
Staff Contact Alexander P. Meyerhoff, City Manager 

SAN FERNANDO CITY COUNCIL 

REGULAR MEETING NOTICE AND AGENDA 

JANUARY 16, 2018 – 6:00 PM 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS 
117 MACNEIL STREET 

SAN FERNANDO, CA 91340 

CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL 

Mayor Sylvia Ballin 
Vice Mayor Antonio Lopez 
Councilmember Jaime Soto  
Councilmember Joel Fajardo 
Councilmember Robert C. Gonzales 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

Led by Recreation Supervisor Maribel Perez 

APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

PRESENTATIONS 

a) INTRODUCTION OF NEW DIRECTOR OF RECREATION AND COMMUNITY SERVICES
JULIAN VENEGAS
City Manager Alexander P. Meyerhoff

One Councilmember will participate via teleconference from: 

6595 Andressen Road, Sheridan, CA 95681 
Pursuant to Government Code Section 54953, members of the 

public will be able to participate from the teleconference location. 
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b) CERTIFICATES OF ACCOMPLISHMENT – SAN FERNANDO HIGH SCHOOL VARSITY FOOTBALL 
TEAM CIF DIVISION I CHAMPIONSHIP 
City Manager Alexander P. Meyerhoff 
 

c) ALAS MEDIA HELP PORTRAIT EVENT 
 Recreation Supervisor Maribel Perez 
 
d) NATIONAL SCHOOL CHOICE WEEK – JANUARY 21-27 
 Vice Mayor Antonio Lopez 
 
e) RECOGNITION OF CONTRIBUTION AND SUPPORT FOR DOMESTIC VIOLENCE AWARENESS 

BEAUTY DAY – BLANCA GONZALES 
 Police Chief Anthony Vairo 
 
f) PRESENTATION BY L.A. TREEPEOPLE ON THE CALLES VERDES PROJECT 

City Manager Alexander P. Meyerhoff 
 
 
DECORUM AND ORDER 
 
The City Council, elected by the public, must be free to discuss issues confronting the City in an 
orderly environment.  Public members attending City Council meetings shall observe the same 
rules of order and decorum applicable to the City Council (SF Procedural Manual).  Any person 
making impertinent derogatory or slanderous remarks or who becomes boisterous while 
addressing the City Council or while attending the City Council meeting, may be removed from 
the room if the Presiding Officer so directs the sergeant-at-arms and such person may be 
barred from further audience before the City Council. 
 
 
PUBLIC STATEMENTS – WRITTEN/ORAL 
 
There will be a three (3) minute limitation per each member of the audience who wishes to 
make comments relating to City Business.  Anyone wishing to speak, please fill out the blue 
form located at the Council Chambers entrance and submit it to the City Clerk.  When 
addressing the City Council please speak into the microphone and voluntarily state your name 
and address. 
 
 
CITY COUNCIL - LIAISON UPDATES 
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CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
Items on the Consent Calendar are considered routine and may be disposed of by a single 
motion to adopt staff recommendation. If the City Council wishes to discuss any item, it should 
first be removed from the Consent Calendar. 
 
1) REQUEST TO APPROVE THE MINUTES OF: 
 

a) DECEMBER 4, 2017 – REGULAR MEETING 
b) DECEMBER 20, 2017 – ADJOURNED REGULAR MEETING 

 
2) CONSIDERATION TO ADOPT RESOLUTION NOS. 17-122, 18-011 AND 18-012 APPROVING 

THE WARRANT REGISTERS OF DECEMBER 18, 2017, JANUARY 2, 2018, AND JANUARY 16, 
2018, RESPECTIVELY 
 
Recommend that the City Council: 
 
a. Adopt Resolution No. 17-122 approving the Warrant Register dated December 18, 

2017; and 
 
b. Adopt Resolution No. 18-011 approving the Warrant Register dated 

January 2, 2018; and 
 
c. Adopt Resolution No. 18-012 approving the Warrant Register dated January 16, 2018. 
 

3) CONSIDERATION TO APPROVE A BUSINESS LICENSE PERMIT APPLICATION TO OPERATE 
A CHARITABLE BINGO HOUSE  
 
Recommend that the City Council approve a 2018 Business License Permit Application for 
the American Legion San Fernando Post 176 to conduct weekly Bingo Nights at 602 Pico 
Street pursuant to San Fernando City Code Section 10-75. 

 
4) CONSIDERATION TO APPROVE THE PURCHASE OF A POLICE VEHICLE REPLACEMENT AND 

ADOPT A RESOLUTION AMENDING FISCAL YEAR 2017-2018 CITY BUDGET  
 
Recommend that the City Council: 

 
a. Approve the purchase of one (1) replacement 2018 Ford Police Interceptor Utility 

vehicle from Wondries Fleet Group in the amount of $28,518.00 plus applicable sales 
and tire taxes, under the Cooperative Purchase Provision of the Los Angeles County 
contract 17361672-1;  
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b. Adopt Resolution No. 7833 appropriating the replacement expenditure and 
anticipated insurance revenue in the Equipment Replacement Fund; and 

 
c. Authorize the City Manager to execute the Purchase Order. 

 
5) CONSIDERATION TO ACCEPT A VEHICLE DONATION FROM THE CITY OF VERNON 

 
Recommend that the City Council: 
 
a. Accept the donation of a 2005 Chevrolet Tahoe (VIN: 1GNEC13Z75R256868) to the San 

Fernando Police Department Reserve Division from the City of Vernon; and 
 

b. Authorize the City Manager to direct staff to execute all related documents. 
 
6) CONSIDERATION TO AUTHORIZE SUBMITTAL OF GRANT APPLICATIONS TO THE 

NATIONAL ENDOWMENT FOR THE ARTS AND THE CALIFORNIA ARTS COUNCIL FOR 
FUNDING SUPPORT OF THE MARIACHI MASTER APPRENTICE PROGRAM  
 
Recommend that the City Council: 

 
a. Authorize the preparation and submittal of a grant application to the National 

Endowment for the Arts in the amount of $57,000 to support the City of San Fernando 
Mariachi Master Apprentice Program (MMAP);  

 
b. Authorize the preparation and submittal of a grant application to the California Arts 

Council (CAC) in the amount of $18,000 to support the MMAP;  
 

c. Authorize the City Manager to accept the grants, if awarded; 
 

d. Authorize the City Manager to execute all related grant documents required for 
receiving such grant funds pursuant to the terms and conditions of the grant; and 

 
e. Upon full execution of all grant related documents, authorize the City Manager to 

amend the appropriate Fiscal Year 2018-2019 revenue and expenditure budgets to 
appropriate the grant funds. 
 

 
PUBLIC HEARING 
 
7) CONSIDERATION TO ADOPT THE SAFE AND ACTIVE STREETS PLAN 

Recommend that the City Council: 
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a. Open the Public Hearing; 

b. Take public testimony; 

c. Close the Public Hearing; and 

d. Adopt Resolution No. 7809 approving the Safe and Active Streets Plan. 
 
8) CONSIDERATION TO ADOPT AN AMENDED ORDINANCE TO ADD VAPING AND OTHER 

NON-TRADITIONAL FORMS OF SMOKING TO THE EXISTING ORDINANCE REGULATING 
SMOKING IN OUTDOOR PLACES 

 
 Recommend that the City Council introduce for first reading, in title only, and waive 

further reading of Ordinance No. 1672 titled, “An Ordinance of the City of San Fernando, 
California, Amending the San Fernando City Code to Add Chapter 23, Regarding the 
Regulation of Smoking in Outdoor Places.” 

 
 
ADMINISTRATIVE REPORTS 
 
9) DISCUSSION OF REGULATION OF BUSINESS DISTRIBUTION MATERIALS AND 

PROPAGANDA ON VEHICLES, CITY, AND PRIVATE PROPERTY 
 
This item is placed on the agenda by Councilmember Jaime Soto. 
 

10) REQUEST FOR AN UPDATE REGARDING A REPORT ON ICE CREAM TRUCK VENDOR 
OPERATIONS AND THEIR POLLUTION/EMISSION IMPACTS IN THE CITY 
 
This item is placed on the agenda by Councilmember Jaime Soto. 

 
 

DEPARTMENT HEADS - COMMISSION UPDATES 
 
 
GENERAL COUNCIL COMMENTS 
 
 
STAFF COMMUNICATION 
 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
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I hereby certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing 
agenda was posted on the City Hall bulletin board not less than 72 hours prior to the meeting. 
 
 
 
Elena G. Chávez, CMC  
City Clerk 
Signed and Posted:  January 11, 2018 (4:00 p.m.) 
 

Agendas and complete Agenda Packets (including staff reports and exhibits related to each item) are posted on the City’s Internet website 
(www.sfcity.org).  These are also available for public reviewing prior to a meeting in the City Clerk Department. Any public writings distributed 
by the City Council to at least a majority of the Councilmembers regarding any item on this regular meeting agenda will also be made available 
at the City Clerk Department at City Hall located at 117 Macneil Street, San Fernando, CA, 91340 during normal business hours.  In addition, the 
City may also post such documents on the City’s website at www.sfcity.org. In accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, if you 
require a disability-related modification/accommodation to attend or participate in this meeting, including auxiliary aids or services please call 
the City Clerk Department at (818) 898-1204 at least 48 hours prior to the meeting. 
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SAN FERNANDO CITY COUNCIL 
MINUTES 

 
DECEMBER 4, 2017 – 6:00 P.M. 

REGULAR MEETING 
 

City Hall Council Chambers 
117 Macneil Street 

San Fernando, CA 91340 
 
 
CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL 
 
Mayor Sylvia Ballin called the meeting to order at 6:06 p.m. 
Present: 
 

Council: Mayor Sylvia Ballin, Vice Mayor Antonio Lopez, and Councilmembers 
Jaime Soto, Joel Fajardo, and Robert C. Gonzales  

 
Staff: City Manager Alexander P. Meyerhoff, City Attorney Rick Olivarez, 

Assistant City Attorney Richard Padilla, and City Clerk Elena G. Chávez 
 
 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 
Led by Finance Director Nick Kimball 
 
 
APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
 
Motion by Vice Mayor Lopez, seconded by Councilmember Fajardo, to approve the agenda.  By 
consensus, the motion carried. 
 
 
PRESENTATIONS 
 
The following presentation was made: 
 
a) CERTIFICATE OF RECOGNITION – EDUCATION COMMISSIONER DANITZA 

PANTOJA   
 
 
DECORUM AND ORDER 
 
City Attorney Olivarez provided a brief summary of the rules. 
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PUBLIC STATEMENTS – WRITTEN/ORAL 
 
Marsela Hernandez talked about traffic lights and said that it’s not nice when residents, who live 
near schools, put out their trash containers out so that parents (picking up their children from 
school) can’t park in front of their homes.   
 
Ruben Quintana SFPEA, talked about their union, the dedication of their members, and the 
sacrifices they’ve made, and (referring to current discussions) asked the City Council to “do the 
right thing”. 
 
Joe Ruelas is concerned about the proposed 160 homes that are scheduled to be built on Harding 
Ave. and the enormous traffic issues that will impact the neighborhood and suggested that the 
issue to be addressed beforehand.  
 
Liana Stepanyan, San Fernando Library Manager, provided information regarding upcoming 
events and services available to the community. 
 
Mary Mendoza said she feels she has not gotten straight answers from staff regarding the 
construction taking place at the JC Penney building and she believes that residents deserve to 
know what’s going on. 
 
City Clerk Chávez read an email from resident Patty Lopez who said that residents have 
expressed disappointment to her regarding the lack of partnership and positive movement when 
trying to work with the City Council. 
 
 
CITY COUNCIL - LIAISON UPDATES 
 
Councilmember Gonzales gave an update regarding Independent Cities Association activities 
 
Both Mayor Ballin and Councilmember Soto gave an update regarding the Disaster Relief Fund 
Ad Hoc Committee. 
 
 
CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
Motion by Councilmember Fajardo, seconded by Councilmember Gonzales, to approve the 
Consent Calendar Items: 
 
1) REQUEST TO APPROVE THE MINUTES OF: 
 

a) NOVEMBER 6, 2017 – SPECIAL MEETING 
b) NOVEMBER 20, 2017 – SPECIAL MEETING 

 
2) CONSIDERATION TO ADOPT A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE WARRANT 

REGISTER 
 

01/16/18 CC Meeting Agenda Page 12 of 521



SAN FERNANDO CITY COUNCIL 
MINUTES – December 4, 2017 
Page 3 
 
3) CONSIDERATION TO APPROVE CALENDAR YEAR 2018 BUSINESS PERMITS 

FOR CERTAIN BUSINESS ACTIVITIES AS REQUIRED BY THE CITY CODE 
  
4) CONSIDERATION TO ADOPT A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE INVESTMENT 

POLICY FOR FISCAL YEAR 2017-2018 
 
5) CONSIDERATION TO ADOPT RESOLUTIONS APPROVING NEW JOB 

SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS AND PAYROLL 
TECHNICIAN CLASSIFICATIONS 

 
6) CONSIDERATION TO ADOPT RESOLUTIONS TO ACCEPT AND APPROPRIATE 

GRANT FUNDS AWARDED BY THE LOS ANGELES COUNTY METROPOLITAN 
TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY FOR SAN FERNANDO CITYWIDE SIGNAL 
SYNCHRONIZATION AND BUS SPEED IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT 

  
7) CONSIDERATION TO APPROVE A SECOND AMENDMENT TO THE MASTER 

AGREEMENT WITH JWA URBAN CONSULTANTS, INC. TO PROVIDE 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES 

 
By consensus, the motion carried. 
 
By consensus, the following item was moved up on the agenda. 
 
12) CONSIDERATION TO APPOINT AN EDUCATION COMMISSIONER 
 
Councilmember Fajardo made a motion to appoint Veronica Pacheco as his representative to the 
Education Commission.  The motion was seconded by Councilmember Ballin and was approved 
by consensus. 
 
 
PUBLIC HEARING 
 
8) CONSIDERATION TO ADOPT RESOLUTIONS CERTIFYING ENVIRONMENTAL 

IMPACT REPORT SCH NO. 2015121088 AND APPROVING THE AMENDMENTS TO 
THE CITY’S GENERAL PLAN TEXT AND MAP, AND CONSIDERATION TO 
ADOPT AN ORDINANCE APPROVING THE SAN FERNANDO CORRIDORS 
SPECIFIC PLAN SP-5 AND RELATED AMENDMENTS TO THE CITY’S ZONING 
ORDINANCE TEXT AND MAP  

 
Motion by Vice Mayor Lopez, seconded by Councilmember Gonzales, to reopen the Public 
Hearing (continued from the meeting of November 20, 2017).  By consensus, the motion carried. 
 
City Attorney Olivarez announced that Councilmember Fajardo would recuse himself from this 
discussion due to a conflict of interest (he lives within 500’ of the project area). 
 
At this time, Councilmember Fajardo exited the Council Chambers. 
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Interim Community Development Director Jack Wong provided a brief presentation and replied 
to questions from Councilmembers. 
 
At this time, Mayor Ballin announced that the public comment portion of the Public Hearing was 
reopened.  
 
The following individuals spoke against approval of the item: 
 
Brent Bell 
Steven Bravo 
Alf Knudson 
Ron Hernandez 
Marsela Rodriguez 
(Male, did not state name) 
Mary Mendoza 
Jessica Medina 
(Male – did not state name) 
Elvira Orozco 
Richard Arroyo 
 
(Male – did not state name) spoke in favor of the item. 
 
City Clerk Chávez read letters from: 
 
Johannes  Lopez’ letter addressed “EV” (electronic vehicle) stations, motorists, and parking. 
 
Angel-Zobel Rodriguez believes that any improvements to San Fernando’s corridors must 
include discussions with the City of Los Angeles regarding traffic flow. 
 
Apolonio Caceres’ was in favor of the item. 
 
There being no further comments, Mayor Ballin closed the Public Hearing. 
 
Interim Community Development Director Wong, Assistant City Attorney Padilla, David 
Sargent and Juan Gomez-Novy (Sargent Town Planning) addressed comments and concerns 
expressed by the public and replied to various questions from Councilmembers. 
 
Discussion ensued amongst Councilmembers.  
  
Motion by Councilmember Gonzales to: 

 
a. Adopt Resolution No. 7826:  
 

i. Certifying the Final Environmental Impact Report SCH No. 2015121088, pursuant 
to the California Environmental Quality Act, finding that the proposed San Fernando 
Corridors Specific Plan SP-5 and related amendments to the City’s General Plan and 

01/16/18 CC Meeting Agenda Page 14 of 521



SAN FERNANDO CITY COUNCIL 
MINUTES – December 4, 2017 
Page 5 
 

Zoning Ordinance text and maps will not have an effect on the environment that 
cannot be mitigated to less-than-significant impact levels, and such finding shall be 
contingent upon the final adoption of the amendments to the General Plan text and 
map, and final adoption of the San Fernando Corridors Specific Plan SP-5 and 
amendments to the Zoning Ordinance text and map; and 

 
ii. Approving the amendments to the City’s General Plan text and map, contingent 

upon the final adoption of the San Fernando Corridors Specific Plan SP-5 and 
amendments to the Zoning Ordinance text and map; and 

 
b. Introduce for first reading, in title only, and waive further reading of Ordinance No. 

1671, “An Ordinance of the City Council of the City of San Fernando, California, 
Approving the San Fernando Corridors Specific Plan SP-5 and Repealing in its Entirety 
the Former Corridors Specific Plan SP-4 and Amending the Zoning Ordinance Text and 
Zoning Map”. 

 
Mayor Ballin requested an amendment to “eliminate housing on First Street and amend the 
Specific Plan and correct the language on the west side”. 
 
Vice Mayor Lopez also requested an amendment to “change in the downtown area to allow for 
wine bars, distilleries, and potential arcades”. 
 
Both amendments were accepted by Councilmember Gonzales and the motion was seconded by 
Mayor Ballin. 
 
The motion carried with the following vote: 
 
 AYES:  Gonzales, Ballin, Lopez – 3 
 NOES:  Soto – 1 
 RECUSE:  Fajardo – 1 
  
At this time, Councilmember Fajardo returned to the Council Chambers. 
 
 
ADMINISTRATIVE REPORTS 
 
9) CONSIDERATION TO ESTABLISH A TRANSACTION TAX EXTENSION 

(MEASURE “A”) AD HOC COMMITTEE 
 
During this item, Councilmember Soto stepped away and exited the Council Chambers.  
 
Due to expressed interest from three Councilmembers, City Clerk Chávez and Cultural Arts 
Supervisor Virginia Diediker randomly drew names from a cup.  The names selected were Vice 
Mayor Lopez and Councilmember Gonzales. 
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Motion by Councilmember Gonzales, seconded by Vice Mayor Lopez to approve the members 
to the Transaction Tax Extension (Measure “A”) Ad Hoc Committee.  The motion carried with 
the following vote: 
 

AYES:  Gonzales, Fajardo, Lopez, Ballin – 4 
 NOES:  None 
 ABSENT:  Soto – 1 
 
10) GENERAL DISCUSSION OF DEVELOPMENT ISSUES INCLUDING, BUT NOT 

LIMITED TO, PROJECT LABOR AGREEMENTS, DOWN PAYMENT ASSISTANCE 
PROGRAMS, AND OTHER TOPICS OF COMMUNITY CONCERN OR INTEREST 
 

Councilmember Fajardo gave a brief report regarding this item.  By general direction, the item 
would be forwarded to the new Community Development Director for follow up. 

 
11) CONSIDERATION TO ADOPT AN ORDINANCE REGARDING THE REGULATION 

OF BEHESTED PAYMENTS 
 
Councilmember Fajardo gave a brief report regarding this item and replied to questions from 
Councilmembers.   
 
By consensus, Council agreed that the City Attorney’s office would review the ordinance and 
bring it back at a subsequent meeting.  
 

 
DEPARTMENT HEADS - COMMISSION UPDATES 
 
Both Recreation Supervisor Maribel Perez and Cultural Arts Supervisor Virginia Diediker gave 
updates regarding the holiday tree lighting and Alas Media Help Portrait Event. 
 
Finance Director Kimball gave an update regarding user impact and developer impact fees. 
 
Management Analyst Kenneth Jones provided updates regarding Public Works actitivies. 
 
 
GENERAL COUNCIL COMMENTS 
 
Councilmember Gonzales wished everyone happy holidays and thanked staff for their hard work. 
 
Councilmember Soto said that the holiday lights and decorations throughout the City look nice 
and wished everyone happy holidays and a Merry Christmas. 
 
Councilmember Fajardo wished everyone a happy holiday season.  He thanked staff for helping 
him with the last-minute arrangements regarding the preparation of the going away certificate for 
Ms. Pantoja.  He recommended that we look at policies to make certain that managers have 
access to their subordinate’s computers.  He briefly talked about the Public Works Director 
position job specification and about the need to look into raising the City’s minimum wage.  
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Vice Mayor Lopez wished everyone happy holidays and thanked those that worked on the TOD 
project.  
 
Mayor Ballin thanked Recreation Supervisor Maribel Perez and Cultural Arts Supervisor 
Virginia Diediker for their work and she requested approval to use City letterhead to reply to a 
grammar school student who had written to her (there was no objection by Councilmembers).  
She also thanked Interim Community Development Director Wong, he’s been a pleasure to work 
with, and is grateful for the work he’s done. 
 
Police Chief Vairo gave an update regarding the Police Department’s luncheon.  
 
 
STAFF COMMUNICATION 
 
City Manager Meyerhoff gave updates regarding various meetings and activities that he has 
participated with staff and several organizations.    
 
 
ADJOURNMENT (9:23 P.M.) 
 
Assistant City Attorney Richard Padilla reminded the City Council that a second reading was 
required regarding Ordinance No. 1671. 
 
Motion by Mayor Ballin, seconded by Councilmember Gonzales, to adjourn this meeting to an 
adjourned regular meeting to be held on December 20, 2017, at 6:00 p.m. (City staff to comply 
with the 72 hour noticing requirement).  By consensus the motion carried. 
 
 

I do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and 
correct copy of the minutes of December 4, 2017, 
meeting as approved by the San Fernando City Council. 
 
____________________________ 
Elena G. Chávez, CMC 
City Clerk 
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SAN FERNANDO CITY COUNCIL 
MINUTES 

 
DECEMBER 20, 2017 – 6:00 P.M. 

ADJOURNED REGULAR MEETING 
 

City Hall Council Chambers 
117 Macneil Street 

San Fernando, CA 91340 
 
 
CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL 
 
Mayor Sylvia Ballin called the meeting to order at 6:01 p.m. 
Present: 
 

Council: Mayor Sylvia Ballin, Vice Mayor Antonio Lopez, and Councilmembers 
Jaime Soto, Joel Fajardo, and Robert C. Gonzales (arrived at 6:04 p.m.) 

 
Staff: City Manager Alexander P. Meyerhoff, City Attorney Rick Olivarez and 

City Clerk Elena G. Chávez 
 
 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 
Led by Police Chief Anthony Vairo 
 
 
APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
 
Motion by Councilmember Fajardo, seconded by Councilmember Soto, to approve the agenda.  
By consensus, the motion carried. 
 
 
DECORUM AND ORDER 
 
City Attorney Olivarez provided a brief summary of the rules. 
 
 
PUBLIC STATEMENTS – WRITTEN/ORAL 
 
Yolanda Haro talked about an incident between her husband and Councilmember Soto and said 
that her husband was served with a restraining order.  
 
Brent Bell, business owner, thanked staff for meeting with him to review his concerns regarding 
SP-5, is happy that his voice was heard, and asked that Council vote in favor of the item. 
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Henry Romero talked about construction plans for his house and said it doesn’t make sense that 
he can only have a 650 sq. ft. addition but his neighbor is allowed to build a 1,200 sq. ft. 
structure.  Mayor Ballin directed Interim Community Development Director Jack Wong to assist 
Mr. Romero with his questions. 
 
Alf Knudsen, business owner, said he was unable to meet with staff regarding his concerns 
pertaining to SP-5 and he talked about his concerns pertaining to Metro and the eminent domain 
situation.  Mayor Ballin announced that Interim Community Development Director Wong would 
address his concerns during the discussion of that item. 
 
 
CITY COUNCIL - LIAISON UPDATES 
 
Councilmember Gonzales gave a recap of the meeting held between the Ad Hoc Committee on 
the East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor (he and Vice Mayor Lopez) and key Metro staff 
(including the Project Management and Real Estate Acquisition teams) in which they discussed a 
number of critical issues.  He will continue to provide the City Council with updates. 
  
Mayor Ballin reported that L.A. Mayor Garcetti recently met with city mayors regarding Metro 
and it was made clear that San Fernando is not interested that Metro take any City property.  She 
talked about the CVS Pharmacy groundbreaking event and a recent event held by the Department 
of Child Services Foster Care. 
 
 
CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
Motion by Councilmember Fajardo, seconded by Councilmember Gonzales, to approve the 
Consent Calendar Item: 
 
1) CONSIDERATION AND APPROVAL OF THE UPPER LOS ANGELES RIVER AREA 

(ULARA) GROUNDWATER BASIN COST SHARING AGREEMENT FOR 
WATERMASTER SERVICES AND WATERMASTER-RELATED LEGAL SERVICES 
BY AND AMONG THE CITY OF SAN FERNANDO, THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES 
DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWER, THE CRESCENTA VALLEY WATER 
DISTRICT, AND THE CITIES OF GLENDALE AND BURBANK 

 
By consensus, the motion carried. 
 
 
ADMINISTRATIVE REPORTS 
 
2) CONSIDERATION OF MOTION TO APPROVE AND ADOPT FOR SECOND 

READING ORDINANCE NO. 1671 WHICH APPROVES THE SAN FERNANDO 
CORRIDORS SPECIFIC PLAN, SP-5 AND RELATED AMENDMENTS TO THE 
CITY’S ZONING ORDINANCE TEXT AND MAP AND WAIVER FURTHER 
READING AS TO THE SAME 
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City Attorney Olivarez announced that Councilmember Fajardo would recuse himself from this 
discussion due to a conflict of interest (he lives within 500’ of the project area). 
 
At this time (6:25 p.m.), Councilmember Fajardo exited the Council Chambers. 

 
Mayor Ballin reported that the City Council received oral and written comments from members 
of the public at the meetings of November 20 and December 4, 2017 (members of the public who 
spoke at the November 20 meeting were also allowed to speak again on December 4).  
 
Interim Community Development Director Wong provided a brief presentation, summarized the 
action taken at the last meeting, and replied to questions from Councilmembers.  He reported that 
that there was a typo in the SP-5 document and that the change should reflect that in the Maclay 
District, the public Open Space requirement is 150 square feet per dwelling unit.  
 
Motion by Councilmember Gonzales, seconded by Vice Mayor Lopez, to approve and adopt for 
second reading Ordinance No. 1671 which approves the San Fernando Corridors Specific Plan, 
SP-5 and related amendments to the City’s Zoning Ordinance Text and Map and waive further 
reading as to the same.  The motion carried with the following vote: 
 
 AYES:  Gonzales, Lopez, Ballin – 3 
 NOES:  None 
 ABSTAIN: Soto – 1 
 RECUSE: Fajardo – 1 
 
At this time, Councilmember Fajardo returned to the Council Chambers. 
 
 
DEPARTMENT HEADS - COMMISSION UPDATES 
 
City Clerk Chávez gave an update pertaining to the Education Commission and briefly talked 
about the Principals Brunch event and the scholarship program. 
 
Police Chief Vairo talked about the Annual Christmas Basket Program and wished everyone a 
Happy New Year.  
 
 
GENERAL COUNCIL COMMENTS 
 
Councilmember Soto thanked Chief Vairo for the Christmas Basket Program, wished everyone a 
Merry Christmas and happy holidays, and said that although we all have our opinions, it’s 
important to work together and move the City forward. 
 
Councilmember Gonzales talked about implementation of Metro tap cards, talked about Item No. 
2 and thanked Interim Community Development Director Wong, the public, and everyone that 
assisted, and wished everyone happy holidays. 
 
At this time (6:57 p.m.), Councilmember Soto left the meeting. 
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Vice Mayor Lopez wished staff and City Attorney Olivarez happy holidays. 
 
Councilmember Fajardo thanked everyone for coming to the meeting and the people of Alabama 
for making a wise choice in their recent election.   He also said that he hopes to introduce an 
agenda item regarding a recount process (in case of close elections in the City) and wished all 
happy holidays. 
 
Mayor Ballin also talked about the Transit Oriented District (TOD) project (Item No. 2) and 
acknowledged the professionalism and level of work done by Interim Community Development 
Director Wong and the City’s consultant Sargent Town Planning.  She thanked City Manager 
Meyerhoff and Department Heads.    
 
 
STAFF COMMUNICATION 
 
City Attorney Olivarez wished everyone a Merry Christmas and said he wanted to thank and 
recognize Assistant City Attorney Richard Padilla for all of his work and input on the TOD 
project. 
 
City Manager Meyerhoff thanked staff for the great work they’ve done this year and said he’s 
very proud to be part of the organization.  
 
 
RECESS TO CLOSED SESSION (7:01 P.M.) 
 
By consensus, Councilmembers recessed to the following Closed Session as announced by City 
Attorney Olivarez: 
 
A) CONFERENCE WITH LABOR NEGOTIATOR 

G.C. §54957.6 
 
 Designated City Negotiators: 

 City Manager Alexander P. Meyerhoff 
 Finance Director Nick Kimball 
 Personnel Manager Michael Okafor  

City Attorney Rick Olivarez 
Assistant City Attorney Richard Padilla  

Employees and Employee Bargaining Units that are the Subject of Negotiation: 
 San Fernando Management Group (SEIU, Local 721) 
 San Fernando Public Employees’ Association (SEIU, Local 721) 
 San Fernando Police Officers Association 
 San Fernando Police Officers Association Police Management Unit 
 San Fernando Police Civilian Association 
 San Fernando Part-time Employees’ Bargaining Unit (SEIU, Local 721) 
 All Unrepresented Employees 

RECONVENE/REPORT OUT FROM CLOSED SESSION (8:15 P.M.) 
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City Attorney Olivarez reported that the Council received a briefing from the City’s negotiators, 
direction was given, but no final action was taken. 
 
 
ADJOURNMENT (8:15 P.M.) 
 
By consensus, the meeting was adjourned. 
 

I do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and 
correct copy of the minutes of December 20, 2017, 
meeting as approved by the San Fernando City Council. 
 
____________________________ 
Elena G. Chávez, CMC 
City Clerk 
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REVIEW:      ☒ Deputy City Manager/ Director of Finance      ☒ City Manager 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

AGENDA REPORT

FINANCE DEPARTMENT                 117 MACNEIL STREET, SAN FERNANDO, CA 91340                 (818) 898‐7307                 WWW.SFCITY.ORG

To:  Mayor Sylvia Ballin and Councilmembers 
   
From:    Alexander P. Meyerhoff, City Manager 
  By:  Nick Kimball, Deputy City Manager/Director of Finance 
     
Date:    January 16, 2018 
 
Subject:  Consideration  to Adopt Resolution Nos. 17‐122, 18‐011  and 18‐012 Approving 

the Warrant Registers of December 18, 2017,  January 2, 2018, and  January 16, 
2018, Respectively  

RECOMMENDATION: 

It is recommended that the City Council: 
 
a. Adopt  Resolution  No.  17‐122  (Attachment  “A”)  approving  the  Warrant  Register  dated 

December 18, 2017; and 
 
b. Adopt  Resolution  No.  18‐011  (Attachment  “B”)  approving  the  Warrant  Register  dated 

January 2, 2018; and 
 

c. Adopt  Resolution  No.  18‐012  (Attachment  “C”)  approving  the  Warrant  Register  dated 
January 16, 2018. 

 
   
BACKGROUND: 

For each City Council meeting the Finance Department prepares a Warrant Register for Council 
approval.   The Register  includes all  recommended payments  for  the City. Checks, other  than 
handwritten  checks, generally are not  released until after  the Council approves  the Register.  
The exceptions are for early releases to avoid penalties and interest, excessive delays and in all 
other circumstances  favorable  to  the City  to do  so.   Handwritten checks are  those payments 
required to be issued between Council meetings such as insurance premiums and tax deposits.  
Staff  reviews  requests  for expenditures  for budgetary approval and  then prepares a Warrant 
Register for Council approval and or ratification.  Items such as payroll withholding tax deposits 
do not require budget approval. 
 
The Deputy City Manager/Director of Finance hereby certifies that all requests for expenditures 
have been signed by the department head, or designee, receiving the merchandise or services 
thereby  stating  that  the  items  or  services  have  been  received  and  that  the  resulting 
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expenditure is appropriate.  The Deputy City Manager/Director of Finance hereby certifies that 
each warrant has been  reviewed  for completeness and  that  sufficient  funds are available  for 
payment of the warrant register. 
 
There are three Warrant Registers attached due to the lack of a formal City Council meeting on 
December  18,  2017  and  January  2,  2018.    Resolution  No.  6212  (adopted  August  3,  1992) 
approves  the  issuing  of Warrants  prior  to  City  Council  ratification  due  to  cancellation  of  a 
regularly  scheduled  City  Council  meeting.    A  copy  of  the  Resolution  No.  6212  and  the 
memorandum  provided  to  the  City  Treasurer  approving  the  release  of  the  Warrants  are 
attached to this report (Attachments “D”, “E” and “F”). 
 
 
ATTACHMENT: 

A. Resolution No. 17‐122 
B. Resolution No. 18‐011 
C. Resolution No. 18‐012 
D. Resolution No. 6212 (August 3, 1992) 
E. Memorandum Approving Release of Warrant Register (December 18, 2017) 
F. Memorandum Approving Release of Warrant Register (January 2, 2018) 
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ATTACHMENT “A” 

RESOLUTION NO. 17-122 
 

 
RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN 
FERNANDO ALLOWING AND APPROVING FOR PAYMENT 
DEMANDS PRESENTED ON DEMAND/ WARRANT REGISTER 
NO.  17-122 

 
 
THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN FERNANDO DOES HEREBY 
RESOLVE, FIND, DETERMINE AND ORDER AS FOLLOWS: 
 

1.  That the demands (EXHIBIT “A”) as presented, having been duly audited, for 
completeness, are hereby allowed and approved for payment in the amounts as shown to 
designated payees and charged to the appropriate funds as indicated. 
 

2.  That the City Clerk shall certify to the adoption of this Resolution and deliver it to the 
City Treasurer. 
 
PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this 16th day of January, 2018. 
 
  
                 

Sylvia Ballin, Mayor       
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
      
Elena G. Chávez, City Clerk 
 
 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA  ) 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ) ss 
CITY OF SAN FERNANDO ) 
 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing Resolution was approved and adopted at a 
regular meeting of the City Council held on the 16th day of January, 2018, by the following vote 
to wit: 

 
AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSENT: 
 
 

      
Elena G. Chávez, City Clerk 
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ATTACHMENT “B” 

RESOLUTION NO. 18-011 
 

 
RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN 
FERNANDO ALLOWING AND APPROVING FOR PAYMENT 
DEMANDS PRESENTED ON DEMAND/ WARRANT REGISTER 
NO.  18-011 

 
 
THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN FERNANDO DOES HEREBY 
RESOLVE, FIND, DETERMINE AND ORDER AS FOLLOWS: 
 

1.  That the demands (EXHIBIT “A”) as presented, having been duly audited, for 
completeness, are hereby allowed and approved for payment in the amounts as shown to 
designated payees and charged to the appropriate funds as indicated. 
 

2.  That the City Clerk shall certify to the adoption of this Resolution and deliver it to the 
City Treasurer. 
 
PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this 16th day of January, 2018. 
 
  
                 

Sylvia Ballin, Mayor       
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
      
Elena G. Chávez, City Clerk 
 
 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA  ) 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ) ss 
CITY OF SAN FERNANDO ) 
 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing Resolution was approved and adopted at a 
regular meeting of the City Council held on the 16th day of January, 2018, by the following vote 
to wit: 

 
AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSENT: 
 
 

      
Elena G. Chávez, City Clerk 
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ATTACHMENT “C” 

RESOLUTION NO. 18-012 
 

 
RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN 
FERNANDO ALLOWING AND APPROVING FOR PAYMENT 
DEMANDS PRESENTED ON DEMAND/ WARRANT REGISTER 
NO.  18-012 

 
 
THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN FERNANDO DOES HEREBY 
RESOLVE, FIND, DETERMINE AND ORDER AS FOLLOWS: 
 

1.  That the demands (EXHIBIT “A”) as presented, having been duly audited, for 
completeness, are hereby allowed and approved for payment in the amounts as shown to 
designated payees and charged to the appropriate funds as indicated. 
 

2.  That the City Clerk shall certify to the adoption of this Resolution and deliver it to the 
City Treasurer. 
 
PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this 16th day of January, 2018. 
 
  
                 

Sylvia Ballin, Mayor       
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
      
Elena G. Chávez, City Clerk 
 
 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA  ) 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ) ss 
CITY OF SAN FERNANDO ) 
 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing Resolution was approved and adopted at a 
regular meeting of the City Council held on the 16th day of January, 2018, by the following vote 
to wit: 

 
AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSENT: 
 
 

      
Elena G. Chávez, City Clerk 
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REVIEW:      ☒ Deputy City Manager/ Director of Finance      ☒ City Manager 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

AGENDA REPORT

FINANCE DEPARTMENT                 117 MACNEIL STREET, SAN FERNANDO, CA 91340                 (818) 898‐7307                 WWW.SFCITY.ORG

To:  Mayor Sylvia Ballin and Councilmembers 
   
From:    Alexander P. Meyerhoff, City Manager 
  By:  Nick Kimball, Deputy City Manager/Director of Finance 
     
Date:    January 16, 2018 
 
Subject:  Consideration  to  Approve  a  Business  License  Permit  Application  to Operate  a 

Charitable Bingo House 

RECOMMENDATION: 

It is recommended that the City Council approve a 2018 Business License Permit Application for 
The American  Legion San Fernando Post 176  to  conduct weekly Bingo Nights at 602 Pico St. 
pursuant to City Code Section 10‐75. 
 
   
BACKGROUND: 

1. On November 22, 2017,  the Commander of  the American Legion San Fernando Post 176, 
applied for a Business License Permit to operate a weekly Bingo Night at 602 Pico St., San 
Fernando, CA 91340. 
 

2. On November 27, 2017, the Commander of the American Legion was  fingerprinted at the 
San Fernando Police Department. 
 

3. On December  7,  2017,  the  Finance Department  received  the  fingerprint  report  from  the 
Department of Justice and the application was submitted to the Chief of Police for approval. 
The application was subsequently approved. 

 
4. On  December  12,  2017,  the  application was  submitted  to  the  Community  Development 

Department for building and zoning review and approval. The application was approved on 
December 13, 2017.  

 
 
ANALYSIS: 

The  San  Fernando  City  Code,  Chapter  10  Article  II,  Bingo  for  Charitable  Purposes,  requires 
eligible organizations to obtain a Business License Permit to conduct bingo games for charitable 
purposes. The issuing authority for the permit shall be the City Council. 
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The business must  file an application  in writing with the City Council specifying by street and 
number  the  place where  the  business  is  proposed.  If  approved,  the  Permit  is  valid  for  the 
remaining portion of the calendar year or by such shorter period of time as may be prescribed 
by any resolution of the City Council. 

The Business License Permit application to operate a charitable Bingo House submitted by the 
American Legion San Fernando Post 176 has been  reviewed and approved by  the Police and 
Community Development Departments accordingly. 

If the application  is approved by the City Council,  it will automatically expire on December 31, 
2018.  The  applicant  will  be  required  to  submit  a  renewal  application  as  part  of  the  2019 
Business License Permit renewal process. 

 
BUDGET IMPACT: 

The Bingo License permit fee of $50.00 adopted by City Council resolution covers administrative 
costs associated with the City’s review of said application. 
 
 
CONCLUSION: 

It  is  staff’s  assessment  that  the  American  Legion  San  Fernando  Post  176  meets  all  the 
requirements for the Business License Permit to operate a Charitable Bingo House, which will 
allow it to operate a weekly Bingo Night in the City at 602 Pico St. 

 
ATTACHMENTS: 

A.  Business Permit Application – Charitable Bingo House 
B.  City Code, Chapter 10 Article II 
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ATTACHMENT “B” 

Sec. 10‐26. ‐ Definitions.  

The following words, terms and phrases, when used in this article, shall have the meanings ascribed 
to them in this section, except where the context clearly indicates a different meaning:  

Bingo has the meaning assigned to such term by Penal Code § 326.5(o).  

(Code 1957, § 5A.1)  

Cross reference— Definitions generally, § 1-2. 

Sec. 10‐27. ‐ Maximum amount of prize.  

The total value of prizes awarded during the conduct of any bingo games for charitable purposes 
shall not exceed $250.00 in cash or kind or both for each separate game which is held. The prizes to be 
awarded for each game shall be announced prior to the commencement of each game. All prizes shall be 
awarded immediately following the game.  

(Code 1957, § 5A.12) 

Sec. 10‐28. ‐ Proceeds to be kept in separate fund or account; record of income, expenses and 

disbursement.  

All monies derived from a bingo game for charitable purposes shall be kept in a special fund or 
account identified on the license application and shall not be commingled with any other funds or account. 
All such monies shall be used only for such purposes which are in compliance with Penal Code § 326.5, 
as amended. After each bingo session, all bingo proceeds shall be counted by two members of the 
licensee organization, and such proceeds shall be deposited in the special bingo fund or account on the 
next banking day. The licensee shall keep full and accurate records of the income and expenses received 
and disbursed in connection with its operation, conduct, promotion, supervision and any other phase of 
bingo games which are authorized by this article and shall account to the city finance director on or before 
the 15th of each month for all funds received or disbursed for the preceding calendar month. All 
disbursements shall be by consecutively numbered checks signed by two authorized officers of the 
licensee and payable to a specific individual or organization. No checks shall be made payable to cash or 
to a fictitious payee. There shall be a written notation on each check as to the purpose of each check. 
The city, by and through its authorized officers, shall have the right to examine and audit such records at 
any reasonable time, and the licensee shall fully cooperate with the city by making such records 
available.  

(Code 1957, § 5A.13; Ord. No. 1545, § 13, 11-3-2003) 

Sec. 10‐29. ‐ Financial interest in licensee only.  

No individual, corporation, partnership or other legal entity, except the licensee, shall hold a financial 
interest in the conduct of any bingo game for charitable purposes.  

(Code 1957, § 5A.14) 

Sec. 10‐30. ‐ Exclusive operation by licensee.  
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(a)  A bingo game for charitable purposes shall be operated and staffed only by members of the 
licensee organization. Each such member shall display on his person an identification badge 
showing the name of the licensee organization and the title of the staff member. A member of the 
licensee organization shall be designated as the "bingo manager" and shall be responsible for the 
conduct of the games and compliance with all applicable rules and regulations. The bingo manager 
shall be present at all times during the playing of any bingo game. No member of the licensee 
organization shall receive a profit, wage or salary from any bingo game. Only the licensee 
organization shall operate such game or participate in the promotion, supervision or any other phase 
of such game.  

(b)  Notwithstanding subsection (a) of this section, the licensee organization shall be entitled to employ 
security personnel who are not members of the licensee organization at such games, which security 
personnel may be paid from revenues of bingo games.  

(Code 1957, § 5A.15) 

Sec. 10‐31. ‐ Games open to public; posting of license, rules and regulations.  

All bingo games for charitable purposes shall be open to the public, not just to the members of the 
licensed organization. The licensee shall not reserve seats or space for any person. The license issued 
pursuant to division 2 of this article and the rules and regulations governing the playing of bingo shall be 
posted at the public entrance to the room in which bingo is to be played.  

(Code 1957, § 5A.16) 

Sec. 10‐32. ‐ Attendance limited to occupancy capacity.  

Notwithstanding that bingo games for charitable purposes shall be open to the public, attendance at 
any bingo game shall be limited to the occupancy capacity of the room in which such game is conducted 
as determined by the fire chief in accordance with applicable laws and regulations.  

(Code 1957, § 5A.17) 

Sec. 10‐33. ‐ Conduct of games only on licensee's property.  

A licensee shall conduct a bingo game for charitable purposes only on property owned or leased by 
the licensee and which property is primarily used by such organization for an office or for performance of 
the purposes for which the organization is organized. The license issued under division 2 of this article 
shall authorize the holder thereof to conduct bingo games only on such property, the address of which is 
stated in the application and is nontransferable. If the described property ceases to be used as an office 
and as a place for performance of the purposes for which the licensee organization is organized, the 
license shall have no further force or effect. A new license may be obtained by an eligible organization, 
upon application under this article, when it again owns or leases property used by it for an office or for 
performance of the purposes for which the organization is organized.  

(Code 1957, § 5A.18) 

Sec. 10‐34. ‐ Participation by minors.  

No person under 18 years of age shall be allowed to participate or be present where any bingo game 
for charitable purposes is played.  

(Code 1957, § 5A.19) 

01/16/18 CC Meeting Agenda Page 88 of 521



Sec. 10‐35. ‐ Participation by intoxicated persons.  

No person who is obviously intoxicated shall be allowed to participate in a bingo game for charitable 
purposes, and the sale, dispensing or consumption of alcohol shall be prohibited in any room where a 
bingo game is conducted.  

(Code 1957, § 5A.20) 

Sec. 10‐36. ‐ Managers, operators and supervisors.  

No person who has been convicted of a felony or of a misdemeanor involving moral turpitude shall 
manage, operate or supervise any bingo game for charitable purposes in the city.  

(Code 1957, § 5A.20.1) 

Sec. 10‐37. ‐ Hours of operation.  

No bingo games for charitable purposes shall be conducted between the hours of 12:00 midnight 
and 12:00 noon of any day. No bingo session shall exceed six hours in duration, and no more than one 
such session shall be permitted in any one day. No organization shall conduct bingo games more than 
one day per week.  

(Code 1957, § 5A.21) 

Sec. 10‐38. ‐ Presence of participants.  

No person shall be allowed to participate in a bingo game for charitable purposes, unless the person 
is physically present at the time and place in which the bingo game is being conducted.  

(Code 1957, § 5A.22) 

Sec. 10‐39. ‐ Receipt of pay or profit by person.  

It is a misdemeanor under Penal Code § 326.5(b) for any person to receive pay or profit, wage or 
salary from any bingo game authorized under this article, a violation of which is punishable by a fine not 
to exceed $10,000.00, which fine shall be deposited in the city's general fund.  

(Code 1957, § 5A.23) 

Sec. 10‐40. ‐ Use of proceeds.  

All proceeds received under this article shall be used only for charitable purposes, except as follows:  

(1)  Such proceeds may be used for prizes.  

(2)  A portion of such proceeds, not to exceed ten percent of the proceeds after the deduction for 
prizes or $500.00 per month, whichever is less, may be used for rental of property, overhead 
and administrative expenses.  

(Code 1957, § 5A.24) 

Sec. 10‐41. ‐ Enjoining violation by city.  
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The city may bring an action in a court of competent jurisdiction to enjoin a violation of Penal Code § 
326.5 or of this article.  

(Code 1957, § 5A.25) 

Sec. 10‐42. ‐ Reserved.  

Editor's note— Ord. No. 1537, § 12, adopted Oct. 21, 2002, repealed § 10-42 which pertained 
to violations and derived from Code 1957, § 5A.26. 

Secs. 10‐43—10‐70. ‐ Reserved. 

DIVISION 2. ‐ LICENSE  

Sec. 10‐71. ‐ Eligibility of certain organizations.  

Organizations exempted from the payment of the bank and corporation tax by Revenue and Taxation 
Code §§ 23701a, 23701b, 23701d—23701g and 23701l; mobile home park associations; and senior 
citizens' organizations are eligible to apply to the city for a license to conduct bingo games in the city 
under the provisions of Penal Code § 326.5, as amended, and this article.  

(Code 1957, § 5A.2) 

Sec. 10‐72. ‐ Application; term.  

Eligible organizations desiring to obtain a license to conduct bingo games for charitable purposes in 
the city shall file an application in writing in the office of the finance director on a form to be provided by 
the finance director. The issuing authority shall be the city council. The license issued shall be for a term 
of one year from the date of issuance, subject to renewal and annual fee. No organization shall conduct a 
bingo game unless licensed pursuant to this division.  

(Code 1957, § 5A.3; Ord. No. 1545, § 14, 11-3-2003) 

Sec. 10‐73. ‐ Qualifications of applicant.  

No license for bingo for charitable purposes shall be issued to any organization unless such 
applicant is an eligible organization under section 10-71 and its application conforms to the requirements, 
terms and conditions of this article.  

(Code 1957, § 5A.4) 

Sec. 10‐74. ‐ Contents of application.  

(a)  The application for a license for bingo for charitable purposes shall contain the following:  

(1)  The name and address of the applicant organization and a statement that the applicant is an 
eligible organization under section 10-71 of this division.  

(2)  The name and signature of at least two officers, including the presiding officer of the applicant 
organization.  
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(3)  The particular property within the city, including the street number, owned or leased by the 
applicant or property whose use is donated to the applicant, which property must be used by 
such applicant for an office or for performance of the purposes for which the applicant is 
organized, on which proper bingo games will be conducted, together with the occupancy 
capacity of such place.  

(4)  The proposed day of the week and hours of the day for the conduct of bingo games.  

(5)  The name and account number of the special fund in which proceeds derived from bingo 
games will be kept.  

(6)  That the applicant agrees to conduct bingo games in strict accordance with the provisions of 
Penal Code § 326.5 and this article as they may be amended from time to time and agrees that 
the license to conduct bingo games may be revoked by the city council upon violation of any of 
such provisions.  

(b)  The application shall be signed by two duly authorized officers of the applicant under penalty of 
perjury.  

(c)  The annual license fee fixed by the city council shall accompany the application.  

(d)  The applicant shall also submit, if applicable, a certificate or determination of exemption under 
Revenue and Taxation Code § 23701d or a letter of good standing from the exemption division of the 
franchise tax board in Sacramento, showing exemption under Revenue and Taxation Code § 
23701a, 23701b, 23701d—23701g or 23701l.  

(Code 1957, § 5A.5) 

Sec. 10‐75. ‐ Investigation of applicant.  

Upon receipt of the completed application and the fee for a license for bingo for charitable purposes, 
the finance director shall refer the application to interested city departments, including but not limited to 
the administrative services officer, city attorney and police department for investigation as to whether or 
not all the statements in the application are true and whether or not the property of the applicant qualifies 
and the extent to which it qualifies as property on which bingo games may lawfully be conducted as to 
fire, occupancy and other applicable restrictions.  

(Code 1957, § 5A.6; Ord. No. 1545, § 15, 11-3-2003) 

Sec. 10‐76. ‐ Issuance and contents.  

Upon being satisfied that the applicant is fully qualified, under the law, to conduct bingo games for 
charitable purposes in the city, the city council shall issue a license to the applicant, which shall contain 
the following information:  

(1)  The name, address and nature of the organization to which the license is issued.  

(2)  The address where bingo games are authorized to be conducted.  

(3)  The occupancy capacity of the room in which bingo games are to be conducted.  

(4)  The date of the expiration of such license.  

(5)  The name of the member of the organization to be designated as "bingo manager."  

(6)  Such other information, including conditions, as may be necessary or desirable for the 
enforcement of this article.  

(Code 1957, § 5A.7) 
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Sec. 10‐77. ‐ Suspension.  

(a)  Whenever the chief of police, administrative officer, finance director or city council determines that 
the licensee is conducting a bingo game in violation of any of the sections of this article, the city 
official or body that made such determination shall have the authority to summarily suspend the 
license and order the licensee to immediately cease and desist any further operation of any bingo 
game.  

(b)  Any person who continues to conduct a bingo game after any summary suspension of the license 
under subsection (a) of this section shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and, upon conviction 
thereof, shall be punished as provided in section 1-10.  

(c)  The order issued under subsection (a) of this section shall also notify the licensee that it shall have 
five days from the date of such order to request a hearing before the city council to determine 
whether such license shall be revoked. Failure to request, in writing, such hearing before the city 
council within the five-day period shall result in a revocation of the license.  

(d)  Upon such request by the licensee whose license has been suspended under subsection (a) of this 
section for a hearing to determine whether such license shall be revoked, the city council shall 
provide such hearing within 15 days after receipt of such request, at which hearing the suspended 
licensee may appear before the city council for the purpose of presenting evidence why the license 
should not be revoked. No license shall be revoked under this section unless notice of the time and 
place of such hearing shall have first been given at least five days before the hearing by depositing 
in the United States mail a notice directed to the suspended licensee at the address given in the 
application. The notice shall set forth a summary of the ground advanced as the basis of the 
suspension and revocation.  

(e)  The decision of the city council after such hearing shall be final and conclusive.  

(Code 1957, § 5A.8; Ord. No. 1545, § 16, 11-3-2003) 

Sec. 10‐78. ‐ Revocation.  

(a)  Whenever it appears to the chief of police, administrative officer, finance director or city council that 
the licensee is conducting bingo games in violation of any of the sections of this article or that the 
license was obtained by fraudulent representation and no summary suspension is ordered under 
section 10-77 or that the manner in which the bingo games are being operated interferes with the 
use and enjoyment of adjacent or nearby properties, the license may be revoked. However, the 
licensee may appear before the city council at the time fixed for the purpose of presenting evidence 
why the license should not be revoked. No license shall be revoked under this section unless written 
notice shall have first been given at least five days before the hearing by depositing in the United 
States mail a notice directed to the licensee at the address given in the application. The notice shall 
set forth a summary of the ground advanced as the basis of the revocation. The city council may 
attach conditions to the license to make the conduct of the bingo games compatible with the adjacent 
and nearby properties.  

(b)  The decision of the city council after such hearing shall be final and conclusive.  

(Code 1957, § 5A.9; Ord. No. 1545, § 17, 11-3-2003) 

Sec. 10‐79. ‐ Effect of revocation.  

Any organization whose license is finally revoked under this division may not apply for a license to 
conduct bingo games in the city for a period of one year from the date of such revocation. However, if the 
ground for revocation is cancellation of the exemption granted under Revenue and Taxation Code § 
23701d, such organization may again apply for a license upon proof of reinstatement of such exemption.  
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(Code 1957, § 5A.10) 

Sec. 10‐80. ‐ Fee; renewal.  

(a)  Except as provided, a license fee of $50.00 is fixed and imposed upon each applicant for a license 
for bingo games for charitable purposes for each year or any portion thereof during which a license 
shall be in effect pursuant to this article. Such license fee shall not be apportioned or prorated for any 
period of less than a year.  

(b)  A license issued pursuant to this division shall be renewable, in the absence of revocation or 
grounds for revocation, during the 30-day period prior to its expiration. The licensee may apply for 
renewal on a form prescribed by the finance director accompanied by payment of the annual license 
fee. If it appears that there are grounds for revocation, the license renewal may be denied; provided, 
however, that the procedure specified in section 10-78 with respect to revocation shall be followed in 
connection with denial of renewal on such grounds. A license not so renewed shall expire 
automatically at the end of the license year.  

(c)  The amount of the license fee is found to be not more than the actual cost of issuing a license under 
this division. If any application is denied, one-half of the license fee shall be refunded.  

(Code 1957, § 5A.11; Ord. No. 1545, § 18, 11-3-2003) 

Secs. 10‐81—10‐105. ‐ Reserved.  
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REVIEW:      ☒ Deputy City Manager/ Director of Finance      ☒ City Manager 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

AGENDA REPORT

POLICE DEPARTMENT                 910 FIRST STREET, SAN FERNANDO, CA 91340                 (818) 898‐1250                 WWW.SFCITY.ORG

To:  Mayor Sylvia Ballin and Councilmembers 
   
From:    Alexander P. Meyerhoff, City Manager 
  By:  Anthony Vairo, Police Chief 
     
Date:    January 16, 2018 
 
Subject:  Consideration  to  Approve  the  Purchase  of  a  Police  Vehicle  Replacement  and 

Adopt a Resolution Amending Fiscal Year 2017‐2018 City Budget 

RECOMMENDATION: 

It is recommended that the City Council: 
 
a. Approve  the purchase of one  (1)  replacement 2018 Ford Police  Interceptor Utility vehicle 

from Wondries Fleet Group  in the amount of $28,518.00 (Attachment “A”) plus applicable 
sales and  tire  taxes, under  the Cooperative Purchase Provision of  the Los Angeles County 
contract 17361672‐1; and 
 

b. Approve Resolution No. 7833 (Attachment “B”) appropriating the replacement expenditure 
and anticipated insurance revenue in the Equipment Replacement Fund; and 

 
c. Authorize the City Manager to execute the Purchase Order. 
 
   
BACKGROUND: 

1. On Friday, October 20, 2017, a San Fernando Police Officer was involved in an injury traffic 
accident at the intersection of N. Maclay Avenue and Glenoaks Boulevard, while responding 
to an emergency call with activated emergency lights and sirens.  All vehicles yielded for the 
emergency lights and siren, as required by law, except one vehicle, which collided into the 
police vehicle.  The police vehicle sustained major damage and was a total loss (Attachment 
“C”).  
 

2. All  emergency  equipment,  radio  communication, MDT  and  other  related  equipment  are 
useable and transferable to the replacement vehicle, except for the push bar, some wiring 
components, center console, roll cage, prisoner seat and equipment box. 
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ANALYSIS: 

This  vehicle  is  being  purchased  by  cooperative  procurement  through  a  competitively  bid 
contract between the County of Los Angeles and Wondries Fleet Group (Contract # 17361672‐
1).  Purchasing the vehicle in this manner is in accordance with the City’s Purchasing Ordinance, 
which  authorizes  cooperative  purchasing  through  piggybacking.    In  accordance  with  the 
provisions of the Purchasing Ordinance, the vehicle is being offered by the vendor at the same 
terms, conditions and price as described in the contract with the County of Los Angeles. 
 
The total insured replacement cost of the vehicle is $40,000.  The City has a $5,000 deductible 
and will collect $35,000  from  the Auto Physical Damage policy.    ICRMA  is working  to recover 
the  full  replacement  cost  from  the  other  party’s  insurance  to  reimburse  the  City  for  the 
deductible. 
 
 
BUDGET IMPACT: 

A  total  of  $40,000  in  revenue  and  expenditures  is  being  appropriated  in  the  Equipment 
Replacement  Fund  –  ERF  per  the  attached  Resolution  (Attachment  “B”)  to  account  for  the 
replacement of the damaged vehicle with   a 2018 Ford Police  Interceptor Utility vehicle.   The 
cost to purchase and replace the additional equipment required to put this vehicle into service 
is expected to be an additional $10,000 to $12,000.   The total cost to purchase and equip the 
new vehicle is expected to be approximately $43,000.  There are sufficient funds appropriated 
in the Equipment Replacement Fund to cover the cost of this replacement. 
 
 
 

CONCLUSION: 

The Police Department has established the need to purchase a replacement 2018 Ford Police 
Interceptor Utility vehicle, which is a front‐line police service vehicle necessary for public safety 
and  staff  recommends  the  City  Council  authorize  the  purchase  of  the  2018  Ford  Police 
Interceptor  Utility  vehicle,  along  with  the  cost  to  remove,  replace  and  install  all  related 
equipment to the new vehicle. 
 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 

A.  Wondries Fleet Group Quote 
B.  Resolution No. 7833  
C.  Photos of the Damaged Police Vehicle 
 

01/16/18 CC Meeting Agenda Page 98 of 521



ATTACHMENT "A"

01/16/18 CC Meeting Agenda Page 99 of 521



ATTACHMENT “B” 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 7833 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
SAN FERNANDO, CALIFORNIA, AMENDING THE BUDGET 
FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 2017-18 ADOPTED ON JUNE 19, 2017 

 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Council has received and considered the proposed adjustment to 
the budget for Fiscal Year 2017-18, commencing July 1, 2017, and ending June 30, 2018; and  
 

WHEREAS, the City Council has determined that it is necessary to amend the revenues 
and expenditures of the current City budget; and 

 
WHEREAS, an annual budget for the City of San Fernando for the Fiscal Year 

beginning July 1, 2017 and ending June 30, 2018, a copy of which is on file in the City Clerk’s 
Office, was adopted on June 19, 2017. 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN 

FERNANDO, DOES HEREBY RESOLVE, FIND, DETERMINE, AND ORDER AS 
FOLLOWS:  
 

Section 1.   The following adjustments are made to the City Budget: 
 
Equipment Replacement Fund 041: 
Increase in Expenditures  $40,000 
041-225-0000-4500  
 
Equipment Replacement Fund 041: 
Increase in Revenues $40,000 
041-3841-0225 
 

  
PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this 16th day of January, 2018. 
 
 
                                      _____________________________ 
                                                   Sylvia Ballin, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
_______________________________ 
Elena G. Chávez, City Clerk 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA             ) 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ) ss 
CITY OF SAN FERNANDO ) 
 

 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing Resolution was approved and adopted at a 

regular meeting of the City Council held on the 16th day of January, 2018, by the following vote 
to wit: 
 

AYES:  
 
NOES:  
 
ABSENT:  

 
 
 

 
______________________________ 
Elena G. Chávez, City Clerk 
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AGENDA REPORT

POLICE DEPARTMENT                 910 FIRST STREET, SAN FERNANDO, CA 91340                 (818) 898‐1250                 WWW.SFCITY.ORG

To:  Mayor Sylvia Ballin and Councilmembers 
   
From:    Alexander P. Meyerhoff, City Manager 
  By:  Anthony Vairo, Police Chief 
     
Date:    January 16, 2018 
 
Subject:  Consideration to Accept a Vehicle Donation from the City of Vernon 

RECOMMENDATION: 

It is recommended that the City Council: 
 
a. Accept  the  donation  of  a  2005  Chevrolet  Tahoe  (VIN:  1GNEC13Z75R256868)  to  the  San 

Fernando Police Department Reserve Division from the City of Vernon; and 
 

b. Authorize the City Manager to direct staff to execute all related documents. 
 

 
BACKGROUND: 

1. Over  the  preceding  60  years,  the  San  Fernando  Police Department  Reserve Division  has 
volunteered thousands of hours to the City of San Fernando. The Reserve Division has never 
been  assigned  a  department  vehicle  to  utilize  during  the  course  of  their  duties.    This 
donated  vehicle would  give  the  Reserve  Division  great  flexibility  and  utilization  of  their 
duties. 
 

2. On October 24, 2017, the City Council of the City of Vernon approved the donation of the 
2005 Chevrolet Tahoe to the San Fernando Police Department Reserve Division.  
 

 
ANALYSIS: 

The San Fernando Police Department Reserve Division is authorized thirty (30) sworn/volunteer 
Reserve  Police  Officers  in  Fiscal  Year  2017‐2018.    Staffing  levels  in  the  Reserve  Division 
currently are at eighteen (18) Officers and recruitment  is ongoing to meet authorized budget.  
This Division is the only unit within this organization that does not have a vehicle assigned. 
 
The  City  of Vernon’s  2005  Chevrolet  Tahoe  is  a marked  black  and white  police  vehicle with 
emergency equipment and  is  in good condition.   This vehicle was assigned  to patrol and has 
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173,000 miles,  which  is  an  average  use  of  about  15,000 miles  per  year.    All maintenance 
services are current. 
 
This  vehicle would be an excellent addition  to  the  San  Fernando Police Department Reserve 
Division at no cost to the City of San Fernando, other than regular maintenance.   The Reserve 
Division would  utilize  this  vehicle  for  transportation  of  prisoners  to  L.A.  County  Jail,  special 
details and special events.   With this added  flexibility, this Division would not have to rely on 
the vehicles that are currently utilized by the Patrol Division. 
 
 
BUDGET IMPACT: 

Since  this  will  be  a  low‐use  vehicle,  the  estimated  annual  cost  for  maintenance  is  a 
approximately $100.00 to change fluids and approximately $500 per year for fuel.  This cost is 
minimal and will be absorbed  into  the Police Department’s FY 2017‐2018 budget Equipment 
Maintenance charges. 
 
Since  this  is a donated vehicle,  it will not be  included  in  the Equipment Replacement Fund’s 
amortization schedule and will not be replaced when it is ultimately retired. 

CONCLUSION: 

It is recommended that the City Council accept the donation of the 2005 Chevrolet Tahoe (VIN: 
1GNEC13Z75R256868) from the City of Vernon and authorize the City Manager to direct staff to 
accept the vehicle and sign legal documents. 
 

ATTACHMENTS: 

A.  City of Vernon Deed of Gift  
B.  Donation Agreement and Release 
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AGENDA REPORT

RECREATION AND COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT       208 PARK AVENUE, SAN FERNANDO, CA 91340       (818) 898‐1290       WWW.SFCITY.ORG

To:  Mayor Sylvia Ballin and Councilmembers 
   
From:    Alexander Meyerhoff, City Manager 
  By:  Virginia Diediker, Cultural Arts Supervisor 
 
Date:    January 16, 2018 
 
Subject:  Consideration  to  Authorize  Submittal  of  Grant  Applications  to  the  National 

Endowment  for the Arts and the California Arts Council  for Funding Support of 
the Mariachi Master Apprentice Program 

 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 

It is recommended that the City Council: 
 
a. Authorize the preparation and submittal of a grant application to the National Endowment 

for  the Arts  (NEA)  in  the  amount of $57,000  to  support  the Mariachi Master Apprentice 
Program (MMAP);  

 
b. Authorize the preparation and submittal of a grant application to the California Arts Council 

(CAC)  in  the  amount  of  $18,000  to  support  the  City  of  San  Fernando Mariachi Master 
Apprentice Program (MMAP);  

 
c. Authorize the City Manager to accept the grants, if awarded; 

 
d. Authorize  the City Manager  to execute all  related grant documents  required  for  receiving 

such grant funds pursuant to the terms and conditions of the grant; and 
 
e. Upon  full execution of all grant related documents, authorize the City Manager to amend 

the appropriate Fiscal Year (FY) 2018‐2019 revenue and expenditure budgets to appropriate 
the grant funds. 

 
   
BACKGROUND: 

Since  2001,  the  City  has  received  grant  funds  annually  from  both  the NEA  and  the  CAC  to 
support the City of San Fernando Mariachi Music Apprentice Program. 
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ANALYSIS: 

Mariachi Master Apprentice Program 
MMAP  connects  grammy  award  winning  mariachi  masters  with  young  music  students  to 
preserve the mariachi music genre. Mariachi Los Camperos provides  instruction on traditional 
mariachi  instruments:  violins,  guitars,  guitarrones,  vihuelas,  trumpets,  and  folk  harp.  The 
students and instructors experience exemplary art works at international mariachi conferences 
and workshops  throughout California  and  the  southwest. This experience  allows  students  to 
observe, study, and perform with the most prestigious mariachi ensembles and represent the 
City of San Fernando as cultural arts ambassadors.   
 
The  curriculum  ingrains  an  empowering  sense  of  self‐confidence,  pride,  and  identity, while 
providing an outlet  for cultural expression  in celebration of Mexican heritage. MMAP specific 
arts/music  education  outcomes  include:  1)  development,  reinforcement,  and  application  of 
student  instrumental  technique;  2)  development,  strengthening  and  application  of  student 
musicianship skills; 3) enhancement of student solo and chorus singing skills; 4) performance of 
traditional  and  popular  mariachi  music  before  the  public  and  with  other  professional 
ensembles;  and  5)  development  and  fostering  of  student  professionalism  and  performance 
etiquette.  These  outcomes  are  in  accordance  with  the  California  Department  of  Education 
Music Standards.  
 
National Endowment for the Arts (NEA) 
The  NEA  “Art  Work”  program  is  a  federally  funded  grant  application  recognizing  art  that 
enhances  the  value  of  individuals  and  community  by  connecting  individuals  to  a  greater 
community and empowering creativity and  innovation  in our society and economy.   The “Folk 
and Traditional Arts” sub program is rooted in and reflective of the cultural life of a community. 
Community members may share a common ethnic heritage, cultural mores, language, religion, 
occupation, or geographic region. These vital and constantly reinvigorated artistic traditions are 
shaped by values and standards of excellence that are passed from generation to generation, 
most often within family and community, through demonstration, conversation, and practice.  
 
NEA’s Art Works grant generally range from $10,000 to $100,000 and support the creation of 
art  that  meets  the  highest  standards  of  excellence,  public  engagement  with  diverse  and 
excellent art,  lifelong  learning  in  the arts, and  the strengthening of communities  through  the 
arts.   The San Fernando MMAP project generally  receives an average of $50,000 per year  in 
NEA  funding and has received $741,000 since the program  inception. Grant  fees are used  for 
Artist instructor fees, travel costs to conferences, and project support.  The deadline to submit 
for the NEA grant funding cycle for FY 2019‐2020 is February 15, 20118.   
 
California Arts Council  
The CAC “Artists  in Schools Extension” program  is a state funded grant program that supports 
the  valuable  link  between  community  arts  resources  and  professional  teaching  artists with 
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municipalities working together with  local schools by  funding residency activities emphasizing 
long‐term,  in‐depth  arts  education  during  after‐school  programs.  Students  are  offered 
comprehensive, California standards‐based arts education that underscores the critical role the 
arts  play  in  the  students'  development  of  creativity,  overall  well‐being  and  academic 
achievement.  
 
The  Artist  in  Schools  Extension  Program  awards  up  to  a  possible  $18,000  grant.  The  City’s 
MMAP  has  received  approximately  $10,000  annually  from  the  CAC  grant  program.  The  CAC 
grant program  requires a dollar‐for‐dollar match by non‐state  funds. Historically,  the City has 
matched  the CAC award with  Federal NEA  funds.  It  is  required  that a minimum 75% of CAC 
award  funds be used  to pay artist  fees. The  remaining  funds are used  for  travel and project 
support. The deadline to submit for the CAC Artist in Schools Extension grant funding cycle for 
FY 2018‐2019 disbursement is January 23, 2018.   
 

BUDGET IMPACT: 

Sources of MMAP Funding 
The  FY  2017‐2018  Adopted  Budget  for  MMAP  is  approximately  $126,950.  The  NEA  grant 
provides funding to support 45% of all program costs.  
 
 

 
The grant disbursement timeline for the CAC will be for FY 2018‐2019. The City funding support 
will continue to be $12,000  in FY 2018‐2019  for the MMAP. The grant disbursement timeline 
for the NEA will be for FY 2019‐2020.  
 

CONCLUSION: 

It  is  recommended  that  the  City  Council  authorize  staff  to  prepare  and  submit  grant 
applications  to  the  NEA  and  the  CAC  for  funding  support  of  the  MMAP.  This  will  allow 
continued support for the nationally award winning arts instruction program in the City of San 
Fernando. 

Source of Project Funding 

NEA Grant   $57,000  45% 

Other Grant Funding: 
CAC‐ State 
Donations/Honorariums 

 
$18,000 
   $5,000 

18% 
 

City of San Fernando  $12,000  9% 

In Kind   $34,950  28% 

Total Project Budget  $126,950 
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REVIEW:      ☒ Deputy City Manager/ Director of Finance      ☒ City Manager 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

AGENDA REPORT

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT                 117 MACNEIL STREET, SAN FERNANDO, CA 91340                (818) 898‐1222                 WWW.SFCITY.ORG

To:  Mayor Sylvia Ballin and Councilmembers 
   
From:    Alexander P. Meyerhoff, City Manager 

Nick Kimball, Deputy City Manager/ Director of Finance 
     
Date:    January 16, 2018  
 
Subject:  Consideration to Adopt the Safe and Active Streets Plan  
 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 

It is recommended that the City Council: 

a. Open the Public Hearing; 

b. Take public testimony; 

c. Close the Public Hearing; and 

d. Adopt Resolution No. 7809 (Attachment “A”) approving the Safe and Active Streets Plan. 
 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
1. A Safe and Active Streets Plan (Plan) promotes transportation safety in the community and 

helps to encourage the  increased use of walking and bicycling. The purpose of a Safe and 
Active Streets Plan is to set a vision for improved safety, function, and growth of the bicycle 
and  pedestrian  network  in  San  Fernando.  The  Plan  includes  recommended  policies, 
programs, and projects that would advance safety and encourage physical activity.  

 
2. In 2014,  the City  received a  Sustainable Transportation Planning Grant  from  the  State of 

California Department of Transportation to partially fund development of the Plan. 
 
3. The project was  initially conceived as a Safe Routes to School Plan only; however, the Los 

Angeles County Department of Public Health approached  the City  to partner and prepare 
additional bicycle and pedestrian (active transportation) recommendations at no additional 
cost.  Through  this  grant,  the  City  funded  Evans  Brooks  Associates  and  Public  Health 
Advocates to complete the safe routes to school plans; the Los Angeles County Department 
of Public Health’s PLACE Program provided additional technical assistance and resources to 
complete the citywide active transportation recommendations.  
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4. Development of the Plan included extensive public engagement. 
 

5. The draft Plan has been presented to the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) and staff for 
final review.   Following  review of  the draft Plan, TAC members voted  to recommend  that 
City Council adopt the draft Safe and Active Streets Plan.  

 
 
ANALYSIS: 
 
Developed  with  public  input  from  a  Technical  Advisory  Committee,  City  officials,  and  San 
Fernando  stakeholders,  the  Safe  and  Active  Streets  Plan  (Exhibit  “A”)  includes  bicycle, 
pedestrian, and safe routes to school planning for the City of San Fernando. The Plan includes a 
vision for the jurisdiction’s bicycle and pedestrian network. This Plan is not fiscally constrained 
and  does  not  commit  funding  or  staffing  resources  to  particular  projects.  It  is  intended  to 
support competitive grant applications and establish eligibility for bicycle, pedestrian, and safe 
routes to school projects for funding through federal, state and local grants.   
 
The San Fernando community, especially the school community, supports safer places to walk 
and bicycle. Many students already walk and bicycle to school as further described in the Plan. 
In  addition,  the  Project  Team  engaged  residents  broadly  through  outreach  at  the  Spring 
Jamboree, three Technical Advisory Committees, six charrettes, two workshops, a survey, and 
one‐on‐one meetings.  
 
If  implemented, positive outcomes of  the planned programs  include complete  sidewalks and 
established  bikeways,  as  well  as  bicycle  and  pedestrian  education,  encouragement,  and 
enforcement programs that will make it easier and safer for people of all ages to travel in San 
Fernando.  The Plan builds on previous planning efforts including the City’s General Plan, 2007 
Bicycle Master Plan, and Safe Routes  to School Plans. The Plan will help direct and assist  the 
City  in obtaining grant  funding  for both  infrastructure and non‐infrastructure  improvements. 
Best practices and project recommendations are prioritized in this Plan for the City to consider 
in their implementation process.  
 
For  future  funding  cycles, having  the Plan  in place meets  the  requirements  set  forth by  the 
California Transportation Commission in order to submit grant applications. This Plan advances 
and  complements  the City’s planning goals as detailed  in  the City of San Fernando’s Revised 
General Plan.   Upon adoption, the City may use the Safe and Active Streets Plan to guide and 
secure funding for projects and program development.   
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BUDGET IMPACT: 

The total cost to prepare the Plan was approximately $162,900.   Preparation of the Plan was 
funded  with  a  $144,200  grant  through  the  California  Department  of  Transportation’s 
Sustainable Transportation Planning Grant program and $18,700 in in‐kind services as the City’s 
local match.  
 
Funding to  implement projects recommended  in the Plan will be sought through  future grant 
applications. 
 
 
CONCLUSION: 
 
Staff  believes  that  the  Plan  is  an  important  component  of  the  City’s  efforts  to  improve 
community safety, increase transportation opportunities and better position the City for future 
grant  opportunities.  Staff  recommends  that  the  City  Council  adopt  Resolution  No.  7809, 
recommending approval of the Safe and Active Streets Plan.  
 
 
ATTACHMENT: 
 
A. Resolution No. 7809 
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ATTACHMENT “A” 

 

RESOLUTION NO. 7809 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
SAN FERNANDO, CALIFORNIA, ADOPTING THE SAFE AND 
ACTIVE STREETS PLAN 

 
 

WHEREAS, in 2014 the City of San Fernando and the Los Angeles County Department 
of Public Health  partnered to prepare additional bicycle and pedestrian recommendations and 
helped complete the Safe Routes to School Plan; and 
 

WHEREAS, Safe and Active Streets Plan enhances bicycle and pedestrian safety 
including the construction of any missing sidewalks and having established bikeways; and 
 

WHEREAS, implementation of a Safe and Active Streets Plan satisfies the California 
Transportation Committee’s requirement for grant applications;  
 

 
NOW THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN 

FERNANDO, DOES HEREBY RESOLVE, FIND, DETERMINE, AND ORDER AS 
FOLLOWS: 
 

Section   1. Authorize the adoption of the Safe and Active Streets Plan (Exhibit “A”).  
 

 Section   2. Direct the City Manager to implement the Safe and Active Streets Plan. 
 
PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this 16th day of January, 2018. 
 
 
            

Sylvia Ballin, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
      
Elena G. Chávez, City Clerk 
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2 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA  ) 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ) ss 
CITY OF SAN FERNANDO ) 
 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing resolution was approved and adopted at a 
regular meeting of the City Council held on the 16th day of January, 2018; by the following vote, 
to wit: 
 
 

AYES: 
 

NOES: 
 

ABSENT: 
 
 
      
Elena G. Chávez, City Clerk 
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Active Transportation Program Checklist

Caltrans Description of Requirement Map & Figure 
Numbers

Page 
Numbers

1.

The estimated number of existing bicycle trips and pedestrian trips in the 
plan area, both in absolute numbers and as a percentage of all trips, and 
the estimated increase in the number of bicycle trips and pedestrian trips 
resulting from implementation of the plan.

2.

The number and location of collisions, serious injuries, and fatalities 
suffered by bicyclists and pedestrians in the plan area, both in absolute 
numbers and as a percentage of all collisions and injuries, and a goal for 
collision, serious injury, and fatality reduction after implementation of 
the plan.

3.

A map and description of existing and proposed land use and settlement 
patterns which must include, but not be limited to, locations of residential 
neighborhoods, schools, shopping centers, public buildings, major 
employment centers, and other destinations.

4.

A map and description of existing and proposed bicycle transportation 
facilities, including a description of bicycle facilities that serve public 
and private schools and, if appropriate, a description of how the five E’s 
(Education, Encouragement, Enforcement, Engineering, and Evaluation) 
will be used to increase rates of bicycling to school.

5. A map and description of existing and proposed end-of-trip bicycle 
parking facilities.

6.
A description of existing and proposed policies related to bicycle parking 
in public locations, private parking garages and parking lots and in new 
commercial and residential developments.

7.

A map and description of existing and proposed bicycle transport and 
parking facilities for connections with and use of other transportation 
modes. These must include, but not be limited to, bicycle parking facilities 
at transit stops, rail and transit terminals, ferry docks and landings, park 
and ride lots, and provisions for transporting bicyclists and bicycles on 
transit or rail vehicles or ferry vessels.

8.

A map and description of existing and proposed pedestrian facilities, 
including those at major transit hubs and those that serve public and 
private schools and, if appropriate, a description of how the five E’s 
(Education, Encouragement, Enforcement, Engineering, and Evaluation) 
will be used to increase rates of walking to school. Major transit hubs must 
include, but are not limited to, rail and transit terminals, and ferry docks 
and landings.

9. A description of proposed signage providing wayfinding along bicycle and 
pedestrian networks to designated destinations.
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Caltrans Description of Requirement Map & Figure 
Numbers

Page 
Numbers

10.

A description of the policies and procedures for maintaining existing and 
proposed bicycle and pedestrian facilities, including, but not limited to, 
the maintenance of smooth pavement, ADA level surfaces, freedom from 
encroaching vegetation, maintenance of traffic control devices including 
striping and other pavement markings, and lighting.

11.

A description of bicycle and pedestrian safety, education, and 
encouragement programs conducted in the area included within the 
plan, efforts by the law enforcement agency having primary traffic law 
enforcement responsibility in the area to enforce provisions of the law 
impacting bicycle and pedestrian safety, and the resulting effect on 
collisions involving bicyclists and pedestrians.

12. A description of the extent of community involvement in development of 
the plan, including disadvantaged and underserved communities.

13.

A description of how the active transportation plan has been coordinated 
with neighboring jurisdictions, including school districts within the plan 
area, and is consistent with other local or regional transportation, air 
quality, or energy conservation plans, including, but not limited to, general 
plans and a Sustainable Community Strategy in a Regional Transportation 
Plan. A description of the projects and programs proposed in the plan and 
a listing of their priorities for implementation, including the methodology 
for project prioritization and a proposed timeline for implementation.

14.

A description of past expenditures for bicycle and pedestrian facilities 
and programs, and future financial needs for projects and programs that 
improve safety and convenience for bicyclists and pedestrians in the plan 
area. Include anticipated revenue sources and potential grant funding for 
bicycle and pedestrian uses.

15.
A description of steps necessary to implement the plan and the reporting 
process that will be used to keep the adopting agency and community 
informed of the progress being made in implementing the plan.

16.

A resolution showing adoption of the plan by the city, county or district. 
If the active transportation plan was prepared by a county transportation 
commission, regional transportation planning agency, MPO, school district 
or transit district, the plan should indicate the support via resolution of 
the city(s) or county(s) in which the proposed facilities would be located.
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Introduction1
The City of San Fernando has evolved over nearly two 
centuries, from a ranch and then to a small trading center 
where crops, olives, wine, and livestock were raised, 
bought, and sold, to now a community of over 24,000 
people with a focus on commerce and manufacturing. At 
2.4 square miles, San Fernando is a close-knit community 
with civic-minded residents, many of whose families have 
lived in San Fernando for generations. 

San Fernando’s proximity to the 5, 118, and 210 freeways 
and Metrolink Commuter Station continues to make the 
city an attractive community for those commuting to 
downtown Los Angeles and other destinations throughout 
the Valley. As the region’s transportation environment 
continues to evolve, the population continues to grow, 
resources become scarcer, and traffic persists, San 
Fernando sees the value in investing locally to improve 
the quality of life for its residents by supporting active 
transportation and safe routes to school. 
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What is “Active Transportation” and 
“Safe Routes to School?" 
“Active transportation” or “non-motorized 
transportation” is any form of transportation that 
does not involve a motor — walking, bicycling, and 
skateboarding are all forms of active transportation. 
“Safe Routes to School” programs and policies aims 
to create safe, convenient, and fun opportunities for 
children to bicycle and walk to and from schools.

Why are “Active Transportation” and 
“Safe Routes to School” Important?
In a region where the car is seen as king, the 
importance of active transportation is often overlooked 
or goes unnoticed. Nearly every trip — going to the 
grocery store, work, or school -  involves some form 
of active transportation. Whether you walk from your 
front door to your car, or bicycle to the train, active 
transportation is a critical link for every individual to get 
from one place to another. Some of the benefits are...

Have fun! Walking and bicycling bring a 
sense of joy and independence.

Build healthy habits. A walking or 
bicycling trip is a chance to get physical 
activity that every person needs to stay 
healthy, without an extra trip to the 
gym.

Clean the environment. Replacing a 
car trip with an active transportation 
trip can reduce traffic congestion and 
air pollution, benefiting everyone in 
the community.

Promote safety. Building streets with 
nice sidewalks, providing education, 
and adding traffic calming measures 
are some ways to improve safety. 

Involve everyone. Walking or bicycling 
can be done by anyone without a 

license, and both can be activities for 
people of all ages and abilities. 

Increase community benefits. When 
alone in a car, it is a challenge to meet 

neighbors or make new friends. Walking 
or bicycling can let a person discover new 

places to visit, meet people, and see San 
Fernando in a new way.

What is an “Active Transportation” 
and “Safe Routes to School” Plan? 
An Active Transportation Plan serves as a guide 
for a City and its partners to make it safer and 
more comfortable to walk and bicycle by defining 
a series of programs, policies, and infrastructure 
improvements. A Safe Routes to School Plan 
identifies the “Five E’s:” evaluation, education, 
encouragement, engineering, and enforcement 
policies, programs, and actions to increase the 
number of students walking and bicycling to 
school.

San Fernando’s Safe and Active 
Streets Plan
The City of San Fernando has combined both 
Active Transportation and Safe Routes to School 
planning into one document - “The Safe and 
Active Streets Plan.” This Plan recommends new 
infrastructure (such as the addition of bike lanes), 
city-supported programs (such as student safety 
education), and includes implementation steps 
(such as a prioritized list of projects and funding 
recommendations) to meet San Fernando’s goals 
and vision. The Plan’s recommendations were 
informed directly through extensive community 
engagement and outreach, and is intended to 
reflect the needs and desires of San Fernando 
stakeholders. In order to implement the Plan, the 
City will partner with regional partners, like the 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation 
Authority, and local residents and community-
based organizations.

The Plan is organized into four main sections, 
including: (1) discussion about community process 
and input to identify active transportation needs 
and opportunities, (2) assessment of current 
conditions for active transportation, (3) the 
context of active transportation with existing 
local and regional policies and plans, and (4) 
recommendations for a path forward. This Plan 
takes into account the needs of all users of the 
transportation system, with a specific lens to 
address the needs of disadvantaged communities 
and those who are disproportionately impacted by 
poor economic and health outcomes.
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Stakeholder Engagement2
In order to develop a robust Plan reflective of community 
needs and values, the Project Team engaged the public in a 
variety of ways. The Project Team coordinated with City staff, 
the Transportation and Safety Commission, Recreation and 
Community Services Department, Los Angeles Unified School 
District principals, school liaisons, law enforcement, and 
community leaders. Engagement activities focused on reaching 
the community at large, as well as engaging key stakeholders 
one-on-one to learn about their experience walking and 
bicycling in San Fernando. 
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Outreach Strategy 
This section explores the values, challenges and 
suggestions identified by the community. In 
order to reach disadvantaged communities and 
populations within San Fernando, the Project 
Team created and distributed bilingual brochures, 
flyers and fact sheets, and engaged predominately 
Spanish-speaking audiences at District English 
Learning Advisory Committee (DELAC) and English 
Learner Advisory Committee (ELAC) meetings. 
Food and childcare was provided at all workshops 
and events. Community outreach was conducted 
at local community events (such as the Spring 
Jamboree) and recreation classes, churches, 
and local senior centers. Spanish speaking staff 
and interpretation services were available at all 
engagement activities, and all materials were 
available in both Spanish and English. The Project 
Team also ensured engagement activities were held 
both north and south of the railroad tracks, which 
were identified as community barriers, to ensure 
broad representation. 

Detailed feedback is included in Appendix A. 

One-one-one meetings with school principals, 
school liaisons, crossing guards, school police and 

administrators

City-wide and school-specific public workshops to 
educate residents about the benefits of walking and 

biking, collect community comments about where they 
walk and bike, challenges to walking and bicycling, and 

ideas for improvements 

Community surveys distributed at workshops, 
International Walk to School Day, online, and school 

libraries

Technical Advisory Committee with representatives 
from the City of San Fernando, Transportation and 

Safety Commission, principals, Public Health staff, and 
others

Engagement Activities 
Individual meetings 
The Project Team conducted interviews with school 
principals, liaisons, crossing guards, school police, 
and school administrators. These meetings were 
informal and aimed to gather information about 
active transportation and safe routes to school. The 
conversations focused on identifying challenges, 
highlighting existing policies, and brainstorming 
possible improvements to increase the number of 
people walking and bicycling to school. During the 
meetings, the Project Team collected preliminary 
data on challenges and asked for support in 
conducting future community engagement 
activities and events, such as public workshops.

The most commonly voiced concerns included 
unsafe student drop-off behavior, traffic 
congestion, speeding drivers, and drivers failing to 
yield to pedestrians. The table below summarizes 
key comments received during one-on-one 
meetings with community stakeholders. 
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Table 1: One-On-One Meetings Log (ordered by date)

Who Date Location Position Comments
Carole Ruiz
Oliver Ramirez

May 23, 
2016

Morningside       
Elementary School

School Liaison 
Principal 

School zone is not clearly defined 
Speeding and many conflict points due to cars accessing businesses 
Lack of signage informing drivers that they are entering school zone 
Major concerns with drop off and pickup location
School has a valet program, bike racks and city-funded crossing guard 

Santiago Vides May 26, 
2016

Mission 
Continuation 
School 

Principal Lack of pedestrian and bicycle safety programs on campus due to 
limited resources 

Thomas Ambriz May 27, 
2016

St. Ferdinand 
Elementary School 

Principal Lack of marked crosswalks from school to church
Traffic congestion on weekends, weekday mornings, and after school 
due to school and church 
Highly used parent-organized drop-off valet 
Volunteers are not always respected by parents; crossing guard is a 
school volunteer, retired parent

Tommy Elmore June 7, 
2016

Cesar Chavez 
Learning 
Academies

School Site 
Operations

Requested that restricted parking zone on Arroyo Ave be changed to 
head-in, diagonal parking 

Freddy Ortiz
Maria Nuno 

June 9, 
2016

San Fernando 
Middle School 

Principal
Parent Center 
Director 

Incidents, near misses, and malfunctions involving train tracks crossing 
signal arms
Drivers speeding and failing to stop on Brand Blvd
Drop-off/pick-up zone congestion
Illegal activity and drug paraphernalia found on San Fernando Mission 
Trail

Pearl Arredondo June 9, 
2016

San Fernando 
Institute for 
Applied Media

Principal Drivers speeding and failing to stop 
Drop-off/pick-up zone congestion
Illegal activity and drug paraphernalia found on San Fernando Mission 
Trail

Jill Imperiale June 16, 
2016

Gridley Street 
Elementary School

Principal Lack of crosswalks on Lazard St and Eighth St
Traffic congestion on Lazard St

Mary Awakian June 22, 
2016

San Fernando 
Elementary School 

Principal Traffic congestion on Mott St
Drivers speeding and failing to stop on Mott St
People crossing Mott St at unmarked locations
Unsafe drop-off behavior

Mary Mendoza August 11, 
2016

Vista Del Valle 
Dual Language 
Academy 

Principal Traffic congestion on Eighth St and Bromont Ave during pick-up/drop-
off times
Lack of circulation and flow for vehicles
Flooding around school during rainy season
Illegal activity and paraphernalia found in Pacoima Wash Natural Park
Request to have the red curb paint removed to create an official drop 
off zone on the San Fernando side of the school

Fidel Ramirez 
Heather Oshioaka 

September 
13, 2016

PUC Nueva 
Esperanza Charter 
Academy 

Principal
Assistant 
Principal 

No cross walk on Fourth/ Hagar (only two way stop) and lacks visible 
school signs leading up to the intersection; students are encouraged 
to walk to Fourth/ Alexander
High traffic volume due to court and municipal buildings
Damaged sidewalks in the area
Personal safety concerns including drug activity and lack of adequate 
lighting

Jeremy Lawrence September 
14, 2016 

San Fernando 
High School 

Principal Congestion on Fox St and O’Melveny Ave before and after pick-up / 
drop-off
Street Vendors cause additional congestion 
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Event Date Location
Approximate 

Number of 
People Reached

Childcare 
Provided? Interpretation Provided?

Community 
Workshop #1 

April 20, 
2016

Recreation 
Park 

7 Yes
Yes-Bilingual speakers and materials 

in Spanish

Community 
Workshop #2

April 21, 
2016 

Las Palmas 
Park 

14 Yes
Yes-Bilingual speakers and materials 

in Spanish

Community-Wide Workshops
The Project Team organized bilingual workshops at 
community centers and local parks. The City, local 
businesses, community based organizations, school 
liaisons, faith-based and service organizations 
were asked to distribute flyers and information 
about the meetings through their communication 
networks. Elementary, middle and high schools 
sent flyers home with their students and recorded 
Connect-Ed messages to parents to encourage 
workshop attendance. All workshops were 
promoted and conducted in English and Spanish. 
The workshops intended to: 

• Education and bring awareness of Safe 
Routes to School and Active Streets and 
how to provide input into the Safe and 
Active Streets Plan

• Understand the challenges, opportunities, 
and needs related to creating safe and 
active streets

• Create dialogue on barriers to walking and 
biking 

• Identify tools to assess the community, 
including walkability and bikeability audits

• Involve additional community leaders 
and determine strategies to engage all 
segments of the community to maximize 
community participation

• Encourage participants to assist with 
school site observations and develop 
infrastructure recommendations to 
improve safe walking and bicycling to 
schools

Table 2: Workshops Log
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The community workshops offered background 
information on safe and active streets, highlighted 
existing conditions in San Fernando, and provided 
a space for participants to discuss. Workshop 
attendees learned about the link between 
transportation planning and public health, history 
and background on the Safe Routes to School 
movement, and the characteristics of a safe and 
active street. Attendees participated in small group 
exercises and were asked to identify areas in the 
city that make it challenging to safely walk or ride 
a bicycle. Many participants voiced their concerns 
regarding:

• High speeds on residential streets, major 
arterial streets, and near schools

• Low visibility, lighting to improve 
pedestrian visibility

• Unsafe or broken sidewalks

• Need for additional signage

Participants provided the following comments: 

Intersections

• Walking on Brand Blvd., crossing Glenoaks 
Blvd.

 » Feels dangerous to cross due to high 
vehicle speeds and narrow sidewalks

• Walking on Arroyo Ave., crossing Glenoaks 
Blvd.

 » Feels dangerous to cross due to high 
vehicle speeds, and narrow and broken 
sidewalks 

Landmarks

• Swap Meet between Glenoaks Blvd. and 
Arroyo Ave.

 » Traffic, vehicle congestion

• Recreation Park

 » Needs slower speeds

 » Needs more visible signage near 
crosswalk

 » Needs more police patrolling

• Park on Hollister St. and Carlisle St. 

 » Observed evening public intoxication

Corridors

• Brand Blvd.

 » Feels unsafe for students walking 
between Eighth St. and Glenoaks Blvd. 
due to broken streets/sidewalks, high 
speeds, and construction

 » Blind spot between Mott St. and Kewen 
St. 

 » High speeds

 » Broken streets between Glenoaks Blvd. 
and Eighth St. 

• Glenoaks Blvd.

 » High speeds

 » Feels unsafe for pedestrian crossing

Schools

• Cesar Chavez Learning Academies 
students feel unsafe crossing Glenoaks 
Blvd. due to narrow streets and high 
speeds

• San Fernando Elementary School needs 
more lighting
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Event Date Location
Approx. 

Number of 
People Reached

Childcare 
Provided?

Interpretation 
Provided?

Safe & Active Streets 
Workshop

September 13, 
2016

San Fernando 
Middle School 

17 
No, but children 

welcome
Yes-Bilingual speakers and 

materials in Spanish 

Safe & Active Streets 
Workshop

September 14, 
2016

Cesar Chavez 
Learning 

Academies
25 

No, but children 
welcome

Yes-Bilingual speakers and 
materials in Spanish 

Safe & Active Streets 
Workshop

September 15, 
2016

Gridley Elementary 
School 

16
No, but children 

welcome
Yes-Bilingual speakers and 

materials in Spanish 

Safe & Active Streets 
Workshop

September 20, 
2016

Morningside 
Elementary School 

14 
No, but children 

welcome
Yes-Bilingual speakers and 

materials in Spanish

Safe & Active Streets 
Workshop

September 21, 
2016

St. Ferdinand 
Elementary School 

12 
No, but children 

welcome
Yes-Bilingual speakers and 

materials in Spanish

Safe & Active Streets 
Workshop

September 22, 
2016

San Fernando 
Elementary School

18 
No, but children 

welcome
Yes-Bilingual speakers and 

materials in Spanish

School-Site Workshops
Workshops were held at six school sites selected 
in collaboration with school principals, school 
and public safety staff and school liaisons. City, 
local businesses, community-based organizations, 
school-based liaisons, faith-based and service 
organizations were asked to distribute flyers and 
information about the meetings through their 
communication networks.  Elementary, middle and 
high schools sent flyers home with their students 
and recorded Connect-Ed message to parents. The 
desired outcomes for these workshops were similar 
to the public workshops, except with an additional 
focus on the role of the school community. 

The School-Site workshops offered background 
on safe and active streets, highlighted community 
feedback shared at community workshops #1 and 
#2 about existing conditions in San Fernando, 
and provided a space for participants to discuss 

concerns and recommendations for increasing 
walking and bicycling citywide. The agenda for 
these workshops included:

• An icebreaker activity 

• Presentation about model safe route to 
school programs, street and intersection 
design concepts, and potential changes to 
the drop-off and pick-up procedures

• Review of potential non-infrastructure 
programs (education, encouragement, 
enforcement and evaluation)

• Identification of common routes to school 
through a mapping exercise 

• Walk audit to assess school grounds and 
mapping exercise to record the barriers

Table 3: Workshops Log
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Community Survey 
From November 1 through December 31, 2016, the Project Team distributed English and Spanish paper 
surveys at all engagement events and key locations throughout the city, including City Hall, schools and 
parks. The survey intended to gauge attitudes and identify needs related to walking, bicycling, healthy eating 
and active living in San Fernando. Ultimately, the Project Team collected and analyzed 64 surveys. The 
survey data is summarized below, with specific concerns highlighted in the “Key Lessons Learned” section. 

Survey participants shared their primary mode of transportation, detailed in the chart below.

Figure 1: Safe and Active Streets Survey – I make TRIPS by 

 
Participants were also asked to provide information on why they walk, bike or skateboard. The top three 
responses for using active transportation included exercising, fun/recreational activities or to visit friends and 
family members. 

Figure 2: Safe and Active Streets Survey – Why do you walk, bike, or skateboard? 
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Participants also identified barriers to walking, bicycling, and skateboarding. Over 1/3 of participants 
faced difficulty in traveling by walking, bicycling, or skateboarding due to infrastructure barriers such as 
deteriorated street/sidewalk conditions, inadequate street lighting, and overall lack of street maintenance 
(including cleanliness). Other barriers included safety concerns regarding traffic speed and volume of car 
traffic. 

Figure 3: Safe and Active Streets Survey – What makes it hard to get around by walking, bicycling, or 
skateboarding?

Survey participants were also asked to self-report areas in the City that are in need of improvements, such as 
street intersections, landmarks or points of interest. Several participants identified:

• Hubbard Ave. and San Fernando Rd.

• Hubbard Ave. and Glenoaks Blvd.

• Glenoaks Blvd. and Maclay Ave.

• Parks

• Schools
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Business Survey
Urban Design students from California State University, Northridge (CSUN) distributed surveys to business 
owners from November 1, 2016 to December 31, 2016. This Business/Commerical Zone Survey intended 
to gauge perception and attitudes about active transportation from the business-owner perspective and 
identify potential improvement opportunities. CSUN students collected and analyzed 61 surveys from 26 
businesses located along Truman Street and San Fernando Road. Business owners were asked to share their 
perception on how most customers get to their business. 

Figure 4: CSUN Business Survey- Truman St. vs. San Fernando Rd. 

Businesses on Truman Street and San Fernando Road perceive driving to be their customers’ primary mode of 
transportation, followed by walking. Survey participants also shared interest in seeing more improvement to 
local infrastructure, including streets, sidewalks and lighting. The Business/Commercial Zone Survey shared 
similarities with the Community Survey in their prioritized improvements to the community. 

TRUMAN ST.

SAN FERNANDO RD.
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Technical Advisory Committee
The Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) is comprised of: 

• Community leaders from local service agencies, non-profits, schools, religious centers and 
community groups

• City staff

• City leadership (Mayor, Commissioners)

The purpose of the TAC is to provide more in-depth feedback on the Plan’s content and guide the structure 
of the Plan. TAC meetings aimed to engage key stakeholders, establish guiding Plan principles, identify 
problems, and discuss proposed strategies to increase walking and bicycling citywide. 

Figure 5: Technical Advisory Committee Meeting #1

Over the course of the Plan’s development, the Project Team facilitated three TAC meetings: 

• Meeting 1 – Identify shared values, key destinations, and problems that the Plan should address

• Meeting 2 – Provide feedback on the Plan’s Vision, Goals and Measures, review existing conditions 
analysis, and guide community engagement

• Meeting 3 – Provide feedback on proposed recommendations and guide next steps for Plan 
implementation

The TAC's feedback is incorporated into the "Key Lessons Learned" section below as well as throughout the 
document.
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International Walk to School Day
The Project Team organized a citywide International Walk to School Day event on October 5, 2016 (Figure 
6). International Walk to School Day celebrates walking to school by creating a fun, community atmosphere 
to walk to school together. Parents and students gathered at El Super in the morning to participate in a 
physical activity break, learn about safe walking and bicycling, and then head to school together. Over 200 
students and parents participated. Organizing parents and school administrators around International Walk 
to School Day provided a direct tie-in to the Plan and planning process.

Figure 6: International Walk to School Day Event
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Spring Jamboree 
The Project Team attended a community event to engage residents and stakeholders in a final discussion 
and prioritization exercise for the draft Plan’s recommendations. Two maps were on display, including the 
proposed bicycle network and proposed intersection improvement locations. The Project Team used the 
maps to generate discussion around the importance citywide safety improvements. 

Approximately 160 people participated in the interactive prioritization exercise. Participants were asked to 
vote on the following question “Where do you want to see improvements first?” 

The key destinations included the railroad, parks, schools, regional connections, residential streets, shopping 
centers and the Pacoima Wash. The categories of destinations were based on prior community engagement 
activities, where the community stated where they wanted to walk and bicycle. The community ranked parks, 
schools and residential streets as their top three priorities. Participants were invited to an additional training 
to support the Plan’s adoption (described below).

Figure 7: Activity Summary

WHERE DO YOU WANT TO SEE IMPROVEMENTS HAPPEN FIRST?
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During the post-Jamboree training, the Project Team encouraged community members to share their 
personal connections and stories about walking and bicycling in San Fernando. The Project Team highlighted 
important themes and recommendations of the Plan, and assisted community members in drafting talking 
points for future Council and Commission meetings.

Figure 8: Post-Jamboree Training

Cesar Chavez Learning Academies Photovoice
Pacoima Beautiful is a community-based organization and city partner that works with youth to generate 
discussion surrounding environmental change in the community through weekly meetings and on-campus 
school clubs. Diego Ortiz, Youth Coordinator at Pacoima Beautiful, works with youth at Cesar Chavez 
Learning Academies (CCLA) to discuss environmental issues in their communities and on campus. The 
group is called “Imagine Green,” and their interest in walking and bicycling has generated discussion on how 
transportation influences the environment and how built environment barriers influence their ability to walk 
and bicycle.

Students shared personal stories of walking and bicycling in their community during weekly meetings. 
Common themes included high speed of vehicles, lack of bikeways, incomplete sidewalks, and poor road 
conditions. A group of five student representatives from "Imagine Green" used photovoice as a platform to 
document what they considered to be important aspects to active transportation in the community. The 
photos below highlight some of the most pressing challenges students face in their commute. 
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Figure 9: CCLA Photovoice Boards

"Large trucks are common in our neighborhood, especially near our 
school. Walking along a truck can make a street feel unsafe."

"Along Arroyo Avenue near our high school there are streets with 
no sidewalks."

"Many of the streets we encounter need improvements. Improvements 
would make it safer for students walking to and from school."

"Wide streets with no crosswalks make it difficult to cross when trucks 
and cars speed by. They also make it hard to skate."

The project was on display at the Spring Jamboree 
event for the public to view and comment. Students’ 
photographs highlighted some of the existing 
conditions in the City and encouraged discussion 
among community members. The project also 
acknowledged and elevated the experience of San 
Fernando youth. 

Figure 10: CCLA Boards up at Spring Jamboree, 2017
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Key Lessons Learned
Community Values
During workshops and community activities, participants were asked “what is your favorite childhood 
memory of how you traveled to school and how did you feel at the time?" The question is designed to set a 
conversational, comfortable tone, help people connect to the project, and get to know one another. 

Participant responses highlight connections and strong values around walking and bicycling. The majority 
of participants stated that they walked to school, either or alone or in a group, with only a handful traveling 
by car or public transportation. Many memories involved participants enjoying nature, residential areas, 
stopping for hot food, bread and snacks at local store along route, and social interactions during their walk. 
Participants valued the ability to enjoy their experience without fear of traffic issues. Participants that felt 
fearful during their walk attributed their fears to long distances or specific safety concerns (e.g. homeless, 
persons along route) or perceived concerns (abandoned homes or trash along route). The participants that 
were driven to school discussed safety concerns from parents or mentioned that their parents worked and 
dropped them off on way to work for convenience and peace of mind. The themes that summarize the values 
expressed during outreach included: 

• Spending time outdoors

• Feeling safe in the community 

• Access to nature, open space and car free areas

These values help shape the vision and priority for creating infrastructure and programs identified in this 
Plan. The following map is a compilation of key community destinations gathered during outreach.

01/16/18 CC Meeting Agenda Page 155 of 521



Safe and Active Streets | San Fernando Master Plan DRAFT 33

Map 1: Destinations Identified by Stakeholders
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The general school site-specific challenges 
identified across all engagement activities included: 

• Speeding due to a rush in the morning to 
get to school or work - creating unsafe 
conditions and congestion

• Parents taking the fastest routes to drop 
off students in the morning, which is not 
always the safest; some parents disobey 
traffic lights

• Drivers not yielding to people walking or 
bicycling

• Sidewalks that are narrow, broken, missing 
sections and in need of repair

• Bus drop-off locations with challenging 
access to a walkway 

• Lack of law enforcement around school 
site

• Lack of street lighting at intersections 
for children attending after-school/early 
evening programming 

• Students avoid areas known to have 
homeless, stray dogs, mentally ill and 
intoxicated persons

• Lack of bike lanes and facilities around 
school sites

The general community-wide challenges identified 
across all engagement activities included: 

• Issues with traffic signal synchronization 
that creates delays, specifically along Brand 
Blvd. 

• Lack of law enforcement around city 

• Intoxicated individuals in the vicinity of the 
San Fernando Mission Trail

• Lack of marked pedestrian crossings and 
flashing stop signs at major intersections 
including along Brand Blvd. and O’Melveny 
Ave.

• Short pedestrian phases at signalized 
intersections

• Lack of pedestrian gates at railroad track 
crossings 

• Old or missing bus shelters and benches

• Concerns due to homeless, stray dogs, 
mentally ill and intoxicated persons

• Lack of bike facilities

• Good bike share option, central locations, 
incentives (such as logging miles on bike)

• Lack of bikeways in front of schools

• Improvements needed on the San 
Fernando Mission Trail, such as adding 
rest areas, shade, greenery, informational 
placards with history, cameras, and 
enhanced safety

• Lack of continuous bike lanes on Brand 
Blvd; they end abruptly at the Los Angeles-
San Fernando border

• Traffic concerns adjacent to the Swap 
Meet 

Challenges to Walking and Biking
The Project Team gathered feedback about challenges to walking and bicycling across all activities, focusing 
on both the needs of those who already walk or bicycle and those that would like to walk or bike, but do not 
currently do so. Concerns also included personal safety due to dangerous driving behaviors (e.g. speeding, 
unsafe turn maneuvers, etc.). During field observations, the Project Team observed many students and 
families in cars waiting in long lines to enter the school drop-off zone or being dropped off mid-block to 
avoid waiting in lines. 
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San Fernando stakeholders were also invited to identify specific locations of concerns or opportunities; these 
are identified in the table below: 

Table 4: Location Specific Challenges and Opportunities

Streets/Intersections Concerns

First St. and Harding St. Lacks visibility at night

Brand Blvd. (between Glenoaks Blvd. and Eighth 
St.)

Speeding drivers

Broken streets

Brand Blvd. (between Mott St. and Kewen St.) Blind spot

Celis St. (between Meyer St. and Workman St.) Speeding drivers

Glenoaks Blvd. Speeding drivers

Hollister St. 
Speeding drivers

Broken sidewalks

Hollister St. and Carlisle St. Incidents of public intoxication

Huntington St. Speeding drivers

Kalisher St. Broken sidewalks

Orange Grove Ave. and Fourth St. Lack of wheelchair access
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Policy and Planning Context 3
This Plan builds upon existing community planning 
documents and policies that have influenced active 
transportation in San Fernando. The Plan aims to 
incorporate the improvements, policies, and programs 
that have been planned, recommended, or considered 
by the City and its partners into one comprehensive, 
actionable document. 

This chapter describes the current state of active 
transportation in San Fernando, including existing 
plans and policies for San Fernando and neighboring 
jurisdictions at the regional, State, and Federal levels. 
Each of the items considered in this section inform 
either the context setting for planning streets, the 
infrastructure considerations that impact active 
transportation, or the programmatic aspects of the Plan.

01/16/18 CC Meeting Agenda Page 159 of 521



Safe and Active Streets | San Fernando Master Plan DRAFT 37

Jurisdiction Plans and Policies

San Fernando

General Plan (1987)

Bike Master Plan (2007)

TOD Overlay Plan (expected 2017)

Safe Routes to School Site Specific Plans – Citywide (2007)

San Fernando Trolley Plan (2010)

San Fernando Corridors Specific Plan (2005)

San Fernando Roadway Improvement Plan (2016)

San Fernando Parks & Recreation Master Plan (expected 2017)

Municipal Code

Neighboring 
Jurisdictions

Los Angeles Mobility Plan 2035 (2016)

Pacoima Wash Vision Plan (2011)

County / Regional

Metro Active Transportation Strategic Plan (2016)

Metro East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor

Metro Brighton to Roxford Double Track Project (2016)

SCAG RTP/SCS (2016)

Additional Plans 
& Policies

USDOT Policy Statement on Bicycle and Pedestrian Accommodation Regulations 
and Recommendations (2010)

Americans with Disabilities Act (1990)

Caltrans Complete Streets Policy (2008)

California Complete Streets Act, AB-1358 (2008)

CA Global Warming Solutions Act, AB-32 (2006)

Sustainable Communities and Climate Protection Act, SB-375 (2008) 

School Facility Construction Contracts, AB-1581 (2014)

Caltrans’ Policy Directive 09-06 (2009)

The table below summarizes the plans and policies that have the greatest impact on active transportation in 
San Fernando.

Table 5: Applicable Plans and Policies
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The Safe and Active Streets Plan first and foremost 
aims to increase walking and biking as a viable 
form of transportation to, from, and within San 
Fernando, which would help achieve goals in the 
areas of Circulation, Noise, Housing, and Open 
Space identified in the General Plan. In summary: 

• Walking and bicycling are both low-noise 
and low-emission transportation modes, 
and when trips shift to active modes, air 
quality improves and noise is reduced.

• The Safe and Active Streets Plan aims 
to improve connectivity between 
neighborhoods, commercial areas, 
and schools, enhancing circulation by 
creating safer and more convenient paths, 
sidewalks, and corridors for walking and 
biking. 

• This additional connectivity and access 
to local destinations has the potential to 
stimulate the local economy in commercial 
areas. In San Fernando, Maclay Avenue and 
San Fernando Road are prime examples 
of commercial corridors that could use 
additional foot traffic. 

• Finally, these corridors will also function 
as open spaces, which can allow residents 
and visitors to enjoy the landscape, 
scenery, and wildlife, and may stimulate 
additional active transportation trips.

Circulation Element

The Circulation Element of the General Plan 
recognizes collector and access streets in a multi-
modal network, with collector streets being the 
main roadways in and out of the community 
and access streets providing access to local 
destinations and facilities. Implementation of the 
Safe and Active Streets Plan intends to increase 
the efficiency and effectiveness of circulation 
overall by making non-motorized options safer 
and more convenient. Efficient streets make use of 
their sidewalks, parkways, and street width; they 
are safe, convenient, and inviting, and they meet 
the needs of all users who wish to travel on them, 
no matter what mode they decide to use.

San Fernando Plans & Policies
San Fernando General Plan (1987)
The Safe & Active Streets Plan aims to meet goals and objectives detailed in the General Plan and strives to 
be consistent with its vision for the City of San Fernando.
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Bicycling

There is a six-mile section of Class I Bike Path that 
was proposed by General Plan Amendment No. 
1993-03. It states that “although no convenient 
bikeways currently exist throughout the City, 
a Class I bikeway is planned to be built along 
the Metrolink Corridor within the City limits.” 
Subsequently, the City built a Class I Bike Path, the 
Mission City Bike Trail, which connects Sylmar, San 
Fernando, and Pacoima along the Metrolink tracks. 
This Path connects to destinations such as the San 
Fernando / Sylmar Metrolink station, San Fernando 
City Hall, and Pacoima City Hall. The path is the 
result of an inter-jurisdictional planning effort 
between San Fernando and Los Angeles.

In addition, the General Plan states: “Development 
of a bikeway system and bicycle facilities 
encourages bicycle commuting as an alternative 
mode of transportation compliance with state and 
local mandates for cleaner air and trip reduction 
measures.”

Pedestrians

The San Fernando Corridors Specific Plan 
identifies a pedestrian-oriented corridor roadway 
classification to accommodate pedestrian use while 
also meeting the demands of local traffic. This 
is accomplished through various traffic calming 
techniques, and reducing travel lanes to one lane in 
each direction.

Street Requirements

Local streets comprise the majority of the 
residential street network in San Fernando. The 
City’s standards for local streets include:

• Standard right-of-way of 60 feet

• Curb-to-curb pavement width of 36 to 40 
feet

• Two lanes

• On-street parallel parking on both sides of 
the street.

Housing Element

The City has a variety of housing types including 
apartments, single-family homes, and townhomes. 
As the region grows, the City must accommodate 
the increased demand for housing. It plans to 
build new homes within walking distance to 
transit and in the core of the city, reducing 
automobile demand and creating more walkable 
neighborhoods. This Safe and Active Streets Plan 
will consider the locations where new housing is 
being proposed and work to improve connectivity 
to those locations. 

Land Use Element

The City’s Land Use Element provides detail 
on the location and standards for residential, 
commercial, industrial, and other parcels in the 
city. The City has increasingly considered “smart 
growth” principals that look at how new growth can 
incorporate strategies that improve health, reduce 
emissions, create more active communities, and 
increase safety. The Land Use Element also details 
important destinations in the City. The following 
Zoning Map and Land Use Map identify the plan 
for future growth in San Fernando. 

Noise Element

The General Plan Noise Element’s objective is to 
"control noise in San Fernando for the protection 
of the health and well-being of its current and 
future citizens." This Plan supports this objective. 
Switching from automobile trips to active trips 
or planting more greenery are effective ways 
to reduce noise. This reduction also becomes a 
self-perpetuating cycle; as more people engage in 
active transportation, creating calmer, less noisy 
streets, additional people may become interested in 
active transportation.
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CITY OF SAN FERNANDO
BICYCLE MASTER PLAN

34

CITY OF SAN FERNANDO
BICYCLE MASTER PLAN

34

CITY OF SAN FERNANDO
BICYCLE MASTER PLAN

34

San Fernando Bicycle Master Plan (2007)
The San Fernando City Council adopted the San Fernando Bicycle Master Plan on January 17, 2007. The 
Bicycle Master Plan proposed goals, policies, infrastructure, and programs to support bicycling to key 
destinations throughout San Fernando. The Plan recommended new bicycle routes, updated crossings, and 
improved bicycle amenities, all which will be incorporated into the recommendations of the Safe and Active 
Streets Plan. Given the expanded scope and advancements in technology in the intervening years, this Plan 
expands upon the 2007 Plan, and considers new growth. 

Map 4: San Fernando Bikeway -- 2007 Recommended Bikeways Map
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Attachment A 

City of San Fernando   A‐6  San Fernando Corridors Specific Plan Amendment EIR NOP 
    December 2015 

Figure 2, Proposed Specific Plan Districts and Sub‐Districts

 

Transit Oriented District (TOD) Overlay Zone (expected 2017)
The Transit Oriented Development Zone Project will include land use and circulation recommendations that 
aim to increase new housing, encourage business growth, and create alternative transportation options 
around the San Fernando/Sylmar Metrolink station. The City hired Sargent Town Planning through a grant 
from the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority to gather data, conduct outreach, and 
develop the TOD Overlay Zone Plan. The project is currently in the environmental review phase and will go 
before the City Advisory and Policy bodies in 2017. The Safe and Active Streets Plan incorporates the TOD 
Overlay Zone’s new land use designations and transportation recommendations.

Map 5: San Fernando Bikeway -- 2007 Recommended Bikeways Map
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The project closely follows the Corridor Specific 
Plan (see below) that created the Maclay Avenue 
improvements in 2007, as well as further 
expanding on land use changes, which include 
re-zoning to allow for more dense residential and 
commercial uses in the overlay zone. It creates four 
distinct districts in the downtown:

• Maclay District

• General Neighborhood District

• Workplace Flex District (First Street)

• Downtown District

The Plan also creates sub-distracts and overlays to 
better delineate the makeup of each district. It calls 
for densification, better transit, and improvements 
to the business district in San Fernando. These 
improvements are anticipated to bring additional 
trips, spending dollars, and potentially improve the 
quality of life. The plan calls for improvements to 
active transportation as well, which can be seen 
in the before and after images of Truman Street 
below.

Figure 11: Rendering of Truman Street before 
(top) and after TOD improvements (bottom)

Citywide Safe Routes to School Site 
Specific Plans (2007)
The City hired Ryan Snyder Associates (RSA) 
to develop Safe Routes to School (SRTS) Plans 
for each local school campus in San Fernando 
in 2007. The Plans included recommendations 
for infrastructure improvements to increase 
walking and bicycling to school by creating a safer 
environment along school routes. Using the SRTS 
Plans, the City secured funding for improvements 
from the State’s Safe Routes to School Cycle 7 
Call for Projects, and Federal Cycles 1 and 2 Call 
for Projects. These improvements have been 
implemented throughout the city and include 

• high-visibility crosswalks,

• advanced stop bars, 

• truncated domes on ramps, and

• curb extensions,

among others. These new projects have been 
considered as part of this Plan’s existing conditions 
assessment, and the previous SRTS Plans serve as 
the basis for the pedestrian improvements along 
routes to school. 

San Fernando Trolley Plan (2012)
In addition to regional transit, San Fernando 
operates a local trolley that stops at destinations 
such as City Hall, County pool, San Fernando Mall, 
and the Swap Meet. The trolley is on a fixed route 
and operates on weekdays from 10:00 a.m. to 
4:00 p.m. and on weekends from 11:00 a.m. to 
4:00 p.m. The fare is $0.25 per ride. The trolley 
is not equipped with bicycle racks and does not 
allow bicycles on board. Walking and bicycling 
connections to trolley stops and adequate parking 
at trolley stop locations are key considerations 
for this Plan. The following map shows the trolley 
route and stops.
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Map 6: Trolley Route Map 
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San Fernando Corridors Specific Plan 
(2005)
“The purpose of the San Fernando Corridors 
Specific Plan is to put in place policies and 
strategies to transform Truman Street, San 
Fernando Road, and Maclay Avenue into attractive, 
livable and economically vital districts." This 
Plan outlines strategies for these corridors to 
better represent the quality and character of 
the community. It aims to improve pedestrian 
facilities and to make these important corridors for 
movement activity and local investment. 

San Fernando Roadway Improvement 
Plan (2016)
In the last few years, the City has taken an active 
approach to local street repair. This includes 
the passage of a financing mechanism utilizing 
local Measure R tax revenues to expedite 
street rehabilitation programs. In 2016, the City 
completed street improvements on segments 
along:

• Warren Street,

• Eighth Street,

• North Brand Boulevard,

• Lucas Street,

• Macneil Street,

• Phillippi Street, and

• South Huntington Street

More improvements are scheduled for 2017.

Other streets will be repaved in subsequent 
fiscal years for 5 years until the money allocated 
for repaving is depleted or the pavement plan 
is complete. Re-pavement projects are an 
opportunity to incorporate striping for bikeways 
and increased visibility for pedestrians at a lower 
cost, since the repaving plan will already have a 
budget item for painting lanes on the street. This 
Plan will consider streets that are slated to receive 
treatment options in its prioritization of projects.

San Fernando Parks & Recreation Master 
Plan
In late 2016, the City initiated a Parks Master 
Planning process to develop a comprehensive 
vision for park and recreation facilities and 
programs. The Plan will involve engaging 
stakeholders such as City officials, community 
partners, and others to assess existing conditions, 
identify needs and guide future implementation 
efforts. As part of this planning process, it is 
expected that linkages will be made between this 
Plan and the Safe and Active Streets Plan. Such 
focus will spur thought and planning efforts 
to encourage safe and active travel to local 
destinations (parks, facilities, programs, etc.).
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San Fernando Municipal Code
The City’s Municipal Code includes provisions 
related to active transportation facilities, active 
transportation laws/regulations, street striping/
signage and traffic safety, among others. Some key 
requirements in the code around bicycles include:

• regular evaluation of bicycle safety 
programs

• sidewalk riding is prohibited unless 
otherwise specified; and

• bikeways should be in compliance with the 
California Bicycle Transportation Act.

The Code also designates requirements related 
to pedestrian travel. The code establishes the 
pedestrian mall along San Fernando Road between 
San Fernando Mission Boulevard and Brand 
Boulevard, including specific enhancements 
aimed to create a rich pedestrian environment 
and restricted vehicular use. The Code establishes 
requirements for crosswalks, including where 
they can be placed. The pertinent sections of the 
Municipal Code are included in Appendix B. 

The Code also includes requirements for new 
development that impact walking and bicycling. 
Streets are supposed to be dedicated to one-
half the planned ultimate width measured from 
the street centerline. New developments must 
also include curbs, gutters, sidewalks, and repair 
damaged sidewalks, curbs, gutters, etc. They must 
also plant parkway trees in the public parkway and 
maintain landscaping in front of the property. 

San Fernando Infrastructure Policies
San Fernando has several policies that dictate 
the implementation of infrastructure on San 
Fernando’s streets. All of the policies were 
established in December 2003 and include criteria 
for installation. They include policies and criteria 
for installation of: 

• Speed humps

• Speed tables

• Full street closure 

• Partial street closure 

• Traffic circles

• Bulb-outs

• Raised medians 

• Chokers

• Stop signs

The Safe and Active Streets Plan will recommend 
certain traffic calming measures. The traffic calming 
measures guidelines may need to be revisited in 
order comply with the established criteria. 
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Great Streets Challenge

Sources: Esri, HERE, DeLorme, Intermap, increment P Corp.,
GEBCO, USGS, FAO, NPS, NRCAN, GeoBase, IGN, Kadaster NL,
Ordnance Survey, Esri Japan, METI, Esri China (Hong Kong),
swisstopo, MapmyIndia, © OpenStreetMap contributors, and the
GIS User Community
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Neighboring Jurisdictions
Los Angeles Mobility Plan 2035 (2016)
The City of Los Angeles adopted a new Mobility Element to its General Plan in 2016. The Element 
includes priority networks for vehicles and non-motorized modes, lays out new roadway designations 
and requirements, and maps the vision for new facilities and improvements to existing facilities. Since San 
Fernando is bordered by Los Angeles in every direction, it will be critical for the two cities to work together 
to develop and implement projects. The figure below shows the bikeway network that is envisioned for 2035 
in Los Angeles, several of which connect to San Fernando. Tier 1 (BEN) and Tier 2 (BEN) are bike lanes; Tier 
3 (BEN) are protected bike lanes; Tier 1 (NEN) and Tier 2 (NEN) are bike routes with enhancements, and the 
Green Network are multipurpose paths.

Map 7: San Fernando Connections - LA Bicycle Network
Great Streets Challenge

Sources: Esri, HERE, DeLorme, Intermap, increment P Corp.,
GEBCO, USGS, FAO, NPS, NRCAN, GeoBase, IGN, Kadaster NL,
Ordnance Survey, Esri Japan, METI, Esri China (Hong Kong),
swisstopo, MapmyIndia, © OpenStreetMap contributors, and the
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The Mobility Element defines the street designations and standard roadway dimensions in Los Angeles. For road 
reconfigurations, these street dimensions and specifications will be considered to maintain connectivity with the 
City of Los Angeles.

Table 6: Street Classifications from LA Mobility Element

Street Designations and  
Standard Roadway Dimensions

Previous Designation
Previous 

Designated 
Dimensions

Example of 
Previous Built 

Dimensions
New Designation(s)

New Designated Dimensions (right-of-
way/(Right-of-Way/Roadway widths, 

feet) Roadway widths, feet)

Major Highway Class I (126/102)
(126/102) Boulevard I (136/100)

(110/80) Boulevard II (110/80)

Major Highway Class II (104/80)

(104/80) Boulevard II (110/80)

(100/70) Avenue I (100/70)

(86/56) Avenue II (86/56)

(72/46) Avenue III (72/46)

Secondary Highway 
(90/70)

(90/70)

(100/70) Avenue I (100/70)

(86/56) Avenue II (86/56)

(72/46) Avenue III (72/46)

(66/40) Collector Street (66/40)

Collector Street (64/44) (64/44) Collector Street (66/40)

Industrial Collector 
Street

(64/48) (64/48) Industrial Collector Street (68/48)

Local Street (60/36)
(60/36) Local Standard (60/36)

(50/30) Local Limited (50/30)

Industrial Local (60/44) (60/44) Industrial Local (64/44)

Standard Walkway 10 10 Pedestrian Walkway (10–25)

(New Designation) Shared Street (30’ / 10’)

(New Designation) Access Roadway (20 right-of-way)

Service Road 20

Various
One-Way Service Road – 
Adjoining Arterial Streets

(28–35/12 or 18)

Bi-Directional Service Road 
– Adjoining Arterial Streets

(33–41/20 or 28)

Hillside Collector (50/40) (50/40) Hillside Collector (50/40)

Hillside Local (44/36) (44/36) Hillside Local (44/36)

Hillside Limited Standard (36/28) (36/28) Hillside Limited Standard (36/28)

LADCP 19

   Introduction + Orientation Chapter
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Pacoima Wash Vision Plan (2011)
Pacoima Beautiful, a local community-based organization, coordinated the development of the Pacoima 
Wash Vision Plan, which details a vision to create an active use path from the San Gabriel Mountains into 
the San Fernando Valley. Through the Plan’s development, Pacoima Beautiful led an extensive outreach 
process with the community, and in coordination with Los Angeles County Department of Public Works, 
and the cities of Los Angeles and San Fernando. Some of the content of the Pacoima Wash Vision Plan 
was incorporated into the Sylmar-Arleta Community Plan, part of Los Angeles’ Land Use Planning element. 
The City of San Fernando has actively pursued funding to realize the Vision Plan in San Fernando’s portion, 
including most recently, the State Active Transportation Program Cycle 3. 

Figure 12: Pacoima Wash Vision Pl
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Map 8: San Fernando Valley Proposed Regional Active Transportation Network

Active Transportation Strategic 
Plan Station Area Locations

Proposed Regional 
Active Transportation 
Network

Bicycle Facilities

County / Regional
Active Transportation Strategic Plan (Metro)
In 2016, the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) adopted the Active 
Transportation Strategic Plan for the region which details a countywide vision for active transportation, 
highlights priority projects, and documents the cost of Implementing while also looking at funding options.

Figure 13: San Fernando Valley — Metro Active Transportation Strategic Plan
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Map 8: San Fernando Valley Proposed Regional Active Transportation Network
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The Plan lays out existing bicycle facilities, 
planned bicycle facilities, and a proposed 
regional active transportation network 
(Figure 14). Figure 15 gives a closer 
look at the proposed bicycle network 
improvements that impact the City of 
San Fernando. Most noteworthy in this 
proposed network for San Fernando are 
Glenoaks Blvd. as a dedicated on street 
bikeway, the Pacoima Wash as a multi-use 
shared off street path, and Hubbard Ave. 
as a recommended dedicated on street 
bikeway. The section of Hubbard Ave. that 
runs through San Fernando borders the San 
Fernando/Sylmar Metrolink station, which 
is slated for an upgrade, so these projects 
need to be closely coordinated to consider 
the station approaches for active modes 
and access to nearby destinations for active 
modes.

East San Fernando Valley Transit 
Corridor (Metro)
Metro service across Los Angeles County is 
expanding rapidly, which includes new rail 
services (Expo, Gold, and Purple lines) as 
well as new bus rapid transit expansions, 
which will create greater connectivity to the 
San Fernando Valley and the City of San 
Fernando. The proposed East San Fernando 
Valley Transit Corridor (example light rail 
alignment shown on the right) will connect 
San Fernando to the Orange Line, which will 
include key destinations such as Pacoima 
and Van Nuys Blvd. This connection point 
will give San Fernando residents greater 
access to jobs in the region as well as the 
potential to bring more visitors to the City. 
Metro is currently studying several options 
including “no build” and “transportation 
systems management” alternatives (all costs 
listed are preliminary capital costs in 2014 
dollars and are subject to change), as shown 
in Table 7.

Figure 14: Potential Light Rail Alignment of East San 
Fernando Valley Transit Corridor
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Alternative and Description Design Image

Alternative 1: Curb-running Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) - Similar to 
the Wilshire BRT service, there would be 6.7 miles of curb-running 
dedicated busway and 2.5 miles of mixed flow lanes along San 
Fernando Road operating either 24 hours or only in peak periods 
with 18 enhanced stations. This alternative would cost $294 
million.

Alternative 2: Median-running BRT - Similar to the Metro Orange 
Line, buses would run in a 6.7 mile dedicated median busway 
in the center of Van Nuys Boulevard, and 2.5 miles of mixed 
flow operations along San Fernando Road and would include 17 
stations. This alternative would cost $402 million.

Alternative 3: Low-floor Light Rail Transit (LRT)/Tram - Similar 
to San Diego, Portland and European systems, this alternative 
would operate in a dedicated guideway in the center of Van 
Nuys Boulevard for 6.7 miles and 2.5 miles mixed-flow along San 
Fernando Road with 28 enhanced stations. This alternative would 
cost $1.3 billion.

Alternative 4: LRT - Similar to existing Metro LRT Lines, trains 
would operate for 6.7 miles in a median dedicated guideway 
with 2.5 miles underground. The trains would run for 2.5 miles 
on railroad right-of-way adjacent to San Fernando Road. There 
would be 14 stations, three of which would be underground. This 
alternative would cost $2.7 billion.

Table 7: East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Alternatives
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Brighton to Roxford Double Track Project (Metro)
The Brighton to Roxford Double Track Project will a second main line track to an approximately 11-mile 
single track transportation corridor in east San Fernando Valley. The Project will be implemented in an active 
rail corridor within existing rail, public, and station right-of-ways. The corridor runs between Hollywood 
Way in the City of Burbank and through the cities of Los Angeles and San Fernando, to Roxford Street in 
Sylmar. This project will create over 25 miles of continuous double track rail from Downtown Los Angeles 
to the San Fernando Valley. In addition to the double track, the project also involves station and platform 
improvements in San Fernando. This rail expansion may require reconfiguration of the existing bicycle path, 
which parallels the tracks. Additionally, the rail expansion would include enhancement of pedestrian and 
traffic safety amenities (pedestrian gates, light, crosswalk improvements, etc.) in order to enhance multi-
modal transportation opportunities.

Figure 15: Double Track Project Area & Future Alignment Graphic
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Regional Transportation Plan / 
Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/
SCS 2016)
This regional vision document specifies the 
regional approach to transportation and land use 
as the region grows. It looks at funding for active 
transportation, prioritizing key projects that will 
enhance regional connectivity, and supports local 
jurisdictions to have the tools required to meet 
the latest standards regarding the development of 
active transportation plans. 

Complete Streets

The RTP/SCS highlights the Southern California 
context for complete streets and the elements 
that are required to be a part of these policies 
as dictated by the State. Complete Streets are a 
required aspect of major General Plan updates 
and the RTP/SCS can be referenced to learn more 
about the Southern California standards.

Complete streets principles include four main 
strategies:

• Regional-Trip Strategies

• Transit Integration Strategies

• Short-Trip Strategies

• Education/Encouragement Strategies

Each of these strategies play an important role in 
the Active Transportation Master Plan. Regional trip 
strategies include expanded off-street networks 
that accommodate long distance trips. Transit 
integration includes looking at how pedestrians 
can safely and conveniently walk or bike to transit 
stations to complete their trips. Short-trips that 
can be completed using walk or bike as their 
primary mode will be a large focus of this plan. To 
support all of these activities, expanded education/
encouragement strategies will be required for 
people to learn about opportunities and how to 
walk and bike safely.

Complete Streets Policies are now required when 
there is an update being made to a General Plans, 
so this RTP will help to guide the City in to the 
development of its Complete Streets Policy.

Design Standards

Classification of bicycle types come from the 
Caltrans Highway Design Manual and will be used 
in this Plan.

Active Transportation Goals

The RTP spells out six goals related to active 
transportation:

• Reduce fatalities

• Develop and active transportation friendly 
environment

• Increase active transportation usage

• Encourage development of local plans

• Develop Safe Routes to School policies

• Develop Complete Streets policies

This Plan directly contributes to each of the RTP 
goals for active transportation. The plan strives to 
create a local environment that is safe for active 
use as well as completing part of the regional 
network and participating in inter-jurisdictional 
collaborations to build out projects.

Integration with Transit

SCAG spells out for the user the types of 
considerations that must be a part of any local area 
plan around a transit station to make that station 
accessible to people on foot and bicycle.  See 
Transit Integration in the Active Transportation 
Appendix for more information.

Public Health Goals

The RTP/SCS separates out the areas of Public 
Health that will be improved by the RTP goals, as 
shown in the next table.
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RTP/SCS Goals
Access to 
Essential 

Destinations

Affordable 
Housing

Air 
Quality

Climate 
Adaptation

Economic 
Opportunities

Physical 
Activity

Transportation 
Safety

Maximize mobility and 
accessibility for all people 
and goods in the region.

   

Ensure travel safety and 
reliability for all people 
and goods in the region.

 

Preserve and ensure 
a sustainable regional 
transportation system.

   

Maximize the productivity 
of our transportation 
system.

  

Protect the environment 
and health of our residents 
by improving air quality 
and encouraging active 
transportation.

    

Actively encourage and 
create incentives for 
energy efficiency, where 
possible.

  

Encourage land use and 
growth patterns that 
facilitate transit and non-
motorized transportation

    

Maximize the security of 
the regional transportation 
system through improved 
system monitoring, rapid 
recovery planning, and 
coordination with other 
security agencies.



Table 8: Public Health Focus Area and RTP/SCS Goals
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Vision, Goals, 
and Measures 4
This chapter identifies the City of San 
Fernando’s vision, goals, and measures for active 
transportation. Achieving the vision will require 
a collaborative and inclusive approach among 
the City, neighboring jurisdictions, regional 
transportation agencies, community partners, the 
business community, and others
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Definitions
The vision is the overarching frame for what the City hopes to accomplish through the implementation of 
this Plan.

The goals support the vision and describe a desired future condition; they are outcome-oriented and 
achievable over time.

The measures are quantifiable and provide a basis to track progress toward achieving the goals.

Vision 
The Safe and Active Streets Plan envisions an equitable, inclusive, and engaged San Fernando community, in 
which walking and bicycling are: the safest and most comfortable transportation options for all trip types; are 
an integral part of daily life for people of all ages, abilities, and income levels; and, encourage fun and free-
play among San Fernando residents of all backgrounds.

Goals
Mobility
The City aims to increase the mobility of people 
walking and bicycling in San Fernando for all trip 
types and for people of all ages and abilities.

Residents of and visitors to San Fernando on 
foot, bike, or skateboard should be able to access 
important destinations in the city as easily as 
those who drive. The City will strive to connect 
destinations throughout San Fernando with high 
quality bikeways and pedestrian network to ensure 
equivalent mobility for those walking and bicycling 
with those who drive.

Safety
The City aims to enhance safety for all users of the 
transportation system, and particularly for those 
walking and bicycling.

Streets are a large part of San Fernando’s public 
space and should be designed to ensure all users, 
especially the most vulnerable, are safe. Changes to 
the design and maintenance of streets, sidewalks, 
and intersections could help improve safety and 
reduce the severity of any collisions that should 
occur. Combining these engineering strategies with 
education and enforcement will ensure behavior 
change over time to create a safer community. 
The City envisions a transportation that is safe 
and comfortable for all users, regardless of mode 
choice.
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Attractiveness and Viability
The City aims to increase the attractiveness and 
viability of walking and bicycling.

In order to increase the number of people walking 
and bicycling for transportation and recreation, 
they must be attractive and viable options. The 
City can make walking and bicycling attractive 
by not only implementing the recommendations 
of this Plan, but further enhancing facilities by 
providing trees, benches, and other amenities. The 
City should strive to make walking and bicycling a 
viable option by ensuring attractive and regional 
connections. The City can also provide incentives 
to encourage residents and visitors to walk and 
bike through programs like discounts, bike friendly 
businesses, etc. The City envisions a transportation 
environment where walking and bicycling is just as 
attractive and achievable as any other mode.

Public Health
The City aims to improve public health for all San 
Fernando residents through the transportation 
system

The connection between transportation and 
health has been well-researched and documented. 
Transportation systems can positively or negatively 
impact public health. Through the implementation 
of this Plan, San Fernando has an opportunity to 
not only create a more sustainable transportation 
system, but a healthier population. San Fernando 
strives to make “the healthy choice, the easy 
choice” with the implementation of this Plan. Some 
of the opportunities to improve public health 
through transportation are increased physical 
activity rates, reduced rates of chronic disease, and 
improved air quality leading to fewer emergency 
asthma incidents, fewer severe and fatal traffic 
collisions, and others. The City envisions a 
transportation system that supports and improves 
the health of its residents.

Awareness
The City aims to increase awareness among San 
Fernando residents, and especially the student 
and parent population, about active transportation 
options and how to walk, bike, and drive safely.

Bicycling and walking may be new forms 
of transportation for many San Fernando 
stakeholders, and they may not be aware of 
the opportunities and benefits. The City will 
strive to increase awareness of bicycling and 
walking as a mode of transportation and how to 
do so in San Fernando and the region through 
programs, advertising, and education with both 
local and regional partners. The City envisions 
its residents being well-versed on the benefits of 
active transportation and how to engage in active 
transportation if they choose to do so.

Community and Wellness
The City aims to create a greater sense of 
community and wellness among San Fernando 
residents through active transportation programs 
and infrastructure. 

Active transportation projects and programs 
should be developed with overall wellness and 
a sense of community in mind. The more people 
that are walking and bicycling, the greater 
opportunities there may be for social interaction 
and connectedness. This can lead to more positive 
neighborhood perceptions and an increased sense 
of community. Projects and programs should 
incorporate meaningful and inclusive community 
engagement that fosters opportunities for social 
connections. 
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Measures
The City should collect data every two years on the following measures to understand progress towards the 
Vision and Goals identified in this Plan. The measures should be evaluated at regular intervals to ensure continued 
progress and to adapt projects to changing conditions.

Table 9: Measures for Plan Progress

Goals Measure Data Source Baseline 2020 
Benchmark

Mobility

Walking and biking counts Manual or automated 
counts

155 to 798 Pedestrian Average 
Daily Volume
6 to 153 Bicycle Average Daily 
Volume (See Chapter 5)

Increase by 10% 
across all locations

Student mode share percentage Student tally surveys 16.6% walk
0.5% bike

Increase by 10% 
overall

Commute mode share percentage of 
people walking and bicycling

American Community 
Survey 
(5 year, 2011-2015)

3.3% walk
0.4% bike 
(3.7% active modes)

Increase by 5% 
overall
(3.9% active 
modes)

Safety

Number of severe injuries and 
fatalities due to traffic collisions

SWITRS (5 year, 2009-
2013)

10 severe injuries
3 fatalities

Annual reduction 
of fatalities 3%; 
Annual reduction 
of severe injuries 
by 1.5%

Number of severe injuries and 
fatalities for bicyclists and pedestrians 
due to traffic collisions

SWITRS (5 year, 2009-
2013)

2 severe injuries to people 
biking
0 fatalities of people biking
4 severe injuries to people 
walking
0 fatalities of people walking

Annual reduction 
of fatalities 3%; 
Annual reduction 
of severe injuries 
by 1.5%

Attractiveness

Percentage of Plan bikeway projects 
implemented or improved

City records 0 5%

Percentage of Plan pedestrian projects 
implemented or improved

City records 0 5%

Public Health

Percentage of residents achieving 
recommended amount of aerobic 
exercise per week

2017 Key Indicators 
of Health Report from 
Los Angeles County 
Department of Public 
Health

66% (SPA 2) Increase by 5%

Awareness

Percentage of schools with a 
walking or bicycling education or 
encouragement program

School records 14% (2 out of 14 schools) 35% (5 out of 14 
schools)

Number of citywide traffic safety 
education or encouragement programs 
implemented or improved

City records 3 5

Community & 
Wellness

Percentage of students/staff who feel 
cohesion and support at local schools

LAUSD School Report 
Cards
http://getreportcard.
lausd.net/reportcards/  
reports.jsp

80-93% All schools at 93%

96% or higher attendance for students 
and staff at local schools

LAUSD School Report 
cards

68-76% All schools at least 
at 80% 
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Existing Conditions5
Existing conditions in San Fernando set the framework 
for proposed policies, programs, and infrastructure. The 
Project Team has assembled data from local, state, and 
national sources (e.g. United States Census), as well as 
new data collected through fieldwork and surveys. 
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Demographics
CalEnviroscreen (CES)
CalEnviroScreen is a mapping tool that helps 
identify communities most impacted by pollution. 
The tool was developed by the California Office 
of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment. 
CalEnviroScreen compiles environment, health, 
and socioeconomic data to create a score for each 
census tract in California. High scores indicate 
higher pollution burdens. The tool and more 
information is available at: http://oehha.ca.gov/
calenviroscreen 

San Fernando has four (4) census tracts within 
its limits with CalEnviroScreen scores ranging 
from 71-95%; this indicates that San Fernando 
is disadvantaged compared to other California 

communities. The southern region of the city 
(south of Fourth Street) has higher scores (91-95th 
percentile), when compared with the northern 
region. This could be due to its close proximity 
to the freeway, as pollutants and environmental 
hazards tend to be higher in areas with more 
vehicular traffic. Environmental pollutants can pose 
a threat to those who depend on active modes 
because of increased exposure. This area also has 
a more vulnerable population, with older adults 
(median age is 54), linguistic isolation (88%), and 
poverty (95%). The map below shows the range of 
scores.

Map 8: CalEnviroScreen 3.0 Results Map
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Health Disadvantaged Index (HDI)
The Health Disadvantaged Index was developed by the Public Health Alliance of Southern California as a way 
to identify cumulative health disadvantage in California (http://phasocal.org/ca-hdi/). The HDI is a composite 
index that includes non-medical economic, social, political and environmental factors that influence physical 
and cognitive function, behavior, and disease. These factors are often called the “social determinants of 
health” and form the root causes of health disadvantage. The HDI can help highlight health gaps that the 
CalEnviroScreen score may not, such as economic resources, social resources, educational resources, health 
outcomes, environmental hazards and neighborhood infrastructure. 

As shown in the map below (or http://arcg.is/2e9QEAY), the southern region of San Fernando is considered 
most disadvantaged, and the northern region is disadvantaged, but less so.

Map 9: Health Disadvantage Index Results Map
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Table 10: Health Disadvantage Index Scores

Table 11: Health Disadvantage Index Score – San Fernando v. L.A. County

Percentile Ranking Comparison

Domain/Indicators San Fernando Los Angeles County

Economic Resources 66.1 88.9

Social resources 76.8 58.8

Educational Opportunity 44.7 43.9

Health Outcomes 60.8 54.0

Environmental Hazards 32.8 36.1

Complete Communities 27.6 13.7

HDI Percentile 62.3% 60.0%

CES Percentile 84.9% 64.8%

* Figures are estimates, unincorporated areas and missing data has not been included in data set

** Los Angeles County scores based on average HDI scores from data .csv file at http://phasocal.org/wp-content/
uploads/2015/09/00-Methodology-for-a-Health-Disadvantage-Index-for-California_Feb2015.pdf

Census Tract

3203 3202.01 3202.02 3201 

Zip Code 91340 91340 91340 91340

Population 6948 3,756 5,797 7,144

HDI Score 0.61 0.73 0.21 0.22

HDI Percentile 79.1% 85% 42.2% 43.1%

CES Percentile 93.2% 90.5% 83.7% 72%

The average HDI percentile for the City of San Fernando is 62.3%, slightly higher (making it worse) than the 
Los Angeles County score of 60.1%. Areas north of Fourth Street have better economic and social resources, 
including lower unemployment rates, higher median income, and lower rates of renter occupancy. 

The area south of Fourth Street has poorer educational opportunities, with a higher rate of age-eligible 
children not enrolled in preschool. Citywide, a significant portion of the population makes visits to the 
emergency room for respiratory related conditions, which may be correlated to higher pollution levels 
indicated by CalEnviroScreen. 

The complete neighborhoods score shows above average scores for access to foods and supermarkets, 
recreational, and retail accessibility. Overall, indicators for the community highlight a need for increased tree 
canopy; an increase in trees and shaded areas for people walking may encourage residents to engage in 
healthy recreational activities citywide.
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American Community Survey
The American Community Survey is an annual survey conducted by the United States Census Bureau. The 
survey is intended to assist decision makers by providing key demographic facts about a community. The 
following table was developed using American Fact Finder (https://factfinder.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf/pages/
community_facts.xhtml?src=bkmk), which compiles data from the American Community Survey, American 
Housing Survey, Annual Economic Surveys and other data sources to provide community demographics.

Table 12: San Fernando Data from American Community Survey (2011 to 2015)

Indicator Value
Population size 24,296 people

City size 2.39 square miles

Density 10,165 people per square mile

Race / Ethnicity Breakdown

89.5% Hispanic or Latino

8% White (of non-Hispanic origin)

1.2% Other

0.7% African American

0.5% Asian

Foreign Born population 43.4%

Age

6.6% Under 5 years 

15.9% 5 to 14 years 

15.4% 15 to 24 years 

17.2% 25 to 34 years 

15.5% 35 to 44 years 

11.6% 45 to 54 years 

 9% 55 to 64 years 

 5.7% 65 to 74 years 

 1.8% 75 to 84 years 

 1.1% Over 85 years 

Gender
51.9% male

48.1% female

Household size 3.9 persons per household

Median household income $55,170 (2% lower than Los Angeles County’s median income of $56,196) 

English proficiency 32.3% state their ability to speak English is “less than very well”

Vehicle ownership

 2.9% No vehicle available 

12.4% 1 vehicle available 

34.3% 2 vehicles available 

50.4% 3+ vehicles available

Commute to work mode

89.4% drive their car, truck, or van to work

77.7% typically commute alone

4.5% public transit users

3.3% walk

0.4% bicycle

Travel time to work 28 minutes
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From these data, we can infer: 

• Given the high proportion of non-native English speakers, outreach and education must be 
conducted in Spanish in addition to English;

• Given the high percentage of foreign-born in the population, education and enforcement programs 
should be culturally-relevant and potentially address behaviors and norms that are common in other 
countries;

• San Fernando’s large youth population indicates an opportunity to influence walking, bicycling, and 
driving habits early on, and the need for programs that target younger people;

• Household sizes are large in San Fernando with lower median incomes; this may indicate more 
pressing economic needs that should be considered when investing in active transportation, and 
possible intergenerational households.

Collisions
Severe injury and fatal collisions can be prevented with targeted infrastructure improvements and programs. 
Understanding where and why collisions are happening can help point to priority locations for infrastructure 
improvements, as well as potential needs for additional enforcement and education programs. The Statewide 
Integrated Traffic Records System (SWITRS) is a repository of vehicle-involved collisions across California. 
The tables below summarize this data for San Fernando from 2009 to 2013.

Table 13: Injury Collisions in San Fernando (2009-2013)

Severity Total 
Collisions

Vehicle-
Vehicle 

Collisions

Pedestrian-
Vehicle 

Collisions

Bicycle-
Vehicle 

Collisions

Motorcycle-
Vehicle 

Collisions

Vehicle-
Object 

Collisions
Not Stated

Fatal 3 0 0 0 3 0 0

Severe Injury 10 2 4 2 1 1 0

Other Visible 
Injury 66 40 13 8 1 4 0

Complaint of 
Pain Injury 246 183 24 19 7 9 4

Total 325 225 41 29 12 14 4

Table 14: Collision Victims in San Fernando (2009-2013)

Severity Total Victims Vehicle Victims Pedestrian 
Victims Bicycle Victims Motorcycle 

Victims Not Stated

Fatal
3 0 0 0 3 0

Severe Injury 10 3 4 2 1 0

Other Visible 
Injury 73 47 16 8 1 0

Complaint of Pain 
Injury 336 288 25 18 5 0

Total 419 338 43 28 10 0
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The map shows the locations of pedestrian and cyclist-involved collisions, collision severity, and the 
volume of collisions.

Map 10: Collisions Involving People Walking or Biking (2009 to 2013)
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Most bicycle-involved collisions occurred on: 

• San Fernando Road; 

• Hollister Street; 

• Glenoaks Boulevard; 

• Brand Boulevard; and 

• Second Street. 

None of the bicycle-involved collisions were deemed “hit and run” and the most common crash types were 
“broadside” and “vehicle/pedestrian.” The most common violation categories were “wrong side of the road” 
and “traffic signals and signs.” 

Most pedestrian-involved collisions occurred on: 

• Hubbard Avenue; 

• Glenoaks Boulevard; 

• Truman Street; and 

• Brand Boulevard. 

The most common violation categories were “pedestrian right-of-way” and “pedestrian violation.” These 
violation categories correspond to the California Vehicle Code (i.e., the offense). "Pedestrian right-of-way" 
indicates that the pedestrian had the right-of-way, which was violated. According to the Vehicle Code, 
Division 11, Chapter 5 (21950), "the driver of a vehicle shall yield the right-of-way to a pedestrian crossing 
the roadway within any marked crosswalk or within any unmarked crosswalk at an intersection..." "Pedestrian 
violation" indicates that the pedestrian was considered at-fault. 

Twenty-three (23) of the collisions had the pedestrian action marked as “crossing in crosswalk at intersection” 
and 10 “crossing not in crosswalk,” indicating that most pedestrians were crossing at marked locations. Three 
of the collisions were felony hit and run; four were misdemeanor hit and run.
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Bicycle and Walking Trips
Bicycle and Pedestrian Counts
San Fernando installed automated bicycle and pedestrian EcoCounters from November 11, 2015 to 
December 7, 2015 at four locations in the city. The equipment uses sensors to count the number of people 
walking and bicycling. A person riding a bicycle on the sidewalk is counted as a pedestrian by the equipment. 
There is a low error rate when using the automated equipment, but on occasion, a bicycle counter may count 
a vehicle. The counters were on 24 hours per day for the duration of the count period. 

Based on bicycle and pedestrian count best practices (available at the Southern California Association of 
Governments’ Bicycle Count Data Clearinghouse: http://www.bikecounts.luskin.ucla.edu/), the Project Team 
chose the following locations:

Table 15: Bicycle and Pedestrian Automated Counter Locations & Rationale

Location Rationale

San Fernando Mission Trail at Maclay 
Avenue Only Class 1 Bicycle Path in San Fernando, close to Downtown

Brand Boulevard between First Street 
and Third Street

At San Fernando Middle School; assess volumes especially at 
pickup and drop-off for school

Arroyo Avenue between Glenoaks 
Boulevard and Glencrest Drive

At Cesar E. Chavez Learning Academies and San Fernando Swap 
Meet, both potential primary attractors for pedestrians and 
cyclists

Wolfskill Street between Mott Street 
and Woodworth Street

At O’Melveny Elementary School and along potential route to 
school for San Fernando Senior High School (school is located in 
Los Angeles)

The map shows where the count equipment was installed.
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Map 11: San Fernando Automated Bicycle and Pedestrian Count Locations and Destinations 
Map
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The table below includes the average daily pedestrian and bicycle volumes for each count location. Counts 
were taken on both sides of the street (for example, on both the east and west side of Brand Boulevard). The 
numbers below sum both sides of the street and provide the average across all days that viable count data 
was collected.

Table 16: Average Daily Pedestrian and Bicycle Volumes – Automated Counter Results

Location
Average Daily 

Pedestrian Volumes  
(bi-directional)

Average Daily Bicycle 
Volumes (bi-directional)

San Fernando Mission Trail at Maclay Avenue 155 43

Brand Boulevard between First Street and Third 
Street 676 19

Arroyo Avenue between Glenoaks Boulevard and 
Glencrest Drive 798 153

Wolfskill Street between Mott Street and 
Woodworth Street 181 6* 

* One of the bicycle count tubes on Wolfskill became undone and no bicycle count data was collected for the north half of the 
street

The following series of charts provide information on peak periods for walkers and bicyclists.

Figure 16: Average Hourly Bicycle Counts, Weekdays Excluding Holidays

As shown in the chart above, on weekdays, there are peaks of bike travel during the morning (6 a.m. to 
8 a.m.) and late afternoon (3 p.m. to 5 p.m.). This is likely due to student travel to and from school and 
commuters. On the San Fernando Mission Trail, there is a larger number of cyclists that use the path during 
evening hours when compared with morning usage. On Arroyo Avenue, we also see a peak during the 
midday at 12 p.m. There are a number of businesses as well as the San Fernando Swap Meet that is open 
during the day.
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Figure 17: Average Hourly Bicycle Counts, Weekends Excluding Holidays

On weekends, daily travel patterns for cyclists are very different than during the weekdays. Bicycle travel 
is spread throughout the day, with peaks during the midday period. The San Fernando Mission Trail has 
much greater numbers of cyclists, indicating that the path may be used for recreational purposes or midday 
errands. On Arroyo Avenue, peaks remain in the morning, which could be due to shoppers and vendors 
arriving early at the Swap Meet. 

Figure 18: Average Daily Bicycle Counts, Excluding Holidays

Overall, Arroyo Avenue has the greatest number of cyclists on average throughout the week, followed by the 
San Fernando Mission Trail, Brand Boulevard, and Wolfskill Street.
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Figure 19: Average Hourly Pedestrian Counts, Weekdays Excluding Holidays

During weekdays, there is significant pedestrian activity at all locations during the morning (7 a.m. to 9 a.m.) 
and afternoon (2 p.m. to 4 p.m.). These coincide with school start and dismissal times, and indicate large 
numbers of walkers to and from school. The higher afternoon counts vs. morning counts on Brand Boulevard 
near San Fernando Middle School may also indicate that students are dropped off in the morning and then 
walk home (or to activities) after school.

Figure 20: Average Hourly Pedestrian Counts, Weekends Excluding Holidays

Similar to the pattern among cyclists, there is greater dispersion in walking during the midday on weekends.
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Figure 21: Average Daily Pedestrian Counts, Excluding Holidays

The average daily pedestrian counts vary more widely day by day than the cyclist counts. There is a spike at 
Arroyo Avenue on Tuesday, and on Thursday and Friday on Brand Boulevard.
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Month Avg. Temp. (°F) Corresponding data 
January 60 12/1-12/7

February 60 12/1-12/7

March 60 12/1-12/7*

April 70 11/16-11/22

May 70 11/16-11/22

June 80 11/11-11/17*

July 90 11/11-11/17*

August 90 11/11-11/17*
September 80 11/11-11/17

October 80 11/11-11/17

November 70 11/11-12/1^

December 60 11/26-12/2*^

*Academic school vacation/holiday weeks included; 

^These dates substituted for the remaining days of the month for which there was no recorded data.

For example, January had an average temperature of 60 degrees F. The week of December 1 to December 7 
has the most similar weather pattern to January, therefore, that data was used to estimate what the month 
of January might look. The same was repeated for each month of the year. This method was used to estimate 
the entire year. The week of November 23 to November 27 was a period of academic vacation, and was used 
to estimate counts during a typical academic break, such as the 12 weeks during summer vacation and one 
week in March (summer and spring break).

Table 18: Estimate of Annual Pedestrian and Bicycle Counts

Pedestrian Bicycle
Total 1,046,520 162,833

We expect this to be an underestimate, as we collected counts at four locations and there are walking and 
bicycling trips happening citywide.

Estimated Number of Existing Bicycle and Pedestrian Trips
There are many methodologies to estimate the number of existing bicycle, pedestrian, and vehicle trips. The 
models can be complex and involve analysis of land use data, count data, weather, projected growth, and 
other factors, to determine estimates. The Project Team reviewed potential methodologies, and opted to 
go with a simple methodology to estimate the number of existing trips using the recorded pedestrian and 
bicycle count data and projecting for the rest of the year, since there is no standardized approach.

Counts collected over the holidays were used to estimate counts over summer when school was not in 
session. The average temperature for each month was used to determine which weekly period was a best fit 
for each month.

Table 17: Average Monthly Temperatures and Corresponding Count Data Used

01/16/18 CC Meeting Agenda Page 199 of 521



Safe and Active Streets | San Fernando Master Plan DRAFT 77

Infrastructure
Bikeways
San Fernando currently has one designated 
bikeway, the San Fernando Mission Trail, a Class 
1 Bike Path, which is approximately 1.15 miles in 
length. 

The San Fernando Mission Trail runs parallel to The 
Metrolink Antelope Valley Line railroad tracks in a 
Metro-owned right-of-way, and is northeast of the 
tracks between Hubbard Avenue and Jessie Street. 
The path switches east of Jessie Street / Wolfskill 
Street to southwest of the tracks and then parallels 
San Fernando Road. The Path connects directly 
to the Sylmar / San Fernando Metrolink Station 
(located in Los Angeles) and is very close to San 
Fernando Middle School and Saint Ferdinand 
Catholic School. The Path can be accessed from 
the Sylmar / San Fernando Metrolink Station, 
Hubbard Avenue, Orange Grove Avenue, Maclay 
Avenue, Brand Boulevard, and Jessie Street. 

Top left: Cyclist crossing Hubbard Avenue along railroad tracks, 
rather than go out of the way to cross at Truman Street or First 
Street.

Top right: Cyclist crossing Brand Boulevard along railroad tracks 
(between median islands), rather than at uncontrolled, flashing 
beacon crossing.

Bottom right: Cyclist crossing Maclay Avenue along railroad tracks 
(between median islands) rather than go out of the way.

Crossings of major streets such as Hubbard 
Avenue, Maclay Avenue, Brand Boulevard, and 
Jessie Street, are currently unprotected (no 
signal or stop sign). Cyclists are expected to 
ride north of the path and cross at a signal, as 
defined by markings along sidewalks, rather than 
continuing along the path directly across the 
street. The Project Team observed cyclists crossing 
intersections to continue directly along the path 
parallel the rail line as shown in the pictures below. 
The current configuration takes people walking 
and bicycling off their path by at least 400’; there 
is latent demand for safe and direct crossings.

Figure 22: San Fernando Mission Trail Existing Conditions
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In the photo series above, the Project Team witnessed a cyclist heading west on the San Fernando Mission trail, exit the trail and head north 
on Brand Boulevard (Top left), cross at the uncontrolled marked crossing at First Street (Top right), head south on Brand Boulevard (Bottom 
left), and then get back on the trail (Bottom right). In this case, the cyclist chose not to cross at the signal at all, and went approximately 400’ 
out of the way.

Markings along Hubbard Avenue and Maclay Avenue, south of First Street, indicating where cyclists should go to continue on path and cross 
streets.

Figure 23 (cont.): San Fernando Mission Trail Existing Conditions
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Entry sign for trail at Orange Grove Ave., taken 
from trail.

Figure 23: Bike Lanes in Los Angeles that connect to San Fernando

Bicycle lanes on South Brand Boulevard that end at the 
San Fernando border. 

Bicycle lanes on Glenoaks Boulevard (east of Arroyo Ave) that end at 
the San Fernando border. 

Figure 24: The Pacoima Wash
The Pacoima Wash, as described in Chapter 3, is an important opportunity area for pedestrians and cyclists. 
Although it does not currently have an established trail, people have been observed walking along its banks. 
Unfortunately, in early 2017, a Cesar Chavez Learning Academies student drowned, and was suspected to 
have been swept away while walking along the Wash.

The City of Los Angeles has marked bicycle lanes on both Glenoaks Boulevard and Brand Boulevard that do 
not continue through San Fernando.

Trail at Orange Grove Ave.Entry to trail at Orange Grove Ave., taken from 
sidewalk marked path leading to trail opening 
(behind photo top left).

Figure 23 (cont.): San Fernando Mission Trail Existing Conditions
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The map below shows existing bikeways including regional connections, bikeway classification, and 
destinations in San Fernando.

Map 12: Existing Bikeways Map
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Bicycle Parking, End-of-Trip Facilities & Transit Connections
San Fernando does not have a formal public bicycle parking program for sidewalk racks or bicycle parking 
corrals. The San Fernando Corridors Specific Plan, Section 8.2, outlines new construction of any use to 
include 1 bicycle parking spot for every 10 automobiles. Off-street rack facilities are an option in lieu of 
on-street racks. For other new development improvements, the City has required the installation of bicycle 
parking facilities, but these are not currently catalogued. There are currently no racks installed at public 
facilities or at destinations such as City Hall or parks. Several schools throughout San Fernando have installed 
bicycle parking onsite to provide secure parking for students, as shown in the table below.

Table 19: Bicycle Parking at Schools

School Number Type of Rack Location
San Fernando Middle School 42 Bike Parking Spots Traditional (grid bike racks) In Student Plaza 

Cesar Chavez Learning Academies 42 Bike Parking Spots Wave bike racks In Student Plaza 

Gridley Street Elementary School N/A No bike racks N/A

Morningside Elementary School N/A No bike racks N/A

St. Ferdinand Elementary School N/A No bike racks N/A

San Fernando Elementary School 7 Bike Parking Spots Traditional (grid bike racks) Southside by staff 
parking lot 

San Fernando Senior High School 14 Bike Parking Spots Traditional (grid bike racks) N/A

O’Melveny Elementary School 7 Bike Parking Spots Traditional (grid bike racks) In Student Plaza

Santa Rosa/Bishop Alemany School N/A No bike racks N/A

PUC Nueva Esperanza Charter Academy 5 Bike Parking Spots Traditional (grid bike racks) Front gate/Near 
Student Plaza 

Glenoaks Elementary School N/A No bike racks N/A

Vista del Valle Dual Language Academy 40 Bike Parking Spots Traditional (grid bike racks) Near front office 

PUC Inspire Charter Academy N/A No bike racks N/A

Bicycle lockers at the Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink Station in 
Los Angeles

The City of Los Angeles has installed bicycle 
lockers and short-term, such as inverted-U bicycle 
racks at the Sylmar / San Fernando Metrolink 
Station, which benefits bicycle commuters in San 
Fernando. There are no bicycle parking racks 
installed at San Fernando Trolley route stops or 
Metro Bus stops.

There are no additional end-of-trip facilities for 
cyclists in San Fernando.

The only bikeway connection to transit is the San 
Fernando Mission Trail Bike Path to the Sylmar / 
San Fernando Metrolink Station in Los Angeles.
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Missing sidewalk on route to Cesar Chavez Learning Academies 
(north of school)

Pedestrian Network
The Project Team conducted on-the-ground fieldwork to inventory San Fernando’s facilities including an 
assessment of nearly all of San Fernando’s streets. The City’s existing infrastructure is well equipped to 
handle pedestrian use. Nearly all destinations in San Fernando are connected via sidewalks. In residential 
areas, there are a few areas with narrow (less than 4’ wide) sidewalks. Missing sidewalks were found along 
an alley (Carlisle Street), en route to Cesar Chavez Learning Academies, and in front of a few parcels, where 
sidewalks were not built into the property easement. Concrete or paved parkways (space between sidewalk 
and curb) contribute to a more walkable neighborhood by further separating people walking from vehicular 
traffic. The parkway provides a space for beautification, such as trees, plants, or art, as well as serving a 
practical space for utility boxes, light poles, and fire hydrants. Most streets in San Fernando have parkways, 
but their widths vary considerably.

Figure 25: Existing Pedestrian Network Conditions

Paved parkway with large tree wells along 
First Street

Vacant parkway in front of Rudy Ortega Park Landscaped parkway with sign in southwest 
San Fernando

Sidewalk with no parkway adjacent to Pioneer Park
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Map 14: Existing Sidewalks Map 
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Map 15: Existing Parkways Map
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San Fernando Road “Mall” with wide sidewalks, trees, benches, 
and more. 

Lighting
Lighting can help facilitate walking at all hours 
and create a safer, more comfortable walking 
environment. Overhead street lighting may 
suffice in low-pedestrian activity areas, such as 
in residential areas, but distinctive pedestrian-
scale lighting in busier commercial corridors 
can encourage more walking. San Fernando has 
roadway lighting on most streets, but has limited 
pedestrian-scale lighting. Overhead crosswalk 
illumination varies throughout the City.

Wayfinding
San Fernando has developed a distinctive look 
and feel for the City’s informational signs. These 
include wayfinding signs, as shown below. These 
wayfinding signs are present at entry points to the 
city and along Maclay Avenue. The signs do not 
have information about distances or travel times 
to destinations, and are largely aimed at those who 
are driving into the city, based on their size and 
placement.

Wayfinding signage at Maclay Avenue and First Street

Pedestrian Amenities
Along certain corridors, the City has invested 
heavily to make the environment welcoming for 
people walking by adding benches, pedestrian-
scale lighting, wider sidewalks, shade trees, and 
parkways. The pictures below show some of these 
amenities in San Fernando. These not only help 
with creating a safer walking environment, but a 
more comfortable, memorable, and attractive one.

Pedestrian-friendly area with seating and landscaping on Maclay 
Avenue at First Street
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Intersections and Crossings
San Fernando has a broad range of existing 
conditions at intersections and midblock crossings. 
Intersections and crossings are an important part 
of the pedestrian and bicycle network, especially 
from a safety perspective; they are the place 
where multiple modes of transportation meet and 
where conflicts are most likely to occur. Designing 
intersections and crossings that are easy to 
navigate, provide clear direction to all users, and 
accommodate all abilities, is paramount to creating 
a more walkable and bikeable community. 

Curb ramps allow pedestrians to cross the street 
easily, and are especially critical for those with 
mobility challenges, such as wheelchair and walker 
users. Truncated domes alert those with visual 
impairments that they are approaching a street 
crossing, where they may need more vigilance or 
assistance. Perpendicular ramps, two ramps at each 
corner, are preferred to diagonal ramps, as they 
keep the pedestrian’s path of travel direct and do 
not send them into the street

The map below shows intersections with missing 
curb ramps and/or missing truncated domes. There 
is a concentration of missing ramps in the southern 
half of the city and along Fox Street, which is a 
border street between San Fernando and Los 
Angeles.

Diagonal curb ramps with truncated domes in San Fernando

Missing curb ramp and truncated domes at entrance of Pacoima 
Wash Natural Park

Ramp missing truncated domes for visually impaired users at 
Eighth Street and Newton Street
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Map 16: Existing Missing Curb Ramps and/or Truncated Domes Map
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Controlled intersections have traffic lights, yield signs, or stop signs to help control traffic. These controls 
can help increase safety for people walking, bicycling, and driving, so long as all users are following the 
rules of the road. Uncontrolled intersections are those locations where walkers and bicyclists want to cross, 
but there are no controls present. At these locations it is important to provide visual cues and additional 
infrastructure to promote safe behaviors. In some cases, a new control (such as a signal or stop sign) may be 
needed.

At certain locations, the City has already improved the safety of crossings by adding new signs, markings, and 
curb ramps. 

Pedestrian crossing at railroad tracks on Maclay Avenue. Currently, there are 
no signs, truncated domes, or gates warning walkers, and the sidewalk is rough 
across the tracks.

The school crossing at Brand Boulevard and First Street is uncontrolled and could use improvements to improve visibility.

This crosswalk at Maclay Avenue and First Street has 
lost its markings over time, and could be difficult to see 
at night.

Uncontrolled marked crossing of Glenoaks Boulevard at Alexander Avenue with Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacons. Plastic pylons prevent 
vehicular crossings of Glenoaks Boulevard. The crossing distance is approximately 75’ from the edge of each ramp.
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Curb extensions (curb pushed into the street in place of a parked car) 
shorten the crossing distance for people walking and can help slow 
cars down near the intersection, making it safer for everyone.

Advanced stop bars (bar behind crosswalk, in front of STOP pavement 
legend) show drivers where to stop, and help prevent cars from 
encroaching into the crosswalk. San Fernando has installed curb 
extensions and upgraded pavement markings throughout the city

High-visibility crosswalks make crossings 
more obvious to drivers, and indicate 
the preferred crossing location to people 
walking. This is a ladder-style crosswalk; 
it’s yellow because it is near a school.

The map on the next page shows intersection control types, and locations where they are marked crossings, 
to inform proposed recommendations.

Pedestrian-activated Rectangular 
Rapid Flashing Beacon (RRFB) at an 
uncontrolled crossing on Maclay Avenue. 
When the button is pushed, two bright 
LED lights flash back and forth, signaling 
to oncoming drivers that someone is 
trying to cross the street.

Uncontrolled crossing at Recreation Park (across 
Park Avenue) has been improved with large curb 
extensions (shortening the crossing distance), planted 
medians (provides refuge space for crossing pedestri-
ans), and a high-visibility crosswalk marking.
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Programs, Policies, and Procedures
This section describes the programs, policies, and procedures that support and reinforce bicycling 
and walking in San Fernando. Programs can be very effective, especially when paired with supportive 
infrastructure. They are categorized in the following manner:* 

• Education – Teaching adults and children about the broad range of transportation choices, 
instructing them in important lifelong bicycling and walking safety skills, and launching driver safety 
campaigns.

• Encouragement – Using events and activities to promote walking and bicycling.

• Engineering – Creating operational and physical improvements to infrastructure that reduce speeds 
and potential conflicts with motor vehicle traffic, and establish safer and fully accessible crossings, 
walkways, trails and bikeways.

• Enforcement – Partnering with local law enforcement to ensure traffic laws are obeyed (this 
includes enforcement of speeds, yielding to pedestrians in crossings, and proper walking and 
bicycling behaviors), and initiating community enforcement such as crossing guard programs.

• Evaluation – Monitoring and documenting outcomes and trends through the collection of data, 
including the collection of data before and after the intervention(s).

*Definitions based on Federal Highway Administration’s Safe Routes to School guidance: https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/
safe_routes_to_school/guidance/

Education
San Fernando’s existing bicycle and pedestrian education programs are largely run by the Los Angeles 
Unified School District. 

Table 20: Existing Education Programs, Policies, and Procedures

Bike/Ped
Program, 
Policy, or 
Procedure

Description Audience(s) Partners

Bike/Ped 
Safety Valet 
Program & 
Training

The Los Angeles School Police Department (LASPD) 
provides Safety Valet Training upon request, which trains 
parent volunteers to manage pick-up and drop-off traffic. 

Parents LASPD, LAUSD 

Bike/Ped
Traffic Safety 
Education & 
Awareness 

LASPD staff provide classroom presentations, including 
on career days, to enhance driver, pedestrian, and cyclist 
safety awareness. 

K-12, Parents LASPD, LAUSD

Bike
LAUSD 
Bicycle Safety 
Practices Policy

LAUSD includes Bicycle Safety Practices as part of its 
information to parents. Only students 3rd grade and above 
can ride to school and they must register their bicycle with 
the school.

3-12 LAUSD

Bike/Ped
Healthy San 
Fernando

The Healthy San Fernando! Campaign is a collaborative 
effort to increase public awareness of obesity-related 
diseases while educating the community on the prevention 
of such diseases through healthy eating and active living. 
The Initiative organizes a variety of events and provides 
educational materials.

Residents

City of San Fernando, 
Providence Holy Cross, 
CSUN, San Fernando 
Community Health, 
VCCC
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Encouragement
School-based encouragement programs vary by individual school, with few programs promoted district-wide. 
The City incorporates healthy and active living encouragement into regularly occurring events. Community 
partners also offer programs for San Fernando youth. 

Table 21: Existing Encouragement Programs, Policies, and Procedures

Bike/
Ped

Program, Policy, 
or Procedure Description Audience(s) Partners

Ped
International Walk to 
School Day

Annual event where parents and students are 
encouraged to walk to school together and 
celebrate. 

K-12, Parents City of San Fernando, LAUSD

Ped

Healthy San 
Fernando 5K 
Relay Walk 
or Run

Annual 5K Relay Walk or Run aimed to improve 
community health through a 5 K Run/Walk, Kids 
Run, Health Fair/Expo, health screenings and 
entertainment.

Residents
City of San Fernando 
Recreation, Providence Holy 
Cross

Bike/Ped Imagine Green
Afterschool club at Cesar Chavez Learning 
Academy to promote active living and healthy 
environment.

9-12, Residents Pacoima Beautiful, LAUSD

Bike/Ped YUTEP 
Youth coalition for environmental justice and 
health issues. 

7-12, Students Pacoima Beautiful, LAUSD 
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Enforcement
The City of San Fernando and Los Angeles School Police Department (LASPD) are responsible for all existing 
enforcement programs. Implementation of these programs is limited by the number of available officers, and 
other city concerns. 

Table 22: Existing Enforcement Programs, Policies, and Procedures

Bike/Ped Program, Policy, 
or Procedure Description Audience(s) Partners

Bike/Ped
Enforcement of 
Vehicle Code

The vehicle code is enforced by patrolling 
officers including unlawful behavior by drivers, 
cyclists, and pedestrians

Residents / 
visitors 

City of San Fernando 
Police Department

Ped
Enforcement of City 
Code Sec. 90-529

Pedestrians are prohibited from standing 
in any roadway that interferes with the 
movement of traffic.

Residents / 
visitors

City of San Fernando 
Police Department

Ped
Enforcement of City 
Code Sec. 90-530

Pedestrians are prohibited from crossing along 
any freeway.

Residents / 
visitors

City of San Fernando 
Police Department

Bike/Ped Crossing Guards
City funds crossing guards to help with traffic 
safety during pick-up and drop-off during the 
school year to be posted at select schools

School 
community

City of San Fernando

Bike/Ped
School drop-off / 
pick-up enforcement

LASPD Motor Unit provides traffic safety 
services for students traveling to and from 
school at certain Los Angeles Unified School 
District schools.

School 
community

LASPD
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Bike/Ped Program, Policy, 
or Procedure Description Audience(s) Partners

Bike Bicycle racks
Several school campuses provide secure bicycle 
parking for students who ride to school. 

3-12 LAUSD

Bike/Ped Traffic Calming
The City has established procedures for 
installing traffic calming measures, such as 
curb extensions and traffic circles.

n/a n/a

Evaluation
The City conducts project-level evaluation, but does not currently produce the annual report identified in the 
City’s municipal code.

Table 24: Existing Evaluation Programs, Policies, and Procedures

Bike/Ped Program, Policy, 
or Procedure Description Audience(s) Partners

Bike
Annual Bicycle 
Safety Report

Per the San Fernando City Code (Sec. 90-679), the 
City’s Traffic Engineer is responsible for developing 
an Annual Bicycle Safety Report that includes crash 
data, enforcement, educational, activities and others 
by January 31 of each year.

Residents
City of San 
Fernando

Engineering
The City does not currently have policies embedded in the municipal code related to walking or bicycling. 
However, through current planning efforts, the City is building walking and bicycling infrastructure.

Table 23: Existing Engineering Programs, Policies, and Procedures
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Proposed Improvements,
Programs, and Policies6
To better accommodate active modes of travel, the Plan 
proposes improvements in the form of infrastructure 
and programming which are all designed to meet the 
objectives set forth in the Plan.
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Infrastructure
The following section describes the proposed infrastructure necessary to create a more walkable and 
bikeable San Fernando by addressing the needs identified by stakeholders and the existing conditions 
analysis. All of the proposed improvements will be subject to final engineering and design based on best 
practices, and should be coordinated across modes in order to minimize construction costs (e.g., conduct 
pedestrian striping improvements alongside bikeway striping improvements). The proposed improvements 
should be coordinated carefully with the City of Los Angeles, the Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
Transportation Authority, and Metrolink. 

Bikeways
The proposed bikeway network aims to accommodate all users with varying bicycling abilities and 
confidence. Most people are not comfortable sharing the road, especially on streets with high vehicle 
volumes and high vehicle speeds. Therefore, the proposed network aims to create as much separation and 
distance between cyclists and drivers, and on shared roadways, create an environment that supports slower 
vehicle speeds.

The bikeway network connects cyclists directly to important community destinations, including schools, 
parks, and transit centers, to make bicycling a viable option for short, city trips, as well as providing 
connections to regional destinations.

The proposed bikeway network includes four (4) base classes of bikeway as described below. The specific 
minimum design criteria for Class I to III is described Chapter 1000 of the Highway Design Manual (http://
www.dot.ca.gov/hq/oppd/hdm/pdf/chp1000.pdf), and Class IV is described in State Design Information 
Bulletin 89 (http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/oppd/dib/dib89.pdf). Multipurpose paths do not have a Caltrans 
designation, but should be designed using best practices. 
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Table 25: Designated Bikeway Types 

Class and Description Example

Class 1 - Bicycle Path

Bike paths are dedicated places for people bicycling and 
typically accommodate people walking as well. Bike paths 
require dedicated right-of-way and often connect regional 
destinations along a riverbed or a rail line. A Class I (bi-
directional) Bike Path must be at least 8’ wide.

Class II – Bicycle Lane

Bike lanes are dedicated space in the road right-of-way 
for bicyclists, and must be a minimum of 5’ wide (if placed 
next to on-street parking). Bicycle lanes do not provide 
a physical (curbed) separation, but help to guide more 
predictable movements for cyclists and motorists.

Class III – Bicycle Route

Bicycle routes are shared on-street facilities best 
implemented on low speed, low volume roadways to 
connect to other bicycle facilities or designate a preferred 
route through a high demand area. Bicycle routes can be 
identified in a number of ways, including through signs 
and pavement markings. Routes should be enhanced 
through a variety of mechanisms.such as replacing stop 
signs with traffic circles, adding diverters, chicanes, and 
adding shade trees.  

Los Angeles River Bicycle Path via the Bicycle 
Fixation Blog

Bicycle Lanes in Los Angeles via Streetsblog LA

Sharrow markings can enhance a Class III Route by 
noting where a cyclist should ride in the street

Green-backed sharrows are an experimental 
pavement marking used in Long Beach and other 
communities to further enhance a shared roadway
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Class and Description Example

Class IV – Protected Bike Lane (Separated Bikeway)

Protected bike lanes have three key characteristics:

Physical separation: must have a physical, stationary, 
vertical separation between moving motor vehicle traffic 
and the bike lane such as plastic posts, bollards, curbs, 
planters, raised bumps or parked cars. Paint alone does 
not create a protected bike lane.

Exclusively for people on bikes: define and allocate 
space exclusively for people on bikes, not shared with 
pedestrians or motorized traffic except for brief mixing 
zones where necessary and at intersections. 

On or adjacent to the roadway: part of the street grid and 
typically runs parallel and proximate to the roadway. 

There are several examples of these in nearby areas 
in the East San Fernando including along Van Nuys 
Blvd. through Pacoima and also along Reseda Blvd. in 
Northridge.  

Multipurpose Path

Multipurpose paths are similar to Class I Bicycle Paths, 
but do not need to meet the same standards. These paths 
are completely separate from other motorized traffic, but 
can link important bikeways and destinations together.

Protected bike lanes on Reseda Boulevard, with 
conflict points (merging lanes and driveways) painted 
green

Protected bike lane on Van Nuys Boulevard

Path in Pacoima Wash Natural Park
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Map 18: San Fernando Existing and Proposed Bikeway Network
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In order to achieve a high quality facility, and implement all of the recommended bikeways, the City may 
need to consider roadway reconfigurations and additional traffic calming features, as shown in the table 
below. The City should work closely with emergency first responders to ensure that the design of any 
improvements accommodates large vehicle turning radius. Often improvements that slow speeds overall 
(such as replacing all-way stops with traffic circles with yield signs), can still improve response times. 

Table 26: Roadway Reconfiguration & Traffic Calming Options

Options and Descriptions Example

Road Diet (Road Diet)

A Road Diet is a roadway reconfiguration that involves 
removing one or more existing lanes, and reallocating 
the space for other types of improvements, such as 
bicycle lanes, parking, or sidewalk expansion – hence 
why it could also be called “Road Buffet” for giving 
roadway users more options! A common Road Diet 
is to go from 4 travel lanes to 2 travel lanes + center 
turn lane (3 lanes total) with bicycle lanes. Road diets 
can improve traffic flow on streets with many left-turn 
movements. 

Narrowing Travel Lanes

According to the AASHTO Green Book, for rural and 
urban arterials, lane widths may vary from 10 to 12 
feet. It goes on to say that 12-foot lanes should be used 
where practical on higher speed, free flowing, principal 
arterials. However, lane widths of 10 feet may be used 
in more constrained areas where truck and bus volumes 
are relatively low and speeds are less than 35 mph. In 
general safety and capacity are not adversely impacted 
by reducing lanes widths to as little as 10 feet. By 
narrowing lanes, cities can include additional facilities 
for cyclists, pedestrians, or make utility improvements. 

Road Diet on Edgewater Drive, Orlando, FL (FHWA)

Before and after photos of First Avenue North at 49th 
Street in St. Petersburg, Florida. General travel lanes 
were narrowed to 10 feet to provide space for bike 
lanes. Image: Michael Frederick, via PedBikeInfo.org
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Options and Descriptions Example

Establishing Neighborhood Greenways (Making Better 
Bike Routes)

Neighborhood Greenways are calm residential streets 
that support walking, bicycling, and free play. On streets 
with low car volumes, establishing a greenway can help 
discourage cut-through traffic, keep speeds low, and 
encourage walking. Creating a Neighborhood Greenway 
makes any bike route better; they do not establish any 
bike lanes and have minimal on-street parking impacts. 
They involve a combination of improvements such as: 

• Adding wayfinding signs and pavement markings

• Adding traffic calming elements, such as traffic 
circles, diverters, rapid flashing beacons, 
medians, and others

• Adding crossing improvements such as stop 
signs, advanced yield markings, and lighting

• Smoothing sidewalks and adding ramps

Many cities have Neighborhood Greenway programs 
that can serve as a model for San Fernando, including 
Seattle, Portland, Chicago, and Tucson.

 http://www.seattle.gov/transportation/greenways.htm  

The following map shows the proposed bikeway network with streets highlighted that have recommended 
roadway configurations to achieve the highest quality facility. 

Icon from Seattle’s Program: Elements of a 
Neighborhood Greenway

Diverter in Portland, OR

Neighborhood Traffic Circle in Austin, TX
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Map 19: San Fernando Existing and Proposed Bikeway Network with Roadway ReconfigurationsPROPOSED ROADWAY RECONFIGURATIONS
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Table 27: San Fernando Proposed Bikeways

Plan Corridor From To Length 
(Mi) Bikeway Class Roadway Recon-

figuration?
First St North City Border Brand Blvd 0.85 Bike Route (Class III) N

First St - By Park Jessie St Street Terminus 0.16 Bike Route (Class III) N

Third St N Maclay Ave Jessie St 0.31 Bike Route (Class III) N

Fourth St North City Border South City Border 1.28 Bike Route (Class III) N

Fifth St North City Border South City Border 1.25 Bike Route (Class III) N

Seventh St North City Border Pacoima Wash 1.04 Bike Route (Class III) N

Seventh St Bridge (long term) Pacoima Wash west 
bank

Pacoima Wash east 
bank

0.02 Bridge N

Eighth St North City Border Street Terminus 0.97 Bike Route (Class III) N

Eighth St Bridge (long term) Pacoima Wash west 
bank

Pacoima Wash east 
bank

0.03 Bridge N

Arroyo Ave Fifth St Eighth St/Dronfield 
Ave

0.75 Bike Lane (Class II) Y (Remove some on-
street parking)

S Brand Blvd West City Border San Fernando Rd 0.52 Bike Lane (Class II) N

Downtown Brand Blvd San Fernando Rd First St 0.13 Bike Route (Class III) N

N Brand Blvd - ARTERIAL First St Fourth St 0.23 Bike Lane (Class II) Y (Repurposing of 
one vehicle lane)

N Brand Blvd - LOCAL Fourth St Eighth St 1.01 Bike Route (Class III) N

Coronel St - S Huntington St 
Connector

S Lazard St Hollister St 0.14 Bike Route (Class III) N

East Cyn Channel South City Border West City Border 0.38 Bike Path (Class I) N

Glenoaks Blvd North City Border South City Border 1.27 Bike Lane (Class II) Y (Repurposing of 
one vehicle lane)

Griswold Ave Third St Street Terminus 0.97 Bike Route (Class III) N

Harding Ave First St East City Border 1.26 Bike Route (Class III) N

Hollister St S Lazard St South City Border/
Fox St

0.96 Bike Route (Class III) N

Hubbard Ave West City Border East City Border 0.39 Bike Lane (Class II) Y (Remove some on-
street parking)

S Lazard St Hollister St Metrolink Tracks 0.28 Bike Route (Class III) N

S Lazard St Over Tracks Metrolink Tracks SF Mission City 
Trail

0.02 Off-street Trail (Class I) N

Maclay Ave Over Tracks Truman St First St 0.08 Bike Lane (Class II) N

Mott St S Huntington St South City Border/
Fox St

0.82 Bike Route (Class III) N

Mott St to East Cyn Channel East Cyn Channel Mott St 0.10 Bike Route (Class III) N

S Maclay Ave West City Border Pico St 0.43 Bike Route (Class III) N

S Maclay Ave - Downtown Pico St Truman St 0.15 Bike Route (Class III) N

N Maclay Ave - Class II Fourth St Eighth St 1.00 Bike Lane (Class II) Y (Repurposing of 
one vehicle lane)

N Maclay Ave - Class III First St Fourth St 0.23 Bike Route (Class III) N

Orange Grove Ave SF Mission City Trail East City Border 1.29 Bike Route (Class III) N

Pacoima Wash Greenway 
(Eastbank)

North City Border Fourth St 1.42 Bike Path (Class I) N
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Plan Corridor From To Length 
(Mi) Bikeway Class Roadway Recon-

figuration?
Pacoima Wash Greenway 
(Westbank)

North City Border South City Border 1.70 Bike Path (Class I) N

San Fernando Mall - Class III San Fernando 
Mission Bl

Chatsworth Dr 0.32 Bike Route (Class III) N

San Fernando Mission Blvd West City Border Truman St 0.58 Bike Lane (Class II) Y (Repurposing of 
one vehicle lane)

San Fernando Mission City Trail 
(realignment)

West City Border East City Border 1.28 Bike Path (Class I) Y (Realignment with 
Metro Double Track 
project)

San Fernando Rd - Class IV 
(North Segment)

Hubbard Ave San Fernando 
Mission Bl

0.57 Separated Bike Lane 
(Class IV)

Y (Repurposing of 
one vehicle lane)

San Fernando Rd - Class IV 
(South Segment)

Chatsworth Dr Wolfskill St 0.11 Separated Bike Lane 
(Class IV)

Y (Repurposing of 
one vehicle lane)

Wolfskill St/Jessie St - Class II San Fernando Rd Truman St 0.05 Bike Lane (Class II) N

Wolfskill St/Jessie St - Class III 
(West Segment)

West City Border San Fernando Rd 0.53 Bike Route (Class III) N

Wolfskill St/Jessie St - Class III 
(East Segment)

First St Fourth St 0.26 Bike Route (Class III) N

Wolfskill St/Jessie St - Class IV Truman St First St 0.05 Separated Bike Lane 
(Class IV)

N

S Workman St West City Border Metrolink Tracks 0.61 Bike Route (Class III) N

S Workman St Over Tracks Metrolink Tracks SF Mission City 
Trail

0.02 Off-street Trail (Class I) N
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Example Cross Sections using Street Mix
Streetmix.net is an online tool that can be used to visualize how to repurpose public roadway space to 
better meet the needs of the community. The following visualizations are illustrative only to help clarify the 
recommendations in the map and table above. 

Figure 26: San Fernando Road (west of Mall)
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Figure 27: Hubbard Street (north of Second Street)
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Figure 28: Maclay Avenue at Mountain View Street
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Figure 29: Arroyo Avenue (north of Borden)
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Figure 30: Arroyo Avenue (South of Borden, near CCLA)
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Figure 31: San Fernando Mission Blvd
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Bicycle Parking, End-of-Trip Facilities & Transit Connections 
All cyclists need a place to securely store their bicycle before and after a trip, much like drivers need a place 
to park their vehicle. The development of a comprehensive bike parking strategy can have an immediate 
impact on enhancing a city’s bicycle environment. Much like designing parking for vehicles, different types of 
bicycle trips may require different parking accommodations. For example, for an employee of a local grocery 
store, a sidewalk bicycle parking rack in front of the store may not be sufficient. However, an inverted U rack 
on the sidewalk may be the perfect option for a shopper. 

Table 28: Bicycle Parking Types

Short-Term Bicycle Parking Example

Inverted U Racks 

Inverted U Racks provide effective and inexpensive 
bicycle parking for short trips. They support the bicycle 
frame in two places, and allow for multiple parts of the 
bicycle to be locked and secured. This type of parking 
can be placed throughout business districts and at key 
destinations in well-lit areas, near front entrances of 
buildings. Artistic variations of the inverted U rack can 
also contribute to placemaking, such as the fish rack 
shown here.

Parking Meter-to-Bike Rack Conversion

Existing single-vehicle meter poles can be converted 
into bicycle parking by affixing a metal hoop to the 
meter. These are good solutions in areas that do not 
have adequate spacing available for an inverted U rack 
on the sidewalk or where meters are being phased out 
for central parking payment systems.

Bicycle Corral

Bicycle Corrals are an on-street parking facility that can 
accommodate up to 16 bicycles in the same area as 
a single vehicle parking space. They work best where 
sidewalks are too narrow to accommodate bicycle racks 
and in areas with both high levels of people bicycling 
and demand for bicycle parking. Bicycle corrals should 
not be placed on streets that do not have frequent on-
street parking. 

Top: Inverted U Racks, 
ideal for short-term trips 

Left: Decorative Inverted 
U Racks 

Bike ring rack on Los 
Angeles parking meter

Bicycle corral in Milwaukee, WI
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Long-Term Bicycle Parking Example

Bicycle Locker

Bike lockers are secure enclosures to allow the storage 
of one bicycle. They are more secure than inverted 
U bike racks and can shield the bicycles from the 
elements. Bike lockers are important to have at major 
transit hubs for day-long storage and at office or 
employment centers. 

Bicycle Parking Rooms

Bicycle cages or rooms can be located in an auto parking 
garage, adjacent to transit hubs, large employment 
centers, or at schools. These usually require some type 
of secure access to its users – keycard or lock. Users 
lock their bicycles onto racks within the cage. Bicycle 
parking rooms are alternatives to bicycle lockers, 
especially in areas where a group of trusted users 
(e.g., students from the same school) will be using the 
parking.

The following map shows where the City should prioritize installing bicycle parking and includes the type of 
parking recommended. As described in the “Programs” section of this chapter, the City should also consider 
creating a sidewalk bicycle parking request program. The City should work directly with school facility 
managers to site and install bicycle parking on campus for students. The City should work directly with Metro 
to ensure adequate bicycle parking at transit hubs, and should prioritize installation of bicycle parking at 
Trolley Stops.

Bicycle Lockers at Los Angeles County Metro Rail 
Station

Secured bicycle parking cage at a school
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Map 20: San Fernando Proposed Bicycle Parking & Transit Connections
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Table 29: Bicycle Parking Locations

Bike Parking Type Status Locations Approximate Number of Racks/Lockers Needed

Short Term
Existing 16* n/a

Proposed 87 100 inverted U racks (to start program)

Long Term

Existing 1 n/a

Proposed 23

At schools, recommend at minimum 20 spots each 
in a secure bicycle room/cage

160 inverted U racks

At other locations, lockers may be needed

10 bicycle lockers

*Estimate based on survey by EBA, review of 2007 Bicycle Master Plan, and meeting with City Manager’s office
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Additional End-of-Trip Amenities
Additional amenities at the beginning / end-of-trip can help encourage bicycling, and make it a viable 
transportation option, especially for commute trips. 

Table 30: End-of-Trip Amenities

End-of-Trip Amenities Example

Bicycle Repair Stations or Equipment

Bicycle repair stations include basic tools to repair a flat tire 
or adjusting brakes, including assorted screwdrivers, allen 
wrenches, box wrenches, tire levers, air pump, and more. 
These stations can be installed at common gathering places 
and destinations, such as the Sylmar Metrolink Station, City 
Hall, Recreation Park, and at gathering spaces along the 
Pacoima Wash.

Wash Rooms (Toilet, Showers, Lockers)

Additional courtesy equipment, such as a first aid kit, benches, 
iron, hairdryer, clothing hooks, and power for bicycle light 
recharging, should be at key employment centers.

Drinking Water Stations

Drinking water is important during physical exertion, 
especially during hot days. Convenient and accessible drinking 
water stations that offer fountains and the ability to fill a 
water bottle can be placed at key public locations, such as at 
all City parks, City Hall, along trails, and at shopping centers 
along Maclay, Brand, and San Fernando Road. 

More information on standards and end-of-trip amenities are summarized here: http://www.bikeleague.org/sites/default/files/
BFB_Queensland_End_of_trip_facilities_for_bicycle_riders.pdf

Public Bicycle Repair Station

Office wash room

Example refillable water bottle station and 
drinking fountain
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Pedestrian Network
The proposed pedestrian network aims to create continuous, comfortable walkways that accommodate users 
of all ages and abilities, and anticipate higher pedestrian volumes at certain locations. As described in Chapter 
5 – Existing Conditions, San Fernando’s transportation network largely accommodates people walking. Key 
linear treatments can improve the pedestrian’s experience by: 

• Providing adequate clear space to walk

• Providing buffers between people walking and moving vehicles

• Increasing visibility

• Providing visual cues and information to destinations

The following table describes the Plan’s recommendations to support these goals. 

Table 31: Plan Pedestrian Recommendations

Recommendation Example

Providing adequate clear space to walk

Sidewalks should be provided on every street in San 
Fernando, and must be a minimum of 4’ wide to meet 
standards set by the Americans with Disabilities Act 
(ADA). They should also be flat and smooth. Wider 
sidewalks allow people to walk side-by-side, and can 
enhance the environment at destinations such as 
schools and shopping centers. Maintenance of hedges 
and setting minimum setbacks for fences and walls 
between the sidewalk and property can also create a 
more comfortable environment. 

Providing buffers between people walking and moving 
vehicles

Providing more space between cars and people walking 
creates a more calm, quiet setting to walk, and reduces 
the potential for conflicts. Parkways provide space for 
trees, utilities, lighting, and street art. Bikeways and on-
street parking can also create a buffer and greater sense 
of comfort.  

Wide sidewalk with space for sidewalk dining along 
California Avenue, Palo, Alto, CA

Drought-tolerant landscaping and trees in parkway in 
San Francisco, CA

Painted utility box in parkway in Fremont, CA
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Recommendation Example

Increasing visibility

“Crime Prevention through Environmental Design” 
(CPTED) strategies are built environment interventions 
that aim to prevent illegal activities and create safer 
spaces. Creating clear sight lines (e.g., no blind corners 
because of tall hedges), providing adequate pedestrian-
scale lighting, and keeping vegetation low, are all 
strategies to do so. 

Providing visual cues and information to destinations

Visual cues, such as pavement markings and wayfinding 
signs, can help promote walking for short trips. For 
example, a sign that states how many minutes it will take 
to walk to a certain destination can remind residents and 
visitors to give walking a try.

Street lighting in Fort Bragg, CA illuminates the road-
way and sidewalk without bright glares (Photo credit: 
www.pedbikeimages.org / Ron Bloomquist)

“Walk Your City” wayfinding (left) next to traditional 
wayfinding aimed at drivers (right) in Greensboro, NC 
(https://walkyourcity.org/)

Glendale Walks Temporary Pedestrian Wayfinding

Pedestrian wayfinding signs in New York CityMotor Avenue Parklet Wayfinding and Information sign in Los Angeles, CA
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The following map shows areas where San Fernando should add or widen sidewalks and/or parkways in order 
to create a more welcome walking environment.

Map 21: San Fernando Proposed Sidewalks and Parkways
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Table 32: Proposed Sidewalks & Parkways

Street From To Street 
Side

NE Side 
Length 

(Ft)

NE Side 
Length 

(Mi)

SW Side 
Length 

(Ft)

SW 
Side 

Length 
(Mi)

Total 
Length 

(Ft)

Total 
Length 

(Mi)
Type New/ 

Widen

Truman St
North City 
Border

Wolfskill St Both 5,408.35 1.02 5,408.35 1.02 10,816.70 2.05 Sidewalk Widen

Truman St
North City 
Border

Wolfskill St Both 5,408.35 1.02 5,408.35 1.02 10,816.70 2.05 Parkway Widen

Truman St Wolfskill St
South City 
Border

West – – 545.09 0.10 545.09 0.10 Sidewalk Widen

Truman St Wolfskill St
South City 
Border

West – – 545.09 0.10 545.09 0.10 Parkway Widen

Fox St
West City 
Border

Celis St North 2,512.71 0.48 – – 2,512.71 0.48 Sidewalk New

Fox St Fourth St
Library 
St (East 
Segment)

Both 659.86 0.12 659.86 0.12 1,319.71 0.25 Parkway New

First St Park Ave

Crosswalk 
at Southern 
Terminus of 
SF Mission 
City Trail

Both 552.18 0.10 552.18 0.10 1,104.36 0.21 Parkway New

First St Jessie St Park Ave West – – 290.99 0.06 290.99 0.06 Parkway New

Second St
North City 
Border

Hubbard Ave East 37.55 0.01 – – 37.55 0.01 Sidewalk New

Fifth St
Orange Grove 
Ave

Fermoore St East 646.47 0.12 – – 646.47 0.12 Sidewalk New

Fifth St
Orange Grove 
Ave

Fermoore St East 646.47 0.12 – – 646.47 0.12 Parkway New

Fifth St
Pacoima 
Wash Bridge

Pacoima 
Wash Bridge

Both 150.00 0.03 150.00 0.03 300.00 0.06 Sidewalk Widen

Fifth St Park Ave
Pacoima 
Wash Bridge

West – – 350.00 0.07 350.00 0.07 Parkway New

Eighth St Aviation Pl Arroyo Ave West – – 881.06 0.17 881.06 0.17 Sidewalk New

Arroyo Ave
Drwy for 
Lehman 
Foods

Eighth St/
Dronfield Ave

North 710.00 0.13 – – 710.00 0.13 Sidewalk New

Celis St S Meyer St
S Huntington 
St

West – – 1,119.77 0.21 1,119.77 0.21 Parkway New

Glenoaks Bl Maclay Ave Brand Bl East 83.00 0.02 – – 83.00 0.02 Sidewalk New

Glenoaks Bl
Pacoima 
Wash Bridge

Pacoima 
Wash Bridge

Both 115.00 0.02 115.00 0.02 230.00 0.04 Sidewalk Widen

Harding Ave Third St Fourth St South – – 406.63 0.08 406.63 0.08 Parkway New

Hubbard 
Ave 
Frontage Rd

Second St Fourth St South – – 703.29 0.13 703.29 0.13 Sidewalk New

Jessie St First St Third St Both 957.75 0.18 957.75 0.18 1,915.50 0.36 Parkway Widen

Jessie St Fifth St Glenoaks Bl South – – 1,321.23 0.24 1,321.23 0.24 Parkway New
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Street From To Street 
Side

NE Side 
Length 

(Ft)

NE Side 
Length 

(Mi)

SW Side 
Length 

(Ft)

SW 
Side 

Length 
(Mi)

Total 
Length 

(Ft)

Total 
Length 

(Mi)
Type New/ 

Widen

Jessie St Fourth St Fifth St North 136.00 0.03 – – 136.00 0.03 Sidewalk New

Macneil St Library St
Morningside 
Ct

North 211.15 0.04 – – 211.15 0.04 Sidewalk Widen

Macneil St First St Third St Both 823.86 0.16 823.86 0.16 1,647.72 0.31 Parkway Widen

N Maclay 
Ave

Eighth St
East City 
Border

North 129.99 0.02 – – 129.99 0.02 Parkway Widen

Park Ave Fourth St Library St South – – 672.16 0.13 672.16 0.13 Parkway New

Parkside Dr
Western 
Terminus

Fourth St Both 755.37 0.14 755.37 0.14 1,510.74 0.29 Parkway New

Phillippi St
Orange Grove 
Ave

N Huntington 
St

West – – 321.07 0.06 321.07 0.06 Sidewalk New

S 
Huntington 
St

Woodworth 
St

Hollister St North 1,329.94 0.25 – – 1,329.94 0.25 Parkway New

S 
Huntington 
St

Hollister St Celis St North 780.00 0.15 – – 780.00 0.15 Parkway New

S Lazard St

Hollister St 
(Las Palmas 
Park Parking 
Lot)

Coronel St Both 150.23 0.03 150.23 0.03 300.46 0.06 Sidewalk New

S Lazard St

Hollister St 
(Las Palmas 
Park Parking 
Lot)

Coronel St Both 150.23 0.03 150.23 0.03 300.46 0.06 Parkway New

S Meyer St
Western 
Terminus

Celis St North 780.87 0.15 – – 780.87 0.15 Sidewalk New

San 
Fernando 
Mission Bl

Coronel St Truman St Both 1,077.34 0.20 1,077.34 0.20 2,154.67 0.41 Parkway Widen

San 
Fernando Rd

Kittridge St
Chatsworth 
Dr

Both 999.31 0.02 999.31 0.02 1,998.61 0.04 Sidewalk New

Wolfskill St Pico St
San Fernando 
Rd

Both 520.34 0.10 520.34 0.10 1,040.68 0.20 Parkway Widen
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Tree Planting Opportunities
Across Los Angeles County, tree deaths far outpace tree plantings, resulting in losses to the urban forest and creating 
a significant public health concern. Compelling evidence demonstrates the benefits of trees, especially for vulnerable 
community members, such as the elderly, very young, and those who do not have an in-home cooling system. As 
the average number of annual extreme heat days and temperatures continue to climb, trees are especially important 
to offset the urban heat island effect by shading homes and cooling streets. Trees clean the air by absorbing carbon 
dioxide and other air pollutants. Studies have also found that residents living on tree-lined streets walk more and 
experience improved physical and mental health. Although the Project Team did not conduct an on-the-ground 
fieldwork assessment of trees, the map below shows where tree canopy is needed the most, based on a GIS-
canopy analysis. With wider parkways, the City should be able to plant larger trees, providing more shade and more 
environmental benefits.  
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Map 22: San Fernando Tree Planting Opportunities TREE PLANTING OPPORTUNITY AREAS
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Proposed Wayfinding
Wayfinding is a simple intervention that also encourages and educates the public on safe walking and 
bicycling behaviors. Wayfinding signs can create a sense of place when customized for a local jurisdiction. 
Wayfinding can also be fun and playful, encouraging users to treat their streets as true public play spaces. 
Wayfinding must meet the needs of different roadway users, and should aim to: 

• Confirm that an individual is at the correct start or finish in their journey, 

• Identify their location within a place, 

• Reinforce they are traveling the right direction, 

• And identify their destination upon arrival. 

Directional wayfinding signs should point users in the direction of primary destinations and tell them how 
long and/or how far it will take to get to that destination. Signs are typically placed at decision points along 
bikeways or walkways (typically at the intersection of two or more bikeways or walkways), and at other key 
locations leading to and along bicycle or walking routes. For pedestrians, directional wayfinding is important 
(e.g., 10 minute walk to Downtown San Fernando this way), as are maps and kiosks with area information at 
central hubs and decision points (e.g., at transit stops and downtown). 

The table below summarizes wayfinding signs by type and provides examples of potential locations in San 
Fernando. The City should consider developing a comprehensive wayfinding strategy that specifies signage 
design, content, and placement. 

Table 33: Wayfinding Considerations

Type Example Locations

Confirmation Signs

Indicates to a pedestrian or cyclist that they are on 
a designated walkway or bikeway. They can include 
destinations and distance or time. They are usually placed 
every two blocks along a bikeway, and should be placed 
soon after turns to confirm destinations.

• Brand Blvd. and O’Melveny 
Ave., O’Melveny Elementary as a 
destination

• First St. for destinations to Civic 
Center and Sylmar Metrolink 
Station

• In any new neighborhood traffic 
circles
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Type Example Locations

Turn Signs

Primarily for cyclists, these indicate where a bikeway 
turns from one street onto another, and can be used in 
conjunction with pavement markings. They should be 
placed on the near-side of the intersection. 

• Mott St. at Huntington St., and 
Huntington St. at Woodworth St., 
to continue to East Canyon Channel

• Griswold Ave. and Fourth St, Jessie 
St. and Fourth St., to continue 
bikeway

• In any new neighborhood traffic 
circles

Decision Signs

These signs mark the junction of two or more bikeways/ 
walkways, and inform the person walking or cycling 
where the destinations are. These should be placed 
on the near-side of the intersection in advance of a 
junction.

• At all entrances to Pacoima Wash 
(Eighth St. at Pacoima Wash Natural 
Park future bridge and CCLA, 
Glenoaks Blvd., Fifth St., Fourth St.)

• At Wolfskill St. / Jessie St. / First St.. 
near Recreation Park, entrance to 
San Fernando Road Bike Path, and 
future entrance to Pacoima Wash

• Along San Fernando Rd. and First 
St. to show entrances to the San 
Fernando Mission City Trail

• In any new neighborhood traffic 
circles
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Type Example Locations

Information Kiosks

Information kiosks should be placed at key destinations, 
especially where the city is likely to have visitors who 
may be unfamiliar with the network. These kiosks 
can recommend walking and bicycling directions to 
key destinations, connections to transit, maps of 
the immediate area and regional context, and phone 
numbers to learn more about the City. 

• Sylmar Metrolink Station

• San Fernando Mall

• Maclay Ave.

• Local parks

Maps

Neighborhood area maps and regional context maps 
should be placed where there may be high pedestrian 
activity and/or at decision points, such as transit stops. 

• Along Truman St. and Brand Blvd. at 
bus stops

• Paired with Trolley Stop map routes

For more detailed wayfinding guidance, please review the NACTO Bikeway Design Guide (https://nacto.org/publication/urban-
bikeway-design-guide/bikeway-signing-marking/bike-route-wayfinding-signage-and-markings-system/), and CRC Construction 
Innovation’s Wayfinding Design Guidelines (http://www.hpw.qld.gov.au/SiteCollectionDocuments/WayfindingDesignGuidelines.pdf).
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Intersections and Crossings
Intersections must be carefully designed to ensure all roadway users (people walking, bicycling, and driving) 
can move safely to their destination. Most safety issues for people walking and bicycling occur while crossing a 
street or at an intersection. The principles behind improving both the pedestrian’s and cyclists’ experience are 
to:  

• Address all mobility needs

• Slow vehicle speeds and turning movements

• Shorten crossing distances

• Increase visibility

• Provide crossing refuges

• Enhance intersection/crossing controls, signs, and markings

Table 34: Intersection and Crossing Interventions

Recommendation Example

Address all mobility needs

Upgrading intersections to meet minimum ADA 
standards, such as adding ramps, truncated domes, and 
ensuring landing areas include the correct slope, and 
adding accessible pedestrian signals (audio signals), can 
make mobility easier for all.

Perpendicular ramps with truncated domes sends 
people walking in a straight line

Accessible Pedestrian Signal (http://www.apsguide.
org/chapter1_aps.cfm)
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Recommendation Example

Slow vehicle speeds & turning movements

Slower vehicle speeds are a key component to creating a 
safe pedestrian and bicycling environment. Drivers going 
slower have more time to react, can stop the car with 
less distance, and when a collision does occur, injuries 
are typically less severe. Tightening corner radii and/or 
providing curb extensions can slow turning movements, 
as can providing various traffic calming measures at the 
intersection (such as traffic circles).

Shorten crossing distances

One of the most dangerous times to be in the roadway 
is in the crosswalk; it is when a person walking (or 
bicycling) is most likely to get hit by a car due to 
exposure. Crossings can be shortened by using curb 
extensions and perpendicular curb ramps (two ramps 
per corner). Curb extensions can also be landscaped. The 
graphic to the right illustrates how a curb extensions 
could be constructed on an existing road with on-street 
parking; note the shortened crossing distance.

Tightened corner radii (Credit: Michele Weisbart)

Islands used to reduce the curb radius and provide an 
area for landscaping (Credit: PBIC Image Library)

Curb Extensions shorten crossing times and distances 
(Credit: Michele Weisbart)
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Recommendation Example

Increase visibility

Making the presence of people walking and bicycling 
more visible can create a general heightened sense of 
awareness among drivers, and encourage drivers to be 
more cautious as they move about San Fernando. 

Pavement markings, such as high-visibility crosswalks, 
bicycle boxes, and sharrows, all indicate to drivers where 
to expect people walking and bicycling, and provide 
greater visibility by including specific pedestrian / 
bicycling infrastructure. 

Rectangular rapid flashing beacons (RRFB) and overhead 
crosswalk illumination further alert to drivers to the 
presence of a person walking. 

Advanced stop bars (stop line behind marked crosswalk) 
are typically set back 4’ to 6’ and deter drivers from 
stopping in the crosswalk, helping increase visibility.

Bicycle boxes place cyclists in front of drivers, allowing 
them to get a head start to cross the intersection, and/or 
make a left turn. 

Ensuring that curb approaches are painted red to 
discourage parked cars up to the intersection, can help 
increase the pedestrian’s ability to see oncoming traffic 
and vice versa.

Leading pedestrian intervals (LPIs) are a function of 
signal timing. The pedestrian signal turns on first while 
all cars are still stopped, allowing the pedestrian to begin 
crossing the street. This discourages drivers from making 
right or left-turns while pedestrians are trying to cross, 
and increases their visibility.

Providing crossing refuges

Median islands can be placed in the center of the street 
to facilitate pedestrian crossings. Median islands can also 
help cyclists or pedestrians cross the street, but allowing 
them to cross only one direction of traffic at a time. 
Existing medians can be retrofitted to include median 
noses, providing additional comfort to people walking or 
bicycling from turning vehicles.  

High-visibility crosswalk with advanced stop bar

Bike Box

Overhead flashing 
beacon

Colored bike lanes and 
conflict zone markings at 
intersection approaches 
encourage drivers to look 
for cyclists before changing 
lanes into a right-turn lane

Extended median nose island, provides refuge for 
people 
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The following map shows proposed infrastructure that focus on the intersection as a whole and could benefit 
both bicyclists and pedestrians, including improvements that may require warrant studies (implementation of 
full signals, stop signs, etc.). 

Recommendation Example

Enhance intersection/crossing controls, signs, and 
markings

At certain locations that have a higher probability of 
conflict, such as on high-speed or wide roadways and 
at railroad crossings, additional infrastructure may be 
needed to create safe and comfortable crossings. 

At midblock or intersection locations with destinations 
on both sides, and where there are high roadway 
volumes (Truman St., Glenoaks Blvd., etc.), stop signs, 
pedestrian-activated signals, or full signal controls may 
be needed to create a safe crossing. These traffic control 
devices can be enforced by police officers and should be 
well-known to drivers. 

Several railroad crossings in San Fernando can be 
upgraded using gate skirts, pavement markings and 
visible signs. The Design Guidelines Chapter highlights 
several best practices the City can implement to reduce 
injuries made at railroad crossings.

At uncontrolled crossings, it is especially useful to 
adopt an advanced yield line with appropriate signage 
set back from the marked crosswalk. Placing the yield 
line for vehicle traffic in advance of a crosswalk helps 
to highlight visibility for pedestrians crossing and 
prevent multiple-threat crashes for pedestrians crossing 
multiple-lane roadways. 

Railroad crossing with pedestrian supportive 
infrastructure (warning signs, continuous sidewalk, 
pedestrian gates, etc.)

Multiple threat crash diagram for uncontrolled marked 
crossing locations (PedSafe)
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Map 23: San Fernando Proposed Intersection ImprovementsPROPOSED INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS
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The following map shows proposed infrastructure that will improve the experience for a person bicycling. 
The focus is to ensure connectivity, safe crossings, and safe movements through an intersection, to all 
designated bikeways. This includes: 

• New and existing traffic controls that facilitate a cyclist moving across a large street

• Bicycle boxes, which provide space for a cyclist ahead of vehicles and help with left-turns

• Traffic circles, since they allow cyclists to navigate intersections without controls better and reduce 
broadside collisions

• Railroad crossings require a suite of improvements, as described in the Design Guidelines. Given 
forthcoming Metro projects, the City should consider comprehensive redesign of all north/south 
crossings, and add new crossings across the tracks at Workman and Lazard to be a part of the 
Double Track Project or East San Fernando Valley Corridor project. 

• San Fernando Mission Trail crossings also require a suite of improvements to make path access 
transparent and safe. In the short-term, the City can consider adding striping and flashing beacons. 
In the long-term the crossings (across major arterials) should be planned and redesigned with the 
Metro projects described above. 
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Map 24: San Fernando Proposed Intersection Improvements – Bikeways FocusPROPOSED INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS - BIKEWAY FOCUS
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The following map shows proposed crossing improvements, focused on the pedestrian experience. Crossing 
improvements are split into several categories, including: 

• Crossings at controlled locations (all-way stop or signal), can be improved by: 

• Striping improvements, such as high visibility crosswalk with advanced stop bar

• “Curb work,” defined as any curb movement, such as the addition of median island noses or curb 
extensions, designated by “Striping+” in the map below 

• Leading Pedestrian Intervals, which changes signal timing to include an all red-phase with walk 
signals on, allowing pedestrians to get a head-start and reducing pedestrian/vehicle conflicts.

• Crossings at uncontrolled locations (no signal or stop sign) can be improved through: 

• Striping improvements, such as high visibility crosswalk paired with advanced yield markings and 
signs

• Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacons, which are pedestrian activated and flash to warn drivers of 
someone crossing

• Addition of a control (which would require an engineering warrant study)

• Railroad crossings as described above 

• San Fernando Mission Trail crossings as described above
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Map 25: San Fernando Proposed Crossing ImprovementsPROPOSED CROSSING IMPROVEMENTS
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The following map shows proposed curb buildouts, including locations of bus bulbs (large curb extensions 
that function as better bus stops), curb extensions, mini traffic circles, median noses, refuge islands, and 
any sidewalk/parkway changes. Moving curbs requires significant engineering design to consider drainage, 
utilities, and other items, and is typically more costly than striping interventions. The recommendations here 
are based on design best practices and have been recommended at locations that are likely feasible and 
require intervention to create a safe and comfortable walking and bicycling environment. 
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Map 26: Proposed Curb BuildoutsPROPOSED CURB BUILDOUTS
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The following map shows where new curb ramps are needed or should be improved. The City should strive 
to install perpendicular curb ramps (two ramps on each corner, going directly across the street) whenever 
possible, and especially when installing new curb extensions. 
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Map 27: New Curb Ramps
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Table 35: San Fernando Proposed Intersection / Crossing Improvements – Citywide Needs 

Treatment
Locations 
(Intersections or 
Crossings)

Citywide Number 
of Treatments

High Visibility Crosswalk 240 573

Advanced Stop Bar 220 514

Advanced Yield Markings + Signs 63 64

Overhead Crosswalk Illumination 88 88*

Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacon 25 50

Ped/Bike Activated Signal 12 24

All-way Stop 12 23

Full Signal 2 8

Ped Countdown Head 44 (7 Locations funded 
thru HSIP Cycle 8)

350 (56 funded thru 
HSIP Cycle 8)

Leading Pedestrian Interval 15 15

Neighborhood Traffic Circle 17 17

Bicycle Loop Detector 36 61

Bike Box 31 83

Raised Crosswalk 4 4

Median Noses and Pedestrian Refuge Islands 15 21

Bus Island (take out from Curb Extension) 12 17

Curb Extension 84 220

Curb Ramp (New) 144 320

Curb Ramp (Upgrade) 234 703

Truncated Domes 340 1,061

Railroad Crossing Package Improvement (Ped/Bike/Auto) 4 4

New Railroad Crossing Package  (Ped/Bike Only) 2 2

*Crosswalk illumination at intersections subject to lighting survey by city
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Pedestrian Amenities
More people in San Fernando will be inclined to walk if the walking environment is interesting, and has 
additional amenities to make the walk comfortable. Although not an explicit task of this Plan, the Project 
Team was able to identify potential opportunities for new public spaces in the form of plazas, parks, or 
parklets, while conducting fieldwork and mapping. Los Angeles’ People St. (http://peoplest.lacity.org/) 
program serves as an example for how excess street space can be repurposed. These new spaces can be 
open for free play, or used for programming, such as dance performances, yoga classes, etc. It is critical to 
provide amenities such as art and benches to further activate repurposed space or the sidewalks themselves.

The Bradley Avenue People Street Plaza was installed between Van Nuys Boulevard and an alley in Pacoima. With simple street stenciling and 
street furniture, now the street is used for a host of activities, including the exercise class shown above (LADOT People St Flickr Photostream). 

Parklets can take the place of several parking spots and serve as large curb extensions. This parklet provides public seating on Huntington 
Drive in El Sereno in an area where angled parking was prohibited. The space allows for sidewalk-adjacent dining (LADOT People St Flickr 
Photostream).
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The map below identifies opportunity areas that could be considered for new public open space. 

Map 28: Potential Pedestrian Plazas and Public Space Opportunity AreasPED PLAZAS & PUBLIC SPACE OPPORTUNITY AREAS

AA

Warren St

F
o

x 
S

t

La
 R

ue
 S

t

Pico St
Pico St

V
au

g
hn

 S
t

Le
ac

h

Celis StCelis St

Truman St

San Fernando Rd

S
 M

ey
er

 S
t

Woodworth St

Omelveny Ave

Laurel Cyn Bl

Mott St

Hollister StHollister St

Griffith St

Coronel St

Acala Ave

Ave

D e Gar

Second St

First St First St

Third St

Borden Ave

G
rid

le
y 

S
t

La
za

rd
S

t

D
el

 S
ur

 S
t

Ch iver Ave

Rin con Ave

A
le

xa
nd

er
S

t

Kewen Ave

Ilex Ave

Ralston Ave

K
al

is
h

er
 S

t

M
ac

ne
il 

S
t

Envo
y

St

M
ac

ne
il 

S
t

Lucas St

D
el S

ur S
t

S
 C

ar
lis

le
 S

t

S
 H

u
nt

in
gt

o
n 

S
t

S
 W

or
km

an
 S

t

 L
az

ar
d 

S
t

C
or

co
ra

n 
S

t

A
ztec S

t

A
zt

ec
 S

t

Telfair Ave

D
es

m
on

d 
S

t

Buckeye
A

ve

H
a

g
ar

 S
t

H
a

g
ar

 S
t

H
a

rp
s 

S
t

Hewitt St

C
h

am
b

e
rla

in
 S

t

D
au

be
rt

 S
t

Amboy Ave

N
ew

to
n 

S
t

B
ro

w
ne

ll 
S

t

D
e

sm
o

nd
 S

t

P
ar

k 
A

ve

P
ar

ks
id

e 
D

r

W
o

rk
m

a
n

 S
t

W
o

rk
m

a
n

 S
t

De Garmo St

Havana Ave

Mountain View St

Adelphia Ave

Bromont Ave

Cometa Ave

N
 M

e
ye

r 
S

t

N
 La

za
rd S

t

Chivers St

Phillippi St

Knox St Knox St

Jackm
an

A
ve

W
o

lfs
ki

ll 
S

t
W

o
lfs

ki
ll 

S
t

B
ra

nd
 B

l

S
 M

ac
la

y 
A

ve

S
F

 M
is

si
on

 B
l

C
ha

ts
w

or
th

 D
r

La
sh

bu
rn

 S
t

F
er

nm
on

t S
t

F
er

m
oo

re
 S

t

Edgecliff Ave

N
 H

u
n

tin
g

to
n

 S
t

O
ra

ng
e 

G
ro

ve
 A

ve

H
ar

di
ng

 A
ve

S
ha

do
w

 L
n

H
ar

di
ng

 A
ve

M
ac

la
y 

A
ve

M
ac

la
y 

A
ve

E
us

ta
ce

 S
t

A
vi

at
io

n
 P

l

Je
ss

ie
 S

t
Je

ss
ie

 S
t

Foothill Bl
H

ub
ba

rd
 S

t

H
ub

ba
rd

 S
t

Seventh St

Eighth St Eighth St

Seventh St

Fifth St Fifth St Herrick Ave
Herrick Ave

Glenoaks BlGlenoaks Bl

Bradley AveFourth St Fourth St

A
rr

oy
o 

A
ve

B
ra

nd
 B

l

G
ris

w
ol

d 
A

ve

B
ra

nd
 B

l

Library St

HERRICK

SF MISSION CITY TRL
SF RD BIKE PATH

EAST CYN CHANNE

PACO
IM

A W
ASH G

REENW
AY

Sylmar/
San Fernando

Station

San
Fernando

Plaza

S.F.
MS

S.F.
ES

Santa
Rosa

Omelv.
ES

S.F.
HS

Pioneer
Park

Rec
Park

Las
Palmas Pk

Layne
Pk

Rudy
Ortega
Sr. Pk

San Fernando
Swap Meet

Shopping
Center

Shopping
Center

CCLA

Morningside
ES

Gridley
Street

ES

118

5

CLOSE KITTRIDGE FROM
SF RD TO PKING LOT ENTRANCE
TO FORM SF MALL EXTENSION.
CREATE NEW ALLWAY STOP @

CHATSWORTH TO FIX ODD JOG
INTERSECTION

CLOSE CORONEL TO 
CREATE UNIFIED CAMPUS.

WORK WITH ST. FERDINAND’S
TO CREATE PROGRAMMING

EXPAND ORANGE GROVE AVE
SF MISSION CITY TRL GATEWAY
WITH SEATING, BIKE STATION,
IMPROVED TRAIL ENTRANCE

WORK WITH FLOOD CONTROL
TO CREATE PASSIVE RECREATION

SPACE ALONG WESTBANK
ON PACOIMA WASH

NEW PARKWAY
W/ SEATING

CREATE PED PLAZA
AT DE FOE DEAD END

CREATE PED PLAZA
AT DE HAVEN DEAD END

WITH EXPANDED TROLLEY STOP

LONGTERM: WORK WITH OWNERS
TO CREATE PED/BIKE ROW

TO CONNECT PACOIMA WASH GREENWAY
TO 8TH/DRONFIELD SOUTHBOUND

WORK WITH SF SWAP MEET
TO BEAUTIFY FUTURE TRAIL FRONTAGE.

OPPORTUNITY FOR PED PLAZA/ENTRACE
AT GLENOAKS

CREATE ENTRANCE PLAZA
TO EAST CANYON CHANNEL
WITH PUBLIC PARCEL AT BEND

IN WOODWORTH ST

CREATE GATEWAY AT
GRISWOLD ENTRY WITH

BIKE STATION, WAYFINDING
& LANDSCAPING

LONGTERM: CONVERT PUBLIC
PARKING LOT INTO PARK

OPPORTUNITIES FOR
PED/BIKE ROW EASEMENTS

TO SF MISSION CITY TRL
IF NEW DEVELOPMENT

TRANSIT-CIVIC PLAZA
OPPORTUNITY WITH

OPEN TRAIL FRONTAGE

CONVERT ALL OR PART
OF PUBLIC PARKING LOT
INTO PLAZA OR PARK

“CENTRAL” PLAZA
OPPORTUNITY

Scale (1:17,250) - Data Sources: City of  San Fernando, City of  LA, LA Co.
1/4 1/2

MI.
1/8

MAP FEATURES

DESTINATIONS

SYMBOLS

School

Religious

Business/Commercial

Civic

Park

Proposed Park

Metro RAPID Stop

OPPORTUNITY SITES

Metro Local Stop

RAPID & Local Stop

SF Trolley Stop

SF Trolley & Local Stop

Path Entrance

Pacoima Natural Pk

Lopez Adobe

Kalisher/Hewitt

PUC Inspire North

Vista del Valle

Glenoaks ES

First Lutheran School

St. Simon’s

Nueva Esperanza

PUC Inspire South

Huerta Head Start

St. Ferdinand’s

S.F. EEC

LINEAR FEATURES

Class I - EXISTING

Class I - PROPOSED

Multiuse Path - PROPOSED

OFF-ROAD PATHS

Channelized Stream

Metrolink Tracks

OTHER FEATURES

Ped/Bike Easement
Private Opportunity Site

Ped Plaza

Public Opportunity Site

N

01/16/18 CC Meeting Agenda Page 265 of 521



Safe and Active Streets | San Fernando Master Plan DRAFT 143

Special Case Focus Streets
Improving the walking and bicycling network as a 
whole and in a holistic manner will result in better 
projects that address multiple community needs 
that could go beyond walking and bicycling, such 
as addressing pressing environmental concerns 
regarding heat, shade, water runoff, and more. 
Several streets were identified for their unique 
character and potential for specific community 
engagement and planning that could provide an 
opportunity for experimentation and to create a 
distinctive environment that promotes health. 

Green Streets or Alleys

A “Green Street” (or Green Alley) is a stormwater 
management approach that uses plants, soil, street 
design, and permeable surfaces to improve water 
recapture and quality, improve air quality, and 
cool urban streets. Green Streets are especially 
important in places that lack park and open 
space, and suffer hotter temperatures due to 
paved surfaces. Green Streets can incorporate 
features that encourage people to walk and play 
in the area, further promoting healthy behaviors. 
Features can include bioswales, permeable 
surfaces, tree wells that capture water, and more. 

Curb cut-outs in depressed tree well/parkway allow water to seep in, 
be stored, and cleaned through system

Green Alley built by Trust for Public Land in collaboration with City of 
Los Angeles that uses permeable surfaces to cool temperatures and 
collect water

Green Alley uses bricks and permeable pavers to create a more inviting walking space and recapture water

Additional Resources:
http://www.lastormwater.org/green-la/south-la-green-alley-master-plan/ 

https://nacto.org/publication/urban-street-design-guide/streets/green-alley/ 

https://www.portlandoregon.gov/bes/article/199748 
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Shared Streets

Shared Streets use various techniques to create very calm, pedestrian-friendly streets that invite play. The 
streets still allow other uses, such as vehicle and bicycle traffic, but at slow, cautious speeds. Shared streets 
can be useful tool to transform low-volume, residential streets that lacks sidewalk infrastructure. Shared 
streets often remove curb altogether, to create one, level surface and use textures, street furniture, signs, art, 
and bollards to slow speeds. 

This street uses textured pavers, street trees, and parking to invite 
play and slow speeds. 

This street has removed curbs and uses textured pavement to visually 
narrow the street and invites people to walk down the middle. 

Bell Street, Seattle, shortly after shared street 
construction

Bell Street, Seattle after shared street 
transformation, temporarily closed for a 
market

Bell Street, Seattle, before shared street

Additional Resources:
NACTO Urban Street Stormwater Guide - https://nacto.org/publication/urban-street-stormwater-guide/

NACTO Transit Street Design Guide - https://nacto.org/publication/transit-street-design-guide/ 

Global Street Design Guide - https://globaldesigningcities.org/publication/global-street-design-guide/ 
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Focus Streets
Celis Street

Celis Street is a two-lane local street with on-
street parking, just south of San Fernando Road. 
West of San Fernando Mission Boulevard, it acts 
as the “transition” street between dense residential 
neighborhoods and an important commercial 
area. Celis Street connects directly to the primary 
shopping / grocery hub in San Fernando (the El 
Super) and connects to a local school (PUC Inspire 
Charter Academy, South Campus). As it continues 
east of San Fernando Mission Boulevard, Celis Street 
becomes more commercial and nature, with access 
to businesses that front San Fernando Road and 
Pico Street, but largely through parking lots. Celis 
Street continues to become El Dorado Avenue in the 
City of Los Angeles, which will ultimately provide a 
connection to the Pacoima Wash Bikeway Path. 

Celis Street provides direct connections to important 
destinations along San Fernando Road, while 
already being a low-volume, calm street, making it 
a great alternative for walking. Existing pedestrian 
infrastructure is currently limited and largely in 
disrepair, providing a “blank canvas” to create a walk-
friendly street. The Orange Grove Mobile Home Park 
community is an important stakeholder group that 
likely already walks for everyday needs, and could 
contribute greatly to the design of the street. 

Kalisher Street

Kalisher Street is a two-lane local street with on-
street parking, just west of San Fernando Mission 
Boulevard. Although largely residential, there are 
neighborhood-serving local businesses at nearly 
every intersection south of San Fernando Road, 
including bars, neighborhood corner markets, and 
restaurants. Kalisher Street also provides access to 
a school, El Super, and a small pocket park. Kalisher 
Street has sidewalks and parkways for its entirety, 
but does not have a cohesive streetscape feel. 

Kalisher Street is a perfect walking alternative 
to busy San Fernando Mission Boulevard, and is 
already well-positioned for more neighborhood 
activity. The Plan recommends more aggressive curb 
buildout treatments along Kalisher Street for this 
reason; however, the City could consider additional 
treatments to brand the street and transform it 
into a more walk-friendly street through the use of 
diverters, art, and programming. 

Truman Street

Truman Street is currently a four (to five) lane 
arterial, with intermittent on-street parking. Truman 
Street is an important regional street, as it has 
several rapid and local bus lines that run along it, 
it connects to the Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink 
Station, and it travels east/west to continue on 
into the City of Los Angeles to connect to the 118 
Freeway (to the east) and the 5 and 210 freeways 
(to the west). Truman Street also serves as one of 
the key commercial corridors in the City of San 
Fernando, with a frontage of nearly all commercial 
uses; however, much of its frontage are parking 
lots for adjacent businesses. 

Given that Truman Street is an important transit 
artery for San Fernando, as well as a main 
commercial corridor, the City should consider 
making it a “transit-first” and “pedestrian-first” 
street. Currently, the sidewalks and parkways are 
narrow on Truman Street, with new bus shelters 
taking up much of the room on the sidewalk. San 
Fernando has an opportunity to breathe life into 
current and new businesses by providing wider 
sidewalks, and considering interventions such 
as parklets (https://nacto.org/publication/urban-
street-design-guide/interim-design-strategies/
parklets/), to create a desire for people walking to 
linger on the street. Given the new transit projects 
that will transform the east-west central core of 
San Fernando, the City should work with Metro to 
ensure that Truman Street’s future design includes 
wider sidewalks, better bus stops, and inspires new 
commercial development. 

First Street

First Street is a two-lane local street with on-
street parking, just north of the San Fernando 
Mission City Trail. The uses along First are largely 
light manufacturing, business, and industrial, with 
low-volume truck traffic. First Street also provides 
the most direct connection from the Sylmar / San 
Fernando Metrolink Station to Downtown San 
Fernando and the Civic Center and San Fernando 
Middle School. 

Many of the sidewalks along First Street are narrow 
and in disrepair, with little to no parkway. Metro’s 
Double Track Project and East San Fernando Valley 
Transit Corridor Project have the potential to 
drastically change the uses along the south side of 
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First Street, providing a new opportunity to create 
a holistic vision for walking and bicycling along the 
street, while still accommodating its light industrial 
nature. There is an opportunity to encourage local 
workers to visit downtown San Fernando by foot, 
and provide a pleasant and interesting walkway 
from the Metrolink Station to Downtown. 

Carlisle Street

Carlisle Street functions primarily as an alley, and 
is just west of Brand Boulevard between Pico 
Street and O’Melveny Avenue. Carlisle Street also 
functions as transition zone from businesses that 
front Brand Boulevard to residential uses. It also 
serves as access to parking lots behind Brand 
Boulevard’s businesses. Given the low pedestrian, 
bicycle, and vehicle use of Carlisle Street, there 
is an opportunity to transform the street into 
a shared, sustainable space. Green Alleys, as 
described above, serve as community spaces while 
also addressing pressing water, air quality, and 
urban heat island effects. By redesigning the space 
with these features in mind, San Fernando has an 
opportunity to create a space for play and more 
business activity.

San Fernando Mission City Trail 
Alternatives
Recommendations in this Plan regarding increasing 
access to the existing San Fernando Mission 
City Trail (the Trail) and improving its crossings 
of Hubbard Ave, Maclay Ave, Brand Blvd, and 
Wolfskill St/Jessie St are based on the Trail’s 
current configuration. However, there are currently 
two planning efforts being undertaken by the 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation 
Authority (Metro) and the Southern California 
Regional Rail Authority (Metrolink) respectively that 
could change the alignment of the Trail. Metro is 
completing an alternatives analysis and preparing 
a Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the 
route selection for the East San Fernando Valley 
Transit Corridor (ESFVTC) project, a high-capacity 
transit line serving the Northeast San Fernando 
Valley and the Van Nuys corridor in Los Angeles. 
The ESFVTC is funded in the amount of $1.3 
billion through Measure M, passed in November, 
2016. For its part, Metrolink is currently studying 
adding a second track, or double-tracking, the 
Antelope Valley Line from Control Point Brighton in 
Burbank to Control Point Roxford in Sylmar.

Through the City of San Fernando, Metrolink 
Antelope Valley Line commuter trains and Union 
Pacific Railroad freight trains run along a single-
track located in a right-of-way owned by Metro. 
This right-of-way varies in width from around 65 
feet to 100 feet, with the most constrained portion 
being the segment between Brand Boulevard 
and Maclay Avenue. Along the eastern edge of 
this right-of-way, on a 30-foot to 40-foot-wide 
strip, is where the San Fernando Mission City Trail 
currently lies.
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Right-of-Way Alternatives:

Alternative A: No Movement or Realignment of 
Trail

In the event that Metrolink were to build a second 
track, and Metro does not select the Light Rail 
Transit (LRT) alternative, there would most likely 
be no need to move or realign the San Fernando 
Mission City Trail. Also, since the California High 
Speed Rail Authority has decided to not pursue a 
High Speed Rail corridor through the City of San 
Fernando along the Antelope Valley Line corridor, 
there are no other immediate or foreseeable plans 
which would necessitate use of the right-of-way, 
meaning that the City of San Fernando could be 
confident that the current alignment of the Trail 
would be maintained for the foreseeable future.

Alternative B: Movement/Realignment of Trail

In the event that Metro decides on the LRT 
alternative for the ESFVTC, the Trail will most 
likely need to be moved to the west side of the 
right-of-way. This would be regardless of whether 
Metrolink also completes the double-tracking 
project. For the consideration of the San Fernando 
Safe & Active Streets Plan, an alternative where 
the Trail is moved would be assumed to involve a 
right-of-way with four total tracks: two light rail 
Metro tracks, and two Metrolink heavy rail tracks.

Phased Implementation of San Fernando Mission 
City Trail Improvements

Due to the ongoing and unfinished planning 
processes currently being undertaken by both 
Metro and Metrolink through the City of 
San Fernando, the City will pursue a phased 
implementation plan in regards to making safety, 
access, and beautification improvements to the San 
Fernando Mission City Trail.

Phase 1

There are immediate safety and access issues 
regarding the San Fernando Mission City Trail 
that should be addressed. These projects can 
be undertaken as one or individually based on 
funding, and other opportunities. Some of these 
projects would be unaffected by either alternative, 
so will be listed as part of Phase 1.

(1) Trail Crossings of Streets:

• Hubbard Ave: Create a ped/bike activated 
signalized crossing for the Trail at Hubbard 
with high-visibility striping, advanced yield 
markings, conflict markings for people 
walking and biking, crosswalk lighting, 
and other features. The crossing should 
be aligned with the northern extension 
of the San Fernando Road Bike Path in 
Los Angeles, on the western edge of the 
Metro right-of-way, to accommodate a San 
Fernando Mission City Trail realignment 
under Alternative B.

• Maclay Ave: Create a RRFB/HAWK 
demand-activated flashing beacon crossing 
at the current Trail alignment with high-
visibility striping, advanced yield markings, 
crosswalk lighting, and other features.

• Brand Blvd: Replace current overhead 
flashing beacon with a RRFB/HAWK 
demand-activated flashing beacon crossing 
at the current Trail alignment with high-
visibility striping, advanced yield markings, 
crosswalk lighting, and other features. 
The current overhead flashing beacon is 
one that is always flashing, which may be 
less effective at alerting motorists that 
someone is preparing to cross Brand Blvd. 
A demand-activated beacon would be a 
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clearer signal to motorists that someone 
desires to cross Brand Blvd. In addition, 
the current decorative crosswalk is hard 
to see and there are no advanced yield 
markings on the street itself.

• Wolfskill St/Jessie St: Stripe high-visibility 
crosswalks at the intersection. No need 
to implement other changes since the 
intersection is already stop-controlled.

(2) Pedestrian Crossings of Trail and Tracks:

At all locations where pedestrian paths of travel 
cross the Trail (sidewalks along Hubbard Ave, 
Maclay Ave, Brand Bl, and Wolfskill St/Jessie St), 
crossings should be improved by leveling uneven 
asphalt, installing rubber flangeway fillers to 
eliminate track gutters, and widening sidewalks to 
at least 4 feet wide around rail crossing posts, if 
possible. Pedestrian gates should be installed on 
both approaches to tracks, and conflict markings 
should be installed for Trail intersection with 
sidewalks (see Design Guidelines for best practices 
in pedestrian railroad crossings).

(3) New Access Points to Trail:

• Create Trail access at S Lazard St by opening 
fence and paving a multiuse path of at least 
10 feet in width from the Lazard St terminus 
to the Trail. Install pedestrian gates and 
rubber flangeway fillers and lighting. Seek 
to create a pedestrian plaza at the Lazard St 
terminus to serve as an entry gateway for the 
Trail.

• Create Trail access at S Workman St by 
opening fence and paving a multiuse path of 
at least 10 feet in width from the Lazard St 
terminus to the Trail. Install pedestrian gates 
and rubber flangeway fillers and lighting. Seek 
to create a pedestrian plaza at the Workman 
St terminus to serve as an entry gateway for 
the Trail.

Phase 2

After implementing Phase 1 improvements to the 
San Fernando Mission City Trail, the City should 
wait until a final Trail alignment has been decided 
and completed. Then the City can institute Phase 
2 improvements which will differ based on which 
right-of-way alternative is instituted.

(1) Trail Crossings of Streets:

• Hubbard Ave: No matter which alternative 
is chosen, this crossing should be 
implemented as part of Phase 1 Trail 
improvements at the western end of the 
right-of-way. In the event of an Alternative 
B with Metro LRT tracks, the crossing may 
have to be adapted to consider an LRT 
platform, which could possibly be located 
next to Hubbard Ave. An upgrade to a 
full signal timed to coincide with Truman 
St and First St green lights can also be 
considered.

• Maclay Ave: Under Alternative A, the 
existing crossing should be upgraded to 
a ped/bike activated signal or to a full 
signal timed to coincide with Truman St 
and First St green lights. Under Alternative 
B, the existing Phase 1 crossing should 
be replaced with a crossing at the new, 
western alignment of the Trail. This new 
crossing should be controlled by either a 
ped/bike activated signal or to a full signal 
timed to coincide with Truman St and First 
St green lights.

• Brand Blvd: Under Alternative A, the 
existing crossing should be upgraded to 
a ped/bike activated signal or to a full 
signal timed to coincide with Truman St 
and First St green lights. Under Alternative 
B, the existing Phase 1 crossing should 
be replaced with a crossing at the new, 
western alignment of the Trail. This new 
crossing should be controlled by either a 
ped/bike activated signal or to a full signal 
timed to coincide with Truman St and First 
St green lights.
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• Wolfskill St/Jessie St: Under Alternative A, 
no new work would need to occur. Under 
Alternative B, the Phase 1 high-visibility 
crosswalk at the intersection of First St 
and Wolfskill St/Jessie St should remain, 
and a new high-visibility crosswalk with an 
RRFB or HAWK flashing beacon, advanced 
yield markings, crosswalk lighting, and 
other features should be installed on the 
new, western Trail alignment.

(2) Pedestrian Crossings of Trail and Tracks:

• Under either right-of-way alternative the 
City will ensure that where pedestrian 
paths of travel cross the Trail (sidewalks 
along Hubbard Ave, Maclay Ave, Brand 
Blvd, and Wolfskill St/Jessie St), Metro 
and/or Metrolink will work with the City 
to construct new sidewalks with rubber 
flangeway fillers and clear, unobstructed 
paths of travel across the new tracks. 
Pedestrian gates will be installed on 
approaches to the tracks. Conflict 
markings will be present at intersection of 
Trail and sidewalks.

• At Maclay Ave, under any alternative, the 
City should try and widen the sidewalks 
crossing the Metro right-of-way as 
much as possible. Under Alternative B 
with Metro constructing LRT tracks, LRT 
stations would be placed on the north 
and south side of Maclay Ave serving 
the Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink 
Station bound, and the Orange Line 
bound LRT lines respectively. Under this 
scenario, the City should work with Metro 
to ensure adequate space for people 
walking and biking to, and by, the stations 
to prevent dangerous bottlenecking 
near station entrances/exits. The City 
should also ensure that Metro installs an 
entrance/exit on either end of the LRT 
stations’ platforms if possible to avoid 
bottlenecking. These entrances/exits could 
be connected to either Truman St or First 

St via ped/bike easements for redeveloped 
properties.

(3) New Access Points to Trail:

• Lazard St: Under Alternative A, no change 
will be needed for the Phase 1 Lazard 
St Trail access path. However, under 
Alternative B, the Lazard St entry gateway 
would open directly onto the new, western 
alignment of the Trail. Under this scenario, 
a new path from the new, western 
alignment should be constructed east to 
the Orange Grove Ave entry gateway. This 
path should be at least 10 feet in width 
and have pedestrian gates and rubber 
flangeway fillers and lighting.

• Workman St: Under Alternative A, no 
change will be needed for the Phase 1 
Workman St Trail access path. However, 
under Alternative B, the Workman St entry 
gateway would open directly onto the 
new, western alignment of the Trail.

• First St Easements / Harding Ave: Under 
Alternative A, the City should keep parcels 
along the west end of First St at the 
intersections of Fermoore St, Harding Ave, 
and Alexander St flagged for ped/bike 
easements in the event of redevelopment 
of the existing properties. New easements 
would create access directly onto the 
current, eastern alignment of the Trail, with 
the most desirable from a connectivity 
standpoint being an easement at Harding 
Ave due to its proximity to the S Workman 
St Phase 1 Trail access path, its location 
midway between the only current access 
points at Orange Grove Ave and Maclay 
Ave, and its inclusion in this plan as a Class 
III bikeway. Any easements should be open 
to the public at all times.
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• Orange Grove Ave: Under Alternative B, 
Metro would most likely acquire properties 
abutting the Metro right-of-way to the 
east in order to provide sufficient width 
for four tracks plus the Trail throughout 
the City of San Fernando. In this case, 
besides the extension of a path across the 
tracks from Orange Grove Ave west to 
the new, western alignment of the Trail, 
the City should ensure that Metro grant 
ped/bike easements on any property 
acquired to create new access points for 
the San Fernando Mission City Trail. Any 
easements should be open to the public at 
all times.

• Like under Alternative A, the most 
desirable locations would be at the 
termini of Fermoore St, Harding Ave, and 
Alexander St, with Harding Ave being the 
most desirable of those three. However, if 
Metro acquires property that is not at any 
of the aforementioned street termini, the 
City should still work to ensure ped/bike 
easements at such locations to provide 
Trail access.

• Only one path across the tracks to the 
new, western alignment from any new 
access points created through new ped/
bike easements on the east side of the 
right-of-way is desired between Orange 
Grove Ave and Maclay Ave. If such an 
easement is not at an intersection, the 
City should undertake measures to create 
a safe way for people biking to access the 
new easement via First St.

• Under Alternative B, the City should 
keep properties abutting the western 
edge of the Metro right-of-way flagged 
for possible new ped/bike easements for 
access directly onto the new, western 
alignment of the Trail. Any easements 
should be open to the public at all times.

• Under Alternative B with Metro 
constructing an LRT line in the right-of-
way, or under Alternative A with Metro 
pursuing a Bus Rapid Transit line along 
Truman St, the City should consider 
redeveloping its public parking lot at the 
southeast corner of Maclay Ave and First 
St into a public transit-oriented plaza in 
conjunction with an LRT station at Maclay. 
Under Alternative A, this plaza could 
provide a pick up/drop off for Metro riders, 
parking, as well as direct access to the Trail 
with a bike repair station, long-term bike 
parking, and possible bike share among 
other amenities. 
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Programs, Policies, and Procedures
The programs, policies and procedures were developed through an iterative process that included:

• Assessing needs identified by community stakeholders

• Reviewing existing goals and policies and best practices from other jurisdictions

• Examining existing conditions data

• Identifying policy and program gaps

The goal of the proposed programs, policies, and procedures are to work together with infrastructure to 
improve the safety and acceptance of walking and bicycling, and thereby increases the overall use of non-
motorized transportation among community members. For all of the programs, policies, and procedures 
described on the following pages, the City of San Fernando should consider creating culturally relevant 
materials and use an equity lens in program delivery.
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Education
Education programs provide information to residents and visitors regarding laws that enable people walking, 
bicycling, and driving to travel safely within the city. These programs can range in scope, from providing 
general guidance on laws, to detailed instruction and training on specific topics. Educational materials and 
programs should meet users where they are at, from introductory to detailed instruction. The table below 
includes proposed education programs targeted at creating a safer walking and bicycling environment. 

Table 36: Proposed Education Programs, Policies, and Procedures

Target Program, Policy, or 
Procedure Description Audience(s) Partners

Bike/ Ped General educational 
materials 

Publish safe bicycle-riding and walking tips (Spanish 
and English) and have the brochures available at 
community centers, City Hall, parks and schools. 

Adults / K-12 City of San 
Fernando, LAUSD

Bike/ Ped City webpage 
dedicated to active 
transportation 

Develop a City webpage dedicated to active 
transportation. Update it regularly with bikeway 
maps, safe bicycle riding and walking tips, and what 
to do in the case of a collision. For example, The City 
of San Mateo has updated their webpage to include 
an active transportation component (http://www.
cityofsanmateo.org/index.aspx?NID=2118). 

Adults / K-12 City of San 
Fernando

Bike/ Ped Bicycle and

Pedestrian Safety 
Courses 

Provide bicycle and pedestrian safety courses for law 
enforcement and professional driving community 
(taxi, transit, rideshare organizations).

Professional 
Drivers 
and Law 
Enforcement 

City of Los 
Angeles, City of 
San Fernando, 
Metro

Bike/Ped “Rules of the Road” 
training

Offer a “Rules of the Road” curriculum to schools to 
use in classrooms and during recreational hours to 
reinforce bike and pedestrian safety with students.

K-12 City of San 
Fernando, Metro

Bike/Ped Safety Rodeos Provide bicycle and pedestrian “safety rodeos,” which 
provide on-bike and in-the-street training on how to 
navigate intersections and streets from a bicyclist or 
pedestrian perspective.

K-12 City of San 
Fernando, Metro, 
Local hospitals

Drivers Teen Driver Safety 
Programs

Work with the California Highway Patrol to bring 
youth-focused safety programs to San Fernando, 
such as the “Start Smart,” “Impact Teen Drivers,” and 
“Every 15 Minutes” programs.

Teen drivers City of San 
Fernando, 
California Highway 
Patrol, LAUSD

Bike/Ped Safety Valet Program 
& Training*

Continue to provide Safety Valet Training to train 
parent volunteers to manage pick-up and drop-off 
traffic at schools. Create regularly occurring training 
schedule, rather than on-demand program.

Parents LASPD, LAUSD 

Bike/Ped Traffic Safety 
Education & 
Awareness* 

Continue to provide classroom presentations, 
including on career days, to enhance driver, 
pedestrian, and cyclist safety awareness. 

K-12, Parents LASPD, LAUSD

Bike LAUSD Bicycle 
Safety Practices 
Policy*

Continue to include Bicycle Safety Practices as part 
of its information to parents. Allow all students to 
ride, regardless of bicycle registration status.

K-12 LAUSD

Bike/Ped Healthy San 
Fernando*

Continue organizing campaigns and events through 
Healthy San Fernando Initiative, and use event 
opportunities to distribute materials. 

Residents City of San 
Fernando, 
Providence Holy 
Cross, CSUN, 
San Fernando 
Community 
Health, VCCC

* Indicates existing programs in the City 
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Spotlight: Bicycle and Pedestrian Safety Classes and Safety Rodeos

The League of American Bicyclists (LAB) has developed a comprehensive bicycle skills curriculum that is 
considered to be the national standard for adults seeking to improve their bike riding skills. These classes 
include bicycle safety checks, basic maintenance, both basic and advanced on-road skills training, and driver 
education. The Los Angeles County Bicycle Coalition (LACBC) currently offers adult LAB courses that are 
taught by certified instructors. San Fernando can partner with LACBC and other non-profit organizations to 
expand the course offerings or incorporate them into other city programs to educate professional drivers and 
law enforcement. Hospitals in Los Angeles County, such as Children’s Hospital Los Angeles, also have Injury 
Prevention Coordinators that often lead skills development for youth to safely and walk and bicycle. San 
Fernando can work with the Injury Prevention Alliance of Los Angeles County to learn more about potential 
opportunities to partner with hospitals on safe behavior. 

Safety curriculum with students Photo from Bicycle Coalition of 
Maine

Fulton Police Bicycle Patrol officer assisting student through skills 
course (New York).

Safety Valet Program at Dorris Elementary in LAUSD Safety Valet Program at Dorris Elementary      
(Grandview Boulevard School)
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Encouragement
Encouragement programs provide participants with incentives, recognition, or services that make bicycling 
and walking a more convenient mode of transportation. Successful encouragement programs entice users by 
making walking and bicycling fun, and attempt to increase both the frequency and length of trips that people 
travel by bicycle and on foot. The table below shows proposed encouragement programs.  

Table 37: Proposed Encouragement Programs, Policies, and Procedures

Target Program, Policy, 
or Procedure Description Audience(s) Partners

Bike Bicycles in 
buildings  

Ensuring bicycles are allowed inside buildings (per 
the San Fernando City Code), can help alleviate fears 
of bicycle theft and provide peace of mind to bicycle 
commuters.  Commuters often prefer bringing their 
bicycle into the building, rather than outdoor storage.

Commuters City of San 
Fernando 

Bike Shower and 
Clothing Lockers

San Fernando should require showers and clothing 
lockers in new commercial developments of certain 
size to promote cycling and walking to work.

Commuters City of San 
Fernando 

Bike/Ped “Bike to Work 
Month” and “Walk 
/ Bike to School 
Day” 

(Monthly)

The month of May is national “Bike to Work Month." 
San Fernando can officially designate May as "Bike to 
Work Month" and participate by offering incentives 
to people bicycling (giveaways, raffles, discounts) and 
host bicycling “pit-stop” locations at employment and 
school sites. 

Commuters and 
Students 

City of San 
Fernando, Metro, 
Community 
organizations 

Ped International Walk 
to School Day* 
(Annually)

Engage parent volunteers to participate, promote a 
meet-up location and walking routes, offer incentives 
to students that walk to school, work with law 
enforcement to chaperone routes, and create a 
celebratory atmosphere at schools, during the first 
Wednesday of October (designated International 
Walk to School Day). 

Students and 
Parents 

City of San 
Fernando, 
LAUSD, Local law 
enforcement

Ped Walking School 
Bus Program 

(Weekly)

Offer tools like maps, flags, safety vests, whistles, and 
others, to parents to create and maintain a walking 
school bus program, which includes regular walking 
routes and leave times from certain locations (like a 
bus).  

Students and 
Parents 

City of San 
Fernando, LAUSD

Bike/Ped Healthy 5k, 
Diabetes Expo*

Offer bicycle and pedestrian safety information and 
incentives at city and community-sponsored events. 

Commuters, 
Community 
members 

City of San 
Fernando, 
Community 
Partners 

Bike/Ped Open Streets Establish regular “Open Streets” events where streets 
are temporarily shut down to vehicle traffic and 
opened to bicyclists and pedestrians only.

All City of San 
Fernando, 
Metro, SCAG, 
Community 
partners

* Indicates existing programs in the City 
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Spotlight: Bike to Work Month

The month of May is national “Bike to Work” Month, a celebration to encourage people to bicycle. The 
City can host group rides, workshops and bike-related events including giveaways and raffles as incentives. 
Partnerships with community agencies may include “pit-stop” locations at employment and school sites. 
Walk or Bike to School Day can be implemented using similar strategies. These nationally celebrated events 
are a great strategy to encourage active transport in the City. Metro has several examples of community 
engagement and outreach strategies used during Bike Week that the City is welcome to adopt. Many cities 
set up “rest stops” along commonly used bikeways offering coffee, stickers, bike lights, bicycle repair, etc. 
Additionally, some organizations will have cheering stations and set up additional wayfinding signage. This 
program encourages community members to try cycling for just one day under circumstances that may feel 
safer because there are more cyclists on the road, which creates a more inviting environment for all cyclists. 
For more information: https://www.metro.net/bikes/bike-month/

Spotlight: Walking School Bus Program

A walking school bus is a group of children walking to school with parents or family members. It can be as 
informal as two families taking turns walking their children to school or as formal as a well-planned walking 
route with meeting points, timetables and a regularly rotated schedule. The City can provide schools with 
tools created by the National Center for Safe Routes to School. For more information, visit http://apps.
saferoutesinfo.org/training/walking_school_bus/ 

Spotlight: Open Streets Events

Open streets events temporarily close down streets to motorized traffic, opening up the space for bicyclists, 
pedestrians, skateboarders, and all other non-motorized users. These events typically have points of interest 
along a set route, and have programming such as games, entertainment, and food, that might be found at a 
street fair. These events allow community members to explore and discover their neighborhood in a different, 
exciting, and safe way. Open streets events are an excellent opportunity to educate and create awareness for 
active living, and allow people to try bicycling in a safe space with no conflicts. San Fernando will hold their 
first Open Streets in 2018 through funding from Metro. 

Open Streets eventBike to Work Day in Los Angeles

Walking School Bus
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Enforcement
Enforcement programs target behavior of all roadway users that leads to unsafe conditions, including 
drivers, pedestrians, and cyclists. These programs can reinforce good behavior, target behaviors that lead 
to collisions, and help increase awareness and foster mutual respect of rights of different roadway users. 
Successful enforcement programs require coordination between local law enforcement, transportation 
agencies, city staff, and local community-based organizations. 

The City should consider amendments to key portions of the City Code to ensure that bicyclists and 
pedestrians are not penalized for their travel behavior. Some recommendations are highlighted below. 
Additional ideas on creating a Pedestrian-Friendly Code can be found in ChangeLab Solutions Pedestrian 
Friendly Code Directory: http://www.changelabsolutions.org/publications/pfc-directory 

Table 38: Potential Amendments to San Fernando City Code
Target City Code Description Recommendations

Bike Sec 90-736

Sec 90-677

(90-736): The licensing agency shall procure from the 
state department of motor vehicles the necessary bicycle 
license and license renewal indicia as well as registration 
certificates or other forms required by state law for the 
licensing of bicycles.

Remove “bicycle license 
requirement”

Bike Sec 90-777 (90-777): No person shall ride a bicycle upon a sidewalk 
within the central business district, nor shall any person 
ride upon any other sidewalk within this city that has 
been posted with signs prohibiting such riding.

Remove restrictions on sidewalk 
bicycle riding 

Ped Sec 90-527 (90-527): No pedestrian shall cross a roadway other 
than by a crosswalk in the central traffic district or in any 
business district. 

Remove restrictions on crossing 
at crosswalks in the central traffic 
district or business district (often 
misinterpreted—does not specify 
marked/unmarked crosswalks); 
according to the California Vehicle 
Code, all intersections are legal 
crosswalks, whether they are marked 
or not.

Ped Sec 90-528 (90-528): No pedestrian shall cross a roadway at any 
place other than by a route at right angles to the curb 
or by shortest route to the opposite curb, except in a 
marked crosswalk. 

Remove provision 

Bicycle Patrol Officer Crossing Guard in a crosswalk
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The table below shows several proposed enforcement programs for bicyclists and pedestrians. Safety 
education and encouragement programs through law enforcement are also highlighted to present the 
importance of partnerships between law enforcement, local schools, and community-based organizations.

Table 39: Proposed Enforcement Programs, Policies, and Procedures

Target
Program, 
Policy, or 
Procedure

Description Audience(s) Partners

Law Enforcement 

Bike/Ped Law 
enforcement 
presence at 
schools*

SFPD and LASPD will provide enforcement at 
each school in San Fernando, at least twice per 
month. 

Students, 
Parents 

San Fernando Police 
Department, Los Angeles 
School Police Department 

Bike/Ped Enforcement 
using Bicycle 
Patrol Units 

SFPD and LASPD can monitor speeds and 
enforce laws in areas of the City using Bicycle 
Patrol Units, further creating a presence of 
bicyclists in San Fernando. 

Commuters San Fernando Police 
Department, Los Angeles 
School Police Department

(General) Enforcement

Ped Crossing guard 
program*

Continue to grow the City’s crossing guard program, 
ensuring crossing guards at each school.  

Students, 
Parents 

City of San Fernando, 
LAUSD 

Bike/Ped National Night 
Out

Pass out bike/ped safety materials and equipment 
during National Night Out (typically in August); law 
enforcement can dialogue with residents about safe 
walking and bicycling.

All residents San Fernando Police 
Department, Los Angeles 
School Police Department

Bike/Ped “Caught Being 
Good”

An incentive program that can be administered 
by law enforcement to those who are engaging 
in safe walking and bicycling behavior. Typically 
targets youth and provides incentive such as gift 
certificates.

All residents San Fernando Police 
Department, Los Angeles 
School Police Department

Drivers Speed 
enforcement

Regular enforcement on streets that have bicycle 
facilities, but also have had reported high speeds, 
can be helpful to deter speeding.

n/a San Fernando Police 
Department

* Indicates existing programs in the City 

Spotlight: Bicycle Patrol Units

Bicycle Patrol Units allow police officers to access locations that are not easily accessible by car, such as 
paths, parks or other rights-of-way. Bicycle officers undergo special training in bike safety and bicycle-related 
traffic laws, thus making them more effective in enforcing laws that pertain to bike travel and educating the 
community. 

Spotlight: Crossing Guard Program 

The City’s crossing guard program can be expanded to ensure an adult presence at school crossings during 
drop-off and pick-up. Adult crossing guards require training and monitoring and should be equipped with a 
bright and reflective safety vest and a STOP paddle. Police enforcement in school zones may be needed in 
situations where drivers are speeding or not yielding to children in crosswalks. 
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Engineering
Beyond the infrastructure recommendations outlined in the previous sections of this Plan, additional 
programs, policies, and procedures will be needed to ensure that future projects incorporate an active 
transportation lens.

Table 40: Proposed Engineering Programs, Policies, and Procedures

Bike/Ped Program, Policy, or 
Procedure Description Partners

Bike Short-term bicycle 
parking 

Develop bicycle parking rack request program to 
provide sidewalk racks. Develop bicycle parking design 
guidelines for in buildings and public racks. 

City of San Fernando, 
Metro

Bike Long-term bicycle 
parking

Clarify opportunities for San Fernando residents to 
access the bicycle lockers at the Sylmar / San Fernando 
Metrolink Station, and provide this information on the 
City’s website

City of San Fernando, 
Metrolink

Bike Bicycle parking at 
schools*

Ensure provision of at least 20 secure bicycle parking 
spots at each school. 

City of San Fernando, 
LAUSD

Bike/Ped Potential 
modifications to City 
Code

Amend City Code to make crosswalk placement easier 
along pedestrian desire lines.

Remove language regarding 400 foot block lengths (Sec 
90-526) 

Require short-term bicycle parking as part of new 
commercial development or redevelopment of any size; 
require long-term and short-term bicycle parking as part 
of new multi-family residential housing

City of San Fernando

Bike/Ped Potential 
modifications 
to engineering 
approach

Ensure all controlled signals have in-loop detection for 
bicyclists.

Install parking prohibitions near intersections and at 
marked crosswalks to increase visibility for people 
walking and drivers.

Revise Traffic Calming policies to allow for additional 
features and flexibility in implementation.

City of San Fernando

Bike/Ped Hotline, Mobile App Offer a hotline or online comment area to report broken 
sidewalks, curb ramps or other infrastructure concerns 

City of San Fernando

Ped Tree Planting and 
Maintenance Form

Develop a tree planting and maintenance request form 
to identify locations for new trees and where trees may 
need to be removed/replaced

City of San Fernando
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Spotlight: Bicycle Rack Request Program

The City has a lack of short-term bicycle parking at most destinations. One method of soliciting input and 
installing racks where they are wanted is to create an online request form. Local businesses or residents can 
request that specific locations are reviewed for bicycle rack installation. The rack request program could also 
be expanded to include bicycle corrals, which are installed in the street to take the place of one vehicular 
spot, and are especially useful in areas with narrow sidewalks with no room for sidewalk racks.

Los Angeles Department of Transportation Bicycle Rack Request Form

References:
Essentials of Bike Parking: http://c.ymcdn.com/sites/www.apbp.org/resource/resmgr/Bicycle_Parking/EssentialsofBikeParking_
FINA.pdf

San Francisco Bicycle Parking Requirements: http://sf-planning.org/bicycle-parking-requirements 

Bicycle Parking: Standards, Guidelines, Recommendations: https://www.sfmta.com/sites/default/files/pdfs/2015/SFMTA_
bicycle_parking_guidelines.pdf 
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Evaluation
Bi-annual evaluations will help the City understand if it is meeting the goals identified in Chapter 4 of this 
Plan. The following evaluation programs may help the City garner additional funding for future projects. 

Table 41: Proposed Evaluation Programs, Policies, and Procedures

Target Program, Policy, or 
Procedure Description Audience(s) Partners

Bike/Ped Amend City Code 
to develop Bicycle 
and Pedestrian 
Safety Report* 

Every two years, the City 
should develop a Bicycle 
and Pedestrian Safety 
Report tracking measures 
identified in Chapter 4. 

All agencies,
Partners,
Residents

City of San 
Fernando, LAUSD, 
community-based 
organizations 

Bike/Ped Citywide bicycle 
and pedestrian 
counts

Counting the number 
of cyclists and walkers 
regularly can help frame 
new projects and track 
whether the City’s 
implementation of this 
Plan is making a difference. 

All residents City of San 
Fernando 

Bike/Ped Project-level 
bicycle and 
pedestrian counts

The City should consider 
bicycle and pedestrian 
counts, in addition to 
vehicular counts, for new 
development

Developers City of San 
Fernando

* Indicates existing programs in the City 
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Engagement
The successful implementation of this Plan will 
depend on the involvement of local leaders and 
community organizations. A civically engaged 
population is more likely to assist in project 
development, design, and implementation, and will 
help build trust in government. The following are 
examples of potential opportunities to increase 
engagement. 

Support Youth Coalitions

There are existing youth coalitions, such as 
those at Cesar Chavez Learning Academies, 
that teach youth leadership skills.  The City can 
consider actively partnering with these existing 
coalitions and supporting new ones to help with 
the implementation of this Plan through door-to-
door engagement, conceptual project design and 
promotion, and helping to implement programs. 

Community Beautification Projects

Student artists can collaborate with the city 
to showcase murals, sculptures and other 
interventions that help create an interesting active 
transportation environment. Students can help to 
beautify the city through community service clean 
up events. Art can improve the commuter and 
pedestrian experience for those passing through, 
and help create a stronger sense of community 
identity. 

Expand Internship Opportunities

Expanding city internship opportunities will 
provide San Fernando staff with extra assistance, 
direct lines of communication into the community, 
and allow for local residents to gain skills and 
understanding of local government. San Fernando 
could consider creating project-based internships 
or collaborations with local schools to, for example, 
create an outreach/engagement strategy for the 
City. 

Hold Regular, Informal Meetings (e.g., Coffee with 
the Public Works Director)

Regular Commission and Council meetings are 
critical to city process; however, these formal 
meetings can often be intimidating for residents. 
Holding informal meetings, akin to school-based 
“coffee with the Principal,” can allow residents 
to learn more about the City and ask questions 
in an informal setting. Allocating this time allows 
community-based organizations to engage and ask 
questions of City staff directly and problem-solve. 

Establish Clear Communication and Response 
Channels

Transparency is critical to establishing trust 
between residents and local government. The 
City’s recently updated website provides a great 
platform to do so, and already clarifies much of 
what is happening at City Hall. Continuing to 
populate the website with available data and 
project status for the Plan can help build project 
champions. In addition, continuing to expand on 
existing reporting channels for maintenance issues 
and concerns, can foster additional trust. 

01/16/18 CC Meeting Agenda Page 284 of 521



Safe and Active Streets | San Fernando Master Plan DRAFT162

 
Safe Routes to School 
Plans by School7
The City of San Fernando is committed to creating safe 
and active streets to improve the safety of students 
who walk or bicycle to all of its public schools through 
the creation of Safe Routes to School Plans for each 
school in the City of San Fernando that fall within 
the city’s boundaries and within Los Angeles Unified 
School District (LAUSD).  The infrastructure and non-
infrastructure recommendations that are included 
in each plan are the result of school and community 
outreach, field research, background research, and 
specific feedback from school-site workshops.  Through 
implementation of this Plan, the City aims to enhance 
the safety and comfort of residents when walking 
or bicycling to and from schools.  This chapter was 
funded by a grant from Caltrans to create a City of 
San Fernando Safe Routes to School Plan.  The city 
partnered with Evan Brooks Associates and Public 
Health Advocates to create this chapter that is part of 
the San Fernando Safe and Active Streets Plan that will 
position the City well to receive future grants for both 
infrastructure projects and non-infrastructure programs 
that support safe routes to school.  
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Guiding Principles
This section focuses on individual “Safe Routes to 
School” plans.  The recommended improvements 
per school site are based on the “5 E’s" evidence-
based approach that has been proven successful 
to increase the number of students walking and 
bicycling to school.  The 5 E’s include: 

• Engineering-to make physical 
improvements to the routes that students 
use to walk or bicycle to school.

• Education-to teach students, parents, 
staff, and neighbors safe waking, bicycling 
and safe driving habits, and to emphasize 
the health and environmental benefits.  
Can include programs or events that 
create consistent messaging to students 
and parents on the importance of safety 
and abiding by traffic safety laws. 

• Encouragement-to promote walking and 
bicycling to school to school and increase 
interest of students and parents to do 
so.  Can include programs or events that 
incentivize students and parents to engage 
in walking or biking.

• Enforcement-to ensure that rules and laws 
of the road are followed, as well as safe 
pick-up and drop-off practices are adhered 
to at all the schools.  Can include programs 
or events in collaboration with law 
enforcement to help address issues with 
speeding motor vehicles, parents violating 
existing traffic laws and addressing larger 
school site issues with crime and safety. 

• Evaluation-to track the Plan to assess its 
success and to modify it accordingly.  Can 
include programs or events to collect and 
analyze current travel behavior of students 
through parent surveys, in-classroom 
tallies, walk audits, bicycle and pedestrian 
infrastructure assessments, bicycle and 
pedestrian counts, motor vehicle counts 
and collision data.  

Safe Routes to School engineering improvements 
help communities reduce traffic congestion and 
improve neighborhood safety and air quality 
through infrastructure improvements.  Safe Routes 
to School programs are also helping to address the 
epidemic of childhood overweight and obesity by 
increasing children’s daily physical activity levels.  
Major considerations are being given to increasing 
visibility, encouraging safe driving behavior through 
physical improvements and creating a larger 
network that supports walking and bicycling for 
all ages.  Refer to the  San Fernando Safe and 
Active Streets Plan to get the full set of Citywide 
proposed improvements, including bicycle facilities, 
traffic calming, and roadway redesigns that may not 
be included here, such as traffic circles and curb 
extensions.  Given, the close proximity of schools 
and density of the city of San Fernando, Citywide 
recommendations are intended to improve school 
site environments that are impacted by the larger 
street network, including congestion around 
schools drop off and pick up areas.   According 
to the Los Angeles Safe Routes to School Youth 
Safety Report (December 2016), motor vehicle 
crashes are the leading cause of death for children 
between the ages of 5 and 14, and the second 
leading cause of death for people from the ages of 
1 to 4 and 15 to 24.1  Half of the fatal and severe 
injury collisions involving youth occur within a 
quarter mile of schools, and half of the victims 
are youth victims between the ages of 15 and 22.  
Young people walking or bicycling are more likely 
to be killed or severely injured in traffic crashes 
during school pick-up and drop-off times. 

1 Mortality in Los Angeles County 2012: Leading Causes of Death and Premature Death with Trends for 2003-2012, Los 
Angeles: Los Angeles County Department of Public Health, August 2015
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Relationship with Other Plans and 
Policies
The set of recommendations has been considered 
in partnership with the City of San Fernando’s 
General Plan, the Corridors Specific Plan 
(currently being updated), as well as policies and 
plans through LAUSD, the Los Angeles County 
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro), 
the City of San Fernando and the City of Los 
Angeles.  Plan recommendations are developed in 
concert with the Safe Routes to School National 
Partnership.  Their mission is to advance policy 
change; catalyze support with a network of more 
than 750 partner organizations, as well as schools, 
policy makers, and grassroots supporters; and we 
share our deep expertise at national, state and 
local levels with those helping propel our mission

Community Engagement
The Caltrans grant funded a range of community 
outreach efforts at school sites to gather data, 
observations and parental input to initiate this 
Plan.  The grant was used to do the following: 

• Conduct Safe and Active Streets 
workshops at schools 

• Assess barriers and safety issues to 
walking and bicycling to school

• Conduct walk audit and plan physical 
modifications to the routes.

Project Elements
This chapter includes school profiles with a 
list of recommended onsite and offsite school 
improvements that will help to encourage more 
walking and bicycling to school as well as make 
conditions safer and directions clearer for all 
modes interacting around school sites.  The Design 
Elements proposed will aid in the calming of traffic, 
and will do so by reducing the speed of vehicles, 
improving sight distance and visibility, eliminating 
potential conflict points between motorized and 
non-motorized users, improving compliance with 
local traffic laws, addressing inadequate traffic 
control devices and pedestrian facilities. 

Recommended physical changes and project 
elements generally fall within the categories of 
improving drop off and pick up in the morning 
and afternoons, enhancing crossings around 
the school sites, addressing areas of conflicts, 
and designating walking and bicycling routes 
between home and school. Elements also include 
updating traffic control measures and repairing 
deteriorated signage and striping in conformance 
with applicable laws, standards and guidelines.  
Recommendations are focused on improving 
congestion around schools during morning drop 
off and afternoon pick up times and making 
the environmental around the schools safe for 
pedestrians, including school children and their 
parents.  Lastly, recommended non-infrastructure 
programs in the plan provide education to students 
and parents about safe walking and biking habits, 
to teach parents the importance of safe driving 
habits, encourage and promote walking and 
bicycling to school through incentive programs and 
enforcement programs that ensure safe pick-up 
and drop-off practices are adhered to through 
programs such as valets.
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Support 
Pedestrians

Support 
Bicycling

Traffic
Calming

Propose ideal conditions 
for school-aged pedestrians 
include low volumes of traf-
fic moving at slow speeds, 

sidewalks and separation from 
traffic.   

Pavement Markings
Slow School Zone; Yield to Peds; School 
Crossing Ahead; Ped Crossing 

Signs & Signals
Fluorescent yellow-green background 
with a black legend and border; Yield to 
Pedestrians; School Crossing; Countdown 
Signals

Enhancements
Continental (piano bar) striping; Improved 
Student drop-off/Pick up, signage, gates 
and entry points; Recommended routes 
to school 

High Visibility Crosswalks with stop bars 
along school routes
Enhancements: Continental (piano bar) 
striping

Improved Student drop-off/Pick up, 
signage, gates and entry points  

Recommended routes to school 

Propose ideal conditions for 
school-aged pedestrians feel 
most comfortable and safe 
when bicycling on roadways 
with low traffic volumes where 
vehicles are traveling at low 
speeds.  Bike facilities can be 
another alternative.  

Bicycle Racks
Artistic/custom racks, lockers, shelter, 
cover

Skateboard racks
Artistic/custom racks, lockers, shelter, 
cover

Bicycle Facilities 
Bike lanes and Boulevards

Propose traffic calming mea-
sures that can be categorized 
into volume control or speed 
control.  Aid in the calming of 
traffic by reducing the speed 
of vehicles, improving sight 
distance and visibility, elimi-
nating potential conflict points 
between motorized and non-
motorized users, improving 
compliance with local traffic 
laws, addressing inadequate 
traffic control devices and 
pedestrian facilities.

Visual Cues
Textured or colored pavement, message 
sign with speed radar

Street Design
Narrowed lanes, rumble strips, on-street 
parking

Physical Diverters
Median barriers, turn islands, street 
closures

Vertical Deflection
Raised crosswalks, intersections, speed 
humps, speed cushions 

Please refer to the Manual Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) Guidelines in the Safe and Active Streets Master Plan for a 
complete list of improvements.
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Evaluation
In the Fall of 2016, a voluntary Travel Tally was collected at participating school sites in the City of San 
Fernando to determine how school-aged students are getting to and from school each day.  The Travel Tally 
was developed to help measure how students get to school and whether the SRTS program affects trips to 
and from school. Teachers can use this form to record specific information about how children arrive and 
depart from school each day for a week. The Travel Talley was administered in-class by teachers to students 
over a consecutive two-day time frame.  Monday and Friday were not permitted as tally days.   The Travel Tally 
gathered baseline data on existing commute to school patterns and insights into challenges around school site 
infrastructure, streets and the public transportation amenities offered by the schools.  As the Plan’s programs 
unfold, they should show increases in the number of students walking and bicycling.  Since engineering 
improvements (physical modifications made to streets and intersections) will likely be made after this planning 
effort ends, initial improvements are more likely to result initially from the implementation of “5E” programs 
alone.  Further increases can be expected once the physical improvements are made. 

Table 42 shows results of the first baseline tally conducted in classrooms in the Fall of 2016.  Students 
identified the way that commute to school by all the modes that are commonly used; walk, bike, school bus, 
family vehicle, carpool, transit, and other.  “Other” may include skateboards, scooters or taxis.  

Key
O Overcast

R Rainy

S Sunny

Table 42: Travel Tally Table

School 
Weather # of 

Students Walk Bike School 
Bus

Fam. 
Vehicle Carpool Transit Other

AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM
Cesar Chavez 
Academies

O/S/R O/S 890 740 97 159 9 7 27 4 652 448 36 29 26 38 43 55

Vista Del 
Valle

R O/R/S 468 464 60 79 0 0 2 3 360 357 45 24 0 1 1 0

Morningside R/S O/S 585 564 108 122 5 2 2 0 441 404 23 29 4 5 2 2

St Ferdinand R/O R/O/S 267 267 2 2 0 0 0 0 264 264 0 0 1 1 0 0

San Fernando 
Elem. 

R R/O/S 176 171 42 43 0 0 3 3 126 117 4 7 1 1 0 0

Nueva 
Esperanza

S/O/R S/O/R 161 159 26 46 0 0 0 0 127 103 6 7 0 0 2 3

Inspire 
Charter

S/O S/O 87 37 2 1 0 0 0 0 77 34 8 2 0 0 0 0

SFIAM R/S R/S/O 349 344 52 74 1 1 0 0 284 253 7 11 3 4 2 1
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School 
Weather # of 

Students Walk Bike School 
Bus

Fam. 
Vehicle Carpool Transit Other

AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM
Cesar Chavez 
Academies

O/S/R O/S 890 740 97 159 9 7 27 4 652 448 36 29 26 38 43 55

Vista Del 
Valle

R O/R/S 468 464 60 79 0 0 2 3 360 357 45 24 0 1 1 0

Morningside R/S O/S 585 564 108 122 5 2 2 0 441 404 23 29 4 5 2 2

St Ferdinand R/O R/O/S 267 267 2 2 0 0 0 0 264 264 0 0 1 1 0 0

San Fernando 
Elem. 

R R/O/S 176 171 42 43 0 0 3 3 126 117 4 7 1 1 0 0

Nueva 
Esperanza

S/O/R S/O/R 161 159 26 46 0 0 0 0 127 103 6 7 0 0 2 3

Inspire 
Charter

S/O S/O 87 37 2 1 0 0 0 0 77 34 8 2 0 0 0 0

SFIAM R/S R/S/O 349 344 52 74 1 1 0 0 284 253 7 11 3 4 2 1

Map 29 shows the City of San Fernando school sites that are part of the plan, as well as existing bicycle 
lanes, trolley stops, Metrolink Station, Metro bus stops, primary routes to school and city limits.   

Map 29: Key Map
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Map 30 shows common routes that students take to get to school.  The proposed improvements were 
planned along these routes.  
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Map 31 below shows the geographic boundary of all San Fernando Schools that fall within Los Angeles 
Unified School District. 

Map 31: School Enrollment Boundaries
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Crash History
The following analysis of pedestrian and bicyclist-involved collisions in the City of San Fernando is intended 
to determine the number and severity of recent crashes and crash locations.  Map 32 shows the collision 
environment around the school and the number of pedestrian collisions within a ¼-mile area around the 
fourteen target schools in San Fernando.  The school profiles include an analysis by school site and provide 
recommendations to address spatial clusters and patterns of injuries and fatalities.  

Map 32 also includes data for pedestrian and bicycle-involved crashes in San Fernando for the most recent 
five year period (2009-2013) that data is available through ESRI, California Transportation Injury Mapping 
System Data (TIMS).  The data shows 35 pedestrian collisions and 23 bicycle collisions.  These collisions are 
heavily concentrated along the Glenoaks Boulevard corridor and Truman Street corridor, with a significant 
concentration of collisions occurring at or near Truman Street and Brand Boulevard.  
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Map 32: Bike and Pedestrian Involved Collisions
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Figure 32 and Figure 33 show a visual rendering of recommended physical improvements along school routes 
based on comments from the SRTS workshops that resulted in plans addressing the issues raised.  Renderings are 
illustrations and are not at scale.  

Figure 32: Photo Simulation: Brand at Mission City Trail

Before

After
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Figure 33: Photo Simulation: Brand and Third Street

Before

After
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Implementation
Proposed public improvements surrounding the schools were developed to be feasible, cost effective, and 
implementable in the near term with improve safety as the primary objective. These improvements should 
be given priority consideration within overall Citywide improvements as contained in the San Fernando Safe 
and Active Streets Master Plan. Citywide priority should be given to improving crosswalks around schools 
for increased pedestrian visibility, particularly along busy, high-volume arterials. Priority should also be given 
to traffic calming along common routes to schools, particularly along commercial corridors near schools. The 
City and the schools should work in partnership to provide for on school site drop off and pick up where 
feasible to reduce conflicts and congestion around sounds in the mornings and afternoons.  

Site specific school projects include better defining vehicle drop-off/pick-up areas to avoid conflicts between 
school children, pedestrians and vehicle traffic. While most proposed improvements are outside of the school 
property, within the jurisdiction of the City of San Fernando, some are within the school property and would 
require coordination with the school and the applicable school administration offices. Some improvements 
are within the City of Los Angeles and would require coordination between the two cities and the school.  

Individual project implementation phasing and urgency has been assigned as “Immediate”, to be completed 
within years 1-3, or “Near-Term”, to be completed within years 4-7. Estimated costs for project specific 
improvements have been assigned as “Low” ($10,000 to $100,000), “Medium” ($100,000 to $1,000,000), 
and “High” ($1,000,000 to $3,000,000). Funding opportunities as described in the Master Plan could cover 
some of the proposed improvements once grouped into a funding program for cost efficiency. An on-going 
maintenance program for completed projects should be established to identify responsible parties, entities, 
and project future maintenance costs. Projected increases in pedestrians and bicycle trips and mode shifts 
are expected with implementation and are further explained in the Master Plan.         
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Education Encouragement
Conduct in-class pedestrian or bicyclist safety to students Hold a Walk to School event

Host a Bicycle Rodeo to practice pedestrian or bicyclist safety skills with students Conduct a walking school bus/bicycle train program

Educate parents about laws requiring yielding to pedestrians and bicyclists Use a frequent Walker Punch Card

Develop an “Eyes on the Street” program-initiate awareness with leaving fliers on 
vehicles or handing out “I helped keep our students safe!” tickets or gift certificates 

to local businesses to incentivize safe driving 
Promote a Morning or Recess Mile Program

Use technology, clever videos featuring students and parents Engage parent volunteers to participate, promote a 
meet up location and walking routes, offer incentives 

to students that walk to school, work with law 
enforcement to chaperone routes, and create a 

celebratory atmosphere at schools, during the first 
Wednesday of October (designated International 

Walk to School Day)

Publish safe bicycle-riding and walking tips and have brochures available at 
community centers, City Hall, parks and schools

Work with California Highway Patrol to bring youth-focused safety programs to 
San Fernando, such as “Start Smart”, “Impact Teen Driver”, and “Every 15 Minutes” 

programs to new drivers

Continue to provide Safety Valet Training to train parent volunteers to manage pick-
up and drop-off traffic. Create regularly occurring training schedule, rather than 

on-demand program Offers tools like maps, flags, safety vests, whistles, 
and others, to parents to create and maintain a 

walking school bus program, which includes regular 
walking routes and leave times from certain locations

Continue to provide classroom presentations, including on career days, to enhance 
driver, pedestrian, and cyclist safety awareness

Continue to include Bicycle Safety Practices as part of its information to parents. 
Allow all students to ride, regardless of bicycle registration status

Enforcement Evaluation
Develop a driver education campaign to encourage slowing down Conduct Walkability and Bike-ability Audits bi-

annually to assess progress with traffic flow, safety, 
and drop off/pick up areas.

Using a speed trailer

Beginning a school safety patrol

Enforcing no parking in drop-off and pick-up areas Every two years, the City should develop a Bicycle 
and Pedestrian Safety Report tracking measures 

identified in Chapter 4
Issue citations for double parking or otherwise illegally parked vehicles during 

school drop off and pick up hours.

Create Parent Hotline to report illegal parking, etc.  

Creative ways to ticket illegal parking and driving

Parent volunteers to enforce and educate

Work with local public works department to modify parking and stopping 
restrictions

Partner with Law Enforcement to conduct targeted speed limit and crosswalk 
enforcement operations at the school, speak at SRTS assemblies and serve on SRTS 

Committee.

Improve School Drop off and pick up zones Engineering 
(See Proposed Improvements)

SFPD and LASPD will provide enforcement at each school in San Fernando, at least 
twice per month

Ensure provision of at least 20 secure bicycle parking 
spots at each school

SFPD and LASPD can monitor speeds and enforce laws in areas of the City using 
Bicycle units, further creating a presence of cyclists in San Fernando

Traffic Calming 

Continue to grow the City’s crossing guard program, ensuring crossing guards at 
each school

Improve Visibility 

Pass out bike/ped safety materials and equipment during National Night Out; Law 
enforcement can dialogue with residents about safe walking and bicycling

Delineating School Zones

An incentive program that can be administered by law enforcement to those who 
are engaging in safe walking and bicycling behavior. Typically targets youth and 

provides incentives such as gift certificates
Define Drop-Off & Pick-Up Areas

Table 43: Proposed Programs and Policies (All Schools)
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GRADES: 9-12

ENROLLMENT:  474 students (2016)

FITNESSGRAM11 DATA RESULTS: Not Applicable

DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS: Lower 
middle Class (85% of students low income) 94.9% 
Hispanic, 2.3% White, 1.5 Asian, 1.2% Black. 
English language Learners: 11%, 52% Female/48% 
Male, 9% in gifted/talented program. 62.7% eligible 
for free lunch. 12% have a learning disability.

Cesar Chavez Learning Academies 1001 Arroyo Avenue, San Fernando, CA 91340

Existing Transportation Conditions and Programs 
In the Fall of 2016, a voluntary Travel Tally was collected at participating school sites in the City of San 
Fernando to determine how school-aged students are getting to and from school each day.  The Travel Tally 
was developed to help measure how students get to school and whether the SRTS program affects trips to 
and from school. Teachers can use this form to record specific information about how children arrive and 
depart from school each day for a week. The Travel Talley was administered in-class by teachers to students 
over a consecutive two-day time frame.  Monday and Friday were not permitted as tally days.   The Travel 
Tally gathered baseline data on existing commute to school patterns and insights into challenges around 
school site infrastructure, streets and the public transportation amenities offered by the schools.  As the 
Plan’s programs unfold, they should show increases in the number of students walking and bicycling.  Since 
engineering improvements (physical modifications made to streets and intersections) will likely be made after 
this planning effort ends, initial improvements are more likely to result initially from the implementation of 
“5E” programs alone.  Further increases can be expected once the physical improvements are made. 

Walk Bike School Bus Family Vehicle Carpool Transit Other

AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM
10.9% 21.5% 1% .1% 3% .5% 73.3% 60.5% 4% 3.9% 2.9% 5.1% 4.8% 7.3%

A majority of the students at Cesar Chavez Learning Academies are driven or drive to school and many walk 
to school. Biking and other forms of transportation are low. This could have a correlation with the lack of 
bicycle infrastructure. In the afternoon, more students walk, bike, carpool, take transit, or another form of 
transportation.  

Table 44: Travel Tally (Cesar Chavez Learning Academies)

1 Fitnessgram is a comprehensive fitness assessment battery for youth that assesses cardiovascular fitness, muscle strength, 
muscular endurance, flexibility, and body composition.
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Existing Programs and Policies
Through individual school site meetings and research on existing programs, data was gathered on the 
following school-level and/or district programs and policies that help implement or harm the efforts to 
increase walking, bicycling or skateboarding to school:

• School recently formed PTSA 

• School currently hosts afterschool and summer programs, including the College Center, which 
is open 9-5pm daily in order for students to access resources for college and career planning.   
Afterschool clubs including Adventure Seekers (sports program) and Run LA (active runners program) 
meet after school from 3:45-4:45pm in order for students to participate in afterschool games and off 
campus activities.   Other clubs hold walkathons.

• No crossing guard program at this school site 

• School does not have a valet program

• Four wave-loop bike racks are available on campus (approximately utilized by 42 bicycles and higher 
number of skateboards)

• Current policy is to walk bicycles on campus.

• School receives services from the Los Angeles School Police Department’s (LASPD) Motor Unit, 
formed in 2002.  The unit’s main focus is to provide traffic safety for the students while traveling to 
and from school.   The LASPD Motor officers are responsible for providing driver, pedestrian, and 
cyclist safety awareness through traffic education, engineering, enforcement and investigations.  

 » Current issue includes multiple bike thefts per year. 

• School has not accessed services from the LASPD Safe Passages Motorcycle Task Force coordinate 
the Safety Valet Program for Schools to train parent volunteers and school personnel on how to 
set up valets to assist students and parents with a safe way to exit their vehicles and enter the 
campuses. 
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Map 33: Common Routes with Pedestrian and Bicycle Involved Collisions  (Cesar Chavez Learning 
Academies)

Common Routes and Collisions
The school is surrounded by a commercial area consisting of a swap meet directly south of the school and 
distribution centers and light manufacturing. Glenoaks Blvd is a high speed arterial road where many accidents 
occur near the school. Traffic calming measures should be initiated to accommodate students, faculty, and 
staff that walk, bike, or skate to school. Glenoaks Blvd along Pacoima Wash and Arroyo Ave lack bicycle 
infrastructure but have adequate sidewalks. Due to the lack of car traffic, the introduction of walking and 
biking infrastructure along the Pacoima Wash could ease traffic accidents involving pedestrian and cyclists.  
Common routes to the school include Arroyo Ave, along the schools drop-off/pick-up frontage, and along 
Glenoaks Blvd from the south. 

Crash data obtained from SWITRS shows a series of pedestrian accidents along Glenoaks Blvd between North 
Brand Blvd and Arroyo Ave with four pedestrian involved collisions and one bicycle involved collision within ¼ 
mile of Cesar Chavez Learning Academies as shown on Map 33 below.  
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Community Engagement - SASMP 
Workshop
A Safe and Active Streets Master Plan (SASMP) 
workshop was conducted on September 20, 
2016.  The following key stakeholders attended: 
School Principal, Parent Center Coordinator, 
school crossing guard, school police, parents and 
representatives from Public Health Advocacy, 
LADPH, and LAUSD.  The workshop was held to 
gather public input into the Safe and Active Streets 
Master Plan summarized below.  

Based on field visits, observations, SASMP 
Workshop, meetings with school Principals, staff 
and parents, the following safety issues were 
raised: 

General

• The rush to get students to school, given 
there are two bell schedules for students 
to arrive in the morning start time is 
causing problems within the school zone.   
Other factors include: 

 » Limited number of gates open to enter 
the school site creates congestion at 
one or two locations primarily in the 
morning, but also in the afternoon 
when school lets out and parents pick 
up students. 

 » The school currently has only one drop 
off and pick up zone along Arroyo 
Ave directly in front of the school.  It 
is the only street you can access the 
school from.  The curb is currently red 
along Arroyo Ave creating conflicts for 
parents to legally drop off students and 
as a result use other danger means to 
drop off students including mid-block 
drop offs and pick up.   

 » School currently does not have a valet 
program and lacks parent volunteers 
necessary to sustain a program.  

• Other concerns focused around bad 
driving behaviors. Field visits confirmed 
that infrastructure is often old, out of 
date, and deteriorated which can lead to 
drivers, pedestrians, and bicyclists not 
understanding how to interact with each 
other. 

Safety Concerns

• Morning drivers not following traffic signal 
rules and running red light

• Concern with registered sex offenders 
around school site

Citywide 

• Pioneer Park and Pacoima Wash is unsafe-
homeless, drugs, gang activity 

• For the students who live on the opposite 
side of the 118 Freeway, parents are 
concerned about having their kids walk 
through those under crossings as there are 
homeless encampments there.

• Vaughn St/Foothill Blvd - mobile homes, 
debris on the road, and homeless activity.

• Glenoaks Ave underpass under 118 unsafe

• Public transit bus stations around the 
schools do not provide shade relief for 
students during hot sunny days

Location –Specific Issues: 

• There are no sidewalks along Arroyo Ave 
between Foothill Blvd and School site.

• Route from Arroyo Ave between the 
school and Foothill Blvd only have one 
sidewalk which is on the east side of the 
street, the far side from the school. 

• If they choose to not use that sidewalk 
they walk either in the road, on an uneven 
grassy parkway, or through the private 
parking lot in front of Fresh & Ready 
Foods.  

• The school often receives complaints from 
Fresh & Ready Foods about students using 
their private property lot.  

• Walking through this lot provides a direct 
path through to the Sam’s Club Mall.
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Existing Physical Conditions and Proposed Infrastructure Improvements
Site specific locations around the school have been identified, particularly intersections and pedestrian 
crosswalks that need enhanced visibility.  They are critical links that connect neighborhoods in the City of San 
Fernando and the City of Los Angeles to classrooms for students, faculty, staff, parents, and visitors.  

See recommendations map pinpointing the specific locations and extent of recommended improvements as 
listed below. Improvement costs and timing has been estimated for future capital programming purposes. 
Costs are estimated to be “Low”, “Medium”, or “High”. Timing and urgency is estimated to be “Immediate”, 
“Near-Term”, or “Long-Term”. Refer to the San Fernando Safe and Active Streets Plan to get the full set of 
Citywide proposed improvements.
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Map 34: School Site Facilities (Cesar Chavez Learning Academies)
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Location Existing Physical Conditions Proposed Improvements Problem and Solution

1: Arroyo 
Avenue 
between 
Eighth Street 
and School 
Delivery

Arroyo Ave serves industrial distribution 
uses with heavy truck traffic. The roadway 
is one lane in each direction.  There is a 
grassy berm on the west side of Arroyo Ave 
between the industrial distribution building 
and the northern boundary of the school 
campus but no sidewalk. There is a roadway 
buffer marking on the west side of Arroyo 
Ave.  There is no signage indicating a school 
nearby.

New Sidewalk
Pedestrian, Off-Site: Install sidewalk along the west 
side of Arroyo Ave where there is currently only a 
grassy landscaped berm between the street, curb and 
industrial distribution building and buffer area. Cost: 
Medium. Urgency: Immediate.   

Students are walking along the 
grassy berm or in the street 
within the painted buffer 
area causing a dangerous 
situation with heavy truck 
traffic. A sidewalk will provide 
a designated walking path for 
students traveling from the north. 

2. Pacoima 
Wash 

The Pacoima Wash transects the eastern 
section of the City from north to south and 
runs directly behind the school. Both sides 
of the Wash are lined with a mix of industrial 
and residential buildings. The Wash is fenced 
off but a few openings have been created by 
trespassers.   

New Route
Pedestrian & Bicycle, On- and Off-Site:  Create a 
Class I Bike Path and a pedestrian pathway along 
the Pacoima Wash as a viable and safe route to 
school. Include associated safety and security 
measures and improvements. Coordinate with 
local law enforcement and the Los Angeles County 
Department of Public Works and Flood Control 
District. Include an entry gate at the rear of the 
school. Cost: High. Urgency: Near-Term. 

The Wash provides a good 
opportunity to create an active 
transportation route through the 
City with a designated access, 
portal entry for the school. Safety 
considerations are key to making 
this a viable route with concerns 
about personal safety and 
physical safety. 

3. On-Site 
Parking Lot 
at Borden 
Avenue 
and Arroyo 
Avenue

There is an on-site parking lot at the south 
end of the school with a signalized entrance 
at the T-intersection of Arroyo Ave and 
Borden Ave. 

Drop Off/Pick Up
Pedestrian, On Site:  Create an on-site drop off and 
pick up area within the existing school parking lot at 
the signalized intersection. Cueing to occur at the 
rear of the parking lot to avoid conflicts with current 
drop off and pick up on Arroyo Avnue.  Cost: Low. 
Urgency: Near-Term.   

On-site cuing and drop of 
and pick up of students and 
passengers is more desirable for 
both avoiding pedestrian-vehicle 
conflicts and to help reduce 
roadway congestion in am and 
pm peak periods on Arroyo 
Avnue. 

4. On-Site 
Parking Lot 
at Borden 
Avenue and 
Arroyo Street

Arroyo Ave is one lane in each direction 
except for the southbound lane fronting the 
school which has two southbound lanes, a 
curbside drop off lane with some parking 
restrictions, and in-road flexible bollards. 

Drop Off/Pick Up 
Pedestrian, On- and Off-Site: Discourage vehicle 
drop off and pick up on Arroyo Ave and designate 
a school frontage zone giving priority to walk up 
pedestrians and bicyclists. Cost: Low. Urgency: 
Immediate.

Current drop off and pick up in 
front of the school causes traffic 
congestion in the am and pm 
peak periods. The cuing curbside 
lane is not long enough to 
accommodate the large number 
of vehicles in the peak periods.

5.  Industrial 
Business Park 
to the North 

There are industrial buildings and one lane in 
each direction on both sides of Arroyo Ave 
to the north of the school.  All sides of the 
signalized intersection of Arroyo Ave and 
Eighth St have standard white crosswalks.  
There is no school signage. 

Improved Route
Pedestrian, On- and Off-Site:  Work with businesses 
to the north of the school to create a safe route 
along improved pathways from Foothill Blvd to the 
north to the school entrance on Arroyo Ave to the 
south. Cost: Low. Urgency: Immediate.

Establishing and identifying 
common routes would improve 
safety around schools.

6.  Arroyo 
Avenue 
and Borden 
Avenue 
Intersection  

Arroyo Ave accommodates 3,360 vehicles 
just south of this intersection.  There are 
standard yellow crosswalks on all four sides 
of the signalized intersection of Borden Ave 
and Arroyo Ave.  Arroyo Ave and Borden 
Ave have one lane in each direction, and 
there is no school signage.  The surrounding 
area to the south includes the San Fernando 
Swapmeet which operates on certain days. 
There are industrial buildings and outside 
storage spaces on the east side of Arroyo 
Ave. 

Crosswalks
Pedestrian, Off-Site:  Install continental crosswalks 
at signalized intersection with pedestrian countdown 
signals. Cost: Low. Urgency: Immediate.

Continental crosswalks (white) 
are more visible and desirable 
crosswalk treatment for improved 
safety.

Table 45: Existing and Proposed On- and Off-Site Improvements Around School (Cesar Chavez Learning 
Academies)
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Location Existing Physical Conditions Proposed Improvements Problem and Solution

7.  Arroyo 
Avenue and 
Eighth Street 
Intersection

All four sides of the signalized four-leg 
intersection of Arroyo Ave and Eighth St 
have standard white crosswalks and the 
roadway has one lane in each direction.  
There is no school signage.

Crosswalks 
Pedestrian, Off-Site:  Install continental crosswalks 
with advanced stop lines at signalized intersection. 
Cost: Low. Urgency: Immediate. 

Continental crosswalks (white) 
are a more visible and desirable 
crosswalk treatment for improved 
safety.

8. Surrounding 
school

The school is surrounded by industrial 
buildings to the north and east, a swapmeet 
to the south, and the Pacoima Wash to the 
west.  Arroyo Ave, Borden Ave, and Eighth 
St all have one lane in each direction and 
there is no school signage.  The signalized 
intersection at Arroyo Ave and Borden Ave 
has standard yellow crosswalks on all sides.  
The signalized intersection at Arroyo Ave and 
Eighth St has standard white crosswalks on 
all sides. There is no school zone and speed 
limit signage. There is no pavement marking 
for school crossing.

Signage/Markings 
Pedestrian, Off-Site:  Install signage and pavement 
markings for school areas in accordance with 
the California MUTCD. Cost: Medium. Urgency: 
Immediate. 

The school has limited visibility to 
vehicles and trucks along Arroyo 
Ave. There is no pavement 
markings or signage indicating 
an adjacent school. The school 
is located in a heavy industrial 
and distribution area and the 
existence of the school is more 
non-traditional since schools are 
more often found in residential 
areas. Alerting drivers through 
signage and other cues is 
important to signal that students 
are nearby.

9. Trolley Stop 
on Borden 
Avenue

There is a City trolley stop on the west side 
of Arroyo Ave with a buffer zone in front of it 
indicated by crosshatched lines.

Transit 
Pedestrian; Off-Site: Encourage use of the City 
trolley circulator system and enhance the existing 
stop by adding additional information about routes, 
schedules, destinations, etc. Cost: Medium. Urgency: 
Immediate.

Increased use of the City’s trolley 
transit system by school students, 
parents, and staff will reduce the 
number of vehicle trips and help 
to reduce conflicts.
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Pacoima Wash
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Figure 34: Proposed Improvements (Cesar Chavez Learning Academies: Pacoima Wash)

Figure 35: Proposed Improvements (Cesar Chavez Learning Academies: Arroyo Avenue and Borden Avenue)

01/16/18 CC Meeting Agenda Page 306 of 521



Safe and Active Streets | San Fernando Master Plan DRAFT184

Proposed Programs and Policies
The SASMP Workshop, provided parents an opportunity to review existing Safe Routes to School programs 
and policies that have been proven successful on a national level and generate a list of ideas they would like 
administration to implement at the school site.  Since school administrators, law enforcement and parents 
are key to a successful Safe Routes to School programs, it is critical that school site develop a Safe Routes to 
School (SRTS) Committee to design and implement the following programs to encourage, educate, enforce 
and evaluate Safe Routes to School efforts to increase the number of children walking and bicycling to 
school, student traffic education and driver enforcement.

Please refer to Table 43 Proposed Programs and Policies for a comprehensive list of beneficial programs and 
policies  for implementation.

School Level Policies

In addition to programs, school-level policies are effective means that should be changed enacted in order to 
encourage, enforce, and educate the student/parent population

• Assess impact of two arrival schedules for students and impact to morning drop-off congestion.

• Restructure the arrival and departure gates to decrease sidewalk congestion and also improve drop-
off/ pickup during peak traffic times.

Implementation
Table 45 includes proposed projects and improvements considered to be the most important and cost 
effective for physical changes around the school given travel patterns, common routes, collisions, and 
feedback received during the public outreach process. Priority is given to safety for pedestrians around 
the school including school children, parents, adults, and care-givers traveling to the school by foot from 
surrounding neighborhoods. Phasing and timing for project implementation are categorized as “Immediate” 
for the highest priority consideration or “Near-Term” for the second phase of implementation. 

Implementation and prioritization for the school should focus on those improvements that better locate 
and direct drop-off/pickup to prevent cueing congestion on Arroyo Ave in the morning and afternoon 
peak school times. Common routes to school should be improved addressing safety concerns, particularly 
industrial truck traffic surrounding the school. The Pacoima Wash should be improved as an additional school 
route since common routes to school are limited and present challenges within the primarily industrial and 
commercial neighborhood. Coordination between neighboring businesses should be conducted to facilitate 
and improve routes often taken by students from neighborhoods to the north.      

Implementation of Proposed “5 E” Programs and Policies detailed in Table 43, will be most effective 
when school site administrators, law enforcement, school and parent groups form Safe Routes to School 
Committees at school.  These Committees should be tasked to plan and implement education and 
encouragement programs, including: valet program along Arroyo Ave and expand bicycle facilities and 
storage for scooters and skateboards.   Monitoring of progress will be most effective under evaluation and 
tracking of best practices through maintenance plan.  
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1525 Glenoaks Boulevard, San Fernando, CA 91340GRADES: Pre K-6

ENROLLMENT:  80 students (2016)

FITNESSGRAM1 DATA RESULTS: In Aerobic 
Capacity 77% of 5th graders fell within the Healthy 
Fitness Zone; In Body Composition 45% of 5th 
graders fell within the Healthy Fitness Zone

DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS: The student 
body is comprised of 47% Hispanic, 45% White, 
5% Black, 3% Asian/Pacific Islander.

Glenoaks Christian Elementary 
School (includes the San Fernando Academy of 
Scientific Exploration)

1525 Glenoaks Blvd, San Fernando, CA 91340

Glenoaks Christian Elementary School shares facilities with the San Fernando Academy of Scientific 
Exploration. The schools share entrances, exits and surrounding roadways. Consequently, existing programs, 
policies and issues are shared. 

Existing Transportation Conditions and Programs 
In the Fall of 2016, a voluntary Travel Tally was collected at participating school sites in the City of San 
Fernando to determine how school-aged students are getting to and from school each day.  The Travel Tally 
was developed to help measure how students get to school and whether the SRTS program affects trips to 
and from school. Teachers can use this form to record specific information about how children arrive and 
depart from school each day for a week. The Travel Talley was administered in-class by teachers to students 
over a consecutive two-day time frame.  Monday and Friday were not permitted as tally days.   The Travel 
Tally gathered baseline data on existing commute to school patterns and insights into challenges around 
school site infrastructure, streets and the public transportation amenities offered by the schools.  As the 
Plan’s programs unfold, they should show increases in the number of students walking and bicycling.  Since 
engineering improvements (physical modifications made to streets and intersections) will likely be made after 
this planning effort ends, initial improvements are more likely to result initially from the implementation of 
“5E” programs alone.  Further increases can be expected once the physical improvements are made. 

This school opted not to participate in the Travel Tally.

1 Fitnessgram is a comprehensive fitness assessment battery for youth that assesses cardiovascular fitness, muscle strength, 
muscular endurance, flexibility, and body composition.
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Existing Programs and Policies
Through individual school site meetings and research on existing programs, data was gathered on the 
following school-level and/or district programs and policies that help implement or harm the efforts to 
increase walking, bicycling or skateboarding to school:

• School currently hosts afterschool and summer programs

• No  crossing guard program at this school site 

• School does not have a valet program

• One single sided grid bike rack is are available on campus (approximately utilized by 5 bicycles)

• Current policy is to walk bicycles on campus

• Strong parental engagement.  School piloted PIQE (Parents Institute for Quality Education) which 
offered a series of workshops including health screenings, fitness, and post -secondary education

• School receives services from the Los Angeles School Police Department’s (LASPD) Motor Unit, 
formed in 2002.  The unit’s main focus is to provide traffic safety for the students while traveling to 
and from school.   The LASPD Motor officers are responsible for providing driver, pedestrian, and 
cyclist safety awareness through traffic education, engineering, enforcement and investigations.  

 » Current issue includes multiple bicycle thefts per year.  

• School has not accessed services from the LASPD Safe Passages Motorcycle Task Force coordinate 
the Safety Valet Program for Schools to train parent volunteers and school personnel on how to 
set up valets to assist students and parents with a safe way to exit their vehicles and enter the 
campuses. 
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Glenoaks Christian Elementary School Site

Common Routes and Collisions

The School is surrounded by residential neighborhoods on all four sides and a local park to the east. 
Glenoaks Blvd divides the neighborhoods and is a high speed, high crash, arterial that serves a large portion 
of the City and the northern San Fernando Valley. Traffic calming measures should consider localized 
pedestrian and bicycle activity.  Common routes to the school follow Glenoaks Blvd at the southern 
boundary and Harding Ave along the schools primary drop-off/pick-up zone.  

Crash data obtained from SWITRS (Statewide Integrated Traffic Records System) shows a series of pedestrian 
and bicycle collisions along Glenoaks Blvd, with three pedestrian collisions within a ¼-mile area around the 
School as shown on Map 35 below.  

Map 35: School Enrollment Boundary (Glenoaks Christian Elementary School)
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Community Engagement - SASMP 
Stakeholder Meetings 
Based on field visits, observations, SASMP 
stakeholder meetings with school Principals, staff 
and parents, the following safety issues were 
raised: 

General

• The rush to get students to school, given 
there are two bell schedules for students 
to arrive in the morning start time is 
causing problems within the school zone.   
Other factors include: 

• There are no pedestrian crossing signals, 
“countdown” pedestrian traffic signals, 
pedestrian hybrid beacons, rectangular 
rapid flash beacons at traffic signals in 
school’s walk/bike zone

• There are no bike lanes or bike routes in 
school’s walk/bike zone. 

• School does not have traffic safety plan or 
crossing guard program 

• School has no bicycle parking for the 
student body  

• Sidewalks are in acceptable condition 
(Some cracked, bucked or missing sections 
and have few or no obstacles (garbage 
bins, signs, utility poles)

• Some improvements have already been 
made to the school site: New high visibility 
cross walk (Yellow Ladder), ADA curb 
ramp and wide advanced stop bars from 
SRTS Cycle 7 Constructions on Harding/
Glenoaks

Safety Concerns

• No designated walk zone at end of street 
so students with parents walk into the 
street in order to cross.

Citywide 

• 4 way signaled intersection

• There is two streets, adjacent to school 
where students can walk or bike onto 
property that is two lanes.

• There is signage indicating 25MPH speed 
limit in school zone.

• The curb radius medium size (30) feet near 
the school zone

• The main drop off zone (in front of the 
school).

• Marked crosswalks are prevalent 
throughout walk/bike zone.

• Sidewalks are prevalent throughout 
school’s walk/bike zone.   

• There are no raised medians or refuges 
within the bike/walk zone.  

• There are no modern (bike/walk-
connected) cul-de-sacs in school’s walk/
bike zone.   

• Existing school zone signs are discolored 
and faded.

General city-wide challenges identified across all 
engagement activities included: 

• Gang/drug activity

• Lack of adequate lighting 

• Unsafe and damaged sidewalks

• There is supervision at crossings 
(unofficial), but no crossing guards
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Existing Physical Conditions and Proposed Infrastructure Improvements
Site specific locations around the school have been identified, particularly intersections and pedestrian 
crosswalks that need enhanced visibility.  They are critical links that connect neighborhoods in the City of 
San Fernando and the City of Los Angeles to classrooms for students, faculty, staff, parents, and visitors.  

See recommendations map pinpointing the specific locations and extent of recommended improvements as 
listed below. Improvement costs and timing has been estimated for future capital programming purposes. 
Costs are estimated to be “Low”, “Medium”, or “High”. Timing and urgency is estimated to be “Immediate”, 
“Near-Term”, or “Long-Term”. Refer to the San Fernando Safe and Active Streets Plan to get the full set of 
Citywide proposed improvements.
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Map 36: School Site Facilities (Glenoaks Christian Elementary School)
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Location Existing Physical Conditions Proposed Improvements Problem and Solution

1. Harding 
Avenue and 
Glenoaks 
Boulevard 

There is currently a four way signaled 
intersection with standard white crosswalk 
markings at the intersection of Harding St 
and Glenoaks Blvd. The surrounding area 
is a mix of commercial and residential uses. 
Glenoaks Blvd is a high volume arterial 
roadway with two lanes in each direction. 

Intersection Improvements
Pedestrian: Improve intersection with high visibility 
crosswalk in white continental style with advanced 
stop bars. Add pedestrian crossing and traffic signals, 
add rapid flashing beacons indicating the schools 
walk/bike zone.

This intersection is the primary 
crossway that parent and 
student pedestrians use to 
access the schools entrance.

2. Front 
Entrance 
to School, 
Midblock 
on Harding 
Avenue 
between 
Glenoaks 
Boulevard and 
Warren Street

The schools main entrance and main drop 
off zone is midblock on Harding Ave, north 
of Glenoaks Blvd. There is a teacher parking 
lot with driveway access and one 15 MPH 
speed bump in front of the entrance. There 
are no designated crosswalks, medians, 
or refuges in the schools walk/bike zone. 
Harding Ave is a low volume residential 
street, Pioneer Park is located directly across 
the street. A trolley stop is located on its east 
side. Traffic volume is low at 2,320 vehicles 
per day.

Drop Off/Pick Up
Better define, with signage and other physical cue, 
the school entrance and drop off/pick up zone.

Provides a better drop- off and 
pick- up zone.

3. Workman 
Street and 
Glenoaks 
Boulevard 

Workman St is the other primary road that 
provides access to campus. Workman St is 
a low volume, residential street with one 
lane traveling in each direction Workman 
St and Glenoaks Blvd form a T intersection 
that is controlled by a one-way stop sign at 
Workman St. There is no school signage on 
Glenoaks Blvd.

Intersection Improvements
Improve intersection for pedestrians. Consider 
various options.

There is minimal indication of 
school’s walk/bike zone and the 
nearest crosswalk for students 
to use to cross Glenoaks is to 
the south, at the intersection 
of Glenoaks Blvd and Orange 
Grove Ave.

4. Alexander 
Street and 
Glenoaks 
Boulevard 

This is a four way intersection acting as 
two T intersections with in-road bollards to 
prevent thru traffic across Glenoaks Blvd. 
Alexander St is a residential street with 
one lane traveling in each direction. Traffic 
approaching Glenoaks Blvd is controlled by 
a stop sign and right turn only sign: no thru 
or left turns are allowed. There is a standard 
style crosswalk across one side of Glenoaks 
Blvd that has no signal or pedestrian crossing 
signs, and is partially obstructed by the 
bollards. 

Traffic Calming
Consider traffic calming, signage, and pedestrian 
signals to improve safety conditions along Glenoaks 
Blvd. 

Improved conditions for 
pedestrians and addresses 
modal conflicts.

5. Hagar 
Street and 
Glenoaks 
Boulevard 

This is a four way, unsignalized intersection 
that is acting as two T intersections with 
in-road bollards to prevent thru traffic across 
Glenoaks Blvd. Hagar St is a residential street 
with one lane traveling in each direction. 
The traffic approaching Glenoaks Blvd from 
either side on Hagar St is controlled by a 
stop sign and right turn only sign. There 
are no crosswalks across Glenoaks Blvd 
on either side and there are no crosswalks 
across Hagar St. Traffic volume on Glenoaks 
Blvd at this location is high at 19,700 
vehicles per day. 

Traffic Calming
Consider traffic calming, signage, and pedestrian 
signals to improve safety conditions along Glenoaks 
Blvd.  

Improved conditions for 
pedestrians and addresses 
modal conflicts.

Table 46: Existing and Proposed On- and Off-Site Improvements Around School (Glenoaks Christian 
Elementary School)
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Figure 36: Proposed Improvements (Glenoaks Christian Elementary School)

Proposed Programs and Policies
The SASMP Workshop, provided parents an opportunity to review existing Safe Routes to School programs 
and policies that have been proven successful on a national level and generate a list of ideas they would like 
administration to implement at the school site.  Since school administrators, law enforcement and parents 
are key to a successful Safe Routes to School programs, it is critical that school site develop a Safe Routes to 
School (SRTS) Committee to design and implement the following programs to encourage, educate, enforce 
and evaluate Safe Routes to School efforts to increase the number of children walking and bicycling to 
school, student traffic education and driver enforcement.

Please refer to Table 43 Proposed Programs and Policies for a comprehensive list of beneficial programs and 
policies  for implementation.

School Level Policies

In addition to programs, school-level policies are effective means that should be changed enacted in order to 
encourage, enforce, and educate the student/parent population

Restructure the primary school entry for active transportation should be designated as the frontage zone 
along Eighth St. A secondary active transportation entrance should be created at the rear of the school along 
Adelphia Ave to be designated as the vehicle drop off and pick up zone providing adequate vehicle cuing in 
the am and pm peak periods. 
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Implementation
Table 46 includes proposed projects and improvements considered to be the most important and cost 
effective for physical changes around the school given travel patterns, common routes, collisions, and 
feedback received during the public outreach process. Priority is given to safety for pedestrians around 
the school including school children, parents, adults, and care-givers traveling to the school by foot from 
surrounding neighborhoods. Phasing and timing for project implementation are categorized as “Immediate” 
for the highest priority consideration or “Near-Term” for the second phase of implementation. 

Implementation and prioritization for the school should focus on those improvements to front entrance of 
school, midblock on Harding Ave, between Glenoaks Blvd and Warren St and better define school entrance 
and drop off/pick up zone along school frontage zone giving priority to walk up pedestrians and bicyclists 
along Harding Ave to highlight entry.  

Implementation of Proposed “5 E” Programs and Policies detailed in Table 43, will be most effective 
when school site administrators, law enforcement, school and parent groups form Safe Routes to School 
Committees at school.  These Committees should be tasked to plan and implement education and 
encouragement programs, including: valet program along Harding Ave and expand bicycle facilities and 
storage for scooters and skateboards.   Monitoring of progress will be most effective under evaluation and 
tracking of best practices through maintenance plan.  
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Existing Transportation Conditions and Programs 
In the Fall of 2016, a voluntary Travel Tally was collected at participating school sites in the City of San 
Fernando to determine how school-aged students are getting to and from school each day.  The Travel Tally 
was developed to help measure how students get to school and whether the SRTS program affects trips to 
and from school. Teachers can use this form to record specific information about how children arrive and 
depart from school each day for a week. The Travel Talley was administered in-class by teachers to students 
over a consecutive two-day time frame.  Monday and Friday were not permitted as tally days.   The Travel 
Tally gathered baseline data on existing commute to school patterns and insights into challenges around 
school site infrastructure, streets and the public transportation amenities offered by the schools.  As the 
Plan’s programs unfold, they should show increases in the number of students walking and bicycling.  Since 
engineering improvements (physical modifications made to streets and intersections) will likely be made after 
this planning effort ends, initial improvements are more likely to result initially from the implementation of 
“5E” programs alone.  Further increases can be expected once the physical improvements are made. 

This school opted not to participate in the Travel Tally.

1 Fitnessgram is a comprehensive fitness assessment battery for youth that assesses cardiovascular fitness, muscle strength, 
muscular endurance, flexibility, and body composition.

Gridley Street Elementary School 1907 Eighth Street, San Fernando, CA 91340

GRADES: K-6

ENROLLMENT:  657 students (2016)

FITNESSGRAM1 DATA RESULTS: In Aerobic 
Capacity 45.6% of 5th graders fell within the 
Healthy Fitness Zone; In Body Composition 47.6% 
of 5th graders fell within the Healthy Fitness Zone 

DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS: The student 
body is comprised of 95.4% Hispanic, 1.8% White, 
1.5% Black, .8% Asian; 45% Female 55% Male; 
84% qualify for free lunch; 11% have a learning 
disability.
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Existing Programs and Policies
Through individual school site workshops, meetings and research on existing programs, data was gathered on 
the following school-level and/or district programs and policies that help implement or harm the efforts to 
increase walking, bicycling or skateboarding to school: 

• School currently hosts afterschool and summer programs-Music classes, Library and Homework 
Club, YS Afterschool Playground and evening Computer Education Classes

• City funds Crossing guard program at this school site

• School recently made active transportation additions including: 

• Valet Program for Student Drop-offs (operating through limited parent volunteers) for one location 
only 

• Bike Rack or skateboard storage not available on campus

• School enforces policy that students that walk home must go to main office to sign out of campus 
for safety measures. 

• School receives services from the Los Angeles School Police Department’s (LASPD) Motor Unit, 
formed in 2002.  The unit’s main focus is to provide traffic safety for the students while traveling 
to and from school.  The LASPD Motor officers are responsible for providing driver, pedestrian, and 
cyclist safety awareness through traffic education, engineering, enforcement and investigations.  

• School receives services from the Office of Environmental Health and Safety (OEHS), Traffic and 
Pedestrian Safety Program and LASPD Safe Passages Motorcycle Task Force that coordinate the 
Safety Valet Program for Schools to train parent volunteers and school personnel on how to set up 
valets to assist students and parents with a safe way to exit their vehicles and enter the campuses.   
Traffic Safety Coordinator from OEHS is available to administrators to implement program and for 
follow up questions or concerns. 

01/16/18 CC Meeting Agenda Page 318 of 521



Safe and Active Streets | San Fernando Master Plan DRAFT196

Eighth St

O
ra

ng
e 

G
ro

ve
 A

ve

H
ar

di
ng

 S
t

M
ac

la
y 

St

A
rr

oy
o

Av
e

Glenoaks Blvd Glenoaks BlvdN
 B

ra
nd

 B
lv

d

M
ac

ne
il 

St

Fifth St

4th St

N
B

ra
nd

B
lv

d

M
ac

la
y

St

5th St

Pacoim
a

W
ash

Foothill Blvd

I- 210 Foothill Freeway

2nd St

1st St

Truman St

San Fernando Mission Trail (Bike Path)

H
ar

di
ng

St

O
ra

ng
e 

G
ro

ve
 A

ve

4th St

Hollister St

PUC Inspire
Charter Academy South

S
W

or
km

an
St

S
H

un
tin

gt
on

St

H
ub

ba
rd

 S
t

I- 210

M
ac

la
y 

St

Knox St

Seventh St

Borden Ave

PUC Nueva 
Esperanza

Cesar Chavez
Learning Academy

Gridley St 
Elementary School

Glenoaks 
Elementary School

Morningside 
Elementary School

Vista Del Valle
Dual Language

PUC Inspire
Charter Academy

Esri, HERE, DeLorme, MapmyIndia, © OpenStreetMap contributors, and
the GIS user community

Gridley Street Elementary School - Bike and Pedestrian Involved Collisions
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0 0.50.25 Miles

Map 37: Common Routes with Pedestrian and Bicycle Involved Collisions (Gridley Street 
Elementary School)

Common Routes and Collisions
The school is surrounded by residential neighborhoods with a park .7 miles to the south.  Foothill Blvd is 
the closest arterial road which lacks complete sidewalks and bicycle infrastructure. The residential streets 
surrounding the school lack bicycle infrastructure but have wide sidewalks.  Common routes to the school 
extend along Eighth St and Orange Grove Ave at the schools southern end.  

Crash data obtained from SWITRS (Statewide Integrated Traffic Records System) shows one pedestrian 
involved accident and one bicycle involved accident within ¼ mile from Gridley Elementary School as shown 
on Map 37.    
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Community Engagement - SASMP 
Workshop
A Safe and Active Streets Master Plan (SASMP) 
workshop was conducted on September 20, 
2016.  The following key stakeholders attended: 
School Principal, Parent Center Coordinator, 
school crossing guard, school police, parents and 
representatives from Public Health Advocacy, 
LADPH, and LAUSD.  The workshop was held to 
gather public input into the Safe and Active Streets 
Master Plan summarized below.  

Based on field visits, observations, SASMP 
Workshop, meetings with school Principals, staff 
and parents, the following safety issues were 
raised: 

General

• The rush to get students to school by the 
morning start time and dropping of siblings 
at neighboring schools is causing problems 
within the school zone.   Other factors 
include: 

• High Congestion due to majority of 
students (about 90%) being dropped off

• Limited number of gates open to enter the 
school site, creates congestion at one or 
two locations primarily in the morning, but 
also in the afternoon when school lets out 
and parents pick up students

• No storage for bikes, very few students 
bike to school.  

Safety Concerns

• Ensuring the safety of walking children 
amid gang violence and predators in the 
area is an issue.  Lockdown occurred this 
year on campus where gang members 
fired at each other.  

• Safety concerns for crossing guards due 
to distracted drivers on cell phones or 
purposely ignoring instructions and being 
disrespectful.  

• Safety concerns for younger children being 
dropped off at red curb and not walked to 
the gate by their parents.   This creates a 
problem for school buses to park and drop 
off along the front of school on Eighth St.  

• Dark crosswalks at night with minimal 
lighting.  

• Lack of law enforcement presence to 
patrol and enforce that parents not stop or 
park at red curb.  

Citywide 

• Concern with excessive potholes

Location – Specific Issues: 

• Lazard St and Eighth St: Missing crosswalks 
& High Congestion 

• Lazard St and Cometa Ave: High 
Congestion from outside city boundary 
impacting circulation around school

• The school’s current drop off and pick up 
is along Gridley St at a gate along the side 
of the school.  The common entrance is at 
the front of the school on Eighth St behind 
an onsite parking lot.  This entrance and 
parking is for teachers, staff, and visitors.  
Gridley St in the City of Los Angeles 
becomes Orange Grove Ave in the City of 
San Fernando, just north of Eighth St.  
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Existing Physical Conditions and Proposed Infrastructure Improvements
Site specific locations around the school have been identified, particularly intersections and pedestrian 
crosswalks that need enhanced visibility.  They are critical links that connect neighborhoods in the City of 
San Fernando and the City of Los Angeles to classrooms for students, faculty, staff, parents, and visitors.  

See recommendations map pinpointing the specific locations and extent of recommended improvements as 
listed below. Improvement costs and timing has been estimated for future capital programming purposes. 
Costs are estimated to be “Low”, “Medium”, or “High”. Timing and urgency is estimated to be “Immediate”, 
“Near-Term”, or “Long-Term”. Refer to the San Fernando Safe and Active Streets Plan to get the full set of 
Citywide proposed improvements.
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Map 38: School Site Facilities  (Gridley Street Elementary School)
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Location Existing Physical Conditions Proposed Improvements Problem and Solution

1. Rear of 
School along 
Adelphia 
Avenue and 
Lazard Street 

The school is surrounded by residential 
neighborhoods. Adelphia Ave is a local 
neighborhood street behind the school and 
terminates at Gridley St. Lazard St is a local 
neighborhood street along the western end 
of the school beginning at Eighth St and 
meeting Adelphia Ave. Both roadways have 
low volumes. The current school designated 
pick up and drop off is along Gridley St, on 
the east side of the school.   

Drop Off/Pick Up 
Pedestrian; On- and Off-Site:  Create a 
vehicle drop off and pick up area with cuing 
along the rear and west side of the school 
grounds with a pedestrian entry gate. 
Vehicles can cue along the rear roadways 
away from through traffic along Gridley St/
Orange Grove Ave and Eighth St. Cost: Low. 
Urgency: Immediate 

Student pick up and drop off causes am and 
pm peak vehicle congestion on surrounding 
roadways, particularly on Gridley St/Orange 
Grove Ave, an important north-south 
street serving neighborhoods in north San 
Fernando. This proposed new gate will 
relieve traffic congestion around the school 
in the am and pm peak periods and will 
help to reduce pedestrian/vehicle conflicts 
during drop off and pick up times.

2. Traditional 
School Entry 
on Eighth 
Street

The school is located within a residential 
neighborhood with the frontage in the City 
of San Fernando and a large portion of the 
school grounds in the City of Los Angeles. 
The traditional school frontage is on Eighth 
St. Gridley St is an important north-south 
roadway extending from Foothill Blvd at the 
north to First St at the southern end. The 
roadway changes name to Orange Grove 
Ave at Eighth St in the City of San Fernando. 
Traffic volumes are low on these streets 
outside of school am and pm peak periods. 

Drop Off/Pick Up 
Pedestrian; On- and Off-Site:  Prohibit 
vehicle drop off and pick up along the 
Eighth St and Gridley St sides of the School. 
Designate a school frontage zone giving 
priority to walk up pedestrians and bicyclists 
along Eighth St, the traditional school entry. 
Highlight this entry and create walking 
paths from the intersection of Gridley Ave 
and Eighth St around the frontage parking 
lot. Cost: Low. Urgency: Immediate

There is very limited and inconspicuous 
signage and faded pavement markings 
surrounding the school to indicate that this 
is a school zone and that vehicle speeds 
need to be reduced. New more highly visible 
signage and school crossing pavement 
markings will help to alert motorists that 
they are approaching a school zone.    

3. Gridley 
Street (Current 
Entry)   

Gridley St/Orange Grove Ave is a local 
roadway, one lane in each direction with a 
center dividing line and on-street parking. 
The roadway segment is surrounded by 
single family neighborhood from Foothill 
Blvd at the north to First St on the south. 
All intersections on this roadway are stop 
sign-controlled with the exception of the 
signalized intersection at Glenoaks Blvd.    

Drop Off/Pick Up 
Pedestrian; On- and Off-Site: Eliminate the 
current school entry and drop off/pick up 
zone along Gridley St. Cost: Low. Urgency: 
Immediate  

The Gridley St/Orange Grove Ave roadway 
segment from Foothill Blvd in the City 
of Los Angeles to the SCRRA railroad in 
the City of San Fernando is an important 
north-south roadway in the City and school 
activities should not impede with traffic 
flow. Eliminating the drop off on Gridley 
St will help to eliminate student/vehicle 
conflicts along this roadway.  

4. Orange 
Grove 
Avenue and 
Eighth Street 
Intersection     

The four-leg intersection at Orange Grove 
Ave and Eighth St is stop sign-controlled 
with crosswalks on all four sides (bulbouts 
currently under construction).  Orange 
Grove Ave and Eighth St both have one lane 
in each direction. The Eighth St segment 
between Orange Grove Ave and Lazard St 
has a green curb side loading zone in front 
of the school with a 15 MPH speed limit 
sign and speed bumps.

Intersection Improvement
Pedestrian; On- and Off-Site:  Install 
continental crosswalks at un-signalized, 
four-way stop intersection. Include 
pedestrian crossing signage and school 
zone signage. Highlight this intersection and 
make more visible with cues.  Cost: Medium. 
Urgency: Immediate 

This intersection is a primary crossing for 
neighborhood students with a volunteer 
crossing guard. Highlighting this intersection 
and adding more visible cues will help to 
alert motorists of pedestrians.  

5. Surrounding 
School

The school is surrounded by residential 
uses. The is no school zone signage or 
speed limit signage or pavement markings 
indicating school crossings.  

Identify School Zone
Install signage and pavement markings 
for school areas in accordance with the 
California MUTCD. Cost: Medium. Urgency: 
Immediate 

The addition of pavement markings and 
signage would help provide a visual cue to 
motorists that a school is near and to slow 
speeds as appropriate and safe.  

Table 47: Existing and Proposed On- and Off-Site Improvements Around School (Gridley Street 
Elementary School)
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Figure 37: Proposed Improvements (Gridley Street Elementary School: Adelphia Avenue)

Figure 38: Proposed Improvements (Gridley Street Elementary School: Eighth Street)
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Proposed Programs and Policies
The SASMP Workshop, provided parents an opportunity to review existing Safe Routes to School programs 
and policies that have been proven successful on a national level and generate a list of ideas they would like 
administration to implement at the school site.  Since school administrators, law enforcement and parents 
are key to a successful Safe Routes to School programs, it is critical that school site develop a Safe Routes to 
School (SRTS) Committee to design and implement the following programs to encourage, educate, enforce 
and evaluate Safe Routes to School efforts to increase the number of children walking and bicycling to 
school, student traffic education and driver enforcement.

Please refer to Table 47 Proposed Programs and Policies for a comprehensive list of beneficial programs and 
policies  for implementation.

School Level Policies

In addition to programs, school-level policies are effective means that should be changed enacted in order to 
encourage, enforce, and educate the student/parent population

Restructure the primary school entry for active transportation should be designated as the frontage zone 
along Eighth St. A secondary active transportation entrance should be created at the rear of the school along 
Adelphia Ave to be designated as the vehicle drop off and pick up zone providing adequate vehicle cuing in 
the am and pm peak periods. 

Implementation
Table 43 includes proposed projects and improvements considered to be the most important and cost 
effective for physical changes around the school given travel patterns, common routes, collisions, and 
feedback received during the public outreach process. Priority is given to safety for pedestrians around 
the school including school children, parents, adults, and care-givers traveling to the school by foot from 
surrounding neighborhoods. Phasing and timing for project implementation are categorized as “Immediate” 
for the highest priority consideration or “Near-Term” for the second phase of implementation. 

Implementation and prioritization for the school should focus on those improvements that better locate and 
direct drop-off/pickup to rear of school along Adelphia Ave and Lazard St to alleviate morning and afternoon 
peak school times and congestion at primary drop-off/pickup on Gridley St.  Common routes to school 
should be improved addressing safety concerns, particularly residential traffic surrounding the school. 

Implementation of Proposed “5 E” Programs and Policies detailed in Table 43, will be most effective 
when school site administrators, law enforcement, school and parent groups to form Safe Routes to 
School Committees at school.  These Committees should be tasked to plan and implement education and 
encouragement programs, including: Bike rack and skateboard storage program and parking valet for parents 
to drop off students along potential new drop-off/pickup locations.  Monitoring of progress will be most 
effective under evaluation and tracking of best practices through maintenance plan.  
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1 Fitnessgram is a comprehensive fitness assessment battery for youth that assesses cardiovascular fitness, muscle strength, 
muscular endurance, flexibility, and body composition.

GRADES: K-5

ENROLLMENT:  652 students (2016)

FITNESSGRAM1 DATA RESULTS: In Aerobic 
Capacity 56.2% of 5th graders fell within the 
Healthy Fitness Zone; In Body Composition 40% of 
5th graders fell within the Healthy Fitness Zone

DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS: The student 
body is comprised of a population of 98% Latino, 
89% Economically Disadvantaged, 38% English 
Learners, 10% Students with Disabilities, and 5% 
identified Gifted.  

Morningside Elementary School 576 N Maclay Avenue, San Fernando, CA 91340

Existing Transportation Conditions and Programs 
In the Fall of 2016, a voluntary Travel Tally was collected at participating school sites in the City of San 
Fernando to determine how school-aged students are getting to and from school each day.  The Travel Tally 
was developed to help measure how students get to school and whether the SRTS program affects trips to 
and from school. Teachers can use this form to record specific information about how children arrive and 
depart from school each day for a week. The Travel Talley was administered in-class by teachers to students 
over a consecutive two-day time frame.  Monday and Friday were not permitted as tally days.   The Travel 
Tally gathered baseline data on existing commute to school patterns and insights into challenges around 
school site infrastructure, streets and the public transportation amenities offered by the schools.  As the 
Plan’s programs unfold, they should show increases in the number of students walking and bicycling.  Since 
engineering improvements (physical modifications made to streets and intersections) will likely be made after 
this planning effort ends, initial improvements are more likely to result initially from the implementation of 
“5E” programs alone.  Further increases can be expected once the physical improvements are made.

Walk Bike School Bus Family Vehicle Carpool Transit Other

AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM
18.5% 21.6% .9% .4% .3% 0% 75.4% 71.6% 3.9% 5.1% .7% .9% .3% .4%

A majority of students go to and from school by family vehicle. The second most frequent form of 
transportation to and from school is walking. Morningside elementary has bikes racks and a small number of 
students utilizing them. The lack of utilization has a direct correlation with the lack of bicycle infrastructure, 
like painted lines on the streets. 

Table 48: Travel Tally  (Morningside Elementary School)
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Existing Programs and Policies
Through individual school site meetings and research on existing programs, data was gathered on the 
following school-level and/or district programs and policies that help implement or harm the efforts to 
increase walking, bicycling or skateboarding to school:

• School currently hosts afterschool and summer programs-Youth Services (YS)

• City funds Crossing guard program at this school site

• School recently made active transportation additions including: 

 » Valet Program for Student Drop-offs (operating through parent volunteers since 2013-Present) 

 » Bike Rack available on campus 

• School receives services from the Los Angeles School Police Department’s (LASPD) Motor Unit, 
formed in 2002.  The unit’s main focus is to provide traffic safety for the students while traveling to 
and from school.   The LASPD Motor officers are responsible for providing driver, pedestrian, and 
cyclist safety awareness through traffic education, engineering, enforcement and investigations. 

• School receives services from the LASPD Safe Passages Motorcycle Task Force coordinate the Safety 
Valet Program for Schools to train parent volunteers and school personnel on how to set up valets to 
assist students and parents with a safe way to exit their vehicles and enter the campuses. 
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Common Routes and Collisions
The school is along the edge of a residential neighborhood and along Maclay Ave, an arterial road and 
a commercial corridor. There is a park and public swimming pool ¾ of a mile to the east. The streets 
surrounding the school lack bicycle infrastructure, but have wide sidewalks directly outside of the school.   
Common routes to the school extend along Maclay Ave and Fifth St.  Secondary school access is along Brand 
Blvd at the rear of the school.  

Crash data obtained from SWITRS Statewide Integrated Traffic Records System) shows a series of pedestrian 
and bicyclist involved accidents within a ¼ mile from Morningside Elementary School along Maclay Ave and 
Brand Blvd as shown on Map 39 below.
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Morningside Elementary - Bike and Pedestrian Involved Collisions

Collisions (2009-2013)
Bike Involved Collision

Pedestrian Involved Collisions

School Sites

San Fernando City Boundary

Common Routes to Activity Centers

1/4 Mile Buffer

Morningside Elementary School

Map 39:  School Enrollment Boundary (Morningside Elementary School)
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Community Engagement - SASMP 
Workshop
A Safe and Active Streets Master Plan (SASMP) 
workshop was conducted on September 20, 
2016.  The following key stakeholders attended: 
School Principal, Parent Center Coordinator, 
school crossing guard, school police, parents and 
representatives from Public Health Advocacy, 
LADPH, and LAUSD.  The workshop was held to 
gather public input into the Safe and Active Streets 
Master Plan summarized below.  

Based on field visits, observations, SASMP 
Workshop, meetings with school Principals, staff 
and parents, the following safety issues were 
raised: 

General

• The rush to get students to school by the 
morning start time is causing problems 
within the school zone.   Other factors 
include: 

• Limited number of gates open to enter the 
school site, creates congestion at one or 
two locations primarily in the morning, but 
also in the afternoon when school lets out 
and parents pick up students. 

• Other concerns focused around bad 
driving behaviors. Field visits confirmed 
that infrastructure is often old, out of 
date, and deteriorated which can lead to 
drivers, pedestrians, and bicyclists not 
understanding how to interact with each 
other. 

Safety Concerns

• Crossing guard indicated that Maclay 
Ave is congested during morning and 
afternoon bell times and many drivers 
disregard the traffic light at Fifth St/ 
Maclay Ave.  She suggested that school 
police should be more involved during 
these times and that police visibility could 
serve as a deterrent for speeding, illegal 
turns, double parking and other dangerous 
driving practices.

• Maclay Ave (between First St toward 
Foothill Blvd): Community members 
appreciate the bike path that runs east/

west.  It provides a buffer zone between 
pedestrians and vehicle traffic.

• Several parents stated that they have 
multiple school drop-offs due to having 
children in different schools in the area. 

• School has an assigned crossing guard 
stationed at Maclay Ave/Fifth St. They 
have petitioned for an additional guard 
to assist with valet and directing children 
from the valet zone to their respective 
gates. Parent volunteers have provided 
relief in the meantime.

• Walkers and bicyclists are in danger due to 
distracted drivers on phone and morning 
drivers not following traffic signal rules and 
running red light.

• Parents are running late and speeding 
around school site in the morning.

• Major traffic on Maclay Ave (Morningside 
School) morning and after school hours

Citywide 

• City needs new pedestrian crossing at 
Brand Blvd and O’Melveny Ave.

• City needs to add flashing stop sign at 
Brand Blvd and Fifth St.

• Major traffic on Maclay Ave (Morningside 
Elementary School) morning and after 
school hours.

• City police needs to patrol school sites.

Location –Specific Issues: 

• Brand Blvd/ O’Melveny Ave: poor cross 
walk visibility.

• First St/Brand Blvd:  Low visibility on 
crosswalks, dangerous to cross during the 
day and especially evening

• Brand Blvd/ San Fernando Road: This has 
been described as a high volume crossing 
point for students

• Maclay Ave between Truman St and 
Glenoaks Blvd: Speeding, illegal turns. 
Maclay and Brand: Traffic valets are often 
disrupted by through traffic.  Sidewalk is 
often blocked by traffic valet.  
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Existing Physical Conditions and Proposed Infrastructure Improvements
Site specific locations around the school have been identified, particularly intersections and pedestrian 
crosswalks that need enhanced visibility.  They are critical links that connect neighborhoods in the City of 
San Fernando and the City of Los Angeles to classrooms for students, faculty, staff, parents, and visitors.  

See recommendations map pinpointing the specific locations and extent of recommended improvements as 
listed below. Improvement costs and timing has been estimated for future capital programming purposes. 
Costs are estimated to be “Low”, “Medium”, or “High”. Timing and urgency is estimated to be “Immediate”, 
“Near-Term”, or “Long-Term”. Refer to the San Fernando Safe and Active Streets Plan to get the full set of 
Citywide proposed improvements.
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Map 40: School Site Facilities (Morningside Elementary School)
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Location Existing Physical Conditions Proposed Improvements Problem and Solution

1. Brand 
Boulevard 
between Fifth 
Street and 
Morningside 
Court 

This roadway segment is within a residential 
neighborhood. There are two lanes, one in 
each direction. Traffic volumes are relatively 
low at up to 6,000 vehicles per day at Brand 
Blvd and Fifth St.

School Entry
Consider a secondary school entrance for 
vehicles student drop off and pick up at 
rear of school along Brand Blvd. Add an 
associated access gate for students and 
staff in the am and pm periods.  Cost: Low. 
Urgency: Immediate. 

Student pick up and drop off causes am and 
pm peak vehicle congestion on high volume 
roadways, particularly on Maclay Ave. This 
proposed secondary location provides a 
more appropriate drop off and pick up 
site to reduce the impact of school related 
traffic on City roadways.   

2. Surrounding 
School  

There is a school sign (speed 25 MPH) 
on Maclay Ave between Library St and 
Fifth St on Fifth St just east of Maclay 
Ave, and on Brand Blvd between Fifth St 
and Morningside Court. There is a “slow 
school Xing” pavement marking on Fifth St 
between Maclay Ave and Brand Blvd and 
on Brand Blvd between Morningside Court 
and Fifth St. 

Identify School Zone
Clarify the limits of the “School Zone” in 
accordance with the California Vehicle Code 
and other applicable guidelines and laws. 
Install school crossing pavement markings 
in accordance with the California Manual on 
Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD). 
Cost: Low. Urgency: Immediate.  

There is very limited and inconspicuous 
signage and faded pavement markings 
surrounding the school to indicate that this 
is a school zone and that vehicle speeds 
need to be reduced. New more highly visible 
signage and school crossing pavement 
markings will help to alert motorists that 
they are approaching a school zone.    

3. 
Morningside 
Court at 
Maclay 
Avenue

The Morningside Court segment between 
McNeil St and Maclay Ave has been 
converted to a one-way with no right turns 
in from Maclay Ave. There is angled on-site 
parking on one side. This segment is 26’ 
wide

School Entry
Eliminate angled parking and one way 
segment and create a drop off and pick up 
zone and relocate street parking.  Cost: 
Medium. Urgency: Near-Term  

The existing roadway modifications restricts 
traffic flow and redirects vehicles to 
alternative streets causing conflicts on the 
alternative streets. On street parking is not 
needed in this segment since the school site 
provides adequate parking. 

4. Maclay 
Avenue at 
School Entry 

The school’s primary entry has been 
designed to face Maclay Ave.

Drop Off/Pick Up
Prohibit vehicle drop off and pick up on 
Maclay Ave and designate a school frontage 
zone giving priority to walk up pedestrians 
and bicyclists. Cost: Low. Urgency: 
Immediate 

The School’s traditional entry is on the east 
side of Maclay Ave. The architecture of the 
school makes it clear this is the main school 
entry encouraging motorists to stop in front 
for easy drop off. The cueing for drop off 
and pick up on Maclay Ave causes backup 
on this busy arterial. 

5. Maclay 
Avenue and 
Fifth Street 

This signalized four-way intersection has 
the standard painted (yellow) crosswalks at 
each of the four approaches.  

Intersection Improvements
Install continental crosswalks at signalized 
intersection with pedestrian countdown 
signals.  Cost: Medium. Urgency: Immediate  

Continental crosswalks are a more visible 
and desirable crosswalk treatment for 
improved safety.

6. Maclay 
Avenue and 
Library Street   
Intersection  

This four-way intersection is signalized only 
at the Maclay Ave approaches. There is only 
one crosswalk across Maclay.  

Intersection Improvements 
Install continental crosswalks at this 
signalized intersection with pedestrian 
countdown signals. Cost: Medium. Urgency: 
Near-Term 

Continental crosswalks are a more visible 
and desirable crosswalk treatment for 
improved safety.

7. Maclay 
Avenue

There is no pavement markings indicating 
an adjacent school.

Identify School Zone
Install “School Zone” pavement markings 
and signage in accordance with the 
California MUTCD. Cost: Low. Urgency: 
Immediate 

The addition of pavement markings would 
help provide a visual cue to motorists that a 
school is near.

Table 49: Existing and Proposed On- and Off-Site Improvements Around School (Morningside Elementary 
School)
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Location Existing Physical Conditions Proposed Improvements Problem and Solution

8. Maclay 
Avenue

The school entrance is distinguished by the 
architecture but is somewhat hidden from 
street view due to the setback.

Visual Cues
Enhance school frontage zone with 
decorative sidewalks, retaining walls, 
landscaping, school signage, etc. to add 
to the street visibility of the school and 
highlight its importance and thus its visibility 
to motorists along Maclay. Cost: Medium. 
Urgency: Near-Term 

The school is somewhat hidden along 
Maclay Ave which is a major arterial in 
the City and the only north-south routes 
through the City. Maclay Ave between 
Fourth St and Glenoaks Blvd is within a 
dense strip commercial district with local-
serving businesses. Enhancing the school 
frontage with design elements will serve 
as a visual cue to motorists that a school 
is present and to watch for children and 
pedestrians.    

9. Fifth Street 
and Brand 
Boulevard

There are painted ladder crosswalks (yellow) 
at all four approaches of this 4-way stop 
sign controlled intersection. 

Crosswalks
Install continental crosswalks with advanced 
stop lines. Cost: Low. Urgency: Near-Term 

Continental crosswalks are a more visible 
and desirable crosswalk treatment for 
improved safety.

10. Brand 
Boulevard and 
Library Street

There are painted ladder crosswalks (yellow) 
at all four approaches of this 4-way stop 
sign controlled intersection. 

Crosswalks
Install continental crosswalks with advanced 
stop lines. Cost: Low. Urgency: Near-Term 

Continental crosswalks are a more visible 
and desirable crosswalk treatment for 
improved safety.

11. 
Surrounding 
school

There is limited signage, pavement marking, 
and other cues indicating a school is near.  

Identify School Zone
 Install signage and pavement markings 
for school areas in accordance with the 
California MUTCD. Cost: Medium. Urgency: 
Immediate 

The general environment around the school 
lacks visibility. The existence of a school 
is minimized due to the high commercial 
activity along the Maclay Ave arterial with 
high traffic volumes. Additional treatments 
to increase visibility will help to address 
safety concerns.  

12. Maclay 
Avenue 
and Brand 
Boulevard

There is a trolley stop on Maclay Ave in 
front of the school and another stop behind 
the school on Brand Blvd near Fifth St.

Transit
Encourage the use of the City trolley 
circulator transit bus and enhance existing 
two stops at School on Maclay Ave and 
Brand Blvd.  Cost: Low.  Urgency: Near-
Term. 

Increased use of the City’s trolley transit 
system by school students, parents, and 
staff will help reduce the number of vehicle 
trips and help to reduce conflicts. 
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Figure 39: Proposed Improvements (Morningside Elementary School: Maclay Avenue)

Figure 40: Proposed Improvements (Morningside Elementary School: Morningside Court)
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Proposed Programs and Policies
The SASMP Workshop, provided parents an opportunity to review existing Safe Routes to School programs 
and policies that have been proven successful on a national level and generate a list of ideas they would like 
administration to implement at the school site.  Since school administrators, law enforcement and parents 
are key to a successful Safe Routes to School programs, it is critical that school site develop a Safe Routes to 
School (SRTS) Committee to design and implement the following programs to encourage, educate, enforce 
and evaluate Safe Routes to School efforts to increase the number of children walking and bicycling to 
school, student traffic education and driver enforcement.

Please refer to Table 43 Proposed Programs and Policies for a comprehensive list of beneficial programs and 
policies  for implementation.

School Level Policies

In addition to programs, school-level policies are effective means that should be changed enacted in order to 
encourage, enforce, and educate the student/parent population.

• Restructure the arrival and departure gates to decrease sidewalk congestion and also improve drop-
off/ pickup during peak traffic times.

Implementation
Table 49 includes proposed projects and improvements considered to be the most important and cost 
effective for physical changes around the school given travel patterns, common routes, collisions, and 
feedback received during the public outreach process. Priority is given to safety for pedestrians around 
the school including school children, parents, adults, and care-givers traveling to the school by foot from 
surrounding neighborhoods. Phasing and timing for project implementation are categorized as “Immediate” 
for the highest priority consideration or “Near-Term” for the second phase of implementation. 

Implementation and prioritization for the school should focus on those improvements that better locate 
drop-off/pickup at a secondary school entrance at rear of school along Brand Blvd to alleviate morning and 
afternoon peak school times and congestion at primary drop-off/pickup on Maclay Ave.  Consideration 
should be made to add an associated access gate for students and staff in the am/pm periods.  

Implementation of Proposed “5 E” Programs and Policies detailed in Table 43, will be most effective 
when school site administrators, law enforcement, school and parent groups form Safe Routes to School 
Committees at school.  These Committees should be tasked to plan and implement education and 
encouragement programs, including: expanding crossing guard program near reunion entrance and expanding 
bicycle facilities.  Monitoring of progress will be most effective under evaluation and tracking of best 
practices through maintenance plan.  
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Existing Transportation Conditions and Programs 
In the Fall of 2016, a voluntary Travel Tally was collected at participating school sites in the City of San 
Fernando to determine how school-aged students are getting to and from school each day.  The Travel Tally 
was developed to help measure how students get to school and whether the SRTS program affects trips to 
and from school. Teachers can use this form to record specific information about how children arrive and 
depart from school each day for a week. The Travel Talley was administered in-class by teachers to students 
over a consecutive two-day time frame.  Monday and Friday were not permitted as tally days.   The Travel 
Tally gathered baseline data on existing commute to school patterns and insights into challenges around 
school site infrastructure, streets and the public transportation amenities offered by the schools.  As the 
Plan’s programs unfold, they should show increases in the number of students walking and bicycling.  Since 
engineering improvements (physical modifications made to streets and intersections) will likely be made after 
this planning effort ends, initial improvements are more likely to result initially from the implementation of 
“5E” programs alone.  Further increases can be expected once the physical improvements are made. 

This school opted not to participate in the Travel Tally.

1 Fitnessgram is a comprehensive fitness assessment battery for youth that assesses cardiovascular fitness, muscle strength, 
muscular endurance, flexibility, and body composition.

O’Melveny Elementary School 728 Woodworth Street,  San Fernando, CA 91340

GRADES: K-5

ENROLLMENT:  562 students (2016)

FITNESSGRAM1 DATA RESULTS: In Aerobic 
Capacity 55.4% of 5th graders fell within the 
Healthy Fitness Zone; In Body Composition 33.7% 
of 5th graders fell within the Healthy Fitness Zone

DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS: The student 
body is comprised of 96.8% Hispanic, 2% White, 
0.2% Black, 0.7% Asian/Pacific Islander; 50% Male 
50% Female, 78.3% qualify for free lunch, 0.7% 
have a learning disability, 5% identified as gifted, 
41% limited English proficiency.

DISADVANTAGED

 Reduced Meals
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Existing Programs and Policies

Through individual school site meetings and research on existing programs, data was gathered on the 
following school-level and/or district programs and policies that help implement or harm the efforts to 
increase walking, bicycling or skateboarding to school:

• School currently hosts afterschool and summer programs

• No  crossing guard program at this school site 

• School currently operates a “Safety Valet Drop Off” Program at the front gate

• After School Pick up Policy: Children are to be picked up from designated gate by 2:28 pm, except 
on Tuesdays, by 1:24 pm. After 2:40 pm (or 1:35 pm on Tuesdays) parents will need to come through 
the main office or playground gate to pick up their child. Students in grades 2-5 left on campus 
after 2:40 pm (or 1:35 pm on Tuesdays) will be sent to Youth Services.  Kindergarten and 1st grade 
students will be sent to the main office.  

• One single-sided Grid Bike Rack currently available on campus (approximately utilized by up to 7 
bicycles)

• Current policy is to walk bicycles on campus.

• School receives services from the Los Angeles School Police Department’s (LASPD) Motor Unit, 
formed in 2002.  The unit’s main focus is to provide traffic safety for the students while traveling to 
and from school.   The LASPD Motor officers are responsible for providing driver, pedestrian, and 
cyclist safety awareness through traffic education, engineering, enforcement and investigations.  

• Current issue includes multiple bicycle thefts per year.  

• School has accessed services from the LASPD Safe Passages Motorcycle Task Force coordinate the 
Safety Valet Program for Schools to train parent volunteers and school personnel on how to set up 
valets to assist students and parents with a safe way to exit their vehicles and enter the campuses. 
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Map 41: Common Routes with Pedestrian and Bicycle Involved Collisions  (O’Melveny 
Elementary School)

Common Routes and Collisions
The school is surrounded by a residential neighborhood and directly across the street from a community 
based non-profit.Laurel Canyon Blvd is a commercial corridor and experiences additional traffic due to the 
Chatsworth Dr on and off ramp from the I-5 freeway. Common routes to the school are along O’Melveny 
Ave, Brand Blvd, and Wolfskill St.

Crash data obtained from SWITRS Statewide Integrated Traffic Records System) shows a series of two 
pedestrian involved collisions within ¼ mile from O’Melveny Elementary School site as shown on Map 41.
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Community Engagement - SASMP 
Stakeholder Meetings 
Based on field visits, observations, SASMP 
stakeholder meetings with school Principals, staff 
and parents, the following safety issues were 
raised: 

General

• Limited number of gates open to enter the 
school site creates congestion primarily 
in the morning, but also in the afternoon 
when school lets out and parents pick up 
students

• School does not have traffic safety plan or 
crossing guard program 

• School has limited bike parking, only one 
Single sided Grid Bike Rack currently 
available on campus (approximately utilized 
by up to 7 bicycles)

Safety Concerns

• The rush to get students to school and 
congestion around bell schedule.  

• General school site-specific challenges 
identified across all engagement activities 
included:  

• Harding St is the main entrance to the 
school, there is a speed bump and minimal 
signage; only 25 speed limit sign in the 
area that is black and white

• No official school zone signage

General city-wide challenges identified across all 
engagement activities included: 

• Issues with traffic signal synchronization 
that creates delays, specifically along 
Brand Blvd.

• Lack of law enforcement around city

• Intoxicated individuals in the vicinity of the 
San Fernando Mission Trail

• Lack of marked pedestrian crossings and 
flashing stop signs at major intersections 
along Brand Blvd and O’Melveny Ave. 

• Short pedestrian phases at signalized 
intersections
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Existing Physical Conditions and Proposed Infrastructure Improvements

Site specific locations around the school have been identified, particularly intersections and pedestrian 
crosswalks that need enhanced visibility.  They are critical links that connect neighborhoods in the City of 
San Fernando and the City of Los Angeles to classrooms for students, faculty, staff, parents, and visitors.  

See recommendations map pinpointing the specific locations and extent of recommended improvements as 
listed below. Improvement costs and timing has been estimated for future capital programming purposes. 
Costs are estimated to be “Low”, “Medium”, or “High”. Timing and urgency is estimated to be “Immediate”, 
“Near-Term”, or “Long-Term”. Refer to the San Fernando Safe and Active Streets Plan to get the full set of 
Citywide proposed improvements.
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Location Existing Physical Conditions Proposed Improvements Problem and Solution

1. Chatsworth 
Dr and 
Woodworth 
Street 

The intersection is a three-way, 
T-intersection with yellow standard 
crosswalks on the Woodsworth St leg 
of the intersection and the south leg of 
Chatsworth Dr.  There is school crossing 
signage on both streets and pavement 
markings indicating a school crossing on 
Chatsworth Dr.  Woodsworth St is stop sign 
controlled, but Chatsworth Dr is not.  Both 
streets have one lane in each direction. 
There is a health clinic and parking lot to the 
north of this intersection.

Intersection Improvement
Pedestrian, Off-Site:  Add continental 
crosswalks to all three legs. Add advanced 
stop bars to the crosswalks.  Add stop signs 
to the south Chatsworth Dr approach. A 
study should be conducted in association 
with this improvement.  Cost: Medium. 
Urgency: Immediate.    

Continental crosswalks are more visible 
to drivers and advanced stop bars add 
space between vehicles and pedestrians 
on crosswalks enhancing pedestrian 
safety.  Stop signs at intersections with 
crosswalks increase pedestrian safety as 
well. An additional crosswalk on the north 
Chatsworth Dr. approach will help to 
encourage pedestrian crossings. 

2. Chatsworth 
Dr and 
O’Melveny 
Avenue 

The intersection is a three-way, stop sign 
controlled T-intersection with yellow 
standard crosswalks on the O’Melveney Ave 
leg of the intersection and the north leg of 
Chatsworth Dr.  There are faded advanced 
stop bars on both sides of Chatsworth Dr. 
There is school crossing signage on both 
streets.  Both streets have one lane in each 
direction and are surrounded by residential 
uses.

Crosswalks
Pedestrian, Off-Site:  Add continental 
crosswalks to all three legs. Add advanced 
stop bars. Cost: Low. Urgency: Immediate.    

Continental crosswalks are more visible 
to drivers and advanced stop bars add 
space between vehicles and pedestrians 
on crosswalks enhancing pedestrian 
safety.  A third crosswalk on the south 
leg of Chatsworth Dr. is needed since 
this intersection is in front of the school’s 
primary entrance.

3. Chatsworth 
Dr and Acala 
Avenue 
(City of Los 
Angeles)

The intersection is a four-way intersection 
that is stop sign controlled with advanced 
stop bars on both sides of Acala Ave. There 
are no stop signs on Chatsworth Dr (both 
north and south approaches). There are no 
crosswalks on any of the four approaches. 
Both streets have one lane in each direction.

Intersection Improvement
Pedestrian, Off-Site:  AAdd continental 
crosswalks to all sides of the intersection 
with advanced stop bars before each 
crosswalk.  Add stop signs and school 
crossing signage to both sides of 
Chatsworth Dr.  Cost: Medium. Urgency: 
Immediate.    

Continental crosswalks are more visible 
to drivers and advanced stop bars add 
space between vehicles and pedestrians 
on crosswalks enhancing pedestrian safety.  
School crossing signage alerts drivers to 
student pedestrians on crosswalks.  Stop 
signs at intersections with crosswalks 
increase pedestrian safety as well. 
Missing crosswalks send a signal that the 
intersection is too dangerous to cross and 
thus discourages walking.

4. Acala 
Avenue and 
Wolfskill 
Street (City of 
Los Angeles)

The intersection is a three-way 
T-intersection with a stop sign on Acala 
Ave but none on Wolfskill St.  There are 
no crosswalks or school crossing signage 
on any of the approaches. Both streets 
have one lane in each direction and are 
surrounded by residential uses.

Intersection Improvement
Pedestrian, Off-Site:  Add continental 
crosswalks to all three sides. Add advanced 
stop bars to the new crosswalks.  Consider 
adding a stop sign to Wolfskill St.  Add 
school crossing signage.   Cost: Medium. 
Urgency: Immediate.    

Continental crosswalks are more visible 
to drivers and advanced stop bars add 
space between vehicles and pedestrians 
on crosswalks enhancing pedestrian safety.  
School crossing signage alerts drivers to 
student pedestrians in crosswalks.  Stop 
signs at intersections with crosswalks 
increase pedestrian safety as well.  

5. Wolfskill 
Street and 
Amboy 
Avenue 
(City of Los 
Angeles)

The intersection is a three-way, stop 
sign controlled T-intersection.  There is a 
standard yellow crosswalk on the north 
leg of Wolfskill St. Signage is on Amboy 
Ave and the north leg of Wolfskill St. Both 
streets have one lane in each direction. This 
intersection is located at the southern end 
of the school site.

Crosswalks 
Pedestrian, Off-Site:  Add continental 
crosswalks to all three sides.  Add advanced 
stop bars to the new crosswalks.    Cost: 
Low. Urgency: Immediate.    

Continental crosswalks are more visible 
to drivers and advanced stop bars add 
space between vehicles and pedestrians on 
crosswalks, enhancing pedestrian safety.  

Table 50: Existing and Proposed On- and Off-Site Improvements Around School (O’Melveny Elementary 
School)
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Location Existing Physical Conditions Proposed Improvements Problem and Solution

6.Wolfskill 
Street and 
O’Melveny 
Avenue 

The intersection is a three-way, 
T-intersection with yellow standard 
crosswalks on the south leg of Wolfskill 
St and at a stop sign on O’Melveney Ave. 
There is no stop sign on either approach of 
Wolfskill St. There is one school crossing 
sign on the north leg of Wolfskill St. Both 
streets have one lane in each direction.

Intersection Improvement
Pedestrian, Off-Site:  Add continental 
crosswalks to all three sides. Add advanced 
stop bars to the crosswalks.  Add stop signs 
to both sides of Wolfskill St. Add pedestrian 
signage to both streets.    Cost: Medium. 
Urgency: Immediate.    

White continental crosswalks are more 
visible to drivers and advanced stop bars 
add space between vehicles and pedestrians 
on crosswalks enhancing pedestrian safety.  
School crossing signage alerts drivers to 
student pedestrians on crosswalks.  Stop 
signs at intersections with crosswalks 
increase pedestrian safety as well.

7. Wolfskill 
Street and 
Woodsworth 
St

The intersection is a four-way intersection 
that is stop sign controlled with advanced 
stop bars on both sides of Wolfskill St. 
There are standard yellow crosswalks on all 
sides of the intersection and school crossing 
signage on Wolfskill St.  Both streets 
have one lane in each direction and are 
surrounded by residential uses.

Crosswalks
Pedestrian, Off-Site:  Add continental 
crosswalks to all sides of the intersection 
with advanced stop bars before each 
crosswalk.  Add school crossing signage to 
Woodsworth St.  Cost: Medium. Urgency: 
Immediate.    

White continental crosswalks are more 
visible to drivers and advanced stop bars 
add space between vehicles and pedestrians 
on crosswalks enhancing pedestrian safety.  
School crossing signage alerts drivers to 
student pedestrians on crosswalks.  

8. Wolfskill 
Street and 
Mott St

The intersection is controlled by a two-way 
stop sign and has no crosswalks. There are 
white stop bars. The speed limit is 30 MPH. 

Crosswalks
Add continental crosswalks to all legs of the 
intersection. Cost: Low. Urgency: Medium.    

Continental crosswalks are more visible 
to drivers and advanced stop bars add 
space between vehicles and pedestrians on 
crosswalks enhancing pedestrian safety.  

9. Chatsworth 
Dr and 
O’Melveny 
Avenue 
(Drop-off and 
Pick-up)

The single drop off and pick up area is at 
this T-intersection. 

Pick Up/Drop Off
Pedestrian, Off-Site:  Increase the length 
of the drop off and pick up cue on-street 
or consider an alternative at the rear of the 
school. Cost: Medium. Urgency: Immediate

The drop off is highly congested in the 
morning and is made worse by the limitation 
of this intersection which ends at the school 
gate.   

10. 
Chatsworth 
Dr and 
O’Melveny 
Avenue 
(Drop-off and 
Pick-up)

Flashing Beacons 
Add continental crosswalks and rectangular 
flashing beacon. Cost: Medium. Urgency: 
Immediate

Continental crosswalks are more visible to 
drivers and flashing beacons alert drivers to 
pedestrians and students in the crosswalk.
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Figure 41: Proposed Improvements (O’Melveny Elementary School: Chatsworth Drive and O’Melveny Avenue)

Proposed Programs and Policies
The SASMP Workshop, provided parents an opportunity to review existing Safe Routes to School programs 
and policies that have been proven successful on a national level and generate a list of ideas they would like 
administration to implement at the school site.  Since school administrators, law enforcement and parents 
are key to a successful Safe Routes to School programs, it is critical that school site develop a Safe Routes to 
School (SRTS) Committee to design and implement the following programs to encourage, educate, enforce 
and evaluate Safe Routes to School efforts to increase the number of children walking and bicycling to 
school, student traffic education and driver enforcement.

Please refer to Table 43 Proposed Programs and Policies for a comprehensive list of beneficial programs and 
policies  for implementation.

School Level Policies

In addition to programs, school-level policies are effective means that should be changed enacted in order to 
encourage, enforce, and educate the student/parent population

• Assess impact of two arrival schedules for students and impact to morning drop-off congestion.

• Restructure the arrival and departure gates to decrease sidewalk congestion and also improve drop-
off/ pickup during peak traffic times.

01/16/18 CC Meeting Agenda Page 342 of 521



Safe and Active Streets | San Fernando Master Plan DRAFT220

Implementation
Table 50 includes proposed projects and improvements considered to be the most important and cost 
effective for physical changes around the school given travel patterns, common routes, collisions, and 
feedback received during the public outreach process. Priority is given to safety for pedestrians around 
the school including school children, parents, adults, and care-givers traveling to the school by foot from 
surrounding neighborhoods. Phasing and timing for project implementation are categorized as “Immediate” 
for the highest priority consideration or “Near-Term” for the second phase of implementation. 

Implementation and prioritization for the school should focus on those improvements that improve 
crosswalks along Chatsworth Drive and O'Melveny Ave to help encourage pedestrian crossings.  A third 
crosswalk on the south leg of Chatsworth Dr. is needed since this intersection is in front of the school's 
primary entrance.   Coordination with the City of Los Angeles will be required to address recommendations 
for streets located in Los Angeles.  

Implementation of Proposed “5 E” Programs and Policies detailed in Table 43, will be most effective 
when school site administrators, law enforcement, school and parent groups form Safe Routes to School 
Committees at school.  These Committees should be tasked to plan and implement education and 
encouragement programs, including:  Implementing crossing guard program along Acala Ave and Wolfskill 
Ave and expand bicycle facilities and storage for scooters and skateboards.  Monitoring of progress will be 
most effective under evaluation and tracking of best practices through a maintenance plan.  
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1 Fitnessgram is a comprehensive fitness assessment battery for youth that assesses cardiovascular fitness, muscle strength, 
muscular endurance, flexibility, and body composition.

GRADES: 7-8

ENROLLMENT:  195 students (2016). Started with 
330 in 2014 when school opened and has since 
split into North and South Campus)

FITNESSGRAM1 DATA RESULTS: In Aerobic 
Capacity 77% of 7th graders fell within the Healthy 
Fitness; In Body Composition 45% of 7th graders 
fell within the Healthy Fitness Zone

DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS: 
Demographics unavailable, given school was 
split to North and South Campus in two separate 
locations.  

PUC Inspire Charter Academy - 
North Campus

919 Eighth Street, San Fernando, CA 91340

PUC Inspire Charter Academy has two campuses that are coordinating schools.  The North Campus on 
Eighth St campus is for 7th and 8th grade students.  The South Campus on Celis St is for 6th grade students. 

Existing Transportation Conditions and Programs 
In the Fall of 2016, a voluntary Travel Tally was collected at participating school sites in the City of San 
Fernando to determine how school-aged students are getting to and from school each day.  The Travel Tally 
was developed to help measure how students get to school and whether the SRTS program affects trips to 
and from school. Teachers can use this form to record specific information about how children arrive and 
depart from school each day for a week. The Travel Talley was administered in-class by teachers to students 
over a consecutive two-day time frame.  Monday and Friday were not permitted as tally days.   The Travel 
Tally gathered baseline data on existing commute to school patterns and insights into challenges around 
school site infrastructure, streets and the public transportation amenities offered by the schools.  As the 
Plan’s programs unfold, they should show increases in the number of students walking and bicycling.  Since 
engineering improvements (physical modifications made to streets and intersections) will likely be made after 
this planning effort ends, initial improvements are more likely to result initially from the implementation of 
“5E” programs alone.  Further increases can be expected once the physical improvements are made. 

Walk Bike School Bus Family Vehicle Carpool Transit Other

AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM
2.3% 2.7% 0% 0% 0% 0% 88.5% 91.9% 9.2% 5.4% 0% 0% 0% 0%

A majority of students use a family vehicle to get to and from school. The next most popular form of 
transportation is by walking. Students do not have the opportunity to bike to school due to the lack of bike 
racks and bicycle infrastructure, like painted lines on the road. 

Table 51: Travel Tally  (PUC Inspire Charter Academy: North Campus)
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Existing Programs and Policies
Through individual school site workshops, meetings, and research on existing programs, data was gathered 
on the following school-level and/or district programs and policies that help implement or harm the efforts to 
increase walking, bicycling or skateboarding to school:

• School currently hosts afterschool and summer programs

• No  crossing guard program at this school site 

• School does not have a valet program

• No bike parking available on campus 

• Current policy is to walk bicycles on campus

• Strong parental engagement.  School piloted PIQE (Parents Institute for Quality Education) which 
offered a series of workshops including health screenings, fitness, and post -secondary education

• School receives services from the Los Angeles School Police Department’s (LASPD) Motor Unit, 
formed in 2002.  The unit’s main focus is to provide traffic safety for the students while traveling to 
and from school.   The LASPD Motor officers are responsible for providing driver, pedestrian, and 
cyclist safety awareness through traffic education, engineering, enforcement and investigations.  

 » Current issue includes multiple bicycle thefts per year.  

• School has not accessed services from the LASPD Safe Passages Motorcycle Task Force coordinate 
the Safety Valet Program for Schools to train parent volunteers and school personnel on how to 
set up valets to assist students and parents with a safe way to exit their vehicles and enter the 
campuses. 
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Common Routes and Collisions
The school is surrounded by mixed residential and commercial areas on all four sides. The streets around 
the school lack bicycle infrastructure and complete sidewalks. Foothill Blvd is the main arterial road and 
experiences a high volume of traffic due to the 210 Freeway offramp. It is also located next to the Pacoima 
Wash which lacks walking and cycling infrastructure, but could be a safer option for students rather than 
using the main roads.  Common routes to the school include Eighth St and Macneil St.  

Crash data obtained from SWITRS (Statewide Integrated Traffic Records System) shows one pedestrian 
involved crash within a ¼ mile from PUC Inspire Charter Academy (North) as shown on Map 43 below. 
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Map 43: School Enrollment Boundary (PUC Inspire Charter Academy: North Campus)
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Community Engagement - SASMP 
Stakeholder Meetings 
Based on field visits, observations, SASMP 
stakeholder meetings with school Principals, staff 
and parents, the following safety issues were 
raised: 

General

• After-school programs:  None offered 
through traditional YPI program that other 
schools offer but does have extended day 
until 6pm for enrichment programs and 
clubs. 

• There are no bike lanes or bike routes in 
school’s walk/bike zone. 

• School does not have traffic safety plan or 
crossing guard program  but does have a 

• School has no bicycle parking for the 
student body  

• Sidewalks are in acceptable condition 
(Some cracked, bucked or missing sections 
and have few or no obstacles (garbage 
bins, signs, utility poles) 

Safety Concerns

• The street around school is painted red 
and when a parent needs to pick up kid 
during school day, will illegally park at drop 
off zone in front of school and other cars 
get blocked in.  

• General school site-specific challenges 
identified across all engagement activities 
included:  

• Pick up/Drop off: Directly in front of valet 
drop off zone (looks like the share of a 
U-turn) in front of school where parents 
drive up and drop off students.  Valet is 
managed by supervising staff, no parents.  
It operates from 7am-8am and runs 
2:30pm-3pm on Tuesdays and 2:30-4pm 
the rest of school days.

 » Issue: Valet is extremely backed up 
given the small area and impact from 
cars traveling to Vista Del Valle. 

General city-wide challenges identified across all 
engagement activities included: 

• Gang/drug activity

• Lack of adequate lighting 

• Unsafe and damaged sidewalks

• There is supervision at crossings 
(unofficial), but no crossing guards
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Existing Physical Conditions and Proposed Infrastructure Improvements
Site specific locations around the school have been identified, particularly intersections and pedestrian 
crosswalks that need enhanced visibility.  They are critical links that connect neighborhoods in the City of 
San Fernando and the City of Los Angeles to classrooms for students, faculty, staff, parents, and visitors.  

See recommendations map pinpointing the specific locations and extent of recommended improvements as 
listed below. Improvement costs and timing has been estimated for future capital programming purposes. 
Costs are estimated to be “Low”, “Medium”, or “High”. Timing and urgency is estimated to be “Immediate”, 
“Near-Term”, or “Long-Term”. Refer to the San Fernando Safe and Active Streets Plan to get the full set of 
Citywide proposed improvements.
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Map 44: School Site Facilities  (PUC Inspire Charter Academy: North Campus)
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Location Existing Physical Conditions Proposed Improvements Problem and Solution

1: Macneil 
Street and 
Eighth Street

The intersection is a three-way 
T-intersection that is stop sign controlled.  
There is no School Zone crossing signage.  
All three sides of the intersection have 
yellow standard crosswalks.  Both streets 
have one lane in each direction.    

Crosswalks
Pedestrian, Off-Site: Install high visibility 
crosswalks and advanced stop bars on all 
sides.  Install School Zone crossing signage.   
Cost: Low Immediate. Urgency: Immediate.  

High visibility crosswalks are a more visible 
and desirable crosswalk treatment for 
improved safety.  Advanced stop bars create 
space between vehicles and crosswalks.  
School crossing signage alerts drivers to 
students crossing. 

2. Brand 
Boulevard and 
Eighth Street 

The intersection is a T-intersection that is 
stop sign controlled with a faded advanced 
stop bar on Brand Blvd.  There are no 
marked crosswalks.  The intersection is 
uncontrolled along Eighth St.  There is no 
school crossing signage.  Both streets have 
one lane in each direction

Intersection Improvement 
Pedestrian, Off-Site: Install stop signs on 
the west leg and east leg of Eighth St. Install 
high visibility crosswalks and advanced 
stop bars on all sides.  Install school 
crossing signage.   Cost: Medium. Urgency: 
Immediate.   

High visibility crosswalks are a more visible 
and desirable crosswalk treatment for 
improved safety.  Advanced stop bars create 
space between vehicles and crosswalks.  
School crossing signage alerts drivers to 
students crossing. 

3. Maclay 
Avenue and 
Eighth Street

The intersection is a four-way signalized 
intersection with standard white crosswalks.  
There is no School Zone crossing 
signage.  Eighth St has one lane in each 
direction.  Maclay Ave has two lanes in the 
southbound direction and one lane in the 
northbound direction.    

Crosswalks
Pedestrian, Off-Site: Add high visibility 
crosswalks on all sides of the intersection 
with pedestrian countdown signals.  Add 
advanced stop bars to the new crosswalks.  
Add school crossing signage.      Cost: 
Medium. Urgency: Immediate.   

High visibility crosswalks are a more visible 
and desirable crosswalk treatment for 
improved safety.  Advanced stop bars create 
space between vehicles and crosswalks.  
School crossing signage alerts drivers to 
students crossing. 

4. Maclay 
Street and 
Bromont 
Avenue 

The intersection is a four-way signalized 
intersection with standard white crosswalks.  
There is no school zone crossing signage.  
Bromont Ave has one lane in each direction.  
Maclay Ave has two lanes in each direction.    

Crosswalks 
Pedestrian, Off-Site: Add high visibility 
crosswalks on all sides of the intersection 
with pedestrian countdown signals.  Add 
advanced stop bars to the new crosswalks.  
Add school crossing signage.      Cost: 
Medium. Urgency: Immediate.   

High visibility crosswalks are a more visible 
and desirable crosswalk treatment for 
improved safety.  Advanced stop bars create 
space between vehicles and crosswalks.  
School crossing signage alerts drivers to 
students crossing. 

5. Bromont 
Avenue 
and Brand 
Boulevard 

The intersection is a three-way, stop sign 
controlled T-intersection.  There are no 
crosswalks at the intersection and no school 
crossing signage.  Both streets have one 
lane in each direction.    

Crosswalks 
Pedestrian, Off-Site::  Add high visibility 
crosswalks on all sides of the intersection.  
Add advanced stop bars to the new 
crosswalks.  Add school crossing signage.   
Cost: Medium. Urgency: Immediate.   

High visibility crosswalks are a more visible 
and desirable crosswalk treatments for 
improved safety.  Advanced stop bars create 
space between vehicles and crosswalks.  
School crossing signage alerts drivers to 
students crossing. 

6. Eighth 
Street 
(Drop-off and 
Pick-up)

The drop off zone is on Eighth St and cuing 
occurs onsite.

Drop Off/Pick Up 
Pedestrian, Off-Site:  Provide a longer 
cuing lane off site and coordinate drop off 
with Vista Del Valle next door. Cost: Low. 
Urgency: High

Spillover cuing caused backup on Eighth St.  

7. Newton 
Street and 
Eighth Street

This intersection is the entrance to 
the Pacoima Wash Natural Park and is 
within a residential neighborhood. The 
Wash presents an access barrier to the 
neighborhood and school.    

Flashing Beacon
Pedestrian, Off-Site:  Install high visibility 
crosswalks with advanced yield markings 
and signage. Install Rectangular Rapid 
Flashing Beacon. Cost: Medium. Urgency: 
Near-Term.  

High visibility crosswalks are a more visible 
and desirable crosswalk treatment for 
improved safety.  Advanced stop bars create 
space between vehicles and crosswalks.  
Flashing beacons are pedestrian activated 
and alerts drivers to students crossing.

Table 52: Existing and Proposed On- and Off-Site Improvements Around School  (PUC Inspire Charter 
Academy: North)
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Figure 42:  Proposed Improvements (PUC Inspire Charter Academy: North Campus)
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Proposed Programs and Policies
The SASMP Workshop, provided parents an opportunity to review existing Safe Routes to School programs 
and policies that have been proven successful on a national level and generate a list of ideas they would like 
administration to implement at the school site.  Since school administrators, law enforcement and parents 
are key to a successful Safe Routes to School programs, it is critical that school site develop a Safe Routes to 
School (SRTS) Committee to design and implement the following programs to encourage, educate, enforce 
and evaluate Safe Routes to School efforts to increase the number of children walking and bicycling to 
school, student traffic education and driver enforcement.

Please refer to Table 43 Proposed Programs and Policies for a comprehensive list of beneficial programs and 
policies  for implementation.

School Level Policies

In addition to programs, school-level policies are effective means that should be changed enacted in order to 
encourage, enforce, and educate the student/parent population

• Assess impact of two arrival schedules for students and impact to morning drop-off congestion.  

• Restructure the arrival and departure gates to decrease sidewalk congestion and also improve drop-
off/ pickup during peak traffic times.

Implementation
Table 52 includes proposed projects and improvements considered to be the most important and cost 
effective for physical changes around the school given travel patterns, common routes, collisions, and 
feedback received during the public outreach process. Priority is given to safety for pedestrians around 
the school including school children, parents, adults, and care-givers traveling to the school by foot from 
surrounding neighborhoods. Phasing and timing for project implementation are categorized as “Immediate” 
for the highest priority consideration or “Near-Term” for the second phase of implementation. 

Implementation and prioritization for the school should focus on those improvements to crosswalks along 
Brand Blvd and Eighth St to help encourage pedestrian crossings.  Improvements include creating controlled 
crosswalks through installation of high visibility crosswalks and advanced stop bars on all sides.   Install 
school crossing signage to create more visible and desirable crosswalk treatments for improved safety.  
Priority should also be given to improving drop off/pick up zone on Eighth St through a longer cuing lane off-
site and coordinate drop off with Vista Del Valle next door.  

Implementation of Proposed “5 E” Programs and Policies detailed in Table 43, will be most effective 
when school site administrators, law enforcement, school and parent groups form Safe Routes to School 
Committees at school.  These Committees should be tasked to plan and implement education and 
encouragement programs, including: Implementing valet program along Harding Ave, crossing guard program 
and expand bicycle facilities and storage for scooters and skateboards.  Monitoring of progress will be most 
effective under evaluation and tracking of best practices through maintenance plan. 
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1 Fitnessgram is a comprehensive fitness assessment battery for youth that assesses cardiovascular fitness, muscle strength, 
muscular endurance, flexibility, and body composition.

GRADES: 6

ENROLLMENT:  108 students (2016). Started with 
330 in 2014 when school opened and has since 
split into North and South Campus.

FITNESSGRAM1 DATA RESULTS: NA-Fitness Gram 
only applies to 5, 7, and 9th grade.  

DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS: 
Demographics unavailable, given school was 
split to North and South Campus in two separate 
locations.  

PUC Inspire Charter Academy - 
South Campus

1445 Celis Street, San Fernando, CA 91340

PUC Inspire Charter Academy has two campuses that are coordinating schools.  The North Campus on 
Eighth St campus is for 7th and 8th grade students.  The South Campus on Celis St is for 6th grade students. 

Existing Transportation Conditions and Programs 
In the Fall of 2016, a voluntary Travel Tally was collected at participating school sites in the City of San 
Fernando to determine how school-aged students are getting to and from school each day.  The Travel Tally 
was developed to help measure how students get to school and whether the SRTS program affects trips to 
and from school. Teachers can use this form to record specific information about how children arrive and 
depart from school each day for a week. The Travel Talley was administered in-class by teachers to students 
over a consecutive two-day time frame.  Monday and Friday were not permitted as tally days.   The Travel 
Tally gathered baseline data on existing commute to school patterns and insights into challenges around 
school site infrastructure, streets and the public transportation amenities offered by the schools.  As the 
Plan’s programs unfold, they should show increases in the number of students walking and bicycling.  Since 
engineering improvements (physical modifications made to streets and intersections) will likely be made after 
this planning effort ends, initial improvements are more likely to result initially from the implementation of 
“5E” programs alone.  Further increases can be expected once the physical improvements are made. 

Walk Bike School Bus Family Vehicle Carpool Transit Other

AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM
2.3% 2.7% 0% 0% 0% 0% 88.5% 91.9% 9.2% 5.4% 0% 0% 0% 0%

A majority of students use a family vehicle to get to and from school. The next most popular form of 
transportation is by walking. Students do not have the opportunity to bike to school due to the lack of bike 
racks and bicycle infrastructure, like painted lines on the road. 

Table 53: Travel Tally  (PUC Inspire Charter Academy: South Campus)
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Existing Programs and Policies
Through individual school site workshops, meetings and research on existing programs, data was gathered on 
the following school-level and/or district programs and policies that help implement or harm the efforts to 
increase walking, bicycling or skateboarding to school: 

• School currently hosts afterschool and summer programs

• No  crossing guard program at this school site 

• School does not have a valet program

• One single sided grid bike rack is are available on campus (approximately utilized by 5 bicycles)

• Current policy is to walk bicycles on campus

•  Strong parental engagement.  School piloted PIQE (Parents Institute for Quality Education) which 
offered a series of workshops including health screenings, fitness, and post -secondary education

• School receives services from the Los Angeles School Police Department’s (LASPD) Motor Unit, 
formed in 2002.  The unit’s main focus is to provide traffic safety for the students while traveling to 
and from school.   The LASPD Motor officers are responsible for providing driver, pedestrian, and 
cyclist safety awareness through traffic education, engineering, enforcement and investigations.  

 » Current issue includes multiple bicycle thefts per year.  

• School has not accessed services from the LASPD Safe Passages Motorcycle Task Force coordinate 
the Safety Valet Program for Schools to train parent volunteers and school personnel on how to 
set up valets to assist students and parents with a safe way to exit their vehicles and enter the 
campuses. 
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Common Routes and Collisions
The school is in a commercial corridor and along the edge of a residential neighborhood. There is a lack 
of bicycle infrastructure in the surrounding area.   Las Palmas Park lies south of the school. Traffic calming 
measures should be initiated to due to the high volume of collisions.  Common routes to the school are along 
Huntington St and San Fernando Road.  

Crash data obtained from SWITRS (Statewide Integrated Traffic Records System) shows a series of three 
pedestrian and three bicycle involved collisions within a quarter mile of the school site as shown on Map 45 
below. 

Map 45: School Enrollment Boundary (PUC Inspire Charter Academy: South Campus)
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Community Engagement - SASMP 
Stakeholder Meetings 
Based on field visits, observations, SASMP 
stakeholder meetings with school Principals, staff 
and parents, the following safety issues were 
raised: 

General

• After-school programs:  None offered 
through traditional YPI program that other 
schools offer but does have extended day 
until 6pm for enrichment programs and 
clubs. 

• There are no bike lanes or bike routes in 
school’s walk/bike zone. 

• School does not have traffic safety plan or 
crossing guard program  but does have a 

• School has no bicycle parking for the 
student body  

• Sidewalks are in acceptable condition 
(Some cracked, bucked or missing sections 
and have few or no obstacles (garbage 
bins, signs, utility poles)

Safety Concerns

• The street around school is painted red 
and when a parent needs to pick up kid 
during school day, will illegally park at drop 
off zone in front of school and other cars 
get blocked in.  

General school site-specific challenges identified 
across all engagement activities included:  

• Only drop off is valet program on Celis 
St.  Starts at 7am-745am Gates close 
and parents must come through the front 
office and park on Huntington.  Valet 
reopens at 3:10pm afterschool and at 210 
on Tuesdays. 

• Students cross street daily to utilize park 
for physical activity

General city-wide challenges identified across all 
engagement activities included: 

• Gang/drug activity

• Lack of adequate lighting 

• Unsafe and damaged sidewalks

• There is supervision at crossings 
(unofficial), but no crossing guards
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Existing Physical Conditions and Proposed Infrastructure Improvements
Site specific locations around the school have been identified, particularly intersections and pedestrian 
crosswalks that need enhanced visibility.  They are critical links that connect neighborhoods in the City of 
San Fernando and the City of Los Angeles to classrooms for students, faculty, staff, parents, and visitors.  

See recommendations map pinpointing the specific locations and extent of recommended improvements as 
listed below. Improvement costs and timing has been estimated for future capital programming purposes. 
Costs are estimated to be “Low”, “Medium”, or “High”. Timing and urgency is estimated to be “Immediate”, 
“Near-Term”, or “Long-Term”. Refer to the San Fernando Safe and Active Streets Plan to get the full set of 
Citywide proposed improvements.
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Location Existing Physical Conditions Proposed Improvements Problem and Solution

1: Celis 
Street and 
Huntington St

The intersection is a four-way, stop sign 
controlled intersection that has standard 
yellow crosswalks on all four legs.  There are 
advanced stop bars on the approach to each 
crosswalk.  There is yellow “SLOW SCHOOL 
XING” markings on both legs of Celis St on 
the approach to the intersection.  There are 
pedestrian crossing signs on the approaches 
to all crosswalks, but there is no school 
crossing signage.  Both streets have one 
lane in each direction.    

Intersection Improvement
Pedestrian, Off-Site: Install white 
continental crosswalks on all sides.  Cost: 
Low Immediate. Urgency: None.   

Continental crosswalks (white) are a more 
visible and desirable crosswalk treatment 
for improved safety.  Advanced stop 
bars create space between vehicles and 
crosswalks.  School crossing signage alerts 
drivers to students crossing. 

2. Huntington 
Street and 
San Fernando 
Road  

The intersection is a four-way, stop sign 
controlled intersection.  There is a standard 
white crosswalk on the north leg of San 
Fernando Road and stop bars on both 
legs of Huntington St.  There is pedestrian 
signage on all legs of the streets except 
the west leg of Huntington St.  Huntington 
St has one lane in each direction and San 
Fernando Road has two lanes in each 
direction.

Intersection Improvement
Pedestrian, Off-Site: Install white 
continental crosswalks and advanced stop 
bars on all four legs of the intersection.  
Cost: Low. Urgency: Immediate.   

Continental crosswalks (white) are a more 
visible and desirable crosswalk treatment for 
improved safety.  Advanced stop bars create 
space between vehicles and crosswalks.  

3. San 
Fernando 
Road and 
Workman 
Street

The intersection is a four-way signalized 
intersection with standard white crosswalks.  
There is no School Zone crossing signage.  
Workman St has one lane in each direction.  
San Fernando Road has two lanes in each 
direction.

Intersection Improvement
Pedestrian, Off-Site: Add white continental 
crosswalks on all sides of the intersection.  
Add advanced stop bars to the new 
crosswalks.  Add school crossing signage.   
Cost: Medium. Urgency: Immediate.   

Continental crosswalks (white) are a more 
visible and desirable crosswalk treatment 
for improved safety.  Advanced stop 
bars create space between vehicles and 
crosswalks.  School crossing signage alerts 
drivers to students crossing. 

4. Workman 
Street and 
Celis Street 

The intersection is a four-way intersection 
controlled by flashing red stop signs.  There 
are standard white crosswalks on all four 
legs of the intersection.  There is no school 
zone crossing signage.  

Intersection Improvement
Pedestrian, Off-Site: Add white continental 
crosswalks on all legs of the intersection.  
Add advanced stop bars to the new 
crosswalks.  Add school crossing signage.   
Cost: Medium. Urgency: Immediate.   

Continental crosswalks (white) are a more 
visible and desirable crosswalk treatment 
for improved safety.  Advanced stop 
bars create space between vehicles and 
crosswalks.  School crossing signage alerts 
drivers to students crossing. 

5. Celis Street 
(Drop-off and 
Pick-up)

There is a drop-off and pick-up zone at the 
entrance of the school on Huntington St 

Drop Off/Pick Up 
Pedestrian, Off-Site: Provide a clear drop off 
zone.  Cost: Low. Urgency: Immediate

The school is inconspicuous and a more 
clearly marked drop off will help to identify 
this location as a school.  

Table 54: Existing and Proposed On- and Off-Site Improvements Around School  (PUC Inspire Charter 
Academy: South)
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Figure 43: Proposed Improvements (PUC Inspire Charter Academy: South Campus)
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Proposed Programs and Policies
The SASMP Workshop, provided parents an opportunity to review existing Safe Routes to School programs 
and policies that have been proven successful on a national level and generate a list of ideas they would like 
administration to implement at the school site.  Since school administrators, law enforcement and parents 
are key to a successful Safe Routes to School programs, it is critical that school site develop a Safe Routes to 
School (SRTS) Committee to design and implement the following programs to encourage, educate, enforce 
and evaluate Safe Routes to School efforts to increase the number of children walking and bicycling to 
school, student traffic education and driver enforcement.

Please refer to Table 43 Proposed Programs and Policies for a comprehensive list of beneficial programs and 
policies  for implementation.

School Level Policies

In addition to programs, school-level policies are effective means that should be changed enacted in order to 
encourage, enforce, and educate the student/parent population

• Assess impact of two arrival schedules for students and impact to morning drop-off congestion.  

• Restructure the arrival and departure gates to decrease sidewalk congestion and also improve drop-
off/ pickup during peak traffic times.

Implementation
Table 54 includes proposed projects and improvements considered to be the most important and cost 
effective for physical changes around the school given travel patterns, common routes, collisions, and 
feedback received during the public outreach process. Priority is given to safety for pedestrians around 
the school including school children, parents, adults, and care-givers traveling to the school by foot from 
surrounding neighborhoods. Phasing and timing for project implementation are categorized as “Immediate” 
for the highest priority consideration or “Near-Term” for the second phase of implementation. 

Implementation and prioritization for the school should focus on those improvements to crosswalks along 
Celis St/Huntington St and Huntington St/San Fernando Road to help encourage pedestrian crossings.  
Improvements include creating controlled crosswalks through installation of high visibility crosswalks 
and advanced stop bars on all sides.   Install school crossing signage to create more visible and desirable 
crosswalk treatments for improved safety.  Priority should also be given to improving drop off/pick up zone 
on Celis St at the entrance of the school on Huntington St through a clearly marked drop off to help identify 
this location as a school.    

Implementation of Proposed “5 E” Programs and Policies detailed in Table 43, will be most effective 
when school site administrators, law enforcement, school and parent groups form Safe Routes to School 
Committees at school.  These Committees should be tasked to plan and implement education and 
encouragement programs, including: Implementing valet program along Celis St, crossing guard program 
and expand bicycle facilities and storage for scooters and skateboards.  Monitoring of progress will be most 
effective under evaluation and tracking of best practices through maintenance plan.  
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1 Fitnessgram is a comprehensive fitness assessment battery for youth that assesses cardiovascular fitness, muscle strength, 
muscular endurance, flexibility, and body composition.

GRADES: 6-8

ENROLLMENT:  657 students (2016)

FITNESSGRAM1 DATA RESULTS: Data not 
available.

DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS: The student 
body is comprised of 96.4% Hispanic; 1.8% White, 
1.5% Black, 0.8% Asian, 55% Male 45% Female; 
84% qualify for free lunch; 11% have a learning 

PUC Nueva Esperanza Charter 
Academy 1218 Fourth Street, San Fernando, CA 91340

Existing Transportation Conditions and Programs 
In the Fall of 2016, a voluntary Travel Tally was collected at participating school sites in the City of San 
Fernando to determine how school-aged students are getting to and from school each day.  The Travel Tally 
was developed to help measure how students get to school and whether the SRTS program affects trips to 
and from school. Teachers can use this form to record specific information about how children arrive and 
depart from school each day for a week. The Travel Talley was administered in-class by teachers to students 
over a consecutive two-day time frame.  Monday and Friday were not permitted as tally days.   The Travel 
Tally gathered baseline data on existing commute to school patterns and insights into challenges around 
school site infrastructure, streets and the public transportation amenities offered by the schools.  As the 
Plan’s programs unfold, they should show increases in the number of students walking and bicycling.  Since 
engineering improvements (physical modifications made to streets and intersections) will likely be made after 
this planning effort ends, initial improvements are more likely to result initially from the implementation of 
“5E” programs alone.  Further increases can be expected once the physical improvements are made. 

Walk Bike School Bus Family Vehicle Carpool Transit Other

AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM
16.2% 28.9% 0% 0% 0% 0% 78.9% 64.8% 3.7% 4.4% 0%   0% 1.2% 1.9%

A majority of students use a family vehicle to get to and from school. The next most popular form of 
transportation is by walking. The school does contain a bike rack, but students are not utilizing them. This 
could have a direct correlation with the lack of bicycle infrastructure, like painted lines on the road. 

Table 55: Travel Tally  (PUC Nueva Esperanza Charter Academy)

DISADVANTAGED

 Reduced Meals
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Existing Programs and Policies
Through individual school site workshops, meetings and research on existing programs, data was gathered on 
the following school-level and/or district programs and policies that help implement or harm the efforts to 
increase walking, bicycling or skateboarding to school: 

• School currently hosts afterschool and summer programs

• No  crossing guard program at this school site 

• School does not have a valet program

• One single sided grid bike rack is are available on campus (approximately utilized by 5 bicycles)

• Current policy is to walk bicycles on campus

•  Strong parental engagement.  School piloted PIQE (Parents Institute for Quality Education) which 
offered a series of workshops including health screenings, fitness, and post -secondary education

• School receives services from the Los Angeles School Police Department’s (LASPD) Motor Unit, 
formed in 2002.  The unit’s main focus is to provide traffic safety for the students while traveling to 
and from school.   The LASPD Motor officers are responsible for providing driver, pedestrian, and 
cyclist safety awareness through traffic education, engineering, enforcement and investigations.  

 » Current issue includes multiple bicycle thefts per year.  

• School has not accessed services from the LASPD Safe Passages Motorcycle Task Force coordinate 
the Safety Valet Program for Schools to train parent volunteers and school personnel on how to 
set up valets to assist students and parents with a safe way to exit their vehicles and enter the 
campuses. 
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Common Routes and Collisions
The school is in a mixed residential and commercial area. There is a lack of bicycle infrastructure but 
sidewalks are adequate. Layne Park is just west of the school site.  Maclay Ave and Fourth St are busy arterial 
roads.  Since the school is located on Fourth St, traffic calming measures should be initiated. Common routes 
to the school extend along Fourth St and secondarily along Harding St.  

Crash data obtained from SWITRS (Statewide Integrated Traffic Records System) shows one pedestrian 
collision within a quarter mile of PUC Nueva Esperanza as shown on Map 47 below.  
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Map 47: School Enrollment Boundary (PUC Nueva Esperanza Charter Academy)
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Community Engagement - SASMP 
Stakeholder Meetings 
Based on field visits, observations, SASMP 
stakeholder meetings with school Principals, staff 
and parents, the following safety issues were 
raised: 

General

• There are no bike lanes or bike routes in 
school’s walk/bike zone. 

• School does not have traffic safety plan or 
crossing guard program 

• School has limited bicycle parking for the 
size of student body  

• Sidewalks are in acceptable condition 
(Some cracked, bucked or missing sections 
and have few or no obstacles (garbage 
bins, signs, utility poles)

Safety Concerns

• High volume traffic due to court and 
municipal buildings brings congestion and 
increases volume near school crossing/
drop off zone.  

General school site-specific challenges identified 
across all engagement activities included:  

• There are two or more streets adjacent 
to the school where students can walk or 
bike onto property that has two sides and 
is two lanes.

• Bus loading/unloading is not separated 
from parent pick-up and drop-off

• There is signage indicating 30MPH speed 
limit in school zone.

• The curb radius medium size (16-30) feet 
near the school zone

• No designated walk zone at end of street 
so students with parents walk into the 
street in order to cross. 

• Marked crosswalks are prevalent 
throughout walk/bike zone.

• Sidewalks are prevalent throughout 
school’s walk/bike zone.   

• There are no crossing guards to guide 
difficult to cross streets

• 2 per corner and 1 per corner ADA 
compliant ramps are present at most 
intersections but not all.

• There are no pedestrian crossing signals, 
“countdown” pedestrian traffic signals, 
pedestrian hybrid beacons, rectangular 
rapid flash beacons at traffic signals in 
school’s walk/bike zone

• This school has a bike rack that appears 
small.  There were two students walking 
bikes.  

• There are no raised medians or refuges 
within the bike/walk zone.  

• There are no modern (bike/walk-connected) 
cul-de-sacs in school’s walk/bike zone.   

• Existing school zone signs are discolored 
and faded.

• Crossing guards do not have safety 
equipment, look more like a security guard 
and have issues

• There are personal security concerns, with 
crime, loose dogs and areas around school 
that feel unsafe.  

• There is on-sight skateboard rack, no bike 
racks but more kids ride skateboards

• Fourth St is a major thoroughfare for all 
modes of traffic

• Hagar/Alexandar are heavily used 

• No crosswalk on Fourth/Hagar (only a two 
way stop)

• Encouraged to walk to Fourth/Alexander

• Fourth/Hagar lacks visible school signs 
leading up to the intersection

General city-wide challenges identified across all 
engagement activities included: 

• Gang/drug activity

• Lack of adequate lighting 

• Unsafe and damaged sidewalks

• There is supervision at crossings (unofficial), 
but no crossing guards

• Street that separates the playground and 
classrooms.  
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Existing Physical Conditions and Proposed Infrastructure Improvements
Site specific locations around the school have been identified, particularly intersections and pedestrian 
crosswalks that need enhanced visibility.  They are critical links that connect neighborhoods in the City of 
San Fernando and the City of Los Angeles to classrooms for students, faculty, staff, parents, and visitors.  

See recommendations map pinpointing the specific locations and extent of recommended improvements as 
listed below. Improvement costs and timing has been estimated for future capital programming purposes. 
Costs are estimated to be “Low”, “Medium”, or “High”. Timing and urgency is estimated to be “Immediate”, 
“Near-Term”, or “Long-Term”. Refer to the San Fernando Safe and Active Streets Plan to get the full set of 
Citywide proposed improvements.
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Location Existing Physical Conditions Proposed Improvements Problem and Solution

1. Maclay 
Avenue and 
Fourth St  

This is the nearest major intersection to 
the front entrance of the school. There is 
currently a four-way signalized intersection 
with no clearly marked crosswalks. Fourth 
St has one lane traveling in each direction 
while Maclay Ave has two. Maclay Ave is a 
heavily traveled roadway with commercial 
and municipal buildings as well as a Metro 
bus stop for the 234 line.  Once cars turn 
onto Fourth St in the direction of the school, 
there is signage indicating a 30 MPH speed 
limit in the school zone. Three of the four 
corners have curb extensions with potted 
plants. The traffic volume on Maclay Ave is 
high considering the low commercial and 
residential densities. 

Crosswalks 
Pedestrian; On- and Off-Site:  Add white 
continental crosswalks at the signalized 
intersection that includes pedestrian 
countdown signals. Add advanced stop 
lines to approach the new crosswalk. 
Add school zone crossing signage and 
consider the placement of properly 
uniformed crossing guards to assist 
pedestrians at this busy intersection.  
Cost: Medium. Urgency: Immediate.     

White continental crosswalks are more 
visible to drivers and advanced stop 
bars add space between vehicles and 
pedestrians, enhancing pedestrian safety.  
School crossing signage alerts drivers to 
students and pedestrians on crosswalks.  
Crossing guards further enhance pedestrian 
safety on busy intersections because they 
have the authority to help control traffic 
during peak hours.

2. Hagar 
Street and 
Fourth St  

Both Hagar St and Fourth St provide 
entrance to the school campus. Hagar St 
is heavily used for drop off, and students 
entering on Hagar St must cross through 
the student teacher parking lot. There 
is currently a four-way intersection 
controlled by two-way stop signs on Hagar 
St. There are no marked crosswalks at 
this intersection on all four approaches. 
Students can additionally access the main 
entrance of the school by traveling along 
Fourth St. Both streets have one lane 
traveling in each direction. 

Flashing Beacon
Pedestrian; Off-Site: Add white continental 
style crosswalks to this intersection 
with advanced stop lines approaching 
the crosswalk. Additionally, add school 
zone crossing and signage.  Install 
rectangular rapid flashing beacon. 
Cost: Medium. Urgency: Immediate.     

This intersection in lacks visible school 
signs leading up to the intersection. White 
continental crosswalks are more visible 
to drivers and advanced stop bars add 
space between vehicles and pedestrians 
on crosswalks enhancing pedestrian 
safety.  School crossing signage and a 
flashing beacon will alert drivers to student 
pedestrians on crosswalks.  

3. Alexander 
Street and 
Fourth St

There is currently a four-way, stop sign 
controlled intersection with standard yellow 
crosswalks connecting all corners. This is a 
primarily residential area with high volume 
traffic on Fourth St due to the school’s front 
entrance.

Crosswalks
Pedestrian; Off-Site: Add white continental 
crosswalks with high visibility markings 
especially across Fourth St. Add 
advanced stop lines approaching the new 
crosswalks. Add school zone signage.  
Cost: Medium. Urgency: Immediate.     

Students are encouraged to walk to this 
intersection to access the front entrance of 
the school. White continental crosswalks 
are more visible to drivers and advanced 
stop bars add space between vehicles 
and pedestrians on crosswalks enhancing 
pedestrian safety.  School crossing signage 
alerts drivers to student pedestrians on 
crosswalks.  

4. Alexander 
Street and 
Third St      

This is currently a four-way intersection 
controlled by two-way stop signs on Third 
St with no marked crosswalks on all four 
legs.  The area is primarily residential. Both 
streets have one lane in each directions.

Crosswalks
Pedestrian; Off-Site: Add white continental 
style crosswalks with high visibility 
crosswalks especially across Fourth St. 
Add advanced stop lines approaching the 
new crosswalks. Add school zone crossing 
signage. Cost: Low. Urgency: Immediate.     

White continental crosswalks are more 
visible to drivers and advanced stop bars 
add space between vehicles and pedestrians 
in crosswalks enhancing pedestrian safety.  
School crossing signage alerts drivers to 
student pedestrians in crosswalks.  

Table 56: Existing and Proposed On- and Off-Site Improvements Around School (PUC Nueva Esperanza 
Charter Academy)
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Location Existing Physical Conditions Proposed Improvements Problem and Solution

5. Hagar 
Street and 
Third St

This is currently a four-way intersection 
controlled by two-way stop signs on Third 
St with no marked crosswalks on all four 
approaches.  The area has mixed use 
buildings but is primarily residential. Both 
streets have one lane in each direction.

Crosswalks
Pedestrian; Off-Site: Add white continental 
crosswalks with high visibility crosswalks 
especially across Fourth St. Add advanced 
stop lines approaching the new crosswalks. 
Add school zone crossing signage and 
advanced stop bars to cross Third St.  
Cost: Low. Urgency: Immediate.     

White continental crosswalks are more 
visible to drivers and advanced stop bars 
add space between vehicles and pedestrians 
on crosswalks enhancing pedestrian safety.  
School crossing signage alerts drivers to 
student pedestrians in crosswalks.  

6. Maclay 
Avenue and 
Third St    

This is currently a four-way intersection 
controlled by two-way stop signs on Third St 
with no clearly marked crosswalks.  The area 
has commercial buildings and both streets 
have one lane in each direction. There is a 
pedestrian activated signal on Maclay Ave. 
The speed limit is 25 MPH. Curb extensions 
and potted plants are located on three of 
the four corners. Shark teeth pavement 
markings are on the north and south legs of 
Maclay Ave.

Proposed Improvements
Add white continental crosswalks with 
high visibility especially across Fourth 
St. Add advanced stop lines approaching 
the crosswalks. Add school zone crossing 
signage.    Cost: Low. Urgency: Immediate. 

The intersection is unsignalized. White 
continental crosswalks are more visible 
to drivers and advanced stop bars add 
space between vehicles and pedestrians 
on crosswalks enhancing pedestrian safety.  
School crossing signage alerts drivers to 
student pedestrians in crosswalks.  
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Figure 44: Proposed Improvements (PUC Nueva Esperanza Charter Academy: Fourth Street and Maclay Avenue)

Figure 45: Proposed Improvements (PUC Nueva Esperanza Charter Academy: Third Street and Maclay Avenue)
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Proposed Programs and Policies
The SASMP Workshop, provided parents an opportunity to review existing Safe Routes to School programs 
and policies that have been proven successful on a national level and generate a list of ideas they would like 
administration to implement at the school site.  Since school administrators, law enforcement and parents 
are key to a successful Safe Routes to School programs, it is critical that school site develop a Safe Routes to 
School (SRTS) Committee to design and implement the following programs to encourage, educate, enforce 
and evaluate Safe Routes to School efforts to increase the number of children walking and bicycling to 
school, student traffic education and driver enforcement.

Please refer to Table 43 Proposed Programs and Policies for a comprehensive list of beneficial programs and 
policies  for implementation.

School Level Policies

In addition to programs, school-level policies are effective means that should be changed enacted in order to 
encourage, enforce, and educate the student/parent population

• Assess impact of two arrival schedules for students and impact to morning drop-off congestion.  

• Restructure the arrival and departure gates to decrease sidewalk congestion and also improve drop-
off/ pickup during peak traffic times.

Implementation
Table 56 includes proposed projects and improvements considered to be the most important and cost 
effective for physical changes around the school given travel patterns, common routes, collisions, and 
feedback received during the public outreach process. Priority is given to safety for pedestrians around 
the school including school children, parents, adults, and care-givers traveling to the school by foot from 
surrounding neighborhoods. Phasing and timing for project implementation are categorized as “Immediate” 
for the highest priority consideration or “Near-Term” for the second phase of implementation. 

Implementation and prioritization for the school should focus on those improvements to crosswalks along 
Maclay Ave/Fourth St and Hagar St/Fourth St  to help encourage pedestrian crossings.  Improvements 
include creating controlled crosswalks through installation of high visibility crosswalks, advanced stop bars 
on all sides and rectangular rapid flashing beacon.   Install school crossing signage to create more visible and 
desirable crosswalk treatments for improved safety.  

Implementation of Proposed “5 E” Programs and Policies detailed in Table 43, will be most effective 
when school site administrators, law enforcement, school and parent groups form Safe Routes to School 
Committees at school.  These Committees should be tasked to plan and implement education and 
encouragement programs, including:  Implementing valet program along Hagar St/Fourth St, crossing guard 
program along Alexander St/Fourth St and expand bicycle facilities and storage for scooters and skateboards   
Monitoring of progress will be most effective under evaluation and tracking of best practices through 
maintenance plan.  
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1 Fitnessgram is a comprehensive fitness assessment battery for youth that assesses cardiovascular fitness, muscle strength, 
muscular endurance, flexibility, and body composition.

GRADES: K-5

ENROLLMENT:  224 students (2016)

FITNESSGRAM1 DATA RESULTS: Data not 
Available.

DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS: The student 
body is comprised of a population of 94% Hispanic, 
4% Asian/ Pacific Islander, 1% Black, and 1% 
White.

St. Ferdinand Elementary School 1012 Coronel Street, San Fernando, CA 91340

Existing Transportation Conditions and Programs 
In the Fall of 2016, a voluntary Travel Tally was collected at participating school sites in the City of San 
Fernando to determine how school-aged students are getting to and from school each day.  The Travel Tally 
was developed to help measure how students get to school and whether the SRTS program affects trips to 
and from school. Teachers can use this form to record specific information about how children arrive and 
depart from school each day for a week. The Travel Talley was administered in-class by teachers to students 
over a consecutive two-day time frame.  Monday and Friday were not permitted as tally days.   The Travel 
Tally gathered baseline data on existing commute to school patterns and insights into challenges around 
school site infrastructure, streets and the public transportation amenities offered by the schools.  As the 
Plan’s programs unfold, they should show increases in the number of students walking and bicycling.  Since 
engineering improvements (physical modifications made to streets and intersections) will likely be made after 
this planning effort ends, initial improvements are more likely to result initially from the implementation of 
“5E” programs alone.  Further increases can be expected once the physical improvements are made. 

Walk Bike School Bus Family Vehicle Carpool Transit Other

AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM
.7% .7% 0% 0% 0% 0% 98.9% 98.9% 0% 0% .4% .4% 0% 0%

Almost every student at St. Ferdinand Elementary go to and from school by family vehicle. A small minority 
of students walk or take transit. Students do not have the opportunity to bike to school due to the lack of 
bike racks and bicycle infrastructure, like painted lines on the road.

Table 57: Travel Tally  (St. Ferdinand Elementary School)

DISADVANTAGED

 Reduced Meals
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Existing Programs and Policies
Through individual school site meetings and research on existing programs, data was gathered on the 
following school-level and/or district programs and policies that help implement or harm the efforts to 
increase walking, bicycling or skateboarding to school: 

• School currently hosts afterschool and summer programs.

• City funds Crossing guard program at one crossing

• School recently made active transportation additions including: 

 » Drop off and pick up zone along Hollister St at the southern end of the campus with a one-way 
drive aisle (operating through parent volunteers)

 » Volunteer valet program at the drop off/pick up zone on Coronel St with limited support and a 
volunteer crossing guard at the pedestrian crossing on Coronel St. 

• No Bike Rack available on campus

• Enforces all LAUSD policies, including enforcing the CA Safety Helmet Law , distribution of 
Pedestrian and Traffic Safety Tips

• School receives services from the Los Angeles School Police Department’s (LASPD) Motor Unit, 
formed in 2002.  The unit’s main focus is to provide traffic safety for the students while traveling to 
and from school.   The LASPD Motor officers are responsible for providing driver, pedestrian, and 
cyclist safety awareness through traffic education, engineering, enforcement and investigations.  

• School receives services from the Office of Environmental Health and Safety (OEHS), Traffic and 
Pedestrian Safety Program and LASPD Safe Passages Motorcycle Task Force that coordinate the 
Safety Valet Program for Schools to train parent volunteers and school personnel on how to set up 
valets to assist students and parents with a safe way to exit their vehicles and enter the campuses.   
Traffic Safety Coordinator from OEHS is available to administrators to implement program and for 
follow up questions or concerns. 
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Common Routes and Collisions
The school site is located between a commercial corridor and a residential neighborhood. The school site is 
located between the two major arterial roads of Brand Blvd and San Fernando Mission Blvd.  There is a lack 
of bicycle infrastructure and adequate sidewalks.The sidewalks are cracked and lifted due to tree roots. The 
cracks and lifts are potential issues for seniors and those who are physically challenged.  Common routes to 
the school principally include Hollister St and Brand Blvd, and secondarily include Maclay Ave, Pico St and 
Coronel St.  

Crash data obtained from SWITRS (Statewide Integrated Traffic Records System) shows a series of ten 
pedestrian involved collisions and eight bicycle involved collisions within a quarter mile from St. Ferdinand 
Elementary School as shown on Map 49 below.

Map 49: School Enrollment Boundary  (St. Ferdinand Elementary School)
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Community Engagement - SASMP 
Workshop
A Safe and Active Streets Master Plan (SASMP) 
workshop was conducted on September 20, 
2016.  The following key stakeholders attended: 
School Principal, Parent Center Coordinator, 
school crossing guard, school police, parents and 
representatives from Public Health Advocacy, 
LADPH, and LAUSD.  The workshop was held to 
gather public input into the Safe and Active Streets 
Master Plan summarized below.  Based on field 
visits, observations, SASMP Workshop, meetings 
with school Principals, staff and parents, the 
following safety issues were raised: 

General

The majority of students are dropped off and as 
a result there is a rush to get students to school 
through the valet by the morning start time is 
causing problems within the school zone.   The 
Saint Ferdinand School is a private complex of 
school facilities located to the east and south 
of Ferdinand Church on the southeast corner 
of Maclay Ave and Pico St.   There is a south 
campus school for elementary school children 
and a north campus facility next to the church for 
middle school students separated by Coronel St. A 
pedestrian-activated crossing signal and pavement 
parking is located midblock between the two 
campuses along Coronel St.  Other factors include: 

• Distracted drivers causing delays.

• Drivers not respecting the Crossing Guard 
Stop Sign

• Parents parking in red zones during school 
drop-off, pick-up time.

• Two vehicles have been consistently 
disregarding crossing guards on Coronel, 
driving aggressively.

Safety Concerns

• Sidewalks uplifted on Coronel St creates 
dangerous walking conditions especially at 
night.

• City needs to fix sidewalks along Coronel 
St.

• Barriers include broken sidewalks in need 
of repair.  

• Repair/new sidewalk needed along 

Coronel St between Maclay Ave and Brand 
Blvd

• Major traffic on Maclay Ave (Morningside 
School) after school hour 2:30pm

• Lack of city police needs to patrol school 
sites.

Citywide 

• Exit off of SF Mission creates a bottleneck 
due to traffic light timing.

• Brand/ Laurel Cyn needs turn arrows, 
congestion and dangerous pedestrian 
crossing conditions.

• High speed traffic on Coronel despite 
speed bumps and school signs.

• City needs areas designated for 
skateboarding.   Skateboarders are 
currently using off-loading areas behind 
commercial building and skateboards are 
going to street traffic Pico St.

Location –Specific Issues: 

• School needs city assistance to install 
better street sign for Enter Only and Exit 
Only at School Parking lots.

• Intoxicated people hanging out in alleys 
near St. Ferdinand’s school site.

• Have police do random morning patrol at 
each school.   Parents will follow rules and 
create good habits

• Pedestrians often push “light-up stop 
signs” and walk without waiting for traffic 
to stop; cars often have to slam on their 
brakes to avoid striking pedestrians. 
Beneficial at night throughout San 
Fernando.

• Synchronize traffic lights on Maclay and SF 
Mission Blvd.

• 4 way stop near school.

• Increase the size of speed bumps to 
discourage speeding on surrounding 
streets.

• Public parking available with close 
proximity to the school to curtail double/ 
red-zone parking.        

• Principal suggested opening up church lot.
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Existing Physical Conditions and Proposed Infrastructure Improvements
Site specific locations around the school have been identified, particularly intersections and pedestrian 
crosswalks that need enhanced visibility.  They are critical links that connect neighborhoods in the City of 
San Fernando and the City of Los Angeles to classrooms for students, faculty, staff, parents, and visitors.  

See recommendations map pinpointing the specific locations and extent of recommended improvements as 
listed below. Improvement costs and timing has been estimated for future capital programming purposes. 
Costs are estimated to be “Low”, “Medium”, or “High”. Timing and urgency is estimated to be “Immediate”, 
“Near-Term”, or “Long-Term”. Refer to the San Fernando Safe and Active Streets Plan to get the full set of 
Citywide proposed improvements.
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Location Existing Physical Conditions Proposed Improvements Problem and Solution

1. Surrounding 
school

There is very limited signage and pavement 
markings that designate the area around 
both school sites as a school zone. 

Identify School Zone
Pedestrian; Off-Site: Install signage and 
pavement markings for school areas in 
accordance with the California MUTCD. 
Cost: Medium. Urgency: Immediate. 

The odd placement of school buildings and 
lack of school signage make it difficult for 
the school to be seen. Adding signage and 
markings will help to highlight these sites 
and streets as a school zone encouraging 
reduced speeds. 

2.Coronel 
Street Mid-
Block Crossing 

The school entry is along this segment. 
There are speed bumps with 15 MPH speed 
limits, a yellow ladder crosswalk, a flashing 
pedestrian activated signal, and school 
signage. 

Mid-block Crossing
Pedestrian; Off-Site: Upgrade and enhance 
existing mid-block crossing with white 
highly visible pavement markings, upgraded 
flashing pedestrian-activated signals, and 
additional signage. Cost: Medium. Urgency: 
Near-Term. 

This mid-block crossing in front of the 
school is highlighted with crosswalks, speed 
bumps, and signage, but such treatments 
could be consolidated better and placed 
more strategically mid-block. Because 
students cross this segment since the school 
has two campuses, one on each side of the 
street. 

3. Coronel 
Street, Pico 
Street and 
Hollister 
Street

Coronel St has a school related mid-block 
crossing but similar crossings do not exist at 
Pico St and Hollister St between Carlisle St 
and Maclay Ave. 

Mid-block Crossing
Pedestrian; Off-Site: Install new mid-block 
pedestrian crossings with pavement and 
signage along these segments to enhance 
the pedestrians network associated with 
the diversity of surrounding uses including 
schools, church, residential neighborhoods, 
commercial uses, and parking lots.  Cost: 
Medium. Urgency: Near-Term. 

These streets are between arterials Brand 
Blvd and Maclay Ave, which have traffic 
volumes between 13,000 and 14,000 
vehicles per day. Creating mid-block 
pedestrian crossings will enhance the 
pedestrians network and expand crossings 
on low volume roadways making these 
interior roadways safer for pedestrians.    

4. Maclay 
Avenue and 
Pico Street 
Intersection 

Maclay Ave is a thru-way intersection within 
a surrounding commercial district.      

Crosswalks and Visual Cues
Pedestrian; Off-Site:   Install continental 
crosswalks at signalized, four-way, 
intersection. Include pedestrian countdown 
signals. Identify this intersection as a 
school/church location and make more 
visible with cues. Cost: Medium. Urgency: 
Near-Term.    

This intersection marks the southern end of 
the commercial district and the transition 
to the school and residential surrounding 
uses. The intersection treatments should 
be commercial in character to slow traffic 
and serve as the transition with the goal of 
increasing pedestrian visibility. 

5. Maclay/
Coronel and 
Maclay/
Hollister 
Intersections 

These two intersections are four-way 
stop sign controlled with yellow ladder 
crosswalks across Maclay Ave but standard 
yellow crosswalks across Hollister St and 
ladder crosswalks across Coronel St. There 
is school crossing signage, but no pavement 
markings.    

Crosswalks and Visual Cues
Pedestrian; Off-Site: Install continental 
crosswalks at un-signalized, four-way stop 
intersection. Include pedestrian crossing 
signage and school zone signage. Highlight 
these intersections and make more visible 
with cues. Include pedestrian-activated 
flashing lights at one or both locations. Cost: 
Medium. Urgency: Near-Term.  

These two intersections are at the western 
end of the school sites and should be similar 
in design. High visibility crosswalks will help 
increase pedestrian safety around school 
sites. Speed limits need to slow along this 
Maclay Ave segment. 

6. Coronel 
Street  

Broken sidewalks are found around street 
trees along this segment. 

Sidewalk Improvement
Pedestrian; Off-Site:  Repair broken 
sidewalk damage due to tree root growth 
to enhance the pedestrian nature of this 
segment between Brand Blvd and Maclay 
Ave. Cost: Medium. Urgency: Immediate.   

Street tree maintenance and sidewalk 
repairs will improve the pedestrians network 
around the school and thus encourage safer 
pedestrians travel. 

7. Coronel St There is no pedestrian lighting along this 
segment. 

Pedestrian Lighting
Pedestrian; Off-Site:  Consider installing 
pedestrian lighting along this segment 
between Brand Blvd and Maclay Ave to 
highlight the pedestrian nature of this 
street.  Cost: Medium. Urgency: Near-Term. 

Pedestrians lighting will help increase 
pedestrian visibility at night while also 
adding a streetscape amenity giving this 
segment a pedestrian feel to promote more 
active forms of transportation. 

Table 58: Existing and Proposed On- and Off-Site Improvements Around School (St. Ferdinand Elementary 
School)
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Location Existing Physical Conditions Proposed Improvements Problem and Solution

8. City Parking 
Lot to the East 
of School

The public surface parking lot next to the 
school serves as a curing lane during pick up 
and drop off. 

Drop Off/Pick Up
Pedestrian; Off-Site: Consider reconfiguring 
parking lot adjacent to school to act as or 
aid in school drop off and pick up. Cost: 
Medium.

The City and the school can work together 
to reconfigure the lot to facilitate drop off 
and pick up by designating a portion as a 
drive aisle for school drop off and pick up.

9. Onsite Drop 
Off/Pick Up 
along Hollister 
Street Mid-
block 

Hollister St is a low volume residential 
street. This segment between Maclay Ave 
and Carlisle St is at the rear of the school. A 
surface parking lot (City owned) is located 
adjacent to the east of the school site and 
serves as a cueing lane for drop off and pick 
up.   

Drop Off/Pick Up
(Pedestrian; On- and Off-Site:  Install 
signage along Hollister St marking the 
entrance and exits for the on-site drop off 
zone. Consider adding sidewalk pavement 
treatments to help identify the orderly 
vehicle path of travel.  Cost: Low. Urgency: 
Immediate. 

An orderly and well identified drop off and 
pick up will help to ease morning drop off 
and afternoon pick up congestion both on-
site and off-site.  

10. Coronel 
Street and 
Hollister St

These low volume roadways have school 
related speed bumps with posted 15MPH 
speed limits. 

Speed Bumps
Pedestrian; Off-Site:   Enhance existing 
speed bumps/humps on these streets and 
add high reflective pavement marking. 
Bumps should be bike-friendly. Cost: 
Medium. Urgency: Near-Term. 

The speed bumps are an added safety 
features but should be upgraded with more 
visible pavement markings and signage. 
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On-Site School Drop-O�/Pick-Up Zone
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Figure 46: Proposed Improvements (St. Ferdinand Elementary School: Hollister Street Mid-Block 
between Maclay Avenue and Carlisle St)

Figure 47:  Proposed Improvements (St. Ferdinand Elementary School: Coronel Street Mid-Block between 
Maclay Avenue and Carlisle St)
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Proposed Programs and Policies
The SASMP Workshop, provided parents an opportunity to review existing Safe Routes to School programs 
and policies that have been proven successful on a national level and generate a list of ideas they would like 
administration to implement at the school site.  Since school administrators, law enforcement and parents 
are key to a successful Safe Routes to School programs, it is critical that school site develop a Safe Routes to 
School (SRTS) Committee to design and implement the following programs to encourage, educate, enforce 
and evaluate Safe Routes to School efforts to increase the number of children walking and bicycling to 
school, student traffic education and driver enforcement.

Please refer to Table 43 Proposed Programs and Policies for a comprehensive list of beneficial programs and 
policies  for implementation.

School Level Policies

In addition to programs, school-level policies are effective means that should be changed enacted in order to 
encourage, enforce, and educate the student/parent population.

• The primary school entry for active transportation should be designated along Coronel St with a 
vehicle drop off and pick up onsite either as currently occurring at the rear of the campus or along 
the eastern edge on the property line with the adjacent City parking lot. 

Implementation
Table 58 includes proposed projects and improvements considered to be the most important and cost 
effective for physical changes around the school given travel patterns, common routes, collisions, and 
feedback received during the public outreach process. Priority is given to safety for pedestrians around 
the school including school children, parents, adults, and care-givers traveling to the school by foot from 
surrounding neighborhoods. Phasing and timing for project implementation are categorized as “Immediate” 
for the highest priority consideration or “Near-Term” for the second phase of implementation. 

Implementation and prioritization for the school should focus on those improvements that better locate 
and direct drop-off/pickup along Hollister St. mid-block to ease morning and afternoon peak school times.  
Common routes to school should be improved addressing safety concerns, particularly creating mid-block 
crossings along Pico St. and Hollister St to enhance the pedestrian's network and expand safer crossings for 
pedestrians.  

Implementation of Proposed “5 E” Programs and Policies detailed in Table 43, will be most effective 
when school site administrators, law enforcement, school and parent groups form Safe Routes to School 
Committees at school.  These Committees should be tasked to plan and implement education and 
encouragement programs, including: expanding crossing guard program to include Maclay Ave/Coronel St, 
and bicycle facilities.  Monitoring of progress will be most effective under evaluation and tracking of best 
practices through maintenance plan.  
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1 Fitnessgram is a comprehensive fitness assessment battery for youth that assesses cardiovascular fitness, muscle strength, 
muscular endurance, flexibility, and body composition.

GRADES: K-5

ENROLLMENT:  635 students (2016)

FITNESSGRAM1 DATA RESULTS: In Aerobic 
Capacity 57.8% of 5th graders fell within the 
Healthy Fitness Zone; In Body Composition 55.9% 
of 5th graders fell within the Healthy Fitness Zone

DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS: The student 
body is comprised of 96.7% Hispanic, 1.6% White, 
0.6% Black, 0.5% Asian; 47% Male 53% Female; 
84.6% qualify for free lunch; 13% have a learning 
disability.

San Fernando Elementary School 1130 Mott Street, San Fernando, CA 91340

Existing Transportation Conditions and Programs 
In the Fall of 2016, a voluntary Travel Tally was collected at participating school sites in the City of San 
Fernando to determine how school-aged students are getting to and from school each day.  The Travel Tally 
was developed to help measure how students get to school and whether the SRTS program affects trips to 
and from school. Teachers can use this form to record specific information about how children arrive and 
depart from school each day for a week. The Travel Talley was administered in-class by teachers to students 
over a consecutive two-day time frame.  Monday and Friday were not permitted as tally days.   The Travel 
Tally gathered baseline data on existing commute to school patterns and insights into challenges around 
school site infrastructure, streets and the public transportation amenities offered by the schools.  As the 
Plan’s programs unfold, they should show increases in the number of students walking and bicycling.  Since 
engineering improvements (physical modifications made to streets and intersections) will likely be made after 
this planning effort ends, initial improvements are more likely to result initially from the implementation of 
“5E” programs alone.  Further increases can be expected once the physical improvements are made. 

Walk Bike School Bus Family Vehicle Carpool Transit Other

AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM
23.9% 25.2% 0% 0% 1.7% 1.8% 71.6% 68.4% 2.8% 4% .6% .6% 0% 0%

A majority of students get to and from school by family vehicle. The next most popular form of 
transportation is walking. The site does contain a bicycle rack, but is being underutilized. This may have a 
direct correlation with the lack of bicycle infrastructure, like painted lines on the road.

Table 59: Travel Tally  (San Fernando Elementary School)

DISADVANTAGED

 Reduced Meals
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Existing Programs and Policies
Through individual school site meetings and research on existing programs, data was gathered on the 
following school-level and/or district programs and policies that help implement or harm the efforts to 
increase walking, bicycling or skateboarding to school: 

• School currently hosts afterschool and summer programs

• City funds crossing guard program with two City-paid crossing guards on Mott St.  

• School recently made active transportation additions including: 

 » Valet Program (with a 30-foot lane) for Student Drop-offs (operating through parent volunteers)

 » Host assemblies for Safety in Numbers, includes walking info.  

• There is one single-sided grid bike rack on campus that can hold a total capacity of 7 bikes.

• Enforces all LAUSD policies, including enforcing the CA Safety Helmet Law , distribution of 
Pedestrian and Traffic Safety Tips

• School receives services from the Los Angeles School Police Department’s (LASPD) Motor Unit, 
formed in 2002.  The unit’s main focus is to provide traffic safety for the students while traveling 
to and from school.  The LASPD Motor officers are responsible for providing driver, pedestrian, and 
cyclist safety awareness through traffic education, engineering, enforcement and investigations.  

• School receives services from the Office of Environmental Health and Safety (OEHS), Traffic and 
Pedestrian Safety Program and LASPD Safe Passages Motorcycle Task Force that coordinate the 
Safety Valet Program for Schools to train parent volunteers and school personnel on how to set up 
valets to assist students and parents with a safe way to exit their vehicles and enter the campuses.   
Traffic Safety Coordinator from OEHS is available to administrators to implement program and for 
follow up questions or concerns. 
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San Fernando Elementary School - Bike and Pedestrian Involved Collisions

Collisions (2009-2013)
Bike Involved Collision

Pedestrian Involved Collisions

School Sites

San Fernando City Boundary

Common Routes to Activity Centers

1/4 Mile Buffer

0 0.50.25 Miles

San Fernando Elementary School

Common Routes and Collisions
The school site is in a residential neighborhood. San Fernando Mission Road is the closest arterial road, but is 
still a primarily residential road. There is a lack of bicycle infrastructure in the area; impacted sidewalks create 
obstructions in the pavement, including cracks and pavement lifted from tree roots.  There are a high number 
of schools within the quarter mile with busy arterial roads.  Common routes to the school extend along all 
four sides of the school and include; Mott St, San Fernando Mission Blvd, O’Melveny Ave and Maclay Ave.  

Crash data obtained from SWITRS Statewide Integrated Traffic Records System) shows a series of three 
pedestrian involved collisions and one bicyclists involved collision within a ¼ mile from San Fernando 
Elementary School as shown on Map 51 below.

Map 51: School Enrollment Boundary (San Fernando Elementary School)
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Community Engagement - SASMP 
Workshop
A Safe and Active Streets Master Plan (SASMP) 
workshop was conducted on September 20, 2016.  
The following key stakeholders attended: School 
Principal, Parent Center Coordinator, school crossing 
guard, school police, parents and representatives 
from Public Health Advocacy, LADPH, and LAUSD.  
The workshop was held to gather public input into 
the Safe and Active Streets Master Plan summarized 
below.  

Based on field visits, observations, SASMP Workshop, 
meetings with school Principals, staff and parents, the 
following safety issues were raised: 

General

The rush to get students to school by the morning 
start time is causing problems within the school zone.   
Other factors include: 

• Limited number of gates open to enter the 
school site, creates congestion at one or two 
locations primarily in the morning, but also 
in the afternoon when school lets out and 
parents pick up students.

• Other concerns focused around bad 
driving behaviors. Field visits confirmed 
that infrastructure is often old, out of date, 
and deteriorated which can lead to drivers, 
pedestrians, and bicyclists not understanding 
how to interact with each other. 

• While School has a valet, parents use valet to 
park in order to walk kids to class and creates 
serious safety issues.  

• School only has one drop off zone and 
parents make dangerous drop offs as a result 
in other areas.  Additional drop-off zones 
should be considered along Maclay Ave or 
O’Melveny Ave.

• Need more parent volunteers to help with 
valet drop-off program, some days the school 
does not have a valet because there are no 
parent volunteers.  Volunteers are hesitant 
to help in the valet area because of some 
aggressive parents.

Safety Concerns

• Need traffic patrol enforcement on 
Huntington St around Las Palmas Park. 

Difficult to walk along Laurel Canyon Blvd, 
commercial access and freeway on/off 
ramps.

• Cars are speeding and not following safe 
speed limits around school site.

• Neighboring/stray Dogs are a reason some 
parents will not allow their children to walk 
to and from school.

Citywide 

• Parents voiced the fact that there are no 
bike lanes throughout the city.

• Parents voiced that they do not feel safe 
enough to walk/bike or skate on any 
streets in the City of San Fernando.

• Need traffic patrol enforcement on 
Huntington St around Las Palmas Park.

• Difficult to walk along Laurel Canyon Blvd, 
commercial access and freeway on/off 

• Parents complained about the smell 
of Marijuana in Las Palmas Park in the 
afternoon. They feel uncomfortable taking 
their young children to the park because of 
the smell.

• Families use the skate park located at 
Ritchie Valens Park in Pacoima because 
there isn’t one in the City of San Fernando.

• Pedestrians need to be vigilant when using 
the middle crosswalk along Maclay Ave as 
vehicles are usually traveling too fast and 
do not yield for pedestrians.

• Students from the Middle School and High 
School use the city trolley along with some 
parents to get to and from school.

Location –Specific Issues: 

• Need Stop Ahead Flashing Signs near 
school site at intersection Maclay Ave/
Mott St 

• Need Mid-Block Street Crossing Flashing 
Signs at Maclay Ave/Woodworth St

• Low street lighting along Maclay Ave near 
school.

• Need new painted crosswalk striping at all 
intersections near school site. 

• Need traffic patrol enforcement on 
Huntington St.
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Existing Physical Conditions and Proposed Infrastructure Improvements
Site specific locations around the school have been identified, particularly intersections and pedestrian 
crosswalks that need enhanced visibility.  They are critical links that connect neighborhoods in the City of 
San Fernando and the City of Los Angeles to classrooms for students, faculty, staff, parents, and visitors.  

See recommendations map pinpointing the specific locations and extent of recommended improvements as 
listed below. Improvement costs and timing has been estimated for future capital programming purposes. 
Costs are estimated to be “Low”, “Medium”, or “High”. Timing and urgency is estimated to be “Immediate”, 
“Near-Term”, or “Long-Term”. Refer to the San Fernando Safe and Active Streets Plan to get the full set of 
Citywide proposed improvements.
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Map 52: School Site Facilities  (San Fernando Elementary School)
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Location Existing Physical Conditions Proposed Improvements Problem and Solution

1. Mott Street 
and San 
Fernando 
Mission 
Boulevard 
Intersection 

This is a four-way signalized intersection 
with standard crosswalks.  Mott St extends 
across much of the southern portion of the 
City from Huntington St to Fox St. 

Crosswalks and Visual Cues
Pedestrian; Off-Site:  Install continental 
crosswalks at signalized, four-way, 
intersection. Include pedestrian crossing 
signage and school zone signage. Highlight 
this intersection and make more visible 
with cues and streetscape improvements. 
Install pedestrian countdown signals. Cost: 
Medium. Urgency: Immediate.  

On site cueing for drop off and pick up 
will help to alleviate traffic connections on 
the major atrial and will reduce conflicts 
particularly along high speed roadways. 

2. O’Melveny 
Avenue and 
San Fernando 
Mission 
Boulevard 

This is a four-way signalized intersection 
with standard crosswalks. A Metro bus stop 
is located at the northeast corner of this 
intersection.       

Crosswalks and Visual Cues
Pedestrian; Off-Site:  Install continental 
crosswalks at signalized, four-way, 
intersection. Include pedestrian crossing 
signage and school zone signage. Highlight 
this intersection and make more visible with 
cues. Install pedestrian countdown signals. 
Cost: Medium. Urgency: Near-Term. 

San Fernando Mission Blvd is a two-lane 
roadway with a 35 MPH speed limit outside 
of the school zone. The school is not highly 
visible and 25MPH speed limit signage may 
not be enough to slow traffic along this 
important north-south route in the southern 
portion of the City surrounded by primary 
residential areas but with commercial 
destinations to the north and regional 
access to the south. Increase visibility will be 
key to adding more visibility at this southern 
corner of the school. 

3. O’Melveny 
Avenue 
and Maclay 
Avenue 
Intersection 

This is a four-way stop sign controlled 
intersection with yellow standard 
crosswalks and one school crossing sign.     

Crosswalks and Visual Cues
Pedestrian; Off-Site:  Install continental 
crosswalks at un-signalized, four-way stop 
intersection. Include pedestrian crossing 
signage and school zone signage. Highlight 
this intersection and make more visible with 
cues. Consider pedestrian-activated flashing 
lights. Cost: Medium. Urgency: Near-Term   

Maclay Ave is a major north-south street 
in the City and although this southern 
segment is within a low volume residential 
neighborhood, through traffic may not 
be aware that a school is adjacent. High 
visibility crosswalks are important to signal 
an awareness for pedestrians.  

4. Maclay 
Avenue at 
Woodworth 
St      

This is a T-Intersection mid-block along 
Maclay Ave, along the east side of the 
school. There is a yellow ladder crosswalk 
across Maclay Ave and a yellow standard 
crosswalk across Woodworth St.  

Crosswalks
Pedestrian; Off-Site:  Enhance the existing 
crosswalk with pavement markings 
and pedestrian crossing signage at this 
T-intersection. Add a second crosswalk 
across Maclay Ave, south of the existing 
ladder crosswalk. Cost: Low. Urgency: 
Immediate.  

Because this is a T-intersection, pedestrian 
visibility is generally reduced. Enhancing the 
crosswalk markings and signage will help to 
increase pedestrian visibility.  

5. School 
Entry on Mott 
St

Mott St from San Fernando Mission Blvd 
to Maclay Ave is a low volume residential 
street with one lane in each direction and 
on-street parking. The primary school 
entry is located mid-block. School signage 
indicates limited parking.   The intersection 
of San Fernando Mission Blvd and Mott St 
is signalized with standard crosswalks. The 
intersection of Maclay Ave and Mott St is a 
four-way stop controlled intersection with 
yellow ladder crosswalks.    

Pick Up/Drop Off
Pedestrian; On- and Off-Site: Eliminate the 
current vehicle drop off and pick up along 
Mott St. Designate a school frontage zone 
giving priority to walk up pedestrians and 
bicyclists along Mott St highlight this entry. 
Create walking paths from the intersection 
of San Fernando Mission Blvd and Mott St. 
Cost: Low. Urgency: Immediate. 

This intersection is the closest to the 
current school entry on Mott St and is about 
the halfway point between commercial uses 
to the north and the Freeway to the south. 
As a result, it deserves special treatments 
to highlight this as a key intersection with 
cures to signal motorists to slow speeds to 
25MPH or less. 

6. Mott Street 
and San 
Fernando 
Mission 
Boulevard  

There is a City trolley, sheltered stop on the 
southeast corner of this intersection. 

Transit
Transit; Off-Site: Enhance Trolley Stop at 
this location. Cost: Low. Urgency: Near-
Term. 

Although the trolley stop is sheltered, the 
signage is poor and difficult to see. More 
visible signage and route information would 
help transit riders and pedestrians to better 
reach City destinations including schools. 

Table 60: Existing and Proposed On- and Off-Site Improvements Around School (San Fernando 
Elementary School)
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Location Existing Physical Conditions Proposed Improvements Problem and Solution

7. Maclay 
Avenue and 
Mott Street 
Intersection  

There is currently a painted yellow 
ladder crosswalk at this stop controlled 
intersection. This intersection is within a 
residential neighborhood. 

Crosswalks
Pedestrian; Off-Site):  Install continental 
crosswalks at this four-way, stop sign 
controlled intersection. Include pedestrian 
crossing signage.  Cost: Low. Urgency: 
Near-Term  

This is a major school crossing intersection 
Pedestrians crossings need to be made 
more visible particularly in this low volume 
residential neighborhood.   

8. Rear of 
School along 
O’Melveny 
Avenue    

O’Melveny Ave from San Fernando 
Mission Blvd to Maclay Ave is a low 
volume residential street with one lane 
in each direction and on-street parking.  
Playgrounds and accessory school buildings 
line this street. The intersection of San 
Fernando Mission Blvd and O’Melveny 
Ave is signalized with standard crosswalks. 
The intersection of Maclay Ave and 
O’Melveny Ave is a four-way stop controlled 
intersection with standard crosswalks.    

Pick Up/Drop Off
Pedestrian; On- and Off-Site:  Move the 
vehicle drop off and pick up from Mott St to 
the rear of the school at one of two optional 
locations, one at O’Melveny Ave, 50 feet 
east of San Fernando Mission Blvd, or at 
the corner of O’Melveny and Maclay Ave.  
Drop off and pick up to be conducted onsite 
with a designated cuing lane. Cost: Low. 
Urgency: Immediate. 

Vehicle pick up and drop off should be 
placed away from high volume, high 
speed roadways. The rear of the school 
provides playgrounds that can serve as 
on-site driveways for drop off and pick up 
of students and avoid school-generated 
congestion on local roadways. 

9. Surrounding 
the School 

A school crossing sign is located at the 
intersection of O’Melveny Ave and Maclay 
Ave. There is no school pavement markings. 
There is a 25 MPH school speed limit sign 
below the intersection of San Fernando 
Mission Blvd and O’Melveny Ave and above 
the intersection of San Fernando Mission 
Blvd and Mott St. 

Identify School Zone
Pedestrian; Off-Site:  Install signage and 
pavement markings for school areas in 
accordance with the California MUTCD. 
Cost: Medium. Urgency: Immediate 

There is only one school crossing sign, 
two speed limit signs, and no pavement 
markings surrounding the school making 
the school less identifiable to vehicles 
particularly passing vehicles along San 
Fernando Mission Blvd. School zone 
identification is needed to provide vehicles 
with more visual cues to pay attention to 
school pedestrian activity.   
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Figure 48: Proposed Improvements (San Fernando Elementary School: Rear of School)

Figure 49: Proposed Improvements (San Fernando Elementary School: School Entry)
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Proposed Programs and Policies
The SASMP Workshop, provided parents an opportunity to review existing Safe Routes to School programs 
and policies that have been proven successful on a national level and generate a list of ideas they would like 
administration to implement at the school site.  Since school administrators, law enforcement and parents 
are key to a successful Safe Routes to School programs, it is critical that school site develop a Safe Routes to 
School (SRTS) Committee to design and implement the following programs to encourage, educate, enforce 
and evaluate Safe Routes to School efforts to increase the number of children walking and bicycling to 
school, student traffic education and driver enforcement.

Please refer to Table 43 Proposed Programs and Policies for a comprehensive list of beneficial programs and 
policies  for implementation.

School Level Policies

In addition to programs, school-level policies are effective means that should be changed enacted in order to 
encourage, enforce, and educate the student/parent population.

• The primary school entry for active transportation should be designated as the frontage zone along 
Mott St. A secondary entrance should be created at the rear of the school along O’Melveny Ave for 
vehicle pick up and drop off providing adequate vehicle onsite cuing in the am and pm peak periods.  

Implementation
Table 60 includes proposed projects and improvements considered to be the most important and cost 
effective for physical changes around the school given travel patterns, common routes, collisions, and 
feedback received during the public outreach process. Priority is given to safety for pedestrians around 
the school including school children, parents, adults, and care-givers traveling to the school by foot from 
surrounding neighborhoods. Phasing and timing for project implementation are categorized as “Immediate” 
for the highest priority consideration or “Near-Term” for the second phase of implementation. 

Implementation and prioritization for the school should focus on those improvements that better locate 
and direct drop-off/pickup to rear of the school along O'Melveny Ave and designate a school frontage zone 
giving priority to walk up pedestrians and bicyclists along Mott St to highlight entry.  

Implementation of Proposed “5 E” Programs and Policies detailed in Table 43, will be most effective 
when school site administrators, law enforcement, school and parent groups form Safe Routes to School 
Committees at school.  These Committees should be tasked to plan and implement education and 
encouragement programs, including: Creating walking paths from the intersection of San Fernando Mission 
Blvd. and Mott St.  Monitoring of progress will be most effective under evaluation and tracking of best 
practices through maintenance plan.  

   

01/16/18 CC Meeting Agenda Page 389 of 521



Safe and Active Streets | San Fernando Master Plan DRAFT 267

This page intentionally left blank. 

01/16/18 CC Meeting Agenda Page 390 of 521



Safe and Active Streets | San Fernando Master Plan DRAFT268

1 Fitnessgram is a comprehensive fitness assessment battery for youth that assesses cardiovascular fitness, muscle strength, 
muscular endurance, flexibility, and body composition.

GRADES: K-5

ENROLLMENT:  811 students (2016)

FITNESSGRAM1 DATA RESULTS: In Aerobic 
Capacity 51.4% of 7th graders fell within the 
Healthy Fitness Zone; In Body Composition 42.3% 
of 7th graders fell within the Healthy Fitness Zone

DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS: The student 
body is comprised of 96.3% Hispanic, 1.8% White, 
0.6% Black, 0.7% Asian; 51% Male 49% Female; 
92.1% qualify for free lunch; 16% have a learning 
disability, 11% are identified as gifted; 25% have 
limited English proficiency.

San Fernando Middle School
(includes the San Fernando Institute of Applied Media)

130 North Brand Boulevard.  San Fernando, 
CA 91340

San Fernando Middle School shares facilities with the San Fernando Institute of Applied Media. The schools 
share entrances, exits and surrounding roadways. Consequently, existing programs, policies and issues are 
shared.

Existing Transportation Conditions and Programs 
In the Fall of 2016, a voluntary Travel Tally was collected at participating school sites in the City of San 
Fernando to determine how school-aged students are getting to and from school each day.  The Travel Tally 
was developed to help measure how students get to school and whether the SRTS program affects trips to 
and from school. Teachers can use this form to record specific information about how children arrive and 
depart from school each day for a week. The Travel Talley was administered in-class by teachers to students 
over a consecutive two-day time frame.  Monday and Friday were not permitted as tally days.   The Travel 
Tally gathered baseline data on existing commute to school patterns and insights into challenges around 
school site infrastructure, streets and the public transportation amenities offered by the schools.  As the 
Plan’s programs unfold, they should show increases in the number of students walking and bicycling.  Since 
engineering improvements (physical modifications made to streets and intersections) will likely be made after 
this planning effort ends, initial improvements are more likely to result initially from the implementation of 
“5E” programs alone.  Further increases can be expected once the physical improvements are made. 

Walk Bike School Bus Family Vehicle Carpool Transit Other

AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM
14.9% 21.5% .3% .3% 0% 0% 81.4% 73.6% 2% 3.2% .9% 1.2%  .6% .3%

A majority of students use a family vehicle to get to and from school. The next most popular form of 
transportation is by walking. This site has bike racks and a small number of students utilizing them. The lack 
of utilization has a direct correlation with the lack of bicycle infrastructure, like painted lines on the street. 

Table 61: Travel Tally  (San Fernando Middle School)

DISADVANTAGED

 Reduced Meals
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Existing Programs and Policies
Through individual school site meetings and research on existing programs, data was gathered on the 
following school-level and/or district programs and policies that help implement or harm the efforts to 
increase walking, bicycling or skateboarding to school: 

• School currently hosts afterschool and summer programs.

• City funds Crossing guard program at one crossing

• School recently made active transportation additions including: 

 » Drop off and pick up zone along Hollister St at the southern end of the campus with a one-way 
drive aisle (operating through parent volunteers)

 » Volunteer valet program at the drop off/pick up zone on Coronel St with limited support and a 
volunteer crossing guard at the pedestrian crossing on Coronel St. 

• There are six single-sided grid bike rack on campus that can hold a total capacity of 42 bikes.

• Enforces all LAUSD policies, including enforcing the CA Safety Helmet Law , distribution of 
Pedestrian and Traffic Safety Tips

• School receives services from the Los Angeles School Police Department’s (LASPD) Motor Unit, 
formed in 2002.  The unit’s main focus is to provide traffic safety for the students while traveling to 
and from school.   The LASPD Motor officers are responsible for providing driver, pedestrian, and 
cyclist safety awareness through traffic education, engineering, enforcement and investigations.  

• School receives services from the Office of Environmental Health and Safety (OEHS), Traffic and 
Pedestrian Safety Program and LASPD Safe Passages Motorcycle Task Force that coordinate the 
Safety Valet Program for Schools to train parent volunteers and school personnel on how to set up 
valets to assist students and parents with a safe way to exit their vehicles and enter the campuses.   
Traffic Safety Coordinator from OEHS is available to administrators to implement program and for 
follow up questions or concerns. 
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San Fernando Middle School - Bike and Pedestrian Involved Collisions

Collisions (2009-2013)
Bike Involved Collision

Pedestrian Involved Collisions

School Sites

San Fernando City Boundary

Common Routes to Activity Centers

1/4 Mile Buffer

San Fernando Middle School

Common Routes and Collisions
The school site is in a mixed residential, commercial, and office area.  Brand Blvd is the main arterial road and 
due to the number of businesses in the area surrounding the school, there is a high-volume of collisions. The 
sidewalks around the school are adequate and wide, but the streets lack bicycle infrastructure.  Common 
routes to the school are found along all four sides of the school and include Brand Blvd, Third St,  Jessie St, 
Truman St, and the San Fernando Mission Trail bike path.  

Crash data obtained from SWITRS (Statewide Integrated Traffic Records System) shows a series of ten 
pedestrian involved collisions and six bicyclist involved collisions within a quarter mile of the San Fernando 
Middle School as shown on Map 53 below. 

Map 53: School Enrollment Boundary (San Fernando Middle School)
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Community Engagement - SASMP 
Workshop
A Safe and Active Streets Master Plan (SASMP) 
workshop was conducted on September 20, 
2016.  The following key stakeholders attended: 
School Principal, Parent Center Coordinator, 
school crossing guard, school police, parents and 
representatives from Public Health Advocacy, 
LADPH, and LAUSD.  The workshop was held to 
gather public input into the Safe and Active Streets 
Master Plan summarized below.  

Based on field visits, observations, SASMP 
Workshop, meetings with school Principals, staff 
and parents, the following safety issues were 
raised: 

General

The majority of students are dropped off and as 
a result there is a rush to get students to school 
through the valet by the morning start time is 
causing problems within the school zone.  Other 
issues include: 

• Congestion along Brand Blvd that is 
directly in front of the school that serves 
as only drop off and pickup in the morning 
and afternoon when school lets out and 
parents pick up students. 

• Other concerns focused around bad 
driving behaviors. Field visits confirmed 
that infrastructure is often old, out of 
date, and deteriorated which can lead to 
drivers, pedestrians, and bicyclists not 
understanding how to interact with each 
other. 

Safety Concerns

• There is no valet or designated drop off 
zone so parents behaviors dropping off 
and picking up students is risky.  

• Lack of red curb and no drop off sign along 
front of school site and encourage parents 
to use side streets to drop off.  

• The rear gate on Jessie only open in 
afternoons, parents would like to have 
access in the am

• Lack of police patrolling around school site 
to see issues

• Dogs off-leash

• Narrow/broken sidewalks along routes

• Intoxicated people hanging out in bike 
path along near south of school site

Citywide 

• Major traffic on Brand Blvd (SF Middle 
School) before and after school

• Route along side of school is not safe-
parents advised kids to take alt. routes that 
do not use path

• Mission City Trail unsafe-transient/
homeless occupy and drug use along trail

• Morning traffic along Brand Blvd

• Traffic along Swap Meet is an issue

• City need to synchronize traffic signals 
along Brand Blvd. and Wolfskill St.

• Need more safety along Pacoima Wash

• Crime, residential burglaries during day, 
criminals mark territory to target

• Lack of trees and benches

Location –Specific Issues: 

• Brand Blvd: Illegal drop-offs of student 
due to lack of mid-block crossing to allow 
for pedestrians to cross safely.  

• Brand Blvd: Limited lighting along the 
vicinity of the school site.

• Brand Blvd: Parked cars block views, lack 
of red curbs.
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Existing Physical Conditions and Proposed Infrastructure Improvements
Site specific locations around the school have been identified, particularly intersections and pedestrian 
crosswalks that need enhanced visibility.  They are critical links that connect neighborhoods in the City of 
San Fernando and the City of Los Angeles to classrooms for students, faculty, staff, parents, and visitors.  

See recommendations map pinpointing the specific locations and extent of recommended improvements as 
listed below. Improvement costs and timing has been estimated for future capital programming purposes. 
Costs are estimated to be “Low”, “Medium”, or “High”. Timing and urgency is estimated to be “Immediate”, 
“Near-Term”, or “Long-Term”. Refer to the San Fernando Safe and Active Streets Plan to get the full set of 
Citywide proposed improvements.
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Map 54: School Site Facilities  (San Fernando Middle School)
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Location Existing Physical Conditions Proposed Improvements Problem and Solution

1. Railroad 
Crossings 
at Brand 
Boulevard and 
Jessie Street   

There is a railroad crossing with signage, 
pavement markings, and railroad flashing 
light signals.  However, there are no 
pedestrian gates at the two railroad 
crossings.

Railroad Crossing
Pedestrian; Off-Site:  Install pedestrian 
gates at the two railroad crossings, one at 
Brand Blvd and the other at Jessie St. Install 
associated signage in accordance with 
railroad crossing guidelines and standards 
under the Southern California Regional Rail 
Authority and MUTCD. Include associated 
crosswalk pavement markings.  Cost: 
Medium. Urgency: Immediate. 

Pedestrian crossings along Brand Blvd 
and Jessie St are unmarked, narrow, and 
ill defined. Installing pedestrians gates 
will both increase pedestrians safety and 
help to mark a defined crossing path for 
pedestrians. 

2. Brand 
Boulevard at 
School Entry

Brand Blvd has two lanes in each direction 
and is the eastern limits of the civic center. 
There are mixed-use buildings and a drop 
off/pick up zone on the east side of Brand 
Blvd in front of the school.  

Pick Up/Drop Off
Pedestrian; On- and Off-Site: Prohibit 
vehicle drop off and pick up on Brand Blvd 
and designate a school frontage zone giving 
priority to walk up pedestrians and bicyclists 
at Brand Blvd. Highlight the historic 
architectural features and building frontage 
features to alert drivers of the school.  Cost: 
Medium. Urgency: Immediate.  

The school building is highly visible due 
to its historic architecture, but improved 
signage and landscaping features could 
better define this entrance for active 
transportation modes. School cueing on 
Brand Blvd causes traffic congestion on this 
important north-south arterial and should 
be avoided. 

3. On-Site 
Parking Lot at 
Third Street 
and Brand 
Boulevard

The school has an on-site parking lot at 
the northwest corner of the property with 
entrances on Brand Blvd and Third St.  
There is a standard yellow crosswalk leading 
to the entrance on Third St but nothing 
leading to the entrance on Brand Blvd. 

Pick Up/Drop Off
Pedestrian; On- and Off-Site: Create an on 
site drop off and pick up area within the 
existing school parking lot at the corner of 
signalized intersection. Cueing to occur at 
the rear of the parking lot to avoid conflicts. 
Access to the on-site drop off to be placed 
on Third St. Cost: Low. Urgency: Near-Term.  

On-site cueing for drop off and pick up will 
help to alleviate traffic connections on the 
major arterials and will reduce conflicts 
particularly along high speed roadways. 

4. Jessie Street 
between Third 
Street and 
First Street   

Jessie St has one lane in each direction and 
is lined with residential buildings on the east 
side of the street with the school on the 
west side.  There are no parking restrictions 
along the street and there is a gated 
entrance to a parking lot at that southeast 
corner of the school property.

Drop Off/Pick Up
Pedestrian; On- and Off-Site:  Introduce a 
secondary entrance for vehicle/student drop 
off and pick up location and a secondary 
gate for student/teacher access in the am 
and pm periods at rear of school along 
Jessie St. Cost: Low. Urgency: Immediate.  

A secondary entrance is needed to reduce 
the demand on both arterials and local 
streets. 

5. Brand 
Boulevard and 
Third Street 
Intersection    

The four-leg intersection is signalized and 
has standard yellow crosswalks on all four 
sides.  Brand Blvd has two lanes in each 
direction while Third St has one lane in each 
direction.  There is a 25 MPH school sign 
to the north. The traffic volumes at this 
intersection is high at 11,220 vehicles per 
day. 

Crosswalk
Pedestrian; Off-Site:  Install continental 
crosswalks at signalized intersection with 
pedestrian countdown signals and advanced 
stop bars. Cost: Low. Urgency: Immediate.  

This is a high-volume intersection and marks 
the northern corner of the school campus. 
High visibility crosswalks are needed to 
increase visibility and pedestrian safety. 

6. Brand 
Boulevard at 
First Street 
Intersection      

This is a low-grade pedestrians crossing 
with a standard crosswalk across Brand Blvd 
and one across First St with a pedestrians 
crossing sign. The crosswalk is south of the 
school entrance. 

Crosswalks and Intersection Improvements
Pedestrian; Off-Site:  Install continental 
crosswalks at un-signalized, T-intersection 
with pedestrian activated flashing lights 
and pedestrian countdown signals.  Cost: 
Medium. Urgency: Immediate.  

The nearest signalized crossing is north 
of the school at Third St. Improving this 
crossing is needed to serve as a secondary 
crossing over Brand Blvd for the school. 
There are multiple conflicts in this area with 
civic center traffic and railroad crossings to 
the south. 

Table 62: Existing and Proposed On- and Off-Site Improvements Around School (San Fernando Middle 
School)
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Location Existing Physical Conditions Proposed Improvements Problem and Solution

7. 
Government 
Uses to the 
West  

City Hall and County court and government 
uses are located to the west of the school. 

Safe Pathways
Pedestrian; Off-Site:  Work with 
government uses to the west of the school 
to create a safe route along sidewalks that 
interface with high capacity parking lots to 
avoid conflicts. Coordination should also 
include annual, daily, and weekly schedules 
of activities and uses. Cost: Low. Urgency: 
Immediate.  

The combination of civic uses, commercial 
uses, and school uses next to each other 
will need coordination to help reduce the 
conflicts and traffic patterns between each 
within a close location. 

8. Class I Bike/
Walk Path 

There is an existing Class I Bike Path to 
the south of the school site known as the 
Mission City Trail. 

Class I Bike Path/Pedestrian Trail
Pedestrian; Off-Site:  Make a series of 
improvements and create an on-going 
maintenance and security program for 
the Class I Bike Path along the railroad. 
Improvements include better wayfinding 
signage, improved landscaping, and 
amenities such as benches, water fountains, 
and heritage boards about the City’s 
history. Include associated safety and 
security measures. Coordinate with local 
law enforcement and regional agencies. The 
Bike Path should have pavement markings 
across major and minor arterials such 
as Brand Blvd.  Cost: Medium. Urgency: 
Immediate.

Improved conditions on and around the Bike 
Path will encourage increased use for school 
and other related activities.

9. Brand 
Boulevard and 
First St

There is a City trolley bus shelter at this 
location which is somewhat hidden from 
street view. 

Transit
Pedestrian; Off-Site: Highlight the current 
bus shelter/stop for the City’s trolley 
service. Trim landscaping around the shelter 
to improve visibility. Install wayfinding 
signage. Add schedule information and 
route maps. Cost: Low. Urgency: Immediate. 

A more visible accommodating bus stop will 
help to encourage higher usage particularly 
for school related use.

10. 
Surrounding 
school

There is school speed limit signs and school 
crossing signs at marked crosswalks, but 
limited roadway pavement.

Identify School Zone
Pedestrian; On- and Off-Site:  Install signage 
and pavement markings for school areas 
in accordance with the California MUTCD. 
Cost: Medium. Urgency: Immediate.

Pavement markings are needed to alert 
drivers of the school. The school is above 
the commercial district and to the east of 
the civic center and needs to be highlighted 
as equally important.

11. Brand 
Boulevard/
Truman Street 
and Wolfskill 
Street/
Truman Street 
Intersections

There is a ladder yellow crosswalk at the 
signalized intersection of Brand Blvd and 
Truman St and a yellow standard crosswalk 
at the signalized intersection of Wolfskill St 
and Truman St which has an average daily 
traffic volume of 19,700.

Crosswalks
Pedestrian; On- and Off-Site: Install white 
high visibility continental crosswalks at 
these intersections with advance stop bars 
and pedestrian countdown signals. Cost: 
Low. Urgency: Immediate. 

These two intersections are high volume, 
vehicle oriented intersections that link the 
southern part of the City to the northern 
part and that provide access to the school 
from area to the south. Students having to 
cross the Truman St arterial have to cross 
four travel lanes. Portions of Truman St are 
curved. Pedestrian’s enhancements are 
needed at these intersections for pedestrian 
safety.
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Figure 50: Proposed Improvements (San Fernando Middle School: Railroad Crossing at Brand Boulevard.)

Figure 51: Proposed Improvements (San Fernando Middle School: Brand Boulevard School Entry)
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Proposed Programs and Policies
The SASMP Workshop, provided parents an opportunity to review existing Safe Routes to School programs 
and policies that have been proven successful on a national level and generate a list of ideas they would like 
administration to implement at the school site.  Since school administrators, law enforcement and parents 
are key to a successful Safe Routes to School programs, it is critical that school site develop a Safe Routes to 
School (SRTS) Committee to design and implement the following programs to encourage, educate, enforce 
and evaluate Safe Routes to School efforts to increase the number of children walking and bicycling to 
school, student traffic education and driver enforcement.

Please refer to Table 43 Proposed Programs and Policies for a comprehensive list of beneficial programs and 
policies  for implementation.

School Level Policies

In addition to programs, school-level policies are effective means that should be changed enacted in order to 
encourage, enforce, and educate the student/parent population.

• The primary school entry for active transportation should be designated along Coronel St with a 
vehicle drop off and pick up onsite either as currently occurring at the rear of the campus or along 
the eastern edge on the property line with the adjacent City parking lot. 

Implementation
Table 62 includes proposed projects and improvements considered to be the most important and cost 
effective for physical changes around the school given travel patterns, common routes, collisions, and 
feedback received during the public outreach process. Priority is given to safety for pedestrians around 
the school including school children, parents, adults, and care-givers traveling to the school by foot from 
surrounding neighborhoods. Phasing and timing for project implementation are categorized as “Immediate” 
for the highest priority consideration or “Near-Term” for the second phase of implementation. 

Implementation and prioritization for the school should focus on those improvements that address safety 
concerns for pedestrians along railroad crossings at Brand Blvd/Jessie St.  Installing pedestrian gates will 
both increase pedestrian safety and help mark a defined crossing for pedestrians.  Priority should focus on 
designating a school frontage zone at Brand Blvd giving priority to walk up pedestrians and bicyclists.  

Implementation of Proposed “5 E” Programs and Policies detailed in Table 43, will be most effective 
when school site administrators, law enforcement, school and parent groups form Safe Routes to School 
Committees at school.  These Committees should be tasked to plan and implement education and 
encouragement programs, including: expanding crossing guard program at busy intersections and reunion 
gates, such as Third St/Griswold St and Third. St/Newton Ave and expanding bicycle facilities to include 
skateboard racks.   Monitoring of progress will be most effective under evaluation and tracking of best 
practices through maintenance plan.  
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1 Fitnessgram is a comprehensive fitness assessment battery for youth that assesses cardiovascular fitness, muscle strength, 
muscular endurance, flexibility, and body composition.

Existing Transportation Conditions and Programs 
In the Fall of 2016, a voluntary Travel Tally was collected at participating school sites in the City of San 
Fernando to determine how school-aged students are getting to and from school each day.  The Travel Tally 
was developed to help measure how students get to school and whether the SRTS program affects trips to 
and from school. Teachers can use this form to record specific information about how children arrive and 
depart from school each day for a week. The Travel Talley was administered in-class by teachers to students 
over a consecutive two-day time frame.  Monday and Friday were not permitted as tally days.   The Travel 
Tally gathered baseline data on existing commute to school patterns and insights into challenges around 
school site infrastructure, streets and the public transportation amenities offered by the schools.  As the 
Plan’s programs unfold, they should show increases in the number of students walking and bicycling.  Since 
engineering improvements (physical modifications made to streets and intersections) will likely be made after 
this planning effort ends, initial improvements are more likely to result initially from the implementation of 
“5E” programs alone.  Further increases can be expected once the physical improvements are made. 

This school opted not to participate in the Travel Tally.

San Fernando Senior High School 11133 O’Melveny Avenue, San Fernando, CA 
91340

GRADES: 9-12

ENROLLMENT:  2370 students (2016)

FITNESSGRAM1 DATA RESULTS: Data not 
Available.

DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS: The student 
body is comprised of a population of 48% Latino, 
76.6% Economically Disadvantaged, xx% English 
Learners, 11% Students with Disabilities, and 
xx% identified Gifted. Middle class, moderately 
educated; 96.5% Hispanic; 48% Female 52% Male; 
76.6% qualify for free lunch; 11% have a learning 
disability.

DISADVANTAGED

 Reduced Meals
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Existing Programs and Policies
Through individual school site meetings and research on existing programs, data was gathered on the 
following school-level and/or district programs and policies that help implement or harm the efforts to 
increase walking, bicycling or skateboarding to school:

• School currently hosts afterschool and summer programs, including College Center that open 9-5pm 
daily in order for students to access resources for college and career planning.   Afterschool clubs 
including Adventure Seekers (sports program) and Run LA (active runners program) meet after school 
from 3:45-4:45pm in order for students to participate in afterschool games and off campus activities.   
Other clubs hold walkathons.  

• No crossing guard program at this school site 

• School does not have a valet program

• Multiple Bike Racks are available on campus (approximately utilized by 40 bicycles and higher 
number of skateboards)

• Current policy is to walk bicycles on campus.

• School receives services from the Los Angeles School Police Department’s (LASPD) Motor Unit, 
formed in 2002.  The unit’s main focus is to provide traffic safety for the students while traveling 
to and from school.  The LASPD Motor officers are responsible for providing driver, pedestrian, and 
cyclist safety awareness through traffic education, engineering, enforcement and investigations.  

• Current issue includes multiple bicycle thefts per year.  

• School has not accessed services from the LASPD Safe Passages Motorcycle Task Force coordinate 
the Safety Valet Program for Schools to train parent volunteers and school personnel on how to 
set up valets to assist students and parents with a safe way to exit their vehicles and enter the 
campuses. 
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Map 55: School Enrollment Boundary (San Fernando Senior High School)

Glenoaks Blvd

N
B

ra
nd

B
lv

d

Pacoim
a W

ash

Fourth St

N
 B

ra
nd

 B
lv

dM
ac

la
y 

A
ve

5th St

Pacoim
a

W
ash

Je
ss

ie
 S

t

Second St

First St

Truman St

First St

Pa
rk

 A
ve

San Fernando Rd

San Fernando Rd
San Fernando Mission Trail (Bike Path)

H
ar

di
ng

 S
t

N
 B

ra
nd

 B
lv

d

M
ac

la
y 
A
ve

4th St

St. Ferdinand 
Elementary

Omelveny 
Elementary School

W
ol

fs
ki

ll 
S

t

Mott St

Omelveny Ave

San Fernando 
High School

San Fernando 
Elementary School

Santa Rosa/Bishop
Alemany School

Hollister St

PUC Inspire 
Charter Academy South

Sa
n 

Fe
rn

an
do

 M
is

si
on

 B
lv

d

S 
W

or
km

an
 S

t

S
H

un
tin

gt
on

S
t

Fo
x 

St

Laurel Canyon Blvd W
 B

ra
nd

 B
lv

d

I- 5

Omelveny Ave

C
ha

m
be

rla
in

 S
t

San Fernando 
Middle School

PUC Nueva 
Esperanza

Morningside
Elementary School

Esri, HERE, DeLorme, MapmyIndia, © OpenStreetMap contributors, and
the GIS user community

San Fernando Senior High School - Bike and Pedestrian Involved Collisions

Collisions (2009-2013)
Bike Involved Collision

Pedestrian Involved Collisions

School Sites

San Fernando City Boundary

Common Routes to Activity Centers

1/4 Mile Buffer

0 0.50.25 Miles

San Fernando High School Site

Common Routes and Collisions
The school site is located right of the 5 freeway off the Fox St exit. Due to the exit being right by the high 
school and being right off Laurel Canyon Blvd, traffic calming measures should be initiated due to the volume 
of speed of the traffic in the area.  Much of the schools surrounding are in the City of Los Angeles.  The 
area is mixed residential and commercial. The Galpin Dealership near the high school attracts an increased 
amount of traffic.  Common routes to the school for neighborhoods within the City of San Fernando, include; 
Fox St and O’Melveny Ave.

Crash data obtained from SWITRS (Statewide Integrated Traffic Records System) shows one pedestrian 
involved collision within a quarter mile from the San Fernando High School as shown on Map 55 below. 
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Community Engagement - SASMP 
Workshop
A Safe and Active Streets Master Plan (SASMP) 
meeting was held on September 14, 2016 
with Principal Jeremy Lawrence and other 
key stakeholders including the Parent Center 
Coordinator, school crossing guard, school police, 
parents and representatives from Public Health 
Advocacy, LADPH, and LAUSD.  The meeting 
was held to gather input into the Safe and Active 
Streets Master Plan summarized below.  

Based on field visits, observations, SASMP 
Workshop, meetings with school Principals, staff 
and parents, the following safety issues were 
raised: 

General

• Limited number of gates open to enter the 
school site creates congestion at one or 
two locations primarily in the morning, but 
also in the afternoon when school lets out 
and parents pick up students

• School currently does not have a valet 
program and lacks parent volunteers 
necessary to sustain a program.  There 
is heavy congestion on Fox St and 
Chamberlain during morning and 
afternoon bell times

• Other concerns focused around bad 
driving behaviors. Field visits confirmed 
that infrastructure is often old, out of 
date, and deteriorated which can lead to 
drivers, pedestrians, and bicyclists not 
understanding how to interact with each 
other

• School does not have traffic safety plan or 
crossing guard program 

• School has (2) single sided grid bike racks 
that hold a total of 14 bikes 

Safety Concerns

• The rush to get students to school and 
congestion on Fox St and O’Melveny Ave 
around bell schedule.  Street vendors 
cause additional congestion

General school site-specific challenges identified 
across all engagement activities included:  

• Speeding due to a rush in the morning 
to get to school or work-creating unsafe 
conditions and congestion

• Parents taking the fastest routes to drop 
off students in the morning, which is not 
always the safest; some parents disobey 
traffic lights and don’t yield to people 
walking or bicycling

• Sidewalks that are narrow, broken, missing 
sections in need of repair

• Bust drop off locations with challenging 
access to walkway

• Lack of law enforcement around school 
site

• Lack of street lighting at intersections 
for children attending after-school/early 
evening programing

• Students avoid areas known to have 
homeless, stray dogs, mentally ill and 
intoxicated persons

• Lack of bike lanes and facilities around 
school sites

General city-wide challenges identified across all 
engagement activities included: 

• Issues with traffic signal synchronization 
that creates delays, specifically along 
Brand Blvd.

• Lack of law enforcement around city

• Intoxicated individuals in the vicinity of the 
San Fernando Mission Trail

• Lack of marked pedestrian crossings and 
flashing stop signs at major intersections 
along Brand Blvd and O’Melveny Ave. 

• Short pedestrian phases at signalized 
intersections
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Existing Physical Conditions and Proposed Infrastructure Improvements
Site specific locations around the school have been identified, particularly intersections and pedestrian 
crosswalks that need enhanced visibility.  They are critical links that connect neighborhoods in the City of 
San Fernando and the City of Los Angeles to classrooms for students, faculty, staff, parents, and visitors.  

See recommendations map pinpointing the specific locations and extent of recommended improvements as 
listed below. Improvement costs and timing has been estimated for future capital programming purposes. 
Costs are estimated to be “Low”, “Medium”, or “High”. Timing and urgency is estimated to be “Immediate”, 
“Near-Term”, or “Long-Term”. Refer to the San Fernando Safe and Active Streets Plan to get the full set of 
Citywide proposed improvements.
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Map 56: School Site Facilities  (San Fernando Senior High School)
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Location Existing Physical Conditions Proposed Improvements Problem and Solution

1. Laurel 
Canyon 
Boulevard and 
Fox Street 

The intersection is a four-way signalized 
intersection with yellow continental 
crosswalks and white advanced stop bars.  
There is no school zone crossing signage 
on Laurel Canyon Blvd. There is one school 
crossing sign on Fox St, south of Laurel 
Canyon Blvd. Fox St has one lane in each 
direction.  Laurel Canyon Blvd has two lanes 
in each direction. There is a 25MPH sign on 
Fox St north of Laurel Canyon Blvd and 40 
MPH on Laurel Canyon Blvd. There is a bus 
shelter on Laurel Canyon Blvd east of Fox 
Street. There are left turn pockets at all four 
intersection approaches.      

Crosswalks and Visual Cues 
Pedestrian, Off-Site:  Install white 
continental crosswalks on all four 
approaches. Consider visual cues at this 
intersection to signal motorists that a 
school is near.   Cost: Medium. Urgency: 
Immediate.   

White continental crosswalks are more 
highly visible than the yellow continental 
crosswalks. Laurel Canyon Blvd is a major 
arterial and access route to the freeway. 
This intersection is not a clearly marked 
school intersection.  

2. Laurel 
Canyon 
Boulevard and 
Chamberlain 
Street

The intersection is a four-way signalized 
intersection with standard yellow 
crosswalks on all sides except the east leg.  
There are no advanced stop bars on any 
side except the east leg.  There is no school 
crossing signage.  Laurel Canyon Blvd has 
two lanes in each direction.  Chamberlain St 
has one lane in each direction.  

The 118 Freeway ramp is located less than 
one mile east of this intersection and both 
sides of Laurel Canyon Blvd do not have 
concrete sidewalks.  

Crosswalks
Pedestrian, Off-Site:  Install white 
continental crosswalks and advanced stop 
bars.  Install school crossing signage.   Cost: 
Low. Urgency: Immediate.   

Continental crosswalks are a more visible 
and desirable crosswalk treatment for 
improved safety.  Advanced stop bars create 
space between vehicles and crosswalks.  
School crossing signage alerts drivers to 
students crossing.

3. O’Melveny 
Avenue and 
Chamberlain 
Street

The intersection is a four-way stop sign 
controlled intersection with faded yellow 
standard crosswalks on the west leg 
of O’Melveny Ave and the south leg of 
Chamberlain St.  There are no crosswalks 
on the north leg of Chamberlain St or the 
east leg of O’Melveny Ave, but there are 
advanced stop bars.    
Both streets have one lane in each direction.  
There is a school crossing sign along the 
southbound lane of Chamberlain St before 
O’Melveny Ave.  

Crosswalks
Pedestrian, Off-Site:  Install white 
continental crosswalks and advanced stop 
bars.  Install school crossing pavement 
markings.   Cost: Low. Urgency: Immediate.   

Continental crosswalks are a more visible 
and desirable crosswalk treatment for 
improved safety.  Advanced stop bars create 
space between vehicles and crosswalks.  
School crossing pavement markings alerts 
drivers to students crossing.

4. O’Melveny 
Avenue and 
Daubert 
Street

The intersection is a T-intersection that is 
stop sign controlled.  There is no School 
zone crossing signage on O’Melveny but 
there is a school crossing sign on Daubert 
St.  There are no crosswalks only advanced 
stop bars at all three approaches.  Both 
streets have one lane in each direction.    

Crosswalks
Pedestrian, Off-Site:  Add white continental 
crosswalks with advanced stop bars.  Add 
School zone crossing pavement markings.  
Cost: Low. Urgency: Immediate.   

Continental crosswalks (white) are a more 
visible and desirable crosswalk treatment for 
improved safety.  Advanced stop bars create 
space between vehicles and crosswalks.  
School crossing signage and pavement 
markings alerts drivers to students crossing.

Table 63: Existing and Proposed On- and Off-Site Improvements Around School (San Fernando Senior 
High School)
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Location Existing Physical Conditions Proposed Improvements Problem and Solution

5. O’Melveny 
Avenue and La 
Rue St

The intersection is a three-way 
T-intersection that is stop sign controlled.  
There is a school crossing sign on La Rue St 
north of O’Melveny Ave.  There is a faded, 
standard crosswalk on the west leg of 
O’Melveny Ave.  There are advanced stop 
bars on the east leg of O’Melveny St and 
at La Rue St.  Both streets have one lane in 
each direction. 

Crosswalks
Pedestrian, Off-Site:  Add white continental 
crosswalks with advanced stop bars to all 
sides.  Add additional school zone crossing 
signage.  Cost: Low. Urgency: Immediate.   

Continental crosswalks are a more visible 
and desirable crosswalk treatment for 
improved safety.  Advanced stop bars create 
space between vehicles and crosswalks.  
School crossing signage and pavement 
markings alerts drivers to students crossing.

6. O’Melveny 
Avenue and 
Fox Street    

The intersection is a four-way, stop 
controlled intersection.  There are yellow 
standard crosswalks on the east leg of 
O’Melveny Ave and the south leg of Fox 
St.  There is a school crossing sign on Fox 
St to the north; however, there are school 
crossing markings on the eastbound lane 
of the east leg of O’Melveny Ave.  There 
are advanced stop bars on the west leg of 
O’Melveny Ave and the north leg of Fox St.  
Both streets have one lane in each direction.    

Crosswalks and Identity School Zone
Pedestrian, Off-Site:  Add white continental 
crosswalks with advanced stop bars to all 
sides.  Add school zone crossing signage and 
pavement markings.   Cost: Low. Urgency: 
Immediate.   

Continental crosswalks are a more visible 
and desirable crosswalk treatment for 
improved safety.  Advanced stop bars create 
space between vehicles and crosswalks.  
Crosswalks on all four intersection 
approaches provide a more pedestrian 
safe crossing environment. School crossing 
signage alerts drivers to students crossing.

7. 
Chamberlain 
Street 
Between 
O’Melveny 
Avenue 
and Lauren 
Canyon 
Boulevard 

This roadway segment has chain link gates 
at each end which are closed during school 
hours. Street parking may be school related 
during school hours. Consider permanently 
closing this local roadway.   

Identity School Zone
Pedestrian, Off-Site:  Add clear and highly 
visible signage that this public roadway is 
closed during specific days and times. Cost: 
Low. Urgency: High.   

Gates within public rights of way are not 
common and by adding better signage 
an unexpecting motorist will be better 
informed. Particularly motorists or bicyclists 
using navigation devices. 

8. Around the 
School

Certain segments have curbs but no 
concrete path, only a dirt sidewalk. A few 
segments have no curbs or sidewalks. 

New Sidewalks
Pedestrian, Off-Site:  Install curbs and 
sidewalks along all segments surrounding 
the school site. Cost: Medium. Urgency: 
Near-Term

Unimproved sidewalks indirectly 
discourages walking to school sending a 
message that the pedestrian infrastructure 
is not a high priority.  

NOTE: These locations are primarily within the City of Los Angeles and improvements will have to be coordinated between both jurisdictions.
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Figure 52: Proposed Improvements (San Fernando Senior High School: O’Melveny Avenue and Fox St)

Proposed Programs and Policies
The SASMP Workshop, provided parents an opportunity to review existing Safe Routes to School programs 
and policies that have been proven successful on a national level and generate a list of ideas they would like 
administration to implement at the school site.  Since school administrators, law enforcement and parents 
are key to a successful Safe Routes to School programs, it is critical that school site develop a Safe Routes to 
School (SRTS) Committee to design and implement the following programs to encourage, educate, enforce 
and evaluate Safe Routes to School efforts to increase the number of children walking and bicycling to 
school, student traffic education and driver enforcement.

Please refer to Table 43 Proposed Programs and Policies for a comprehensive list of beneficial programs and 
policies  for implementation.

School Level Policies

In addition to programs, school-level policies are effective means that should be changed enacted in order to 
encourage, enforce, and educate the student/parent population.

• Assess impact of two arrival schedules for students and impact to morning drop-off congestion.  

• Restructure the arrival and departure gates to decrease sidewalk congestion and also improve drop-
off/ pickup during peak traffic times.
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Implementation
Table 63 includes proposed projects and improvements considered to be the most important and cost 
effective for physical changes around the school given travel patterns, common routes, collisions, and 
feedback received during the public outreach process. Priority is given to safety for pedestrians around 
the school including school children, parents, adults, and care-givers traveling to the school by foot from 
surrounding neighborhoods. Phasing and timing for project implementation are categorized as “Immediate” 
for the highest priority consideration or “Near-Term” for the second phase of implementation. 

Implementation and prioritization for the school should focus on those improvements to crosswalks along 
O'Melveny Ave./Fox Street  to help encourage pedestrian crossings.  Improvements include,  creating 
controlled crosswalks through installation of high visibility crosswalks, advanced stop bars on all sides and 
rectangular rapid flashing beacon.   Install school crossing signage and pavement markings to create more 
visible and desirable crosswalk treatments for improved safety.   Other priorities should include identifying 
the school zone along Chamberlain Street  between O'Melveny Ave. and Laurel Canyon Blvd.  Improvements 
include, adding clear and highly visible signage that this public roadway is closed during specific days and 
times.  

Implementation of Proposed “5 E” Programs and Policies detailed in Table 43, will be most effective 
when school site administrators, law enforcement, school and parent groups form Safe Routes to School 
Committees at school.  These Committees should be tasked to plan and implement education and 
encouragement programs, including:   Implementing valet program along O'Melveny Ave. and expanding 
bicycle facilities to include scooters and skateboard racks.    Monitoring of progress will be most effective 
under evaluation and tracking of best practices through maintenance plan.  
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1 Fitnessgram is a comprehensive fitness assessment battery for youth that assesses cardiovascular fitness, muscle strength, 
muscular endurance, flexibility, and body composition.

Existing Transportation Conditions and Programs 
In the Fall of 2016, a voluntary Travel Tally was collected at participating school sites in the City of San 
Fernando to determine how school-aged students are getting to and from school each day.  The Travel Tally 
was developed to help measure how students get to school and whether the SRTS program affects trips to 
and from school. Teachers can use this form to record specific information about how children arrive and 
depart from school each day for a week. The Travel Talley was administered in-class by teachers to students 
over a consecutive two-day time frame.  Monday and Friday were not permitted as tally days.   The Travel 
Tally gathered baseline data on existing commute to school patterns and insights into challenges around 
school site infrastructure, streets and the public transportation amenities offered by the schools.  As the 
Plan’s programs unfold, they should show increases in the number of students walking and bicycling.  Since 
engineering improvements (physical modifications made to streets and intersections) will likely be made after 
this planning effort ends, initial improvements are more likely to result initially from the implementation of 
“5E” programs alone.  Further increases can be expected once the physical improvements are made. 

This school opted not to participate in the Travel Tally.

Santa Rosa Bishop Alemany 
School

1316 Griffith St. San Fernando, CA 91340

GRADES: K-8 (Faith-Based Private)

ENROLLMENT:  140 students (2016)

FITNESSGRAM1 DATA RESULTS: Not Available.

DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS:  The 
student body is comprised of 97% Hispanic, 1% 
Asian/API, 1% Black, 1% Hawaiian/Pacific Islander,   
1% White, 1% American Indian/Alaska Native, 1% 
2 or more races.

DISADVANTAGED

 Reduced Meals
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Existing Programs and Policies
Through individual school site meetings and research on existing programs, data was gathered on the 
following school-level and/or district programs and policies that help implement or harm the efforts to 
increase walking, bicycling or skateboarding to school:

• School currently hosts afterschool and summer programs, including 

• No crossing guard program at this school site 

• School does not have a valet program

• Lack of Bike Racks are available on campus 

• Current policy is to walk bicycles on campus.
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Map 57: School Enrollment Boundary (Santa Rosa Bishop Alemany School)
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Santa Rosa/Bishop Alemany School - Bike and Pedestrian Involved Collisions

Collisions (2009-2013)
Bike Involved Collision

Pedestrian Involved Collisions

School Sites

San Fernando City Boundary

Common Routes to Activity Centers

1/4 Mile Buffer

0 0.50.25 Miles

Santa Rosa Bishop Alemany School Site

Common Routes and Collisions
The school site is located on the busy arterial road of San Fernando Mission Blvd. The surrounding area 
is near a commercial corridor and a residential neighborhood. There is a lack of bicycle infrastructure, but 
overall has adequate streets.  Common routes to the school include Mott St and S Workman St.  

Crash data obtained from SWITRS (Statewide Integrated Traffic Records System) shows a series of two 
pedestrian involved collision and three bicycle involved collisions within a quarter mile of Santa Rosa/Bishop 
Alemany School as shown on Map 57 below.
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Community Engagement - SASMP 
Stakeholder Meetings
Based on field visits, observations, SASMP 
stakeholder meetings with school Principals, staff 
and parents, the following safety issues were 
raised: 

General

• Lack of bicycle racks and bike facilities on 
campus 

Safety Concerns

• The rush to get students to school and 
congestion on San Fernando Mission Blvd 
for entering and exiting campus around 
bell schedule. 

General school site-specific challenges identified 
across all engagement activities included:  

• There are two or more streets adjacent 
to the school where students can walk or 
bike onto property that has two sides and 
is two lanes.

• There is signage indicating 30MPH speed 
limit in school zone.

• The curb radius medium size (16-30) feet 
near the school zone

• There are no bike routes in school’s walk/
bike zone. 

• Sidewalks are in good condition (few or no 
cracked, buckled or missing sections and 
don’t have obstacles (garbage bins, signs, 
utility poles)

• Marked crosswalks are prevalent 
throughout walk/bike zone.

• Sidewalks are prevalent throughout 
school’s walk/bike zone.   

• There are no crossing guards to guide 
difficult to cross streets

• 2 per corner and 1 per corner ADA 
compliant ramps are present at all 
intersections.

• There are rectangular rapid flash beacons 
at traffic signals in school’s walk/bike zone

• There are no pedestrian crossing signals, 

“countdown” pedestrian traffic signals, 
pedestrian hybrid beacons in school’s 
walk/bike zone

• This school didn’t have a bike rack, nor was 
there a student who brought a bike.  

• There are no raised medians or refuges 
within the bike/walk zone.  

• There are no modern (bike/walk-
connected) cul-de-sacs in school’s walk/
bike zone.   

General city-wide challenges identified across all 
engagement activities included: 

• Issues with traffic signal synchronization 
that creates delays, specifically along 
Brand Blvd.

• Lack of law enforcement around city

• Intoxicated individuals in the vicinity of the 
San Fernando Mission Trail

• Lack of marked pedestrian crossings and 
flashing stop signs at major intersections 
along Brand Blvd and O’Melveny Ave. 

• Short pedestrian phases at signalized 
intersections
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Existing Physical Conditions and Proposed Infrastructure Improvements
Site specific locations around the school have been identified, particularly intersections and pedestrian 
crosswalks that need enhanced visibility.  They are critical links that connect neighborhoods in the City of 
San Fernando and the City of Los Angeles to classrooms for students, faculty, staff, parents, and visitors.  

See recommendations map pinpointing the specific locations and extent of recommended improvements as 
listed below. Improvement costs and timing has been estimated for future capital programming purposes. 
Costs are estimated to be “Low”, “Medium”, or “High”. Timing and urgency is estimated to be “Immediate”, 
“Near-Term”, or “Long-Term”. Refer to the San Fernando Safe and Active Streets Plan to get the full set of 
Citywide proposed improvements.

Santa Rosa/
Bishop Alemany School 
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Map 58: School Site Facilities (Santa Rosa Bishop Alemany School)
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Location Existing Physical Conditions Proposed Improvements Problem and Solution

1. Workman 
Street and 
Griffith St  

This four-way, stop sign controlled 
intersection lies in an area with low density 
residential and commercial buildings.  High 
visibility yellow ladder crosswalks with 
advanced stop bars are on this intersection 
as well as flashing beacons on Workman St. 

Crosswalks
Pedestrian, Off-Site:  Consider 
white continental crosswalks.  
Cost: Low. Urgency: Near-Term.      

White is a more visible pavement marking. 

2. Workman 
Street and 
Mott Street 

This four-way, stop sign controlled 
intersection lies in a residential area.  High 
visibility yellow ladder crosswalks with 
advanced stop bars are on this intersection 
as well as flashing beacons on Workman St.

Crosswalks
Pedestrian, Off-Site:  Consider 
white continental crosswalks.  
Cost: Low. Urgency: Near-term. 

White is a more visible pavement marking. 

3. Mott Street 
and Kalisher 
Street 

This is a four-way stop-sign controlled 
intersection in an area surrounded by 
low rise commercial and residential.  All 
four sides of the intersection have yellow 
standard crosswalks, and there is no school 
zone crossing signage. 

Crosswalks and Identify School Zone
Pedestrian, Off-Site:   Add white 
continental style crosswalks with high 
visibility crosswalks.  Add advanced stop 
lines approaching the new crosswalks. 
Add school zone crossing signage. 
Cost: Low. Urgency: Immediate.     

White continental crosswalks are more 
visible to drivers and advanced stop bars 
add space between vehicles and pedestrians 
on crosswalks enhancing pedestrian safety.  
School crossing signage alerts drivers to 
student pedestrians on crosswalks.  

4. Griffith 
Street and 
Kalisher Street  

This is a four-way stop-sign controlled 
intersection in an area surrounded by 
primarily residential uses.  All four sides 
of the intersection have yellow standard 
crosswalks, and there is no school zone 
crossing signage. 

Crosswalks
Pedestrian, Off-Site:  Add white continental 
crosswalks with advanced stop bars.  Add 
School zone crossing pavement markings.  
Cost: Low. Urgency: Immediate.   

Continental crosswalks (white) are a more 
visible and desirable crosswalk treatment for 
improved safety.  Advanced stop bars create 
space between vehicles and crosswalks.  
School crossing signage and pavement 
markings alerts drivers to students crossing.

5. Mott Street This location appears to be a school entry 
point.         

Drop Off/Pick Up
Pedestrian, Off-Site:   Add white 
continental style crosswalks with high 
visibility crosswalks.  Add advanced stop 
lines approaching the new crosswalks. 
Add school zone crossing signage. 
Cost: Low. Urgency: Immediate.     

White continental crosswalks are more 
visible to drivers and advanced stop bars 
add space between vehicles and pedestrians 
on crosswalks enhancing pedestrian safety.  
School crossing signage alerts drivers to 
student pedestrians on crosswalks.  

Table 64: Existing and Proposed On- and Off-Site Improvements Around School (Santa Rosa Bishop 
Alemany School)
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Proposed Programs and Policies
The SASMP Workshop, provided parents an opportunity to review existing Safe Routes to School programs 
and policies that have been proven successful on a national level and generate a list of ideas they would like 
administration to implement at the school site.  Since school administrators, law enforcement and parents 
are key to a successful Safe Routes to School programs, it is critical that school site develop a Safe Routes to 
School (SRTS) Committee to design and implement the following programs to encourage, educate, enforce 
and evaluate Safe Routes to School efforts to increase the number of children walking and bicycling to 
school, student traffic education and driver enforcement.

Please refer to Table 43 Proposed Programs and Policies for a comprehensive list of beneficial programs and 
policies  for implementation.

School Level Policies

In addition to programs, school-level policies are effective means that should be changed enacted in order to 
encourage, enforce, and educate the student/parent population.

• Assess impact of two arrival schedules for students and impact to morning drop-off congestion.  

• Restructure the arrival and departure gates to decrease sidewalk congestion and also improve drop-
off/ pickup during peak traffic times.

Figure 53: Proposed Improvements (Santa Rosa Bishop Alemany School)
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Implementation
Table 64 includes proposed projects and improvements considered to be the most important and cost 
effective for physical changes around the school given travel patterns, common routes, collisions, and 
feedback received during the public outreach process. Priority is given to safety for pedestrians around 
the school including school children, parents, adults, and care-givers traveling to the school by foot from 
surrounding neighborhoods. Phasing and timing for project implementation are categorized as “Immediate” 
for the highest priority consideration or “Near-Term” for the second phase of implementation. 

Implementation and prioritization for the school should focus on those improvements to crosswalks along 
Workman Street/Griffith Street  and Workman Street/Mott Street to help encourage pedestrian crossings.  
Improvements include,  creating controlled crosswalks through installation of high visibility crosswalks, 
advanced stop bars on all sides and rectangular rapid flashing beacon.   Install school crossing signage and 
pavement markings to create more visible and desirable crosswalk treatments for improved safety.   

Implementation of Proposed “5 E” Programs and Policies detailed in Table 43, will be most effective 
when school site administrators, law enforcement, school and parent groups form Safe Routes to School 
Committees at school.  These Committees should be tasked to plan and implement education and 
encouragement programs, including: Expanding crossing guard program at busy intersections and reunion 
gates, and expanding bicycle facilities to include scooters and skateboard racks.  Monitoring of progress will 
be most effective under evaluation and tracking of best practices through maintenance plan.  
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1 Fitnessgram is a comprehensive fitness assessment battery for youth that assesses cardiovascular fitness, muscle strength, 
muscular endurance, flexibility, and body composition.

GRADES: K-5

ENROLLMENT:  467 students (2016)

FITNESSGRAM1 DATA RESULTS: In Aerobic 
Capacity 68.4% of 5th graders fell within the 
Healthy Fitness Zone; In Body Composition 65.8% 
of 5th graders fell within the Healthy Fitness Zone

DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS: The student 
body is comprised of 98% Hispanic, 1% White; 
51% Male 49% Female, % qualify for free lunch, 
5% have a learning disability.

Vista Del Valle                                 
Dual Language Academy

12441 Bromont Avenue, San Fernando, CA 
91340

Existing Transportation Conditions and Programs 
In the Fall of 2016, a voluntary Travel Tally was collected at participating school sites in the City of San 
Fernando to determine how school-aged students are getting to and from school each day.  The Travel Tally 
was developed to help measure how students get to school and whether the SRTS program affects trips to 
and from school. Teachers can use this form to record specific information about how children arrive and 
depart from school each day for a week. The Travel Talley was administered in-class by teachers to students 
over a consecutive two-day time frame.  Monday and Friday were not permitted as tally days.   The Travel 
Tally gathered baseline data on existing commute to school patterns and insights into challenges around 
school site infrastructure, streets and the public transportation amenities offered by the schools.  As the 
Plan’s programs unfold, they should show increases in the number of students walking and bicycling.  Since 
engineering improvements (physical modifications made to streets and intersections) will likely be made after 
this planning effort ends, initial improvements are more likely to result initially from the implementation of 
“5E” programs alone.  Further increases can be expected once the physical improvements are made. 

Walk Bike School Bus Family Vehicle Carpool Transit Other

AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM
12.8% 17% 0% 0% 0.4% 0.7% 76.9% 76.9% 9.6% 5.2% 0% 0.2% 0.2% 0%

A majority of students get to and from school by car, either by a family vehicle or carpooling. Many children 
walk. The school has bike racks, but are not being utilized and this may have a correlation with the lack of 
bicycle infrastructure, like painted lines, on the streets. 

Table 65: Travel Tally  (Vista Del Valle Dual Language Academy)

DISADVANTAGED

 Reduced Meals
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Existing Programs and Policies
Through individual school site meetings and research on existing programs, data was gathered on the following 
school-level and/or district programs and policies that help implement or harm the efforts to increase walking, 
bicycling or skateboarding to school: 

• School currently hosts afterschool and summer programs

• No  crossing guard program at this school site 

• School does not have a valet program

• Multiple Bike Racks are available on campus (approximately utilized by 40 bicycles and higher number of 
skateboards)

 » Current policy is to walk bicycles on campus.

• School receives services from the Los Angeles School Police Department’s (LASPD) Motor Unit, formed in 
2002.  The unit’s main focus is to provide traffic safety for the students while traveling to and from school.   
The LASPD Motor officers are responsible for providing driver, pedestrian, and cyclist safety awareness 
through traffic education, engineering, enforcement and investigations.  

• Current issue includes multiple bicycle thefts per year.  

• School has not accessed services from the LASPD Safe Passages Motorcycle Task Force coordinate the 
Safety Valet Program for Schools to train parent volunteers and school personnel on how to set up valets 
to assist students and parents with a safe way to exit their vehicles and enter the campuses.
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Vista Del Valle Dual Language Academy  - Bike and Pedestrian Involved Collisions

Collisions (2009-2013)
Bike Involved Collision

Pedestrian Involved Collisions

School Sites

San Fernando City Boundary

Common Routes to Activity Centers

1/4 Mile Buffer

0 0.50.25 Miles

Vista Del Valle Dual Language Academy Site

Map 59:  School Enrollment Boundary (Vista Del Valle Dual Language Academy)

Common Routes and Collisions
The school is surrounded by mixed residential and commercial areas on all four sides. The streets around 
the school lack bicycle infrastructure and complete sidewalks. Foothill Blvd is the main arterial road and 
experiences a high volume of traffic due to the 210 freeway off ramp. It is also located next to the Pacoima 
Wash which lacks walking and cycling infrastructure, but could be a safer option for students rather than using 
the main roads. Common routes to the school include Maclay Ave, Bromont Ave and Eighth St.

Crash data obtained from SWITRS Statewide Integrated Traffic Records System) shows one pedestrian 
involved crash within a ¼ mile from Vista Del Valle Dual Language Academy as shown on Map 59 below. 
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Community Engagement - SASMP 
Stakeholder Meetings 
A Safe and Active Streets Master Plan 
(SASMP) meeting was held on August 11, 
2016 with Principal Mary Mendoza and other 
key stakeholders including the Parent Center 
Coordinator, school crossing guard, school police, 
parents and representatives from Public Health 
Advocacy, LADPH, and LAUSD.  The meeting 
was held to gather input into the Safe and Active 
Streets Master Plan summarized below.  

Based on field visits, observations, SASMP 
stakeholder meetings with school Principals, staff 
and parents, the following safety issues were 
raised: 

General

• Circulation is an issue because school is on 
cul-de-sac roads (both sides)

• There are flooding challenges since the 
school sits on a slope, downhill from 
mountains

• This school wasn’t as chaotic in the 
morning nor the afternoon

• Better safety measures and designated 
crosswalks needed 

• No bike rack or students visibly riding a 
bike  

Safety Concerns

• The rush to get students to school and 
congestion on Eighth St and Bromont Ave 
around bell schedule.  

Citywide 

• Traffic congestion on Eighth St and 
Bromont Ave around bell schedule.  

• Lack of circulation and flow for vehicles

• Flooding around school during rainy 
season

• Red “NO PARKING” curb on Eighth St 
makes it difficult to drop off students via 
car

• Red painted curb in front of school is a 
challenge.  Need to create an official drop 
off zone on the San Fernando side of the 
school and remove parking restrictions

• Congestion on Bromont Ave during pick 
up and drop off times

General city-wide challenges identified across all 
engagement activities included: 

• Illegal activity and paraphernalia found in 
Pacoima Wash Natural Park

• Issues with traffic signal synchronization 
that creates delays, specifically along 
Brand Blvd.

• Lack of law enforcement around city

• Intoxicated individuals in the vicinity of the 
San Fernando Mission Trail

• Short pedestrian phases at signalized 
intersections
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Existing Physical Conditions and Proposed Infrastructure Improvements
Site specific locations around the school have been identified, particularly intersections and pedestrian 
crosswalks that need enhanced visibility.  They are critical links that connect neighborhoods in the City of 
San Fernando and the City of Los Angeles to classrooms for students, faculty, staff, parents, and visitors.  

See recommendations map pinpointing the specific locations and extent of recommended improvements as 
listed below. Improvement costs and timing has been estimated for future capital programming purposes. 
Costs are estimated to be “Low”, “Medium”, or “High”. Timing and urgency is estimated to be “Immediate”, 
“Near-Term”, or “Long-Term”. Refer to the San Fernando Safe and Active Streets Plan to get the full set of 
Citywide proposed improvements.
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Map 60: School Site Facilities (Vista Del Valle Dual Language Academy)
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Location Existing Physical Conditions Proposed Improvements Problem and Solution

1. Around 
School    

There is a red “NO PARKING” curb 
on Eighth Street that makes it difficult 
to drop off students via car.  There is 
congestion on Bromont during pick up 
and drop off times.  Circulation is an issue 
because school is on cul-de-sac roads 
(both sides)

Drop Off/Pick Up
Create drop off zone along Eighth St and 
remove red curb zone.  The School has 
asked the City for this.  Remove “NO 
PARKING” red curb from Eighth St and 
create valet to drop off students via car.  
Cost: Low. Urgency: Immediate.   

Parents are complaining about a backup 
on Eighth St due to the adjoining PUC 
Inspire School. 

2. Macneil 
Street and 
Eighth St

The intersection is a three-way T-
intersection that is stop sign controlled.  
There is no School Zone crossing signage.  
All three sides of the intersection have 
yellow standard crosswalks.  Both streets 
have one lane in each direction.    

Crosswalks
Pedestrian, Off-Site: Install white con-
tinental crosswalks and advanced stop 
bars on all sides.  Install School Zone 
crossing signage.   Cost: Low Immediate. 
Urgency: Immediate.   

Continental crosswalks (white) are a more 
visible and desirable crosswalk treatment 
for improved safety.  Advanced stop bars 
create space between vehicles and cross-
walks.  School crossing signage alerts 
drivers to students crossing. 

3. Brand 
Boulevard 
and Eighth 
Street 

The intersection is a T-intersection that 
is stop sign controlled with a faded 
advanced stop bar on Brand Blvd.  There 
are no marked crosswalks.  The inter-
section is uncontrolled along Eighth St.  
There is no school crossing signage.  Both 
streets have one lane in each direction.     

Intersection Improvement
Pedestrian, Off-Site:  Install stop signs 
on the west leg and east leg of Eighth St. 
Install white continental crosswalks and 
advanced stop bars on all sides.  Install 
school crossing signage.   Cost: Medium. 
Urgency: Immediate.   

Continental crosswalks are a more visible 
and desirable crosswalk treatment for 
improved safety.  Advanced stop bars 
create space between vehicles and cross-
walks.  School crossing signage alerts 
drivers to students crossing. 

4. Maclay 
Avenue and 
Eighth Street

The intersection is a four-way signalized 
intersection with standard white cross-
walks.  There is no School Zone crossing 
signage.  Eighth St has one lane in each 
direction.  Maclay Ave has two lanes in 
the southbound direction and one lane in 
the northbound direction.    

Crosswalks
Pedestrian, Off-Site:  Add white con-
tinental crosswalks on all sides of the 
intersection with pedestrian countdown 
signals.  Add advanced stop bars to the 
new crosswalks.  Add school crossing 
signage.   Cost: Medium. Urgency: Im-
mediate.   

Continental crosswalks are a more visible 
and desirable crosswalk treatment for 
improved safety.  Advanced stop bars 
create space between vehicles and cross-
walks.  School crossing signage alerts 
drivers to students crossing. 

5. Maclay 
Avenue and 
Bromont 
Avenue 

The intersection is a four-way, signalized 
intersection with standard white cross-
walks.  There is no School Zone crossing 
signage.  Bromont Ave has one lane in 
each direction.  Maclay Ave has two lanes 
in each direction.  Falls within city of Los 
Angeles.  

Crosswalks 
Pedestrian, Off-Site:  Add white con-
tinental crosswalks on all sides of the 
intersection with pedestrian countdown 
signals.  Add advanced stop bars to the 
new crosswalks.  Add school crossing 
signage.   Cost: Medium. Urgency: Im-
mediate.   

Continental crosswalks (white) are a more 
visible and desirable crosswalk treatment 
for improved safety.  Advanced stop bars 
create space between vehicles and cross-
walks.  School crossing signage alerts 
drivers to students crossing. 

6. Bromont 
Avenue and 
Brand Boule-
vard  

The intersection is a three-way, stop sign 
controlled T-intersection.  There are no 
crosswalks at the intersection and no 
school crossing signage.  Both streets 
have one lane in each direction.    Falls 
within city of San Fernando.  

Crosswalks 
Pedestrian, Off-Site:  Add white con-
tinental crosswalks on all sides of the 
intersection.  Add advanced stop bars to 
the new crosswalks.  Add school crossing 
signage.   Cost: Medium. Urgency: Im-
mediate.   

Continental crosswalks are a more visible 
and desirable crosswalk treatments for 
improved safety.  Advanced stop bars 
create space between vehicles and cross-
walks.  School crossing signage alerts 
drivers to students crossing. 

7. Newton 
Street and 
Eighth Street 

This intersection is the entrance to the 
Pacoima Wash Natural Park and is within 
a residential neighborhood. The Wash 
presents an access barrier to the neigh-
borhood and school.     

Flashing Beacon
Pedestrian, Off-Site: ):  Install high vis-
ibility crosswalks with advanced yield 
markings and signage. Install Rectangular 
Rapid Flashing Beacon.   Cost: Medium. 
Urgency: Near-Term.   

High visibility crosswalks are a more 
visible and desirable crosswalk treatment 
for improved safety.  Advanced stop bars 
create space between vehicles and cross-
walks.  Flashing beacons are pedestrian 
activated and alerts drivers to students 
crossing. 

Table 66: Existing and Proposed On- and Off-Site Improvements Around School (Vista Del Valle Dual 
Language Academy)
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Figure 54: Proposed Improvements (Vista Del Valle Dual Language Academy)
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Proposed Programs and Policies
The SASMP Workshop, provided parents an opportunity to review existing Safe Routes to School programs 
and policies that have been proven successful on a national level and generate a list of ideas they would like 
administration to implement at the school site.  Since school administrators, law enforcement and parents 
are key to a successful Safe Routes to School programs, it is critical that school site develop a Safe Routes to 
School (SRTS) Committee to design and implement the following programs to encourage, educate, enforce 
and evaluate Safe Routes to School efforts to increase the number of children walking and bicycling to 
school, student traffic education and driver enforcement.

Please refer to Table 43 Proposed Programs and Policies for a comprehensive list of beneficial programs and 
policies  for implementation.

School Level Policies

In addition to programs, school-level policies are effective means that should be changed enacted in order to 
encourage, enforce, and educate the student/parent population.

• Assess impact of two arrival schedules for students and impact to morning drop-off congestion.  

• Restructure the arrival and departure gates to decrease sidewalk congestion and also improve drop-
off/ pickup during peak traffic times.

Implementation
Table 66 includes proposed projects and improvements considered to be the most important and cost 
effective for physical changes around the school given travel patterns, common routes, collisions, and 
feedback received during the public outreach process. Priority is given to safety for pedestrians around 
the school including school children, parents, adults, and care-givers traveling to the school by foot from 
surrounding neighborhoods. Phasing and timing for project implementation are categorized as “Immediate” 
for the highest priority consideration or “Near-Term” for the second phase of implementation. 

Implementation and prioritization for the school should focus on those improvements that better locate and 
direct drop-off/pickup on Eighth St and remove red curb zone  to prevent cueing congestion on Bromont 
St in the morning and afternoon peak school times.  Other priorities should focus on improvements to 
crosswalks along Brand Blvd/Eighth St to help encourage pedestrian crossings.  Improvements include,  
creating controlled crosswalks through installation of high visibility crosswalks, advanced stop bars on all 
sides and school crossing signage.

Implementation of Proposed “5 E” Programs and Policies detailed in Table 43, will be most effective 
when school site administrators, law enforcement, school and parent groups form Safe Routes to 
School Committees at school.  These Committees should be tasked to plan and implement education 
and encouragement programs, including:  Valet program on Eighth St, crossing guard program at busy 
intersections and reunion gates and expanding bicycle facilities to include scooters and skateboard racks.  
Monitoring of progress will be most effective under evaluation and tracking of best practices through 
maintenance plan.  
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Funding and Implementation8
This chapter describes a funding and implementation 
strategy to make the Safe and Active Streets Plan a 
reality. In order to implement the Plan, the City will 
need to actively work with community and regional 
partners to plan, design, and build infrastructure 
projects and implement programs regularly. 
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Prioritization
The implementation strategy is guided by the 
goals of this Plan, allowing San Fernando staff 
to advance projects that the community desires 
first. Many variables will influence implementation 
including the availability of funding, level of 
complexity in design, engineering analysis / 
environmental analysis required, and support from 
community stakeholders and representatives. 

Prioritization Criteria
The prioritization criteria outlined below are 
intended to be flexible and serve as guidelines. 
In general, the City will prioritize projects and 
programs that are low cost with high returns. The 
concept of “returns” is not just monetary, but 
includes community goals and desires and regional 
“win-wins.” In general, the City should consider a 
project or program in context, including:

• Ability or intention to meet City and 
Community goals (Chapter 4)

• Ease of implementation, logistics, and funding

• Community prioritization

Ability or Intention to Meet City and 
Community Goals
Mobility projects intend to increase opportunities 
for residents by providing more and varied ways of 
connecting citizens to regional jobs and businesses. 
Projects could include: 

• Gap Closure - Gaps in the pedestrian and 
bicycle transportation network come in a 
variety of forms, ranging from a “missing 
link” on a roadway to larger geographic 
areas without facilities. Gaps in the bikeway 
network discourage bicycle use because they 
limit access to key destinations and land uses. 
Facilities that fill a gap in the transportation 
network are of high priority because they 
enhance mobility and access.

• Connectivity to Regional Facilities - Linkage 
to existing and future regional bikeways in 
the San Fernando Valley will enhance future 
connectivity between San Fernando and Los 
Angeles. This includes connecting to both 
existing or planned off-street trails along 
waterways, utility corridors, Pacoima Wash, 
etc., and on-street bikeways that directly 
connect to Los Angeles. 

• Connectivity to Activity Centers - Improved 
linkage to local employment, recreational, 
commercial and civic destinations can increase 
pedestrian and bicycle activity and reduce in-
town vehicular travel for short trips. 

• Connectivity to Multi-Modal Transportation 
Centers - Facilities that link to public 
transportation can increase the geographical 
distance and destinations pedestrians and 
cyclists are able to travel. Proposed bicycle 
and pedestrian facilities that connect to transit 
stops and centers improve residents’ mobility 
and are key pieces of the active transportation 
network. Priority could be given to increase 
connections to: Sylmar/San Fernando 
Metrolink Station, Metro bus stops along 
Glenoaks Blvd, San Fernando Rd, Seventh St, 
and Hubbard Ave, and Greyhound Station on 
Rinaldi St.

Safety
Safety is paramount in using public spaces and roads. 
Pedestrians and cyclists take a big risk in interacting 
with vehicles; the ultimate and costliest consequence 
being death. Creating safer corridors for the most 
vulnerable road users could have the highest return 
on investment by preventing loss of life. 

• Fatal and Severe Collision Prevention – 
Projects that intend to address primary crash 
factors, such as vehicle speed, visibility, turning 
movements, etc., on high-risk roadways can 
reduce conflicts and crash severity, and are 
great candidates for external funding sources. 

Public Health
Public health focused projects may increase 
opportunities for users to use active transportation 
for recreation or exercise.  Projects could include: 

• Recreation – Provide opportunities for 
recreation through the transportation network, 
such as projects that increase access to local 
parks or provide trail use.  

• Easy to use network - Projects that create 
a more user-friendly active transportation 
network may contribute to more frequent 
and long-lasting users, such as increased 
and improved wayfinding, as well as 
encouragement and education programs. 
Those that normally don’t choose to walk or 
bike will feel more comfortable, confident, and 
ready to use alternative modes if the biking 
and walking network is easy to use.  
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Attractiveness
Attractiveness projects can range from simple 
street beautification and art, to major roadway 
reconstruction. These projects focus on making 
walking and bicycling more appealing modes of 
transportation (over driving), and allow the user to 
meet multiple needs, such as social interaction or 
recreation.  

• Street Beautification – Adding street 
furniture or street art is a relatively simple and 
low cost action to create a more attractive 
street, but also create a place where people 
will choose to linger a little longer. Street 
beautification projects can create a stronger 
sense of place and community. 

• Trees / Landscaping – Adding shade trees 
and landscaping could be an exponential 
improvement to a sidewalk. Trees provide 
shade, beauty, and a buffer between moving 
traffic and people walking.

Awareness
Awareness projects such as public campaigns, 
advertisements, or workshops to educate and 
encourage safe walking and cycling are relatively 
low cost compared to infrastructure change, but 
require continued long-term investment. Education 
is a good way to create an informed community, 
ensuring they know their options and giving them 
the opportunity to push for more options. Creating 
awareness for alternative mode choices can be a 
priority item because it is one of the easier projects 
to execute with the greatest benefits in creating a 
community driven impetus for change. 

Community and Wellness
Community and wellness projects are those that 
take a holistic view of the community and use 
transportation opportunities to build community 
cohesion, social interaction, and spaces for play. 
The community is more likely to use the facilities if 
they are enthusiastic about the project. 

Ease of implementation, Logistics, and 
Funding
This criterion addresses the ease of implementing 
each proposed project from a municipal standpoint. 
These factors often have to do with approval, 
funding, coordinating with multiple agencies, and 
environmental review. Each of these factors are 
described below. 

• Permitting: Projects that can be implemented 
by San Fernando alone should be prioritized. 
Projects that require permitting and 
approvals from other agencies, such as 
adjacent jurisdictions, approval by Caltrans, 
or permitting by the Los Angeles County 
Department of Public Works for projects 
utilizing local washes, creeks, storm channels, 
etc., will require greater resources from San 
Fernando and more time to clear all approval 
processes.

• Project Cost: Projects that are less expensive 
and that can be completed using local 
return or general fund dollars are the 
easiest to implement. Projects that require 
grant funding will take more time and 
administrative process to implement. 

• Parking Displacement: Vehicular parking 
can be a challenging subject. Installing safe, 
easily accessible and attractive bicycle and 
pedestrian facilities occasionally requires the 
displacement of on-street vehicular parking. 
The public may be opposed to such projects; 
therefore, projects that do not require parking 
displacement should be implemented first. It 
is important to have community support for 
bicycling and walking if parking needs to be 
reduced. 
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• Re-striping v. Moving Curb: Projects that 
require striping changes only (such as adding 
bicycle lanes to an existing street) are the 
easiest to implement, as they will require the 
least amount of engineering analysis. When 
curb is moved, such as increasing sidewalk 
space, adding curb extensions, or adding 
parkways, a host of other issues may be 
triggered such as drainage concerns. These 
projects must be carefully analyzed and will 
transform the street the most, requiring more 
community outreach and engagement. 

• Community prioritization: It is important 
to engage with the public in what changes 
they want to see in their community, as Plan 
implementation success requires behavior 
change and use of new facilities and 
programs. The Safe and Active Streets Project 
team surveyed community members about 
where, in general, they would like to see 
changes happen first. They ranked general 
categories as follows:  

Timeline
In order to prioritize the many projects identified 
by the Plan, the Project Team reviewed each 
corridor segment holistically to understand 
whether it addressed the primary categories of:

• Ability or intention to meet City and 
Community goals (Chapter 4) (Low, Medium, 
High)

• Complexity involving implementation, 
logistics, and funding (Simple, Medium, 
Complex)

• Community priority (Low, Medium, High)

The timeline is separated into: 

• Short – within the next 5 years

• Medium – 6 to 10 years

• Long – 11+ years

Small segment and spot intersection improvements 
are not included in the table. 
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Table 67: Plan Corridor Prioritization

Plan Corridor Goals Complexity Community Score Timeline

Hollister St High Simple High 9 Short
Orange Grove Ave High Simple High 9 Short
First St High Medium High 8 Short
Eighth St Medium Simple High 8 Short
Brand Blvd (S of San Fernando Rd) High Simple Medium 8 Short
S Lazard St Medium Simple High 8 Short
Mott St Medium Simple High 8 Short
Fifth St High Medium Medium 7 Short
Brand Blvd (N of Fourth St) Medium Simple Medium 7 Short
Third St Low Simple Medium 6 Short
Maclay Ave (S of Fourth St) Medium Simple Low 6 Short
Hubbard Ave High Medium High 8 Medium
Arroyo Ave High Complex High 7 Medium
Brand Blvd (San Fernando Rd to 
Fourth St) High Complex High 7 Medium

Glenoaks Blvd High Complex High 7 Medium
Harding Ave Medium Medium High 7 Medium
Morningside Ct Medium Medium High 7 Medium
San Fernando Rd High Complex High 7 Medium
Wolfskill St/Jessie St High Medium Medium 7 Medium
Fourth St Medium Medium Medium 6 Medium
Griswold Ave Medium Medium Medium 6 Medium
Rinaldi St/Workman St Medium Medium Medium 6 Medium
San Fernando Mission Blvd High Complex Medium 6 Medium
Seventh St Low Medium Medium 5 Medium
Fox St Low Complex Medium 4 Medium
Pacoima Wash Greenway (Eastbank) 
& Eighth St Bridge High Complex High 7 Long

Railroad Crossings High Complex High 7 Long
San Fernando Mission City Trail High Complex High 7 Long
Truman St High Complex High 7 Long
Seventh St Bridge over Pacoima Wash High Complex High 7 Long
Pacoima Wash Greenway (Westbank) High Complex Medium 6 Long
Kalisher St Medium Complex Medium 5 Long
Maclay Ave (N of Fourth St) Medium Complex Medium 5 Long
Carlisle St Low Complex Low 3 Long
Celis St Low Complex Low 3 Long
East Canyon Channel Low Complex Low 3 Long

01/16/18 CC Meeting Agenda Page 431 of 521



Safe and Active Streets | San Fernando Master Plan DRAFT 309

Steps Necessary for 
Implementation 
Implementation Actions
Identify Lead Coordinator

The City should identify a single point person to 
begin coordination and implementation of activities 
in this Plan. This will help ensure consistent 
reporting and a single point of communication 
between the City and public regarding active 
transportation. This person will be responsible for 
continuing to convene partners and pursue funding 
for implementation. 

Convene Regularly with Partners

San Fernando is a small jurisdiction, yet many 
of its roadways are subject to large regional 
transportation projects. The City has a working 
relationship with the Los Angeles County 
Metropolitan Transportation Authority as well as 
the City of Los Angeles, but would benefit from 
more regular meetings with representatives from 
both agencies to ensure project development and 
implementation is aligned. San Fernando could see 
cost savings by collaborating on grant applications 
with Los Angeles for projects that are in both 
jurisdictions, such as the Pacoima Wash trail. 
In developing this Plan, San Fernando staff met 
with Los Angeles Department of Transportation 
and Department of City Planning staff to ensure 
access to Los Angeles’ most recent Mobility 
Element recommendations.  The City should also 
continue to convene with partners such as school 
principals, Los Angeles Unified School District, 
Police Department, and others. These partners 
can continue to guide implementation, help with 
community outreach, and more.

Address Policies & Update Striping Plans

The City will need to revisit internal policies and 
the municipal code that may not be conducive 
to active transportation. This may include the 
guidelines for traffic calming infrastructure, 
bicycle licensing, bikes in buildings, and developer 
requirements for bicycle parking.  In addition, 
striping plans for City streets that are used 
regularly should be updated to reflect new street 
designs that incorporate bikeways and pedestrian 
infrastructure.

Coordinate Project Implementation with Capital 
Improvement Program

The City should look for opportunities to 
incorporate implementation with regularly 
occurring maintenance and the Capital 
Improvement Program (CIP). The City will create 
a process by which it reviews the CIP in context 
with the Safe and Active Streets Plan to ensure 
implementation.

Engage Residents to Design Complex Projects

Community participation in the design of more 
complex projects will help ensure that projects will 
meet their objectives. The City should work with 
partners to create different ways for community 
members to engage in the design process, such 
as participating in regular fairs/recreation events, 
online mapping and surveys, and community-wide 
workshops. This provides avenues for community 
ownership of each project. 

Prepare for Grants

Grant resources will be critical for full plan 
implementation. Staff should identify potential 
funding sources that match well with each project, 
and start gathering requisite information to ensure 
on-time grant submittal. 
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Reporting 
Reporting progress is important for self-evaluation 
and keeping the community and other stakeholders 
updated and engaged. The City of San Fernando 
intends to regularly post updates of infrastructure 
implemented on the City’s website. The City will 
work with its partners to report every two years on 
the evaluation measures identified in Chapter 4, 
and brief the Safety Commission on progress. The 
City of San Fernando’s Department of Public Works 
intends to analyze data it has access to, such as 
collision data, but will rely on and partner with local 
schools and other agencies to collect other relevant 
evaluation data, such as student mode share. 

The City hopes to include community in data 
collection and reporting, such as soliciting volunteers 
for biannual bicycle and pedestrian counts and 
survey distribution. The City also hopes to work with 
the County of Los Angeles, City of Los Angeles, and 
other regional partners, to see how San Fernando 
compares. Looking at this big picture will help the 
City of San Fernando celebrate its achievements 
and ensure the Safe and Active Streets Plan is 
implemented.
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Maintenance

Existing Maintenance Practices 
Bicycle and pedestrian facilities require regular 
maintenance and repair, and are currently included 
as part of the San Fernando’s regular maintenance 
operations. The City has a regular repaving cycle, 
using local return dollars to make improvements 
to ensure smooth pavement. Adjacent property 
owners are responsible for maintaining vegetation 
and the City has two programs where residents can 
report maintenance concerns. They are:

• Graffiti Abatement Program: City’s Graffiti 
Abatement Program and ensuring that graffiti 
is removed from all areas in the public right of 
way, including sidewalks, streets, telephone/
light poles, and utility boxes. The Division’s 
graffiti abatement team works to ensure that 
all graffiti is removed within 72 hours of the 
initial report. The Program has a hot-line 
number (818) 898-7315 and email address 
(SFGRAFFITI@SFCITY.ORG). For more on 
the Graffiti Abatement program, visit: http://
ci.san-fernando.ca.us/our-city/community-
development/community-preservation/
graffiti-abatement/ 

• Request for Services: Residents can report 
Public Works related items such as sidewalk 
uplifts, excessive water run-off, and dumped 
items or to request services such as City-
owned tree trimming/removal. Residents 
can fill out a request online at: http://ci.san-
fernando.ca.us/our-city/public-works/
request-for-services/ or can request service 
at (818) 898-1293 or PWDispatch@sfcity.
org. 

• Street & Trees Maintenance: The City 
provides tree trimming and general 
maintenance to preserve and prolong the 
aging trees and trees in the public right of 
way. The City responds to fallen limbs and 
hazardous situations. They also coordinate 
a tree maintenance program enforcing 
policies and codes relating to the care and 
maintenance of trees. Residents can request 
services here: http://ci.san-fernando.ca.us/
our-city/public-works/request-for-services/

Maintenance Best Practices 
Maintenance is a critical element to ensure 
that cycling and walking are viable forms of 
transportation. Since most cycling occurs on public 
roads, roadway maintenance is an important part 
of accommodating cycling. On-street bicycle 
facilities should be maintained as part of normal 
roadway maintenance, ensuring street sweepers 
clear bicycle lanes. Bike paths should be inspected 
regularly on the same schedule as sidewalk 
maintenance. 

Controls for vegetation, sidewalk/pavement 
repairs, sidewalk cleaning, and lighting are some 
common measures for city maintenance that 
can significantly improve conditions for both 
pedestrians and cyclists. 

The City should not rely on a complaint-based 
system to address infrastructure concerns. The City 
should adopt a more proactive approach to actively 
and regularly inspect the sidewalks and bikeways 
for anomalies. Maintenance best practices are 
highlighted in the next table.  
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Table 68: Best Practices in Maintenance of Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities

Best Practices in Maintenance

Surface Repairs (Streets and Sidewalks)

Regularly inspect bikeways, sidewalks, and road shoulders 
regularly for surface irregularities 

Sweeping

Prioritize bikeways when establishing a street sweeping 
schedule. 

Sweep road shoulders of accumulated sand and gravel in 
the springtime and fallen leaves in the autumn where they 
accumulate. 

Sweeping should be picked up rather than just pushed aside in 
areas with curbs. 

Driveway approaches must be paved to reduce loose gravel on 
paved roadway shoulders. 

Off-street bicycling facilities should have an established 
maintenance schedule that includes routine sweeping. 
Pavement Overlays

Where new pavement is installed, extend the overlay to the 
edge of the roadway. If this is not possible, ensure that no ridge 
remains at the edge of the road shoulder or bike lane. 

Do not leave a ridge within the bicycle travel area. 

Drain grates should be within 6 millimeters of the pavement 
height to create a smooth travel surface. 

Special attention should be given to ensure that utility covers 
and other road hardware are flush with new pavement. 

Rail Crossings 

Rail crossings can be hazardous to cyclists, particularly if they 
are at an oblique angle. 

Warning signs and extra space at the road shoulder can allow 
cyclists to cross at a 90 degree angle. 

A special smooth concrete apron or rubber flange may be 
justified at some crossings.
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Best Practices in Maintenance
Vegetation / Trees

Vegetation may impede sight lines, or roots may break up the 
travel surface. 

Vegetation should be cut back to ensure adequate sight lines 
for both pedestrians and cyclists, and invasive tree roots may be 
cut back to preserve the travel surface. 

Trees should be regularly pruned to ensure sight lines and 
lighting visibility.

Street Markings 

Bicycle lane markings and signal loop indicators may become 
hard to see over time. These should be inspected regularly and 
retraced when necessary. 

Markings 

Whenever roadway markings are used, traction or non-skid 
paint should be used to avoid the markings becoming slippery in 
wet weather. 

Utility Covers and Construction Plates 

Utility covers and construction plates present obstacles to 
bicyclists due to their slipperiness and change in surface 
elevation with the surrounding pavement. While covers and 
plates can be replaced with less slippery designs, it is best to 
design the roadway so that they are not located within the 
typical path of bicyclists riding on the roadway. 

New construction should endeavor to not place manhole and 
other utility plates and covers where bicyclists typically ride 
(within the six feet adjacent to the curb, or between 7 and 12.5 
feet from curb if parking is permitted). These guidelines require 
a minimum of 2.5 feet straight and clear. 

Lighting

Light fixtures should be inspected on a regular cycle depending 
on the life of the bulb. 
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Post-Implementation Impact
This section describes the potential expected impacts after this Plan has been implemented.

Trip Mode Share
The table below presents commute to work data estimated for San Fernando and neighboring jurisdictions, as 
reported in the 2011-2015 American Community Survey’s 5-year estimates. 

Table 69: Existing Mode Split Comparison with Neighboring Cities
Jurisdiction Walk Bike Transit Carpool Drive Alone 

San Fernando 3.3% 2.1% 4.5% 11.7% 77.7%

City of Los Angeles 3.6% 2.8% 10.6% 9.3% 67.9%

County of Los Angeles 2.8% 2.3% 6.8% 9.9% 73%

California 2.7% 2.5% 5.2% 10.8% 73.4%

United States 2.8% 1.8% 5.1% 9.5% 76.4%

Source: 2011-2015 American Community Survey 5-year Estimates
 

Walking and biking mode shares are about the same for San Fernando compared to Los Angeles. However, the 
transit mode share is less than half that for Los Angeles. Carpooling and driving account for that difference. 
Improving walk and bike facilities to regional connectors could have an impact on the transit mode share. 

Trip Replacement 
With improved bicycling infrastructure, avid pedestrians may find the barrier to entry for bicycling is 
lower and try to make longer trips with a bicycle. New or inexperienced bicyclists might find it safer with 
improvements and choose to make more trips more often via bicycle. A trip that was once in a car could 
potentially change to a trip by walking or bicycling and/or connecting to transit. A larger mode share 
for active transportation would self-perpetuate and encourage others to replace their trips with active 
transportation modes. We expect that more residents will replace their short driving trips with walk/bike 
trips, and that most vehicle trips will remain regional. 

Benefits 
To the extent that bicycling and walking trips replace single-occupancy vehicle trips, there will be both 
tangible and intangible benefits.

The economic benefits of increased foot traffic and access will support local businesses. Reductions in 
parking requirements for new construction could potentially lower construction costs. In addition, the 
reduced need to own and operate a vehicle saves car owners’ money. Reductions in traffic congestion and 
collisions may be another result. 

There are numerous intrinsic benefits to choosing active transportation. Increased quality of life is an 
intangible benefit – being happier and healthier are difficult concepts to calculate. The way the community 
interacts with each other and their environment will be different; increased walking and bicycling can create 
opportunities for a community to experience their neighborhood differently and contribute to a stronger 
sense of place. 

Environmental benefits include reductions in vehicle emissions from fewer vehicle miles travelled, which 
contributes to improved air quality and fewer collisions. The community may see fewer respiratory related 
illnesses. Increased amounts of greenery will contribute to cooler temperatures and reduce the urban heat 
island effect. With more vegetation to efficiently insulate the built environment, temperatures may be more 
pleasant and conducive for active transportation. 
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Potential Future Walking and Bicycling Trips 
To model future walking and bicycling trips, we compared San Fernando’s mode share data to average walk 
and bike mode shares from the most populous cities (including Portland, San Francisco, New York City, 
etc.) from the Alliance for Biking and Walking’s 2016 Benchmarking Report (http://www.bikewalkalliance.
org/resources/benchmarking). The City of San Fernando has recorded mode share data beginning in 2009 
from the American Community Survey. The numbers derived in this projection are absolutes represented 
in percentages. In short, walking and bicycling mode share are increasing in San Fernando, and with the 
implementation of this Plan, could exceed other jurisdictions.

Assumptions and Limitations:

• The trends from the most populous cities are based on significantly larger populations and geographical 
areas.

• The trends from the most populous cities could be due to a number of reasons, however, many of 
these major cities are aggressively implementing active transportation infrastructure.

• The large dataset of 20+ most populous cities might be more normalized and more reliable compared 
to the single dataset for San Fernando. 

• The 2 year intervals for the data fail to accurately depict the decline from 2009-2014 in bicycle mode 
share for San Fernando. 

Figure 55: Mode Share of Most Populous Cities v. San Fernando

The trend lines derived from this set of data shows that San Fernando could potentially meet the same 
numbers that were predicted for the most populous cities in America. By 2035, San Fernando could possibly 
have nearly a 7% mode share for walking, surpassing the prediction for the most populous cities. Bicycling as 
a mode share shows a slower increase, but still on track to meet the most populous cities’ standards. 
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Funding
Past Expenditures
The City of San Fernando as part of regular public works operations, maintains its streets, sidewalks, and 
parkways (see above). For infrastructure implementation, the City largely relies on grant resources. The City 
received two grants in the past 5 years to support walking in San Fernando. 

Table 70: Past Expenditures on Active Transportation Projects

Location(s) Project Funding Amount (Source)

Glenoaks Boulevard
Raised medians at intersection 

approaches, improved signals, and left-
turn phasing

$3,478,246                         
(Measure R, City funds, HSIP, 

CalRecycle)

Citywide safe 
routes to school 
improvements

Installation of bulb-outs, curb extensions, 
sidewalk, curb ramps, crosswalks, signs, 

flashing beacons, countdown ped-heads, 
and safety lighting

$3,231,836                               
(State SRTS, Cycle 7; Federal 
Cycles 1 and 2; City funds)

This amounts to $6,710,082. 

Future Financial Needs
Planning-level costs were used to estimate expenditures necessary for implementation of the Safe and 
Active Streets Plan. The planning level infrastructure cost estimates do not include potential right-of-way 
acquisition, extensive grading, landscaping, or potential utility impacts. Cost estimate refinements will occur 
based on further engineering review. The following table shows the unit costs used to generate total project 
costs.

Table 71: Unit-Level Planning Cost Estimates for Bike/Ped Infrastructure

Category Item Cost Range 
(Low)

Cost Range 
(High) Unit

Bikeway Bicycle Boulevard $9.49 $27.20 foot

Bikeway Bike Lane Dilineator $45.00 $150.00 each

Bikeway Bike Lane Stencil $250.00 $270.00 each

Bikeway Bike-Thru Median $721.00 $721.00 foot

Bikeway Class I Path $12.31 $757.58 foot

Bikeway Class II Bike Lane Buffer Addition $0.69 $0.69 foot

Bikeway Class II Bike Lanes $7.58 $7.58 foot

Bikeway Class III - Sign only $2.84 $2.84 foot

Bikeway Class IV - At-grade $24.79 $24.79 foot

Bikeway Class IV - One Way Raised cycle track $68.16 $68.16 foot

Bikeway Class IV - Two Way Raised cycle track $188.00 $698.00 foot

Bikeway Green-backed Sharrow Lane $2.71 $2.71 foot

Bikeway Road Diet with Bike Lanes $6.00 $30.00 foot

Bikeway Sharrow Stencil $250.00 $339.00 each

End-of-trip Bicycle Locker $1,280.00 $2,680.00 each

End-of-trip Bicycle Repair Station $695.00 $1,500.00 each

End-of-trip Bike Corral $3,000.00 $3,000.00 each

End-of-trip Inverted U Rack $200.00 $200.00 each
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Category Item Cost Range 
(Low)

Cost Range 
(High) Unit

End-of-trip Skateboard Rack $2,300.00 $2,300.00 each

Intersection Bicycle Loop Detector $6,630.00 $7,730.00 each

Intersection Bicycle Signal Head $5,000.00 $5,000.00 each

Intersection Bicycle Signal Push Button Actuation $3,000.00 $3,000.00 each

Intersection Bike Box $5,000.00 $5,000.00 each

Intersection Crosswalk overhead illumination $310.00 $13,900.00 each

Intersection Curb Extension $15,600.00 $28,397.00 each

Intersection Curb Ramp $1,000.00 $3,800.00 each

Intersection Diverter $5,000.00 $35,000.00 each

Intersection Full signal $140,000.00 $250,000.00 intersection

Intersection HAWK Signal $150,000.00 $150,000.00 intersection

Intersection High Visibility Crosswalk Marking $300.00 $1,000.00 each

Intersection New stop sign $150.00 $150.00 each

Intersection Pedestrian and Bicycle Crossing Sign $200.00 $200.00 each

Intersection Ped-head Countdown Signal $1,000.00 $1,500.00 each

Intersection Push Button $1,000.00 $1,500.00 each

Intersection Raised Crosswalk $3,500.00 $3,500.00 each

Intersection Raised Medians $1,700.00 $21,580.00 island

Intersection Rectangular Rapid-Flash Beacon $7,500.00 $20,250.00 each

Intersection Reduced Curb Radius $2,000.00 $7,000.00 varies

Intersection Refuge Island $1,700.00 $21,580.00 each

Intersection
Signal Timing Adjustments                           

(Leading Pedestrian Interval)
$0.00 $0.00 each

Intersection Stop Bar $77.00 $570.00 each

Intersection Truncated Domes $200.00 $229.00 each

Pedestrian Parkway $12.00 $60.00 foot

Pedestrian Pedestrian lighting $3,000.00 $4,000.00 each

Pedestrian Repair / Enhance Parkway $12.00 $60.00 foot

Pedestrian Repair / Enhance Sidewalk $12.00 $60.00 foot

Pedestrian Sidewalk $12.00 $60.00 foot

Signs & Markings Advanced Yield Marking and Sign $127.00 $720.00 each

Signs & Markings Line/stripe addition $0.25 $0.40 foot

Signs & Markings Line/stripe removal $0.62 $0.62 foot

Signs & Markings Pavement Marking - General $3,000.00 $7,500.00 varies

Signs & Markings Remove and Reinstall existing sign $140.00 $140.00 each

Signs & Markings Remove existing sign $129.00 $129.00 each

Signs & Markings Sign - General $50.00 $150.00 each

Signs & Markings Speed Feedback Sign $8,000.00 $10,000.00 each

Signs & Markings Wayfinding sign $200.00 $440.00 each

Traffic Management Chicanes $5,000.00 $5,000.00 each

Traffic Management Speed Hump $2,500.00 $2,800.00 each

Traffic Management Traffic Circle $6,000.00 $20,000.00 each

Traffic Management Pre-fabricated bridge $500.00 $2,000.00 foot
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Project costs are organized to include both bicycle and pedestrian improvements along a corridor. 
Intersection treatments are included for both streets that they are present (e.g., intersection costs for 
Truman St./Brand Blvd. are listed in both the Truman St. corridor and Brand Blvd. corridor, since either 
street could accommodate intersection improvements).   

Table 72: Cost Estimates for Plan Corridor and Intersection Projects

Plan Corridors Score Timeline Linear Bike and Ped 
Improvements (Low)

Linear Bike and 
Ped Improvements 
(High)

Intersection 
Costs (Low)

Intersection Costs 
(High)

Hollister St 9 Short $43,625 $54,612 $359,457 $1,074,698

Orange Grove Ave 9 Short $74,640 $88,174 $195,119 $575,386

First St 8 Short $76,891 $123,864 $406,528 $1,147,496

Eighth St 8 Short $55,940 $66,083 $167,970 $557,232

Brand Blvd (S of San 
Fernando Rd)

8 Short $57,037 $57,037 $378,493 $1,031,928

S Lazard St 8 Short $27,438 $110,725 $618,718 $1,446,754

Mott St 8 Short $56,383 $79,893 $259,542 $787,512

Fifth St 7 Short $113,422 $292,411 $197,758 $593,824

Brand Blvd (N of Fourth St) 7 Short $32,881 $34,477 $341,292 $1,045,878

Third St 6 Short $18,005 $21,270 $145,242 $495,536

Maclay Ave (S of Fourth St) 6 Short $49,101 $53,755 $577,943 $1,220,786

Hubbard Ave 8 Medium $52,199 $84,964 $604,995 $1,379,032

Arroyo Ave 7 Medium $85,120 $155,251 $334,099 $889,334

Brand Blvd (San Fernando 
Rd to Fourth St)

7 Medium $43,473 $47,509 $443,871 $869,426

Glenoaks Blvd 7 Medium $153,006 $214,388 $893,441 $1,781,660

Harding Ave 7 Medium $45,949 $67,460 $214,280 $596,654

Morningside Ct 7 Medium $3,304 $13,641 $66,718 $245,842

San Fernando Rd 7 Medium $233,155 $242,839 $1,302,622 $2,401,002

Wolfskill St/Jessie St 7 Medium $105,858 $256,048 $419,731 $1,293,176

Fourth St 6 Medium $54,237 $58,295 $434,491 $1,161,066

Griswold Ave 6 Medium $55,662 $65,755 $168,101 $469,114

Rinaldi St/Workman St 6 Medium $53,422 $126,483 $300,102 $915,546

San Fernando Mission Blvd 6 Medium $104,888 $221,140 $428,313 $1,117,232

Seventh St 5 Medium $33,936 $35,518 $195,078 $589,036

Fox St 4 Medium $60,305 $301,525 $472,962 $915,840
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Plan Corridors Score Timeline Linear Bike and Ped 
Improvements (Low)

Linear Bike and 
Ped Improvements 

(High)

Intersection 
Costs (Low)

Intersection Costs 
(High)

Pacoima Wash Greenway 
(Eastbank) & Eighth St 
Bridge

7 Long $180,693 $7,092,244 n/a n/a

Railroad Crossings 7 Long n/a n/a $1,750,000 $3,500,000

San Fernando Mission City 
Trail

7 Long $83,142 $5,116,695   

Truman St 7 Long $288,742 $1,433,587 $1,140,168 $2,716,426

Seventh St Bridge over 
Pacoima Wash

7 Long n/a n/a $50,000 $200,000

Pacoima Wash Greenway 
(Westbank)

6 Long $15,260 $939,157 n/a n/a

Kalisher St 5 Long n/a n/a $667,928 $2,139,350

Maclay Ave (N of Fourth St) 5 Long $102,460 $105,629 $689,215 $1,601,580

Carlisle St 3 Long $0 $0 $31,346 $132,952

Celis St 3 Long $13,437 $67,186 $228,979 $754,700

East Canyon Channel 3 Long $24,576 $1,512,482 n/a n/a

Alexander St (intersections) n/a n/a n/a n/a $28,285 $88,494

Chatsworth Dr 
(intersections)

n/a n/a n/a n/a $164,224 $609,912

Hagar St (intersections) n/a n/a n/a n/a $25,200 $76,644

Huntington St 
(intersections)

n/a n/a n/a n/a $88,677 $298,434

Macneil St (intersections) n/a n/a n/a n/a $68,113 $256,692

Other (intersections) n/a n/a n/a n/a $129,274 $472,108

Pico St (intersections) n/a n/a n/a n/a $76,049 $284,430

SHORT-TERM TOTAL $605,363 $982,301 $3,648,062 $9,977,030

MEDIUM-TERM TOTAL $1,084,514 $1,890,817 $6,278,804 $14,623,960

LONG-TERM TOTAL $708,310 $16,266,981 $4,557,636 $11,045,008

OTHER INTERSECTION 
IMPROVEMENTS TOTAL

n/a n/a $579,822 $2,086,714

GRAND TOTAL $2,398,187 $19,140,098 $15,064,324 $37,732,712

Low cost total
$17,462,511

High cost total 
$56,872,810

*Note: Maintenance for new facilities recommended in plan will be required, and is not included in the estimate above. Furthermore, this 
estimate does not include costs for emergency repairs.
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The following streets are either under design or beginning design and scheduled for 2017 and could 
incorporate pedestrian/bikeway improvements recommended by this Plan, helping to minimize costs.

Table 73: Planned Street Resurfacing for 2017

Street Location Limit Limit Linear Bike or 
Ped Project?

Intersection 
Projects?

Phillippi St Hubbard St Orange Grove Ave No No

Arroyo Ave Fifth St Glenoaks Blvd Yes Yes

Lazard St Fourth St Glenoaks Blvd No No

Lucas St Orange Grove Ave Workman St No Yes

Workman St Glenoaks Blvd Seventh St No Yes

Harding Ave Glenoaks Blvd Eighth St Yes Yes

Alexander St Library St Lucas St No Yes

Glenoaks Blvd Hubbard St Arroyo Ave Yes Yes

Alexander St First St Library St No Yes

The City should allocate funds to support programmatic activities, including a funded staff position to run and 
organize programs, conduct evaluation activities, and spend time addressing policy gaps. Funds should also 
be allocated for ongoing continuing education for both City staff as well as the community at-large, as well as 
budget for incentive items to support. Ideal recommended annual programmatic costs are shown below; the 
City could phase budget allocation over time, beginning with a Mobility Coordinator focused on implementing 
both infrastructure and programmatic recommendations. 

Table 74: Cost Estimate for Annual Programming

Category Item Approximate 
Annual Cost

All Mobility Coordinator (1 FTE) $80,000.00

All Continuing staff / community education for all E’s (e.g., crossing guard 
training, bike/ped infrastructure class, etc.)

$2,000.00

All Printed materials $1,000.00

All Website and communications (PSAs, press releases, etc.) $2,500.00

Education Bike/ped safety courses for adults and youth $8,000.00

Encouragement Bike/Walk events (Walk to School Day, Open Streets, etc.) $5,000.00

Enforcement Crossing guards (all schools, everyday) $100,000.00

Enforcement 0.25 FTE Police Officer dedicated to bike/ped issues and school-based 
enforcement

$20,000.00

Evaluation Annual data collection and evaluation (speeds, vehicle/bike/ped counts, 
crashes)

$1,500.00

Annual Total $220,000.00
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Potential Funding Sources & Anticipated 
Revenues
To help implement the proposed infrastructure 
projects and safety programs identified in this Plan, 
the City should use low-cost opportunities such as 
roadway repaving to implement network segments 
that require limited change. Local return dollars 
should be evaluated for use to support walking and 
bicycling projects. 

For projects that require more intensive curb 
work or intersection redesign, a variety of funding 
sources are available at the federal, state and local 
levels. The City should consider pursuing local 
dollars first, as they are typically less onerous to 
manage than federal funds. Below is a description 
of the most promising funding programs available 
for the proposed projects. Most funding sources 
are highly competitive and may require preparation 
of extensive applications. Future funding sources 
may be uncertain; City is advised to continue to 
check similar sources of funding in planning future 
projects.

Regional and Local Funding Sources 
AB2766 Motor Vehicle Subvention Program 

The State of California charges a motor vehicle 
registration fee authorized by AB2766. The South 
Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) 
distributes these Motor Vehicle Subvention 
Program funds to cities and counties based on 
their populations within its district. Cities and 
counties can use these funds to develop measures 
or programs that reduce motor vehicle emissions. 
Funds can be used for projects that encourage 
biking, walking and/or use of public transit. 
Examples include designing, developing and/or 
installing bikeways or establishing new bicycle 
corridors; making bicycle facility enhancements by 
installing bicycle lockers and racks and providing 
assistance with bicycle loan programs for police 
officers, communities members and the general 
public. 

More information can be found at: 
http://www.aqmd.gov/home/programs/local-government/
local-government-detail?title=ab2766-motor-vehicle-
subvention-program 

Metro Call for Projects 

Metro is responsible for allocating discretionary 
federal, state and local transportation funds to 
improve all modes of surface transportation. 
Metro also prepares the Los Angeles County 
Transportation Improvement Program. The Call 
for Projects Program is a competitive process that 
distributes discretionary capital transportation 
funds to regionally significant projects. Metro 
accepts applications for this program every other 
year. Funding levels for each mode is established 
by the Metro Long Range Transportation Plan. 

More information can be found at: 
https://www.metro.net/projects/call_projects/ 

Metro Local Return Program

Proposition A, Proposition C, Measure R, and 
Measure M Local Return programs are each 
one-half cent sales taxes that finance countywide 
transit development. Metro is responsible for 
distributing a certain proportion of the tax 
revenues to cities and counties to develop and 
improve public transit, paratransit, and related 
transportation infrastructure. Funds from 
Propositions C, R, and M can be used for bicycle-
related uses such as infrastructure, signage, bicycle 
sharing, and education efforts. These Local Return 
Funds are distributed monthly to jurisdictions on a 
per capita basis.

More information can be found at: 
https://www.metro.net/projects/local_return_pgm/ 

Metro Open Streets Program

Metro allocates up to $2 million annually, through 
a competitive application process, to fund local 
Open Streets events in Los Angeles County 
cities. These events temporarily close streets to 
vehicle traffic and open them to non-motorized 
transportation. Metro's Open Streets initiative 
encourages mode shift to sustainable modes of 
transportation, reduce traffic congestion, and 
achieve economic and public health improvements. 

More information can be found at: 
https://www.metro.net/projects/active-transportation/
metro-open-streets-grant-program/ 
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Metro Transit Oriented Development Planning 
Grant Program 

Metro’s TOD Planning grants are intended to 
spur the adoption of transit-supportive land use 
and other regulatory plans around station areas 
in order to increase access to and utilization of 
public transit. Los Angeles County jurisdictions with 
land use authority within one-half mile of existing, 
planned or proposed transit stations are eligible for 
grant funding.

More information can be found at: 
https://www.metro.net/projects/tod/

SCAG Sustainability Planning Grant Program 

SCAG’s Sustainability Planning Grant Program 
provides member jurisdictions with technical 
assistance for planning and policy work that 
supports the implementation of the regional 
Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS). SCAG 
awards grants under three categories, including 
Active Transportation, which includes bicycle, 
pedestrian and SRTS plans and non-infrastructure 
programs.

More information can be found at: 

http://sustain.scag.ca.gov/Pages/default.aspx

State Funding Sources 
Active Transportation Program (ATP)

The Active Transportation Program combines 
federal Alternative Transportation funds and 
former separate bicycle, pedestrian and Safe 
Routes to School funds into one program. Caltrans 
administers these funds and will likely have an 
annual Call for Projects starting in 2018. Cities may 
apply for funds to construct projects, carry out 
programs and prepare active transportation plans. 

More information can be found at: 
http://www.catc.ca.gov/programs/ATP.htm

California Strategic Growth Council 

The Strategic Growth Council is a state agency 
that manages the Sustainable Communities 
Planning Grant and Incentives (SCPGI) Program, 
as well as the Affordable Housing and Sustainable 
Communities (AHSC) program. The SCPGI 
program provides grants for the development 
and implementation of plans that have a 
variety of environmental, economic, and social 
benefits. The AHSC program provides funding 
for compact transit-oriented development and 
related infrastructure and programs that reduce 
greenhouse gases. Funds can be used for walking 
and bicycling infrastructure, signage, bicycle sharing 
and education efforts. These Local Return Funds 
are distributed monthly to jurisdictions on a per 
capita basis. 

More information can be found at: 
http://sgc.ca.gov/ 

Caltrans Sustainable Transportation Planning 
Grant Program 

The Sustainable Transportation Planning Program 
is a state funded program that includes funding 
to support various transportation projects and 
community mobility needs including bike and 
pedestrian safety enhancement plans, traffic 
calming measures and Safe Routes to School 
projects. 

More information can be found at:
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/documents/GrantBrochure.pdf

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/grants.html 

Environmental Enhancement and Mitigation 
Funds (EEMP) 

The California Natural Resources Agency provides 
grants to projects that indirectly mitigate the 
environmental impacts of new transportation 
facilities. Funds are available for land acquisition 
and construction and should fall into one of the 
following three categories: urban forestry projects, 
resource lands projects, or mitigation projects 
beyond the scope of the lead agency.

More information can be found at: 
http://resources.ca.gov/grants/environmental-enhancement-
and-mitigation-eem/
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Land and Water Conservation Fund 

The Land and Water Conservation Fund is a 
federal program that provides grants for planning 
and acquiring outdoor recreation areas and 
facilities, including trails. Cities, counties and 
districts authorized to acquire and develop park 
and recreation space are eligible for grant funding. 
Applicants must fund the project entirely and will 
be reimbursed for half of the cost. 

More information can be found at: 
https://www.nps.gov/subjects/lwcf/index.htm 

Low Carbon Transit Operations Program 

The Low Carbon Transit Operations Program funds 
new or expanded bus, rail services or intermodal 
transit facilities. Funding also includes facility 
improvements such as equipment, bicycle racks/
lockers, covered benches, lighting and maintenance. 
If eligible, the program covers free or reduced-fare 
transit passes/vouchers for students and low income 
residents living near transit areas. 

More information can be found at: 
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/MassTrans/lctop.html

Office of Traffic Safety Grants (OTS) 

The California OTS provides funding for safety 
programs and equipment. Bicycle and pedestrian 
safety education or similar programs are eligible 
for these funds.  This category of grants include 
enforcement and education programs, which 
encompass a wide range of activities, including 
bicycle helmet distribution, design and printing 
of billboards and bus posters, and other health 
information materials. 

More information can be found at:
http://www.ots.ca.gov/Grants/Pedestrian_and_Bicycle_Safety.asp

State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) 

The State Transportation Improvement Program 
(STIP) is a five-year plan developed by Caltrans 
that allocates funding to new construction projects 
that add capacity to the transportation network. 
STIP funding is a mix of state, federal, and local 
taxes and fees. Bicycle and pedestrian projects can 
be programmed under the Caltrans’ Interregional 
Transportation Improvement Program (ITIP) and 
regional transportation planning agencies’ Regional 
Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP). 

More information can be found at: 
http://www.catc.ca.gov/programs/stip.htm 

Federal Funding Sources 
Bus and Bus Facilities Grants Program 

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) offers 
allocations and grants to local governments to pay 
for buses and related facilities. Agencies can use 
these funds to pay for bicycle routes to transit, 
bike racks, bike shelters, and bicycle equipment for 
public transportation vehicles.   

More information can be found at: 
https://www.transit.dot.gov/funding/grants/buses-and-bus-
facilities-grants-program-5339

Community Action for a Renewed Environment 
(CARE) 

Environmental Protection Agency’s CARE is 
a competitive grant program that offers an 
innovative way for the community to organize and 
take action to reduce toxic pollution in its local 
environment. Through CARE a community creates 
partnerships that implement solutions to reduce 
release of toxic pollutants and minimize people’s 
exposure to them. Transportation and “smart-
growth” types of projects are eligible. 

More information can be found at: 
https://www.epa.gov/communityhealth/community-action-
renewed-environment-care-resources

https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2015-04/
documents/care_resource_guide.pdf

Community Development Block Grant Program 
(CDBG)

The Community Development Block Grants 
(CDBG) program run by the US Department 
of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) 
provides money for a variety of different projects, 
including pedestrian and bicycle improvements 
and streetscape revitalization. The CDBG 
Entitlement Program provides annual grants and 
loan guarantees for local government or third party 
developers. 

More information can be found at: 
https://portal.hud.gov/hudportal/HUD?src=/program_offices/
comm_planning/communitydevelopment/programs 
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Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality 
Improvement Program (CMAQ) 

CMAQ is a federal funding source administered 
at the local level through the Southern California 
Association of Governments (SCAG). CMAQ 
provides funding to state and local agencies for 
transportation projects that help meet the Clean 
Air Act objectives. Funded projects must work 
to reduce congestion and improve air quality. 
Examples of eligible projects include enhancements 
to existing transit services, rideshare and vanpool 
programs, as well as projects that encourage bicycle 
transportation options.

More information can be found at: 

http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/air_quality/cmaq/ 

Fixing America’s Surface Transportation Act (FAST 
Act) 

The FAST Act, which replaced Moving Ahead for 
Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-21) in 2015, 
provides long-term funding certainty for surface 
transportation projects. This means states and 
local governments can move forward with critical 
transportation projects with the confidence that 
they will have a Federal partner over the long term 
(i.e. for at least five years). The law makes changes 
and reforms to many Federal transportation 
programs. For example, it allows local entities that 
are direct recipients of Federal dollars to use a 
design publication that is different than one used 
by their State DOT, such as the Urban Bikeway 
Design Guide by the National Association of City 
Transportation Officials.

More information can be found at: 
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/fastact/ 

Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP)

The HSIP is a federal aid program administered by 
Caltrans that aims to achieve a significant reduction 
in traffic fatalities and serious accidents through the 
implementation of infrastructure-related highway 
safety improvements. Any physical improvement 
that contributes to safety is eligible. Examples 
may include projects such as bike lane or sidewalk 
improvements and traffic calming measures to 
improve safety.

More information can be found at:
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LocalPrograms/HSIP/apply_now.htm 

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LocalPrograms/HSIP/Documents/
HSIP_Guidelines.pdf

Rivers, Trails and Conservation Assistance 
Program 

The Rivers, Trails and Conservation Assistance 
Program (RTCA) is the community assistance arm 
of the National Park Service (NPS). RTCA provides 
technical assistance to a variety of agencies and 
organizations to preserve open space and develop 
trails. RTCA’s funds can be used for developing 
plans, engaging the public and identifying other 
sources of funding for conservation and outdoor 
recreation projects.

More information can be found at: 
https://www.nps.gov/orgs/rtca/apply.htm 

TIGER Discretionary Grants 

The TIGER Discretionary Grants are awarded 
through the U.S. Department of Transportation 
(USDOT) to fund transportation projects aimed to 
improve the efficiency of the transportation system 
and reduce environmental impacts including 
costly future infrastructure investments.  States, 
metropolitan planning organizations and local 
governments are eligible to apply.  

More information can be found at: 
http://ops.fhwa.dot.gov/freight/infrastructure/tiger/#tg14

Private Funding Sources 
Kodak American Greenways Program

The Conservation Fund’s American Greenways 
Program has teamed with the Eastman Kodak 
Corporation and the National Geographic Society 
to award small grants ($250 to $2,000) to 
stimulate the planning, design, and development 
of greenways. These grants can be used for 
activities such as mapping, conducting ecological 
assessments, surveying land, holding conferences, 
developing brochures, producing interpretive 
displays, incorporating land trusts and building 
trails.

More information can be found at: 
http://www.rlch.org/funding/kodak-american-greenways-
grants
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Knight Cities Challenge 

The Knight Cities Challenge awards grants to 
innovative projects at the city, neighborhood, 
and block level that help cities attract and keep 
talented people, improve economic prospects for 
individuals and encourage civic involvement. The 
grant program is funded by the Knight Foundation 
and the funds are distributed over an 18-month 
period.

More information can be found at: 
http://www.knightfoundation.org/challenges/knight-cities-
challenge

PeopleForBikes Community Grant Program 

PeopleForBikes is a coalition of bicycle suppliers 
and retailers that has awarded $2.9 million in 
community grants and leveraged an additional 
$670 million since its inception in 1999. The 
grant program funds bicycle paths and rail trails, 
as well as mountain bike trails, bicycle parks, 
BMX facilities, and large-scale bicycle advocacy 
initiatives.

More information can be found at: 
http://www.peopleforbikes.org/pages/community-grants

Plan4Health Coalitions 

The American Planning Association (APA) and the 
American Public Health Association (APHA) work 
to build local capacity in addressing population 
health goals and promoting the inclusion of health 
in non-traditional sectors such as transportation. 
Each proposal must address inactivity, unhealthy 
diets and/or health equity. Awards average 
$150,000, and no more than two awards will be 
granted in a single state.

More information can be found at: 
http://plan4health.us/plan4health-coalitions/ 

Rails-to-Trails Conservancy 

The Rails to Trails Conservancy provides technical 
assistance for converting abandoned rail corridors 
to use as multiuse trails.

More information can be found at: 
http://www.railstotrails.org/ 

The Robert Wood Johnson Foundation 

The Robert Wood Johnson Foundation was 
established as a national philanthropy in 1972, 
and today is the largest U.S. foundation devoted 
to improving the health and health care of all 
Americans. The organization awards grants to 
public agencies and non-profit organizations for a 
variety of health-related projects, including bicycle 
education and bicycle infrastructure projects.

More information can be found at: 
http://www.rwjf.org/en/how-we-work/grants/funding-
opportunities.html 

Corporate Donations 

Corporate donations are often received in the 
form of liquid investments (i.e. cash, stock, bonds) 
and in the form of land. Employers recognize that 
creating places to bicycle and walk is one way to 
build community and attract a quality work force. 
Bicycling and outdoor recreation businesses often 
support local projects and programs. Municipalities 
typically create funds to facilitate and simplify 
transactions from corporations. Corporations 
typically donate when a widely supported capital 
improvement program is implemented. 

Roadway and Utility Construction, Repair and 
Upgrade  

Whenever streets are resurfaced or repaved, 
any street markings such as bike lanes, sharrows, 
crosswalks, and advance stop/yield markings can 
be put in for little cost. The least expensive and 
disruptive time to widen sidewalks, install bikeways 
and apply surface markings is when reconstruction 
takes place.

Joint projects between cities and utility companies 
require a great deal of coordination, a careful 
delineation of scope items and some type of 
agreement or understanding. Joint projects 
between cities and cable television and telephone 
companies also require a significant amount of 
advance planning. It may be possible to request 
reimbursement for impacted bicycle and pedestrian 
facilities. 
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Facility Design (Guidelines)9
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This chapter identifies guidelines for the design of bicycle 
and pedestrian facilities. This chapter is not intended to 
be an exhaustive guide; there are many more detailed 
resources available to San Fernando city staff to guide 
specific project design. They include: 

• Federal Highway Administration PedSafe Guide: 
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/research/deployment/
pedsafe.cfm

• Urban Street Design Guide: http://nacto.org/
publication/urban-street-design-guide/

• Urban Bikeway Design Guide: http://nacto.org/
publication/urban-bikeway-design-guide/

• NACTO Urban Street Stormwater Guide: https://nacto.
org/publication/urban-street-stormwater-guide/

• NACTO Transit Street Design Guide: https://nacto.org/
publication/transit-street-design-guide/ 

• Global Street Design Guide: https://
globaldesigningcities.org/publication/global-street-
design-guide/ 

• Pedestrian and Bicyclist Infrastructure Cost Summary: 
http://www.pedbikeinfo.org/cms/downloads/
Countermeasure_Costs_Summary_Oct2013.pdf

• Caltrans Active Transportation Program: http://www.
dot.ca.gov/hq/LocalPrograms/atp/

• California State Bike and Ped Plan: http://www.
cabikepedplan.org/

• Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities in California: http://
atfiles.org/files/pdf/Pedestrian-Bicycle-Facilities-
Caltrans.pdf

A well-designed facility is paramount to encouraging active 
transportation. Good design takes into account the user’s 
experience, including enjoyment, comfort, and safety for all 
road users. Cities have begun to include safety measures 
in all projects regardless of mode in order to reduce the 
number of severe and fatal collisions. San Fernando should 
identify the physical design and engineering strategies 
that most effectively address collision factors and prevent 
further injury. In project design, it is also important to 
consider recent data, good engineering choices, and sound 
design principles. 

Principles of Bicycle and Pedestrian 
Facility Design
Accommodating pedestrians and cyclists in roadway 
design can create more opportunities for residents. Good 
roadway design should make all modal options equally 
attractive, rather than eliminate certain modes of travel. 
The choice of appropriate design depends on multiple 
factors including safety, existing infrastructure amenities, 
cost, and convenience. The following principles provide 
an overarching frame for creating safe and comfortable 
environments for walking and bicycling: 

• Actual and perceived safety can be a barrier of entry 
for people walking and bicycling.

• Slower moving traffic creates safer conditions for all.

• Streetscapes must include visual or spatial indicators 
for pedestrians and cyclists

• How comfortable or pleasant a path or roadway is will 
dictate a user’s mode choice.

• Dense, mixed-use destinations can encourage active 
transportation.

• Providing amenities for each type of road user will 
promote the convenience of active transport.
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The strategies recommended in this chapter will outline some of the infrastructure options a jurisdiction has 
to encourage safe and comfortable places for walking and bicycling. The solutions are listed roughly in the 
order of increasing degree of cost and effort for implementation, directly correlated with commitment and 
accessibility to active transportation. The more vehicle traffic on a street, the more robust the cycling and 
walking infrastructure needs to be. Many of improvements identified here support both people walking and 
bicycling, and can often create safer driving conditions as well. 

Table 75: Potential Improvements by Investment / Intensity

Investment / Intensity Pedestrian Bicycle

Low

High-visibility Crosswalk

Advanced Stop/Yield Line

Roadway striping 
reconfiguration

Curbside Paint

Sharrows

Bike Lane

Bike Box

Moderate

Signs (wayfinding)

Sidewalk Improvements

Signal Timing

Signs (wayfinding)

Neighborhood Greenway 
(Enhanced Bike Route)

Intersection Treatments

High

Modified Marked Crosswalks

Shorten Crossing Distance

Lighting

Signals

Bike Traffic Signals

Protected Bike Lane

Beginning/End of Ride 
Amenities
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Crash Reduction or Modification Factors are used to compute the expected number of crashes after 
implementing a countermeasure. These factors are collected based on best-practices research. The following 
table summarizes factors relevant to the Plan and are here for reference. Additional factors can be found by 
searching the Crash Modification Factors Clearinghouse at http://www.cmfclearinghouse.org/

Table 76: Engineering Solutions and Potential Crash Reduction Factors

Engineering Solution Crash Reduction Factor

Advance stop/yield lines Research indicates they are effective in increasing driver yield 
rates

Curb extensions 30%(1)

Flashing beacons 50-80% increased rate of drivers yielding to pedestrians (no CRF 
available)

High-visibility crosswalk 47%(1)

Increase signal time to walk 51%(1)

Intersection lighting/crosswalk 
lighting 27%

Leading Pedestrian Interval 5%

Medians
46% (no signal);

25% (signal) (1)

New traffic signal at unsignalized 
intersection (when warranted) 25%

Parking restrictions near 
intersections 30%

Pedestrian countdown heads 25%

Pedestrian hybrid beacon (HAWK 
signal) 69% (vehicle/ped); 29% all collisions

Pedestrian refuge islands 56%

Protected bicycle lanes 89% decrease in risk of bicyclist injury, when compared to major 
streets w/o infrastructure

Road buffet (Road diet) 30%(1)

Roundabout (Traffic circle) 
conversion

27% reduction from unsignalized to traffic circle

73% in ped collisions (research does not state whether they were 
controlled or not prior to conversion)

Segment lighting 23%

Separate left-turn phase 48%(1)

Signal timing to slow traffic 37%(1)

All from Vision Zero Los Angeles Collision and Countermeasure Analysis: Literature Review, 2016 (http://visionzero.lacity.org/wp-content/
uploads/2016/03/VisionZeroLosAngeles_LitReview.pdf) unless noted otherwise

(1)WalkFirst Safety Design Tools for Vision Zero. Toolbox of Countermeasures and their Potential Effectiveness for Pedestrian Crashes, www.
pedbikeinfo.org
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Pedestrian Design Solutions 
The walking environment should be open, inviting, and activated. Pedestrians need more than just sidewalks 
and crosswalks. In addition to protecting pedestrians from motor vehicle traffic through physical separation, 
it is important to have a pleasant and interesting walking environment to encourage people to walk. 

Traffic speed is crucial to decision-making when selecting a mode of transport. Pedestrians have an increased 
likelihood of being killed or injured on streets with faster speeds. Redesigning streets to calm traffic through 
slower speeds, adding sidewalk stimulation, increasing pedestrian visibility or reducing the crossing distance 
for pedestrians, can improve safety, comfort, and convenience of walking. 

Based on the community-identified concern, the City can incorporate different approaches. 

Concern How to Address

Safety Designate space, add lighting, reduce traffic speeds

Comfort Ensure adequate space, provide shade (trees, awnings, etc.), add street furniture 
(benches), create a clear separation from traffic

Convenience Reactive signals, direct crosswalks, short blocks and crossing distances

Attractive Create space for interaction, public art, maintain regularly, add greenery

Low Investment
One of the simplest and least expensive resources in any jurisdictions’ toolbox is paint. A little can go a long 
way in demarcating space for pedestrians and providing visual cues to drivers. Low investment strategies 
focus on adding markings versus movement of infrastructure (i.e., moving curbs).

Pavement Markings
High-visibility Crosswalk

High visibility crosswalks, also called continental crosswalks, include markings that are parallel to the 
roadway. This creates more visual area for a driver to see than a lateral line crosswalk marking. Marked 
crosswalks can be created using paint or inlay tape. Inlay tape will cost more, but will last longer than paint. 
Marked crosswalks should be present at every controlled (stop sign or signal) intersection. They should also 
be added where pedestrians have a desire to cross (e.g., from a parking lot to a building entrance across a 
roadway) with additional appropriate infrastructure to make the crossing safer.

Continental Crosswalk with Advance Stop Bar and Pedestrian Island Continental Crosswalk (Atwater Village)                                                  
Credit: pedestrianphotographer.com 

01/16/18 CC Meeting Agenda Page 453 of 521



Safe and Active Streets | San Fernando Master Plan DRAFT 331

Advanced Stop Bar and Yield Marking

Other simple pavement markings are advance yield or stop lines, which should always be paired with a 
marked crosswalk. These are painted on the approach to a crosswalk and indicate where vehicles should 
stop. Markings are typically placed anywhere from three feet to ten feet prior to the crosswalk. This method 
reduces the likelihood of vehicle encroachment into the crosswalk and improves drivers’ view of pedestrians. 
Advanced yield markings have been shown to reduce collisions at uncontrolled locations on multi-lane roads. 
In these cases, often one car will stop too close to the crosswalk, impeding both the pedestrian and drivers’ 
visibility, resulting in one car stopping for a crossing pedestrian and the car in the second lane hitting the 
pedestrian. In addition, they add comfort for the pedestrian as vehicles are not driving up to an arm’s length 
reach of their path. Advanced stop bars are used at controlled intersections; advanced yield markings (and 
signs) are used at uncontrolled locations. 

Continental Crosswalk with Advance Stop Bar Advance Yield Markings & Sign at crosswalk (Lee Engineering, LLC)

Roadway Striping Reconfiguration

Restriping a roadway to better demarcate space can create a safer, more cohesive environment. For 
example, striping an existing parking lane can visually narrow the roadway without actually changing 
anything. Narrowing lane widths to ten feet (standard acceptable national minimum), with seven foot-wide 
parking lanes can also slow vehicle speeds and provide extra space for other amenities. Changing the lane 
configuration of a roadway can be challenging, but is typically much lower cost than having to move curb. A 
typical reconfiguration is called a “road diet,” which restripes a four-lane road to a three-lane road (one lane in 
each direction with center turn lane) with the addition of bicycle lanes or other pedestrian amenities with the 
leftover space. This slows vehicle speeds and can often improve traffic flow, especially on streets with many 
driveways and turning movements. 

Curbside Paint

Painting curbs to ensure that cars do not park too close to intersections increases visibility for people 
crossing the street. 
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Moderate Investment
Adding physical improvements beyond just paint 
requires moderate investment, but can contribute 
significantly to safety and comfort. This category 
includes signs, sidewalk improvements, and 
changes to signals.

Signs

Looking beyond paint and pavement markings, 
adding signage is the next step forward in 
committing to pedestrian mobility. Signs provide 
vertical visual cues to all roadway users. The 
simplest addition could be adding a pedestrian 
yield sign at an uncontrolled crosswalk, or a “no 
right turn on red,” which reduces conflicts between 
right-turning vehicles and crossing pedestrians. 
Wayfinding signage that indicates key attractions 
and walking distance / time can also create a more 
inviting environment. 

Sidewalk Improvements

Improvements or additions to sidewalks are 
excellent ways to enhance the walking experience. 
Creating physical and psychological boundaries 
from road traffic can help delineate a safer path 
for pedestrians. Street art and furniture add to 
the façade of a street making it more interesting 
and visually appealing. Furniture also encourages 
pedestrians to spend more time in the walkway, 
contributing to a vibrant streetscape. 

 Walk-Friendly Street with 
Seating

Tree-Lined Walk-Friendly Street Pedestrian Countdown SignalWayfinding Signage with Walk Times

Planting greenery like trees and bushes contributes 
to a walk-friendly path. A tree-lined street provides 
shade, in addition to being a shield for other 
elements like wind and rain, and contributes to 
cleaner air. Greenery serves as a sound barrier 
dispersing and absorbing some noise pollution 
from traffic. In selecting the trees and associated 
decor, the jurisdiction has the opportunity to add 
character and contribute to the identity of its 
neighborhoods. 

Signal Timing

Ensuring pedestrians have enough time to cross 
the street is an easy fix and can contribute 
to safety, especially for those who walk more 
slowly like children and older adults. Including 
a pedestrian countdown signal-head allows a 
pedestrian to understand where they fit in the 
flow of traffic. At intersections with large numbers 
of pedestrians, countdown signals should turn 
on automatically; this signal timing assumes that 
pedestrians are always present and wanting to 
cross. Pedestrian-activated push buttons can be 
added at low-pedestrian volume locations. The 
length of time between signal changes is another 
factor to consider; the longer the wait, the more 
likely the pedestrian may proceed independent of 
the signal, making it more dangerous for all parties 
involved. 
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High Investment
The methods listed in this category typically 
involve larger scale construction projects, 
either new construction or modifications to 
existing infrastructure. These types of changes 
to the streetscape are more extensive, and 
typically provide greater impact. Typically, these 
improvements shorten crossing distances, remove 
obstacles, and slow vehicle speeds. 

Lighting

Lighting is critical to safety. Installing pedestrian-
scale lights along walkways can deter crime and 
allow for all-hours use of a street. Decorative street 
lights can also add character to the walkway and 
neighborhood. In addition, overhead crosswalk 
illumination ensures pedestrians are more visible to 
drivers while crossing the street. 

Modified Marked Crosswalks

Midblock Crossing

Adding a crosswalk midblock or at uncontrolled 
locations may be helpful where there are highly 
trafficked destinations or bus stops. Long retail 
streets and school crossings also may require a 
midblock crossing. With faster moving traffic, 
uncontrolled crosswalks benefit from rectangular 
rapid flashing beacons (RRFB) that are push button 
activated. This device flashes to alert motorists to 
yield to pedestrians and allow for safe passage. 
Shortening crossing distance and adding advanced 
visual cues ensure that midblock crossings remain 
safe. 

Rectangular Rapid 
Flash Beacon at an 
Uncontrolled Crossing                              
(Lara Justine, Flickr CC)

Pedestrian Scramble at 
Hollywood and Highland

Median Pedestrian IslandOverhead Crosswalk Illumination 
Placement

Pedestrian Scramble

Creating an all-way pedestrian crossing (also called 
pedestrian scramble), would require both new 
pavement markings and signal timing changes that 
stop all roadway traffic at once. It establishes an 
all direction red phase that allows pedestrians to 
cross linearly or diagonally. This allows pedestrians 
to get to their destination with a single crossing. 
This type of intersection is most beneficial at highly 
trafficked intersections. The chances of pedestrian-
motor vehicle collisions during turns are reduced 
significantly because pedestrians and motor 
vehicles are never simultaneously mobile.

Median Island

Constructing an island with its own physical curb 
in the middle of a crosswalk is another method 
to shorten the crossing distance, providing more 
time for anyone, and especially the handicapped or 
disabled, to cross a particularly long intersection. 
This also allows the pedestrian to break the 
crossing into two phases, needing to only look in 
one direction at a given time. This may be most 
feasible on roadways with an existing median. 
Adding greenery to the island can also provide 
noise insulation among other benefits. 
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Railroad Crossings

Railroad crossings represent a significant safety risk 
to pedestrians. Signs and physical barriers must 
be explicit and effective when a train is crossing. 
Pairing physical barriers with educational placards 
regarding the risks and consequences of improper 
crossings and how to cross properly can be helpful 
in deterring unsafe crossings. Railroad crossings 
should include: 

• Continuous sidewalk with edge lines across 
railroad tracks, and truncated domes near 
track approach

• Advanced signage, indicating upcoming rail 
crossing

• Pedestrian gates that physically separate 
pedestrian from tracks

• Audible signals that indicate oncoming train

• Countdown signal, as appropriate

Although expensive, addressing insufficient 
railroad crossings should be a high priority. 
More information about railroad crossing design 
is available at the USDOT Federal Railroad 
Administration (https://www.fra.dot.gov/eLib/
Details/L02732).

Shorten Crossing Distance

Bulb-outs

Bulb-outs or curb extensions are a segment of the 
sidewalk landscaping or curb that is extended into 
the street, typically into a parking lane, thereby 
shortening the crossing distance and improving 
visibility of walkers. This reduces the amount of 
time pedestrians are the most vulnerable - the 
time in the intersection. In addition, this improves 
the drivers’ view of pedestrians, as people walking 
are further out in the intersection, without having 
to physically be in the road. Another benefit 
is that turning vehicles need to slow down to 
accommodate a sharper turning radius. These are 
often at intersections on streets that have parallel 
parking. Curb extensions also provide a traffic 
calming effect. 

Curb Ramps

Curb ramps allow for a smooth transition from 
sidewalk to street for wheelchair, walker, and stroller 
users to cross the street safely and comfortably. 
The Americans with Disabilities Act requires access 
at every street corner. Including truncated domes 
at curb ramps adds texture and color to indicate 
where the ramp begins to slope and ends, providing 
important notifications for those with visual 
impairments. Appropriately placed curb ramps in line 
with crosswalks (perpendicular curb ramps) shorten 
crossing distances and lower the risk of encroaching 
into moving traffic. 

Bulb-outs shorten the crossing 
distance

Perpendicular Curb Ramps 
Provide a More Direct Path to 
cross the street

Pedestrian Railroad Crossing (Odell, 
Illinois - http://railtec.illinois.edu/
GLXS/tourdetailthur.php)

Truncated domes (ADA Sign 
Depot)
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Bicycle Design Solutions
Bicycles come in a variety of sizes and configurations, such 
as a conventional bicycle, recumbent bicycle, unicycle, 
or tricycle. Similarly, cyclists can have different levels of 
experience, behavioral characteristics, enthusiasm, and 
experience. Any plan to increase bicycle ridership should 
consider primary users, and who or what they will need to 
interact with on the roadway and intersections. A newer, less 
experienced cyclist may require more robust infrastructure to 
feel safe, whereas a competitive cyclist may need very little 
additional infrastructure to feel comfortable. In designing 
and building bike friendly streets, it is important to consider 
the needs of every type of rider. An indicator often used 
to determine how safe a bikeway may be is to look at how 
many women and children are using the facility. The options 
listed below provide guidelines from minimum standards that 
might attract experienced and confident cyclists to those that 
would appeal to inexperienced and nervous cyclists.  

Concern How to Address

Safety Dedicate space for cyclists, intersection priority

Comfort Add buffer zones, wayfinding, traffic signal 
activation, intersection continuity

Convenience Provide exclusive facilities, complete journey 
amenities, bicycle storage 

Attractive Provide shade, maintain facilities, add greenery 
and art

Low Investment
The options in this category use low-cost methods to establish 
space and visibility of cyclists on the road and at intersections.

Sharrows
Roads with slower traffic speeds and low vehicle volumes 
could be appropriate for sharrows, which indicate to all 
users the potential presence of cyclists. The sharrow symbol 
is marked or painted in a lane to show that the road must 
be shared between cyclists and drivers, and where cyclists 
should be riding in the travel lane. Sharrows should not be 
placed everywhere; rather, they should be placed on bicycle 
routes where cyclists have priority.

Bike Lane
Bike lanes provide a designated space on the roadway for 
cyclists and are demarcated by paint. They can be enhanced 
with additional striped buffers and colored pavement. A basic 
bicycle lane must be a minimum of four feet, curbside or 
five feet if placed next to a parking lane. Bike lanes provide 
cyclists their own space and alert other vehicles to stay in 
their own lanes. Wider bicycle lanes are preferred, especially 
on higher volume or higher speed roadways.   

Sharrow Markings

Bike Lanes (Top to Bottom) – Curbside Bike Lane, 
Buffered Bike Lane, Colored Bike Lane
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Bike Box 
A bike box establishes a space for cyclists to wait for a signal to 
change in front of vehicle traffic. Similar to an advanced stop 
line, vehicles are designated to stop further back. This provides 
cyclists a safe space to accelerate through the intersection and 
enter the bike lane across the intersection.  

Moderate Investment
Additional signage and more visual indicators will create a more 
appealing built environment for cyclists. Among the most critical 
considerations to a bikeway are intersection treatments that help 
create bikeway continuity. 

Signs (wayfinding)
Wayfinding signs that indicate distance to major landmarks or 
points of interest are helpful navigational tools to cyclists and can 
ensure cyclists stay on the preferred bike network. These help to 
overcome a barrier to entry for infrequent cyclists by providing 
direction to familiar landmarks. These signs also help cyclists 
familiarize themselves with the bicycle network and identify 
the best route to a destination. Additional signage related to 
watching for cyclists can be helpful visual reminders to motorists. 

Neighborhood Greenway (Enhanced Bike Route)
Low volume, low speed streets can often be the most 
comfortable and safe places to bicycle. Including adequate 
signage and traffic calming measures can further enhance these 
streets to make them better bikeways. These measures could 
include replacing all-way or one-way stops with mini traffic 
circles, installing diverters to discourage cut-through traffic, 
installing chicanes and curb extensions to narrow the roadway, 
and more. Neighborhood Greenways can further support 
community goals to increase safe streets and places for free play. 

Intersection Treatments
One of the most dangerous places for a cyclist to be is in an 
intersection. Intersections can be confusing to navigate if a 
bike lane ends and begins across the intersection with no clear 
indicators for how to cross the street. Since cyclists typically 
travel at slower speeds than vehicles, it is also important to 
ensure enough time for a cyclist to clear the intersection with 
proper signal timing. Including dashed lines to have a bikeway 
continue across the intersection can help to direct the flow of 
traffic. This method provides both motorists and cyclists cues to 
the appropriate path.

Bike Loops / Detectors
In-pavement loop detectors are often installed to ensure a signal 
changes when a vehicle approaches the intersection. Sometimes, 
these detectors do not pick-up cyclists, requiring cyclists to risk 
crossing without a signal change or needing to leave their bicycle. 
Placing push-buttons that are next to the bike lane and installing 
markings for where bicyclists should wait to activate the signal 
are two ways to make cyclists more comfortable at intersections. 

Bike Box at Intersection

Bicycle Wayfinding with Distance Markers

Bike Lane dashed marking through intersection

Cyclist Stopped to Activate Detector
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High Investment
Placing physical obstacles or barriers preventing vehicular traffic 
from encroaching onto bicycle traffic or installing independent 
light and signal systems require significant more investment, 
but are often necessary to attract inexperienced and nervous 
cyclists. 

Protected Bike Lanes (Cycle Tracks)
Protected bike lanes, also called cycle tracks, are similar to bike 
lanes except they include a physical barrier between the lane 
and moving vehicles. They can be multi-lane or bi-directional. 
Designers can use various materials to separate the lanes from 
traffic including physical raised curb/median, raised reflectors or 
beads, or flexible bollards. Another characteristic of protected 
bike lanes is that street parking shifts from the traditional 
curbside lane to outside of the cycle track, serving as another 
physical barrier between vehicular traffic and cyclists. This also 
removes the problem of car doors opening into the bike lane. 

Bicycle Path / Trail
A bicycle path or trail is a completely separate right-of-way, 
exclusively for use by cyclists and pedestrians. Bicycle paths are 
typically bi-directional and require an eight feet minimum width 
(four feet in each direction) with two foot shoulders on each 
side of the path. Bicycle paths should be well-lit, free of debris, 
and have visibility from adjacent properties to deter illegal 
activity. Crossings of bicycle paths must be well designed to 
deter potential conflicts. 

Signals
Bicycle signals should be included on any roadway or path that 
has at-grade crossings. It provides clear direction for cyclists and 
motorists, and eliminates some uncertainty in motorist-cyclist 
interactions during turns and other risky maneuvers.

Beginning & End of Ride Amenities
Inverted-U bike racks serve well for short term parking, e.g., 
popping into a market (two to three hour long trips). Long-
term parking can take the form of attendant run facilities or 
bicycle lockers for rent. These are more important to have at 
employment centers and major transit hubs so bicycles can be 
stored for more hours. 

Another innovative method for short-term storage is a bicycle 
corral. A bicycle corral is placed in the street in one or more 
parallel parking spaces adjacent to the sidewalk. Up to 16 
bicycles can occupy the space of one vehicle. In addition to 
creating a buffer between the sidewalk and roadway traffic, 
it also improves sight lines for drivers, especially if they are at 
street corners. Private businesses often opt for a corral outside 
their establishment and are responsible for maintenance. 

Additional bicycling amenities that can be installed at central 
hubs and parks citywide include self-service repair stations 
equipped with tools, a repair rack, and air pumps. 

Cycle Track Adjacent to Sidewalk

Bicycle Lockers, Ideally Located Near Transit

Bicycle Corral

Self-Service Bicycle Repair Station
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Appendix A — Notes from Workshops
SRTS Workshop #1 Notes
Meeting date and time: September 13, 2016, 8-10:30am 

Meeting location: San Fernando Middle School 

Meeting called by: City of San Fernando

Purpose: Safe and Active Streets Plan 

Facilitator(s): See Attached Agenda 

Note taker: EBA Team

Attendees: See Attached Sign-In Sheet

Discussion 
1.  Welcome: Evan Brooks Associates facilitated 
the workshop, presented project team and 
overview of Safe and Active Streets Plan: 

• City of San Fernando: Chris Marcarello, 
Deputy City Manager/Public Works Director, 
Brian Saeki, City Manager 

• EBA: Juliet Arroyo, Senior Planner, Jorge 
Zarza, Associate Planner, Hector Ramirez, 
Administration Christina Cardenas, Project 
Manager

• LA County Department of Public Health: Nico 
Linesch, Transportation Planner, & Chanda 
Singh, Policy Analyst, PLACE Program

• LA Police: Liz Lara,  Ana Kegeyan

• LAUSD: Jose Castelo

• PHA: Alfred Mata, Project Manager, Paul 
David, Project Coordinator

2.  Icebreaker: How have you been involved in the 
past and why did you come to the meeting?

3.  Mapping Activity: Participants were provided 
aerial maps and invited to indicate their primary 
route to school (via walking, car or bike). 

4.  Walking Tour: Participants walked the 
perimeter of school grounds with consultant team 
to discuss: 

• Biggest barriers to dropping off/picking up 
students at school

• Biggest barriers to walking/biking to school

• Other challenges: Parking, traffic, speeding, 
safety, etc.  

• School site design solutions to barriers

• Community wide barriers to walking and 
biking 

• School and community wide opportunities to 
support walking and biking
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The following comments were taken from sticky 
notes and group conversations at end of meeting/
Mapping Exercise:  

General Comments
• School buses – need to qualify

• Bike share good option, central locations, 
incentives (log miles on bike)

• Class II Bike – place in front of school, drivers 
to respect peds and parking

• Class I Bike Path on Rail line – improve, 
rest area, shade, green, marker with history, 
cameras, safety

• Bike lane on Brand Blvd in City of LA ends 
abruptly in City of San Fernando

• City Trolley – good option for students, can 
circle City more often, better schedule and 
stops

• Parked cars block views, red curbs would help

• Signals are not synchronized (Truman/
Wolkskill)

• Brand Blvd. and other major streets should 
have bike lanes

• Police bike patrol on bike path would help

• Need incentive to bike and walk and take 
transit

• Protected bike lanes on Brand and Mission 
would help, place on busy streets

• No walking paths in the City

• Not a lot of options for walking 

• Trolley Stop – pilot program (try free rides), 
increase frequency, improve route, doesn’t go 
south

• San Fernando to Burbank – open streets

• Crime, residential burglaries during day, 
criminals mark territory to target

• Trees and benches, eyes on pedestrian 
network

• Need safety along Pacoima Wash

• San Fernando is a small city – problem is cars 
keep circulating around City 

• Synchronize lights at Wolfskill at Truman Ave. 
-- This intersection receives heavy volumes 
of traffic and is tricky for navigating as a 
pedestrian

• Consider advertising the Trolley (it stops 
right in front of the school) and other forms 
of public transportation to the students or 
having a subsidized rate program for the 
students.

• Traffic around the Swap Meet is an issue

Location Specific
• The drop off zone in front of the school along 

Brand is not big enough and gets backed up 
as far as the train tracks in the morning

• The path along the side of the school is not 
safe to walk on, parents advise their kids to 
take alternate routes that do not use the 
path.

• The rear gate on Jessie is only open for 
leaving school in the afternoon, some parents 
would like to have their kids be able to enter 
the school there in the morning.

• Risky drop offs

• No valet program

• No designated drop off zone

• Unsafe walking paths

• Dogs off-leash

• Traffic not giving pedestrians the right of way

• Narrow sidewalks

• Broken sidewalks

• Mission City Trail is unsafe

• High transient / homeless population 
occupies the trail

• Drug use is known to occur along the trail

• Parents do not feel it is a safe route to school
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Comments from Table Discussion
Citywide 

• City needs to synchronize traffic signals along 
Brand Blvd and Wolfskill St.  

• Major traffic on Brand Blvd (San Fernando 
Middle School) morning and after school

• City police needs to patrol around school site

• Intoxicated people hanging out in bike path 
along near south of school site. 

Drop-off Zone

• School needs to provide appropriate drop-off 
zone.  Possible drop-off at rear exiting school 
gate along Jessie Street.

• Police Patrol

• Have police do random morning patrol at 
each school.   Parents will follow rules and 
create good habits. 

Walking Safety

• Parents have concern with morning traffic 
along Brand Blvd.

• Intoxicated people hanging out in bike path 
along near south of school site. 

Barriers to Walking

• City needs to add more traffic patrol around 
schools site.

Biking

• No comment.

Street Sign

• City needs to add red curb and no drop-off 
sign along front of school site and encourage 
parents to use side streets to drop-off.

Mid-Block Crossing

• Add proper Mid-Block Crossing to allow for 
pedestrians to cross safely along Brand Blvd.

Lighting

• Add better lighting along the vicinity of the 
school site.

Skateboarding

• No comment.

Traffic Signal

• City needs to synchronize traffic signals along 
Brand Blvd and Wolfskill St.  

Pedestrian Traffic Signal

• Add proper Mid-Block Crossing to allow for 
pedestrians to cross safely along Brand Blvd.
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SRTS Workshop #2 Notes
Meeting date and time: September 14, 2016, 8-10:30am 

Meeting location: Cesar Chavez Learning Academies

Meeting called by: City of San Fernando

Purpose: Safe and Active Streets Plan 

Facilitator(s): See Attached Agenda 

Note taker: EBA Team

Attendees: See Attached Sign-In Sheet

Discussion 
1.  Welcome: Evan Brooks Associates facilitated the 
workshop, presented project team and overview of 
Safe and Active Streets Plan: 

• City of San Fernando: Chris Macarello, Deputy 
City Manager/Public Works Director, Brian 
Saeki, City Manager 

• EBA: Juliet Arroyo, Senior Planner, Jorge 
Zarza, Associate Planner, Hector Ramirez, 
Administration Christina Cardenas, Project 
Manager

• LA County Department of Public Health: Nico 
Linesch, Transportation Planner, & Chanda 
Singh, Policy Analyst, PLACE Program

• LA Police: Liz Lara,  Ana Kegeyan

• LAUSD:  Jose Castelo

• PHA: Alfred Mata, Project Manager, Paul 
David, Project Coordinator

2.  Icebreaker: How have you been involved in the 
past and why did you come to the meeting?

3.  Mapping Activity: Participants were provided 
aerial maps and invited to indicate their primary 
route to school (via walking, car or bike).  

4.  Walking Tour: Participants walked the 
perimeter of school grounds with consultant team 
to discuss: 

• Biggest barriers to dropping off/picking up 
students at school

• Biggest barriers to walking/biking to school

• Other challenges: Parking, traffic, speeding, 
safety, etc.  

• School site design solutions to barriers

• Community wide barriers to walking and 
biking 

• School and community wide opportunities to 
support walking and biking
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The following comments were taken from sticky 
notes and group conversations at end of meeting/
Mapping Exercise:  

General Comments
• Different start times

• Kids pick the quickest ways to school

• Underpass Glenoaks Blvd, Freeway 118, 
group of homeless people

• Idea of wash, back of school, date, petition 
district as entrance 

• Challenge, all sides of school, are in private 
adjacent ownership 
San Fernando and Sylmar are the 
neighborhoods for this school 
permission for a pilot program

• Concerns with crime, registered sex 
offenders, drugs at park

• Volunteers, need to check background

• Bus stops, Arroyo and Glenoaks 

• Missing sidewalks are a high priority  

Location Specific
• Glenoaks Blvd/ Arroyo Ave needs a protected 

left turn onto Glenoaks Blvd. When large 
trucks are coming along Arroyo Ave from 
Foothill Blvd towards Glenoaks Blvd and 
want to turn onto Glenoaks Blvd to get to the 
118 Freeway it can be only one truck getting 
through to turn left per light. Tommy Elmore 
recommends that there be a permissive left 
turn phase for this signal.

• The school successfully worked with the city 
to change the road striping plan to include 
additional parking on the west side of Arroyo 
Ave (school side) between the school and 
Eighth Street. The converted parking was 
aimed to relieve stress on the school lot and 
it fills up every day.

• We visited the school garden in the back 
of the school along the Pacoima Wash. Mr. 
Elmore wants to see this as an entrance to 
the school once the Wash project gets built.

• The students who walk on Arroyo Ave 
between the school and Foothill Blvd only 
have one sidewalk which is on the east side 
of the street, the far side from the school.  If 
they choose to not use that sidewalk they 
walk either in the road, on an uneven grassy 
parkway, or through the private parking 
lot in front of Fresh & Ready Foods.  The 
school often receives complaints from Fresh 
& Ready Foods about students using their 
private property lot.  Walking through this lot 
provides a direct path through to the Sam’s 
Club Mall.

• For the students who live on the opposite 
side of the 118 Freeway, parents are 
concerned about having their kids walk 
through those under crossings as there are 
homeless encampments there.

• One of the mothers who lives near Vaughn / 
Foothill (half a mile away) always drives her 
kids to the school, she doesn’t think it is safe 
for them to walk due to mobile homes, debris 
on the road, and homeless activity.

• The Glenoaks underpass under 118 Freeway 
is particularly unsafe, so says one parent.

• The bus shelters provide no shade, and long 
wait times. One of the counselors notices the 
students shielding themselves from the sun 
with their books, the bus stops need better 
amenities, particularly along Arroyo Ave and 
near the school.

• One parent talked for about five minutes 
(she is also staff at Valle Del Vista Academy) 
about how there are sex offenders that live all 
around the area. She screens volunteers and 
staff who come to work at her school so she 
has looked closely at the map of where sex 
offenders live and this is very worrying to her 
about letting her kids walk alone to school, so 
they drive every day.

• Pioneer Park & Pacoima Wash Natural 
Park are a known place for drug activity. 
Sometimes the teachers have found drug 
paraphernalia in both of these parks.

• There is an issue of not reporting incidents, 
such as muggings and car collisions.  The 
community has many people who are not 
documented so they often times will not 
report incidences.
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• Residents are skeptical that resources are 
dedicated towards improving environments at 
schools

• City Council has “promised” improvements 
“but nothing has happened”.

• Public transit bus stations around the schools 
do not provide shade relief for students 
during hot sunny days

• Pacoima Wash

• Parents feel that the Pacoima Wash is unsafe

• Homeless / transient community occupies 
the trail

• Gang activity is known to happen along the 
trail

• Drug use is known to occur along the trail

• Pilot program – Eighth Street entrance to 
encourage student use of the Pacoima Wash

• Reducing the length of red curb striping along 
Arroyo Ave allows for parents to drop off 
students

• Volunteers need to be screened to make sure 
children are not put in harm’s way

Comments from Table Discussion 
Citywide 

• Parents take the fastest routes to drop off 
students in the morning, not always the 
safest.

• Outside students take the fastest, dangerous 
routes, Glenoaks Blvd at 118 Freeway

• Some students attending San Fernando 
Schools live outside San Fernando: Live in 
Pacoima and travel along Van Nuys Boulevard

Vista del Valle School: 

• Problems with Red Curb and no drop off 
zone. (Nico spoke with principal about issue)

• No access to Eighth Street to drop off

• City police needs to patrol school sites.

Drop-off Zone

• School needs to add second drop-off zone.  
Possible second drop-off in staff parking lot.

• Need parents to volunteer and help with 
drop-off. 

Police Patrol

• Have police do random morning patrol at 
each school.   Parents will follow rules and 
create good habits. 

Walking Safety

• City needs to install sidewalks along Arroyo 
Ave between Foothill Blvd and school site.

Barriers to Walking

• Morning drivers not following traffic signal 
rules and running red lights.

Biking

• No comment.

Street Sign

• City needs to update street signs.

Mid-Block Crossing

• Add proper Mid-Block Crossing in front 
of school along Arroyo Ave to allow for 
pedestrians to cross street safely.

Lighting

• No comment.

Skateboarding

• No comment.

Traffic Signal

• City needs to update intersection signals.

Pedestrian Traffic Signal

• Add proper Mid-Block Crossing in front 
of school along Arroyo Ave and update 
intersection signals.
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SRTS Workshop #3 Notes
Meeting date and time: September 15, 2016, 8-10:30am 

Meeting location: Gridley Street Elementary School

Meeting called by: City of San Fernando

Purpose: Safe and Active Streets Plan 

Facilitator(s): See Attached Agenda 

Note taker: EBA Team

Attendees: See Attached Sign-In Sheet

Discussion 
1.  Welcome: Evan Brooks Associates facilitated 
the workshop, presented project team and 
overview of Safe and Active Streets Plan: 

• City of San Fernando: Chris Macarello, 
Deputy City Manager/Public Works Director, 
Brian Saeki, City Manager 

• EBA: Juliet Arroyo, Senior Planner, Jorge 
Zarza, Associate Planner, Hector Ramirez, 
Administration Christina Cardenas, Project 
Manager

• LA County Department of Public Health: Nico 
Linesch, Transportation Planner, & Chanda 
Singh, Policy Analyst, PLACE Program

• LA Police: Liz Lara,  Ana Kegeyan

• LAUSD:  Jose Castelo

• PHA: Alfred Mata, Project Manager, Paul 
David, Project Coordinator

2.  Icebreaker: How have you been involved in the 
past and why did you come to the meeting?

3.  Mapping Activity: Participants were provided 
aerial maps and invited to indicate their primary 
route to school (via walking, car or bike). 

4.  Walking Tour: Participants walked the 
perimeter of school grounds with consultant team 
to discuss: 

• Biggest barriers to dropping off/picking up 
students at school

• Biggest barriers to walking/biking to school

• Other challenges: Parking, traffic, speeding, 
safety, etc.  

• School site design solutions to barriers

• Community wide barriers to walking and 
biking 

• School and community wide opportunities to 
support walking and biking
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The following comments were taken from sticky 
notes and group conversations at end of meeting/
Mapping Exercise:  

General Comments
• Rush in the morning

• Kids don’t walk

• Parent behavior 

• Families have kids that go to this and siblings 
to other schools 

• Hitting curb which is not painted

• Public works construction – bulb outs

• Speed bumps in front 

• Pedestrian crosswalks 

• Safety issue – potholes

• A lot of cars

• No painted

• Blocking at right turns

• Distracted drivers

• Intersection lighting flashing lights 

• Biggest issue, parents are the problems, are in 
a rush and don’t pay attention

• Drop off, staggered times

• Gate open, time blocked 

• Should change back to former

• Older parents pick up 

• Then police officers are there, better behavior 

• Teacher training

• Parents park in red, block access

• Principal need to show her face more often 

• Parents should get together

• Parents to volunteer, school should have a 
structure

• Bulbouts are inappropriate for this location

Location Specific
• Crossing Guard comment: Need flashing stop 

signs; Need to paint curbs; Need parents to 
follow rules

• City should do better planning during 
construction to mitigate problem with traffic and 
pedestrian crossing during construction. 

• Parents should get notified on construction 
around school site.   

• School needs to have all Gates open on time for 
morning drop off and after school pickup.

• School site needs to create more parent 
volunteer groups to help with other gates. 

• School principal/vice principal need to do a 
morning and after school walk around the school 
to do observation and encourage good behavior.  

• School needs to encourage parents to park 
vehicle and walk the students to school gates.

• Parents are dropping off on red curb and 
creating a problem for school buses to park and 
drop off along the front of school on Eighth 
Street.

• Additional financial resources are needed to 
fund more crossing guards at school site.

• School site needs more police patrol to enforce 
parents not to drop off at red curb.

• School needs to allow new drop off zone in 
existing staff parking lot along the front of 
school and move staff parking to rear of school.

Comments from Table Discussion
• Invite principal to get more involved to meet 

parents

• There is lack of supervision by school 
administrators

• Parent volunteers need to participate more and 
voice concerns to principal

• Current staff are not Spanish speaking

• Parents should have better communication and 
good coordination.

• School should hire staff to keep school site safe.

• School staff should talk to police about more 
patrol at school site in the morning and 
afternoon.

• Paint all existing and new curb along the front of 
school and side street.

• Open more gates (3 and 4) in the morning for 
drop off and get more parents to volunteer
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SRTS Workshop #4 Notes
Meeting date and time: September 20, 2016, 8-10:30am 

Meeting location: Morningside Elementary School

Meeting called by: City of San Fernando

Purpose: Safe and Active Streets Plan 

Facilitator(s): See Attached Agenda 

Note taker: EBA Team

Attendees: See Attached Sign-In Sheet

Discussion 
1.  Welcome: Evan Brooks Associates facilitated the workshop, presented project team and overview of Safe 
and Active Streets Plan: 

• City of San Fernando: Chris Macarello, 
Deputy City Manager/Public Works Director, 
Brian Saeki, City Manager 

• EBA: Juliet Arroyo, Senior Planner, Jorge 
Zarza, Associate Planner, Hector Ramirez, 
Administration Christina Cardenas, Project 
Manager

• LA County Department of Public Health: Nico 
Linesch, Transportation Planner, & Chanda 
Singh, Policy Analyst, PLACE Program

• LA Police: Liz Lara,  Ana Kegeyan

• LAUSD:  Jose Castelo

• PHA: Alfred Mata, Project Manager, Paul 
David, Project Coordinator

2.  Icebreaker: How have you been involved in the 
past and why did you come to the meeting?

3.  Mapping Activity: Participants were provided 
aerial maps and invited to indicate their primary 
route to school (via walking, car or bike). 

4.  Walking Tour: Participants walked the 
perimeter of school grounds with consultant team 
to discuss: 

• Biggest barriers to dropping off/picking up 
students at school

• Biggest barriers to walking/biking to school

• Other challenges: Parking, traffic, speeding, 
safety, etc.  

• School site design solutions to barriers

• Community wide barriers to walking and 
biking 

• School and community wide opportunities to 
support walking and biking
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The following comments were taken from sticky 
notes and group conversations at end of meeting/
Mapping Exercise:  

General Comments
• Driver behavior 

• Not enough (or any) enforcement 

• Distracted drivers -cell phones

• No “respect” or do not listen

• Safest place to walk and bike is at Pioneer 
Park 

• Ideas for this school – Maclay Ave – large

• Address Morningside Court – small kids are 
on that side

• School needs to purchase bike racks 

• Valet – ongoing for past three years 

• Need to recognize location along Maclay 
Avenue

Citywide 
• City needs new pedestrian crossing at Brand 

Blvd and O’Melveny Ave.

• City needs to add flashing stop sign at Brand 
Blvd and Fifth Street

• Major traffic on Maclay Avenue (Morningside 
Elementary School) morning and after school 
hours.

• City police needs to patrol school sites.

Location Specific
• Maclay and Brand traffic valets are often 

disrupted by through traffic.

• Sidewalk is often blocked by traffic valet on 
Maclay Ave near Morningside.

• Recommendation that police issue citations 
for double parking or otherwise illegally 
parked vehicles during school drop off hours.

• Creation of “relief zone” on Brand Blvd to 
take pressure off of other valet zones.

• Restructure the arrival and departure gates 
to decrease sidewalk congestion and also 
improve drop-off/ pickup during peak traffic 
times.

• Crossing guard indicated that Maclay Ave 
is congested during morning and afternoon 
bell times and many drivers disregard the 
traffic light at Fifth/ Maclay. She suggested 
that school police should be more involved 
during these times and that police visibility 
could serve as a deterrent for speeding, illegal 
turns, double parking and other dangerous 
driving practices.

• Several community members appreciate the 
bike path that runs east/west along Maclay 
St. between First toward Foothill Blvd. They 
agree that this path provides a buffer zone 
between pedestrians and vehicle traffic.

• Several parents stated that they have multiple 
school drop-offs due to having children in 
different schools in the area. 

• Morningside Elementary School has an 
assigned crossing guard stationed at 
Maclay St/Fifth. They have petitioned for 
an additional guard to assist with valet and 
directing children from the valet zone to their 
respective gates. Parent volunteers have 
provided relief in the meantime.
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The intersections presenting the greatest concern 
for community members are as follows:

• A. Brand Blvd/ O’Melveny Ave: poor 
crosswalk visibility. — Remedy Desired: 
Reflectors on crosswalk, high visibility paint.

• B. First St/Brand Blvd: — Remedy Desired: 
Reflectors on crosswalk, high visibility paint

• C. Brand Ave/ San Fernando Road: This has 
been described as a high volume crossing 
point for students — Remedy Desired: R/ L- 
hand turn traffic light.

• D. Maclay Ave between Truman Ave and 
Glenoaks Blvd: Speeding, illegal turns — 
Remedy Desired: Increased police visibility.

Comments from table discussion
Drop-off Zone

• School needs to add second drop-off zone. 
Possible second drop-off at Morningside 
Court (side street)

• Takeout existing the front drop-off zone to 
encourage parents to walk students. 

Police Patrol

• Have police do random morning patrol at 
each school.   Parents will follow rules and 
create good habits. 

Walking Safety

• Parents are running late and speeding around 
school site in the morning.

• Major traffic on Maclay Avenue (Morningside 
Elementary School) morning and after school 
hours.

Barrier for Walking

• Morning drivers not following traffic signal 
rules and running red light.

Biking

• No comment.

Street Sign

• City needs to add 4-way flashing stop signs 
at Brand Blvd and Fifth Street. 

Mid-Block Crossing

• Add proper Mid-Block Crossing along Fifth 
Street to allow for pedestrians to cross safely 
at drop-off zone.

Lighting

• No comment.

Skateboarding

• No comment.

Traffic Signal

• No comment

Pedestrian Traffic Signal

• Add pedestrian signal at Brand Blvd and Fifth 
Street.
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SRTS Workshop #5 Notes
Meeting date and time: September 21, 2016, 8-10:30am 

Meeting location: St. Ferdinand School

Meeting called by: City of San Fernando

Purpose: Safe and Active Streets Plan 

Facilitator(s): See Attached Agenda 

Note taker: EBA Team

Attendees: See Attached Sign-In Sheet

Discussion 
1.  Welcome: Evan Brooks Associates facilitated 
the workshop, presented project team and 
overview of Safe and Active Streets Plan: 

• City of San Fernando: Chris Macarello, 
Deputy City Manager/Public Works Director, 
Brian Saeki, City Manager 

• EBA: Juliet Arroyo, Senior Planner, Jorge 
Zarza, Associate Planner, Hector Ramirez, 
Administration Christina Cardenas, Project 
Manager

• LA County Department of Public Health: Nico 
Linesch, Transportation Planner, & Chanda 
Singh, Policy Analyst, PLACE Program

• LA Police: Liz Lara,  Ana Kegeyan

• LAUSD:  Jose Castelo

• PHA: Alfred Mata, Project Manager, Paul 
David, Project Coordinator

2.  Icebreaker: How have you been involved in the 
past and why did you come to the meeting?

3.  Mapping Activity: Participants were provided 
aerial maps and invited to indicate their primary 
route to school (via walking, car or bike). 

4.  Walking Tour: Participants walked the 
perimeter of school grounds with consultant team 
to discuss: 

• Biggest barriers to dropping off/picking up 
students at school

• Biggest barriers to walking/biking to school

• Other challenges: Parking, traffic, speeding, 
safety, etc.  

• School site design solutions to barriers

• Community wide barriers to walking and 
biking 

• School and community wide opportunities to 
support walking and biking
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The following comments were taken from sticky 
notes and group conversations at end of meeting/
Mapping Exercise:  

General Comments
• Approximately 90% of students are dropped 

off/ live out of the area.

• Several comments were made about elderly 
drivers in the area (coming and going from St. 
Ferdinand Church) disregarding traffic signs 
and light-up crosswalks.

• “Drop-off and go”-commuter school culture. 
Most of the 260 students are dropped off.

Location Specific
• Exit off of SF Mission Blvd creates a 

bottleneck due to traffic light timing.

• Brand Blvd/ Laurel Canyon Blvd needs turn 
arrows, congestion and dangerous pedestrian 
crossing conditions.

• Sidewalks uplifted on Coronel St, creates 
dangerous walking conditions especially at 
night.

• High speed traffic on Coronel St despite 
speed bumps and school signs.

• Parents parking in red zones during school 
drop-off, pick-up time.

• Two vehicles have been consistently 
disregarding crossing guards on Coronel St, 
driving aggressively.

• Principal Ambriz discussed the possibility of 
converted Hollister St to a one way street.

• Increase the size of speed bumps to 
discourage speeding on surrounding streets.

• Public parking available with close proximity 
to the school to curtail double/ red-zone 
parking.        

• Principal suggested opening up church lot.

• Pedestrians often push “light-up stop signs” 
and walk without waiting for traffic to stop; 
cars often have to slam on their brakes to 
avoid striking pedestrians. Beneficial at night 
throughout San Fernando.

• Synchronize traffic lights on Maclay Ave and 
SF Mission Blvd.

• 4 way stop near school.

• School drop-off times have posed safety 
concerns with parents driving the wrong way, 
making unsafe turns when entering/ exiting 
the drop off area. Parents appear to be 
rushing in and out of drop off area.

Comments from Table Discussion
Citywide 

• City police needs to patrol school sites.

• Intoxicated people hanging out in alleys near 
St. Ferdinand’s school site. 

Drop-off Zone

• School provides on-site drop-off zone with 
entrance and exit access to Hollister Street.

Police Patrol

• Have police do random morning patrol at 
each school.   Parents will follow rules and 
create good habits. 

Walking Safety

• Students do not walk to school.

• Annual walk from St. Ferdinand’s School 
to Las Palmas Park, no problems walking in 
residential neighborhood. 

Barriers to Walking

• City needs to fix sidewalks along Coronel 
Street.

• Barriers include broken sidewalks in need of 
repair.  

• Repair/new sidewalk needed along Coronel 
Street between Maclay Avenue and Brand 
Boulevard.

Biking

• No students bike to school. All students get 
dropped-off to school site.

Street Sign

• School needs city assistance to install better 
street sign for Enter Only and Exit Only at 
School Parking lots.
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Mid-Block Crossing

• Add proper Mid-Block Crossing to allow for 
pedestrians to cross safely from city parking 
lot areas:

• Pico Street – between Maclay Ave and Brand 
Blvd

• Celis Street – between Maclay Ave and Brand 
Blvd

Lighting

• Coronel Street needs better lighting between 
Maclay Ave and Brand Blvd

• St. Ferdinand’s School needs better lighting - 
along Coronel Street between School building 
and City Parking Lot 9.

Crossing Guard 

• Drivers not respecting the Crossing Guard 
Stop Sign

Skateboarding

• City needs areas designated for 
skateboarding. Skateboarders are currently 
using off-loading areas behind commercial 
building and skateboards are going to street 
traffic Pico Street.

Traffic Signal

• City needs to synchronize traffic signals on 
San Fernando Mission Road to improve flow 
of traffic.

Pedestrian Traffic Signal

• Pedestrians need to wait on sidewalk for cars 
to do a complete stop after activating flashing 
signal at Maclay Avenue and Coronel Street 
intersection.
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SRTS Workshop #6 Notes
Meeting date and time: September 22, 2016, 8-10:30am 

Meeting location: San Fernando Elementary School

Meeting called by: City of San Fernando

Purpose: Safe and Active Streets Plan 

Facilitator(s): See Attached Agenda 

Note taker: EBA Team

Attendees: See Attached Sign-In Sheet

Discussion 
1.  Welcome: Evan Brooks Associates facilitated 
the workshop, presented project team and 
overview of Safe and Active Streets Plan: 

• City of San Fernando: Chris Macarello, 
Deputy City Manager/Public Works Director, 
Brian Saeki, City Manager 

• EBA: Juliet Arroyo, Senior Planner, Jorge 
Zarza, Associate Planner, Hector Ramirez, 
Administration Christina Cardenas, Project 
Manager

• LA County Department of Public Health: Nico 
Linesch, Transportation Planner, & Chanda 
Singh, Policy Analyst, PLACE Program

• LA Police: Liz Lara,  Ana Kegeyan

• LAUSD:  Jose Castelo

• PHA: Alfred Mata, Project Manager, Paul 
David, Project Coordinator

2.  Icebreaker: How have you been involved in the 
past and why did you come to the meeting?

3.  Mapping Activity: Participants were provided 
aerial maps and invited to indicate their primary 
route to school (via walking, car or bike). 

4.  Walking Tour: Participants walked the 

perimeter of school grounds with consultant team 
to discuss: 

• Biggest barriers to dropping off/picking up 
students at school

• Biggest barriers to walking/biking to school

• Other challenges: Parking, traffic, speeding, 
safety, etc.  

• School site design solutions to barriers

• Community wide barriers to walking and 
biking 

• School and community wide opportunities to 
support walking and biking
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The following comments were taken from sticky 
notes and group conversations at end of meeting/
Mapping Exercise:  

General Comments
• Problem with valet parking drop off area 

on Mott Street, cars are backing up on San 
Fernando Mission Boulevard.

• Need traffic patrol enforcement on 
Huntington Street around Las Palmas Park.

• Difficult to walk along Laurel Canyon 
Boulevard, commercial access and freeway on 
/ off ramps.

• Cars are speeding and not following safe 
speed limits around school site.

• Need Stop Ahead Flashing Signs near school 
site at intersection Maclay Avenue / Mott 
Street 

• Need Mid-Block Street Crossing Flashing 
Signs at Maclay Avenue / Woodworth Street 

• Low street lighting along Maclay Avenue near 
School.

• Need new painted crosswalk striping at all 
intersections near school site. 

• Need more parent volunteers to help with 
valet drop-off program.

• Have police do random morning patrol at 
school site. Parents will follow rules and 
create good habits. 

Location Specific
• Parents use the valet area to park in order to 

walk their kids to class.

• Volunteers are hesitant to help in the valet 
area because of some aggressive parents.

• Some days the school does not have a valet 
because there are no parent volunteers.

• Parents feel that police presence will make a 
difference.

• There are several parents that make U-turns 
when exiting the valet.

• Parents drop off their children in the middle 
of the street instead of pulling over to the 
curb.

• Parents voiced the fact that there are no bike 
lanes throughout the city.

• Neighboring/stray Dogs are a reason some 
parents will not allow their children to walk to 
and from school.

• Students from the Middle School and High 
School use the city trolley along with some 
parents to get to and from school.

• Pioneer Park parking lot gets full with people 
from the neighboring church.

• There are many parents that walk to Santa 
Rosa Church.

• Parents complained about the smell of 
marijuana in Las Palmas Park in the afternoon. 
They feel uncomfortable taking their young 
children to the park because of the smell.

• Families use the skate park located at Ritchie 
Valens Park in Pacoima because there isn’t 
one in the City of San Fernando.

• Pedestrians need to be vigilant when using 
the middle crosswalk along Maclay Ave. as 
vehicles are usually traveling too fast and do 
not yield for pedestrians.

• Parents voiced that they do not feel safe 
enough to walk/bike or skate on any streets 
in the City of San Fernando.

• Sargent Lara provided concerned parents 
with the number to call for troublesome pets. 
Animal Control in San Fernando (888)452-
6381 ext. 145.

• Sargent Lara also provided parents with 
the number to the dispatch center in the 
event that a school police officer is needed. 
(213)625-6631.

Comments from Table Discussion 
Citywide 

• Need traffic patrol enforcement on 
Huntington Street around Las Palmas Park.

• Difficult to walk along Laurel Canyon 
Boulevard, commercial access and freeway on 
/ off ramps.

Drop-off Zone

• School needs to add second drop-off zone. 
Additional drop-off zone can be along Maclay 
Ave. or O’Melveny Ave.

• Need more parent volunteers to help with 
valet drop-off program.
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Police Patrol

• Have police do random morning patrol at 
school site. Parents will follow rules and 
create good habits. 

Walking Safety

• Need Stop Ahead Flashing Signs near school 
site at intersection Maclay Ave/Mott St 

• Need Mid-Block Street Crossing Flashing 
Signs at Maclay Ave/Woodworth St 

• Low street lighting along Maclay Avenue near 
School.

• Need new painted crosswalk striping at all 
intersections near school site. 

• Need traffic patrol enforcement on 
Huntington Street around Las Palmas Park.

Barrier for Walking

• Need traffic patrol enforcement on 
Huntington Street around Las Palmas Park.

• Difficult to walk along Laurel Canyon 
Boulevard, commercial access and freeway 
on/off ramps.

• Cars are speeding and not following safe 
speed limits around school site.

Biking

• No comment. 

Street Sign

• Need Stop Ahead Flashing Signs near school 
site at intersection Maclay Ave/Mott St 

Mid-Block Crossing

• Need Mid-Block Street Crossing Flashing 
Signs at Maclay Ave/Woodworth St 

Lighting

• Existing low street lighting along Maclay 
Avenue near School.

Skateboarding

• No comment.

Traffic Signal

• City needs to synchronize traffic signals on 
San Fernando Mission Rd to improve flow of 
traffic.

Pedestrian Traffic Signal

• Need Stop Ahead Flashing Signs near school 
site at intersection Maclay Ave/Mott St 

• Need Mid-Block Street Crossing Flashing 
Signs at Maclay Ave/Woodworth St 

• Need new painted crosswalk striping at all 
intersections near school site. 
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Appendix B – Planning & Policy Context References
Goals & Objectives of the General Plan

Elements Goals Objectives

H
ou

sin
g

To retain the small town character of San Fernando To conserve single family neighborhoods

To promote economic viability of commercial areas To attract new commercial activities, particularly within the 
downtown area

To maintain an identity that is distinct from surrounding communities

O
pe

n 
Sp

ac
e

To provide the fullest amount possible of open land for parks and 
recreational purposes and for the passive and visual enjoyment of the 
community residents

To conserve single family neighborhoods

To give aesthetic variety and distinction to the community by adding 
relief to developed areas through the conservation of existing and the 
development of new landscaping particularly along the urban corridors

To attract new commercial activities, particularly within the 
downtown area

To provide a complete range of recreational, cultural and sports 
programs to meet the diverse needs to fit community’s population.

N
oi

se

To minimize noise impacts to the people who live and work in San 
Fernando

To reduce transportation noise by imposing traffic restrictions 
where necessary

To control noise in San Fernando for the protection of the health and 
well-being of its current and future citizens.

To identify potential land use conflicts and to determine where 
acoustical analysis and mitigation studies will be necessary 
through the periodic use of the noise contour maps and noise 
impact tables.

To maintain or reduce noise levels in noise sensitive areas To incorporate noise control techniques, as appropriate.  In 
housing rehabilitation programs.

To Require project applicants to reduce or buffer noise 
generated by a proposed development if it would otherwise 
create an unsatisfactory noise environment for adjacent 
properties.

Ci
rc

ul
ati

on

To provide an efficient street system which allows maximum 
accessibility, while providing maximum safety and economy of 
movement.

Conflicts between vehicular traffic and railway operations will 
be minimized to the maximum extent possible.

To provide a street system that links San Fernando to other 
communities and regional facilities, while providing the residents of 
those communities with easily accessible routes to various facilities 
within the City of San Fernando.

The Central Business District will be enhanced as a commercial 
area through the establishment of efficient circulation patterns.

To recognize problem areas and to Implement programs aimed at 
solving these problems.

Traffic improvements will be implemented, as needed, to 
respond to changes in regional traffic patterns that affect 
local circulation.
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City Code Related to Pedestrian and Bicycle Traffic
Accessed from https://www.municode.com/library/search?stateId=5&clientId=4200&searchText=sidewalk&contentT
ypeId=CODES 

Section of Code Description

Sec. 90-679. - Annual safety 
report.

The city traffic engineer, with the advice of the chief of police or chief of the traffic division, and any other city officials 
having to do with bicycle matters shall prepare an annual bicycle safety report. Such report is to include accident 
data, enforcement, licensing, registration and educational activities, and any other information deemed pertinent. The 
report shall be submitted to the city council on or before January 31 of each calendar year.

Sec. 90-706. - Duties of traffic 
division.

It shall be the duty of the traffic division of the police department, in conjunction with the duties described within this 
chapter, with such aid as may be rendered by other members of the police department, to:

(1) Enforce this article and all of the Vehicle Code sections applicable to bicycle traffic in the city;

(2) Make arrests for traffic violations;

(3) Investigate bicycle accidents; and

(4) Cooperate with the city traffic engineer and other city officers in the administration of this article and in 
developing ways and means to improve traffic conditions and bicycle safety. (Code 1957, § 5.51)

Sec. 90-777. - Operation upon 
sidewalks.

No person shall ride a bicycle upon a sidewalk within the central business district, nor shall any person ride upon any 
other sidewalk within this city that has been posted with signs prohibiting such riding. (Code 1957, § 5.33)

Sec. 90-781. - Lane markings. (a) The city traffic engineer is authorized to mark and designate bicycle lanes upon the surface of a roadway to 
designate that portion of the roadway to be traveled by bicycles and may place signs or may cause signs to be placed 
to prohibit or restrict parking, standing or stopping of motor vehicles to maintain the effectiveness of such lanes.

(b) If the city traffic engineer shall establish any bicycle lane, path or route which comes within the meaning of the 
term “bikeway,” as that term is defined in Streets and Highways Code § 890.4, the city traffic engineer shall then 
comply with all the requirements of Streets and Highways Code § 890 et seq. (the California Bicycle Transportation 
Act) in designing, establishing or maintaining any such bicycle lane, path or route. (Code 1957, § 5.37)

Sec. 90-677. - Use of fees 
collected.

There is established a special fund in the city treasury entitled the “bicycle license fund.” Fees collected pursuant to 
this article by the licensing agency shall be deposited into such fund, and the city clerk is authorized to make the 
necessary disbursements for all costs of administering the bicycle licensing program provided for in this article. (Code 
1957, § 5.31)

Sec. 90-526. - Establishment, 
designation and maintenance of 
crosswalks.

 (a) The city traffic engineer shall establish, designate and maintain crosswalks at intersections and other places by 
appropriate devices, marks or lines upon the surface of the roadway as follows: Crosswalks shall be established and 
maintained at all intersections within the central traffic district and at such intersections outside such district and at 
other places within or outside such district where the city traffic engineer determines that there is particular hazard 
to pedestrians crossing the roadway, subject to the limitation contained in subsection (b) of this section.

(b) Other than crosswalks at intersections, no crosswalk shall be established in any block which is less than 400 feet in 
length. Elsewhere, not more than one additional crosswalk shall be established in any one block, and such crosswalk 
shall be located as nearly as practicable at midblock.

(c) The city traffic engineer may place signs at or adjacent to an intersection in respect to any crosswalk directing 
that pedestrians shall not cross in the crosswalk so indicated.

(Code 1957, § 13.55)

State Law reference— Power of local authorities to establish crosswalks, Vehicle Code § 21106.

Sec. 90-527. - Use of crosswalks 
in central traffic district or 
business districts.

No pedestrian shall cross a roadway other than by a crosswalk in the central traffic district or in any business district. 
(Code 1957, § 13.56)

Sec. 90-528. - Crossing roadways 
at right angles.

No pedestrian shall cross a roadway at any place other than by a route at right angles to the curb or by the shortest 
route to the opposite curb, except in a marked crosswalk. (Code 1957, § 13.57)

Sec. 90-529. - Standing in 
roadways.

No person shall stand in any roadway other than in a safety zone or in a crosswalk, if such action interferes with the 
lawful movement of traffic. This section shall not apply to any public officer or employee or any employee of a public 
utility, when necessarily upon a street in the line of duty. (Code 1957, § 13.58) 

State Law reference— Standing in roadways for purpose of soliciting rides, Vehicle Code § 21957.
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Sec. 90-530. - Restricted crossing 
of freeways.

No pedestrian shall walk across or along any street established as a freeway, as defined by state law, except in the 
space set aside for the use of pedestrians, provided that official signs are in place giving notice of such restrictions. 
(Code 1957, § 13.59)

Sec. 90-883. - Transportation 
demand and trip reduction 
measures.

Applicability of requirements. Prior to approval of any development project under this article, the applicant shall 
make provision for, as a minimum, all of the applicable transportation demand management and trip reduction 
measures contained in subsection (b) of this section. This article shall not apply to projects for which a development 
application has been deemed “complete” by the city pursuant to Government Code § 65943 or for which a notice of 
preparation for a draft environmental impact report has been circulated or for which an application for a building 
permit has been received, prior to the effective date of the ordinance from which this article derives. All facilities and 
improvements constructed or otherwise required shall be maintained in a state of good repair.

Development standards. Development standards shall be as follows:

Nonresidential development of 25,000 square feet or more shall provide a bulletin board, display case or kiosk 
displaying transportation information located where the greatest number of employees are likely to see it. 
Information in the area shall include but is not limited to the following:

Current maps, routes and schedules for public transit routes serving the site.

Telephone numbers for referrals on transportation information including numbers for the regional ridesharing agency 
and local transit operators.

Ridesharing promotional material supplied by commuter-oriented organizations.

Bicycle route and facility information, including regional/local bicycle maps and bicycle safety information.

A listing of facilities available for carpoolers, vanpoolers, bicyclists, transit riders and pedestrians at the site.

Nonresidential development of 50,000 square feet or more shall comply with subsection (b)(1) of this section and 
shall provide all of the following measures to the satisfaction of the city:

Not less than ten percent of employee parking area shall be located as close as is practical to the employee entrances, 
and shall be reserved for use by potential carpool/vanpool vehicles, without displacing handicapped and customer 
parking needs. This preferential carpool/vanpool parking area shall be identified on the site plan upon application for 
building permit, to the satisfaction of the city. A statement that preferential carpool/vanpool spaces for employees are 
available and a description of the method for obtaining such spaces must be included on the required transportation 
information board. Spaces shall be signed/striped as demand warrants, provided that at all times at least one space 
for projects of 50,000 square feet to 100,000 square feet and two spaces for projects over 100,000 square feet shall be 
signed/striped for carpool/vanpool vehicles.

Preferential parking spaces reserved for vanpools must be accessible to vanpool vehicles. When located within a 
parking structure, a minimum vertical interior clearance of seven feet two inches shall be provided for those spaces 
and accessways to be used by such vehicles. Adequate turning radii and parking space dimensions shall also be 
included in vanpool parking areas.

Bicycle racks or other secure bicycle parking shall be provided to accommodate four bicycles per the first 50,000 
square feet of nonresidential development and one bicycle per each additional 50,000 square feet of nonresidential 
development. Calculations which result in a fraction of one-half or higher shall be rounded up to the nearest whole 
number. A bicycle parking facility may also be a fully enclosed space or locker accessible only to the owner or 
operator of the bicycle, which protects the bike from inclement weather. Specific facilities and location (e.g., provision 
of racks, lockers, or a locked room) shall be to the satisfaction of the city.

Nonresidential development of 100,000 square feet or more shall comply with subsections (b)(1) and (b)(2) of this 
section and shall provide all of the following measures to the satisfaction of the city:

A safe and convenient zone in which vanpool and carpool vehicles may deliver or board their passengers.

Sidewalks or other designated pathways following direct and safe routes from the external pedestrian circulation 
system to each building in the development.

If determined necessary by the city to mitigate the project impact, bus stop improvements must be provided. The city 
will consult with the local bus service providers in determining appropriate improvements. When locating bus stops 
and/or planning building entrances, entrances must be designed to provide safe and efficient access to nearby transit 
stations/stops.

Safe and convenient access from the external circulation system to bicycle parking facilities on site.

(Code 1957, § 13.170)
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Sec. 74-193. - Poles, hydrants, 
signs.

Poles; fire and police boxes; lampposts; parking, street, directional or warning signs; parking meters; drinking 
fountains; hydrants; flagpoles or standards; decorations for public events; mail collection boxes; sidewalk clocks; 
armed forces recruiting signs; refuse cans; bicycle racks; benches; barriers; and any other similar installations may be 
placed on any sidewalk or roadway. However, any such installation not owned and maintained by the city shall be 
subject to the prior approval of the city council.

(Code 1957, § 23.114)

01/16/18 CC Meeting Agenda Page 485 of 521



Appendix C - Traffic Calming Policies
The City of San Fernando recognizes two categories of traffic calming measures: 

1. Solutions to address excessive traffic volumes

2. Solutions to address excessive traffic speeds

These measures are primarily to be implemented along residential streets defined in Section 515 of the California Vehicle 
Code with a minimum density of dwellings per ¼ mile, and other dimensional requirements. 

Several other criteria for traffic volume and/or speed must be met. Emergency Vehicle Access interference must be 
minimized or nonexistent in most situations. Affecting transit routes are more flexible criteria. Parking is not to be affected in 
most cases. 

The City of San Fernando presents a list of initial measures followed by a second listing of secondary measures should the 
initial efforts not produce the desired effect. 

Excessive Speeds If ineffective: 
Stop signs Speed humps
Enforceable speed limits, speed feedback Speed table
Warning, regulatory signs Traffic circles
Striping, edge lines, bicycle lanes, angle parking Neck downs
Rumble strip, optical speed bars, speed striping Center island narrowing
Police enforcement Chokers
Traffic signal timing
Excessive Volumes If ineffective:
One way streets Speed humps
Turn prohibitions Speed tables
Metering with signal timing Full closures

Half closures

The City also lists measures that for various reasons are not appropriate or cost-effective, which include.

• Diverters

• Forced turn islands

• Median barriers

• Raised crosswalks/intersections

• Textured pavements

• Roundabouts

• Chicanes

• Realigned intersections

• Photo radar enforcement

Full policies below.
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Various criteria have been established to identify locations experiencing excessive traffic volumes and 
excessive traffic speeds, the two primary issues addressed by traffic calming measures. In addition, the 
numbers of traffic collisions as well as the collision rates at residential intersections and along residential 
street segments have also been considered in the Traffic Calming Study. The City plans to use a com-
bination of traffic calming measures including education, enforcement, and various physical features to 
address the primary issues. Measures to be considered on a case by case basis for use on residential 
streets in the City of San Fernando include the following:

FOR RESIDENTIAL STREETS EXPERIENCING “EXCESSIVE VOLUMES”
The following traffic calming measures have been initially considered for residential street segments exceeding 
the City’s criteria for “excessive volumes”:

 

n	 Traditional traffic control devices including:
o One way streets

o Turn prohibitions (No left turn, no right turn, no turn on red, etc.)
o Metering using traffic signal timing

If implementation of one or more of the corrective measures above fails to reduce traffic volumes to levels 
below the acceptable thresholds, then the following physical street modifications will be considered as traffic 
calming measures:  

n	 Speed humps on local residential streets (see policy

n	 Speed tables on residential collector streets (see policy)
n	 Full Closures (cul de sacs)
n	 Half closures (partial closures, one way closures)

The traffic calming measures below have been carefully considered in the Traffic Calming Study. For various 
reasons, these measures are not considered to be appropriate or cost effective to address “excessive 
volumes” on residential streets in the City of San Fernando at this time: 

n	 Semi diverters

n	 Diagonal diverters (diagonal road closures)
n	 Median barriers (median diverters)
n	 Forced turn islands (channelization, pork chops, right turn islands)
n	 Star diverters

01/16/18 CC Meeting Agenda Page 487 of 521



FOR RESIDENTIAL STREETS EXPERIENCING “EXCESSIVE SPEEDS”
The following traffic calming measures have been initially considered for residential street segments exceeding 
the City’s criteria for “excessive speeds”:

n	 Traditional traffic control devices including:
o STOP signs (see policy)
o Enforceable speed limits

o Warning and regulatory signs

o Striping of narrow lanes; edge lines; bicycle lanes; angle parking

o Rumble strips; optical speed bars; speed striping

n	 Neighborhood speed watch including special signing

n	 Speed alert signing (speed trailer)
n	 Targeted police enforcement

n	 Traffic signal timing such as fixed time; “rest in red”

If implementation of one or more of the corrective measures above fails to reduce traffic speeds to levels 
below the acceptable thresholds, then the following physical street modifications will be considered as traffic 
calming measures:  

n	 Speed humps (see policy)
n	 Speed tables (see policy)
n	 Neighborhood traffic circles (intersection islands)
n	 Neck downs (bulb outs, intersection narrowing, corner bulges)
n	 Center island narrowing (midblock medians, slow points)
n	 Chokers (pinch points, constrictions)

The traffic calming measures below have been carefully considered in the Traffic Calming Study. For various 
reasons, these measures are not considered to be appropriate or cost effective to address “excessive speeds” 
on residential streets in the City of San Fernando at this time: 

n	 Raised crosswalks (sidewalk extensions)
n	 Raised intersections (intersection humps)
n	 Textured pavements

n	 Roundabouts (rotaries)
n	 Chicanes (reversing curves, twists)
n	 Realigned intersections

n	 Photo radar enforcement
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Traffic Calming Criteria Matrix
The matrix on the following page compares each of the various traffic calming measures to be considered on 
residential streets in the City of San Fernando. The matrix identifies the problems being targeted as well as 
the type of street and provides a comparison of the various criteria for each of the traffic calming measures. 
The pages following the matrix provide further detailed information regarding the criteria developed for each 
of the traffic calming measures. 
Excessive vehicle speeds on residential collector streets are a concern frequently reported by residents 
in the City. The installation of speed tables is often requested as a quick and effective solution to reduce 
excessive vehicle speed. 

Speed tables are ridges of pavement placed across a roadway to slow vehicles as they cross over them. 
Typically, speed tables are 22 feet in length, about 3 inches high in the center, and installed between 300 
and 600 feet apart.

To be considered for installation of speed tables, each of the following criteria must be met on a residen-
tial collector street in the City of San Fernando:

1. Street Classification - Only on a street in a residence district as defined in Section 515 of the Cali-
fornia Vehicle Code with either:

a. 13 or more separate dwellings on one side of the roadway within a distance of a quarter of 
a mile; or

b. 16 or more separate dwellings on both sides of the roadway within a distance of a quarter 
of a mile.

2. Street Materials – Only on a street constructed of asphalt, not concrete.

3. Street Length, Width and Number of Lanes – Only on a street at least ¼ mile in length with a 
roadway width of 40 feet or less and having only one travel lane in each direction.

4. Horizontal Alignment – Only on a street with a 300 foot radius curve or greater along the roadway 
centerline.

5. Traffic Volumes – Only on a street with traffic volumes ranging from:

a. More than 2,500 to less than 8,000 during 24 hours on any day; or

b. More than 250 to less than 800 during one hour on any day.

6. Traffic Speeds – Only on a street with one of the following:

a. More than 50 percent of vehicles exceeding the speed limit by 5 miles per hour over 24 hours 
on any day; or

b. More than 50 percent of vehicles exceeding the speed limit by 5 miles per hour during one 
hour on any day; or

c. More than 15 percent of vehicles exceeding the speed limit by 10 miles per hour over 24 
hours on any day; or

d. More than 15 percent of vehicles exceeding the speed limit by 10 miles per hour during one 
hour on any day.

7. Emergency Vehicle Access – Not to be placed on streets that are designated emergency access 
routes.

8. Transit Routes – May be placed on established transit routes.
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Before speed tables are considered for installation on a residential collector street, the attached petition 
form must be completed and submitted to the City of San Fernando Department of Public Works. There is 
no cost to property owners or to residents to install the speed tables. As City funding to install speed tables 
is limited, fully completed petitions for the installation of speed tables will be prioritized according to the date 
received on a first come, first served basis.

The person circulating the petition must contact at least 80% of the property owners or residents along the 
residential collector street. “Speed Tables Pros and Cons” listed below must be attached to the front of the 
petition for review at the time the petition is signed by residents and/or property owners. The number of 
persons signing the petition in favor of the installation of speed tables must represent at least 2/3 (67%) of 
the total number of homes along the impacted residential street. Only one signature from either the property 
owner or from a resident at each address is necessary. 

SPEED TABLES – PROS AND CONS

PROS

n	 Vehicle speeds typically decrease near the speed table to about 30 mph.

n	 Speed tables reduce speeds 24 hours a day, seven days a week.

n	 Speed tables may decrease volumes by discouraging non-resident traffic.

CONS

n	 Speed tables may increase fire and police emergency response time.

n	 Traffic may be diverted to adjacent streets to avoid the speed tables.

n	 Drivers may travel faster between the speed tables to make up lost time.

n	 Motorists may drive the gutter to partially avoid the speed tables.

n	 Speed tables may impact bicyclists, motorcyclists, and pedestrians.

n	 Signing and marking for the speed tables may be considered unsightly.

n	 Vehicle braking and suspension noise increases near speed tables.

n	 Disabled persons may experience discomfort going over speed tables. 
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PETITION FOR THE INSTALLATION OF SPEED TABLES

We, the undersigned residents, do hereby petition the City of San Fernando to install speed tables on ___
___________________________________ between

______________________________ and ______________________________.

“As the contact person, I personally certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California 
to the best of my knowledge that the signatures on this petition are true and correct.”

“I attest that each undersigned person is 18 years of age or older.”

“I attest that a copy of the City of San Fernando Speed Table Installation Policy including “Speed Tables 
Pros and Cons” was attached to the front of this petition for review at the time this petition was signed.”

Designated contact person(s) regarding speed tables on this street are:

Contact Person ____________________ Signature_______________________

Daytime Telephone Number_____________ Executed on __________________

Alternate Contact____________________ Signature______________________

Daytime Telephone Number_____________ Executed on __________________

NOTE: Only one signature per dwelling unit is necessary.

SIGNATURE      PRINT NAME     PRINT ADDRESS     IN FAVOR      OPPOSED
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Excessive through commuter traffic on local residential streets is a concern reported by some residents in 
the City. The full closure of local streets has been requested as an effective solution to reduce through, non 
local commuter traffic. 

Full closures are barriers placed across a street to close the street completely to both through and local 
traffic, usually leaving only sidewalks or bicycle paths open. They are also called cul de sacs or dead ends. 
A full street closure is a measure of last resort and will only be considered if other less restrictive physical 
measures fail to reduce the volume of through, non local commuter traffic. 

To be considered for full street closure, each of the following criteria must be met on a local residential 
street in the City of San Fernando:

1. Street Classification - Only on a street in a residence district as defined in Section 515 of the 
California Vehicle Code with either:

a. 13 or more separate dwellings on one side of the roadway within a distance of a quarter 
of a mile; or

b. 16 or more separate dwellings on both sides of the roadway within a distance of a quarter 
of a mile.

2. Street Length, Width and Number of Lanes – Only on a street at least ¼ mile in length with a 
roadway width of 40 feet or less and having only one travel lane in each direction.

3. Horizontal Alignment – Only on a street with a 300 foot radius curve or greater along the road-
way centerline.

4. Traffic Volumes – Only on a local street with traffic volumes exceeding:

a. 1,000 with 20% or more through traffic during 24 hours on any day; or

b. 100 with 20% or more through traffic during one hour on any day.

5. Emergency Vehicle Access – Not to be installed on streets that are designated emergency 
access routes.

6. Transit Routes – Not to be installed on established transit routes.

7. Traffic Impact Study - Must document that traffic volumes resulting from the full street closure 
may NOT create excessive traffic on adjacent local residential streets as follows:

a. The maximum traffic increase on any local residential street is limited to 400 vehicles per 
day; AND 

b. The resulting daily volume on the impacted adjacent residential street shall not exceed 1,000 
vehicles per day.
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Excessive through commuter traffic on local residential streets is a concern reported by some residents in 
the City. Partial closure of local streets has been requested as an effective solution to reduce through, non 
local commuter traffic. 

Partial closures are formed when a barrier is placed in one lane of traffic on a two lane street, limiting travel 
to only one direction at that point on the street. While this measure is effective at reducing through, non lo-
cal commuter traffic, it may require additional police enforcement at times to reduce violations of the device. 
A partial street closure will only be considered if other less restrictive physical measures fail to reduce the 
volume of through, non local commuter traffic. 

To be considered for a partial street closure, each of the following criteria must be met on a local resi-
dential street in the City of San Fernando:

1. Street Classification - Only on a street in a residence district as defined in Section 515 of the 
California Vehicle Code with either:

a. 13 or more separate dwellings on one side of the roadway within a distance of a quarter of 
a mile; or

b. 16 or more separate dwellings on both sides of the roadway within a distance of a quarter 
of a mile.

2. Street Length, Width and Number of Lanes – Only on a street at least ¼ mile in length with a 
roadway width of 40 feet or less and having only one travel lane in each direction.

3. Horizontal Alignment – Only on a street with a 300 foot radius curve or greater along the road-
way centerline.

4. Traffic Volumes – Only on a local street with traffic volumes exceeding:

a. 1,000 with 20% or more through traffic during 24 hours on any day; or

b. 100 with 20% or more through traffic during one hour on any day.

5. Emergency Vehicle Access – Not to be installed on streets that are designated emergency 
access routes.

6. Transit Routes – Not to be installed on established transit routes.

7. Traffic Impact Study - Must document that traffic volumes resulting from the partial street clo-
sure may NOT create excessive traffic on adjacent local residential streets as follows:

a. The maximum traffic increase on any local residential street is limited to 400 vehicles per 
day; AND

b. The resulting daily volume on the impacted adjacent residential street shall not exceed 1,000 
vehicles per day.
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A traffic circle is a raised circular island in the center of an intersection. This design requires vehicles to 
slow, keep right and travel through the intersection in a counter clockwise direction around the island. The 
size of the traffic circle is determined by the size of the intersection and it can be placed at both four legged 
and three legged intersections to slow traffic. Vehicles entering the traffic circle are required to “YIELD” to 
traffic already within the intersection. On street parking is generally prohibited on the approaches to the traf-
fic circle to provide proper sight distance. The continuing cost and the responsibility for maintenance and 
irrigation of landscaping within the traffic circle itself must be considered.

To be considered for the installation of traffic circles, each of the following criteria must be met on a local 
residential street in the City of San Fernando:

1. Street Classification - Only on a street in a residence district as defined in Section 515 of the 
California Vehicle Code with either:

a. 13 or more separate dwellings on one side of the roadway within a distance of a quarter 
of a mile; or

b. 16 or more separate dwellings on both sides of the roadway within a distance of a quarter 
of a mile.

2. Street Length, Width and Number of Lanes – Only on a street at least ¼ mile in length with a 
roadway width of 40 feet or less and having only one travel lane in each direction.

3. Horizontal Alignment – Only on a street with a 300 foot radius curve or greater along the road-
way centerline.

4. Traffic Volumes – Only on a street with traffic volumes ranging from:

a. More than 1,000 to less than 2,500 during 24 hours on any day; or

b. More than 100 to less than 250 during one hour on any day.

5. Traffic Speeds – Only on a street with one of the following:

a. More than 50 percent of vehicles exceeding 30 miles per hour over 24 hours on any 
day; or

b. More than 50 percent of vehicles exceeding 30 miles per hour during one hour on 
any day; or

c. More than 15 percent of vehicles exceeding 35 miles per hour over 24 hours on any 
day; or

d. More than 15 percent of vehicles exceeding 35 miles per hour during one hour on 
any day.

6. Emergency Vehicle Access – May be placed on streets that are designated emergency access 
routes.

7. Transit Routes – May be placed on established transit routes.
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Bulb outs (also known as neck downs, intersection narrowing, corner bulges, or curb extensions) involve 
narrowing of the roadway. Typically, curbs are extended toward the center of the roadway, slowing vehicles 
as they pass through the narrowed section. They are typically installed on intersection approaches without 
STOP signs and are also used to shorten pedestrian crossings. On street parking is prohibited at the nar-
rowed roadway section, permitting traffic to safely travel in both directions. Bulb outs may adversely impact 
bicycle lanes and require careful consideration of drainage requirements. 

To be considered for the installation of bulb outs, each of the following criteria must be met on a residen-
tial collector street in the City of San Fernando:

1. Street Classification - Only on a street in a residence district as defined in Section 515 of the 
California Vehicle Code with either:

c. 13 or more separate dwellings on one side of the roadway within a distance of a quarter of 
a mile; or

d. 16 or more separate dwellings on both sides of the roadway within a distance of a quarter 
of a mile.

2. Street Length, Width and Number of Lanes – Only on a street at least ¼ mile in length with a 
roadway width of 40 feet or less and having only one travel lane in each direction.

3. Horizontal Alignment – Only on a street with a 300 foot radius curve or greater along the road-
way centerline.

4. Traffic Volumes – Only on a street with traffic volumes ranging from:

a. More than 2,500 to less than 8,000 during 24 hours on any day; or

b. More than 250 to less than 800 during one hour on any day.

5. Traffic Speeds – Only on a street with one of the following:

a. More than 50 percent of vehicles exceeding the speed limit by 5 miles per hour over 24 
hours on any day; or

b. More than 50 percent of vehicles exceeding the speed limit by 5 miles per hour during 
one hour on any day; or

c. More than 15 percent of vehicles exceeding the speed limit by 10 miles per hour over 24 
hours on any day; or

d. More than 15 percent of vehicles exceeding the speed limit by 10 miles per hour during 
one hour on any day.

6. Emergency Vehicle Access – May be placed on streets that are designated emergency access 
routes.

7. Transit Routes – May be placed on established transit routes.
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Raised medians (also known as center island narrowing or slow points) involve narrowing of the roadway in 
the middle of the street. Typically, curbs are installed in the center of the roadway, slowing vehicles as one 
way traffic passes on each side. The length of the raised median can vary from 30 feet to a full block. While 
raised medians provide a significant opportunity for landscaping, it may be costly to plant the median as well 
as to properly irrigate and maintain the landscaping. Raised medians restrict access into driveways to right 
turns only and can cause circuitous travel and u-turns at the ends of the raised medians.

To be considered for the installation of raised medians, each of the following criteria must be met on a 
residential collector street in the City of San Fernando:

1. Street Classification - Only on a street in a residence district as defined in Section 515 of the 
California Vehicle Code with either:

e. 13 or more separate dwellings on one side of the roadway within a distance of a quarter of 
a mile; or

f. 16 or more separate dwellings on both sides of the roadway within a distance of a quarter 
of a mile.

2. Street Length, Width and Number of Lanes – Only on a street at least ¼ mile in length with a 
roadway width of 40 feet or less and having only one travel lane in each direction.

3. Horizontal Alignment – Only on a street with a 300 foot radius curve or greater along the road-
way centerline.

4. Traffic Volumes – Only on a street with traffic volumes ranging from:

a. More than 2,500 to less than 8,000 during 24 hours on any day; or

b. More than 250 to less than 800 during one hour on any day.

5. Traffic Speeds – Only on a street with one of the following:

a. More than 50 percent of vehicles exceeding the speed limit by 5 miles per hour over 24 
hours on any day; or

b. More than 50 percent of vehicles exceeding the speed limit by 5 miles per hour during 
one hour on any day; or

c. More than 15 percent of vehicles exceeding the speed limit by 10 miles per hour over 24 
hours on any day; or

d. More than 15 percent of vehicles exceeding the speed limit by 10 miles per hour during 
one hour on any day.

6. Emergency Vehicle Access – May be placed on streets that are designated emergency access 
routes.

7. Transit Routes – May be placed on established transit routes.
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Chokers (also known as pinch points or constrictions) involve midblock narrowing of the roadway. Typically, 
outside curbs are extended toward the center of the roadway, slowing vehicles as they pass through the 
narrowed section. While chokers provide an opportunity for landscaping, it may be costly to plant as well as 
to properly irrigate and maintain the landscaping. On street parking is prohibited at the narrowed roadway 
section, permitting traffic to safely travel in both directions. Chokers may adversely impact bicycle lanes and 
require careful consideration of drainage requirements. 

To be considered for the installation of chokers, each of the following criteria must be met on a residen-
tial collector street in the City of San Fernando:

1. Street Classification - Only on a street in a residence district as defined in Section 515 of the 
California Vehicle Code with either:

g. 13 or more separate dwellings on one side of the roadway within a distance of a quarter of 
a mile; or

h. 16 or more separate dwellings on both sides of the roadway within a distance of a quarter 
of a mile.

2. Street Length, Width and Number of Lanes – Only on a street at least ¼ mile in length with a 
roadway width of 40 feet or less and having only one travel lane in each direction.

3. Horizontal Alignment – Only on a street with a 300 foot radius curve or greater along the road-
way centerline.

4. Traffic Volumes – Only on a street with traffic volumes ranging from:

a. More than 2,500 to less than 8,000 during 24 hours on any day; or

b. More than 250 to less than 800 during one hour on any day.

5. Traffic Speeds – Only on a street with one of the following:

a. More than 50 percent of vehicles exceeding the speed limit by 5 miles per hour over 24 
hours on any day; or

b. More than 50 percent of vehicles exceeding the speed limit by 5 miles per hour during 
one hour on any day; or

c. More than 15 percent of vehicles exceeding the speed limit by 10 miles per hour over 24 
hours on any day; or

d. More than 15 percent of vehicles exceeding the speed limit by 10 miles per hour during 
one hour on any day.

6. Emergency Vehicle Access – May be placed on streets that are designated emergency access 
routes.

7. Transit Routes – May be placed on established transit routes.
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Excessive vehicle speeds on residential streets are a concern frequently reported by residents in the City. 
The installation of STOP signs is often requested as a quick and effective solution to reduce excessive ve-
hicle speed. Because STOP signs cause substantial inconvenience to motorists, they should only be used 
where established criteria are exceeded. The following criteria for STOP signs apply only to residential 
streets meeting the definition in Section 515 of the California Vehicle Code with either:

n	 13 or more separate dwellings on one side of the roadway within a distance of a quarter of a mile; or

n	 16 or more separate dwellings on both sides of the roadway within a distance of a quarter of a mile.

Multi-way STOP signs should ordinarily be used only where the volume of vehicular traffic plus pedestrians 
crossing is approximately equal on both streets. For residential street intersections, multi-way STOP signs 
may be installed where any one or more of the following criteria are satisfied:

1. Intersection Volumes – Four Hours

n	 Vehicles entering and pedestrians crossing the intersection must average at least 300 per 
hour during any four hours of a day, and vehicles entering from the minor street plus pedes-
trian crossings of the major street must average at least 120 during these hours.

2. Intersection Volumes – Peak Hour

n	 Vehicles entering and pedestrians crossing the intersection must exceed 300 during one 
hour of a day, and vehicles entering from the minor street plus pedestrian crossings of the 
major street must exceed 120 during this hour.

3. Traffic Collisions

n	 Two or more reported collisions within a 12 month period of a type susceptible to correction 
by a multi-way stop installation. Such collisions include broadside, right turn, and left turn 
collisions.

4. Intersection Volumes - School Areas with Yellow Crosswalk

n	 Vehicles entering and pedestrians crossing the intersection must average at least 300 per 
hour during any two hours of a day, and vehicles entering from the minor street plus pedes-
trian crossings of the major street must average at least 120 during these hours
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AGENDA REPORT

CITY COUNCIL                 117 MACNEIL STREET, SAN FERNANDO, CA 91340                 (818) 898‐1201                 WWW.SFCITY.ORG

To:  Mayor Sylvia Ballin and Councilmembers 
   
From:    Robert Gonzalez, City Councilmember 

By:  Angel Morales, Intern 
  Diana Cuiriz, Intern 

     
Date:    January 16, 2018 
 
Subject:  Consideration  to Adopt an Amended Ordinance  to Add Vaping and Other Non‐

traditional  Forms  of  Smoking  to  the  Existing Ordinance Regulating  Smoking  in 
Outdoor Places 

RECOMMENDATION: 

It  is  recommended  that  the  City  Council  introduce  for  first  reading,  in  title  only,  and waive 
further reading of Ordinance No. 1672 (Attachment “A”) titled, “An Ordinance of the City of San 
Fernando Amending the San Fernando City Code to Add Chapter 23, Regarding the Regulation 
of Smoking in Outdoor Places.” 
 
 
BACKGROUND: 

1. On May 5, 2016,  the Food and Drug Administration  (FDA) announced  it was extending  its 
authority to include e‐cigarettes and other tobacco products.  
 

2. Starting  in August 2016, the FDA began to apply and enforce key provisions of the Family 
Smoking  Prevention  and  Tobacco  Control  Act  as  it  relates  to  the  sales, marketing  and 
manufacturing of e‐cigarettes. 

 
3. In December 2016,  the U.S. Surgeon General  issued a groundbreaking  report "E‐Cigarette 

Use Among Youth and Young Adults" that made many  important conclusions and  findings 
about the use of e‐cigarettes among youth. These  included that the flavors  in e‐cigarettes 
are one of  the main  reasons  youth use  them, e‐cigarette aerosol  is not  safe  and  that e‐
cigarette use  is  strongly associated with  the use of other  tobacco products among youth 
and young adults. 

 
4. On  June 13, 2017, Councilmember Gonzalez and his  interns held a meeting to discuss the 

next steps to ban all forms of smoking in parks and recreation areas. As part of this meeting, 
the time frame was given to the  interns for research and public records  information to be 
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Consideration  to Adopt an Amended Ordinance  to Add Vaping and Other Non‐traditional Forms of 
Smoking to the Existing Ordinance Regulating Smoking in Outdoor Places  
Page 2 of 3 
 

 
accumulated to provide evidence that all forms of smoking (whether it’s electronic or non‐
electronic forms of smoking) affect the public health. 

 
ANALYSIS: 

Ordinance Overview:  
The main  component  of  e‐cigarettes  is  the  e‐liquid  contained  in  cartridges.  To  create  an  e‐
liquid, nicotine is extracted from tobacco and mixed with a base (usually propylene glycol) and 
may  also  include  flavorings,  colorings  and other  chemicals.  Flavors  in  e‐cigarettes  are  also  a 
cause for concern as they are preferred by youth and may be harmful on their own. Aside from 
concerns about e‐cigarette use and emissions, data released by the Centers for Disease Control 
and Prevention  (CDC) shows that calls to the nation's poison centers  for e‐cigarette exposure 
poisonings are rapidly increasing.  
 
The proposed Ordinance seeks to further reduce residents’ exposure to secondhand smoke by 
clarifying  the  restriction  applies  to  all  forms  of  smoking,  including:  E‐cigarettes,  Cigarettes, 
Vaping, Mini  E‐Cigarettes  (Cig‐a‐Likes),  and Mid‐Sized  Vaporizers (Vape  Pens).    The  existing 
Ordinance  restricts  smoking  in  all unenclosed  recreational  areas,  service  areas, dining  areas, 
places of employment and other public places when being used for a public event (e.g. farmers’ 
market, parade, festival, etc.).  The proposed Ordinance will expand the definitions to explicitly 
clarify that this restriction applies to all forms of smoking, including vaping.  
  
Signage and Education: 
Posting  clear,  updated  signs  in  public  areas  will  help  notify  constituents  of  the  updated 
Ordinance  and  educate  them  that  vaping  and  all  other  non‐traditional  forms  of  smoking  is 
prohibited  in unenclosed public  spaces.   The City  can also use  the website and  social media 
outlets to provide information regarding the amended ordinance.  If directed, staff will research 
the cost and possible funding sources to replace existing signage. 
  
 
BUDGET IMPACT: 
 
Approval  of  the  proposed  amended  Ordinance  will  have minimal  fiscal  impact  as  no  new 
processes,  procedures,  or  regulations  are  being  created.    If  directed,  staff  will  explore 
opportunities for funding new signage in the parks to educate residents that vaping and other 
non‐traditional forms of smoking is also prohibited in parks and public spaces.  
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Consideration  to Adopt an Amended Ordinance  to Add Vaping and Other Non‐traditional Forms of 
Smoking to the Existing Ordinance Regulating Smoking in Outdoor Places  
Page 3 of 3 
 

 
CONCLUSION:  
 
It is recommended that the City Council adopt the proposed amended Ordinance to clarify that 
vaping and other non‐traditional  forms of  smoking are  included as  regulated activities  in  the 
City’s Smoking Ordinance and provide additional direction if warranted.  
 
 
ATTACHMENT: 
 
A. Ordinance No. 1672 
B. Sample Signage 
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ATTACHMENT “A” 

 

ORDINANCE NO. 1672 
  

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN FERNANDO, 
CALIFORNIA, AMENDING THE SAN FERNANDO CITY CODE 
TO ADD CHAPTER 23, REGARDING THE REGULATION OF 
SMOKING IN OUTDOOR PLACES   

  
 

WHEREAS, on September 4, 2001, the City Council adopted Ordinance No. 1525, 
which prohibited smoking and tobacco use at public parks, playgrounds, or recreation centers. 
(City Code Section 54-27.)   
 

WHEREAS, according to the US Food and Drug Administration (FDA), an electronic 
cigarette or e-cigarette is a battery powered device that allows users to inhale a vapor containing 
nicotine or other substances1; and  

 
 The safety of these devices is still unknown, and initial studies have found 

carcinogens and other toxic chemicals, including ingredients to make antifreeze, in 
the vapor. 
 

 The FDA has not approved e-cigarettes as safe and effective in helping smokers quit 
– despite claims that many e-cigarette manufacturers are making. 
 

 Due to the influx of electronic cigarettes in the market and the unknown dangers of 
the vapor, communities across the state have taken action to protect their residents 
from e-cigarettes; and 

 
 WHEREAS, there is no Constitutional right to smoke or vape2; and  
 
 WHEREAS, it is the intent of the City Council, in enacting this ordinance, to provide for 
the public health, safety, and welfare by discouraging the inherently dangerous behavior of 
vaping, smoking and tobacco use around non-tobacco users, especially children; by protecting 
the public from exposure to secondhand smoke where they live, work, and play; by reducing the 
potential for children to wrongly associate vaping, smoking and tobacco use with a healthy 
lifestyle; and by affirming and promoting a healthy environment in the City.  
 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN 
FERNANDO DOES HEREBY ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: 
  
 
 

                                                 
1  The Center for Tobacco Policy and Organizing. Electronic Cigarettes. Available at 
http://center4tobaccopolicy .org/tobacco-policy/electronic-cigarettes/  
2 Public Health Law & Policy, Technical Assistance Legal Center. There Is No Constitutional 
Right to Smoke. 2005.  
Available at www.phlpnet.org/tobacco-control/products/there-no-constitutional-right-smoke. 
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Section 1. Amendments   
  
The City Council hereby amends the City Code by adding Chapter 23 to read as follows:  
  
Sec. 23-1. DEFINITIONS.   
  

The following words and phrases, whenever used in this Chapter shall have the meanings 
defined in this section unless the context clearly requires otherwise:  
  

(a) “Business” means any sole proprietorship, partnership, joint venture, corporation, 
association, or other entity formed for profit-making purposes.   

  
(b) “Dining Area” means any area, including streets and sidewalks, which is available 

to or customarily used by the general public or an Employee, and which is designed, established, 
or regularly used for consuming food or drink.   

                                                                                
(c) “Employee” means any Person who is employed or retained as an independent 

contractor by any Employer or Nonprofit Entity in consideration for direct or indirect monetary 
wages or profit, or any Person who volunteers his or her services for an Employer or Nonprofit 
Entity.  

  
(d) “Employer” means any Business or Nonprofit Entity that retains the service of 

one or more Employees.  
  
(e) “Enclosed Area” means an area in which outside air cannot circulate freely to all 

parts of the area, and includes an area that has:  
  

(1) any type of overhead cover whether or not that cover includes vents or 
other openings and at least three (3) walls or other vertical boundaries of 
any height whether or not those boundaries include vents or other 
openings; or  

  
(2) four (4) walls or other vertical boundaries that exceed six (6) feet in height 

whether or not those boundaries include vents or other openings.  
  

(f) “Nonprofit Entity” means any entity that meets the requirements of California 
Corporations Code section 5003 as well as any corporation, unincorporated association or other 
entity created for charitable, religious, philanthropic, educational, political, social or similar 
purposes, the net proceeds of which are committed to the promotion of the objectives or purposes 
of the entity and not to private gain. A government agency is not a Nonprofit Entity within the 
meaning of this Chapter.  

  
(g) “Person” means any natural person, Business, cooperative association, Nonprofit 

Entity, personal representative, receiver, trustee, assignee, or any other legal entity including 
government agencies.  
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(h) “Place of Employment” means any area under the legal or de facto control of an 
Employer, that an Employee or the general public may have cause to enter in the normal course 
of the operations, regardless of the hours of operation.  

  
(i) “Public Place” means any place, publicly or privately owned, which is open to the 

general public regardless of any fee or age requirement.   
  
(k) “Reasonable Distance” means a distance of twenty-five (25) feet in any direction 

from an area in which Smoking is prohibited.   
  
(l) “Recreational Area” means any area, including streets and sidewalks, that is 

publicly or privately owned /owned, controlled or used by the City and open to the general 
public for recreational purposes, regardless of any fee or age requirement. The term 
“Recreational Area” includes but is not limited to parks, picnic areas, playgrounds, sports fields, 
golf courses, walking paths, gardens, hiking trails, bike paths, riding trails, swimming pools, 
roller- and iceskating rinks, skateboard parks, amusement parks, and beaches.  

  
(m) “Service Area” means any publicly or privately owned area, including streets and 

sidewalks, that is designed to be used or is regularly used by one or more Persons to receive a 
service, wait to receive a service or to make a transaction, whether or not such service or 
transaction includes the exchange of money. The term “Service Area” includes but is not limited 
to areas including or adjacent to information kiosks, automatic teller machines (ATMs), ticket 
lines, bus stops or shelters, mobile vendor lines or cab stands.  

  
(n) “Smoke” means the gases, particles, or vapors released into the air as a result of 

combustion, electrical ignition or vaporization, when the apparent or usual purpose of the 
combustion, electrical ignition or vaporization is human inhalation of the byproducts, except 
when the combusting material contains no tobacco or nicotine and the purpose of inhalation is 
solely olfactory, such as, for example, smoke from incense. The term “Smoke” includes, but is 
not limited to, tobacco smoke, electronic cigarette vapors, and marijuana smoke.   

  
(o) “Smoking” means engaging in an act that generates Smoke, such as, for example: 

possessing a lighted pipe, a lighted hookah pipe, an operating electronic cigarette, a lighted cigar, 
or a lighted cigarette of any kind; or lighting or igniting a pipe, a hookah pipe, a cigar, or a 
cigarette of any kind.  

  
(p) “Tobacco Product” means any substance containing tobacco leaf, and any product 

or formulation of matter containing biologically active amounts of nicotine that is manufactured, 
sold, offered for sale, or otherwise distributed with the expectation that the product or matter will 
be introduced into a human body, but does not include any cessation product specifically 
approved by the United States Food and Drug Administration for use in treating nicotine or 
tobacco dependence.  

  
(q) “Unenclosed Area” means any area that is not an Enclosed Area.  
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(r) “Vaping” means to inhale and exhale the vapor produced by an electronic 
cigarette or similar device, such as, for example: mini E-Cigarettes, Gig-A-likes, Mid-sized 
vaporizers, vape pens, and Mods. 

 
(s) “Nicotine” a toxic colorless or yellowish oily liquid that is the chief active 

constituent of tobacco(t) “Grounds” shall include, without limitation, landscaped areas, patios, 
stairways, walls, parking lots and walkways on publicly owned property, adjacent to the San 
Fernando Library Plaza. 

 
(t) “Grounds” shall include, without limitation, landscaped areas, patios, stairways, 

walls, parking lots, and walkways on publicly owned property adjacent to the San Fernando 
Plaza and San Fernando Library Plaza.  
  
Sec. 23-2. PROHIBITION OF SMOKING AND TOBACCO PRODUCT USE IN 
UNENCLOSED AREAS  
  

(a)  All forms of Vaping, Smoking and the use of Tobacco Products is prohibited in 
the Unenclosed Areas of the following places within the City, except places where Smoking or 
the use of Tobacco Products is already prohibited by state or federal law, in which case those 
laws apply:  
  

(1) Recreational Areas;  
  
(2) Service Areas;  
  
(3) Dining Areas;   
  
(4) Places of Employment;  
  
(5) Other Public Places, when being used for a public event, including but not 

limited to a farmers’ market, parade, craft fair, festival, or any other event 
which may be attended by the general public, provided that Smoking is 
permitted on streets and sidewalks being used only in a traditional 
capacity as pedestrian or vehicular thoroughfares, unless otherwise 
prohibited by this Chapter or other law.  

  
(b) Nothing in this Chapter prohibits any Person, Employer, or Nonprofit Entity with 

legal control over any property from prohibiting Vaping, Smoking and Tobacco Product use on 
any part of such property, even if Vaping, Smoking or the use of Tobacco Products is not 
otherwise prohibited in that area.   
  
Sec. 23-3. REASONABLE SMOKING DISTANCE REQUIRED  
  

(a) Vaping, Smoking and the use of Tabaco Products in all Unenclosed Areas shall be 
prohibited within a Reasonable Distance from any doorway, window, opening, crack, or vent 
into an Enclosed Area in which Vaping and Smoking is prohibited, except while the Person 
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Smoking or Vaping is actively passing on the way to another destination and provided Smoke 
does not enter any Enclosed Area in which Smoking is prohibited.  

  
(b) Vaping, Smoking and the use of Tobaco Products in Unenclosed Areas shall be 

prohibited within a Reasonable Distance from any Unenclosed Areas in which Smoking is 
prohibited under Sec. 23-2 of this Chapter, except while the Person Smoking is actively passing 
on the way to another destination and provided Smoke does not enter any Unenclosed Area in 
which Smoking is prohibited.  
  
Sec. 23-4. OTHER REQUIREMENTS AND PROHIBITIONS   
  

(a) No Person, Employer, or Nonprofit Entity shall knowingly permit Vaping, 
Smoking or the use of Tobacco Products in an area which is under the legal or de facto control of 
that Person, Employer or Nonprofit Entity and in which Vaping, Smoking or the use of Tobacco 
Products is prohibited by law, unless otherwise required by state or federal law.  

  
(b) No Person, Employer, or Nonprofit Entity shall knowingly or intentionally permit 

the presence or placement of ash receptacles, such as, for example, ash trays or ash cans, within 
an area under the legal or de facto control of that Person, Employer or Nonprofit Entity and in 
which Vaping, Smoking or the use of Tobacco Products is prohibited by law, including, without 
limitation, within a Reasonable Distance required by this Chapter from any area in which 
Vaping, Smoking or the use of Tobacco Products is prohibited. Notwithstanding the foregoing, 
the presence of ash receptacles in violation of this subsection shall not be a defense to a charge of 
Vaping, Smoking or the use of Tobacco Products in violation of any provision of this Chapter.  

  
(c) No Person shall dispose of used Vaping, Smoking or Tobacco Product waste 

within the boundaries of an area in which Vaping and Smoking is prohibited, including within 
any Reasonable Distance required by this Chapter.  

  
(d) A Person, Employer, or Nonprofit Entity that has legal or de facto control of an 

Unenclosed Area in which Vaping, Smoking or the use of Tobacco Products is prohibited by this 
Chapter shall post a clear, conspicuous and unambiguous “No Smoking No Vaping” or No Use 
of Tobacco Products or “Smokefree” or “Tobacco-Free” sign at each point of ingress to the area, 
and in at least one other conspicuous point within the area. The signs shall have letters of no less 
than one inch in height and shall include the international “No Smoking No Vaping” symbol 
(consisting of a pictorial representation of a burning cigarette and e-cigarette enclosed in a red 
circle with a red bar across it). Signs posted on the exterior of buildings to comply with this 
section shall include the Reasonable Distance requirement set forth in Sec. 23-3. For purposes of 
this section, the City Administrator or his/her designee shall be responsible for the posting of 
signs in regulated facilities owned or leased in whole or in part by the City. Notwithstanding this 
provision, the presence or absence of signs shall not be a defense to a charge of Vaping, 
Smoking or the use of Tobacco Products in violation of any other provision of this Chapter.  

  
(e) No Person, Employer, or Nonprofit Entity shall intimidate, threaten any reprisal, 

or effect any reprisal, for the purpose of retaliating against another Person who seeks to attain 
compliance with this Chapter.  

01/16/18 CC Meeting Agenda Page 508 of 521



 

6 

 
(f) Each instance of Vaping, Smoking or Tobacco Product use in violation of this 

Chapter shall constitute a separate violation. For violations other than for Vaping or Smoking, 
each day of a continuing violation of this Chapter shall constitute a separate violation.  
  
Sec. 23-5. PENALTIES AND ENFORCEMENT.   
  

(a) The remedies provided by this Chapter are cumulative and in addition to any 
other remedies available at law or in equity.  

  
(b) Each incident of Vaping, Smoking or use of Tobacco Products in violation of this 

Chapter is an infraction subject Chapter 1, Articles II and III of the City Code. Other violations 
of this Chapter may, in the discretion of the City Attorney, be prosecuted as infractions when the 
interests of justice so requires. Enforcement of this chapter shall be the responsibility of City 
Administrator or his/her designee. In addition, any peace officer or code enforcement official 
also may enforce this chapter.   

  
(c) Any violation of this Chapter is hereby declared to be a nuisance.   
  
(d) In addition to other remedies provided by this Chapter or by other law, any 

violation of this Chapter may be remedied by a civil action brought by the City Attorney, 
including, but not limited to, administrative or judicial nuisance abatement proceedings, civil or 
criminal code enforcement proceedings, and suits for injunctive relief.  
  

Section 2. Statutory construction & severability.   It is the intent of the City 
Council of the City of San Fernando to supplement applicable state and federal law and not to 
duplicate or contradict such law and this ordinance shall be construed consistently with that 
intention. If any section, subsection, subdivision, paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase of this 
ordinance, or its application to any person or circumstance, is for any reason held to be invalid or 
unenforceable, such invalidity or unenforceability shall not affect the validity or enforceability of 
the remaining sections, subsections, subdivisions, paragraphs, sentences, clauses or phrases of 
this ordinance, or its application to any other person or circumstance. The City Council of the 
City of San Fernando hereby declares that it would have adopted each section, subsection, 
subdivision, paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase hereof independently, irrespective of the fact 
that any one or more other sections, subsections, subdivisions, paragraphs, sentences, clauses or 
phrases hereof be declared invalid or unenforceable.   
  

Section 3. Certification.  The City Clerk shall certify to the passage of this 
Ordinance and shall cause the same to be published as required by law.  
  

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of San 
Fernando at a regular meeting held on this ___ day of ____________, 2018.     
 

____________________________  
Sylvia Ballin, Mayor  
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ATTEST:  
 
 
______________________  
Elena G. Chávez, City Clerk  
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM:  
 
 
 
___________________________  
Richard Padilla, City Attorney  
  
 
 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA )  
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES  ) SS  
CITY OF SAN FERNANDO  )  
  
  
  I, ELENA CHAVEZ, City Clerk of the City of San Fernando, do hereby certify that the 
foregoing Ordinance was adopted at a regular meeting of the City Council held on the ___day of 
__________, 2018 and was carried by the following roll call vote:  
 
  AYES:  
 
 NOES:  
 
 ABSENT:  
 
 ABSTAIN:  
 
  
______________________  
Elena G. Chávez, City Clerk  
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ATTACHMENT “B” 

City of San Fernando Existing Signage 

 

 

 

Possible Signage to Include Vaping 

01/16/18 CC Meeting Agenda Page 511 of 521



This	Page	
Intentionally		
Left	Blank	

01/16/18 CC Meeting Agenda Page 512 of 521



01/16/18 CC Meeting Agenda Page 513 of 521



This Page  

Intentionally  

Left Blank 

01/16/18 CC Meeting Agenda Page 514 of 521



REVIEW:      ☒ Deputy City Manager/ Director of Finance      ☒ City Manager 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

AGENDA REPORT

CITY COUNCIL                 117 MACNEIL STREET, SAN FERNANDO, CA 91340                 (818) 898‐1201                 WWW.SFCITY.ORG

To:  Mayor Sylvia Ballin and Councilmembers 
   
From:    Councilmember Jaime Soto  
     
Date:    January 16, 2018 
 
Subject:  Discussion of Regulation of Business Distribution Materials and Propaganda on 

Vehicles, City, and Private Property 

RECOMMENDATION: 

I have placed this on the agenda for City Council discussion and consideration.   
 
 
BUDGET IMPACT: 

There  is  no  impact  to  the  budget  by  discussing  this  item.  Additional  future  costs  to  be 
determined based on City Council direction. 
 

ATTACHMENT: 

A.  S.F. City Code – Regarding Handbills 
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Chapter 6 ‐ ADVERTISING  

ARTICLE I. ‐ IN GENERAL  

Sec. 6‐1. ‐ Posting in public places.  

It  shall be unlawful  for any person except a public officer or employee  in  the performance of a 
public duty to paint, post, paste, print, nail, stand, tack or otherwise fasten any card, banner, handbill, 
sign, sticker, poster or advertisement, notice or advertisement device of any kind calculated to attract 
the attention of the public or cause the same to be done on any curbstone, curb, lamp‐post, telephone 
booth or pole, hydrant, bridge, wall, tree or upon any public sidewalk, street, alley or other public place 
except as may be required by ordinance or law.  

The  provisions  of  this  section  shall  not  impact  the  city's  ability  to  display  holiday messages  or 
advertise civic events on or within city‐owned rights‐of‐way, or to otherwise use said rights‐of‐way for 
other municipal  purposes  as  it  sees  fit.  This  section  shall  also  not  impact  the  city's  right  to  permit 
commercial  sponsor  signs  to be posted on  the  city owned  little  league  fields pursuant  to  regulations 
adopted by the city council.  

(Code 1957, § 3.1; Ord. No. 1513, § 1, 1‐18‐2000)  

ARTICLE II. ‐ HANDBILLS  

Sec. 6‐31. ‐ Definitions.  

The following words, terms and phrases, when used in this article, shall have the meanings ascribed 
to them in this section, except where the context clearly indicates a different meaning:  

Handbill means and  includes any printed or written advertising matter, any sample or any device, 
dodger, circular, leaflet, pamphlet, paper, booklet or any other printed matter or literature, but excludes 
any such matter which pertains exclusively to expressions of opinion on purely political matters.  

Newspaper  means  a  newspaper  published  at  stated  intervals  and  devoted  to  both  news  and 
advertising.  If  any  dodger,  stuffer  or  any  other material  not  printed  on  the  same  size  paper  as  the 
newspaper  and  not  bearing  the  name,  dateline  and  page  number  of  the  newspaper  is  folded  in  a 
newspaper, such newspaper shall be deemed to be a handbill.  

(Code 1957, § 3.2)  

Cross reference— Definitions generally, § 1‐2. 

Sec. 6‐32. ‐ Deposit on public property.  

It shall be unlawful for any person, either directly or indirectly, to deposit, place, throw, scatter or 
cast any handbill  in or on any public  thoroughfare, park, ground or other public place within  the city. 
This section shall not be deemed to prohibit the handling, transmitting or distributing of any handbill to 
any person willing to accept such handbill.  

(Code 1957, § 3.3)  

ATTACHMENT “A” 
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Cross reference— Streets, sidewalks and other public places, ch. 74. 

Sec. 6‐33. ‐ Deposit on private property.  

It shall be unlawful for any person, either directly or indirectly, to distribute, deposit, place, throw, 
scatter or cast any handbill in or upon any private yard, grounds, walk, porch, steps, mailbox, vestibule, 
house, residence, building or any other private property unless such handbill is placed in such a manner 
as to prevent the handbill from being blown or carried about by the elements. This section shall not be 
deemed  to  prohibit  the  handling,  transmitting  or  distributing  of  any  handbill  to  the  owner  or  other 
occupant of any private yard, grounds, walk, porch, steps, mailbox, vestibule, house, residence, building 
or other private property.  

(Code 1957, § 3.4) 

Sec. 6‐34. ‐ Placing in vehicles.  

It shall be unlawful for any person, either directly or indirectly, to distribute, deposit, place, throw, 
scatter or cast any handbill  in or upon any automobile or other vehicle unless placed  in a manner  to 
prevent  the  handbill  from  being  blown  or  carried  about  by  the  elements.  This  section  shall  not  be 
deemed  to  prohibit  the  handling,  transmitting  or  distributing  of  any  handbill  to  the  owner  or  other 
occupant of any automobile or other vehicle.  

(Code 1957, § 3.5)  

Cross reference— Traffic and vehicles, ch. 90. 

Sec. 6‐35. ‐ Distribution on posted premises.  

It shall be  lawful  for  the owner or  the occupant of any property  to place a sign  in a conspicuous 
place near the entrance thereof indicating that no handbills are desired, and it shall be unlawful for any 
person to distribute, deposit, place, throw, scatter or cast any handbill upon any premises so posted.  

(Code 1957, § 3.6) 

Sec. 6‐36. ‐ Hours of distribution.  

It shall be unlawful for any person to distribute any handbill between the hours of 9:00 p.m. of any 
day and 8:00 a.m. of the following day.  

(Code 1957, § 3.7) 

Sec. 6‐37. ‐ Exemptions.  

This  article  shall  not  be  deemed  to  apply  to  the  distribution  of  the  United  States mail,  to  the 
delivery of any handbill to any person who has requested delivery of the handbill or to the delivery of 
any bona fide newspaper.  

(Code 1957, § 3.8) 
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Chapter 22 ‐ BUSINESSES 

ARTICLE II. ‐ LICENSING      

DIVISION 2. – SCHEDULE 

Sec. 22‐101. ‐ Scope. 

  Subject to all of the sections of division 1 of this article, a license  is required to be obtained by 

every person engaged in any of the businesses, trades, callings or professions specified  in this division, 

and for such license a fee is imposed in the amount prescribed in this division.  

 

(Code 1957, § 12.50)  

   

Sec. 22‐129. ‐ Distributors of advertising matter. 

  Every person engaged in the business of distributing advertising samples, handbills, dodgers or 

advertising matter of any kind and employing five persons or less shall pay a license fee of $50.00 per year 

or, at his option, $2.50 per day per person employed. If such person employs more than five persons, the 

fee shall be $100.00 per year or, at his option, $2.50 per day per person employed.  

   

(Code 1957, § 12.76)  

ARTICLE III. – PERMITS 

Sec. 22‐211. ‐ Required. 

  It  shall be unlawful  for any person  to  conduct, manage or deal  in any business mentioned  in 

section 22‐215 of this article without first obtaining a permit.  

  (Code 1957, § 18.1)  

Sec. 22‐215. ‐ Fees. 

  (a)  Schedule.  The  city  council  shall  not  accept  any  application  for  any  permit  required  to  be 

obtained by this article or by any other ordinance or  law or for the renewal of such permit, unless the 

application is accompanied by the fee prescribed in the following schedule:  

Business or Activity for Which Permit is Required 
Original  
Fee 

Renewal  
Fee 

 
Handbill (as defined in section 6‐31) distribution business 
 

 
25.00 

 
10.00 
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REVIEW:      ☐ Deputy City Manager/ Director of Finance      ☐ City Manager 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

AGENDA REPORT

CITY COUNCIL                 117 MACNEIL STREET, SAN FERNANDO, CA 91340                 (818) 898‐1201                 WWW.SFCITY.ORG

To:  Mayor Sylvia Ballin and Councilmembers 
   
From:    Councilmember Jaime Soto  
     
Date:    January 16, 2018 
 
Subject:  Request  for  an  Update  Regarding  a  Report  on  Ice  Cream  Truck  Vendor 

Operations and Their Pollution/Emission Impacts in the City 

RECOMMENDATION: 
 
I have placed this on the agenda for City Council discussion.   
 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
I am requesting that staff provide an update regarding this item that was discussed on February 
16, 2016.  By consensus, the City Council agreed that the City Attorney’s office would “.. report 
back (i.e., provide a presentation) on some of the things that can be done.  The discussion would 
be broad‐based and not  concentrate on  specific  types of vehicles.  The City Council may  then 
choose to be a little aggressive in terms of regulations for vehicles, gas and charcoal barbeques, 
fireplaces, etc. (further discussions may have to be held in Closed Session).”   

 
 
BUDGET IMPACT: 
 
There  is  no  impact  to  the  budget  by  discussing  this  item.  Additional  future  costs  to  be 
determined based on City Council direction. 
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