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SAFE STREETS DOWNTOWN

What is a Road Safety Audit?

« A road safety audit is a formal safety performance
examination of a corridor. It reports on potential road
safety issues and identifies opportunities for
improvements in safety for all road users.

* The goal is to answer the following questions:

« What elements of the road may present a safety
concern: to what extent, to which road users, and

under what circumstances? Qs
* What opportunities exist to eliminate or mitigate
these safety concerns”? For more information, see the Federal
Highway Administration’s Road Safety

Guidelines:
https://highways.dot.qov/safety/data-
analysis-tools/rsa/road-safety-audits-rsa
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Mission Boulevard

C St to Jackson St

Issues and Observations

ar TR i T i E .3 R
- & B = E 1 e = . oo . 5] : A s *“ﬁ
L . ~ Mg Heavy permissive & £ S o of O LG F S
PR _ s left turn volumes | Through lanes | “%os s = SIS
L . _ ) &f\ _ ~ : ~N
i * A‘;- and combined left i cause merging Q‘g‘;}“ . § at A [r—————
= A O oAnS T e . . iy
— e turn/through Ia_ne ch.allengeg, for High number of P
g creates _confusmg v dnve_rs going &4 midblock crossings, Compit
- pedestrian . No continuingto | potentially at night e o
f, A _ e .27 | median lighting
¢ il ~En =7
ao - = . e G e -. ‘*O Planned
2 ] - — iex e
SR 04 Long pedestrian — e | . : _ transitional
= 1] : ,«h dfelay and crossing Long_ A Lack of crosswalk _ _‘_5:&3 . housmg :
5‘5 N d|sit_ar1_ces — % Z_rotssmg ; ‘g creates circuitous " AN | _i
LT e ISLaNCes 107 Rug-AR - 114 routes for pedestrians | o W s
3 | = o A *"‘r.'. i pedeStrlanS g n o :: 1 i ﬂ"— W i - %
L 1 by - ™ x FnY > T A e § :I 8 E_“ ,ﬁ"*"‘f} s = - < . :\'b, ﬂ: & ;
.I e ¥ 4 : e B o PR & §| Vehicle acceleration B Wﬁ N
el fus w4 @nd lack of sidewalk ‘*'*’%:ﬁ@@ A N s
s - N .:¢.1 # ey A m*.‘_' = Taa, iy
BESAL S o . e ™ i % buffer makes this L E ,
~ Planned g ' s block feel exposed ' @@ ' %
N | * Bike Loop : - %
: | Blke Loop | = | for pedestrlans i“*%

e, SN Tt = sl = 2 \
R T S T B AT \ - - 3 jf‘ e -
1 - N i SN = S e Dy “‘“ o v

i e T = P . O T : Tre el PRI I e A e
T &5 : 1 : i i
s% e R e e o R . R = R = e R e ﬂ *:*&a W L1




Mission Boulevard
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Foothill Boulevard
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Foothill Boulevard

A St to C St

Issues and Observations
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Foothill Boulevard

A St to C St
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Foothill Boulevard
C St to Jackson St

Issues and Observations
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A Street
Mission Blvd to Foothill Blvd

Issues and Observations
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A Street

Mission Blvd to Foothill Blvd
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