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CHAPTER 1: INTRODUCTION

This memorandum summarizes the needs, concerns, opportunities, and constraints of the Oceanside
Inland Rail Trail (IRT) utilizing community-based and technical perspectives. The project team conducted
an existing document review, data collection, field visits, and community outreach to synthesize key
takeaways and inform the development of alignment alternatives. The Inland Rail Trail project is funded
by a Sustainable Transportation grant through Caltrans.

Project Goals

The purpose of the Oceanside Inland Rail Trail feasibility study is to develop a “grant-ready” project that
will be well-positioned to compete for local, state, and federal funding for final engineering design and
construction. The alignment chosen as the preferred alternative at the end of this study will consider
community needs, local and regional mobility goals, and existing constraints to ensure that the proposed
trail will be a constructable community asset.

Design of potential alignments for the Oceanside IRT will be guided by the following goals.
1. Create a safe, free, and low stress connection to employment, schools, recreation, and the
Pacific Ocean

2. Connect the multi-use path to existing facilities to provide multimodal use at local and
regional levels

3. Create a feasible multi-use path alignment that balances sustainability, mobility, safety,
access, economy, health, and social equity

4. Establish a clear direction and feasibility steps to implement the project in such a way that
supports underserved communities and minimizes environmental impacts

5. Develop alignments that allow for environmental best practices such as native vegetation and
shade trees to reduce urban heat island effect

Project Timeline and Phasing

The feasibility study consists of three phases, outlined below.

e Phase 1 - Existing Conditions (Fall 2024 — Winter 2024)

Phase 1 outlines the opportunities and constraints relevant to the IRT based on a
review of existing conditions and public input.

Phase 1 includes a review of existing documents, collection of available relevant data,
field visits, community outreach, and the development of the Community Needs
Assessment Memorandum.



e Phase 2 - Alternatives Alignment (Winter 2024 — Fall 2025)

0 Phase 2 determines possible project alternatives based on the information collected in
Phase 1.

0 Phase 2 includes the development of up to 3 alternative alignments, community
outreach, and the development of a Refined Alignment Analysis Memorandum.

e Phase 3 - Final Assessment Report (Fall 2025 — Spring 2026)

0 Phase 3 determines a preferred alignment based on the results of Phase 2.
0 Phase 3 includes the development of a preferred alternative, community outreach,
and the development of a Final Multimodal Path Assessment report which will be used

to procure grant funding for the final design and construction of the Inland Rail Trail in
Oceanside.

This memorandum summarizes results of Phase 1 of the Oceanside Inland Rail Trail Feasibility Study.



CHAPTER 2: EXISTING DOCUMENT REVIEW

The project team reviewed documents related to the project study corridor and surrounding areas to
understand the planning, community, and environmental context of the project. The documents reviewed
are listed below, along with key takeaways from each document related to the IRT.

2009 Oceanside Pedestrian Plan — The pedestrian network in Oceanside west of Interstate 5 is
densely populated and highly used, while the pedestrian network east of Interstate 5 shows more
gaps, but fewer users; pedestrian connections to the coastal area west of Interstate 5 such as the
IRT are critical for community health and mobility.

2021 SANDAG Regional Transportation Plan — the IRT can create a more equitable
transportation network that allows for greater mobility and higher quality of life throughout the
County.

2023 North County Comprehensive Multimodal Corridor Plan — Growth in North County in the
past 30 years has outpaced development of the transportation network, which must adapt to
alleviate existing impacts to quality of life.

2024 Oceanside General Plan - Oceanside expects to see continued growth in the coming years
but does not have capacity to accommodate the associated private automobile use on its existing
networks. The IRT can address this issue as part of a multi-faceted transportation network that
allows people to move without solely relying on an automobile.

2024 Oceanside Smart and Sustainable Corridors — a significant portion of the Oceanside Inland
Rail Trail may have to be constructed along Oceanside Boulevard, and a Class | bike path is
shown on a typical cross-section between El Camino Real and College Boulevard.

2024 Oceanside Climate Action Plan — improving the IRT is an essential component of shifting
mode share and reducing greenhouse gas emissions in Oceanside.

Details of each document and a summary of relevant information to the project study can be found in
Appendix A: Existing Document Review Matrix.


https://www.ci.oceanside.ca.us/home/showpublisheddocument/5792/637963421945470000
https://www.sandag.org/regional-plan/2021-regional-plan/final-2021-regional-plan
https://sandag.mysocialpinpoint.com/northcounty
https://www.ci.oceanside.ca.us/government/development-services/planning/general-plan
https://onwardoceanside.com/smart-sustainable-corridors-plan
https://www.ci.oceanside.ca.us/home/showpublisheddocument/14503/638530247079300000

CHAPTER 3: DATA COLLECTION

The project team conducted data collection and mapping analysis to understand existing conditions and
potential opportunities and constraints. The maps can be found in Appendix B: Existing Data
Collection, and the findings are summarized below.

Transportation

Collisions

Collision analysis utilized Traffic Injury Mapping System (TIMS) and Federal Railroad Administration
(FRA) Incident Report data from 2019 to 2023 within 0.5-miles of the North County Transit District
(NCTD) SPRINTER corridor. Table 1 summarizes the collisions by mode and severity to assess safety
risk in the study area. The pedestrian, bicycle, and total collision maps in Appendix B: Existing Data
Collection illustrate where along the corridor these incidents occurred. South Pacific Street displays a
higher density of active transportation collisions, likely due to its proximity to the coast, which draws in
many recreational users. Oceanside Boulevard exhibits hotspots at major intersections for all modes,
particularly at College Boulevard, Rancho del Oro Drive, Crouch Street, EI Camino Real, and by the
Interstate 5 San Diego Freeway. There is a cluster of pedestrian collisions at Greenbrier Drive, which
could be influenced by increased foot traffic due to the Crouch Street SPRINTER station.

Table 1: Collision Severity by Mode

Mode Fatalities Severe Visible Complaint of Total
Injury Injury Pain

Bicycle 2 8 41 26 74

Pedestrian* 10 6 24 21 58

Vehicle 13 61 245 664 684

Total 25 75 310 711 816

* Two collisions involve trains and resulted in two fatalities

Vehicular Traffic

The San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG) 2019 Federal Regional Transportation Plan
provides information on roadway functional classification and modeled traffic volumes for 2025. Local
roadways usually accommodate fewer travel lanes, lower traffic volumes, and lower speeds than
collectors or major arterials. If the IRT must run outside NCTD right-of-way, utilizing local roadways with
low traffic volumes could provide a comfortable experience for those using the trail. Alternatively, adjacent
arterials or collectors such as Oceanside Boulevard could be used for segments of the trail only if
separation from vehicles or traffic calming measures are enacted in a way that prevents safety risks to
trail users. This reflects sentiments from community members about feeling unsafe while bicycling along
Oceanside Boulevard due to high speeds and aggressive driving. Grandview Street, Crouch Street,
Skylark Drive, and North Avenue could provide high-quality alignment opportunities for the IRT outside of
NCTD right-of way.



https://www.mwdh2o.com/media/19982/the-2019-federal-regional-transportation-plan.pdf

Multi-Modal Connections

In addition to traditional passenger vehicle traffic, roadways also accommodate active transportation
facilities and transit vehicles. Maximizing connections with these existing modes of transportation could
increase trail usage as well as the overall connectivity of the region.

The City of Oceanside maintains a database of existing and proposed bicycle facilities within the city. The
western side of the Oceanside IRT will connect to the existing Coastal Rail Trail along the COASTER
alignment and the eastern side will connect to the existing section of the IRT which terminates adjacent to
the Melrose SPRINTER station. A proposed Class IV separated bikeway will facilitate safe bicycle travel
directly to the coast from the IRT along Oceanside Boulevard. Though Oceanside Boulevard currently
provides Class Il bike lanes in each direction, community members may feel unsafe utilizing these
facilities due to the lack of separation from high-speed vehicles.

Major transit corridors, available through SANGIS, include Oceanside Boulevard, South Coast Highway,
El Camino Real, Rancho del Oro Drive, Avenida del Oro, College Boulevard, and Olive Drive. Maintaining
micromobility access to stops along these corridors and improving adjacent bicycle facilities through traffic
calming and increased separation from other modes of travel could facilitate local and regional
connections and promote trail utilization.

Land Use and Environment

Consideration and understanding of the surroundings of the IRT are critical to the success of any
proposed alignment. This includes an awareness of the natural environment, steep slopes posing
potential construction challenges, equity factors, and community context such as land use and key
destinations for connectivity. SANDAG provides vital information for this analysis, including:

e Environmentally sensitive areas (ESAs)
e 100-Year Floodplain

e Flowlines

e Topography

e Land Use

Construction Considerations

Much of the SPRINTER alignment runs adjacent to the flowline for Loma Alta Creek, making significant
portions of the IRT corridor an ESA in the 100-year floodplain. Pockets of wetlands remain in proximity to
the corridor, according to the National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) created by the U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service. Grades greater than 50%, which can pose significant construction constraints, exist near
Beechwood Lane, Joseph Carrasco Park, and around the Rancho Del Oro SPRINTER Station. Grades
greater than 25%, which can pose moderate construction constraints, surround these areas as well.
Alignments that reduce disturbance of these areas could reduce design and construction challenges.



https://fwsprimary.wim.usgs.gov/wetlands/apps/wetlands-mapper/

Equity

The Climate and Economic Justice Screening Tool (CJEST), maintained by the Council on Environmental
Quality, identifies the area north of the SPRINTER alignment between the Coastal Rail Trail and west of
Crouch Street due to the traffic volumes from the San Diego Freeway, housing costs, and low incomes.
CJEST defines low income as, “People in households where income is less than or equal to twice the
federal poverty level, not including students enrolled in higher education”. Creating alignments that
provide connectivity to these communities could increase economic opportunities for residents.

Community Context

The IRT offers an opportunity to connect many different land uses along the SPRINTER corridor, which
are predominantly residential, commercial, industrial, and open space. Four properties are currently
undergoing development along the corridor, consisting of two apartment complexes and two mixed use
developments. The IRT can connect existing and future residences to employment, educational,
entertainment, and recreational opportunities as well as essential destinations such as grocery stores and
healthcare facilities. Facilitating these connections can improve multimodal accessibility for Oceanside
residents and visitors alike while decreasing Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT), congestion, and pollution.

Right of Way

Right of way is a crucial constraint for the IRT. Parcel boundaries within a 0.5-mile radius from the IRT
corridor were collected from SANGIS and are shown in Appendix C: CAD Roll Plot along with the
SPRINTER rail tracks, striping and curb lines of Oceanside Boulevard, and 2-ft contours between South
Coast Highway and Melrose Drive.

The right of way along double-tracked sections of the SPRINTER corridor between the tracks and
adjacent parcels varies between 15 and 100 feet, with the most common measurements being between
30 and 50 feet. Some of this right of way is dedicated to maintenance vehicle access and setbacks from
the rail corridor. Alignment alternatives for the IRT must consider both existing and future developments
within NCTD right of way to be feasible.


https://screeningtool.geoplatform.gov/en/#3/33.47/-97.5

CHAPTER 4: FIELD VISITS

An in-person field visit on August 26, 2024, was conducted to validate the data, notice changes in real-
world conditions, and identify undocumented safety, operational, or construction challenges. Some key
findings include:
e Oceanside Boulevard is constrained between:
Cleveland Street and South Coast Highway
El Camino Real and SoCal Sports Complex
e Oceanside Boulevard has available space between:

Union Plaza Court and Crouch Street, on the
south side

SoCal Sports Complex and Calle Platino, on the
south side

e SPRINTER alignment has available space between
College Boulevard Station and College Boulevard.

e Steep slopes along the SPRINTER alignment along:
Beechwood Lane
The intersection of Skylark Drive and Sarbonne Drive
e Industry Street has significant parking demand
e Bridges at:
South Oceanside Boulevard and Union Plaza Court

Multiple between Rancho del Oro Road and College Boulevard Station

One additional in-person field visit may be conducted during the development and refinement of
alignment alternatives in Phase 2 or Phase 3 of the project.



CHAPTER 5: COMMUNITY OUTREACH

Overview

The City of Oceanside implemented a public outreach and engagement program to inform the feasibility
study for the final 7.4-mile segment of the IRT. Obtaining meaningful public input throughout the planning
process is critical to the success of this project and will help the City develop a project that meets
community needs and works for people of all ages and abilities.

A complete summary of Phase 1 of community outreach and engagement is provided in Appendix D:
Phase 1 Community Outreach and Engagement Summary. The following objectives guided
community outreach in Phase 1 of Public Engagement and will continue to guide outreach throughout the
feasibility study:

¢ Inform stakeholders and interested members of the public about Inland Rail Trail Project and
the importance of improving active transportation infrastructure.

e Build trust through transparency, providing multiple opportunities for the public to participate in
the planning process.

e Obtain meaningful input from stakeholders and interested members of the public in a timely
manner to ensure that the project reflects the communities’ preferences and needs.

o Effectively engage communities of concern and populations that have historically been
underrepresented in the planning process.

e Ensure the public is made aware of how the input they provided impacted the final concept,
and how they can stay engaged in the process in the future.

Phase 1 of Public Engagement

Informational Materials

Informational materials were developed to support outreach and engagement efforts. These materials
provided information about the project and the planning process, and informed the public about the
importance of public input to develop a project that best serves the community. The following
informational materials and resources were developed:

e Project Website — a project website, available in English and Spanish, was created to share
information about the project, planning process, and opportunities at
www.osideinlandrailtrail.org.

e Fact Sheet — a project fact sheet with information about the project and planning process,
opportunities for public engagement, and a QR code directing people to the project website
was used as a handout for public outreach events (in English with a Spanish translation on the
reverse side).


https://www.osideinlandrailtrail.org/

e Direct Mail — a direct mail postcard with project information, engagement opportunities, and a
QR code directing recipients to the project survey was sent to approximately 3,000 residences
that were within a 0.5-mile radius of the Inland Rail Trail corridor. The postcard was in English
with a link to a Spanish version posted on the project website.

e Sidewalk Decals — sidewalk decals were installed in 10 high-traffic areas throughout the City
to raise public awareness about the project and opportunities for engagement. The decals
included a QR code directing people to the project website.

e Dedicated Email and Voicemail — a dedicated email address (info@OsidelnlandRailTrail.org)
and voicemail line (888) 221-2260 were created to allow the public to submit questions and
comments to the City.

Community Advisory Board

A Community Advisory Board (CAB) was convened to provide input to the City at key milestones and to
serve as a liaison between the City and the respective constituencies of CAB stakeholders. The CAB wiill
meet four times during the feasibility study.

Stakeholders to the CAB include:

e City of Oceanside

e City of Vista

e County of San Diego

e Friends of El Corazon

e |-5 North Coast Corridor

e North Coast Transit District

e Oceanside Arts Commission

e Oceanside Bike and Ped Committee

e Oceanside Parks & Recreation Commission
e San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)
e San Luis Rey Band of Mission Indians

e Vista Community Clinic

The first meeting of the CAB was conducted on September 4, 2024 at Oceanside City Hall. CAB
members provided input on project priorities and locations for pop-up outreach events and were asked to
share information about public engagement opportunities with their constituencies.

Pop-Up Events

To reach the public “where they are at,” two pop-up outreach events were conducted. The pop-up events
were promoted via the City of Oceanside’s e-newsletter (The Tide), social media, and in the direct mail
postcard. Additionally, information was provided to Community Advisory Board members to share with
their constituencies.

Fact sheets (in English and Spanish) were handed out and an interactive poster board activity allowed
people to indicate how they would use the Inland Rail Trail and what their priorities for the project were.


mailto:info@OsideInlandRailTrail.org

Pop-up events occurred at the following locations and times.

e Saturday October 12, 2024 from 10 am to 12 pm at
the Oceanside Pier

e Saturday October 19, 2024 from 10 am to 12 pm at
the Wagner Aquatic Center and the Senior Center

Across both pop-up events, approximately 100 people were
engaged and about 60 participated in the posterboard activity.

Online Survey

An online survey, provided in both English and Spanish, was
made available to the public and open from September 15
through October 31, 2024. The survey was promoted through
the City of Oceanside’s e-newsletter (The Tide), social media,
sidewalk decals, in the direct mail postcard, on the project
website, at pop-up outreach events, and through the CAB.

The survey asked participants how they would use the Inland Rail Trail, what features they would like to
see incorporated, and what their key priorities are for the project. The survey also included an open-
ended question inviting participants to submit additional comments. The survey was taken by 403 people.



Key Takeaways from Public Input

The input received during Phase 1 outreach and engagement activities will help inform the development
of alternative alignments for the Inland Rail Trail. The key takeaways from the input received include:

The project enjoys broad support from those that were engaged.

Safety is a primary concern. Those engaged cited the following:
The City needs to prevent homeless encampments.
There was a strong desire for separation between pedestrians and bikes/e-bikes.
Road crossings need to be safe.

Trail connectivity is a priority.
Most people would use the Inland Rail Trail for biking/e-biking (more than 60%).
The Inland Rail Trail would help the community be more active and access public recreation.

Shade, lighting, and native landscaping are important elements to incorporate into the project



CHAPTER 6: OPPORTUNITIES & CONSTRAINTS

Opportunities and constraints were identified at a planning level throughout the IRT corridor between
South Pacific Street and Melrose Drive. The following list describes the most encountered constraints.

Steep slopes: steep slopes pose a challenge to the IRT because they would require either
extensive grading or retaining walls, which are infeasible in many cases.

Limited right-of-way along the SPRINTER corridor due to adjacent developments or double-
tracking and maintenance access requirements also poses a significant challenge to the
development of a constructible 10’ minimum width bike and pedestrian path.

Creek crossings: the SPRINTER corridor runs parallel to the Loma Alta creek along most of
the study area.

There are also several opportunities which the IRT can take advantage of throughout the study corridor,
including the following:

New developments may provide opportunities for public art, alternative alignments, and right
of way acquisition which could offset some of the constraints listed above.

Low-volume parallel roadways with underutilized right-of-way also exist within the study
area, including sections of Oceanside Boulevard, Skylark Drive, and Ord Way. These could be
used for alternative alignments which run parallel to the SPRINTER corridor but outside of
SPRINTER right-of-way.

Connections to transit and community assets: there are many existing developments
along the corridor which the IRT would serve, including schools, healthcare facilities, shopping
centers, and community centers.

The opportunities and constraints along the study corridor are depicted in detail in Appendix E:
Opportunities and Constraints Map.
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Appendix A: Existing Document Review Matrix



Existing Document Review - Matrix of Existing Plans

Report Agenc

Publication Date

Report Findings

Relevant Information

Notes

3231 Oceanside Blvd - Mixed Use Development on Oside

Residential development at 3231 Oceanside Blvd can act as a catalyst to developing the

Pg 2 - "Future pedestrian trail opportunities [along the project site] may provide direct

Blvd Between ECR and RDO The Lightfoot Planning Group 8/28/2024 Oceanside Bivd Corridor. to the project site [and adjacent Sprinter facilities]"
Pg 32 - Mid-County Bikeway - Inland Rail Trail Connection
Pg 65 - the Inland Rail Trail bike path between Oceanside and Escondido is within the
. _ Through the implementation of transportation projects targeting a wide range of mobility  North County Corridor
2’::‘5255 Regional Plan - Appendix A: Transportation SANDAG Dec-21 types, SANDAG can create amore equitable transportation network that allows for greater  Pg 67 - Cost of AT003 - Inland Rail Trail: Phase 4 is $37Million
) mobility and higher quality of life throughout the County, specifically in disadvantaged areas. ~Pg 67 - Cost of AT049 - Inland Rail Trail: Oceanside i estimated to be $68Million
Pg 140 - Inland Rail Trail: Oceanside (2035) mentioned in Acrive Transportation Projects
Located in CBO Network Ci
Pg 68 - High-level alignment of IRT shown on map from Coastal Rail Trail to Escondido
Pg 113 (Project ID 20) - IRT from Coastal Rail Trailin Oceanside to I-15 Bikeway in
Escondido is 20.7 miles long, with 14.8 miles unconstructed. Estimated cost of unbuilt
SANDAG Regional Plan - Appendix L: Active SANDAG is proposing to create a drastic shiftin the way people move throughout the County PO"tion is $39,.072,000
Trans, onaugon Plan % ) SANDAG Dec-21 through its ll’unprrange lanning efforts, and acuveuan‘s/ pcr!.:llcn will play agke role in this. Y Pq 118 -Previous sectionsof the RT have been develooped with CMAQ funds
P 9 g-range planning . P playakey " Pg 119 - "BTA funds have been used to develop bikeways like the Inland Rail Trail, but
should SANDAG be responsible for regional project development, it would only be
available through a cooperative agreement with a local agency that agreed to apply for
the funds on SANDAG's behalf."
SANDAG Regoonal Plan - Appendix F: Regional Growth SANDAG produceslong-range forecasts of population. housing, and employment whichare o oo T Sl L L
Forecast and Sustainable Communities Strategy Land Use SANDAG Dec-21 meant to be used as guidance for planners and policy-makers to make informed decisions
Oceanside IRT corridor.
Pattern relating to and future growth.
The Gty of Oceanside expects to see continued growth nthe coming years, bUt 08s Ot have 1 e ol Netuorks Policy (tem 4.3)
Oceanside 2024 General Plan Update - Integrated capacity to accommaodate much more private automobile se on its existing networks. The "
City of Oceanside 2024 Pg 4-45 - IRTis to be part of the City's Trails Master Plan, which can be expected in 2025
Mobility Element City can adidress this issue by continuing to develop a multi-faceted transportation network +2 2%
that allows people to move without solely relying on an automobile.
The Traffic Impact Study (TIS) is a Vehicle-Miles Traveled (VMT) study that determines the
Oceanside 2024 General Plan Update - Appendix B impacts of traffic that can occur due to a proposed development. The Traffic Operations
Transportation Impact Study & Traffic Operations Analysis City of Oceanside 2024 Analysis (TOA) is a Level of Service (LOS) study that determines the operational effects on the "> d°cument does not contain references to the Oceanside Inland Rail Trail
vehicular transportation network due to a proposed development.
The Mision Avenue, Oceanside Boulevard, and Cista Way/Plaza DINe COMIGORS Ve a5 e ¢ ¢ ) v i el
City of Oceanside’s primary east/west corridors. They currently support commercial and
2024 Smart and Sustainable Corridors - Drat Mobility constructed along Oceanside Boulevard. A class | bike path is shown on a typical cross-
City of Oceanside 2024 industrial uses, but will see significant residential development due to the Smart and
Element section of Oceanside Bivd between El Camino Real and College Boulevard.
Sustainable Corridors Plan. These corridors will be re-developed with complete streets
Page 5-18 - Goal 8 of SSCSP is to implement the Oceanside IRT
principles in mind to support access to transit and to accommodate all modes of travel.
The City of Oceanside General Plan - Circulation Element “provides goals, objectives,and  Pg 67 - Policy 6.6 is that Oceanside “shall cooperate with other government agencies to
2012 Oceanside General Plan - Circulation Element City of Oceanside Sep-21 policies to maintain and improve the City of Oceanside’s transportation system and enhance provide connection and continuation of the regional bike routes and corridors such as
travel choices for current and future residents, visitors, and workers.” the... Infand Rail Trail as identified in the 2030 San Diego Regional Transportation Plan.:
2012 Oceanside General Plan - Circulation Element The City of Oceanside has seen significant growth between 1995 and the time of publication, information relevant to the IRT is not
City of Oceanside Sep-21 and requires a comprehensive update to its previous General Plan Circulation Element to  Pg 94 - Oceanside-Escondido Inland Rail Trail cost estimate is $12,000,000 changed in the 2018 Update to this
Appendix A - Bicycle Master Plan
accommodate local travel needs, serve long-distance travel, and promote tourism. document
The MOU designates San Marcos as the Project Administrator for the Inland Rail Trail. It
states that the IRT and the passenger rail project will be considererd joint projects until
nfand Rail Trail Memorandum of Understandin North San Diego County Transit oni6/1095  This document establishes an agreement between NSDCTD and the various stakeholder cities the construction stage, and specifies that the NSOCTDB and sponsor agencies wil adopt
9 Development Board between Oceanside and Escondido for the development of the Inland Rail Tral Project. a formal agreement specifying access rights, responsibilities, and duties with regards to
construction, maintenance, and liabilities associated with the bikeway before
construction plans are signed by NSDCTB
"The Climate Action Plan integrates the City's past and current GHG reduction efforts with _Pgs 70 and 106 - Action TR4.4 is "to support proposed GP policy IM 4-2, by 2027,
City of Oceanside Climate Action Plan City of Oceanside May-24 additional measures that seek to balance GHG reduction with other priorities, including develop a Trails Master Plan with the following goals... i) Improve the Infand Rail
quality of lfe, economic and fiscal Trail.."
the years 1990 to 2019, a rapid influx of people into the North County outpaced
development of the transportation network. Growth is expected to slow in the North County ~ Pg 74 - Maps gap in IRT (Oceanside segment)
North County Comprehensive Multimodal Corridor Plan SANDAG, Caltrans un-23 over the coming years, and the transportation network throughout the North County must g 103 - Shows Oceanside IRT as proposed Class I/Class IV
adapt to user behavior changes and experience changes to alleviate existing impacts to quality Pg 122 - Shows high-level alignment of the corridor
of e,
The western extents of the City of Oceanside, bounded by the Pacific Ocean and by Interstate 3.5 - Shows & map that identifies several areas along the Oceanside IRT corridor as
High Pedestrian Activity” locations
5, were designed in a grid fashion that promotes walking and produces generally low vehicular
volumes. East of Interstate 5, however, streets are designed ina hierarchical nature which /0 2 & 3-8 - Show key developments and schools along the Gceanside IRT corridor
2009 Oceanside Pedestrian Master Plan City of Oceanside Nov-09 - g . Pg 3-2 - Maps pedestrian collisions, showing several pedestrian collisions along

promotes high vehicle volumes on certain streets and can discourage pedestrian activity.
Pedestrian connections and facility maintenance is most critical near coastal areas due to
tourism practices and environmental challenges.

roadways adjacent to the Oceanside IRT corridor
Pgs. 3-38 through 3-40 - Identify the importance of, and access issues related to,
walking/rolling connections to NCTD's SPRINTER locations
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