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ntroductions

Review of Project and Meeting Purpose
Project Need and Background
Undercrossing Examples

Critical Issues

Q&A

Break

Group Exercise
Summary of Comments
Next Steps
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The objective of this
meeting Is to have a
neighborhood
discussion on where a

bike/pedestrian
crossing might best be
located.




PROJECT NEED %

MENLO
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How do Caltrain tracks
affect the Menlo Park
community?

How would an
undercrossing mitigate

those effects?

= What effects might an i e
undercrossing have on the s -<
community? | -




PROJECT NEED

e No crossing of Caltrain between Ravenswood
and Palo Alto

e Ravenswood crossing Is congested and
problematic for many users

e Crossing would connect City Hall, Library,
parks, schools, residences and commercial uses
on both sides of tracks




PREVIOUS AND RELATED STUDIES

e General Plan, 1994

e Bicycle/Pedestrian UC
Study, 1996

e Willow/Cambridge UC
Feasibility Study, 2002

e Comprehensive Bicycle
Development Plan, 2004

e Preliminary Caltrain Grade
Separation Study, 2006 :

e El Camino Real Vision Plan,
ongoing

r"-f:&




THE CHALLENGES OF UNDERCROSSINGS

e Concerns about personal safety In
undercrossing

e Design and installation of ADA compliant

ramps at entry ways
e Design and implementation for drainage
e Maintenance of rail traffic

e Alternative construction methods such as
horizontal jacking can limit interruption
of Caltrain service




SKES.
SIMILAR PROJECTS o~
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e Homer Avenue Caltrain Undercrossing,
Palo Alto

e Arroyo Avenue Undercrossing, San Carlos

e San Antonio Caltrain station
Undercrossing

e California Avenue Caltrain Station
Undercrossing, Mountain View

e Bernardo Avenue Undercrossing,
Sunnyvale




CITY OF




UNDERCROSSING EXAMPLES

PLANNING + DESIGN
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UNDERCROSSING EXAMPLES =

PLANNING + DESIGN




UNDERCROSSING EXAMPLES




Il MENLO |
8\ PARK /|

.\”' i




CRITICAL ISSUE: FUNCTION

Access
Usage
Safety

Out-of-Direction
Travel

Connectivity
Activity Centers




CRITICAL ISSUE: DESIGN

e Alignments

e Aesthetics
Grades
Wilelig
Fencing/Screening
Landscape

Caltrans/Caltrain
Requirements




CRITICAL ISSUE: SAFETY

Controls
Visibility
Sight Lines

Street
Crossings




CRITICAL ISSUE: COST

Right-of-way
Aesthetics
Utilities
Constructability
— Phasing
Future Plans

alta
o

PLANNING + DESIGN
CITY OF
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PROJECT SCHEDULE

Phase 1 Neighborhood Workshop - Tonight
Phase 1 Public Workshop - Jul

Alternative Development - Jul/Aug

Phase 2 Neighborhood Workshop - Sep

Phase 2 Public Workshop - Sep
Conceptual Design - Oct/Nov

Presentation of Preferred Location/ Conceptual
Design to Bicycle Commission, Transportation
Commission and City Council - Nov/Dec

Final Report - Dec




NEXT STEPS

Establish plan line and choose
Conceptual Alternative based on:

e Your Comments
e Additional Stakeholder Comments

Preliminary Engineering Design/
Environmental Review
Final Design

Construction

alta SR¢2
TN
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