Circulation and Mobility Fact Sheets: How to Read Guide

This sheet serves as a “"How to Read Guide" for the 21 fact sheets developed for the Caltrain corridor to compile existing
conditions data. It will help readers digest the information provided on the corresponding fact sheets, fully defining each
data point listed using icons and pictures that serve as helpful visual cues. The information we provide in this “How to
Read Guide” will visually correspond with the areas on individual fact sheets where that graphic data is located. The 21
fact sheets depict the following areas:

e Caltrain Corridor-Wide e Redwood City e Ford Road to Metcalf Road
e San Francisco e Atherton/Menlo Park e Metcal Road to San Jose/Morgan
e San Francisco/Brisbane to Colma e Palo Alto Hill
Creek e Mountain View e San Jose/Morgan Hill to East
e Colma Creek to Millbrae e Sunnyvale Middle Avenue
e Millbrae e Santa Clara e East Middle Avenue to North of Las
e Burlingame e San Jose to Caltrain/Union Pacific Animas Avenue
e San Mateo (UP) Line e [as Animas Avenue to North of
e Belmont and San Carlos e Caltrain/UP Line to Ford Road 10th Street

1. Segment Name

Represents the identified segment of the Caltrain corridor

2. Segment Map

Displays the segment of the Caltrain corridor, Caltrain stations, equity priority communities (EPC), railroad crossings
by type, the local transportation network, and key destinations. Additional details for the information displayed are
described below.

e EPC: Represents census tracts that have a significant concentration of underserved populations such as households
with low incomes and people of color'. More information is provided on Metropolitan Transportation Commission’s
(MTC) website here.

e Corridor Crossings: Differentiated by the following four crossing types listed?

o)

At-Grade: A location where a roadway crosses railroad tracks on the same level

® At-Grade (Pedestrian): A location where a pedestrian and/or bicycle path and railroad tracks cross each other

o)
@)

at-grade

Grade Separated: A location where a roadway and railroad tracks cross each other at different levels
Pedestrian Grade Separated: A location where a pedestrian and/or bicycle path and railroad tracks cross each other
at different levels

Proposed New Grade Separated: A location where a crossing does not currently exist but is proposed as part
of active projects along the corridor.

e Existing Transportation Network: Existing bus transit routes and three levels of classified bicycle facilities®.

e Destinations: The following listed destination types within one mile of the Caltrain corridor®.
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Airports

Public Places (community centers, courthouses, libraries, marketplaces, and city halls)

Healthcare Facilities (adult care, medical centers, and hospitals)

Hospitals with ER (emergency room service)

Fire Stations

Schools (public, private, and postsecondary)

Places of Worship

Landmarks (archaeological, art, attraction, battlefield, castle, fort, memorial, monument, ruins, and viewpoint)
Parks

Commercial Areas

How to Read Guide

Context

Corridor Crossings: Number of grade separated crossings (vehicle, pedestrian/bicycle), at-grade crossings, and pedestrian/bicycle grade-

separated crossings located along the segment and within EPC®.

e Supplementary crossing locations were included in addition to the identified 71 at-grade crossings to better understand circulation and
mobility within jurisdictions. For example, the roadways that cross over the tunneled portion of the Caltrain corridor were included.

Stations: Stations within the segment and their approximate daily ridings®.

Segment Information: Start and end of the segment (in mile post information per PCJPB track chart) and segment length (in miles).

Demand and Growth’

Daily Traffic (Average Annual) vs Roadway Segment Capacity:
Vehicle demand vs the estimated capacity for roadways with at-
grade crossings, roadways with grade separated crossings, and
freeways that cross the corridor

Daily Traffic (Average Annual): Number of vehicles traveling on
roadways that cross the Caltrain corridor within the segment in a
day, averaged over a one-year period®

Roadway Segment Capacity: Planning level number of vehicles
for the roadways that cross the Caltrain corridor within the
segment can convey in a day®

e \When traffic exceeds capacity, users experience increased
wait times, queuing, and congestion on the roadway network.

Population: Estimated number of people and number of people
per square mile based on 2018 census tracts within one mile of
the Caltrain corridor!

Employment: Estimated number of jobs and number of jobs per
square mile based on 2018 census blocks within one mile of the
Caltrain corridor™

Anticipated Annual Growth (2015-2050): Compound annual
growth in population and employment™

Connectivity

Crossings by Mode (Max Distance): Number of crossings along
the segment by mode (vehicle, pedestrian™, bicycle'®, and transit)
measured by distance in miles between crossings'™

Mode Split (All Trips): Percentage of all day weekday trips, by
mode, that start/end within one mile of the Caltrain corridor'

Number of Trains in Peak Hour: Existing and future maximum
number of trains operating on the Caltrain corridor for the segment
during the peak hour'®

Gate Down Time (Average Minutes in Peak Hour): Average
existing and future gate down time estimates for at-grade crossings
along the segment

e Crossings >11 Min. Gate Down Time: At-grade crossings
along the segment with gate down time above 11 minutes"

Seniors, People of Color, and Low Income Population:
Percentage of the segment population who fit this category’

Household Income: Percentage of households within one mile
of the Caltrain corridor by income range’®

Area Median Income (AMI): Percentage of housing units within
one mile of the corridor by AMI thresholds™

Rail Crossing Incidents (2017-2021): Number of incidents between
trains and roadway users (e.g., vehicle, pedestrian, and bicyclist)?°

¢ Incident Severity: Degree of injury that resulted from the
incident. Fatal incident resulted in death(s). Other incident
resulted in injuries or no injuries.

e Select Incident Types: Select types based on incident report
narrative. Car stalled incidents involved a vehicle being stalled,
stuck, trapped, stopped or blocked on crossing. Apparent
suicide incidents involved a user(s) attempting or succeeding
in committing suicide. Other incidents involved drivers
ignoring railroad gates or other reasons.

Street Traffic Incidents (2017-2021): Number of injury collisions
between vehicles and other non-rail modes that occur on local
roads within 250 feet of the railroad crossings along the segment?'

e Collision Severity: Collision’s degree of severity (highest
level of injury in crash). Fatal collision resulted in death(s).
Severe collision resulted in a serious injury. Other collision
resulted with another visible injury or complaint of pain.

e Collision Mode Involved: Type of user involved in the
collision including pedestrian, bicyclist, or vehicle only

Incidents/Crossings: Number of incidents divided by the total
number of crossings along the segment




Footnotes:

1.

MTC EPC Data (Accessed December 2022).

2. Federal Rail Association (FRA) Crossing Inventory Data and Peninsula Corridor Joint Power Boards (PCJPB) Track Chart
(Accessed December 2022).
3. MTC Transit and Bicycle Facilities Layers (Accessed December 2022).
4. Caltrans, California Health and Human Services, National Center for Education Statistics and Open Street Map (Accessed February 2023).
5. FRA Crossing Inventory and PCJPB Track Chart (Accessed March 2023); MTC EPC Data (Accessed December 2022).
6. Caltrain 2019 Annual Passenger Counts (Accessed January 2023).
7 Replica 2019 and 2021 Annual Average Daily Traffic (AADT), Caltrain 2020 Business Plan and Caltrans Functional Classification
(Accessed January 2023).
8. Based on 2019 Replica model data, adjusted based on readily available daily traffic machine counts.
9. Based on the number of travel lanes, roadway classification, and theoretical capacities associated with roadway segment level of service (LOS) E.
10. Longitudinal EmployerHousehold Dynamics (LEHD) Origin-Destination Employment Statistics (LODES) 2018 (Accessed January 2023).
11. MTC Plan Bay Area 2050 Model Forecast Data (Accessed January 2023).
12. Crossings for pedestrian mode include crossings where pedestrian access is provided (e.g., sidewalk in one or both directions) or the crossing is a designated
pedestrian crossing.
13. Crossings for bicycle mode include crossings where Class |, Il or IV are present at the crossing or the the crossing is a designated pedestrian crossing.
14. FRA Crossing Inventory and PCJPB Track Chart (Accessed March 2023); MTC Transit and Bike Facilities Layers (Accessed December 2022).
15. Replica Trips by Origin Data (Accessed March 2023).
16. Caltrain 2020 Business Plan and 2040 Long Range Service Vision (Accessed March 2023).
17 Caltrain 2020 Business Plan (Accessed March 2023).
18. 2019 ACS 5-Year Estimates Table B19001 Block Group (Accessed April 2023).
19. U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS) 2019 ACS 5-Year Average (Accessed April 2023).
20. FRA Safety Data (Highway-Rail Grade Crossing Accident/Incident Report) (Accessed February 2023).
21. Transportation Injury Mapping System (TIMS) (Accessed February 2023).
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Context

For more details about the crossings
along the Caltrain corridor, please
refer to the interactive map on the
Caltrain website here.
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Household Income Area Median Income (AMI)

(Total Household: 456,400)

$50k - $75k
$75k - $100k
Over $100k

% 20 40 60 80 100

Rail Crossing
Incidents
(2017-2021)

58 Total Rail Incidents

Incident Severity:
Fatal: 22
Other: 36

Select Incident Types:
Car Stall: 29
Apparent Suicide: 19
Other: 10

0.3 - Incidents/Crossing

(Total Housing Units: 511,700)

Below 30% AMI
30-50% AMI
50-80% AMI

Over 80% AMI

Street Traffic
Incidents
(2017-2021)

Total Total Grad
290 A(i-grade 367 Sc;;ara'::de

Collision Severity:

Fatal: 5
Severe: 50
Other: 602

Collision Mode Involved:
Pedestrian: 58
Bicyclist: 82
Vehicle Only: 518

3.4 - Incidents/Crossing
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(Label Provided)
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Corridor Crossings

O At-Grade

® At-Grade (Pedestrian)

O Grade Separated

(O Pedestrian Grade Separated
Proposed New Grade Separated

Existing Transportation Network

=== Transit Routes

- (Class I/IV Bicycle Lane
= = Class Il Bicycle Lane
eess Class lll Bicycle Lane

Destinations

Q Airports (0)

Public Places (10)
Healthcare Facilites (15)
Hospitals with ER (2)
Fire Stations (11)
Schools (47)

Places of Worship (12)
Landmarks (25)

Parks (71)

Commercial Areas (68)
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Bayshore Station

San Francisco Station
s ! 15,000 Riders ! ! 1,900 Riders S !300 Riders

4th Street (MP 0.00)

Demand and Growth

5.03 Miles

San Francisco/Brisbane (MP 5.03)

M Daily Traffic (Average Annual)
B Roadway Segment Capacity

=
;5 | é \_Grade Separated: — 103k 200k
I Freeway: Hm— 135k

At-Grade: =2§:I-l(k
I 180k

369,700
W= Employment
9,400 - jobs/square mile

1.2% - Anticipated Annual
Growth (2015-2050)

0¢® ;55300
' , Population

10,600 - people/square mile

1.8% - Anticipated Annual
Growth (2015-2050)

Connectivity

Seniors
I feesteeeee
... People of Color
00000000
", ST EIEE] 73-1%
Low Income
Population XTI 29.4% |

Household Income Area Median Income (AMI)
(Total Household: 81,000) (Total Housing Units: 92,300)

Under $25k
$25k - $35k Below 30% AMI
$35k - $50k 30-50% AMI
$50k - $75k 50-80% AMI
$75k - $100k Over 80% AMI
Over $100k
% 20 40 60 80 100 % 20 40 60 80 100

# of Trains
in Peak Hour

Crossings by Mode
(Max Distance in Miles)

/A

21(1.7) 19 (0.6)
Gate DownTime
(ﬁ) (Avg. Min. in Peak Hour)
5 (2.5) 12 (1.7) 2018 2040

Mode Split (All Trips)
[ T Freight @ Crossings >11 Min.

. 39% - Driver/Passenger Gate Down Time:
7% -Taxi/TNC

24% - Public Transit
21% - Biking/Walking

16th Street
Mission Bay Drive

Rail Crossing Street Traffic
Incidents Incidents
(2017-2021) (2017-2021)
Total Total Grade
5 Total Rail Incidents 15 At-Grade 51 Separated

Incident Severity: Collision Severity:

Select Incident Types:

Car Stall: 2
mApparent Suicide: 3

n Other: 0

0.2 - Incidents/Crossing

Collision Mode Involved:

Pedestrian: 9
Bicyclist: 10
EVehicle Only: 47

3.1 - Incidents/Crossing
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Daily
Traffic

Crossing Details Railroad Safety Street Traffic Incidents

Active Transportation Transit Demographic

SF:8BX
1-280 San Francisco G Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 42,200 No No Yes SF:14X No
Separated SM:713
g;f;fe”" Bay San Francisco | At-Grade At-Grade 2 1 1 2 0 0 8 0 1 7 1 3 4 9,900 Yes No No None No
16th Street San Francisco At-Grade At-Grade 3 1 2 1 2 0 7 0 1 6 0 2 5 12,300 Yes Class Il Yes SF:55 No
Mariposa Street San Francisco Se%:‘;?e q Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 1 5 0 1 5 8,900 Yes No No None No
18th Street San Francisco G Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 2,400 Yes No Yes SF:22 No
Separated
20th Street San Francisco Grade Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,700 Yes No No None No
Separated
22nd Street San Francisco G Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 2,700 Yes No Yes SF:48 No
Separated
. Grade .
23rd Street San Francisco Separated Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 2 2,600 Yes No No None No
Pennsylvania . Grade . )
Avenue San Francisco Separated Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 8,400 Yes No Yes SF:48 No
25th Street San Francisco Ser:'g(tae q Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 0 1 8 2 0 7 2,700 Yes No Yes SF:48 No
Cesar Chavez . Grade .
Street San Francisco Separated Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 1 2 0 1 2 21,400 Yes Class Il No None No
Grade SF:8BX
1-280 San Francisco Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 93,200 No No Yes SF:14X No
Separated ;
SM:713
Evans Avenue San Francisco S:;;)Zi(tae d Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 0 1 8 2 1 6 10,000 Yes Class IV Yes SF:19 No
Jerrold Avenue San Francisco Se%:‘;?e q Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 6,300 Yes No Yes SF:23 No
Oakdale Avenue | San Francisco S:;;)Zi(tae d Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 3 0 0 3 8,800 Yes Class Il No None No
Palou Avenue San Francisco Grade Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 5 2 1 2 8,900 Yes No Yes SF524 No
Separated SF:44
Thornton . Grade .
Avenue San Francisco Separated Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 600 Yes No No None No
Williams Avenue | San Francisco Ser:'g(tae q Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6,100 Yes No No None No
Paul Avenue San Francisco Se?);arg(tee d Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 5,100 Yes Class Il Yes SF:29 Yes
Salinas Avenue San Francisco Ser:'g(tae q Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 300 Yes No No None Yes
Grade CM:BBC
Blanken Avenue | San Francisco Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 1 0 6 0 0 7 6,300 Yes No Yes Shuttle No
Separated SF:56
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)
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o
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(5 in Equity Priority Communities) (0 in Equity Priority Communities) (1 in Equity Priority Communities)

South San Francisco Station

500 Riders

San Francisco/Brisbane (MP 5.03)

Demand and Growth

4.57 Miles Colma Creek (MP 9.60)

M Daily Traffic (Average Annual)
B Roadway Segment Capacity

Ly | G At-Grade: ‘8
ﬁs | % Grade Separated: -65IS|53k
I Freeway: =323ﬂ61 k
202 96,800 g 70,800
' , Population W= Employment

2,300- jobs/square mile

1.8% - Anticipated Annual
Growth (2015-2050)

4,900 - people/square mile

3.4% - Anticipated Annual
Growth (2015-2050)

Connectivity

Seniors
) ssecssssss A
T...T People of Color
(g seisiiiii XA
Low Income
Population S IRRREEL L] 25-3%

Income Ranges  Area Median Income (AMI)

(Total Household: 26,800) (Total Housing Units: 30,900)
Under $25k
$25k - $35k Below 30% AMI
$35k - $50k 30-50% AMI
$50k - $75k 50-80% AMI
$75k - $100k Over 80% AMI
Over $100k
% 20 40 60 80 100 % 20 40 60 80 100

Existing Transportation Network kS
= Transit Routes 0@5\}1\1‘1.,,“..[ Crossings by Mode # of Trains Rail Crossing Street Traffic
== Class IV Bicycle Lane A dsouit San S p (Max Distance in Miles) in Peak Hour Incidents Incidents
= = Class Il Bicycle Lane :;/ (Y Pz s (2017-2021) (2017-2021)
e+2+ Class Il Bicycle Lane PyJ g rancisco S o 2018 Q 2040 Total Total Grade
Destinations /A ? 'I‘ 5 = 12 O Total Rail Incidents At-Grade 5 Separated
% 5
Airports (0 Y, :
g |rpc_> s {00 \ 7% : 8(1.7) 6(2.0) . Incident Severity: Collision Severity:
Public Places (2) 2E : Gate DownTime
aps ®, 9 o :
g Eealt:cTre I_::\hcglge(s();S) P (% (Avg. Min. in Peak Hour) m Fatal: 0 m Fatal: 0
ospitals wi e Other: 0 S 2
Fire Stations (5) 2 (2.8) 6 (1.7) 2018 2040 n er B evere
S Schools (19) O 0 Select Incident Types: n Other: 3
@ Places of Worship (6) - Mode Split (All Trips) Car Stall: 0 Collision Mode Involved:
@ Landmarks (8) Ve Crossings >11 Min.
& Parks (24) 380, g 20% - Freight Gate Down Time: mApparent Suicide: 0 Pedestrian: 0
Commercial Areas (38) W\ 57% - Driver/Passenger . Other: 0 icyclist:
0 05 1 A 1% -Taxi/TNC N/A ﬂ Bicyclist: 0
9 . . 7 1% - Public Transit 0.0 - Incidents/Crossing EVehicle Only: 5
! ] ' 21% - Biking/Walking
0.5 - Incidents/Crossing

San Francisco/Brisbane to Colma Creek
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Crossing Details

Railroad Safety Street Traffic Incidents

Daily
Traffic

Active Transportation

Transit

Demographic

Bayshore
giadt:;l:rian Brisbane ng:assstirrl;n Overcrossing -- Yes No No None No
Overcrossing
. . CM:BCP
Tunnel Avenue Brisbane Grade Separated Overcrossing 6,200 Yes Class Il Yes Shuttle No
SM:398
US Hwy 101 Brisbane Grade Separated Overcrossing 222,700 No No Yes SM:713 No
SM:FCX
Sierra Point
Parkway Off Brisbane Grade Separated Overcrossing 6,600 No No No None No
Ramp
CM:0PB
Shuttle
CM:0PC
Shuttle
CM:OPF
gzztlzz::;nt ?:?;:12232 Grade Separated Overcrossing 21,100 Yes No Yes CS,\;' ﬁth Yes
Shuttle
CM:UGF
Shuttle
Sl: Ferry
Dock
::)Iﬁt‘irPomt ?:?::::iigg Grade Separated Overcrossing 5,300 No No No None Yes
CM:UGB
E Grand Avenue ?:?;:12232 Grade Separated Overcrossing 17,400 Yes No Yes CS,\;' ﬁtgF Yes
Shuttle
South San
Francisco .
ﬁtation _ i?;:::iigg Pg?cfssst{rlwzn Undercrossing - Yes Yes No None Yes
edestrian
Undercrossing
SM:38
SM:398
SM:49
US Hwy 101 ?:OUth .San Grade Separated Overcrossing 226,100 No No Yes SM:713 Yes
rancisco SM-FCX
SI: Ferry
Dock
SM:38
SM:292
. SM:397
glrport South .San Grade Separated Undercrossing 20,000 Yes No Yes CM:UGC Yes
oulevard Francisco Shuttle
CM:UGF
Shuttle
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@ Caltrain Corridor
@ Union Pacific (UP)
Railroad Corridor
@ Caltrain Stations
(Label Provided)
Equity Priority Communities

Corridor Crossings
O At-Grade
® At-Grade (Pedestrian)
O Grade Separated
(O Pedestrian Grade Separated
Proposed New Grade Separated

Existing Transportation Network

=== Transit Routes
- Class I/IV Bicycle Lane

Ilgﬂl'.ﬂ. At-Grade .~ Pedestrian
Crossings ' Crossings
AR ad

=
H Grade
‘l Separated
Crossings - ua
(2 in Equity Priority Communities) (1 in Equity Priority Communities) (0 in Equity Priority Communities)

San Bruno Station

s !800 Riders

Colma Creek (MP 9.60) 2.81 Miles Millbrae (MP 12.41)

Demand and Growth

Seniors
M Daily Traffic (Average Annual) T XXX IItL]70%
B Roadway Segment Capacity T...T People of Color
Lo i At-Grade:'10k "’ ‘i“““‘i
Q ' P =15k Low Income
| Grade Separated:=347|6(k . ¥EEEEEEEEN 50 3%,
ﬁlﬁ Freeway: __1(;]28|?k Population 90000000090

Income Ranges  Area Median Income (AMI)

0.0 (Total Household: 26,400) (Total Housing Units: 28,400)
0, 81,800 gialp 65,200 Undor 25K
- ] naer
' Population W= Employment gggt - gggt =% Below 30% AMI
4,800 - people/square mile 5,400 - jobs/square mile $50k $75k , ggggoﬁ ﬁm:
2.4% - Anticipated Annual 1.1% - Anticipated Annual $75k - $100k Over 80% AMI
Growth (2015-2050) Growth (2015-2050) Over $100k
% 20 40 60 80 100 % 20 40 60 80 100

Connectivity

Street Traffic

Crossings by Mode # of Trains Rail Crossing
Incidents

= = Class Il Bicycle Lane
eeee Class lll Bicycle Lane 2018 Q 2040
Destinations 5 1 2
& Airports (0)

A

°
8 (1.

6 (1.4)

2)

(Max Distance in Miles) in Peak Hour Incidents

(2017-2021)
2 Total Rail Incidents

Incident Severity:

(2017-2021)

17 Total Grade
Separated

Total
At-Grade

Collision Severity:

@ Public Places (2)
Healthcare Facilites (8)
Hospitals with ER (0)
Fire Stations (5)

Q
Q@
& Schools (19)
0
®
Q

Places of Worship (6)
Landmarks (8)

Parks (24) \ e

Commercial Areas (38)

9 0 05 1 2 Miles
L 1 1 1 ]

Colma Creek to Millbrae

Gate Down Time
(Avg. Min. in Peak Hour) m Fatal: 1 m Fatal: 0

Other: 1 Severe: 5
4 (1.6) 4(2.3) 2018 2040 n B
9 1 8 Select Incident Types: n Other: 15
Mode Split (All Trips) Car Stall: 1 Collision Mode Involved:
15% - Freight Crossings >1? Vin. mApparent Suicide: 0 Pedestrian: 6
o . Gate DownTime:
66% - Driver/Passenger n Other: 1 . .
2% -Taxi/TNC N/A > Bicyclist: 2
2% - Public Transit 0.2 - Incidents/Crossing EVehicle Only: 12

15% - Biking/Walking

2.2 - Incidents/Crossing
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Crossing Details

Railroad Safety

Street Traffic Incidents

Daily
Traffic

Active Transportation

Transit

Demographic

Linden Avenue | 2on S8 | AtGrade | AtGrade 0 0 2 0 7,500 Yes No Yes | SM:A41 Yes
Scott Street San Bruno At-Grade At-Grade 1 0 1 1 2,900 Yes No No None No
Grade . SM:38

1-380 San Bruno Separated Overcrossing 0 0 3 1 186,000 No No Yes SM:120 No
Euclid Avenue .
Pedestrian San Bruno Pgdest'nan Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 - Yes Yes No None No
Undercrossing fossing
San Bruno
Statlon . San Bruno Pedest.nan Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 - Yes Yes No None No
Pedestrian Crossing
Undercrossing

SM:49

SM:140
San Bruno San Bruno Grade Undercrossing 0 0 5 2 16,600 Yes No Yes SM:141 Yes
Avenue Separated :

SM:398

SM:ECR
San Mateo Grade .
Avenue San Bruno Separated Undercrossing 0 0 3 2 13,900 Yes No No None Yes

Grade . .
Angus Avenue San Bruno Separated Undercrossing 0 0 1 0 6,700 Yes Class Il Yes SM:141 No
S L Pedestrian
Pedestrian San Bruno Crossi Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 - Yes Yes No None No
. rossing

Undercrossing




.\f@
\%é
&
& O

L)
LEGEND
@ Caltrain Corridor \
@ Union Pacific (UP)

Railroad Corridor
@ Caltrain Stations
(Label Provided)
Equity Priority Communities

Corridor Crossings

O At-Grade

® At-Grade (Pedestrian)

O Grade Separated

(O Pedestrian Grade Separated
Proposed New Grade Separated

Existing Transportation Network

=== Transit Routes

- Class I/IV Bicycle Lane
= = Class Il Bicycle Lane
eess Class lll Bicycle Lane

Destinations

Q Airports (0)

Public Places (2)
Healthcare Facilites (8)
Hospitals with ER (0)
Fire Stations (5)
Schools (19)

Places of Worship (6)
Landmarks (8)

Parks (24)

Commercial Areas (38)

QO0290©6006

2 Miles
(]

9 0 05

(Max Distance in Miles)

=
H 2 Grade
Separated
‘l Crossings

(0 in Equity Priority Communities)

Frll

(0 in Equity Priority Communities)

o
At-Grade N Pedestrian
Crossings ' Crossings
Ad"EE WR
(0 in Equity Priority Communities)

Millbrae Station
3,200 Riders

Millbrae (MP 12.41)

Demand and Growth

M Daily Traffic (Average Annual)
B Roadway Segment Capacity

= | fo—x At-Grade: %1("(
5 | E' Grade Separated: _-4%%(k
ﬁ I ﬁ Freeway: {8

®¢® 55,100 gislp 35.800
' , Population W= Employment
3,700 - jobs/square mile

1.9% - Anticipated Annual
Growth (2015-2050)

4,900 - people/square mile

1.7% - Anticipated Annual
Growth (2015-2050)

Connectivity

# of Trains
in Peak Hour

Crossings by Mode

o 2018 2040

5 ) 12

3(1.5) 5(1.5)
Gate DownTime

(Avg. Min. in Peak Hour)

1(2.6) 1(2.3) 2018 2040

8 15
4% - Freight

@ Crossings >11 Min.
67% - Driver/Passenger Gate Down Time:

0% - Taxi/TNC N/A

A

Mode Split (All Trips)

1.28 Miles

0% - Public Transit
29% - Biking/Walking

Millbrae/Burlingame (MP 13.69)

Seniors
) tesssssses A
... People of Color
| (") N T 63 27
Low Income
Population XXX XXXt 1]145%

Area Median Income (AMI)
(Total Housing Units: 19,000)

Income Ranges
(Total Household: 16,300)

Under $25k
$25k - $35k Below 30% AMI
$35k - $50k 30-50% AMI
$50k - $75k 50-80% AMI
$75k - $100k Over 80% AMI
Over $100k
% 20 40 60 80 100 % 20 40 60 80 100

Street Traffic
Incidents
(2017-2021)

3 Total Grade
Separated

Rail Crossing
Incidents
(2017-2021)

Total
At-Grade

0 Total Rail Incidents

Incident Severity: Collision Severity:

Select Incident Types:

Car Stall: 0
mApparent Suicide: 0

n Other: 0

0.0 - Incidents/Crossing

Collision Mode Involved:

Pedestrian: 1
Bicyclist: 0
EVehicle Only: 2

0.6 - Incidents/Crossing

ca'@ ‘ » Corridor Crossings
STRATEGY




Crossing Details

Railroad Safety

Street Traffic Incidents

Daily
Traffic

Active Transportation

Transit

Demographic

Center Street Millbrae At-Grade At-Grade
Santa Paula Pedestrian
Pedestrian Millbrae Crossin At-Grade 0 0 0 0 - Yes Yes No None No
Crossing 9
Hilcrest Millbrae Grade Undercrossing 0 0 1 0 1,500 Yes No No None No
Boulevard Separated
Millbrae Station .
Pedestrian Millbrae Pg dest'nan Overcrossing 0 0 1 1 - Yes No No None No
Overcrossing fossing
SM:38

. . Grade . SM:397

Millbrae Avenue Millbrae Separated Overcrossing 0 0 1 0 40,100 Yes No Yes SM713 No
SM:SFO




-- Grad .l [ J
H Sra e g At-Grade N Pedestrian
epar_ate IO Crossings Crossings
Crossings .l L'l H

(0 in Equity Priority Communities) (0 in Equity Priority Communities) (0 in Equity Priority Communities)

Broadway Station Burlingame Station
Weekend Riders Only 1,100 Riders

Millbrae/Burlingame (MP 13.69) 2.87 Miles Peninsula Avenue (MP 16.56)

F

Airport Bivd

Demand and Growth

Seniors
M Daily Traffic (Average Anm{al) T sooeseesee
B Roadway Segment Capacity 0e9 People of Color
0000000000 0
| = At-Grade: mmm—78k_ . "’ TIXXEERER] 54.6%
LEGEND % | P Grade Separated:{0 onv.ln::o.m‘a PR o
0 Population TR REELL] 16-47%
@ Caltrain Corridor I Freeway: {8
@ Union Pacific (UP) .
Railrosd\Coritiorn Income Ranges Area Median Income (AMI)
@ Caltrain Stations ... 98.400 44 400 (Total Household: 29,100) (Total Housing Units: 36,500)
(Label Provided) ' , Ponulation ﬁ Ermblovment Under $25k
Equity Priority Communities opulatio = ploy gggi - gggi Below gng, AMI
Corridor Crossings 4,700 - people/square mile 3,100 - jobs/square mile $50k - $75k 50-80% AMI
At-Grad 1.0% - Anticipated Annual 0.5% - Anticipated Annual $75k - $100k Over 80% AMI
O At-Grade Growth (2015-2050) Growth (2015-2050) Over $100k
% 20 40 60 80 100 % 20 40 60 80 100

® At-Grade (Pedestrian)

QO Grade Separated

(O Pedestrian Grade Separated
Proposed New Grade Separated

Existing Transportation Network

=== Transit Routes

- Class I/IV Bicycle Lane
= = Class Il Bicycle Lane
eess Class lll Bicycle Lane

Destinations

Connectivity

Crossings by Mode # of Trains
(Max Distance in Miles) in Peak Hour

2‘0':_;8 Q %]og)

V=N

Rail Crossing

Incidents
(2017-2021)

9 Total Rail Incidents

Street Traffic
Incidents
(2017-2021)

Total
29 At-Grade

o Total Grade
Separated

Airport
@ |rpc_> s (0) 6(15) 7(15) . Incident Severity: Collision Severity:
@ Public Places (2) Gate DownTime
g Healthcare Facilites (8) (% (Avg. Min. in Peak Hour) m Fatal: 3 m Fatal: 0
Hospitals with ER (0)
Other: 6 S 3
Fire Stations (5) 2 (2.6) 4 (1.5) n er B evere
& Schools (19) Select Incident Types: n Other: 26
O Places of Worship (6) Mode Split (All Trips) Car Stall: 7 Collision Mode Involved:
Q Landmarks (8) Crossings >11 Min
@ Parks (24) 3% - Freight 9 ' mApparent Suicide: 1 Pedestrian: 7
Ce:)rmsmercial Areas (38) 74% - Driver/Passenger Gate Down Time: . L .
1% - Taxi/TNC Howard Avenue n Other: 1 Bicyclist: 4
9 Y Us 1, ANEE 1% - PublicTransit North Lane 1.3 - Incidents/Crossing [=] venicte only: 18
I v Ll

Burlingame

21% - Biking/Walking

4.1 - Incidents/Crossing

ca'@ ‘ » Corridor Crossings
STRATEGY



Daily

Crossing Details Railroad Safety Street Traffic Incidents "
Traffic

‘ Active Transportation Transit Demographic

Broadway Bulingame | AtGrade | At-Grade 6 1 5 0 6 0 9 0 0 9 1 1 7 30,500 Yes No Yes | S No

Morrell Avenue Pedestrian

Pedestrian Burlingame . At-Grade 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 - Yes Yes No None No
; Crossing

Crossing

gjzni?"e Burlingame At-Grade At-Grade 1 0 1 0 1 0 3 0 0 3 0 0 3 7,100 Yes No No None No

North Lane Burlingame At-Grade At-Grade 1 1 0 0 0 1 4 0 1 3 2 1 1 6,900 Yes No Yes SM:46 No

Howard Avenue Burlingame At-Grade At-Grade 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 2 4 0 2 4 8,300 Yes Class Il Yes SM:46 No

ﬁzgz‘l‘l":te’ Burlingame At-Grade At-Grade 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 5 4 0 1 5,400 Yes No No None No

:‘e,:'n“j:'a Bulingame | AtGrade | AtGrade 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 19,400 Yes No Yes | SM292 No




LEGEND

@ Caltrain Corridor
@ Union Pacific (UP)
Railroad Corridor
@ Caltrain Stations
(Label Provided)
Equity Priority Communities

Corridor Crossings

O At-Grade

® At-Grade (Pedestrian)

O Grade Separated

(O Pedestrian Grade Separated

Proposed New Grade Separated

Existing Transportation Network

=== Transit Routes

- (Class I/IV Bicycle Lane
= = (Class Il Bicycle Lane
eeee Class lll Bicycle Lane

Destinations

Q Airports (0)

Public Places (2)
Healthcare Facilites (8)
Hospitals with ER (0)
Fire Stations (5)
Schools (19)

Places of Worship (6)
Landmarks (8)

Parks (24)

Commercial Areas (38)

Q029006006

2 Miles

@ 0 0.5

San Mateo

=
H 1 O Grade
Separated
‘l Crossings

(4 in Equity Priority Communities) (3 in Equity Priority Communities)

San Mateo Station

At-Grade N Pedestrian
Crossings ' Crossings
| )

Hayward Station

2,300 Riders 500 Riders

Peninsula Avenue (MP 16.56) 4.46 Miles

Demand and Growth

M Daily Traffic (Average Annual)
B Roadway Segment Capacity

:Q‘) I P At-Grade:
Q | P Grade Separated:

ﬁ I ﬁ Freeway:

m— 53k
I 82 k

e 115k
I 1 76k

I 117k
I 102k

902 157300 56,200
", Population W= Employment
6,300 - people/square mile 3,600 - jobs/square mile
0.7% - Anticipated Annual 0.1% - Anticipated Annual

Growth (2015-2050)

Growth (2015-2050)

Connectivity

Crossings by Mode
(Max Distance in Miles)

18 (1.0) 21 (0.9)

B B

6 (1.9) 5(1.2)

Mode Split (All Trips)

2018

12 21

# of Trains
in Peak Hour

2018 2040
5 = 12

=\

Gate DownTime
(Avg. Min. in Peak Hour)

2040

. Crossings >11 Min.
0, -
8% - Freight @ Gate Down Time:

83% - Driver/Passenger
2% -Taxi/TNC

1st Avenue

1% - Public Transit

2nd Avenue

11% - Biking/Walking

3rd Avenue

4th Avenue

1‘,',1‘

Population

Income Ranges
(Total Household: 50,900)

Under $25k 9%
$25k - $35k 4%
$35k - $50k § 6%
$50k - $75k
$75k - $100k
Over $100k

% 20 40 60 80 1

Incidents
(2017-2021)

2 Total Rail Incidents

Incident Severity:

Select Incident Types:

Car Stall: 0

mApparent Suicide: 0

n Other: 2

0.1 - Incidents/Crossing

Rail Crossing

(1 in Equity Priority Communities)

Hillsdale Station
3,200 Riders

San Mateo/Belmont (MP 21.02)

Seniors

9000000000

l'l.l"ll.

People of Color

0 00000000 0,

TXXXXEREE R 53-2%

I;owlncome
200000000 (1)

‘TXXXEXLEER 16.0%

Area Median Income (AMI)
(Total Housing Units: 58,800)

Below 30% AMI
30-50% AMI
50-80% AMI

Over 80% AMI

00 % 20 40 60 80 100

Street Traffic
Incidents
(2017-2021)

Total
1 0 At-Grade

Collision Severity:

19 Total Grade
Separated

Collision Mode Involved:

Pedestrian: 4
Bicyclist: 5
[=] vehicte only: 20

1.3 - Incidents/Crossing

ca'@ ‘ » Corridor Crossings
STRATEGY



Daily
Traffic

Crossing Details Railroad Safety Street Traffic Incidents

Active Transportation Transit Demographic

Villa Terrace San Mateo At-Grade At-Grade No
Bellevue Avenue San Mateo At-Grade At-Grade 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,800 Yes No No None Yes
Poplar Avenue San Mateo S:;;arg?e d Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 13,500 Yes Class Il No None Yes
Santa Inez San Mateo Grade | ndercrossing | 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 2 1,300 Yes No No None Yes
Avenue Separated
L ENEED San Mateo Grade |\ dercrossing | 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1,300 Yes No No None Yes
Avenue Separated
Tilton Avenue San Mateo Se?):(:tae q Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 3 0 0 3 3,700 Yes No No None Yes
San Mateo
Station . San Mateo Pedest.nan Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 - Yes No No None Yes
Pedestrian Crossing
Undercrossing
SM:59
1st Avenue San Mateo At-Grade At-Grade 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 3,600 Yes Class Il Yes SM:250 Yes
SM:295
2nd Avenue San Mateo At-Grade At-Grade 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 1 1 4,700 Yes No No None No
3rd Avenue San Mateo At-Grade At-Grade 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 3 2 1 0 11,100 Yes No No None No
4th Avenue SanMateo | AtGrade | AtGrade 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 14,200 Yes No Yes | S No
5th Avenue San Mateo At-Grade At-Grade 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5,000 Yes No No None No
9th Avenue San Mateo At-Grade At-Grade 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 10,100 Yes Class Il No None No
Hayward Park
Station _North San Mateo Pedest.nan At-Grade 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 - Yes Yes No None No
Pedestrian Crossing
Crossing
Hayward Park
Station South SanMateo | S9SN a4 Grage 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 - Yes Yes No None No
Pedestrian Crossing
Crossing
SR 92 San Mateo Grade Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 116,600 No No Yes SM:53 No
Separated
Grade .
25th Avenue San Mateo Separated Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 1 0 0 2 13,500 Yes No No None No
28th Avenue San Mateo Ser:'g(tae q Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25,000 Yes No No None No
Hillsdale Station Pedestrian
Pedestrian San Mateo . Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 - Yes Yes No None No
Undercrossing Crezsig
Grade .
31st Avenue San Mateo Separated Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25,000 Yes No No None No
SM: 57
SM:250
SM:251
. SM:256
Hillsdale Grade . :
Boulevard San Mateo Separated Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 B 1 0 4 20,100 Yes No Yes gmggg No
AC:M
CM:CAM
Shuttle
42nd Avenue San Mateo Se?):(:tae q Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 3 0 1 2 11,600 Yes No Yes SM:68 No

cal@




Vg

2
LEGEND Q=

@ Caltrain Corridor
@ Union Pacific (UP)
Railroad Corridor
@ Caltrain Stations
(Label Provided)
Equity Priority Communities

Corridor Crossings

O At-Grade

® At-Grade (Pedestrian)

O Grade Separated

(O Pedestrian Grade Separated

Proposed New Grade Separated

Existing Transportation Network

=== Transit Routes

- Class I/IV Bicycle Lane
= = Class Il Bicycle Lane
eeso Class lll Bicycle Lane

Destinations

Q Airports (0)

Public Places (2)
Healthcare Facilites (8)
Hospitals with ER (0)
Fire Stations (5)
Schools (19)

Places of Worship (6)
Landmarks (8)

Parks (24)

Commercial Areas (38)

QO0290©6006

2 Miles
(]

G}o 05 1
| : :

Belmont and San Carlos

=
H 5 Grade
Separated
‘l Crossings

(0 in Equity Priority Communities) (0 in Equity Priority Communities) (0 in Equity Priority Communities)

Belmont Station
700 Riders

San Mateo/Belmont (MP 21.02) 337 MileS

Demand and Growth

M Daily Traffic (Average Annual)
B Roadway Segment Capacity

= At-Grade: {8
5 | E Grade Separated: Hmm——197k
I Freeway: {8

902 122,300 gillp 68.500
' , Population W= Employment
4,000 - people/square mile 5,200 - jobs/square mile
0.8% - Anticipated Annual 0.4% - Anticipated Annual
Growth (2015-2050) Growth (2015-2050)

Connectivity
Crossings by Mode # of Trains
(Max Distance in Miles) in Peak Hour
o 2018 2040
N
E . 5 (5 12
5(1.0) 9(0.9)
Gate DownTime
(Avg. Min. in Peak Hour)

4(1.9) 2(1.7) 2018 2040

. _ 0 0
Mode Split (All Trips)

. Crossings >11 Min.
7% - Freight .

. Gate Down Time:
75% - Driver/Passenger
2% - Taxi/TNC N/A

40

o
At-Grade N Pedestrian
Crossings ' Crossings
| )

San Carlos Station
1,300 Riders

1% - Public Transit
16% - Biking/Walking

ole

Income Ranges
(Total Household: 37,300)

Under $25k
$25k - $35k
$35k - $50k
$50k - $75k
$75k - $100k
Over $100k

% 20 40 60 80 100

Rail Crossing

Incidents
(2017-2021)

0 Total Rail Incidents

Incident Severity:

Select Incident Types:

Car Stall: 0
mApparent Suicide: 0

n Other: 0

0.0 - Incidents/Crossing

San Carlos/Redwood City (MP 24.39)

Seniors
iessesenss 28
People of Color
T
I;oxv.ln::o.m.e.... 0
IERRREEEL] 13.7%

Area Median Income (AMI)

(Total Housing Units: 46,300)

Below 30% AMI
30-50% AMI
50-80% AMI

Over 80% AMI

% 20 40 60 80 100

Street Traffic
Incidents
(2017-2021)

55 Total Grade
Separated

Collision Severity:

Total
At-Grade

Collision Mode Involved:

Pedestrian: 10
Bicyclist: 5
EVehicle Only: 40

6.1 - Incidents/Crossing

ca'@ ‘ » Corridor Crossings
STRATEGY



Crossing Details

Railroad Safety

Street Traffic Incidents

Daily
Traffic

Active Transportation

Transit

Demographic

Belmont Station Pedestrian
Pedestrian Belmont Crossi Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 6 6 3 2 - Yes Yes No None No
. rossing
Undercrossing
SM:60
Ralston Avenue Belmont Grade Separated Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 13 13 3 9 32,200 Yes No Yes gmgg No
SM:260
e Belmont Grade Separated Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 11,300 Yes No No None No
Boulevard
F Street .
Pedestrian Belmont Pgdestr 'an Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 3 3 0 2 - Yes Yes No None No
. rossing
Undercrossing
SM:260
Holly Street San Carlos Grade Separated Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 10 9 2 7 22,600 Yes No Yes CM:TD No
Shuttle
San Carlos
Station Pedestrian .
Pedestrian San Carlos Crossing Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 2 - Yes Yes No None No
Undercrossing
Arroyo Avenue Pedestrian
Pedestrian San Carlos Crossi Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 - Yes Yes No None No
. rossing
Undercrossing
Brittan Avenue San Carlos Grade Separated Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 9 7 1 8 18,000 Yes No No None No
Howard Avenue San Carlos Grade Separated Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 1 10 1 10 12,500 Yes No No None No




-- Grad .l [ J
H Sra e g At-Grade N Pedestrian
epar_ate Fannnan Crossings Crossings
Crossings .l L'l H

(1 in Equity Priority Communities) (3 in Equity Priority Communities) (0 in Equity Priority Communities)

Redwood Station

s !4,200 Riders

San Carlos/Redwood City (MP 24.39) 1.87 Miles Redwood City/Atherton (MP 26.26)

Demand and Growth

Seniors
M Daily Traffic (Average Annual) 1‘ teseccecce
B Roadway Segment Capacity 0e9 People of Color
0000000000 o
= = At-Grade: may K- "’ X LT L] 56-2%
LEGEND Q | P Grade Separated: -1§zl§k . I;oxv.lngo.mf PR, 5
@ Caltrain Corridor \ A ﬁ I ﬁ Freeway: =4%I§k Population 'Y YXXXXXET] 26.0 Yo
. e b 4 ’
@ Union Pacific (UP) Y _” Q .
Railroad Corridor o’ Income Ranges  Area Median Income (AMI)
) { 0.0 (Total Household: 28,400) (Total Housing Units: 35,900)
@ Caltrain Stations 02 104.400 56.100
(Label Provided) ' , b ’ Under $25k
i i ) Population W= Employment $25k - $35k Below 30% AMI
Equity Priority Communities $35k - $50k 30-50% AMI
Corridor Crossings 3,900 - people/square mile 6,000 - jobs/square mile $50k - $75k 50-80°/: AMI
At-Grad @ 0.7% - Anticipated Annual 0.5% - Anticipated Annual $75k - $100k Over 80% AMI
O At-Grade _ () Growth (2015-2050) Growth (2015-2050) Over $100k
® At-Grade (Pedestrian) *eeenn. % 20 40 60 80 100 % 20 40 60 80 100
O Grade Separated
(O Pedestrian Grade Separated 7
Proposed New Grade Separated CO nn eCtIVIty
Existing Transportation Network
=== Transit Routes Crossings by Mode # of Trains Rail Crossing Street Traffic
— Class I/IV.BlcycIe Lane (Max Distance in Miles) in Peak Hour Incidents Incidents
= = Class Il BICVC'G Lane (2017_2021) (2017_2021)
eeso Class lll Bicycle Lane [ 2018 2040
R l‘s 5 1 2 o 20Tota| 1 Total Grade
Destinations ) = 8 Total Rail Incidents At-Grade Separated
Airport
9 |rpc_> s1Q) 8(1.0) 8(0.8) . Incident Severity: Collision Severity:
@ Public Places (2) Gate DownTime
g Healthcare Facilites (8) E (Avg. Min. in Peak Hour) m Fatal: 7 m Fatal: 0
Hospitals with ER (0)
Other: 1 S 0
Fire Stations (5) 4(1.2) 3(1.7) n er B evere
& Schools (19) 1 3 20 Select Incident Types: n Other: 21
© Places of Worship (6) Mode Split (All Trips) Car Stall: 1 Collision Mode Involved:
(» Landmarks (8) 2% - Freiah Crossings >11 Min. mA arent Suicide: 6 o
Q I(D:arks (24). " > 811/- I;l_g et/Pa . Gate Down Time: PP : Pedestrian: 3
o - Driver ssen r 5 = a
GALUE AL oA 29% -Taxi/TNC J Brewster Avenue n Other: 1 Bicyclist: 4
9 ? 0;5 1= ? Miles 0% - Public Transit Broadwl\jlﬁ?;;i:? Street 0.9 - Incidents/Crossing EVehicle Only: 15
' 15% - Biking/Walkin
’ d g 2.3 - Incidents/Crossing

Redwood City

Whipple Avenue

ca'@ ‘ » Corridor Crossings
STRATEGY



Daily
Traffic

Crossing Details Railroad Safety Street Traffic Incidents

Active Transportation Transit Demographic

Whipple Avenue Redwood City At-Grade At-Grade 0 24,600 Class Il
Brewster Avenue Redwood City At-Grade At-Grade 2 2 0 2 0 0 14 0 0 14 3 4 8 7,100 Yes Class Il No None No
Broadway/Marshall St Redwood City At-Grade At-Grade 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7,100 Yes No No None No
Redwood City Station Pedestrian
South Pedestrian Redwood City Crossi At-Grade 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 - Yes Yes No None No
Crossing fossing
SM:270
Jefferson Avenue Redwood City | Grade Separated | Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18,200 Yes No | ves | ST No
SM:397
Maple Street Redwood City At-Grade At-Grade 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,900 Yes Class | No None Yes
Main Street Redwood City At-Grade At-Grade 3 3 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3,500 Yes No No None Yes
Chestnut Street Redwood City At-Grade At-Grade 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 12,900 Yes No No None Yes
SR 84 Redwood City | Grade Separated Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 48,100 No No Yes SM:79 Yes




=
Grade .l .
H T At-Grad
V 1 Separated 6 Cros;?n;s ﬂ g 1 (P:?g:ssi::‘sn
/ Crossings .l L'l - ua
E RquOOd‘Clty (1 in Equity Priority Communities) (0 in Equity Priority Communities) (0 in Equity Priority Communities)
i, /
- ~ ity
5 A .
3&-’ A Menlo Park Station
o o* b -
G \ 1,600 Riders
>c'.'. %
%, Redwood City/Atherton (MP 26.26) i Menlo Park/Palo Alto (MP 29.57)
¥ ﬁ 5 ilies
0 Demand and Growth
Seniors
- . 0000000000 o
[ | DallyTrafflc (Average Anm{al) T 00000000090
B Roadway Segment Capacity ... People of Color
0000000000 )
e | At-Grade: b0k ‘ , “YYIXIXIIT 52.9 Yo
LEGEND Q l P Grade S d: I17k6ok Low Income
| rade eparate.-28k P lati XYXEXEEEEN 52 6%
) . .10 opulation L AA A A A A A A A
@ Caltrain Corridor Freeway: 10
@ Union Pacific (UP) .
Railroad Corridor Income Ranges  Area Median Income (AMI)
@ \Caltrain/Stations ... 96.600 (Total Household: 38,000) (Total Housing Units: 48,700)
(Label Provided) ' , 141’600_ e ’ | Under $25k
Equity Priority Communities Population Wl Employment gggt - gggi Below 30% AMI
. . . - 30-50% AMI
Corridor Crossings 4,500 - people/square mile 7,600 - jobs/square mile $50k - $75k 50-80% AMI
At-Grad 0.3% - Anticipated Annual 0.1% - Anticipated Annual $75k - $100k Over 80% AMI
O At-Grade Growth (2015-2050) Growth (2015-2050) Over $100k

% 20 40 60 80 100 % 20 40 60 80 100

® At-Grade (Pedestrian)

O Grade Separated

(O Pedestrian Grade Separated
Proposed New Grade Separated

Connectivity

Existing Transportation Network

=== Transit Routes

- Class I/IV Bicycle Lane
= = Class Il Bicycle Lane
eeso Class lll Bicycle Lane

# of Trains
in Peak Hour

2018 2040
5 = 12

Crossings by Mode
(Max Distance in Miles)

Destinations
& Airports (0)

A

@ Public Places (2) Gate DownTime
Q Healthcare Facilites (8) (Avg. Min. in Peak Hour)
@ Hospitals with ER (0)

Fire Stations (5) 2018 2040
& Schools (19) 11 20
@ Places of Worship (6) Mode Split (All Trips)
® Landmarks (8) 0 . Crossings >11 Min.
@ Parks (24) 4% - Freight @ o

73% - Driver/Passenger Gate DownTime:

Commercial Areas (38)

1% -Taxi/TNC Oak Grove Avenue

1% - Public Transit Ravenswood Avenue

@ 0 05 1 2 Miles
L 1 1 1 [

S 21% - Biking/Walking

Atherton/Menlo Park

Rail Crossing

Incidents
(2017-2021)

5 Total Rail Incidents

Incident Severity:

Select Incident Types:

Car Stall: 1
mApparent Suicide: 2

n Other: 2

0.6 - Incidents/Crossing

Street Traffic
Incidents
(2017-2021)

Total
1 1 At-Grade

Collision Severity:

1 Total Grade
Separated

Collision Mode Involved:

Pedestrian: 1
Bicyclist: 5
EVehicle Only: 6

1.5 - Incidents/Crossing

ca'@ ‘ » Corridor Crossings
STRATEGY



Daily
Traffic

Crossing Details Railroad Safety Street Traffic Incidents

Active Transportation Transit Demographic

Fifth Avenue Redwood City Sé:;arg(tae d Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 16,700 Yes Class Il No None Yes
Fair Oaks Lane Atherton At-Grade At-Grade 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4,800 Yes No Yes SM:84 No
Watkins Avenue Atherton At-Grade At-Grade 2 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5,700 Yes No No None No
Encinal Avenue Menlo Park At-Grade At-Grade 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4,100 Yes Class Il Yes SM:84 No
SM:82
Stenwood MenloPark | AtGrade | AtGrade 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6,000 Yes Classll | Yes SM:g3 No
venue SM-84
Oak Grove MenloPark | AtGrade | AtGrade 2 0 2 0 0 2 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 8,800 Yes Classll | Yes | SW286 No
Avenue SM:296
Menlo Park
Station South MenloPark | "odestian | at Grade 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 - Yes Yes No None No
Pedestrian Crossing
Crossing
SM:82
Ravenswood SM:83
Menlo Park At-Grade At-Grade 1 0 1 0 1 0 10 0 0 10 1 4 5 20,400 Yes Class Il Yes SM:84 No
Avenue .
SM:286
SM:296




-- Grad .l [ J

H Sra e g At-Grade N Pedestrian
epar_ate Fannnan Crossings Crossings
Crossings .l L'l H

(0 in Equity Priority Communities) (0 in Equity Priority Communities) (0 in Equity Priority Communities)
California Ave. Station

1,600 Riders

Stanford Station
Football Games Only

Palo Alto Station
7400 Riders

Menlo Park/Palo Alto (MP 29.57)

3.85 Miles

Palo Alto/Mountain View (MP 33.42)

Demand and Growth

M Daily Traffic (Average Annual)
B Roadway Segment Capacity

mm45k
LEGEND LI S m—esk
ﬁlﬁ rade Separate '_61k
@ Caltrain Corridor I Freeway 10
@ Union Pacific (UP)
Railroad Corridor
@ Caltrain Stations ... 131.900 97400
(Label Provided) ' , anee = ’
Equity Priority Communities ' POPUIatlon il Employment
Corridor Crossings 5,400 - people/square mile 7,700 - jobs/square mile
0.5% - Anticipated Annual 0.4% - Anticipated Annual
O At-Grade Growth (2015-2050) Growth (2015-2050)

® At-Grade (Pedestrian)

O Grade Separated

(O Pedestrian Grade Separated
Proposed New Grade Separated

Connectivity

Existing Transportation Network

e== Transit Routes
- Class I/IV Bicycle Lane
= = Class Il Bicycle Lane

# of Trains
in Peak Hour

Crossings by Mode
(Max Distance in Miles)

<+< Class Ill Bicycle Lane E 2018 g 2040
Destinations " 5 y=y 1 2
& Airports (0)
@ Public Places (2) Gate Down Time
Q Healthcare Facilites (8) . E (Avg. Min. in Peak Hour)
@ Hospitals with ER (0)
Fire Stations (5) 5(1.2) 2018 2040
& Schools (19) 7 1 5
@ Places of Worship (6) Mode Split (All Trips)
(» Landmarks (8) 0 . Crossings >11 Min.
@ Parks (24) 8% - Freight @ Gate Down Time:

77% - Driver/Passenger
3% -Taxi/TNC

Commercial Areas (38)

N/A

1% - Public Transit
15% - Biking/Walking

@ 0 05 1 2 Miles
L 1 1 1 ]

Palo Alto

1‘1‘

Population
Income Ranges

Under $25k
$25k - $35k
$35k - $50k
$50k - $75k
$75k - $100k
Over $100k

% 20 40 60 80 100 %

Incidents
(2017-2021)

14 Total Rail Incidents

Incident Severity:

Select Incident Types:

Car Stall: 11

mApparent Suicide: 2

n Other: 1

1.3 - Incidents/Crossing

(Total Household: 42,400)

Rail Crossing

Seniors

feeesseee
People of Color
HTITEETH 4 0%
Low Income
FEEEHETET] 12.0%

Area Median Income (AMI)
(Total Housing Units: 48,100)

Below 30% AMI
30-50% AMI
50-80% AMI

Over 80% AMI

20 40 60 80 100

Street Traffic
Incidents
(2017-2021)

Total Total Grade
34A(;-grade 46 Separated

Collision Severity:

Collision Mode Involved:

Pedestrian: 1
Bicyclist: 13
[=] vehicte only: 66

7.3 - Incidents/Crossing

ca'@ ‘ » Corridor Crossings
STRATEGY



Crossing Details

Railroad Safety

Street Traffic Incidents

Daily
Traffic

Active Transportation

Transit

Demographic

Falo Alto PaoAllo | AtGrade |  AtGrade 0 0 0 0 4 4 0 3 16,000 Yes Classll | No None No
Palo Alto Station Pedestrian
Pedestrian Palo Alto Crossi Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 4 4 0 4 - Yes Yes No None No
. rossing
Undercrossing
SM:280
SM:281
SM:296
SM:397
University Grade SC:21
Avenue Palo Alto Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 9 8 1 8 20,700 Yes Yes Yes SC:35 No
. Separated .
Undercrossing DE:DB
MS:EB
MS:N
MS:0
MS:RP
Homer Avenue .
Pedestrian Palo Alto Pg dest'nan Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 - Yes Yes No None No
. rossing
Undercrossing
Embarcadero Grade . AC:U
Road Palo Alto Separated Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 7 7 0 6 14,500 Yes Class IV Yes MS:AE-F No
Churehl PaoAllo | AtGrade |  AtGrade 6 1 5 1 9 9 0 8 9,300 Yes Classll | No None No
California
Avenue Pedestrian .
Pedestrian Palo Alto Crossing Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 3 3 0 2 -- Yes Yes No None No
Undercrossing
California
Avenue_Statlon Palo Alto Pedest.nan Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 4 4 0 4 - Yes Yes No None No
Pedestrian Crossing
Undercrossing
DE:DB1
LD Palo Alto Grade | ) dercrossing 0 0 0 0 17 17 0 16 36,200 No No em | et No
Expressway Separated SC: Express
104
SC:88
SC:288L
SC:288M
cast fleadow Palo Alto MtGrade | AtGrade 1 0 1 0 10 9 0 7 5,700 Yes Classll | Yes | SC:School No
rive 2881
SC: School
288M
SC:88
CharlestonRoad | PaloAlto | AtGrade |  AtGrade 5 1 5 0 11 1 0 8 14,200 Yes Classll | Yes | oo No
28

Cal@




=
H 5 Grade
Separated
‘l Crossings

Ilgﬂl'.ﬂ. At-Grade .~ Pedestrian
Crossings ' Crossings
AR ad

(0 in Equity Priority Communities) (0 in Equity Priority Communities) (0 in Equity Priority Communities)
San Antonio Station Mountain View Station
1,000 Riders 4,600 Riders
Palo Alto/Mountain View (MP 33.42) 3.96 Miles Bernardo Avenue (MP 37.38)

LEGEND

@ Caltrain Corridor
@ Union Pacific (UP)
Railroad Corridor
@ Caltrain Stations
(Label Provided)
Equity Priority Communities

Corridor Crossings

O At-Grade

® At-Grade (Pedestrian)

QO Grade Separated

(O Pedestrian Grade Separated
Proposed New Grade Separated

Existing Transportation Network

=== Transit Routes

- Class I/IV Bicycle Lane
= = Class Il Bicycle Lane
eees Class lll Bicycle Lane

Destinations

Q Airports (0)

Public Places (2)
Healthcare Facilites (8)
Hospitals with ER (0)
Fire Stations (5)
Schools (19)

Places of Worship (6)
Landmarks (8)

Parks (24)

Commercial Areas (38)

QO0290©6006

‘}o 05 1
| : :

Mountain View

Demand and Growth

M Daily Traffic (Average Annual)
B Roadway Segment Capacity

. 54k

Q | P Grade Separated: _—m118k
I Freeway: Mum— 160k

$e2 151,700 gisg 72.800
' , Population W= Employment
8,000 - people/square mile 5,600 - jobs/square mile
1.5% - Anticipated Annual 1.1% - Anticipated Annual
Growth (2015-2050) Growth (2015-2050)
Connectivity
Crossings by Mode # of Trains
(Max Distance in Miles) in Peak Hour
.~ 2018 g 2040
A 5 §J 12
7 (0.9) 7 (0.9)
Gate Down Time
E (Avg. Min. in Peak Hour)
6 (1.5) 6(1.4) 2018 2040

Mode Split (All Trips)

. Crossings >11 Min.
3% - Freight .

. Gate DownTime:
81% - Driver/Passenger
3% -Taxi/TNC Castro Street

1% - Public Transit
13% - Biking/Walking

ole

Income Ranges

Seniors

20 00000000 0,
"""""
People of Color
0000000000 0
XX T TREEL] 5507
Low Income
2000000000 ()
IERREREEE] 13.7%

Area Median Income (AMI)

(Total Household: 53,200) (Total Housing Units: 60,100)
Under $25k
$25k - $35k Below 30% AMI
$35k - $50k 30-50% AMI
$50k - $75k 50-80% AMI
$75k - $100k Over 80% AMI
Over $100k

% 20 40 60 80 100 % 20 40 60 80 100

Rail Crossing

Incidents
(2017-2021)

3 Total Rail Incidents

Incident Severity:

Select Incident Types:

Car Stall: 1
mApparent Suicide: 2

n Other: 0

0.3 - Incidents/Crossing

Street Traffic
Incidents
(2017-2021)

Total Total Grad
35A(;-grade 30 S?e[:?ara'::de

Collision Severity:

Collision Mode Involved:

Pedestrian: 5
Bicyclist: 8
EVehicle Only: 52

6.5 - Incidents/Crossing

ca'@ ‘ » Corridor Crossings
STRATEGY



Daily
Traffic

Crossing Details Railroad Safety Street Traffic Incidents

Active Transportation Transit Demographic

San Antonio Grade s
Mountain View Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 1 3 0 0 4 30,100 No No Yes SC:32 No
Road Separated SC:35
Mayfield Avenue Pedestrian
Pedestrian Mountain View Crossi Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 0 0 4 - Yes Yes No None No
. rossing
Undercrossing
Rengstorff Mountain View | AtGrade | At-Grade 1 1 0 1 0 0 2 0 1 21 1 3 18 18,600 Yes No Yes | oo No
Avenue SC:40
Shoreline - Grade . SC:34
Boulevard Mountain View Separated Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 0 3 6 0 0 9 20,300 Yes Class Il Yes SCH40 No
SC:21
Castro Street Mountain View At-Grade At-Grade 2 1 1 1 1 0 13 0 0 13 4 4 5 35,000 Yes Class Il Yes SC:51 No
SC:81
Mountain View
Station North 1o\ tain view | DS9SV | Ay Grade 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 - Yes Yes No None No
Pedestrian Crossing
Crossing
Stevens Creek Pedestrian
Trail Pedestrian | Mountain View Crossin Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 2 - Yes Class | No None No
Overcrossing 9
g Grade :
SR 85 Mountain View Separated Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 5 0 0 5 88,200 No No No None No
Grade SC:185
Whisman Road Mountain View Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 0 1 3 10,200 Yes Class Il Yes SC: Express No
Separated 185
SC:185
SC: 200
SR 237 Mountain View | "% | Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 1 0 0 2 71,500 No No Yes | SC:Express No
Separated 185
SC:200
Shuttle




=
H 4 Grade
Separated
‘l Crossings

Ilgﬂl'.ﬂ. At-Grade .~ Pedestrian
Crossings ' Crossings
AR ad

S N Wl
I’ & I’ (0 in Equity Priority Communities) (0 in Equity Priority Communities) (0 in Equity Priority Communities)
2
@y
2 ’ " H Sunnyvale Station Lawrence Station
Of o N M 3,200 Riders 1,000 Riders
AL :
/ et
Jhs L 5 Bernardo Avenue (MP 37.38) 403 Miles Sunnyvale (MP 41.41)
Q \f .I <
4 U
9 S ; Demand and Growth
) v
[} : *
V &C‘alh,;,% @ v . . Seniors
0000000000
oy o M Daily Traffic (Average Anm{al) T ssessssess
y Q. B Roadway Segment Capacity 0e9 People of Color
: ~ ) m23k XYY XXAEEEN 66.1%
LEGEND o] = 90 idiiiicii O
] e e .
d ﬁ I ﬁ Freeway: 10 198k Population e#sess s e HEEA
y: 10

@ Caltrain Corridor

@ Union Pacific (UP) Income Ranges  Area Median Income (AMI)

Railroad Corridor 0.0 (Total Household: 50,500) (Total Housing Units: 62,900)
® Caltrain Stations o 162000 ainlp 94.800 Undor $25k
(Label Provided) ' Population Wl Employment $25k - $35k Below 30% AMI
) =l =4 35k - $50k -50%
EquiN(Erionty Cormiunitics 7,700 - people/square mile 7,100 - jobs/square mile 250k . 275k ggggoz, ﬁm:
Corridor Crossings 0.7% - Anticipated Annual 1.4% - Anticipated Annual $75k - $100k Over 80% AMI
O At-Grade Growth (2015-2050) Growth (2015-2050) Over $100k
% 20 40 60 80 100 % 20 40 60 80 100

® At-Grade (Pedestrian)
O Grade Separated

O Pedestrian Grade Separated CO n n ectiVity

Proposed New Grade Separated

Existing Transportation Network

e== Transit Routes Crossings by Mode # of Trains Rail Crossing Street Traffic

— Class I/IV Bicycle Lane (Max Distance in Miles) in Peak Hour Incidents Incidents

= = (Class Il Bicycle Lane (2017-2021) (2017-2021)

+ees Class Ill Bicycle Lane : 2018 g 2040 o Total 17 Total Grade

Recrmations ) 5 s 12 3 Total Rail Incidents At-Grade Separated
6(1.1) 10 (1.1)

Q Airports (0) Incident Severity: Collision Severity:

@ Public Places (2) Gate DownTime EY Facai 2 EY Facat 0
© Healthcare Facilites (8) (% (Avg. Min. in Peak Hour) arak aratk

Hospitals with ER (0 Other: 1 Severe: 2
s FirepStations (5) \{ 9(1.1) 5(1.4) 2018 2040 n B
e Schools (19) 9 17 Select Incident Types: n Other: 24
@ Places of Worship (6) Mode Split (All Trips) Car Stall: 1 Collision Mode Involved:
(® Landmarks (8) 3% - Freight Crossings >1‘_I Min. mApparent Suicide: 2 Pedestrian. 0
& Parks (24) o . Gate Down Time:

Commercial Areas (38) 79% - Driver/Passenger N/A n Other: 0 Bicyclist: 6

1% -Taxi/TNC

1% - Public Transit 0.3 - Incidents/Crossing EVehicle Only: 20
16% - Biking/Walking

9 0 05 1 2 Miles
L 1 1 1 [

2.9 - Incidents/Crossing

ca'@ ‘ » Corridor Crossings
STRATEGY




Crossing Details

Railroad Safety

Street Traffic Incidents

Daily
Traffic

Active Transportation

Transit

Demographic

Mary Avenue Sunnyvale At-Grade 15,700 None
SC:21
SC:32
. Grade . SC:54
Mathilda Avenue Sunnyvale Separated Overcrossing 0 0 7 0 21,500 Yes Class Il Yes SC523 No
SC: Rapid
523
Sunnyvale
pLe _North Sunnyvale Pedest.nan At-Grade 0 1 1 0 - Yes Yes No None No
Pedestrian Crossing
Crossing
Sunnyvale
Station _South Sunnyvale Pedest.nan At-Grade 0 0 0 0 - Yes Yes No None No
Pedestrian Crossing
Crossing
e Sunnyvale | AtGrade | AtGrade 1 0 4 0 7,800 Yes No Yes SC:55 No
venue
SC:20
SC:26
Fair Oaks SC:55
Avenue with Grade . SC:56
Pedestrian Sunnyvale Separated Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 16,100 Yes Class Il Yes SC:304 No
Overcrossing SC:822
SC:ACE
Gray
Grade SC:822
Wolfe Road Sunnyvale Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 21,500 Yes Class Il Yes SC:ACE No
Separated Gray
Lawrence
Station . Sunnyvale Pedest.nan Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 - Yes Yes No None No
Pedestrian Crossing
Undercrossing
Lawrence Sunnyvale Grade | overcrossing 0 0 5 0 35,200 Yes Classll | Yes | scia2s No
Expressway Separated
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LEGEND

@ Caltrain Corridor
@ Union Pacific (UP)
Railroad Corridor
@ Caltrain Stations
(Label Provided)
Equity Priority Communities

Corridor Crossings
O At-Grade
® At-Grade (Pedestrian)
O Grade Separated
O Pedestrian Grade Separated
Proposed New Grade Separated

Existing Transportation Network

=== Transit Routes

- Class I/IV Bicycle Lane
= = Class Il Bicycle Lane
eeso Class lll Bicycle Lane

Destinations

Q Airports (0)
Public Places (2)
Healthcare Facilites (8)
Hospitals with ER (0)
Fire Stations (5)
Schools (19)
Places of Worship (6)
Landmarks (8)
Parks (24)
Commercial Areas (38)

Q029006006

2 Miles

@ 0 05 1
| : : :

Santa Clara

,\.

= ) “k’ X
QS r-‘ Santa Clara_.

%
%%4
Y

=
H 5 Grade
Separated
‘l Crossings

(5 in Equity Priority Communities)

At-Grade
Crossings

(0 in Equity Priority Communities)

A

Santa Clara Station
1,100 Riders

Sunnyvale (MP 41.41)

Demand and Growth

M Daily Traffic (Average Annual)
B Roadway Segment Capacity

==

==

092 119,200
", Population
5,300 - people/square mile

1.3% - Anticipated Annual
Growth (2015-2050)

10
At-Grade: | 10

Grade Separated: —-106k 216k

Freeway 10

77,200
W= Employment
7,100 - jobs/square mile

0.9% - Anticipated Annual
Growth (2015-2050)

Connectivity

# of Trains
in Peak Hour

Crossings by Mode
(Max Distance in Miles)

=4
I

2040

5 )12

Gate DownTime
(Avg. Min. in Peak Hour)

Mode Split (All Trips)

2018 2040

0 0

Crossings >11 Min.
Gate DownTime:

N/A

6% - Freight
79% - Driver/Passenger
2% -Taxi/TNC

0% - Public Transit
13% - Biking/Walking

3.13 Miles

1‘1‘

Population

Income Ranges
(Total Household: 25,600)

Under $25k
$25k - $35k
$35k - $50k
$50k - $75k
$75k - $100k
Over $100k
% 20 40 60 80 100

Rail Crossing

Incidents
(2017-2021)

0 Total Rail Incidents

Incident Severity:

Select Incident Types:

Car Stall: 0

mApparent Suicide: 0

n Other: 0

0.0 -

Incidents/Crossing

Pedestrian
Crossings

N Wl
(3 in Equity Priority Communities)

San Jose (MP 44.54)

Seniors

000000000 470
(A AARAARAAA]Q ™/ /0
People of Color
09000000000 0
"""""
Low Income
000000000 o0
IERERELEL] 18-9%

Area Median Income (AMI)
(Total Housing Units: 42,500)

Below 30% AMI
30-50% AMI
50-80% AMI

Over 80% AMI

% 20 40 60 80 100

Street Traffic
Incidents
(2017-2021)

3 Total Grade
Separated

Total
At-Grade

Collision Severity:

Collision Mode Involved:

Pedestrian: 0
Bicyclist: 0

EVehicle Only: 3

0.4 - Incidents/Crossing

ca'@ ‘ » Corridor Crossings
STRATEGY




Daily
Traffic

Crossing Details Railroad Safety Street Traffic Incidents

Active Transportation Transit Demographic

Grade . SC:57

Bowers Avenue Santa Clara Separated Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 15,200 Yes Class Il Yes SC58 Yes
San Tomas
Aql_uno Creek Santa Clara Pedest.rlan Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 - Yes Class | No None Yes
Trail Crossing
Undercrossing
LMD Santa Clara (CIEED Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 39,400 No No Yes SC:330 Yes
Expressway Separated
Scott Boulevard | Santa Clara Grade | oyercrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 2 18,400 Yes Classll | Yes SC:59 Yes

Separated SC:60
Lafayette Street Pedestrian
Pedestrian Santa Clara Crossin Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 - Yes Yes No None Yes
Overcrossing 9
Lafayette Street Santa Clara Se?):(:tae d Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 9,600 No No No None Yes
De La Cruz Grade . SC:10
Boulevard Santa Clara Separated Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 23,100 Yes No Yes SC:60 Yes
Santa Clara
Station Pedestrian .
Pedestrian Santa Clara Crossing Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 - Yes Yes No None Yes
Undercrossing




9
S =z
oot %
College Park

Context

e 2

)
H 1 7 Grade
Separated
‘l Crossings

(6 in Equity Priority Communities) (0 in Equity Priority Communities)

College Park Station

At-Grade N Pedestrian
Crossings ' Crossings
A4

San Jose Diridon Station

100 Riders 4,800 Riders

San Jose (MP 44.54) 5.4 Miles

Demand and Growth

(1 in Equity Priority Communities)

Tamien Station
1,400 Riders

Caltrain (MP 50.94)/UP Line (MP 51.64)

o = o S
et {J' ;
~ Uk . . Seniors
r-'ﬁ e\ M Daily Traffic (Average Annual) R
0 ® o X B Roadway Segment Capacity 0e9 People of Color
—) A W .18k ‘, XX SN EEEN 66.6%
LEGEND ETRE : S i (LN
= N = () ‘ -~ (= Q | P Grade Separated: __188k317k ) Low Income
i i N\ Q > ' ﬁ ﬁ — 51k Population TIRRRRREE] 29-3%
@ Caltrain Corridor g .*.‘ 6 @ o \ I Freeway: — Gl
@ Union Pacific (UP) ) San Carkos St () N S .
Railroad Corridot Income Ranges  Area Median Income (AMI)
@ Caltrain Stations Q % ... 206.200 117700 (Total Household: 63,800) (Total Housing Units: 75,100)
(Label Provided) = ' , ! . ﬁ ! Under $25k
RS — Population W=l Employment $25k - $35k Below 30% AMI
Equity Priority Communities $35k - $50k 20205 AMI
Corridor Crossings 7,400 - people/square mile 6,500 - jobs/square mile $50k - $75k 50-80% AMI
At-Grad 1.4% - Anticipated Annual 1.3% - Anticipated Annual $75k - $100k Over 80% AMI
O At-Grade Growth (2015-2050) Growth (2015-2050) Over §100k
% 20 40 60 80 100 % 20 40 60 80 100

® At-Grade (Pedestrian)

O Grade Separated

(O Pedestrian Grade Separated
Proposed New Grade Separated

Existing Transportation Network

Connectivity

=== Transit Routes Crossings by Mode # of Trains Rai_l Crossing Strget Traffic
— Class I/lV Bicycle Lane (Max Distance in Miles) in Peak Hour Incidents Incidents
- glass Il Bicycle Lane (2017-2021) (2017-2021)
eee+ Class lll Bicycle La [
ss icycle Lane 4 2018 g 2040 . ' Total 4 Total Grade
Destinations J 6 y =1 12 0 Total Rail Incidents At-Grade Separated
€ Airports (0) 19 (2.2) 17 (2.2) . . . .
@ Public Places (2) o Gate Down Time Incident Severity: Collision Severity:
Q Healthcare Facilites (8) apis (% (Avg. Min. in Peak Hour) m Fatal: 0 m Fatal: 0
@ Hospitals with ER (0)
h
Fire Stations (5) 8(22)  9(22) 2018 2040 e otrer.0 PN severe:0
& Schools (19) 11 31 Select Incident Types: n Other: 5
g ELaﬂc;; ::::(();)Shlp (6) Mode Split (All Trips) Car Stall: 0 Collision Mode Involved:
7% - Ereiah Crossings >11 Min. Apparent Suicide: 0 .
O Parks (24) o - Freight Gate DownTime: Pp : * Pedestrian: 1
Commercial Areas (38) 78% - Driver/Passenger . s
. 1% - Taxi/TNC N/A e other 0 Bicyclist: 1
@ 8 03 ] . e 2% - Public Transit 0.0 - Incidents/Crossing [=] vehicte only: 3
! ' ' . d 10% - Biking/Walking

0.2 - Incidents/Crossing

San Jose to Caltrain/Union Pacific (UP) Line

ca'@ ‘ » Corridor Crossings
STRATEGY




Active

Crossing Details Railroad Safety Street Traffic Incidents Transportation Transit Demographic
Current .| Incident | Incident Inmdeflt Incident | Incident Collision | Collision | Collision | Collision | Collision CoII|S|on. Adjus.ted Pedestrian | Bicycle . Equity Priority
. . . . Total Rail Y o Type: ) ) Total o o o ) . | Involved: Replica e o Transit . .
Crossing Label City Crossing Type Crossing ] Severity: | Severity: Type: Type: . Severity: | Severity: | Severity: | Involved: | Involved: . Facilities | Facilities . Transit Route(s) Community
o Incidents Apparent Collisions . . Vehicle Model Line
Position Fatal Other . Car Stall | Other Fatal Severe Other Pedestrian | Bicyclist Present Present (EPC)?
Suicide Only AADT (2019)
Grade .
1-880 San Jose Separated Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 170,500 No No No None Yes
Hedding Street | San Jose Se(;;"‘r:fe ; Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 13,500 Yes Class Il No None No
Grade ' SC:61
W Taylor Street | San Jose Separated Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 22,000 Yes No Yes SC:62 No
Julian Street San Jose Grade Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10,600 Yes No No None No
Separated
SC:22
Santa Clara Grade B
San Jose Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 17,800 Yes Class Il Yes SC:64B No
Street Separated SC: 522
SC: Rapid 522
Diridon Station Pedestrian
Pedestrian San Jose . Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 - Yes Yes No None No
. Crossing
Undercrossing
Park Avenue San Jose Se:(?)?rg?e d Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10,200 Yes Class IV No None No
SC:23
San Carlos Grade SC:65
San Jose Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11,700 Yes No Yes SC:81 No
Street Separated SC323
SC:523, Rapid 523
ﬁs‘jm's San Jose At-Grade At-Grade 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 6,800 Yes No No None No
SC:103
Grade . SC:182
1-280 San Jose Separated Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 220,900 No No Yes SC: Express 103, No
182
Virginia Street San Jose At-Grade At-Grade 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,100 Yes No No None No
. Grade . SC:64
Bird Avenue San Jose Separated Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 21,800 Yes Class IV Yes SC:64A No
Delmas Avenue | SanJose Gz Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 900 Yes No No None No
Separated
Prevost Street San Jose Grade Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 800 Yes No No None No
Separated
SC:168
SC:182
SC:901
SC: Express 168,
SR87 San Jose Grade Undercrossin 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 60,000 No No Yes 182 No
Separated g ' SC: Blue
SC: Blue Line
SC: Blue Line S
& SC: Blue Line-
South Part
Willow Street San Jose Sce(;gi‘tee d Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9,100 Yes Class Il Yes SC:25 Yes
Pedestrian Pedestrian .
Undercrossing San Jose Crossing Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 - Yes Yes No None Yes
Grade SC:82
Alma Avenue San Jose Separated Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 14,300 Yes No Yes SC:256 Yes
p SC: School 256
Almaden Road San Jose S;nge d Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7,800 Yes No No None Yes
Almaden San Jose Grade Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10,700 No No No None Yes
Expressway Separated
Curtner Avenue | San Jose Gz Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 37,000 Yes Classll | Yes SC:26 Yes

Separated




@ Union Pacific (UP)
Railroad Corridor
@ Caltrain Stations

Grade

33,600

Income Ranges

(Total Household: 45,300)

Area Median Income (AMI)

(Total Housing Units: 52,600)

\ H At-Grad Pedestri
N2 ‘l 2 Separated Cros;?n;s "‘ g 2 C?o:ssi:;‘sn
\ Crossings UL
~ \ 43,, (0 in Equity Priority Communities) (0 in Equity Priority Communities) (0 in Equity Priority Communities)
.\
“ Capitol Station Blossom Hill Station
100 Riders 200 Riders
Q 8 W Caltrain (MP 50.94)/UP Line (MP 51.64) 4.1 6 M iles Ford Road (UP MP 55.80)
e %
2% Hillsdale Ave
3 o 0 A Demand and Growth
= We
. . Seniors
W Daily Traffic (Average Annual) ssessesens
o B Roadway Segment Capacity People of Color
mm35k ‘, SEXYSXEEEN 779%
LEGEND Brankam Ln = | = At-Grade: pumm0k ' seseveon e L
; % | é \_Grade Separated: =7ggk ) I;o¥v.ln::o.m:3 e oo B
@ Caltrain Corridor SR e o ﬁlﬁ Freeway:}g Population LA AA A A A AN A 24.2%

®9® 165300
", Population

(Label Provided) Under $25k
Equity Priority Communities Chnousts A5 Wil Employment gggi - gggi Below 30% AMI
somiloribe R =) o \\ s"vercmk Leek Valley Rd 6,400 - people/square mile 2,300 - jobs/square mile $50k $75k ggggoﬁ’ ﬁm:
(] ‘0
At-Grad ' (3 J . /N 0.1% - Anticipated Annual 0.9% - Anticipated Annual $75k - $100k Over 80% AMI
O At-Grade _ = Bl Hill Growth (2015-2050) Growth (2015-2050) Over $100k
® At-Grade (Pedestrian) T ossom Hi \/‘A % 20 40 60 80 100 % 20 40 60 80 100
O Grade Separated 0 ~ =0 N 5, o
(O Pedestrian Grade Separated (=] ! Q. ==
Proposed New Grade Separated o ‘\ ‘ % 0 CO n n eCtIVIty
N\
Existing Transportation Network S
o
=== Transit Routes :\7“%3. o 9 Crossings by Mode # of Trains Rail Crossing Street Traffic
= Class l/lV Bicycle Lane S~ (Max Distance in Miles) in Peak Hour Incidents Incidents
- g'ass Vigiveg S 9 O (2017-2021) (2017-2021)
eeee Class lll Bicycle La | -
7 U ER. e Q 2 . . 49Tota| 86 Total Grade
Destinations Q 4 = 9 B Total Rail Incidents At-Grade Separated
Airports (0
9 |rpc_> s (0) 5(22) 6 (2 2) . Incident Severity: Collision Severity:
@ Public Places (2) Gate DownTime
g Healthcare Facilite(s §8) (% (Avg. Min. in Peak Hour) m Fatal: 1 m Fatal: 0
Hospitals with ER (0
Other: 4 Severe: 10
Fire Stations (5) . 3(2.2) 2018 2040 n ' B v
G Schools (19) 11 20 Select Incident Types: n Other: 125
g Elac(;es ofI:N<()E;)sh|p (6] Mode Split (All Trips) Car Stall: 2 Collision Mode Involved:
o parks (24) 3% - Freight crossings =11 Min. B2 Apparent suicide: 1 Pedestrian: 8
Car S s (38) 8% - D g /P Gate Down Time: :
ommercial Areas o - Driver/Passenger n . L
i 1% - Taxi/TNC N/A i Bicyclist: 16
@ ? 0;5 ? n ? L 1% - Public Transit 0.7 - Incidents/Crossing EVehicle Only: 111
' / \ ' Y 16% - Biking/Walking ) )
19.3 - Incidents/Crossing

Caltrain/Union Pacific (UP) Line to Ford Road

ca'@ ‘ » Corridor Crossings
STRATEGY



Crossing Details

Railroad Safety

Street Traffic Incidents

Daily
Traffic

‘ Active Transportation

Transit

Demographic

SC:70

SC:71
Capitol Grade . SC:73
Expressway San Jose Separated Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 25 23 2 20 39,300 Yes Class Il Yes SC122 No

SC: Express
122

SC:66
Skyway Drive San Jose At-Grade At-Grade 0 0 0 0 12 12 0 12 8,900 Yes No Yes SC:73 No

SC:304
Branham Lane San Jose At-Grade At-Grade 1 1 0 1 21 19 2 17 17,000 Yes Class Il No None No
Chynowerth Sandose | AtGrade | AtGrade 3 0 2 1 16 15 2 13 8,700 Yes Classl | No None No
Erosseniil San Jose Grade | (3 orcrossing 0 0 0 0 29 2 1 2 33500 No No Yes SC:68 No
Road Separated
Xanders :
Pedestrian San Jose Pg dest.nan Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 20 18 1 15 - Yes Yes No None No
Overcrossing rossing
Great Oaks
Parkway Pedestrian .
Pedestrian San Jose Crossing Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 12 12 0 1 - Yes Yes No None No
Overcrossing




Silver Creek Valiéy Rd

mm . l o

H Grade At-Grade N Pedestrian

‘l (S:epar_ated i Crossings "‘ Crossings

,5% rossings . l A
(= @”4% ) (0 in Equity Priority Communities) (0 in Equity Priority Communities) (0 in Equity Priority Communities)
- o . > N -
: % No Station
9. +

Ford Road (UP MP 55.8) 3.06 Miles Metcalf Road (UP MP 58.86)

Demand and Growth

Seniors
M Daily Traffic (Average Annual) T sssssssese
B Roadway Segment Capacity 0e9 People of Color
0 ‘, XXX XSAXEKN 67.4°
= | = At-Grade: | [ ] seeesddvee o
LEGEND Q | P Grade Separated: l-20k Low Income
42k P I_t- .0.0.0.00.
i i F . mm79k opuilation ll'lll'lll-
@ Caltrain Corridor re WA e 136k
@ Union Pacific (UP) (At RS )
Railroad Corridor > Income Ranges  Area Median Income (AMI)
) . o 0.0 (Total Household: 20,400) (Total Housing Units: 24,800)
@ Caltrain Stations o2 77100 ﬁ 26.600
(Label Provided) ' , ’ ) . ’ Under $25k
i - Population W=l Employment $25k - $35k Below 30% AMI
quity Priority Communities $35k - $50k 30-50% AMI
, g 100 - people/square mile 1,300 - jobs/square mile $50k - $75k 50:80"/0 AMI
Corridor Crossings - & - people - obs (350K $75k %
At-Grade 0.6% - Anticipated Annual 1.2% - Anticipated Annual Over $100K Over 80% AMI
O ] () N\ Growth (2015-2050) Growth (2015-2050) ver
@ At-Grade (Pedestrian) % 20 40 60 80 100 % 20 40 60 80 100
O Grade Separated
(O Pedestrian Grade Separated - o AF
Proposed New Grade Separated ‘9"%% CO n n eCtIVIty
Existing Transportation Network %
=== Transit Routes Crossings by Mode # of Trains Rail Crossing Street Traffic
= Class I/lV Bicycle Lane (Max Distance in Miles) in Peak Hour Incidents Incidents
= = Class Il Blf:ycle Lane (2017-2021) (2017-2021)
ee++ Class lll Bicycle Lane [ 2018 Q 2040 Total Total Grade
Destinations 'I‘ 4 =+ 7 Q Total Rail Incidents At-Grade 16 Separated
9 A|rpc_>rts (0 2(3.3) 1(3.3) . Incident Severity: Collision Severity:
@ Public Places (2) Gate Down T|me
@ Healthcare Facilites (8) (% (Avg. Min. in Peak Hour) m Fatal: 0 m Fatal: 0
@ Hospitals with ER (0)
Other: 0 Severe: 1
Fire Stations (5) 0 (0.0) 2(9.9) 2018 2040 n B
& Schools (19) o 0 Select Incident Types: n Other: 15
@ Places of Worship (6) Mode Split (All Trips) Car Stall: 0 Collision Mode Involved:
G Landmarks (8) . Crossings >11 Min. S .
& Parks (24) 3% - Freight Gate Down Time: Apparent Suicide: 0 Pedestrian: 0
Commercial Areas (38) 79% - Driver/Passenger Other: 0 Bicvelist: 0
0 05 1 o 1% -Taxi/TNC N/A i eveEs
@ | . 1 . ) IS 0% - Public Transit 0.0 - Incidents/Crossing EVehicle Only: 16
' ' ' ' ; 17% - Biking/Walking ) )
8.0 - Incidents/Crossing

Ford Road to Metcalf Road cal ‘ W) et



Crossing Details

Railroad Safety

Street Traffic Incidents

Daily
Traffic

‘ Active Transportation

Transit

Demographic

SC:168
SC:185
West Valley .
Freeway On- San Jose s Gradf d Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 78,800 No No Yes e Egg ress No
Ramp eparate
SC: Express
185
Bernal Road San Jose Crade Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 16 15 16 20,300 Yes No Yes SC:42 No
Separated




H face T At-Grade N Pedestrian
‘l (S:epar_ated Crossings /) Crossings

(%) rossings .l Ve

(0 in Equity Priority Communities) (0 in Equity Priority Communities) (0 in Equity Priority Communities)

? j No Station
J \ +

o Metcalf Road (UP MP 58.86) 6.35 Miles San Jose/Morgan Hill (UP MP 65.21)
Demand and Growth
— Seniors
® ¥ Daily Traffic (Average Annual) 1‘ sesesesess
o & B Roadway Segment Capacity T...T People of Color

.m3k I, 0000080060060 571%

= = At-Grade: B3K__ »0 [ ] seessve e KL

LEGEND Q I P Grade Separated: = 10k Low Income

@ p 32 k Population EESEEEEEEN 12.29%

@ Caltrain Corridor I Freeway:{g (Y 9000000000 -

@ Union Pacific (UP)

Railroad Corridor Income Ranges Area Median Income (AMI)

@ Caltrain Stations ... 38.300 5 000 (Total Household: 8,400) (Total Housing Units: 12,000)
(Label Provided) ' , ’ ) ﬁ. ’ Under $25k
AN - Population W=l Employment $25k - $35k Below 30% AMI
quity Priority Communities 935K - 850k 0205 AMI
Corridor Crossings 100 - people/square mile 100 - jobs/square mile $50k - $75k 50-80% AMI
At-Grad -0.2% - Anticipated Annual 1.2% - Anticipated Annual $75k - $100k Over 80% AMI
O At-Grade Growth (2015-2050) Growth (2015-2050) Over $100k

® At-Grade (Pedestrian) % 20 40 60 80 100 % 20 40 60 80 100

O Grade Separated
(O Pedestrian Grade Separated
Proposed New Grade Separated

Connectivity

Existing Transportation Network

Transit RO”FGS Crossings by Mode # of Trains Rai_l Crossing Strget Traffic
= Class I/lV Bicycle Lane (Max Distance in Miles) in Peak Hour Incidents Incidents
~ g'lass 'I'”BB'_CVC'Ie '-f“e (2017-2021) (2017-2021)
(XX X ] a a .
< S 2 g 20 . . 1 6Tota| 1 3 Total Grade
Destinations & /) 4 = 7 0 Total Rail Incidents At-Grade Separated
Ai rt e
% PLFEICI)C ;I(a(z:)es 2) 3(33) 8(33) Gate Down Time Incident Severity: Collision Severity:
Q Healthcare Facilites (8) (% (Avg. Min. in Peak Hour) m Fatal: 0 m Fatal: 3
@ Hospitals with ER (0)
Other: 0 S 14
Fire Stations (5) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 2018 2040 n er B evere
& Schools (19) 11 20 Select Incident Types: n Other: 22
O Places of Worship {6) . Mode Split (All Trips) Car Stall: 0 Collision Mode Involved:
G Landmarks (8) ¢ . Crossings >11 Min. S .
@ Parks (24) © 4% - Freight Gate Down Time: Apparent Suicide: 0 Pedestrian: 1
Commercial Areas (38) 57% - Dr.lver/Passenger /A n Other: 0 Bicyclist: 0
0 05 1 2 Mi O 2% - Taxi/TNC
@ . , . . e 0% - Public Transit 0.0 - Incidents/Crossing [=] vehicte only: 28
' ' ' ' ' 37% - Biking/Walking

9.7 - Incidents/Crossing

Metcal Road to San Jose/Morgan Hill ca ‘ W) et




Crossing Details Railroad Safety

Street Traffic Incidents ‘ TDr:;:’)i,c ‘ Active Transportation Transit Demographic

Bailey Avenue Coyote Sé:;arg(tae d Overcrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 13 1 0 12 0 0 13 9,800 Yes No No None No
Palm Avenue San Jose At-Grade At-Grade 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 1 4 1 0 7 1,600 Yes No No None No
Live Oak Avenue San Jose At-Grade At-Grade 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 1 1 6 0 0 8 1,600 Yes No No None No




mm Grad .l [ ]

H sra e g Fananand At-Grade N Pedestrian
epar_ate Crossings Crossings
Crossings .l L'l E W

(0 in Equity Priority Communities) (0 in Equity Priority Communities) (0 in Equity Priority Communities)

Morgan Hill Station
300 Riders

San Jose/Morgan Hill (UP MP 65.21) 4.89 Miles

Demand and Growth

East Middle Avenue (UP MP 70.1)

- . Seniors
M Daily Traffic (Average Anmfal) T R Y 5.2%
B Roadway Segment Capacity 0e9 People of Color
=, At Grade: E——Sd o | (") T TR o2.4%
LEGEND Q I P Grade Separated: B 23k Low Income
ﬁ ﬁ — 52k Population XA EEEES 17.4%
@ Caltrain Corridor I Freeway:{g LA AL AL LA L

@ Union Pacific (UP)
Railroad Corridor
@ Caltrain Stations

(Label Provided) . . Under $25k
Equity Priority Communities Population Waill Employment gggi : gggi Below 30% AMI
Corridor Crossings 100 - people/square mile 700 - jobs/square mile $50k - $75k 50-80% AMI
At-Grad 0.3% - Anticipated Annual 0.7% - Anticipated Annual $75k - $100k Over 80% AMI

O At-Grade Growth (2015-2050) Growth (2015-2050) Over $100k

® At-Grade (Pedestrian)
O Grade Separated
(O Pedestrian Grade Separated

Proposed New Grade Separated

Existing Transportation Network

e== Transit Routes
- Class I/IV Bicycle Lane
= = Class Il Bicycle Lane

®9® 50,900 18,000
] i

Connectivity

Crossings by Mode # of Trains
(Max Distance in Miles) in Peak Hour

Income Ranges
(Total Household: 17,100)

% 20 40 60 80 100

Rail Crossing

Incidents
(2017-2021)

Area Median Income (AMI)

(Total Housing Units: 19,800)

% 20 40 60 80 100

Street Traffic
Incidents
(2017-2021)

ee++ Class lll Bicycle Lane [ 2018 Q 2040 Total Total Grade
ota
Destinations 'I‘ 4 =+ 7 Q Total Rail Incidents At-Grade 0 Separated
Airport
9 |rpc_> s (0) 8(13) 9 (1. . Incident Severity: Collision Severity:
@ Public Places (2) Gate DownTime
g Healthcare Facilites (8) Gﬁ) (Avg. Min. in Peak Hour) B3 Fatat: 0 B3 Fatal: 0
Hospitals with ER (0)
Other: 0 Severe: 0
Fire Stations (5) 6 (10.8) 2(9.9) 2018 2040 [ other PN sever
& Schools (19) 11 20 Select Incident Types: n Other: 5
@ Places of Worship (6) Mode Split (All Trips) Car Stall: 0 Collision Mode Involved:
(® Landmarks (8) 5 Crossin .
9, . gs >11 Min. S .
@ Parks (24) % 5% - Freight Gate Down Time: Apparent Suicide: 0 Pedestrian: 0

Commercial Areas (38)

2 Miles
(]

@ 0 05 1
| : :

San Jose/Morgan Hill to

83% - Driver/Passenger

1% -Taxi/TNC N/A

0% - Public Transit
11% - Biking/Walking

n Other: 0

0.0 - Incidents/Crossing

Bicyclist: 1
EVehicle Only: 4

0.6 - Incidents/Crossing

ca'@ ‘ » Corridor Crossings
STRATEGY

East Middle Avenue




Daily
Traffic

Crossing Details Railroad Safety Street Traffic Incidents

Active Transportation Transit Demographic

Tilton Avenue Morgan Hill At-Grade At-Grade 6,300 No None
Monterey Road Morgan Hill Sec;:g?e q Undercrossing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8,400 Yes Class Il No None No
SC:16
East Main . e
A Morgan Hill At-Grade At-Grade 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 13,900 Yes Class Il Yes SC:287 No
venue :
SC: School
287
Morgan Hill
ouation. Morgan Hil | To08stiaN | ¢ Grade 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 - Yes Yes No None No
edestrian Crossing
Crossing
SC:121
SC:168
SC:185
SC: Express
Dunne Avenue Morgan Hill At-Grade At-Grade 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 19,200 Yes Class Il Yes 121 No
SC: Express
168
SC: Express
185
Aan Pedro MorganHil | AtGrade | AtGrade 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4,200 Yes No No None No
Tennant Avenue Morgan Hill At-Grade At-Grade 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 18,200 Yes Class Il No None No
Butterfield Morgan Hil Grade | Overcrossin 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 14,800 Yes Classll | No None No
Boulevard 9 Separated 9 '
Cast Middle MorganHil | AtGrade | AtGrade 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,900 Yes No No None No




LEGEND

@ Caltrain Corridor
@ Union Pacific (UP)
Railroad Corridor
@ Caltrain Stations
(Label Provided)
Equity Priority Communities

Corridor Crossings

O At-Grade

® At-Grade (Pedestrian)

O Grade Separated

(O Pedestrian Grade Separated
Proposed New Grade Separated

Existing Transportation Network

e== Transit Routes

- Class I/IV Bicycle Lane
= = Class Il Bicycle Lane
eess Class lll Bicycle Lane

Destinations

Q Airports (0)

Public Places (2)
Healthcare Facilites (8)
Hospitals with ER (0)
Fire Stations (5)
Schools (19)

Places of Worship (6)
Landmarks (8)

Parks (24)

Commercial Areas (38)

Q029006006

San Martin

Ut

ww\

@ 0 05 1
| : :

East Middle Avenue to Las Animas Avenue

mwo

(0 in Equity Priority Communities)

East Middle Avenue (UP MP 70.1)

Grade
Separated
Crossings

i 6

(0 in Equity Priority Communities)

o
At-Grade N Pedestrian
Crossings ' Crossings
| )

San Martin Station

s ! 100 Riders

Demand and Growth

M Daily Traffic (Average Annual)
B Roadway Segment Capacity

= = At-Gradie: K 21

* | P Grade Separated: {8
ﬁ I ﬁ Freeway: }8

992 59,500
", Population
700 - people/square mile

0.1% - Anticipated Annual
Growth (2015-2050)

8,500
W= Employment
400 - jobs/square mile

0.7% - Anticipated Annual
Growth (2015-2050)

Connectivity

Crossings by Mode
(Max Distance in Miles)

°
(1.

6 (1.3) 6

1(4.3) 0(0.0)

Mode Split (All Trips)

3% - Freight

65% - Driver/Passenger
1% -Taxi/TNC

0% - Public Transit

31% - Biking/Walking

# of Trains
in Peak Hour

2018 2040
4 = 7

V=N

Gate DownTime
(Avg. Min. in Peak Hour)

Crossings >11 Min.
Gate DownTime:

N/A

5.3 Miles

ole

Income Ranges

(Total Household: 13,800)

(0 in Equity Priority Communities)

Las Animas Avenue (UP MP 75.4)

o @
S @S @S
.o'%.oQ

o.ow
3'0-".0

..m..g..
@0 o @e
@e " @e
@ @
@ @e
= B
Yy
° o~
o

@ @e U ==
5
.08 @e

Qe
@
Qe
@
@
@
@
)
o
2
o~

Area Median Income (AMI)
(Total Housing Units: 17,600)

Under $25k
$25k - $35k Below 30% AMI
$35k - $50k 30-50% AMI
$50k - $75k 50-80% AMI
$75k - $100k Over 80% AMI
Over $100k
% 20 40 60 80 100 % 20 40 60 80 100

Rail Crossing

Incidents
(2017-2021)

2 Total Rail Incidents

Incident Severity:

Select Incident Types:

Car Stall: 2
mApparent Suicide: 0

n Other: 0

0.3 - Incidents/Crossing

Street Traffic
Incidents
(2017-2021)

Total
35At-G rade

Collision Severity:

0 Total Grade
Separated

Collision Mode Involved:

Pedestrian: 1
Bicyclist: 0
EVehicle Only: 34

5.8 - Incidents/Crossing

ca'@ ‘ » Corridor Crossings
STRATEGY



Crossing Details Railroad Safety Street Traffic Incidents

‘ Daily

Traffic ‘ Active Transportation Transit Demographic

mn’fj"“e"'“ San Martin At-Grade At-Grade 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 0 0 4 9,100 Yes No No None No
Church Avenue San Martin At-Grade At-Grade 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1,500 Yes No No None No
Masten Avenue Morgan Hill At-Grade At-Grade 1 0 1 0 1 0 15 0 0 15 0 0 15 8,000 Yes Class Il No None No
Rucker Avenue Gilroy At-Grade At-Grade 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 1 0 0 2 1,600 Yes No No None No
23::3!‘5“ Gilroy At-Grade At-Grade 1 0 1 0 1 0 9 0 1 8 0 0 9 3,500 Yes No No None No
232:::‘“’ Gilroy At-Grade At-Grade 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 0 0 4 400 Yes No No None No




Ilgﬂl'.ﬂ. At-Grade .~ Pedestrian
Crossings ' Crossings
AR ad

=
\ Grade
’ H O Separated
’ Crossings

. !
(0 in Equity Priority Communities) (7 in Equity Priority Communities) (0 in Equity Priority Communities)
ooy RS Gilroy Station
s ! 200 Riders
Las Animas Avenue (UP MP 75.4) 2.31 M iles 10th Street (UP MP 77.71)

Demand and Growth

i e —

2
\‘ r_‘
A ol e e L S

Fire Stations (5)
Schools (19)

Places of Worship (6)
Landmarks (8)

Parks (24)

Commercial Areas (38)

9 0 05

QO0290©6006

Las Animas Avenue to 10th Street

Mode Split (All Trips)

% - Freiah Crossings >11 Min.
3% - Freight Gate DownTime:

85% - Driver/Passenger
N/A

0% -Taxi/TNC
1% - Public Transit
12% - Biking/Walking

Select Incident Types:

Car Stall: 0
mApparent Suicide: 0

n Other: 0

0.0 - Incidents/Crossing

Seniors
iDri M Daily Traffic (Aver Annual 0000000000 0
‘lv'l_ant_em_D:~~ aily Traffic (Average ua) Il'l"ll'.
: B Roadway Segment Capacity 0e9 People of Color
o 9000000000 (1)
5 9L 5 = | = At-Grade: Mmmmm—m65k . . "’ I X kL] 72.8%
LEGEND : : Q | P Grade Separated: {8 . onv.ln::o.m‘e P, 7S
@ Caltrain Corridor S -', -=-- |: Y ﬁlﬁ Freeway:{g Population " YXYXXXXIL] 30.5 %o
@ Union Pacific (UP) I EEEESIAY .
Railroad Corridor ' | . Income Ranges  Area Median Income (AMI)
@ Caltrain Stations R L gstst 2 ‘ ... 15.600 (Total Household: 13,300) (Total Housing Units: 15,400)
Label Provided ) 53,000 . ﬁ ! Under $25k
( ) P lat Empl ent
Equity Priority Communities opuiation Wal§ Employm gggt - gggi Below 30% AMI
{ . . . - 30-50% AMI
Corridor Crossings l: 800 - people/square mile 1,300 - jobs/square mile $50k - $75k 50-80% AMI
At-Grad ; \ ! \ 0.6% - Anticipated Annual 1.0% - Anticipated Annual $75k - $100k Over 80% AMI
O At-Grade : = é PRI Growth (2015-2050) Growth (2015-2050) Over $100k
@ At-Grade (Pedestrian) ‘. % 20 40 60 80 100 % 20 40 60 80 100
O Grade Separated J ©
(O Pedestrian Grade Separated o AF
Proposed New Grade Separated = CO n n eCtIVIty
Existing Transportation Network \
=== Transit Routes .- - =3 Crossings by Mode # of Trains Rail Crossing Street Traffic
= Class I/lV Bicycle Lane (Max Distance in Miles) in Peak Hour Incidents Incidents
= = Class Il Blf:ycle Lane (2017-2021) (2017-2021)
ee++ Class lll Bicycle Lane o\ 2018 Q 2040 Total Total Grade
Destinations 'l‘ 4 = 7 0 Total Rail Incidents 18At-Grade 0 Separated
Airport
9 |rpc_> s (0) 8(0.8) 9(0.8) . Incident Severity: Collision Severity:
Public Places (2) Gate Down Time
Healthcare Facilites (8) (% (Avg. Min. in Peak Hour) m Fatal: 0 m Fatal: 0
Hospitals with ER (0)
h
2 (2.0) 3 (8.5) n Other: 0 B Severe: 0

Collision Mode Involved:

Pedestrian: 0
Bicyclist: 2
EVehicle Only: 16

2.0 - Incidents/Crossing

ca'@ ‘ » Corridor Crossings
STRATEGY




Daily

Crossing Details Railroad Safety Street Traffic Incidents "
Traffic

‘ Active Transportation Transit Demographic

k“’; :J‘;mas Gilroy At-Grade At-Grade 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 0 7 0 0 7 3,400 Yes Class Il No None No
Leavesly Road Gilroy At-Grade At-Grade 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 0 0 4 28,800 Yes Class Il Yes SC:85 Yes
Casey Road .

Pedestrian Gilroy Pedestrian |\ Grade 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 1 1 - Yes No No None Yes
Crossing Crossing

Loof Avenue Gilroy At-Grade At-Grade 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5,200 Yes No No None Yes
Lewis Street Gilroy At-Grade At-Grade 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,900 Yes No No None Yes
Martin Street Gilroy At-Grade At-Grade 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 1 1 500 Yes No No None Yes
6th Street Gilroy At-Grade At-Grade 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 2 8,500 Yes No No None Yes
Tth Street Gilroy At-Grade At-Grade 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 2,800 Yes No Yes SC:17 Yes
10th Street Gilroy AtGrade | AtGrade 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 13,500 Yes No Yes o Yes
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