


Figure 2-8: School Zone Infrastructure
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EXISTING BICYCLE INFRASTRUCTURE

Goleta's existing bicycle infrastructure network consists of roughly 33 miles of multi-use paths,
bicycle lanes, and shared bicycle routes within City limits. Over 60 percent of existing infra-
structure is bicycle lanes and most of them are on major arterials. The existing infrastructure

was reviewed for potential upgrades and missing sidewalk data helped guide future infill proj- ff'""'
ect recommendations. AES
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Figure 2-9: Existing Bicycle Infrastructure
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PREVIOUSLY PROPOSED BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN INFRASTRUCTURE (CIP)
Between the 2009 General Plan and the City's Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) projects list, over
10 miles of additional bikeways and almost seven miles of pedestrian infrastructure are planned.
Proposed bicycle infrastructure predominantly include Class | multi-use path construction, while pe-

destrian improvements address many existing infrastructure upgrades, as well as new construction. {'""
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Figure 2-10: Previously Proposed Bicycle and Pedestrian Projects (CIPs)
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INFRASTRUCTURE COMPARISON ANALYSIS

Data from a collection of California cities was analyzed to
gain a general understanding of how Goleta's bicycle infra-
structure compares to other cities. Cities were chosen based
on availability of data, completion of a bicycle plan, and
proximity to the coast. Data used to help provide context for
the comparison included demographic statistics such as pop-
ulation, household income, and race. In addition, the cities'
roadway and most recent bicycle network data was collected
using open data portals and individual cities' bicycle plans.

The extent of existing bikeways and proposed bicycle improve-
ments were compared to the overall size of road network to
calculate percent coverage. The results offer a unique com-
parison between cities both similar and different to Goleta
in demographics and size. It reveals that if Goleta were to
implement all proposed bicycle improvements, 58 percent of
its total roadway network would have bicycle infrastructure,
second only to Davis in this analysis.

The analysis also revealed that in top performing cities like
Davis, San Luis Obispo, Burlingame, and Eastvale, median in-
come ranged from $46K to $110K, showing no discernible rela-
tionship. Top performing cities differed in racial diversity, with
percentages of "white alone” citizens spanning from 45 to 85
percent. Population comparisons revealed that all cities ana-
lyzed fell into the same category of under 100,000 residents.
Figures 2-11 through 2-15 illustrate the supporting data used in
the analysis.
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Figure 2-11: Bikeway Comparison Cities
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Figure 2-12: Infrastructure Comparison—Race
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Figure 2-13: Infrastructure Comparison—City Population Figure 2-14: Infrastructure Comparison—City Household Income
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Figure 2-15: Infrastructure Comparison—Bicycle Network Coverage
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN COLLISIONS

Bicycle and pedestrian collision data were obtained from the Statewide Integrated Traffic Records System (SWITRS) collision dataset managed by the Cal-
ifornia Highway Patrol (CHP). This dataset captures all reported bicycle-vehicle, pedestrian-vehicle, and bicycle-pedestrian collisions that resulted in injury
or property damage in Goleta in the 10 year period of 2007 through 2016. Collisions that occurred on US 101 and UPRR are displayed on Figure 2-17, but
were not included in the subsequent analysis. Additionally, collisions on off-street paths are not reported in the data. It is important to note that collisions
involving bicyclists and pedestrians are known to be under-reported, and therefore such collisions are likely under-represented in this analysis.

During this ten-year period there were a total of 157 bicycle-related collisions and 58 pedestrian-related collisions—four of which resulted in fatalities.
Bicycle-related collisions fluctuated throughout this time period with peaks in 2010 and 2014, while pedestrian-related collisions remained relatively
steady from year to year. The bulk of both collision types resulted in injury or complaint of pain (82 percent), with 18 percent resulting in severe injury
or death. Most collisions (75 percent) occurred in daylight conditions, or in lighted conditions (15 percent), with only ten percent occurring in either
unlighted conditions or at dawn/dusk.

Most bicycle collisions (60 percent) were caused by bicyclists traveling on the wrong side of the road and both bicyclists and drivers making unsafe or im-
proper turns. The remainder of collisions were caused by a variety of driver and bicyclists violations, with roughly 50 percent of total collisions being the
fault of bicyclists and 41 percent the fault of drivers. Remaining bicycle collisions were caused by parked vehicles, at two percent, and unknown causes, at
seven percent.

Most pedestrian collisions (59 percent) were caused by pedestrians and drivers violating the other party's right-of-way. Overall, 64 percent of pedestrian
collisions were the fault of drivers, and only 29 percent the fault of pedestrians. Remaining pedestrian collisions were caused by bicyclists, at two percent,
and unknown causes, at five percent. - -

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
Figure 2-16: Bicycle and Pedestrian Collisions by Year
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Figure 2-17: Bicycle and Pedestrian Collisions
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