BICYCLE & PEDESTRIAN
ADVISORY COMMITTEE
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ITEM 1
CALL TO ORDER




ITEM 2
PUBLIC COMMENTS




ITEM3
APPROVAL OF MINUTES




ITEM 4: SIDEWALK
GAP PRIORITIZATION
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BACKGROUND

A Action item out of ATP
A Mid-Term (Years 3-6)

A “This Plan presumes that all streets
will incorporate dedicated facilities
for pedestrians... this Plan
recommends the elimination of
pedestrian network gaps.”

A GOAL: Analyze the sidewalk network |
and identify and prioritize any gaps |

A PROCESS:

A Update existing GIS sidewalk layer
using 2025 aerial imagery

A Identify gaps along public roads

A Develop prioritization criteria for
existing gaps

LEGEND

Existing Sidewalk

Sidewalk Gap
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DATA FINDINGS

100%

A Approximately 775 miles of o
pedestrian facilities in
Richardson today 80%

A 98% of single-family parcels are  7o%

within 200 feet of an existing
sidewalk

A 37.6 miles of gaps so%

(8% of network)

30%

20%

10%

(0073

60%

40%

Roadway Centerline Miles with Sidewalk

2741
Arterial Frontage Collector Commercial Local Residential

m Existing mGap

425.2

Total
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REVISED PRIORITIZATION CRITERIA

Safety

Areas with a higher concentration of
severe and/or fatal crashes for vehicles
and pedestrians

AHIN Corridor - 20 points
AWithin Y#mile of HIN - 10 points

Development Status

Surrounding development context was
evaluated to assess both current and
future pedestrian demand

ADeveloped Parcel - 20 points
AMajor Highway (US 75/PGBT) ROW - 10
points

AUndeveloped Parcel without an
Approved Plan - 5 points

AUndeveloped Parcel with an Approved
Plan - O points

Roadway Classification Type

Prioritize gaps on higher speeds and
volume streets

ANon-residential street - 15 points

APart of the Essential Active .
Transportation Network - 15 points

Key Destinations

Trip Generating Destination such as
schools, transit stops, libraries,
parks/recreation center, etc.

ATen (10) destinations within ¥+mile - 30
points

A5 or more (5) destination within Y+mile -
20 points

ALess than 5 destinations within Y+mile -
10 points

Active Transportation
Network

Gaps located on the identified essential
active transportation network
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KNOWN GAPS

A Removed from the prioritization due to the lack of
access either due to topography or existing
development conditions.

A A viable alternative route for pedestrians is
available
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PRIORITIZATION FUNDING

A Funded sidewalk improvements -

4.9 miles
A E.g. Central Trail, Cotton Belt Priority
Trail (Synergy), private
development High Priority

A 50% of 4.9 miles is High Priority

. " ) . Medium Priority
A 15% of identified gaps citywide

Low Priority

A Funding availability and feasibility
were excluded from the Total
prioritization because each gap
will be evaluated on a case-by-
case basis.

Funded
Mileage

2.5
1.1
1.4

4.9

Unfunded
Mileage

7.7

9.4
12.2
29.3

Total
Mileage

10.2
10.4
13.6
34.2

1"
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PRIORITIZATION FUNDING

Funded Mileage

A Funded sidewalk improvements -
4.9 miles 14 mi
A E.g. Central Trail, Cotton Belt

Trail (Synergy), private
development

A 50% of 4.9 miles is High Priority
A 15% of identified gaps citywide

2.5 mi

A Funding availability and feasibility
were excluded from the
prioritization because each gap 1.1 mi
will be evaluated on a case-by-

case basis. OHigh Priority ®Medium Priority ®Low Priority
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PRIORITIZATION FUNDING

Unfunded Mileage

A Funded sidewalk improvements -
4.9 miles
A E.g. Central Trail, Cotton Belt

Trail (Synergy), private .
development 12.2 mi

A 50% of 4.9 miles is High Priority
A 15% of identified gaps citywide

7.7 mi

A Funding availability and feasibility
were excluded from the
prioritization because each gap
will be evaluated on a case-by-

case basis. OHigh Priority ®Medium Priority @Low Priority

9.4 mi

13
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WEBPAGE UNDER DEVELOPMENT

A Map of prioritized gaps will be HELP US OUT! FOUND A GAP? LET US KNOW
ava i Ia b Ie fo r users to VieW in more Use the map below or if you prefer fullscreen use this link to submit the sidewalk gap.
detail

A Interactive map will allow
continued public input on sidewalk
gaps as well as hazards/obstacles
along existing sidewalks

Sidewalk Gap Prioritization - Reporter Instant App @

A Report will document process and
prioritization
Public Input on Sidewalks

¥ Needs ADARam p submitted on 12/31/2025

Trip Hazard (Vertical Separation) submitted on 12/31/2025

¥ Needs ADARam p submitted on 12/31/2025

O Cidewall Gan subhmittad an 12/31/2025 Tohsy ¥

Report a sidewalk issue
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NEXT STEPS

This inventory and prioritization will help guide
investments to complete gaps in the sidewalk network.
Potential funding and implementation opportunities
may include:

Bond program funding dedicated to sidewalk gaps

Advancing smaller gaps through the Sidewalk
Rehabilitation Program

Scoping roadway reconstruction projects to include
nearby sidewalk gaps

Pursuing grant funding

Do o Do Do I

Continuing to implement sidewalks with new
development as part of development standards
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Safety Action Plan?

U What is a Safety Action Plan forSafe Streets and Roads for All (SS4A) ?

A Provides a collaborative and data -driven strategy to reduce transportation  -related fatalities

and serious injuries

A Funded through the Safe Streets and Roads for All (SS4A) discretionary grant program
established through Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (IIJA) by the USDOT

Scan Me!

U Why develop a Safety Action Plan?

(=
ENVISION

RICHARDSON

-» RICHARDSON

A Advance action item on Active Transportation Plan (ATP) and Envision Richardson Amm.gﬂi&ﬂ&!:
through safety action plan = ﬁrlxﬁz«w i
A Expand opportunities and strengthen eligibility for pursuing safety  -related funding e
A Align with federal, state, regional, and local commitments to a goal of zero roadway
fatalities and serious injuries and safety programs
=[0I 17
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Vision Zero in the Region

g Denton McKinney

Lewisville _Plano

_Dallas

Adopted safety action plan
A Dallas (2019)

A Arlington (2024)

A Fort Worth (2025)

MEXICD

Mexico City

k]

.

S

ﬁwarded funding

A Denison

A Dallas County
A Grand Prairie
Grapevine
Little EIm
Lewisville
Midlothian
Watauga
Frisco
Denton (Phase 2)
Plano

A Sunnyvale
A Forney

Q Duncanville

Too T Too To Too To Too To

~

/

S

e T

S

A Balch Springs
A Mansfield

A Mesquite

A McKinney

A Frisco

\A Richardson

/Developing safety action plan \

=FIBIE]E
RICHARDSON
SAFER STREETS



Action Plan Milestones

We are here
2025 2026
Month APR  MAY  JUN JUU AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC  JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUNE

Vision Statement
Existing Conditions High Injury Network

Project Visioning

Existing Conditions
Assessment

Projects & Strategies

Develop Projects &

Safety Toolkit
atety Took Concept Plans

Draft Plan

Develop Action Plan

Implementation &
Monitoring

Final Plan _
Final

Demonstration
Planning

Engagement m

@ nternal Stakeholder Group Meetings @ completed
(® External Stakeholder Group Meetings @ Proposed

@ Community Meetings/Pop -Up Events

=FIBIE]E 19
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Action Plan Process and Components

PLANNING INPUT PLANNING OUTPUT
wVision Statement wStrategy and Project
wSafety Analysis Selection
wEngagement and wPolicy and Process Changes

Collaboration wProgress and Transparency

[=].0l-3fr=
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Vision Statement

Recommended Draft Vision Statement

Richardson envisions a safe, accessible, and efficient transportation

net work to meet the mobility needs
and stakeholders. Safer Streets RI
existing commitment to safety by setting a goal to reduce deaths

and seri ous I njuries on Richardsol

[=].0l-3fr= 21
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Draft Guiding Principles

Foster a Culture of Safety among City Leadership and Staff

Creating a culture of safety requires ongoing leadership commitment, well -trained staff, funding to translate policies
into action, and decision -making that prioritizes safety ?al i gni ng with the City Council A
engaged employees, and transparent resource management.

Institutionalize Safety in Decision -Making

Institutionalizing safety will take new or updated policies, plans, design guidance, and design criteria so that there is a
clear and consistently applied process for City staff to align functions with the safety vision.

Build Safer Streets for All

Building safer roads requires reducing conflicts between roadway users to reduce crash likelihood and managing
speeds to reduce crash severity. Streets should be designed to be safe for all roadway users: people walking, bicycling,
traveling using a mobility device, taking transit, and driving.

Collaborate with Partners to Promote Safety on our Streets

Collaborating with partners allows us to work toward a shared goal for safer streets. All parties within our system -
including government at all levels, private industry, non  -profit/ advocacy organizations, the healthcare system, first
responders, researchers, and the general public  z are vital to preventing fatalities and serious injuries.

N

=FIBIE]E 22
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Safety Analysis - High Injury Network (HIN)

EEIBIEIE  High Injury Network l‘"{i':' ik
All Modes HIN @
Contains 6% 0f Ri chardsonAs— .\ _ P~ _ A i
roadway network and 63% of all | H
fatality and serious injury crashes = shEER JE
Bike and Pedestrian Only HIN o
Contains 3% o0of Ri chardsonA 7,
roadway network and 62% of all i
bicycle and pedestrian fatality and — N8 s ol
serious injury crashes ) DART Light Rl tation

. Z?t;kBoundary
=[0I 23
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Community Survey

August 1 z October 15
Respondents

Survey Responses
93% Live in Richardson

28% Work in Richardson
50 Regularly visit Richardson
8% College/University Student in Richardson

Outreach Events

Community Meeting at City Hall (Aug 26)
Public Safety Expo (Sept 20)

Culture in the CORE (Nov 8)

Richardson Bike Rodeo

Richardson CARES

External Stakeholder Meetings (UTD,
RISD/PISD, DART, Methodist Richardson,
Network of Community Ministries, etc.)

o To Do Do Io Do

A Active/Senior Living facilities, YMCA,
Recreation Centers

[=].0l-3fr=
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What would
encourage

peOpIe to Strong enforcement of traffic Slowing speeds through road
. - . laws design changes and speed
pr|0r|t|ze limit setting
e 46U 41U 36%
Clear and visible Better understanding Better education on
Select all that | city leadership on of non -driver transportation
clecta at apply safety issues perspectives through safety and rules of
walk/bike tours etc. road

[=].0l-3fr= 25
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Do you feel safe
when walking or
biking In your
neighborhood

Feels safe walking during the
daytime

and/or on busy

streets? 5 ﬂ @/@

Say their neighborhood is a
safe place to ride a bike

Select all that apply Zﬂ %

Feel protected from
vehicle traffic while
walking on busy streets

Feel safe walking at night

45Y

Can easily walk to a transit
stop from their residence

Feel safe biking on
busy streets

[=].0l-3fr=
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624 mapped pins received from 190 respondents

Where have A 170 walking

yo u Se e N O r Sjl6mbcilt<(i)rr]c(ijycIe
experienced
transportation

o o >

363 motor vehicle Plano Giseohy

ajor Themes o0 g

Speeding and Reckless @ L16)
Driving

M
A
A Stop Sign and Red- O

Ligr?t Violations e ° Q@
A Traffic Congestion and QQRQMS&? o0
A
A
A

safety
concerns?

Signal Timings [12)
New bike/ped e
infrastructBre needed Qe Q @

Pedestrian and Cyclist o @
Safety

Maintenance and Garland
Repalr
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What
strategies will
make you feel

safer
traveling?

Choices for each strateqgy:
Strongly Agree / Agree
Disagree/ Strongly
Disagree / Not Sure/No
Opinion

Top 5 Strategies

/[ 1\

Investing in pedestrian
safety infrastructure

"0y
l, Cf"‘

Funding to reduce speed
on residential streets

Redesigning major roads to
reduce speed and speed limits

CIO

Investing in bike
safety infrastructure

$

Funding enhanced
traffic enforcement

[=].0l-3fr=
RICHARDSON
SSSSSSSSSSSS

28



Next Steps

A Upcoming City Council Briefing
A Planning Effort
A Prioritize the High Injury Network ( HIN)
A Develop projects and concept plans based on the HIN priorities
A Develop countermeasures toolbox
A Develop strategies to implement the plan

A Anticipate full draft plan Spring 2026

[=].0l-3fr=
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ITEM 6: POTENTIAL BOND
PROGRAM PROJECTS




2026 BOND PROGRAM COUNCIL BRIEFING HISTORY

A October 6 - Kickoff

A Nov 3 - Dec 8 - Department Briefings

A December 15 - Initial Proposition Discussion

A January 5 - Public Hearing #1

A January 12 - Public Hearing #2

A January 26/February 2 — Available if needed

A February 9 - Council to call Bond Program Election

31
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2026 Bond Program Recommendation - $223.4M Issuance

Transportation & Mobility $17.6M
Streets $114.6M
Sidewalks $16.5M

Drainage $16.5M
Public Buildings $36M*
Parks $22.2M

*Authorization to issue $23.5 million for Fire Station 7 is included; however, the actual sale
of the debt is not scheduled until FY 2032, the first fiscal year following the 2026 five-year
bond program.

32
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TRANSPORTATION & MOBILITY

Traffic Signal Rebuilds New Traffic Signals Active Transportation

A Abrams / Buckingham A Renner / Sharp A Owens Trail Upgrades
A Arapaho / International A Belt Line / Weatherred A Street Crossing Upgrades
A Audelia / N. Buckingham

A Belt Line / Bowser

A Belt Line / Grove

A Buckingham / Sherman

A Centennial / Bowser A Replace All School Zone

A Centennial / Grove Flashers and add Speed

A Collins / Greenville Feedback Signs

A Glenville / Greenville A ADA Compliance Upgrades at

A Jupiter / Lookout Remaining 33 Signalized

A Jupiter/ North Cliffe Intersections

A

Plano / Greenville

Total Cost of Traffic Operations Projects: $ 17.6 M

33



Rt
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION IN OTHER AREAS

STREETS & ALLEYS PARKS & RECREATION

A Waterview (Arapaho to Campbell) A Breckinridge Pedestrian Bridge and

A Melrose (Wisteria to Provincetown) Trail Connection

A Mimosa (Melrose to Arapaho)
A Weatherred (Downing to Belt Line)

A Concrete Replacement/Rehab
A E Collins (Alma to Jupiter)
A Owens Blvd
A Clear Springs

Soft Surface

Paved

Sidewalk

Proposed

A Dublin/Waterfall Way e Bfidas Logalioh

New paved trail

34
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IDEWALKS

Commercial Sidewalk Areas - $2.8M
Residential Sidewalk Areas - $7.7M
Addressing Sidewalk Gaps - $6.9M

Murphy Rd

N Jupiter Rd

@

Etookout Or

E Collins Bivd

€ Arapaho Rd 2026 Bond - Sidewalk Areas
=1 Residential

— Commercial
W Belt Line Rd
E Main St

E Belt Line Rd

§ Plano Rd

Buckingham Rd

K
L

“W-SpringValley-Rd<

EiCampbellRa

{
]

NPlano Rd;

€ Collins Biva
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NEXT STEPS

A Public Hearing #2 on January 12

A Bond Program Election Timeline

A February 9 - Call Election
A February to May - Public Education

A May 2 - Election Day

36



ITEM 7: SAFE ROUTES TO
SCHOOL PLANNING
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SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL

L= L

Completed - Dover Elementary SRTS Plan
A Led by NCTCOG staff in partnership with City
A Completed July 2025

A Implementation ongoing
A Continued evaluation with RISD in Fall 2025
A Collected traffic volumes for intersection analysis
A Signs and markings improvements

A Considering placement of a new crossing guard on
Waterview at Ridgeway
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SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL

L= L

progr:
Ongoing - Mark Twain Elementary SRTS Plan

A Led by NCTCOG, funded by SS4A
A Work performed by consultant (Kimley-Horn)

A Traffic observations and walk audit conducted in Nov 2025
A Anticipate plan completion by Summer 2026

39
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SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL

L= L

Funded - Richardson SRTS Program

A Led by City, funded by NCTCOG Transportation Alternatives
A $500,000 ($400,000 federal, $100,000 COR)

A Anticipate beginning project in Fall 2026
A Currently beginning to draft funding agreement with TxDOT

A Scope of project
A Develop SRTS strategic vision and 5-year work plan
A Develop traffic safety education curriculum
A Conduct 7 school-specific SRTS plans

40



ITEM 8: STATUS OF
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION
PROJECTS
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FUNDING APPLICATION UPDATES

A See Council briefing on project from January 27

A Submitted under TxDOT Transportation Alternatives
A February 21 - Submitted preliminary application
A June 20 - Detailed application due

A Funding was not awarded to this project by TxDOT
A City is coordinating with NCTCOG to consider other funding options

42
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ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS Project Updates

A 1- Jonsson Bivd
A Construction began July 2025

Wl A 2 - Cotton Belt Trail

£L {{T t ’ A Construction began June 2025
| i l*" A 3 - Breckinridge Trail Extension

’_ A Construction anticipated to begin
=N in 2027 (City of Plano project)
A 4 - Glenville Rd
A Construction ongoing
A 5 - N Collins Blvd
A Under design
A 6 - Arapaho Trail
A Under design
A 7 - Central Trail
A Construction anticipated to begin
Spring 2026

Bike Infrastructure
— Bike Lane
——Neighborhood Byway

— Trail Existing

— Funded Projects




;(' Rarl Bndges Pendmg
2| Coordination with CPKC

tervuew Rutford

Under construction

Synergy

% . Under construction

Custer Bndge
Pending Oncor £

. Custer-Alma
2% Pending Oncor |,

| CityLine to PGBT | je ==~ =i
Under construction ‘
L
|| Tobe built " g |
by developer IS
A

§ Spring Creek Bridge
3 Under construction




RICHARDSON"
/ TEXAS

COTTON BELT TRAIL - CITYLINE
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