Appendix J.
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Trail Network
Prioritization

The following pages include maps detailing
how trail segments scored against the
different criteria used in the trail network
prioritization process.

FIGURE 5-47 : CALENVIROSCREEN SCORE
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Riverside PACT

FIGURE 5-48 : SAFETY - ADJACENT COLLISIONS

Low Priority ===~ Proposed Class | Bikeways
Medium Priority
—— High Priority === City Limits
Existing Trails [ Parks

Existing Class | Bikeways

 FoBERTA St SEUC ST
J']'J-,.
3R0ST
. STHst
2 AR
2" e o
gllxmcswo,

0 2 4
Miles

5-146




FIGURE 5-49:

Appendix J: Network Prioritization

DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES - FREE AND REDUCED MEALS PROGRAM SCORE
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Riverside PACT

FIGURE 5-50 : GAP CLOSURE SCORE
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FIGURE 5-51: DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES - INCOME SCORE
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Riverside PACT

FIGURE 5-52: CONNECTIVITY: LIVE, LEARN, WORK, PLAY SCORE
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FIGURE 5-53 : LOCAL TRAIL SCORE
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Riverside PACT

FIGURE 5-54 : REGIONAL TRAIL SCORE
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FIGURE 5-55: PUBLIC SUPPORT SCORE
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