
Part Two: CITYWIDE GOALS AND POLICIES

GOAL M 4.2

Complete Streets. Provide complete streets that balance the diverse needs
of diverse users of the public right-of-way.

Policies

M 4.2.1 Adequate Rights-of-way. The City shall ensure that all
new roadway projects and major reconstruction projects
provide appropriate and adequate rights-of-way for all
users including bicyclists, pedestrians, transit riders, and
motorists except where pedestrians and bicyclists are
prohibited by law from using a given facility. (MP SP)

Well-marked pedestrian crossings
provide pedestrian safety at

intersections and mid-block locations

that helps encourage walking.
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See M 2, Walkable Communities and LU

4, Neighborhoods, LU 5, CenterJ; LU 6,

Corridors, and LU 7, Emplo.yment for

additional policies on pedestrian facilities.

See ER 3, Urban Forest for additional

policies on the dty's street tree canopy.

Page 2-180 I

M 4.2.2

M4.2.3

Pedestrian and Bicycle-Friendly Streets. The City
shall ensure that new streets in areas with high levels of
pedestrian activity (e.g., employment centers, residential
areas, mixed-use areas, schools) support pedestrian
travel by providing such elements as detached sidewalks,
frequent and safe pedestrian crossings, large medians
for pedestrian refuge, Class II bike lanes, frontage roads
with on-street parking, andlor grade-separated crossings.
(MPSP)

Adequate Street Tree Canopy. The City shall ensure
that all new roadway projects and major reconstruction
projects provide for the development of an adequate
street tree canopy. (MPSP)
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MOBILITY: Roadways

M 4.2.4

M 4.2.5

M 4.2.6

Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities on Bridges. The City
shall identify existing and new bridges that can be built,
widened, or restriped to add pedestrian and/or bicycle
facilities. (MP SP)

Multi-Modal Corridors. The City shall designate multi­
modal corridors in the Central City, within and between
urban centers, along major transit lines, and/or along
commercial corridors to receive increased investment

for transit, bikeway, and pedestrianway improvements.
(MPSP)

Identify Gaps in Complete Streets. The City shall
identify streets that can be "more complete" either
through a reduction in the number or width of travel
lanes or conversions, with consideration for emergency

vehicle operation. The City shall consider new bikeways,
enhanced sidewalks, on-street parking, and exclusive
transit lanes on these streets. (PSR)
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Safe pedestrian crossings, on-street
parking, street trees, and landscaped
medians on Del Paso Boulevard.
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M 2.1.3

M 2.1.4

M 2.1.5

M 2.1.6

M 2.1.7

Part Two: CITYWIDE GOALS AND POLICIES

Streetscape Design. The City shall require pedestrian­
oriented streets shall be designed to provide a pleasant
environment for walking including shade trees; plantings;
well-designed benches, trash receptacles, news racks,
and other furniture; pedestrian-scaled lighting fixtures;
wayfinding signage; public art; and other amenities.
(MPSP)

Cohesive Network. The City shall develop a cohesive

pedestrian network of public sidewalks and street
crossings that makes walking a convenient and safe way
to travel. (NIPSP)

Continuous Network. The City shall provide a continuous

pedestrian network in existing and new neighborhoods
that facilitates convenient pedestrian travel free of major
impediments and obstacles. (MPSP)

Building Design. The City shall ensure that new
buildings are designed to encourage walking. (RDR)

Parking Facility Design. The City shall ensure that new
automobile parking facilities are designed to facilitate
safe and convenient pedestrian access, including clearly
defined corridors and walkways connecting parking areas

with buildings. (RDR)

Complete Streets
Complete streets include facilities and designs that enable safe access for all users (i.e., pedestrians, bicyclists, motorists
and transit riders) of all ages and abilities. Characteristics of complete streets include the following:
• A comprehemive, integrated, and conneded network

• Balanced design to acmmmodate walking, rycling, tranJit, driving, parking, and delive1ieJ

• ]/(lriery of ttJeJ and cu1ivities that create a t'tlried Jtreetscape

• Design that relates well to the Jtreets bordering ttJes and allOJJ!Jfirmntinttotts adiviry

• Pedestrian and bikingfatilities that promote sciferyand maximize accessto bordering ttseJ

• AestheticallY designed Jtreet ligbtJ that provide slifficient illumination of sidewalks

• COllJiJtent landrcaping tbat includes street trees and landscaped medianJ and sidewalk.r

• StlStainable design that minimizeJ rum!!/' minimizes beat island effed.r, and respondr to dimatic demands and conJerveJJcarse resourceJ

• Well-Illaintained facilities
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Mobility Circulation System

Walkable Communities

Public Transit

Roadways

Bikeways

Parking

Transportation Funding

1.1.2 Travel System, 1.2.1 Multimodal Choices, 1.2.2 LOS

Standard, 1.2.3 Multimodal Access, 1.3.1 Grid Network, 1.3.2

Complete Streets, 1.3.3 Eliminate Gaps, 1.3.4 Connections

to Transit Stations, 1.4.1 Increase Vehicle Occupancy, 1.4.2

Commute Trip Reduction, 1.4.3 Transportation Management

Associations, 1.5.1 Facilities for Emerging Technologies, 1.5.2

Use of Public Rights-of-Way, 1.5.3 Public-Private Transportation

Partnerships, 1.5.4 High Emission Vehicle Buy-back, 1.5.5

Neighborhood Electric Vehicles

2.1.1 Pedestrian Master Plan, 2.1.2 Sidewalk Design, 2.1.3

Streetscape Design, 2.1.4 Cohesive Network, 2.1.5 Continuous

Network, 2.1.7 Parking Facility Design, 2.1.8 Housing and

Destination Connections, 2.1.9 Pedestrian Awareness Education,

2.1.10 Safe Pedestrian Crossings, 2.1.11 Speed Management

Policies, 2.1.12 Safe Sidewalks

3.1.1 Transit for All, 3.1.2 Maintain Services, 3.1.3 Variety of

Transit Types, 3.1.4 Reduced Transit Fares, 3.1.5 Unified Traveler

Information System, 3.1.6 Safe System, 3.1.7 Transit Amenities,

3.1.8 Light Rail and Bus Service, 3.1.9 Demand-Responsive

Service, 3.1.10 New Facilities, 3.1.11 Rights-of-Way Preservation,

3.1.12 Direct Access to Stations, 3.1.13 Light Rail Extension

to Airport and South Sacramento, 3.1.14 Streetcar Facilities,

3.1.15 Dedicated Bus Facilities, 3.1.16 Developer Contributions,

3.1.17 Transit Extension Studies, 3.2.1 Passenger Rail Service,

3.2.2 Sacramento Intermodal Transportation Facility, 3.2.3

Transcontinental Passenger Rail Service, 3.2.4 Capitol Corridor,

3.2.5 High Speed Rail Service, 3.3.1 Inter-City Bus Service, 3.3.2

Taxi Service, 3.3.3 Private Water Transportation Services

4.2.1}'deqUate~i ts-of-Way,4.2.2 edestrian and Bicycle­
~~ Streets, 4.2.4 edes~nd Bicycle Facilities on Bridges,~ulti-Moda orridors, ~dentify Gaps in Complete
Streets

5.1.1 Bikeway Master Plan, 5.1.2 Appropriate Bikeway Facilities,

5.1.4 Motorists, Bicyclists and Pedestrian Conflicts, 5.1.6

Connections Between New Development and Bicycle Facilities,

5.1.7 Class 11 Bike Lane Requirements, 5.1.8 Connections Between

New Development and Bikeways, 5.1.9 Conversion of Underused

Facilities, 5.1.10 Bike Safety for Children, 5.1.11 Bike Facilities in

New Developments, 5.1.12 Bicycle Parking at Transit Facilities,

5.1.14 Encourage Bicycle Use

6.1.1 Appropriate Parking, 6.1.2 Reduce Minimum Parking

Standards, 6.1.4 Reduction of Parking Areas, 6.1.5 Maximize On­

Street Parking Turnover, 6.1.7 Disincentives for Single-Occupant

Vehicle Trips, 6.1.8 Separate Parking Costs

9.1.1 New Development Fees, 9.1.2 New Funding for Facility

Maintenance, 9.1.3 Dedicated Funding Sources
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