stains, cracks, voids, or ongoing tree 
root issues to eliminate potential hazards for 
pedestrians of all ability levels. 
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The City can take many approaches to achieve the Plan 
vision and goals. In addition to the long-term strategies 
identified in Chapter 4: Strategy Recommendations, this 
chapter discusses three approaches on how the City 
could leverage the infrastructure toolbox (Chapter 5) 
and build upon the recommendations for infrastructure 
projects identified in Chapter 6 to plan, design, and 
construct pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure that 
meets the community’s needs. 


7.1 INTRODUCTION The three implementation approaches are:


• Prioritize highest-ranking corridors
• Funding availability
• Project time and cost 


These three implementation approaches should be 
complementary to the most basic decision-making 
approach: leveraging existing opportunities. Oftentimes, 
being creative with existing resources is just as important 
as using new approaches or tools. The Project Selection  
Tree in Section 7.5 illustrates how the approaches can 
be used together to select a project.
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The Active Transportation Network contains 130 corridors. The corridors were ranked using a data-driven approach to 
identify roadways with the highest need. Table 7-1: Corridor ranking criteria shows a breakdown of the criteria used for the 
corridor prioritization process. The criteria was developed with input from community members from the final outreach 
event. The ranked corridors list is a useful starting point to identify projects; however, it should not be the only tool leveraged. 
A project could consist of multiple corridors and require careful deliberation to ensure that it meets its intended goal.


Table 7-2 shows the top 20 highest ranking corridors, while Appendix G Ranked Corridor List contains the full list of ranked 
corridors from highest to lowest. 


7.2 CORRIDOR PRIORITIZATION 


Table 7-1. Corridor ranking criteria


Priority 
Category


Description Measures Weight


Equity Serves the populations that 
need the infrastructure the 
most.


Disadvantaged Community (DAC),  population 
under 18 and over 65, and Median Household 


Income


20%


Safety Makes the streets safer for 
people to walk and bike.


Bicycle and pedestrian collisions and roadway 
travel speed


30%


Health Improves the community’s 
health.


Prevalence of cardiovascular disease, 
diabetes, and asthma


10%


Community 
Need and Input


Supports improvements that 
respond to the community 
needs.


Community engagement measure, retail 
density, low food access, park access / 
community centers, and school access


15%


Network 
Connectivity


Improves connections that allow 
people to get from one place to 
another.


SCAG RTP/SCS High Quality Transit Area and 
Active Transportation Network connectivity 


25%


Total 100%
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Table 7-2. Top 20 highest ranking corridors list


Street From To Rank Score


Baseline St Meridian Ave Del Rosa Dr 1 67.7


Waterman Ave Rim of the World Highway Barton Rd/Washington St 2 66.7


Metrolink Wy 3rd St 2nd St 3 63.5


9th St Pennsylvania Ave Del Rosa Dr 4 62.1


Sierra Wy Northern Terminus Mill St 5 62.0


5th St Foothill Blvd Waterman Ave 6 61.5


E St Mill St Kendall Dr 7 61.5


Highland Ave Macy St Boulder Ave 8 61.3


3rd St D St Waterman Ave 9 60.7


D St Highland Ave Rialto Ave 10 60.3


2nd St Mt Vernon Ave Mountain View Ave 11 60.0


Mt Vernon Ave Highland Ave Grant Ave 12 59.9


Electric Ave/ Mountain View Ave 50th St Rialto Ave 13 59.6


Mountain View Ave Connector 3rd St 2nd St 14 59.3


4th St H St Arrowhead Ave 15 59.2


Court St E St Arrowhead Ave 16 58.8


G St 34th St Inland Center Dr 17 58.0


7th St Garcia St E St 18 57.5


Rialto Ave Eucalyptus Ave Tippecanoe Ave 19 57.3


Medical Center Dr 27th St 5th St 20 56.6
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7.3 FUNDING OPPORTUNITIES


Many programs are available for the City to 
pursue funding to plan, design, and construct the 
recommendations discussed in Chapter 4. These 
programs can supplement local funding sources. The 
following section presents a selected set of federal, 
state, and regional programs that the City can seek 
funding through. Descriptions were retrieved from 
each program’s webpage. Programs focus on areas 
such as active transportation, air quality, housing, and 
recreation.


FEDERAL PROGRAMS


Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) 
Program via FAST Act
The Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement 
(CMAQ) Program provides funds to States for 
transportation projects designed to reduce traffic 
congestion and improve air quality, particularly in areas 
of the country that do not attain national air quality 
standards. The variety of transportation projects funded 
through the CMAQ program since its inception reflects 
both the diversity of local transportation systems and 
the targeted air quality needs of States and regions. 
The program has been a key mechanism for supporting 
investments that encourage alternatives to driving 
alone, improve traffic flow, and help urban areas meet 
air quality goals.


Administering Agency: SBCTA


Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP)
The Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) is a 
core Federal-aid program with the purpose to achieve 
a significant reduction in traffic fatalities and serious 
injuries on all public roads, including non-State-owned 
roads and roads on tribal land. The HSIP requires a 
data-driven, strategic approach to improving highway 
safety on all public roads with a focus on performance.


Administering Agency: CA Department of 
Transportation (Caltrans)


Land & Water Conservation Fund
The Land and Water Conservation Fund (LWCF) is 
America's most important program to conserve 
irreplaceable lands and improve outdoor recreation 
opportunities throughout the nation. The program 
works in partnership with federal, state and local efforts 
to protect land in our national parks, national wildlife 
refuges, national forests, national trails, and other public 
lands; to preserve working forests and ranchlands; 
to support state and local parks and playgrounds; to 
preserve battlefields and other historic and cultural 
sites; and to provide the tools that communities need to 
meet their diverse conservation and recreation needs.


Administering Agency: California Department of Parks 
and Recreation
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Community Development Block Grant (CDBG)
The Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) 
Program supports community development activities 
to build stronger and more resilient communities. 
To support community development, activities are 
identified through an ongoing process. Activities may 
address needs such as infrastructure, economic 
development projects, public facilities installation, 
community centers, housing rehabilitation, public 
services, clearance/acquisition, microenterprise 
assistance, code enforcement, homeowner assistance, 
etc.


Administering Agency: San Bernardino County 
Community Development and Housing Department


Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP)/
Surface Transportation Block Grant Program 
(STBG)
The Surface Transportation Block Grant program (STBG) 
provides flexible funding that may be used by States 
and localities for projects to preserve and improve 
the conditions and performance on any Federal-aid 
highway, bridge and tunnel projects on any public 
road, pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure, and transit 
capital projects, including intercity bus terminals.


Administering Agency: San Bernardino County 
Transportation Authority (SBCTA)


Rivers, Trails, and Conservation Assistance 
Program
The program supports locally-led conservation and 
outdoor recreation projects across the United States. 
NPS-RTCA assists communities and public land 
managers in developing or restoring parks, conservation 
areas, rivers, and wildlife habitats, as well as creating 
outdoor recreation opportunities and programs that 
engage future generations in the outdoors.


Administering Agency: US National Park Service


Affordable Housing and Sustainable 
Communities Program (AHSC)
Funded by Cap-and-Trade revenue, the AHSC program 
makes it easier for Californians to drive less by engaging 
in active transportation, such as walking, biking, and 
using transit.


Administering Agency: Strategic Growth Council and 
Department of Housing and Community Development


STATE PROGRAMS
Active Transportation Program (ATP)
Funds active transportation related infrastructure 
projects, plans, and education/encouragement/
enforcement activities. Consolidates previous 
programs (Transportation Alternatives Program, Bicycle 
Transportation Account, and Safe Routes to Schools)


Administering Agency: Caltrans
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Sustainable Transportation Planning Grant 
Program: Sustainable Communities Grants
The program funds local and regional multimodal 
transportation and land use planning projects that 
further the region’s RTP SCS (where applicable), 
contribute to the State’s GHG reduction targets, and 
assist in achieving the Caltrans Mission and Grant 
Program Objectives. 


Administering Agency: Caltrans


California River Parkways Grant Program
The California River Parkways Grant Program will 
fund projects that provide compatible recreational 
opportunities including trails for strolling, hiking, 
bicycling, and equestrian uses along rivers and streams.


Administering Agency: California Natural Resources 
Agency


Environmental Enhancement and Mitigation 
(EEM) Grant Program
The EEM Program is an annual program established by 
legislation in 1989 and amended on September 26, 2013. 
It offers grants to local, state and federal governmental 
agencies and to nonprofit organizations for projects to 
mitigate the environmental impacts caused by new or 
modified public transportation facilities. 


Administering Agency: CA Natural Resources Agency


Office of Traffic Safety (OTS) Grants
The goal of California Office of Traffic Safety (OTS) Grant 
Program is to prevent serious injury and death resulting 
from motor vehicle crashes so that all roadway users 
arrive at their destination safely. Using Federal Highway 
Safety Program funds, the OTS partners with political 
subdivisions of the state to address California's highway 
safety needs at the state, county and local level.


Administering Agency: California Office of Traffic Safety


Recreational Trails Program (RTP) for Non- 
Motorized Trails
The Recreational Trails Program (RTP) provides funds 
annually for recreational trails and trails-related 
projects. 


Administering Agency: California Department. of Parks 
and Recreation


Rubberized Pavement Grant Program
Formerly called the Rubberized Asphalt Concrete 
(RAC) Grant Program, the Rubberized Pavement Grant 
Program exists to promote markets for recycled-content 
surfacing products derived from waste tires generated 
in California and decrease the adverse environmental 
impacts created by unlawful disposal and stockpiling 
of waste tires. RAC is a proven road paving material that 
has been used in California since the 1970s. It is made by 
blending ground tire rubber with asphalt binder which 
is then mixed with conventional aggregate materials.


The program provides competitive grants to encourage 
first-time or limited users of RAC. It is available to public 
entities which include: California cities, counties, regional 
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park districts, special districts, Joint Powers Authorities, 
state agencies (including offices, departments, bureaus, 
and boards) and Qualifying Indian Tribes.


Administering Agency: California Department of 
Resources Recycling and Recovery


Community-Based Transportation Planning 
Grant (CBTP) Program
The Community-Based Transportation Planning 
grant program aims to engage the community in 
transportation and land use projects. Projects support 
concepts such as livable and sustainable communities 
with a transportation or mobility focus. They should 
also promote community identity and quality of life, as 
well as provide transportation and land use benefits to 
communities.


Administering Agency: Caltrans


Urban Greening Grant Program
Consistent with AB 32, the Urban Greening Program will 
fund projects that reduce greenhouse gases while also 
transforming the built environment into places that are 
more sustainable, enjoyable, and effective in creating 
healthy and vibrant communities. These projects will 
establish and enhance parks and open space, using 
natural solutions to improving air and water quality 
and reducing energy consumption, and creatingmore 
walkable and bike-able trails.


Administering Agency: CA Natural Resources Agency


Sustainable Transportation Equity Program
STEP is a new transportation equity pilot that aims to 
address community residents’ transportation needs, 
increase access to key destinations, and reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions by funding planning, 
clean transportation, and supporting projects. STEP’s 
overarching purpose is to increase transportation 
equity in disadvantaged and low-income communities 
throughout California via two types of grants: Planning 
and Capacity Building Grants and Implementation 
Grants. Within these two grant types, CARB has awarded 
a total of $44.5 million. 


Administering Agency: CA Air Resources Board


Local Partnership Program (LPP)
The primary objective of this program is to provide funding 
to counties, cities, districts, and regional transportation 
agencies in which voters have approved fees or taxes 
dedicated solely to transportation improvements or 
that have imposed fees, including uniform developer 
fees, dedicated solely to transportation improvements 
[as defined by Government Code Section 8879.67(b)]. 
Consistent with the intent behind Senate Bill 1, the 
Commission intends this program to balance the 
need to direct increased revenue to the state’s highest 
transportation needs while fairly distributing the 
economic impact of increased funding.


Administering Agency: CA Transportation Commission 
(CTC)
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Solutions for Congested Corridors (SCCP)
The purpose of the program is to provide funding 
to achieve a balanced set of transportation, 
environmental, and community access improvements 
to reduce congestion throughout the state. This 
statewide, competitive program makes $250 million 
available annually for projects that implement specific 
transportation performance improvements and are 
part of a comprehensive corridor plan by providing more 
transportation choices while preserving the character 
of local communities and creating opportunities for 
neighborhood enhancement.


Administering Agency: CA Transportation Commission 
(CTC)


Local Streets and Roads (LSR) Program
The purpose of the program is to provide approximately 
$1.5 billion per year to cities and counties for basic road 
maintenance, rehabilitation, and critical safety projects 
on the local streets and roads system. To be eligible, 
each year, cities and counties must submit a proposed 
project list adopted at a regular meeting by their board 
or council that is then submitted to the California 
Transportation Commission (CTC). Once reviewed and 
adopted by the CTC, the list of eligible cities and counties 
to receive funding is sent to the State Controller to begin 
the apportionment process for that fiscal year.


Administering Agency: CA Transportation Commission 
(CTC)


LOCAL FUNDING
Measure I
Measure I is the half-cent sales tax collected 
throughout San Bernardino County for transportation 
improvements. SBCTA administers Measure I revenue 
and is responsible for ensuring that funds are used in 
accordance with various plans and policies. Measure I 
funds are allocated based on the Measure I 2010-2040 
Ordinance and Expenditure Plan and the Strategic Plan 
policies that define the framework for the programs 
and projects referenced in the measure. The 10-Year 
Delivery Plan outlines the near-term strategy.


Administering Agency: San Bernardino County 
Transportation Authority (SBCTA)


Sustainable Communities Program
The program offers grants that can be used toward 
planning and policy efforts that allow for the 
implementation of the regional RTP/SCS. Grants in the 
program fall into three categories: Integrated Land Use 
,Active Transportation, and Green Region.


Administering Agency: Southern California Association 
of Governments (SCAG) 


Article 3, TDA 
Under Article 3 of the TDA, 2 percent of the annual LTF 
apportionment is designated to fund pedestrian and 
bicycle facilities, bicycle safety programs, bicycle trails, 
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bicycle lockers, or racks and for the development of a 
comprehensive bicycle and pedestrian facilities plan. 
Administering Agency: SBCTA


AB-2766 Subvention Fund
The program provides a funding source to cities and 
counties to develop clean transportation programs 
and reduce vehicle emissions. Funds could be used to 
plan, design and construct facilities that decrease the 
use of the automobile.


Administering Agency: South Coast Air Quality 
Management District


Development Impact Fees
As a condition of a development permit (where 
allowed), the City can direct fee revenue to support 
improvements to the pedestrian right-of-way, where 
there is a nexus between the project being proposed 
and the need for improvements. Permits approval can 
also be conditioned to make the improvements directly, 
rather than through a fee program, if it is within the 
development's scope.


Administering Agency: City of San Bernardino
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Infrastructure improvements roughly follow along a time/cost continuum, as shown in Table 7-3 The City can decide what 
kind of improvements to make based on time and financial commitments.


7.4 PROJECT COST AND TIME 


Table 7-3. Active Transportation Infrastructure Cost and Time Continuum 


Type Description Estimated 
Time & Cost 


Example Of Infrastructure


short-
term/low 
cost


These types of infrastructure 
improvements present 
opportunities for more rapid 
implementation.


0-2 years


$500 - $50K


• ADA curb ramps
• high visibility 


crosswalks
• pavement markings
• signage
• rectangular rapid 


flashing beacons 
(RRFB)


• pedestrian intersection 
enhancements


• Class II bike lane
• re-striping existing bike lanes 
• neighborhood traffic calming 


measures (e.g curb extensions 
and speed humps)


mid-term/
mid cost


These types of projects 
either require additional 
research or have constraints 
such vehicular right-of-way, 
utility easements, or other 
concerns. 


2-5 years


$50K - 
$200K


• Class I Shared-use 
path


• sidewalk (with curb 
and gutter)


• curb extensions at 
major intersection 
and arterial street


• Class II buffered bike lane
• protected intersection
• minor traffic control signal 


improvements (e.g. signal 
at T-intersections, secondary 
streets, and pedestrian hybrid 
beacons)


long-
term/high 
cost


These types of projects 
require added resources 
prior to implementation, 
such as additional studies, 
right-of-way acquisition, 
and/or  for coordination with 
other governing bodies.


5+ years


>$200K


• traffic signals
• roundabouts


• projects that require modifying 
or adding hard wiring 
infrastructure


• grade separated freeway or 
roadway crossing for shared 
use path or bike path
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7.5 PROJECT SELECTION TREE


Are there any existing 
or planned projects 
that could incorporate 
active transportation 
infrastructure?


• Work with the project team to include active transportation infrastructure 
into the existing or planned effort


• Seek funding to plan, design, and/or construct the project


• Seek funding to plan, design, and/or construct the Priority Projects 
identified in Chapter 6: Infrastructure Projects first 


• Reference the Active Transportation Network in Chapter 6 to identify a set 
of corridors for funding and reference Section 7.3 Funding Opportunities to 
look for applicable funding sources


Yes


No


Does the City already 
have access to the 
funding or is it a 
funding program 
opportunity?


• Seek funding to plan, design, and/or construct the Priority Projects 
identified in Chapter 6: Infrastructure Projects


• Reference the Active Transportation Network in Chapter 6 to identify a set 
of corridors


• Collaborate with relevant stakeholders to determine the final corridors


• Include the selected corridors into the future CIP lists


• Review funding program criteria


• Use the recommendations (Priority Projects or Active Transportation 
Network) in Chapter 6: Infrastructure Projects to identify roadway 
segments that fit program criteria


• From this set of corridors, select the highest ranking corridors first to apply 
for funding


• Include the selected corridors into the future CIP list as unfunded (but 
anticipated) projects


Local


Funding


Funding 


Opportunity


PLAN 
IMPLEMENTATION


You want to implement 
the Plan, and you want 
to know how to get 
started. 


FUNDING 
OPPORTUNITY


You found out about 
a potential funding 
opportunity, and you 
want to find a project to 
apply for funding.  


The Project Selection Tree is a tool that ties all the resources and recommendations discussed in previous chapters 
together to help the City select the most appropriate active transportation project based on the opportunties given. It 
starts with four common scenarios on how projects can get started and offers suggestions on selecting a project. 
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REFERENCE NOTES


ATN: Active Transportation Network


CIP: Capital Improvement Projects


Infrastructure Project Recommendations are available in Chapter 6 


The Infrastructure Toolbox is found in Chapter 4


Funding opportunities list is available in Section 7.3


Are there 
any existing 
or planned 
projects that 
could address 
the concerns?


How much) financial 
resources and time 
can be allocated 
to address the 
concerns?


Are the concerns 
located along a high 
ranking corridor in the 
ATN?


• Explore project options and include them into an existing effort


• Identify a project with short-term and low-cost treatments 
using Table 7.4 Project Cost and Time Continnum and Chapter 
5, Infrastructure Toolbox as a reference


• Include the project into future CIP lists


• Seek funding for design and construction


• *If there is still high demand to address the concerns, seek 
funding for longer term/higher cost treatments


• Identify a project with mid/high-terms and mid/high 
cost treatments using Table 7.4 Project Cost and Time 
Continnum and Chapter 5, Infrastructure Toolbox as a 
reference


• Reference Section 7.3 Funding Opportunities to look for 
applicable funding sources


LowNo


Yes


Yes


Medium to 


High


No


• Identify a project with mid/high-terms and mid/high 
cost treatments using Table 7.4 Project Cost and Time 
Continnum and Chapter 5, Infrastructure Toolbox as a 
reference


• Combine the project with other potential projects to 
explore funding opportunities to increase the chance 
of winning the grant


ACCELERATED 
RESPONSE


You have a list of 
concerns gathered 
through community 
outreach, field work, 
research, or other 
sources, and you want 
to explore options to 
address them. 


Does it have funding 
for design and/or 
construction?


Is the project located 
along a high ranking 
corridor in the ATN?


• Collaborate with relevant stakeholders to identify opportunities to include the 
project in future CIP lists 


• Design and/or construct the project, and seek additional funding if needed


• Reference Section 7.3 Funding Opportunities to look for 
applicable funding sources


• Include the selected corridors in the future CIP list as 
unfunded (but anticipated) projects


• Combine the project with other potential projects to 
explore funding opportunities to increase the chance of 
winning the grant


Yes


Yes


No


No


You have a planning, 
design, and/or 
construction project 
that already has a 
set of infrastructure 
treatments or project 
scope, and you want 
to know how to best 
proceed.  


PROJECT 














