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Executive Summary:

As part of the State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP) Asset Management Program,
District 8 proposes State Route 74 (SR-74) in Riverside County from post miles 34.3 to 45.1 to address
multi-objective priorities, including overall transportation needs, pavement rehabilitation, safety
concerns, Traffic Management Systems/Intelligent Transportation Systems (TMS/ITS), and active
transportation. This 10.8-mile pilot project looks at three physical assets and one strategic objective to
address four of Caltrans’ goals, including Safety and Health, Stewardship and Efficiency, Sustainability,
Livability, and Economy, and Organizational Excellence. The nomination includes physical asset projects,
cost analyses, active transportation strategies, and project cost savings through delivering a multi-
objective project solution compared to conventional single asset delivery. This project is part of a
partnership between internal working groups at Caltrans District 8 and the residents and staff at the City
of Hemet.

Existing Conditions:

State Route 74 traverses through the City of Hemet and the project scope for this nomination is 10.8
miles from the SR-74/SR-79 intersection (PM 34.3) to Fairview Ave (PM 45.1) [Appendix A]. As described
in the City of Hemet’'s General Plan, land use along this project scope is part of the ‘East Florida
Corridor’, as SR-74 is locally designated Florida Avenue. The City’s land use plan involves the promotion
of commercial and office uses in their Downtown area that is compatible with the existing commercial,
residential, park and school designations. The City plans for infill development and adaptive reuse of its
Historic buildings through the Downtown area to increase the City’s economic vitality. Within a half-
mile of SR-74, land use is primarily composed of mixed-use, commercial, business, and high density
residential.

SR-74 in the project area is primarily designed as 4 mixed flow lanes with 2 lanes in each direction
(eastbound and westbound). There is also a short segment with 3 lanes in each direction east of the
74/79 intersection. There are currently no future plans for capacity increase. Site photos of SR-74 are
included in Appendix B which detail lane configuration and existing conditions. Average daily traffic
(ADT) for 2012 is 25,457 and by 2035, ADT will be 47,279. The City of Hemet’'s Downtown Specific Plan
details that SR-74 Level of Service (LOS) falls below the standard LOS D. Vehicle miles traveled (VMT) for
2012 is 274,936 and is estimated to experience a 46% increase to 510,613 VMT by 2035.

District 8 Planning staff conducted a site visit at SR-74 through Hemet to assess the pavement
conditions, to observe pedestrian and cycling experience, and to collect preliminary multimodal count
data. The multimodal count was performed on Tuesday, August 11, 2015 from 7:00 -9:00 AM at two
locations for an hour at each location. The total number of each mode counted is detailed in Table 1
below.



Table 1: Multimodal Count Data

Mode Count Frequency
Transit Vehicles 12 6 buses/hour
(including Dial-a-Ride,

RTA Routes 27, 32, and

33)

Pedestrians 74 37/hour
Cyclists 16 8/hour
Skateboarders/Scooters 4 2/hour

From 7:00 — 8:00 AM, Planning staff was located at the corner of Florida Avenue (SR-74) and Thompson
Street. At this location, 21 individuals utilizing an active transportation option and 4 buses were
counted. From 8:00 — 9:00 AM, Planning staff was located at the corner of Florida Avenue (SR-74) and
San Jacinto Street (SR-79), which proved to be a much more active location and time in which to conduct
counts. During this hour, 73 individuals utilizing an active transportation option and 8 buses were
counted. A total of 13 students/children were counted. There were 16 total cyclists counted over the 2-
hour period. A majority of the cyclists observed were men, while a lower number of students/children
and women were observed.

Many of the individuals counted were bus riders, workers, students and children walking with their
parents, and elderly. Additionally, a number of pedestrians were observed making unprotected mid-
block crossings within and outside of designated crosswalks. The traffic levels were fairly calm and
managed at both of these locations. The pavement conditions were fair to poor in several section and
will be detailed in a later section.

The cycling conditions were fair in many segments, including those sections with a shoulder and where
parking was prohibited, specifically between San Jacinto Street and Buena Vista Street. Conditions were
also fair in the Downtown Hemet segments with on-street parking, as traffic was naturally calmed due
to the shops and narrowed roadway, specifically between Buena Vista Street and State Street. The
cycling conditions were poorest in the segment east of Downtown Hemet, due to a series of driveways
that reduce the width of the right-most travel lane and the shoulder. This causes cyclists to share a lane
with passing automobile drivers. The striping of a bike lane in these sections may require purchasing
additional right-of-way, although it appears that there is adequate space to accommodate this action.
The road widens to 6 lanes heading west from Gilbert Avenue, permitting automobile drivers to increase
speeds and providing no adequate space for cyclists traveling along the route.



Project Objectives:

SR-74 serves as a viable project for the SHOPP Asset Management Pilot Project Program because it
includes existing programmed projects, such as a raised curb median, an Americans with Disability Act
(ADA) component, and an Accessible Pedestrian Signals (APS) project, and identifies new opportunities
to enhance the transportation network. This nomination addresses three physical assets: pavement
rehabilitation, TMS/ITS elements such as traffic signalization, and bicycle, pedestrian, and transit
enhancements. Through the identification of physical assets, a strategic objective was identified. SR-74
will also include an active transportation/multimodal corridor enhancement strategy that highlights
bicycle, pedestrian, and transit facility deficiencies. As part of including active transportation as a
strategy for the SHOPP asset management pilot, the aim is to focus on multimodal corridor planning and
integrating complete streets, safety, accessibility, flexibility in design, and context sensitive solutions.

This nomination addresses four of the Department’s goals: Safety and Health, Stewardship and
Efficiency, Sustainability, Livability and Economy, and Organizational Excellence. Through the evaluation
across the Department’s goals, SR-74’s combination of multiple physical assets and a strategic objective
will lead to cost savings from a multi-objective standpoint and enhance transportation accessibility.

Department Project Goals:

Safety and Health

This project will improve multimodal transportation options along SR-74 through the City of Hemet,
focusing on the safety and mobility of pedestrians, cyclists and transit users. The process for identifying
the strategic objectives for this project included assessing local communal needs, consulting the City’s
plans for future growth, and the opportunities to reduce pedestrian and cyclist collisions and fatalities
along the corridor. The multimodal corridor strategic plan establishes a goal of ensuring more residents
utilize active transportation along the corridor, which will improve safety and health outcomes for all
road users. The United States Department of Transportation (USDOT) and the Center for Disease Control
and Prevention (CDC) both promote active transportation modes as strategies to improve wellness and
reduce health care costs and the rates of chronic health conditions. Research also suggests that transit
also benefits public health. By providing multimodal options along the corridor, Hemet residents will be
empowered to lead more active lifestyles.

A deliverable of the planning process with the City of Hemet will be a multimodal corridor
enhancements toolbox to provide examples of bicycle and pedestrian safety treatments highlighted in
Caltrans’ Main Street, California (November 2013) document and the National Association of
Transportation Officials’ Urban Bikeway Design Guide. As the segment of SR-74 presents several
different cross-sections, a planning and design process will be undertaken in order to assess the
appropriateness and feasibility of implementing certain design treatments in key corridors. The
intention of the multimodal corridor enhancement plan is to reduce pedestrian and bicycle collisions
throughout the corridor, placing key safety countermeasures in spaces where the collision history
warrants enhancements. These enhancements may include a variety of strategies, which may include:
pedestrian, cycling and traffic calming signage; road diets where appropriate; Class Il bike lanes where
feasible and cost-effective; Class Ill shared-lane markings; Class IV protected bike lane improvements;
green paint at conflict areas; high visibility crosswalks; curb bulbouts; rapid rectangular flashing beacons
(RRFBs); street furniture; bus stop enhancements; street trees; and native plants.



Within the limits, road speed ranges from 35-55mph. The post mile area between 36.9 and 42.1
represent the lowest speed zone in the study area and are located in the Downtown Hemet area with
concentrations of active transportation, pedestrian facilities, and commercial/retail land use.

Table 2: Speed Zone throughout project nomination

Post Miles Description Speed

(mph)
29.1-36.9 500" W of Palomar Rd to Warren Rd 50
36.9-37.7 Warren Rd to 465’ W of Acacia St 45
37.7-42.1 465" W of Acacia St to 222’ E of Columbia St 35
42.1-43.2 222’ E of Columbia St to 800’ E of Meridian St 40
43.2-43.7 800’ E of Meridian St to Merle Street-LT 50
43.7 - 46.9 Merle Street-LT to 333’ E of Marshall Avenue-RT 55

Referring to the multimodal count conducted by planning staff, a number of pedestrians were observed
making unsafe street crossings. Implementing high-visibility crosswalks and bulbouts at intersections,
and mid-block crossings with RRFB’s at strategic locations throughout the corridor may normalize these
behaviors and protect crossing pedestrians, leading to a reduced pedestrian collision rate. Considering
the observed cyclist behaviors (Table 3 below), it was clear that a majority of the cyclists preferred to
ride on the sidewalk, while a high proportion rode the wrong way in the street. These are both
behaviors that could be reduced by implementing bicycle infrastructure and traffic calming
countermeasures. Wrong way riding is a risky behavior, as it increases the severity of collisions that
occur. Sidewalk riding also poses its own risks, as cyclists are meant to be to the left of right-turning
automobiles; by riding on the sidewalk, conflict areas such as driveways and intersections become
dangerous for cyclists, as they are not visible to automobile drivers. Having bicycle infrastructure, such
as bike lanes with added safety features, would normalize these dangerous behaviors, reduce collision
rates, and provide space for cyclists.

Table 3: Cyclist Characteristics

Cyclist Count  Percent
Characteristics of Total
Total 16
Male 10 62.5%
Female 6 37.5%
Student/Child 2 12.5%
Wrong Way Riding 4 25%

Sidewalk Riding 10 62.5%










Stewardship and Efficiency

This nomination includes 3 physical assets within the project limits (34.3-45.1) including pavement,
pedestrian infrastructure, and TMS/ITS elements. The table below describes project details and costs

associated with each asset.

Table 6: Physical assets on SR-74

Cost
Item Performance  Description of (Mm)-
(Program) Measures Work/ PM Capital EA
plus
support
1C070
Pavement 54 lane-miles  MILL AND (a" de d“:;
(121) of distressed OVERLAY S13.1 Mhaiaialor™
CAPM pavement  PM 34.3 -45.1 gno .
approved in
SHOPP Tool
At
Trar::st “:Jerta ki
tio: y N— PEDESTRIAN To be
iy INFRASTRUCT $2.7 Coordinated
Complete miles :
Shaats URE with above
Output PM 38.5-44.8 pavement
Locations
based on
components:
11 miles fiber
OPUG M0 | e i
detection: 26 s
locations 408 Teatne To be
TMS/ITS APS/Pedestria Synchrgnlzatlo 23.2 Coordinated
n Signal Head PM 34.3-45.1 with above
Countdown: pavement
27 locations
each, and 13
cCctv

1D Programmed Phase
No
(PID to be
done in 2018
SHOPP,
segment has
not been Pre-K
0812000285 approved or
added into
project at
this time)
See above See above See
above
See
See above See above
above

Upon analysis of SR-74, the physical assets identified above are determined to enhance the existing
infrastructure. The positive enhancements were analyzed by performing a pre-project and post-project

8



condition comparison. Details of that analysis are detailed in the tables below and information was
taken from the 2013 Pavement Condition Survey Inventory.

Table 7: Distressed Pavement Pre/Post Project Condition

Total Pre-Project Condition Post-Project Condition
Asset: Quantity | Good Fair Poor Good Fair Poor
Distressed
Pavement
PM 34.3-45.1
PM 34.3-38.0 19 lane X X
miles
PM 38.0-40.0 10 lane X X
miles
PM 40.0-42.0 10 lane X X
miles
PM 42.0-43.0 5 lane X X
miles
PM 43.0-44.0 5 lane X X
miles
PM 44.0-45.1 5 lane X X
miles
Table 8: TMS/ITS Elements Pre/Post Project Condition
Asset: TMS- Total Pre-Project Condition Post-Project Condition
ITS Elements Quantity | Good Fair Poor Non- Good Fair Poor
and Traffic Existent/
Sychronization Adding
PM 34.3-45.1 new
element
ITS (fiber optic u 1 X X
cable) miles
Video 26 X X
Detection locations
APS* 27 X X
locations
Pedestrian 27 X X
Signal Head locations
Countdown
ccrv 13 CCT1v X X
Cameras

*Locations for APS can be found in Appendix D



Bicycle elements were considered across a different strategy and were analyzed through four planning
areas: West of Downtown, through Downtown, east of Downtown, and East Hemet.

Table 9: Bike/Ped Strategy Pre/Post Project Condition

Asset: Total Pre-Project Condition Post-Project Condition
Bike and Quantity | Good Fair Poor Good Fair Poor
Pedestrian

Infrastructure

PM 38.5-44.8
PM 38.5-40.3 5.4 lane X X
(West of miles
Downtown)
PM 40.3-40.8 i | X X
(through linear
Downtown) miles
40.8-42.1 2.6 X X
(East of linear
Downtown) miles
42.1-44.8 54 X X
(East Hemet) linear

miles




Sustainability, Livability, and Economy

The inclusion of multimodal corridor enhancements will be based upon innovative and current
sustainable transportation strategies which seek to boost livability and economy for all road users. By
utilizing sustainable transportation planning and programming, this project seeks to alter motorists’
behavior; influence a modal shift amongst the local population away from automobiles; reduce
transportation greenhouse gas emissions; stimulate healthy and active transportation; and create livable
public spaces for the enjoyment of the City of Hemet residents and tourists alike.

Considering the context of SR-74 through the City of Hemet, the 2013 American Community Survey
states that around 3.8% of Hemet commuters either walk, bike or utilize transit to commute to work.
This is a level higher than that found in other surrounding cities, such as Lake Elsinore (2.4%); Menifee
(1.75%); Murrieta (1.6%); San Jacinto (3%); Temecula (2.7%); and Wildomar (0.3%). The Riverside Transit
Agency (RTA) currently runs 9 bus lines that utilize SR-74 as an integral transportation corridor, with a
number of bus stops and stations situated along the highway [refer to attached RTA 2015 May System
Map]. Consulting the Riverside Transit Agency’s Forward 10-Year Transit Plan Market Assessment (April
2014), several indicators suggest the current conditions and potential for greater transit use on Florida
Ave (SR-74). The assessment highlights the “mix of higher-density uses in Hemet” which facilitate local
trips and are “pivotal for more sustainable modes of travel” (pg. 29). The City of Hemet itself is stated as
having a “transit-supportive grid” (pg. 32), while the Florida Avenue (SR-74) corridor in Hemet is a
“transit supportive market” with high transit demand potential (pg. 34). These multimodal corridor
enhancements would thus address current safety and mobility deficiencies, as well as provide first-
mile/last-mile linkages for future transit riders.

These improvements will also aid the City in its future plans to stimulate economic vitality in its historic
downtown. In a July 8, 2015 Community Workshop, the City presented the Downtown Hemet Specific
Plan?, which was funded through a Sustainability Planning Grant from the Southern California
Association of Governments. A detailed map of the planning area is attached in Appendix E. In both the
City’s 2030 General Plan and the Specific Plan, the City of Hemet states its priority to attract a Metrolink
Station within Downtown Hemet and to utilize transit-oriented development within a % mile radius from
the station; this radius includes portions of Florida Avenue (SR-74). Their priorities for Florida Avenue
(SR-74) include traffic calming; building bulbouts at intersections; and striping bike lanes through the
Downtown area [Appendix F]. We therefore seek to include the City of Hemet within this planning
process in order to enable the City to pursue its planned development towards more sustainable
lifestyles and transportation options. This project will help make Florida Avenue (SR-74) in Hemet a
livable public space for residents and a destination for tourists.

! Forward 10-Year Transit Plan: Market Assessment. April 2014. Riverside Transit Agency
<http://www.riversidetransit.com/images/stories/DOWNLOADS/PUBLICATIONS/COMPREHENSIVE OPERATIONAL

ANALYSIS/Market%20Assessment%20-%20Apr%202014.pdf>

2 Downtown Hemet Specific Plan Community Workshop. July 8, 2015. The Arroyo Group

<http://hemet.arroyogroup.com/wp-content/uploads/2015/07/Hemet-Workshop1-Presentation.pdf>
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Organizational Excellence

Hemet’'s Downtown Specific Plan details Florida Avenue (SR-74) as a major corridor for enhancement
and active transportation integration. Their plan integrates traffic calming measures by narrowing the
roadway and expanding wider sidewalks which facilitate safer roads and active transportation. This
project nomination follows these various strategies and provides Caltrans a leadership opportunity to
make highways more bicycle and pedestrian friendly. The City of Hemet hopes to work with Caltrans to
relinquish SR-74 as currently the Downtown Hemet Specific Plan describes Caltrans’ jurisdiction over SR-
74 acts as a big constraint for local planning and as a future effort, may possibly explore relinquishment
of the facility.

The corridor enhancements as outlined in this nomination aim to significantly enhance SR-74 by placing
new pavement, providing safer roads, and integrating active transportation. These projects are also
identified as unfunded projects in the City’s Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) which is detailed in the next
section.

Stakeholder engagement is also included in this nomination as the collaboration of all stakeholders
serves as an important role in the success for SR-74. As part of this nomination, Planning staff
collaborated with the City of Hemet and Acacia Middle School (Hemet Unified School District). During
the field visit, Planning staff counted 13 bicycles, 4 skateboards, and one scooter in the designated
parking space for active transportation vehicles at Acacia Middle School. The principal of Acacia Middle
School had stated that as the year progresses, more students walk or bike to school. He therefore is in
support of the project, as he witnesses many of the students utilizing Florida Avenue. As the
Department makes strides to become modernized, SR-74 serves as a primary project to make this
transition.

Funding Plan and Cost Effectiveness:

SR-74’s SHOPP nomination includes a multi-objective project solution through which cost savings up to
45% of the project costs will be realized. Project savings are calculated to come from the following:
reduced support costs, time related overhead, mobilization, State furnished materials and expenses,
supplemental work, and indirect cost savings from better air quality (reduced respiratory ilinesses), and
better health outcomes.

Item/Asset Total Need (Capital plus Currently Un-programmed
support) SHOPP Needs
Pavement®: 121 Program $14.1M Capital plus 35% $19M

(CAPM)/ Active Transportation support=519M
Complete Streets Component/
TMS-ITS Elements

*See attachment: 2013 Pavement Condition Survey Inventory
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Other cost-saving strategies as part of this nomination is the inclusion of the City of Hemet's Capital
Improvement Plan (CIP). The city has identified unfunded projects of priority which are not included in
the current CIP. The below projects overlap with the SHOPP nomination and address the criteria as
described in the various physical assets and strategic objectives. These unfunded projects serve as a
transportation opportunity to implement these projects through this SHOPP nomination.

Table 4: City of Hemet's unfunded projects detailed in CIP

Project Type Description Cost SHOPP eligibility
criteria
Streets & Highway Medians in downtown $120,000 Physical asset
area (SR-74); Downtown
Streetscape
Improvements;
Demonstration Project
Traffic Signals Florida at Dartmouth (SR-  $400,000 Physical asset
74)
Traffic Signals Florida at Hemet (SR-74)  $400,000 Physical asset
Traffic Signals Florida at Lake (SR-74) $400,000 Physical asset
Master Plan Citywide ADA Transition ~ $155,000 Strategic objective
Plan
Sidewalk Improvement  Citywide ADA Ramps and 51,370,000 Physical asset

Sidewalk Improvements

There are additional societal cost savings related to the safety of bicycle integration on SR-74; the
analysis utilizes the Benefit-Cost Tool provided in the Transportation Injury Mapping System (TIMS).
Project cost for implementing bike lanes along the entire length of City of Hemet was assumed.
Although some sections will likely only have sharrows, while others may include protected bike lane
features, bike lanes provide an average level of safety between the two treatments in terms of
perceived safety and likely in terms of the reduction of cycling collision rates. Table 5 details the project
costs and benefits.

Table 5: Florida Avenue Bike Lane Safety Analysis

Project Detail Estimate
Length in miles 6.345
Postmiles 38.5-44.8
Cost/Mile (including support) $160,000
Cost $1,015,200
Bicycle Collisions Reduced 12

Life Benefit Estimate $15,677,900
Benefit-Cost Ratio $15.44
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The installation of bicycle infrastructure along the corridor is estimated to cost around $1,015,200. This
is based on a $100,000/mile estimate with a projected 60% support cost for projects between $1 million
and $5 million. The additional requested funds will go towards pedestrian crossing features, bus shelter
enhancements and native plants and street trees. With a crash reduction factor of 35% applied to the 35
bicycle collisions which occurred along the corridor, this project is projected to reduce around 12 bicycle
collisions over a future 5-year period. Since these features may also reduce bicycle and pedestrian
fatalities, this project will likely aid Caltrans in meeting its Vision Zero goals of achieving a 15% reduction
in cycling and pedestrian fatalities between 2015 and 2020. The benefits realized due to these collisions
amount to $15,677,900 (as calculated by the TIMS Benefit/Cost Calculator). The benefit-cost ratio
therefore provides $15.44 in safety benefits due to reduced collisions for every dollar invested in the
project.

Project Outcomes:

When construction closes, SR-74 through Hemet will provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient
facility for all road users. The condition of pavement and the experience of pedestrians, cyclists and
transit users will be improved. Signal coordination will reduce delay and travel time for motorists. By
including these three physical priorities in one single project, millions of dollars in cost savings will be
realized, freeing up funds for future projects in the District and across the state.

Through the strategic multimodal enhancement planning process, the relationship between Caltrans
and the City of Hemet will be strengthened. Together, Caltrans and the City of Hemet will help each
other achieve our individual goals of enhancing the economy and livability of the City of Hemet residents
and other travelers. This process may lead to other significant achievements, including the striping of
the first protected bike lane in District 8; the revitalization of Downtown Hemet; and ultimately, the
relinquishment of SR-74 to the City of Hemet. Downtown Hemet will one day be a vibrant public realm
with a number of cultural, civic, historical and entertainment amenities; and this project will be one
catalyst in a series of decisions which led to the creation of a destination and a community worth
visiting.

Dustin Foster

Planning Division
909-806-3955
Dustin.Foster@dot.ca.gov

Diane Morales
PID Program
909-383-4625

Diane.Morales@dot.ca.gov

Joseph Fehrenkamp

SHOPP Manager

(909) 383-6938
Joe.Ferhenkamp@dot.ca.gov
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Prepared by Division of Planning, Offices of Forecasting (Todd Nguyen), Local Development &
Intergovernmental Review (Dustin Foster), and Pre-Programming & Engineering Studies, with input from
the Divisions of Operations (Tony Sarmiento) and Maintenance (Mike Ristic).
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Appendix A: SR-74 Project Limits
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Appendix B: Existing conditions of SR-74

Near the intersection of Florida Avenue and Juanita Street (PM Intersection of Florida Avenue and Harvard Street (PM 40.653)
40.767

) This intersection provides an example of the historical and cultural
Parked vehicles are a constraint on striping a bike lane at this resources that the City of Hemet plans to enhance Downtown
location

Intersection of Florida Avenue and Elk St (PM 39.835)

Intersection of Florida Avenue and San Jacinto Street (PM 41.348)

Poor pavement conditions and obscured striping at this location

This location was an intersection with a great deal of activity from
create a hazardous situation for all road users.

8-9 AM during the multimodal count. Wide shoulders provide fair

randitiane far funlicke



Near the Intersection of Florida Avenue and Alessandro Street
(PM 40.472)

This picture details one of several constraints for bicycle
infrastructure- the curb not being uniformly developed along the
road. It also shows a common observed behavior- cyclists’
sidewalk riding.
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Appendix D: APS Pushbutton Locations

County
RIV
RIV
RIV
RIV
RIV
RIV
RIV
RIV
RIV
RIV
RIV

Route
74
74
74
74
74
74
74
74
74
74
74

Post Mile
35.16
38.10
38.48
39.24
39.59
40.59
40.77
41.09
41.99
42.34
44.86

Description

Four Seasons Blvd
Golden Village St
Sanderson Ave
Gilmore St

Lyon Ave

State Ave

Buena Vista St
Santa Fe St
Columbia St
Stanford St
Fairview Ave
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Appendix E: Downtown Hemet Specific Plan
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Appendix F: Hemet General Plan Bikeways (Downtown Focus)
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-+ LEIVED

August 10, 2015

Deparime.
| IGR-Loc.

Caltrans

SHOPP Program

Attention: Diane Morales and Joe Fehrenkamp
Senior Transportation Planners

464 W. 4™ Street, MS 721

San Bernardino, CA 92401

Dear Mrs. Morales and Mr. Fehrenkamp:

This letter is being written in support of Caltrans/District 8's SHOPP Application for the
2018 SHOPP Cycle. We highly support efforts being made by Caltrans to improve
efficiency of multi modal travel in this key transportation corridor.

When this highly worthy application is awarded SHOPP funding, we look forward to
working with Caltrans staff to implement much needed improvements to this
corridor. Although the specific improvements that would be made are not determined at
this time, it is anticipated that they could include things like bicycle and pedestrian
facilities, operational improvements (traffic calming or other strategies), signage and/or
upgrades to transit facilities.

Although we know that other SHOPP projects are planned for SR-74, the idea of
implementing a comprehensive approach to address issues with multi-modal travel on
this route is a positive step for current and future residents of the City of Hemet.

If you have any questions concerning this information please feel free to contact either
Steven Latino, City Engineer at (951)765-2360 or myself at (951)765-2301.

Sincerely,
Gary Thornhill

Interim City Manager



wunLeeon vate:

Printed:

05/16/2014

02/24/2016

Begin PM - End PM

Lane

32.000
L1
L2
Rl
R2
33.000
L1
L2
R1
R2
33.892
L1
L2
Rl
R2
33.900
L1
L2
Rl
R2
34.000
L1
L2
Rl
R2

/34203
Ll
L2
RI
R2

*Surface type of'EB' is Enhanced Binder.

Length LaneMi.
(Est.)
Surface Alligator Cracking Rutting,
Tyre A% B% C(YN)? Bleeding
- 33.000 1.000 4.000
F-DG 0 0
F-DG 16 60
F -DG ] 2
F-DG 0 0
& R0 0.892 3.568
F -DG 34 0
F -DG 30 48
F-DG 0 0
F-DG 0 0
- 33.900 0.008 0.032
B
B
B
B
= 34.000 0.100 0.400
F-DG 34 0
F-DG 30 48
F-DG 0 0
F -DG 0 0
= 34203 0.203 0.812
F-DG 5 0
F-DG 16 84
F-DG 0 0
F-DG 0 0
- 385077 0.874 3.496
F-DG 5 0
F-DG 16 84
F-DG L 0
F-DG g8 10

Caltrans Maintenance Program
2013 Pavement Condition Survey Inventory

District, County, Route, Drive Order

District 8
District 8 County RIV Route 074
Type AADT MSL
(,000)
Slab Cracking Faulting Patching Ride, IR]
Ist % 3rd % Corner % Arca % Poor Cond.?
MLD 29 g
12 116
27 173
8§ 100
17 132
MLD 29 2
8 100
13 118
5 79
13 117
MLD 29 2
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
MLD 29 2
9 104
35 203
5 79
9 104
MLD 29 2
9 104
33 195
9 104
20 146
MLD 33 2
25 165
25 165
31 188
39 222

California Department of Transportation, Maintenance Program, Pavement Management Information Branch. Phone (916) 595-4586

Priority

[=JN =B =R =}

Skid

District 8

County RIV

Route 074

Begin PM 32.000
Defect

MISC. UNSEALED CRACKS
HIGH ABC, RIDE

NOALL. A, LOW ALL. B
MISC. UNSEALED CRACKS

ALL. A, NO B. OPEN CRKS
HIGH ABC

MISC. UNSEALED CRACKS
MISC. UNSEALED CRACKS

N/A - Bridge
N/A - Bridge
N/A - Bridge
N/A - Bridge

ALL. A, NO B, OPEN CRKS
HIGH ABC, RIDE

MISC. UNSEALED CRACKS
MISC. UNSEALED CRACKS

ALL. A, NO B, OPEN CRKS
HIGH ABC, RIDE

MISC. UNSEALED CRACKS
MISC. UNSEALED CRACKS

ALL. A, NO B, OPEN CRKS
HIGH ABC

RIDE

RIDE
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Collection Date:
Printed:

056/16/2014

Caltrans Maintenance Program
02/24/2018

2013 Pavement Condition Survey Inventory
District, County, Route, Drive Order

District 8
District 8 County RIV Route 074
Begin PM - End PM Length LaneMi. Type AADT MSL
(Est.) (,000)
Lane Surface Alligator Cracking  Rutting. Slab Cracking Faulting Patching Ride, IRI
Type A% B% C(YN)? Bleeding 15t % 3rd % Corner % Area % Poor Cond.?
35.077 =~ 35225 0.148 0.592 MLU 33 2
Ll F-DG 24 14 24 162
L2 F-DG 0 30 24 161
Rl F-DG 5 0 29 183
R2 F-DG 8 10 46 247
35.225 - 35978 0.753 3.012 MLD 33 2
Ll F-DG 24 14 21 148
L2 F-DG 0 30 27 173
Rl F-DG 13 0 25 167
R2 F-DG 7 19 35 203
35.978 = 36.000 0.022 0.088 MLD 33 2
Ll  F-DG 24 14 N/A
L2 F-DG 0 30 N/A
Rl F-DG 30 2 N/A
R2 F-DG 13 58 N/A
36.000 - 37.000 1.000 4000 MLD 33 2
L1 F-DG 0 0 23 156
L2 F-DG 10 506 18 136
Rl F-DG 3 2 30 186
R2 F-DG 13 58 32 194
37.000 - 37.472 0.472 1.888  MLD 28 2
Ll F-DG 8 0 24 161
L2 F-DG 22 36 15 125
Rl  F-DG 2 26 168
R2 F-DG 13 58 25 164
37472 - 38.000 0.528 2.112  MLD 28 2
L1 F-DG 8 0 21 149
L2 F-DG 22 36 18 137
Rl  F-DG 0 5 28 176
R2 F-DG 13 4 32 191

*Surface type of 'EB' is Enhanced Binder.

California Department of Transportation, Maintenance Program. Pavement Management Information Branch, Phone (916) 595-4586

Priority  Skid

Mc O\Q\wo

LFS )
o

(7%
W

|55 B~ - -]

District 8
County RIV
Route 074
Begin PM 35.077

Defect

MOD ABC

HIGH ABC

RIDE

RIDE

MOD ABC

HIGH ABC. RIDE
ALL. A, NO B, OPEN CRKS
RIDE

MOD ABC
HIGH ABC
LOW A & B, OPEN CRKS
HIGH ABC

MISC. UNSEALED CRACKS
HIGH ABC

RIDE

HIGH ABC. RIDE

ALL. A, NO B, OPEN CRKS
HIGH ABC

LOW A & B. OPEN CRKS
HIGH ABC

ALL. A, NO B, OPEN CRKS
HIGH ABC

RIDE

RIDE
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Collection Date: 35:1712314 Caltrans Maintenance Program
Printed: 2/124/12015 s
2013 Pavement Condition Survey Inventory
District, County, Route, Drive Order
District 8
District 8 County RIV Route 074
Begin PM - End PM Length LaneMi. Type AADT MSL
i (Est.) (,000)
Lane 5}[”“““ Alligator Cracking Rutting, Slab Cracking Faulting Patching Ride. IRI
Iype A% B% C(YN)? Bleeding 151% 3rd % Comer % Area% Poor Cond.?
38000 - 39.000 1.000 4.000 MLD 28 2
Ll F-DG 0 0 8 99
L2 F-DG 0 0 23 156
Rl F-DG 0 0 15 124
R2 F-DG 0 0 21 150
39.000 -  39.487 0.487 1.948 MLD 28 2
LI F-DG 0 0 19 143
L2 F-DG 8 0 32 193
Rl F-DG 0 0 21 151
R2 F-DG 0 0 30 186
39.588 - 40.000 0.412 1.648  MLD 30 2
L} EiDG 0 0 23 157
L2 F-DG 8 0 37 213
Rl F-DG 0 0 20 147
R2 F-DG 0 0 29 182
40.000 - 40.140 0.140 0.560 MLD 30 2
LI F-DG 60 7 22 154
L2 F-DG 89 10 40 225
RI F-DG 0 0 19 141
R2 F-DG 0 0 24 162
40.140 - 41.000 0.860 3.440 MLD 30 2
LI F-DG 60 7 22 153
L2 F-DG 8 10 30 186
RI F-DG 72 3 28 179
R2 F-DG 49 2 40 223
41.000 - 41.159 0.159 0.636 MLD 29 2
Ll F-DG 10 0 27 172
L2 F-DG 42 0 31 190
Rl F-DG 72 3 34 202
R2 F-DG 49 2 56 289

"Surface type of 'EB' is Enhanced Binder.

California Department of Transportation, Maintenance Program. Pavement Management Information Branch. Phone (916) 595-4586

Priority

99
99
33
33

e
—

(= W = T =

AR = I - -

Skid

District 8

County RIV

Route 074

Begin PM 38.000
Defect

NO DISTRESS OBSERVED
NO DISTRESS OBSERVED
MISC. UNSEALED CRACKS
MISC. UNSEALED CRACKS

NO DISTRESS OBSERVED
RIDE
NO DISTRESS OBSERVED
RIDE

NO DISTRESS OBSERVED
RIDE
NO DISTRESS OBSERVED
RIDE

ALL. A & B, OPEN CRKS
RIDE

NO DISTRESS OBSERVED
NO DISTRESS OBSERVED

ALL. A & B, OPEN CRKS
RIDE
RIDE
RIDE

RIDE
RIDE
RIDE
RIDE

Page 157



Collection Date:

Printad:

Begin PM - End PM

Lane

41.159
L1
L2
R1
R2
42.000
L1
L2
R
R2
43.000
LI
L2
Rl
R2
44.000
LI
L2
Rl
R2

44.765
L]
L2
Rl
R2

44.786
Ll
L2
Rl
R2

*Surface type o 'EB' is Enhanced Binder.
California Department of Transportation, Maintenance Program. Pavement Management Information Branch,

05/17/2014
02/24/2015
Length LaneMi.
(Est.)
Surface  Allipator Cracking Rutting.
Type A% B% C(YN)? Bleeding

- 42,000 0.841 3.364
F -DG 10 0
F -DG 42 0
F-DG 1 42
F-DG 13 38
= 43.000 1.000 4.000
F -DG 19 5
F-DG 14 0
F-DG 6 0
F-DG 8 13
= 44.000 1.000 4.000
F -DG 11 63
F -DG 22 18
F-DG 29 0
F-DG 0 0
- 44.765 0.765 3.060
F-DG 0 0
F-DG 0 0
F-DG 0 0
F-DG 0 35
= 44.786 0.021 0.084
B
B
B
B
- 45.000 0.214 0.856
F -DG 0 0
F -DG 0 0
F -DG 0 0
F-DG 0 55

Caltrans Maintenance Program

2013 Pavement Condition Survey Inventory

District, County, Route, Drive Order

District 8
District 8 County RIV Route 074
Type AADT MSL
(,000)
Slab Cracking Faulting Patching Ride. IRI
1st% 3rd % Comer % Area % Poor Cond.?
MLD 29 2
31190
29 181
28 179
31 189
MLD 25 2
26 168
26 168
24 160
31 188
MLD 25 2
16 128
16 131
14 121
12 116
MLD 19 2
13 118
12 115
14 120
9 104
MLD 15 2
15 147
N/A
9 132
5 119
MLD 15 2
10 105
N/A
7 9
16 129

Phone (916) 595-4586

Priority

OO

W W W
{55 S 6 ]

S

oo oo

99
929

Skid

District
County
Route
Begin PM

Defect

RIDE
RIDE

HIGH ABC, RIDE
HIGH ABC, RIDE

RIV
074
41.159

LOW ALL. A, LOW ALL.B

ALL.A,NOALL.B
ALL.A,NOALL.B

MOD ABC. LOW PAT, RIDE

HIGH ABC
MOD ABC

ALL. A, NO B. OPEN CRKS
NO DISTRESS OBSERVED

NO DISTRESS OBSERVED
NO DISTRESS OBSERVED
NO DISTRESS OBSERVED

HIGH ABC

N/A - Bridge
N/A - Bridge
N/A - Bridge
N/A - Bridge

NO DISTRESS OBSERVED
NO DISTRESS OBSERVED
NO DISTRESS OBSERVED

HIGH ABC

Page
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Collection Date:
Printed:

05/17/2014

Caltrans Maintenance Program
02/24/2015

2013 Pavement Condition Survey Inventory
District, County, Route, Drive Order

District 8
District 8 County RIV Route 074
Begin PM - End PM Length LaneMi. Type AADT MSL
. (Est.) (,000)
Lane !s'u-rfacc Alligator Cracking Rutting, Slab Cracking Faulting Patching Ride, IRI
Iype A% B% C(YN)? Bleeding Ist% 3rd % Comer % Area % Poor Cond.?
45,000 = 46.000 1.000 4,000 MLD 15 2
LI F-DG 74 0 5 84
L2 F-DG 0 28 N/A
R1  F-DG 0 72 10 106
R2 F-DG 0 0 12 115
46.000 = 46974 0.974 3.896 MLD 12 2
L1 F-DG 0 19 6 91
L2 F-DG 0 0 N/A
R1  F-DG 0 0 13! 117
R2 F-DG 0 0 13 119
R 46.974 =R 47.000 0.026 0.052 2LNU 8 2
L1 F-DG 0 19 ' N/A
L2 F-DG 0 0 N/A
Rl F-DG 0 0 N/A
R2 F-DG 0 0 N/A
R 47.000 -R 47.233 0.233 0.466 2LNU 8 2
Ll F-DG 0 0 10 106
Rl F-DG 0 0 20 145
R2 F-DG 0 0 16 130
R 47.233 -R 47433 0.200 0.400 2LNU 8 2
L1 F-DG 0 0 9 102
Rl F-DG 0 0 10 105
47.470 48.028 0.558 1.116 2LND Y 2
LI F-DG 0 0 12, 113
Rl F-DG 0 0 12 114
48.028 - 48.604 0.576 1.152 2LNU 6 2
LI F-DG 0 0 15 124
Rl  F-DG 0 0 5 76

*Surface type of 'EB' is Enhanced Binder.

California Department of I'ransportation, Maintenance Program, Pavement Management Information Branch, Phone (916) 595-4586

Priority

32
10

929

10
99
99
99

10
99
99
99

99
29
99

99
99

99
99

99
99

Skid

District 8

County RIV

Route 074

Begin PM 45.000
Defect

ALL. A, NO B, OPEN CRKS
MOD ABC
HIGH ABC
NO DISTRESS OBSERVED

MOD ABC

NO DISTRESS OBSERVED
NO DISTRESS OBSERVED
NO DISTRESS OBSERVED

MOD ABC

NO DISTRESS OBSERVED
NO DISTRESS OBSERVED
NO DISTRESS OBSERVED

NO DISTRESS OBSERVED
NO DISTRESS OBSERVED
NO DISTRESS OBSERVED

NO DISTRESS OBSERVED
NO DISTRESS OBSERVED

NO DISTRESS OBSERVED
NO DISTRESS OBSERVED

NO DISTRESS OBSERVED
NO DISTRESS OBSERVED
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Collection Date: 05/16/2014 Caltrans Maintenance Program

Printed: 0212412015 -
2013 Pavement Condition Survey Inventory
District, County, Route, Drive Order
District 8
District 8 County RIV Route 074
Begin PM - End PM Length LaneMi. Type AADT MSL
(Est.) (,000)
Lane Surface Alligator Cracking Rutting, Slab Cracking Faulting Patching Ride. IR1
Type A% B% C(YN)? Bleeding 15t% 3rd % Comner % Area% Poor Cond.?
27513 - 27.530 0.017 0.051 MLU 21 2
Ll B N/A
L2 B N/A
Rl B N/A
R2 B N/A
27.540 - 28.000 0.460 1.840  MLD 25 2
Ll F-DG 0 0 2. 152
Rl F-DG 0 0 9 104
R2 F-DG 0 0 24 163
28.000 - 29.000 1.000 4.000 MLD 24 2
LI F-DG 13 0 19 142
L2 F-DG 0 0 28 176
RI F-DG 17 0 13 117
R2 F-DG 0 0 23 158
29.000 - 30.000 1.000 4.000 MLD 30 2
LI F-DG 11 0 19 141
L2 F-DG 13 0 22 153
Rl F-DG 40 0 16 131
R2  F-DG 0 0 22 154
30.000 - 31.000 1.000 4.000 MLU 29 2
Ll  F-DG 0 0 13 119
L2 F-DG 7 46 17 132
Rl F-DG 0 0 9 101
R2 F-DG T 0 10 108
31.000 - 32.000 1.000 4000 MLD 29 2
Ll F-DG 31 4 10 106
L2 F-DG 0 0 29 183
RI F-DG 11 0 12 115
R2 F-DG 0 0 25 165

*Surface type of 'EB' is Enhanced Binder.
California Department of Transportation, Maintenance Program, Pavement Management Information Branch, Phone (916) 595-4586

Priority

oo oo

99
99

32

32
33

W W
w NN

W

Ul W w
R TR vt

) W L]
(P I B

Skid

District 8
County RIV
Route 074
Begin PM 27.513

Defect

N/A - Bridge

N/A - Bridge

N/A - Bridge

N/A - Bridge

NO DISTRESS OBSERVED

NO DISTRESS OBSERVED

NO DISTRESS OBSERVED

ALL. A, NO B. OPEN CRKS
RIDE

ALL. A, NO B, OPEN CRKS
MISC. UNSEALED CRACKS

ALL. A, NO B, OPEN CRKS
ALL. A, NO B, OPEN CRKS
ALL. A,NOALL.B

MISC. UNSEALED CRACKS

MISC. UNSEALED CRACKS
HIGH ABC

MISC. UNSEALED CRACKS
ALL.A,NOALL.B

ALL. A, NO B, OPEN CRKS
RIDE

ALL. A. NO B. OPEN CRKS
MISC. UNSEALED CRACKS
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SHOPP N

bility C

below: Sections in Green

Sustainability

Goal measures

Quality of Life

Non-Auto
Mode Share

Non-Auto
Mode Share

Eay

6 Livability

Leadership

Sustainable

7 Comidor MancrL

Plan (SCMP)

Please arswer these 20 q to help develop inability
companents (highlighted in Green) for your SHOPP Piiot project.

This will be used for the project sustainability score as it relates to

the Department’s Strategic Goals for Sustainability, Livability and Economy
(See Tab on Sustainability Goal for reference).

For further background you can see the Envision Guidance tab

and stimulate
improvements in job growth,
attractiveness and livability.

P

'Will the project enhance the community™s quality of life and economic
prosperity?

Inl: Loca design and construct the project in a way that eases traffic
congestion, improves mobility and access, does not promote urban sprawl,
and otherwise improves community livability.

Will the project provide good, safe access to adjacent facilitics, amenities
and transportation hubs, including appropriate wayfinding signage?

Will the project encourage the use of transit and/or non-motorized
transportation?

Has the project team coordinated the design with other infrastructure assets
1o improve walkability and livability?

Intent: Preserve or restore significant historical and cultural sites and related
¢ and enhance community cultural resources.

resources to pres

'Will the project minimize impacts on historic and cultural resources?
(Consuited the tribal, historic and cultural staff in Envi
(PQS)?

including plazas,
ity livability.

Intent: mpnwc : ic space recreational
facilities. or wildlife to enh

Will the proposed project make meaningful enhancements to public space or
address Section 4(f) properties, (examples include parks, plazas, recreational
facilities, or wildlife refuges) to enhance community, livability, and quality
of life?

Gina Moran (916) 651-8164

Amy Bailey (915) 651-8166

Mary Beth Herritt (916) 653-4166

Melissa Thompson (out July 29-Aug 11) (916) 653-7569

Intent: Eliminate conflicting design clements, and optimize system by using
integrated design and delivery methodologies and collaborati

P

Are the project owner and the project team intending to take a Context
Sensitive Solutions view of the project?

among other cls of
overall improvement in infrastructure efficiency and effectiveness.

Will the praject team seck input from local stakeholders regarding how the

8 Livability B0 i - pips el
9 ik Will the project address the nceds on the priority freight network included in
8% | he Freight Mobility Plan?
Resource Allocation

Use cled Materials RAL3)
Intent: Minimize transportation costs and impacts and retain regional
benefits through specifying local sources.




Sustainability
Goal measures

10 Resource
Consumption

11 Energy
Natural World

12 Env

13 Water

14 Env

15 Water

16 Waier Quality

17 Eny
Climate & Risk
18 GHG

19 Resiliency

Green

2 Infrastructure

|reduce/climinate need for future management {maintenance, water use,
[pesticides, invasive species, etc.)?

Will the project team consider reuse of existing materials or recycled
‘materials or use of materials from within 100 miles of the project site?

—_— =g T
Intent: Conserve energy by reducing overall operation and
energy c iption throughout the project life cycle.

Can the project incorporate reducing energy I or
cnergy supply during the construction phase or after as a purpose for the

Intent: Avoid placing e project — and the site compound/temporary works
- on land that has been identified as of high ecological value or as having.
species of high value.

Does the project concept incorporate solutions to preserve, improve or
connect important natural resources (habitat, species needs, or fish and
wildlife movement corridors)?

- S
Intent: Protect, buffer, enhance and restore arcas designated as wetlands,
shorelines, and waterbodies by providing natural buffer zones, vegetation
and soil protection zoncs.

Does the project concept address or cnh dj lands, hyd:
ion and waters functi values, or existing deficiencies?

L S .

Intent: Identify and protect soils designated as prime farmland. unique
farmland, or farmland of ide importance.

Does the project concept improve or enhance the existing farming
conditions or associated interface with the transportation facility (water
conveyance, quality, habitat preservation. weed management, farming
operation, etc.)?

el _-._ ——
Intent: Preserve floodplain functions by limiting development and
devel i to maintain water capacities and

Does the project concept allow for natural floodplain functions restored or
rectified related to existing infrastructure
N

Al
Intent: Minimize the impact ol
and quality.

frastructure on stormwater runofT quantity

Can the project be designed to treat more than minimum stormwater
treatment requirements, for example post construction or TMDL compliance
units?

Intent: Use appropriate non-invasive species and control or eliminate
existing invasive species.

Docs the project concept incorporate imp to roadside veg
through restorative actions to native/appropriate vegetation to

Reduce Greenhouse Gas Emissions (Envision CR 1.1}
Intent: Conduct a comprehensive life-cycle carbon analysis and use this
to reduce the anticipated amount of net greenhouse gas

cmissions during the life cycle of the project, reducing project contribution
to climate change.

Based on a life-cycle carbon assessment, will the project be designed ina
way that substantially reduces carbon emissions?

Assess Climate Threat (Envision CR 21 |
Intent: Develop a comprehensive Climate Vulnerability Assessment and
Adaptation Plan.

Will the project address potential risks or vulnerability deficiencics
identified in state, regional, local or site specific plans?

Manage Heat Island Effects (Envision CR 2.5)
Intent: Minimize surfaces with a high solar reflectance index (SRI) to reduce
localized heat accumulation and manage microcli

‘Will the project be designed to include green infrastructure such as reducing
heat island cffects by reducing the percentage of low solar reflectance index
(SRI) surfaces?
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