Bedford Historic Downtown
Connectivity Plan

A NOACA Transportation for Livable Communities Initiative (TLCI) Plan
Public Meeting 1
September 13th, 2023
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TLCI Plan Goals

* Improve accessibility and mobility for
all modes of travel in the study area

* Improve non-motorized connectivity
between origins and destinations

* Create a safer environment for cyclists
and pedestrians

* Create accessible and inviting transit
connections

* Encourage equitable economic
development and investment




Study Area Map

Bedford Historic Downtown
. Connectivity Plan
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Typical Transportation Project Development

TLCI Implementation Grant
TLCI Planning Design Construction

DEFINE GOALS

ACQUIRE RIGHT OF WAY
ESTABLISH PARTNERS CREATE DETAILED CONSTRUCTION PLANS Q
RELOCATE UTILITIES AS NEEDED
GATHER PUBLIC FEEDBACK ESTABLISH RIGHT OF WAY NEEDS
DETAILED COSTS BUILD IMPROVEMENT

IDENTIFY IMPROVEMENTS
DEFINE COSTS/PHASING
FUNDING STRATEGIES

UTILITY IMPACTS

Once TLCI Connectivity
Plan is complete and

funding acquired then
these phases occur




TLCI Plan

h d | Downtown Connectivity Planning Process
S C e u e PHASE | PHASE I PHASE Il PHASE IV
ih. Iy X
Existing
Conditions Alternative Recommendations &

i 9-m0nth p|anning process Analysis Analysis Implementation

* Plan complete — February
2024

* 6 steering committee
meetings

Public Engagement Process
* 3 public meetings Public Steering

Meeting Committee Meeting
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Community
Survey

Bedford Historic District
Downtown Connectivity Plan ﬁ' ]

The Clty of Bedford, in partnership with the Northeast Ohio Areawide Coordinating Agency
(NOACA), is embarking on a public engagement process to gather community input for the City of
Bedford's Historic Downtown Connectivity Plan. The City is looking to improve all modes of travel
specifically bicycle, pedestrian, and transit connectivity to and from Downtown Bedford to
surrounding neighborhoods and assets. Please help shape future improvements within
Downtown Bedford by participating in the following....

Survey is live

* Link on City website and

_ ) 1) Take the Community Survey
social media accounts

- Scan the QR Code with your smart phone camera ?‘

 Promoted at State of City -Orgoto Www:bedfordoh.qov/fa\nd click the “Community Survey”link G 7 _ '
. _ - Or go to the City of Bedford Twitter and/or Facebook pages
* |n print at City Hall - Or go to the City Hall (165 Center Street, Bedford, OH 44146)
) and pick up a paper copy
* Will be open through end of o , ) )
September 2) Participate in Public Meeting #1
P The meeting will review the planning process, discuss plan goals/objectives, and identify
e Print copies in back locations to improve safety and/or connectivity when traveling Downtown.
When - Wednesday, September 13th, 2023 at 6 PM
* Asks questions regarding travel Where - Ellenwood Recreation Center
modes and challenges traveling (124 Ellenwood Ave, Bedford, OH 44146)

to/from downtown



Existing
Conditions
Analysis

ANIMALS
PERMITTED
ON
BEDFORD CONNONS




METHOD OF COMMUTE, CUYAHOGA COMMUNITIES
U.S. Census Bureau, 2016-2020 ACS 5-Year Estimates, BO8006 %
% Drove % % Public |% Walked| Worked | % Other

Alone | Carpool | Transit | or Biked | at Home | Method

Moreland Hills n 89.0% 3.2% 0.1% 1.9% 5.9% 0.0%
Seven Hills H | 88.8% 3.9% 0.5% 0.9% 5.5% 0.4%
Olmsted Township i 87.7% 5.8% 0.7% 03% | 42% 1.3%
Brooklyn Heights H | 87.5% 3.9% 0.6% 1.2% 6.2% 0.5%
Bedford Heights : . . 86.8% 8.0% 2.4% 1.4% 1.2% 0.2%
North Royalton : || 86.7% 6.2% 0.6% 0.6% 5.3% 0.6%

Hi 5 . . : e
Bedford | 86.6% 6.0% 2.4% 1.5% 33% 03%
Cuyahoga Heights [ T 85.8% 4.5% 0.3% 2.9% 6.5% 0.0%
Orange : : m 85.7% 4.8% 0.0% 0.7% 3.9% 0.0%
Newburgh Heights : : : | | B 85.0% 4.9% 3.3% 1.8% 4.0% 1.1%
Garfield Heights [ § 84.9% 8.3% 2.3% 1.1% 2.2% 0.8%
Bentleyville ' . : | 84.5% 1.2% 0.6% 0.0% | 13.0% 0.6%
Valley View . 84.5% 5.6% 0.7% 0.3% 8.7% 0.2%
Mayfield Heights [ 84.4% 5.6% 1.0% 1.4% 7.1% 0.5%
parma ! 84.3% 7.2% 1.1% 1.3% 43% 1.7%
Solon m 84.2% 6.0% 05% 0.5% 8.2% 0.6%
Independence N | 83.8% 8.0% 0.0% 0.6% 6.9% 0.7%
Fairview Park : ‘ ‘H 83.8% | 44% | 16% | 18% | 75% | 1.0%
Linndale "l = 83.7% 6.5% 33% 2.2% 0.0% | 43%
Broadview Heights N B i 83.5% 3.0% 0.2% 21% | 10.7% 0.6%
Olmsted Falls N | 83.5% 1.9% 0.1% 18% | 12.4% 0.3%
Parma Heights : N 83.5% 7.5% 1.6% 0.9% 5.2% 1.2%
Lyndhurst [ ] ] 83.4% 4.4% 1.3% 03% | 10.5% 0.0%
North Olmsted ' : ‘ ‘' 827% | 55% | 1% | 20% | 7.0% | 1.1%
e O O Maple Heights N | 82.6% 8.5% 44% 1.8% 1.9% 0.8%
Middleburg Heights B 81.4% 8.2% 33% 1.0% 5.7% 0.4%
Brooklyn ' | 81.4% | 10.6% 25% 2.2% 27% 0.6%
Brecksville : ; ‘ m ] 81.2% 5.7% 1.4% 1.3% | 10.4% 0.1%
Strongsville . : ‘ | 81.1% 6.7% 1.6% 0.6% 9.5% 0.5%
O m m u e Richmond Heights . : ‘ | 80.5% 6.1% 3.2% 1.7% 7.7% 0.8%
Bratenahl m : 80.2% 3.3% 2.5% 1.0% | 13.0% 0.0%
Westlake : ' ‘ B | 800% | 44% 0.5% 19% | 125% | 03%
Gates Mills [l 1 79.8% 6.4% 1.0% 11% | 11.1% 0.6%
Glenwillow 1] ] 79.8% 7.7% 1.7% 07% | 10.1% 0.0%
Berea W | 78.9% 4.9% 0.6% 8.1% 7.0% 0.5%
South Euclid . : ‘ } 77.2% 7.0% 3.5% 1.9% 9.4% 1.0%
Bay Village . : ‘ E ! 77.2% 41% 0.5% 0.8% | 152% 1.7%
Lakewood 77.0% 6.6% 3.4% 3.2% 8.4% 1.3%
Mayfield Village = ] 76.5% | 10.2% 03% 0.0% | 127% 0.0%
Racky River ‘ ‘ : 1 { 76.7% 6.9% 3.0% 0.8% | 12.0% 0.5%
Pepper Pike m i 76.2% 6.4% 0.7% 13% | 13.9% 1.5%
Chagrin Falls | 1 B 75.7% 2.9% 03% | 48% | 13.9% 1.8%
Shaker Heights . : ‘ 75.6% 4.4% 6.7% 14% | 11.0% 0.8%
Warrensville Heights i ) ‘ E 7 75.2% 7.8% 11.5% 1.8% 3.2% 0.4%
Beachwood 74.4% 8.4% 3.1% 3.1% | 10.3% 0.8%
Euclid I ] 74.0% 8.9% 7.0% 3.0% 57% 13%
North Randall R 727% 3.2% | 15.0% 2.1% 6.9% 0.0%
Walton Hills | ] ] 72.3% 6.7% 14% 0.0% | 19.7% 0.0%
Hunting Valley T | 72.2% 2.0% 0.0% 1.0% | 23.7% 1.0%
Cleveland Heights . : : i 72.0% 7.5% 4.1% 7.2% 7.9% 1.3%
Oakwood 707% | 153% 2.1% 0.0% | 11.7% 0.2%
University Heights ; ; ‘ E J 691% | 90% | 25% | 77% | 100% | 17%
Cleveland [ ] 688% | 10.1% 8.8% 5.4% 5.6% 13%
Woodmere | | 64.5% 7.8% 1.0% | 16.4% 9.3% 1.0%
Highland Hills [T = 626% | 25.2% 8.9% 0.0% 0.0% 33%
East Cleveland I | 606% | 123% | 19.1% 2.8% 37% 1.5%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

@ Drove Alone @ Carpooled @ Public Transit @ Walked or Biked
@ worked at Home @ Other (Taxi, Motorcycle, or Other)




Pedestrian
Network

* Most corridors within study area
have sidewalks and ADA accessible
curb ramps

e Active railroad limits access of
residents east and south of
Downtown Bedford

* Neighborhoods east and south of
Downtown have limited sidewalks

e Willis and Monroe — one side
* Taylor — no sidewalks




Bike & Pedestrian
Facilities Map
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Bicycle

Access

ACCESS TO BIKEWAYS, CUYAHOGA COMMUNITIES 9% of
County Planning Information and Research Division, 2020 population
within 1/4 Mile Miles of
) of Bikeway Bikeways
Newburgh Heights 86.5% 1.6
Cuyahoga Heights i 73.3% 8.6
Glenwillow } 62.0% 215
Oakwood i 60.2% 6.4
Cleveland ! i 3 49.0% 86.6
Lakewood ‘ : ‘ ‘ E 3 3 44.7% 8.5
Mayfield Village : : ‘ : i i i 43.2% 71
Berea : ; ; 3.1% 6.2
Solon : 3 3 40.8% 21.1
Orange : 3 3 40.4% 6.3
Bay Village : } ‘ g 3 : 36.7% 38
Cleveland Heights . " ‘ : : 3 ; 36.2% 10.2
Woodmere + + r | 31.5% 0.0
Brooklyn : : i i 31.3% 1.0
Brooklyn Heights ; : i ; 30.1% -
Valley View ] : : 3 3 30.0% 73
Fairview Park ; : i ; | 27.8% 5.0
Pepper Pike | i i | | 27.6% 33
Middleburg Heights : : ; : : ; ; 27.5% 6.6
Westlake . ! ! ! ! ! 25.9% 79
Broadview Heights ‘ 3 § E 3 3 25.5% 6.0
Beachwood 3 : : 1 1 24.2% 7
East Cleveland 3 : : ; ; 23.8% 47
Bentleyville ; : : ; 3 22.7% 4.6
Parma Heights : ) ; : : ; ; 21.9% 232
Garfield Heights ' H ' | ; 20.5% 4.9
North Olmsted : 18.8% 53
Strongsville ' ] ! ! : ! 17.9% 10.9
Shaker Heights i i i ; i i 17.7% 4.8
Rocky River i ' : i ' | 16.1% 1.0
Moreland Hills : ' ; i ! | 16.1% 1.9
Euclid E 3 '\ E 3 3 16.0% 3.2
Walton Hills ' : | ' ] i 16.0% 5.1
Seven Hills ' : i 3 : : : 14.6% 19
Highland Heights : ; : : ; ; 14.2% 13
Brecksville : 3 : : 3 3 11.9% 6.7
Mayfield Heights : } : : ; ; 10.3% 0.5
South Euclid : : i : : i i 9.6% 2.0
Lyndhurst : : ; : : ; ; 9.5% 4.5
Bedford Heights i E 3 3 E 3 i 7.9% 1
Nort ’ . " . S ;
Bedford ; : i ; : i ; 6.5% 1.9
Bratena ' . i . : : : " c
Richmond Heights : : 3 : : 3 ; 5.6% 05
Parma H ' ] 1 H ' i 5.3% 3.0
Warrensville Heights ! E i 1 E 3 1 3.4% 0.0
Maple Heights ' ' i ' : i 1 1.5% -
Brook Park [ ' ] ] , : ! 1.4% 1.4
University Heights i E 3 i E i i 1.0% -
Gates Mills : : 3 : : ; ; 0.9% 03
Olmsted Township : : 3 : : 3 ; 0.9% 0.7
Chagrin Falls ; : i : : ; ; 0.0% 2
Highland Hills | ) | | | | | 0.0% -
Hunting Valley E ' i i : i : 0.0% -
Independence E f 3 E E 3 3 ] 0.0% -
Linndale ; ; i | i 3 | : 0.0% .
North Randall : : 3 : : } 3 : 0.0% =
Olmsted Falls : : i : : i | : 0.0% -

0% 10%  20% 30% 40% S0% 60%  70%  80%

90%



Level of Stress

INCREASING LEVEL OF COMFORT, SAFETY, AND INTEREST IN BICYCLING FOR TRANSPORTATION

LTS 4 LTS 3 LTS 2 LTS 1

No bike lane on a busy street Narrow bike lane or shoulder Buffered bike lane on a calm street Separated bike lane
ona busy street
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* Tool to evaluate comfort level of
cyclists along roadways

e Level of Stress evaluates:

Vehicle traffic volumes
Vehicle speeds

Truck volumes

Existing bicycle infrastructure
Intersection control devices

* Level of Stress Ranked by

LTS 1 — Comfortable for All Ages
LTS 2 — Comfortable for Most Ages

LTS 3 — Comfortable for Confident
Cyclists

LTS 4 — Comfortable for Experts Only
LTS 5 — Uncomfortable/Road to Avoid



Level of Stress
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was built.
help your

Mobile  Features  Subscription  Blog m Log In
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Strava Heat Map —
Bike Riders

Fitness App that tracks user
data

Brighter whites indicate high
usage

Most users bypassing
Downtown Bedford




The Buckeye Trail

DELPHOS

* 1,400-mile hiking trail that spans the State

ST. MARYS

e Runs south of Downtown Bedford

* Buckeye Trail Towns

* Designation to promote trail and
town

* 19 Buckeye Trail Towns in Ohio
* Chardon, Wakeman, Mentor
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RTA Routes

 Route 19A runs within
study area

e Route 90 runs east of
study area

* Transit waiting
environments have
limited amenities

e Signage only



RTA Routes

Route 19A runs within
study area

Route 90 runs east of
study area

Transit waiting
environments have
limited amenities

e Signage only




Next Steps

e Gather public input from
community survey and public
meeting

* Develop Alternatives to enhance
connectivity for each mode of
travel to downtown

* Public Meeting 2 — Review
Alternatives

e November 2023




Questions??




Connectivity Improvements

- N

oS DT ST " )y P ; § Study Area.
] - - & Bedford Historic Down.
Q o o & | Connectivity Plan

Bedford

2 3
oy
OFf'y

Recreation mmm Study Are
2 [ Bedford Hi
Center for
== Municipal B
— Existing Rail

Bedfond e | R Roadway

1 UniversitySs
| J\Hospitals *
S g .
“". . Public* ¥
\ LiBrary~
N Y

7%

Place a colored pin at
the location :
corresponding to Historic
where you experience - \ Downtowin
challenges walking or pediors,
biking?

@ Pedestrian
crossing is unsafe

Lack of adequate
bicycle or pedestrian
facilities

@ Lack of signage

and wayfinding

@ Limited

pedestrian-scaled Viaduct
lighting | Park

@ Lack of support
amenities (i.e. bike
racks, benches, bike
repair stations)

@ Feel unsafe

Activity Boards

* Each board asks a question about traveling into and
through Downtown Bedford

e Use pins and Post-It notes provided to answer
guestions on boards

* Feedback will help shape future improvements

Activity Boards
* Asset Connectivity Board
* Connectivity Improvements Board
* Traffic Handout
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