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CONNECTLYNNWOOD: ACTIVE AND ACCESSIBLE
TRANSPORTATION NETWORK IDENTIFICATION
METHODOLOGY

INTRODUCTION

This memo describesthe process the Nelson\Nygaard project team proposes foridentifying the
priority bicyclingand walking networks for Connect Lynnwood : Active & Accessible
Transportation Plan. The memo presents the following components for discussion with the
Project Technical Advisory Team (PTAT)on Thursday, August 27t:

* Qutlineofplan goalsand priorities thatinform network identification
= Description of the process foridentifying the Family Friendly Bicycle Network

» Recommended method foridentifyingbike facility types within existing right-of-way and
curb-to-curb space

= Description of a processfor prioritizing street segments aswalking streetsalong witha
process foridentifying walking improvement projects

AATP GOALS & PRIORITIES

AATP Goals and Priorities Guide Network Identification

The project team reviewed the goalsand priorities for the Active & Accessible Transportation Plan
drafted as part of the Transportation Baseline Memo (Winter 2020) and discussed how plangoals
should inform bicycling and walking network identification with the Project Advisory Committee
(PAC) and PTAT in Spring 2020. Next, the project team developed the methodology describedin
this memotoidentifyandrefine the bicycling and walking networksin line with plan goalsand
City of Lynnwood feedback. The network identification methodology establishesthe types of
destinations that mustbe connected with family friendly bike facilities and walkways. The
relevant Connect Lynnwood goals and priorities that guided networkidentification are described
below.

* Goal #1: Safety—Create safer conditions for people walking and bicycling
Priorities that inform AATPnetworkidentification:

— Focus improvements alongcorridors and atintersections with a history of
pedestrian-orbicycle-involved collisions and proactivelyimprove streets with
characteristics common to multiple crashes.

— Introduce facilities thathelp people feel more safe and comfortable walkingand
riding bicycles.

* Goal #2: Balance—Balance Lynnwood’s mobility needs by providing mobility
options with an integrated multimodal system

Priorities that inform AATPnetworkidentification:

— Create conditionsthat make walking or bicycling a viable and attractive option for
peoplewho live closeto schools, parks,and commercial areas.

— Provide high-quality walkingand bicycding facilities near frequent service transit.
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— Provide high-quality walkingand bicycdingfacilities near major parkingareasto
supporta “park-once” experience.

— Focus active transportationimprovementsin areaswhere growth and density are
planned.

* Goal #3: Connectivity—Create comfortable, complete walking and bicycding
networks

Priorities that inform AATPnetworkidentification:

— Completenetworkgaps.

— Increasethe density of enhanced crossingsalong arterials.

— Provide high-quality connections across Interstate 5 and state routes where
redundant connections donot exist.

— Prioritize connectionsto the Interurban Trail.

* Goal #4: Equity—Address inequities and lack of access experienced by
underserved and underrepresented communities

Priorities that inform AATPnetworkidentification:

— Make investments thatreduce the travel time and safety costs of transportation for
peoplewhorely on walkingand bicydingthe most.

— Target improvementsin areas of Lynnwood where people are most likelynot to have
access toanautomobile.

* Goal #5: Health—Increase physical activityby making it easy and safe tobe
activein the public right-of-way

Priorities that inform AATPnetworkidentification:

— Establishandimprove 10-minute walk access to parks.

— Normalize walking and bicycling to school.

CITYWIDE WALKING & BIKE NETWORKS

The AATP Builds Upon Planned Citywide Walking and Bicycling Networks

The intention of Connect Lynnwoodis not to re-create the active transportation network
identified in the Multi-Choice Plan (2008). Rather Connect Lynnmuvoodwillbuild on the City of
Lynnwood’s previously planned bicycle network and pedestrian skeleton network. The Active and
Accessible Transportation Plan willidentify a subset of the previously planned citywide bicycle
network for implementation of family friendly bicycle facilities,and new connections to complete
network gaps. A subset of the pedestrian skeleton network will be elevated as priority walking
streets using the methodology described laterin this memo. In the network identification process,
the projectteamidentified newpotential connections to complete the bicycle networkby using
visualinspection and analysis of land development patterns thathave changed since 2008 when
the Multi-Choice Plan was established.

Through the development and implementation of Connect Lynnwood and a citywide street
typologywith updated bicycle and pedestrian design standards, the City of Lynnwood aspiresto
establishwalkingand biking networks in which:
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= Allstreets arewalkable. A special emphasisis placed on separated walkways along
highervolume streetsand those that meet criteriadescribed above in the key AATP goals
and priorities, including safety, connectivity,and equity priorities.

» Shared streets—low-volume streets without physically separated space for walkingand
biking—are appropriate for accessingthe Family Friendly Bicycle Network, and
providingwalking connections to priority walking streets. The Family Friendly
Bicycle Network will focus on streets thatare not a high priority for driving.

Lynnwood’s Street Typology will Implement the Active and Accessible
Transportation Network

Lynnwood includesa variety of street types, from cul-de-sacs to majorregional arterials. The
streettypology, and bicycle and pedestrian design standards currentlyunder developmentas a
part of Connect Lynnwoodwill directly inform the implementation of and facilities types that
comprisetheactive and accessible transportation network thatincludesthe Family Friendly
Bicycle Network and priority walking streets.

» The updatedstreet typology and street standards will recommend street crosssections
based on typical Lynnwood street conditions and available right-of-way for
implementation walking and biking facilities

» The citywide and Family Friendly Bicycle Networks, along with walking priority streets,
will implement the design guidance recommended by the updated street design
standards, includingall ages and abilitiesbikingand walking facilities

Figure1 Example: Citywide Street Typology with Modal Emphasis by Street that Supports Bike Network
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AATP NETWORK IDENTIFICATION METHODOLOGY

Bicycle Network: Citywide and Family Friendly Networks

Step 1: Complete Network Gaps

The first taskof network identification is to complete the gapsin the existing bike network.
Network gapsare defined as street segmentsin the planned citywide bike network that have yetto
be implemented connectingto existingbike facilities. The project team used feedback gathered
through Community Outreach #1 (Fall2019) as well as visualinspection to identify network gaps
and assess where implementation of facilitieswas most feasible. The Multi-Choice Plan (2008)
identified a citywide bike network primarily along collector and arterial streets, with some
potentiallinksidentified along short stretches of residential streets (Figure 2).

Figure 2 Existing and Planned Bike Network
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Step 2: Identify a Subset of the Citywide Bike Network as the Family Friendly
Bicycle Network

The Family Friendly Bicycle Network will be built on the foundationsetbythe existingand
planned citywide bike network established by the Multi-Choice Plan (2008). The Family Friendly
Bicycle Network will be a subset of the citywide bike network thatis comfortable for familiesand
less confidentriderstoride bicycles for recreation and transportation. The Family Friendly
Bicycle Network will only incdude facilities that provide thelowestlevels of traffic stress. The
Family Friendly Bicycle Network refines and expands the citywide bike networkwith the
following principles:

*» The “design vehicle/design user”is a familyriding together, orariderwho falls
into the category of “interested but concerned” (Figure 3)

* Onlyincludes bike facilities that offer the highest degree of separation,
including multi-use trails. Paved multi-use trails are incorporated into the family friendly
network, includingthe Interurban Trail and the future Scriber Creek Trail.

Figure 3 Types of Bicyclists
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hikeways dedicated bikeways routes with very low traffic

volumes and speeds

= Desiredspacing forthe family friendly network will be bikeways spaced at 2- mile
increments—meaningthat all Lynnwood households would be within a ¥4-mile, or 2-
minutebikeride, from a family friendly bikeway. See example of spacing of a grid
networkin Figure 4.
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Source: Santa Monica Bicycle Action Plan (2011), Santa Monica, CA. https://www.smgov.net/Departments/P CD/Plans/Bike-Action-Plan/

Prioritize streetsthat connect to family friendly destinations, including:

— Schools

— Parks

— Interurban Trail

— FutureScriber Creek Trail

Streetsin the Family Friendly Bicycle Network mustbe low volume,low speed,
and/or haveright-of~-way available for separated bike facilities. See below for
key discussion questionsrelatedto considerations of traffic volumes and available
right-of-way.

Bikefacilities will continue to and throughintersections on collectorand
arterial streetsfollowingbest practice established by WSDOT and AASHTO guidance,
and regional peer examples.

A bikeway is only as comfortable as the moststressful segment. Most of
Lynnwood’s residential streets will require minimal modification to achieve comfortable
family friendly bicycling conditions. Where the Family Friendly Bicycle Network uses
busy streets with high volumes of traffic, buffered or fully separated/protected bike
facilitieswillbe necessarytobea partofthe Family Friendly Network.

Additional Family Friendly Network connections maybe considered via
private property and park easements asidentified in the Multi-Choice Plan
pedestrian skeleton network (Figure 5). These connections could be low-stress,
convenient family friendly bike connections that are not possible on the existing street
network.
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Figure 5 Multi-Choice Plan Private Property Connections
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DRAFT Family Friendly Bicycle Network Connects Schools, Parks, and Trails
Along Streets Where Family Friendly Bicycle Facilities are Feasible

The project teamidentified a DRAFT Family Friendly Bicycle Network bylinking street segments
that connect the family friendly destinations—schools, parks, Interurban Trail access points,and
the future Scriber Creek Trail. We assessed the feasibility of family friendly bike facilitiesalong
these streets by considering traffic volumes, available right-of-way, and curb-to-curb roadway
space. Family friendly facilities may include buffered bike lanes, bike lanes with physical
separation, sidepaths, or striped bike lanes orbicycle boulevard treatments on low-volume
streets. Further analysis (described below) willbe needed to determine the recommended facility
for each street segmentin the family friendly network. The DRAFT Family Friendly Bicycle
Network shown in Figure 6 is feasible within available right-of-way, providing bicycle facilities for
peopleofall agesand abilities.

Figure 6 DRAFT Family Friendly Bicycle Network
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Step 3: Conduct Technical Analysis to Determine Facility Types for Each
Segment of the Family Friendly Bicycle Network

Achieve Level of Traffic Stress 1 or 2 on the FamilyFriendly Bicycle Network

The project team will propose bicycle facility types along the Family Friendly Bicycle Network that
offera high level of comfort to appealto people of all ages and abilitiesand “Interested, but
Concerned” bicycle riders. The Family Friendly Bicycle Network willimplement bicycle facilities
with Level of Traffic Stress (LTS) 1 or 2. Bicyclelevel oftraffic stressis a scoring methodology
used torepresent thelevel of stress, or discomfort, experienced by a person ridinga bicycleon a
streetsegmentbased on street design and environmental factors such as type of bike facility,
speedlimit, and traffic volume, among others.

The project team will evaluate Lynnwood’s existingand planned bicycle facilitiesidentified asa
part of the family friendly network to determine bike facilities that achieve LTS 1 or 2. See Figure
7 for LTS along Lynnwood’s existing and planned citywide bike network. To supportthe
implementation of the family friendly network, it maybe possible to reduce traffic stress using
relatively simple upgrades such as removing parking or reducing travellane widths to add
bikewaybuffers. However, higher-cost treatmentssuch as physical separation ofthe bikelane or
construction of a sidepath may be required to achieve LTS 1 or 2 for some segmentsofthe family
friendly network.

Figure7 Bicycle Level of Traffic Stress on Existingand Proposed Bike Network
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Identify Opportunities to Implement Family Friend Bicycle Facilities within
Existing Right-of-Way and Curb-to-Curb Space

The Connect Lynnwood: Active and Accessible Transportation Plan willinclude a Family Friendly
Bicycle Network with feasible bike facilities recommended for each segment of the family friendly
network. Facility types will likely consistof a combination of off-street sidepaths, multi-use trails,
protected or buffered bike lanes, and bicycle boulevards or neighborhood greenways asshownin
Figure 8.

Figure8 Range of Bicycle Facility Types Appropriate for the Family Friendly Bicycle Network
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The DRAFT Family Friendly Bicycle Networkshownin Figure 6 reflects the projectteam’s
progressthrough Step 2 of the family friendly network identification methodology. Following
collaboration with the PTAT on August 27t to discuss the key questions outlined below, we will
begin Step 3—conductingthe technical analysisto identify and recommend facility typesalong
each segment ofthe Family Friendly Network.

Many of Lynnwood’s higher-order streets, incuding some with existing bike facilitiesmay require
physicalseparation orbuffer space to achieve lowerlevels of traffic stress. With the Family
Friendly Bicycle Network target of implementing facilities that provide at least LTS 2, we propose
the following method foridentifying geometricstreet design opportunities to implement family
friendlybike facilities within existing curb-to-curb dimensions and available right-of-way.

1. Begin withstreets thatarekeyfamily friendly connections based on the network
principles identified in Step 2

a. Streetswith volumesoflessthan1,000vehiclesperdayand speed 25MPH orless
are appropriate asa neighborhood greenway

b. Determineifthestreet canaccommodate physically separated or buffered
bike lanes with the following street reconfiguration approaches:
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i. Narrow travel and turn lanes, or
ii. Rechannelizationofstreets with fourlanes andlessthan 20,000 AADT,
or potentiallynarrowtravel lanesor eliminate center turn lanes to
implementbikeway buffer
iii. Removeon-street parking where feasible, consideringthe following:
» Isparking utilizationbelowan acceptable threshold?
» Isoff-streetparking available nearby?
* Domostorall residences have private driveways for parking?
» Isitpossibletoremove parkingon one side ofthe street and
rechannelize the remaining street width?
c. Identify possible multi-use path/sidepath locations for streets with the
following geometriccharacteristics:

i. Edge ofpavementto right-of-waylineis minimum 10’ (based on
precedent from 168t St SW Corridor Study). 12’-16’ wideis the ideal
multi-use/sidepath minimum to allow for two-way walkingand bicycling
space with a buffer from the adjacentroadway ratherthan having
pathwayimmediately adjacent to curb.

ii. Travel orturnlane narrowing orrechannelization could provide
additional spaceto increase buffer and/or multi-use/sidepath width.

2. Ifstreetsegment cannot bereconfigured forimplementation of a family friendly bike
facilities, analyze a parallel street for the family friendly networkconnectionin the
vicinity.

3. Ifnoparallel connection is available or feasible, remove the street segment from the
Family Friendly Bicycle Network.

Figure9 Example: LTS Reduction Analysis
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WALKING PRIORITY STREETS

Similartothe process of buildinguponthe existing citywide bike network to inform family
friendlynetwork identification, the project team will build on the Pedestrian Skeleton Network
(Figure 10)established by the Multi-Choice Plan to identify a subset of priority walking streets.

In contrast to Lynnwood’sbike network where only some streets will emphasize and prioritize
space for people riding bicycles, most community members expect all Lynnwood streetsto be safe
and comfortable for people walking, over time. The aim of the Activeand Accessible
Transportation Plan is to elevate a priority walking network to focuson first. These priority
walkingstreets will include pedestrian facilities that support people of all agesand abilities
walking throughout Lynnwood.

Figure 10 Multi-Choice Plan Pedestrian Skeleton Network (2008)
MULTI-CHOICE PLAN
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Step 1: Identify a Subset of the Pedestrian Skeleton Network as Priority Walking
Streets

Priority walking streets will connect important walking destinations in Lynnwood, including
schools, parks, trails,and transit stops. Theywill also connect areas of Lynnwood with the highest
concentration of older adults, young people, people with low-incomes, and households withno
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access toavehicleto areas in the city with the highest walking demand, including City Centerand
Alderwood Mall. Priority walking streets will be identified with the following principles:

* Lynnwood’s priority walking network will ensure safe and comfortable walkingaccess to
the following destinations:
— Schools
— Parks
—  Access pointsto the Interurban Trail
— High capacitytransit stations and highridership transit stops: Swift Blue Line,
Lynnwood Transit Center, future Swift Orange line,and highest ridership bus stops,
such as in the College Districtand near Alderwood Mall
» The project teamwillidentify the mostlikely origins of walking trips to schools, parks,
and busy transit stopsbyidentifying areas where I/2-mile school, park, and transit
walkshedsoverlap. See dark purple areasin Figure 11, which are within a ¥2-mile walk of
three destinations: a school, park,and busytransit stop. A shortest path network analysis
will identify the priority walking streetsthat serve the most destinations. See Figure 12 for
a DRAFT shortest path analysis of streetsthat connect areas where school/park/transit
walksheds overlap with other important destinations.

Figure 11 School, Park, and Transit Walksheds
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Figure 12 DRAFT Shortest Path Network Analysis Identifying Streets that Connectthe Most Priority
Walking Destinations

The image at right shows a DRAFT
network analysis connecting areas
where Y2-mile schools /park/transit
walksheds overlapto schools, parks
entrances, Interurban Trailaccess
points,and high-ridership transit
stops.

Street segments that connectthese

walkshedstothe mostdestinations
are shown in dark blue.

With a focus on family friendly walking destinations, the priority walking network could be

refined to elevate streets that directly connect park and school entrances. Streetsthat provide a

direct Y2-mile or 1-mile connection between park and school entrances are depictedin Figure 13.

Segments highlighted in light blue showpark and school connections within Y2-mile and 1-mile.

Figure 13 DRAFT Shortest Path Analysis that Elevates Priority Walking Streets that Directly Connect
School and Park Entrances
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Step 2: Identify Walking Routes that Connect Areas of Elevated Equity Concern
with Areas with the Highest Walking Demand as Priority Walking Streets

Identification of priority walking streets forinvestment and upgradeis an opportunity to
implement Connect Lynnwood’s Equity goalto address inequitiesandlackof access experienced
by underserved and underrepresented communities. The project team will identify walking routes
that connectareas of Lynnwood with the highest concentration of older adults, young people,
peoplewithlow incomes, and households with no access to a vehicle to areas of Lynnwood with
the highest walkingdemand. Figure 14 depictsthe areas of Lynnwood with elevated equity
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concern,defined with the demographic characteristics listed above. Figure 15 depicts the walking
and bicyclingdemand analysis that compiles destinations that people are most likely to access by
walkingorbicycling.

A DRAFT shortest pathanalysis (Figure 16) elevates streetsforinclusionin the priority walking
network that serve those who rely on walking the mostin connecting to high walking demand
destinations, including City Center, the Lynnwood Transit Center, Alderwood Mall, 168t St
SW/SR g9, areas withthehighestjob density,and busy transit stops.

Figure 14 Walking and Bicycling Equity Index
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Figure15 Walking andBicyclingDemand
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Figure 16 DRAFT Shortest Path Network Analysis Connecting Areas with Elevated Equity Concernto
Areas with High Walking Demand
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» Streetselevated through public feedback and community outreach as areaswith high
walkingdemand or particular concern

analysis

Segments in the Pedestrian Skeleton Network, but notidentified through any of the above

= Street segments on the high crash corridors and those with a history of collisions
involving people walking as identified in the Transportation Baseline Memo's bicycle and

pedestrian collisionanalysis (Figure 16)

Figure 17 High Collision Corridors
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Step 3: Assess Suitability of Current Conditions Along Priority Walking Streets

and Identify Opportunities for Improvement

Priortobeginning Step 3, the project team will confirm the priority walking networkwith the
PTAT based on the network identification principles outlined above. Next, the project team will
assessthe existing walkingfacilities along priority walking streets to determine whether they are
comfortable for a people of all agesand abilitiesto walkalong and acrossorifthey needtobe
improved. The following conditionsincluding walking facility quality, street classificationand
traffic volumes amongothers will determine whether walking facilities on a priority walking street

need tobeimproved.
=  Suitablefor Walking: Collector and Arterial streets with sidewalk on both sides
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»  Suitablefor Walking: Local streets with continuous sidewalk on one side
* Consideration for Improvement: Collector and Arterial streets with sidewalk gaps
* Considerationfor Improvement:
— Local streets without continuous sidewalk on either side and traffic volumeshigher
than 300 vehiclesperday; OR
— Local streets longer than 1,000’ without continuous sidewalk on either side
» Consideration for Improvement Project:
— High collision corridors asdefined in the Transportation Baseline Memo’s bicycle and
pedestrian collision analysis
— Streetsthatare themostdifficultto cross, as defined in the Ease of Crossing analysis
by over 300’ between controlled crossings (Figure 17) or where uncontrolled
crossingsof more than 2lanesare present
— Streetswithin schooland parkwalksheds, as identified the Connect Lynmuood: Safe
Safety and Access Plans and Parks Access Plan
Figure 18 Ease of Crossing Analysis
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Low-Cost Walking Improvements Can Serve as an Alternative to Traditional
Sidewalk on Low Speed, Low Volume Streets

During Step 3 the project team will likely identify opportunities to implementlow-cost walking
improvementsalongstreets with lowspeedsand trafficvolumes in additionto opportunitiesto
constructtraditional curb-and-gutter sidewalk alongbusier arterial and collector streets. The
project team will work with the PTAT to review opportunities forimprovement and identify
priority walking projects for near-term implementation. A range of low-cost walking
improvement options could support cost-effective, timely improvements or “quick wins” along
some of Lynnwood’s priority walking streets. Examples of low-cost walkingimprovements already
in place on Lynnwood’s streetsare shown in Figure 18. For precedent on low-cost walking
improvement implementation, Portland, OR and Seattle, WA have published formal guidelines
for designingand applyinglow-cost walking improvements, highlighted in Figure 19 and Figure
20. The project team will discussthe feasibility of the range of low-cost walking im provement
treatmentswith the PTAT.

Figure 19 Lynnwood’s Existing Low-Cost Walking Improvements

Local Low-CostWalking Improvement Examples
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Extruded curb defining shoulder walking space on 168th Asphalt sidewalk with ample buffer and no curb

Street SW, west of Olympic View Drive
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Figure 20 Example: Design Guidelines for Low-Cost Walking Improvements (Portland, OR)

Pedestrian Shared Street

Thi: tration depicts a 16-18 ft wide two-way
travel area on a pedestrian shared street. On
both sides of the street are shoulders, used for
stormwater facilities, landscaping, trees, and/or
on street parking.

DESCRIPTION KEY DESIGN ELEMENTS
A Pedestrian Shared Street is designed to serve o Total edge of pavement to edge of pavement
pedestrians, bicyclists, and motor vehicle traffic on a shared width may vary from 16 ft to 18 ft to require slow
low-speed travel area. On very low-volume and low-speed speed user interaction.
streets, pedesprlans and blc.ychsts are comfortable using These streets should meet or exceed lighting
the roadway with the occasional vehicle. .
requirements.
o Markings and signs should encourage appropriate
WORKS BEST WHERE slow-speed travel behavior
Roadway classification Local, Residential * The street should be designed for 15 MPH
travel, speed limit signs may be posted.
Max vehicle volume 500 vehicles per day * APBOT “Shared Street” signs should be used at
the beginning and end of the pedestrian shared
Speed limit 15mph street segment.
- * No centerline marking should be used on
Safe Routes applicability Yes pedestrian shared streets.

Traffic calming may be
required

Yes o Traffic calming tools such as speed humps or
horizontal shifts in the roadway may be necessary

Source: PedPDX: Portland's Citywide Pedestrian Plan, Portland, OR (2019) https:/www.portlandoregon.gov/transportation/72504

Figure 21 Example: Low-Cost Walking Improvement Facility Types (Seattle, WA)

At-grade concrete walkway
with wheel stop delineators

o

At-grade walkway with natural
At-grade asphalt walkway drainage features

Source: Cost Effective Walkways Fact Sheet, Seattle Department of Transportation (2019) Source Link
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Step 4: Prioritize Walking Improvements for Near-, Mid-, and Long-Term
Implementation

Fordiscussionwith the PTAT, the project team proposes prioritizing improvements along priority
walkingstreets based on those that mostimprove safety, pedestrian visibility,and access to areas
with highwalkingdemand. In Step 4, the projectteam will rank proposed walkingimprovements
with a multi-factor decision-making method that weightsthe following factors:

Equity: Walkingimprovement location proximate to areaswith the highest
concentration of older adults, young people, people with lowincomes, and households
with no accessto a vehicle (Areas of Elevated Equity Concern, Figure 14)

Safety: Walkingimprovementlocation is alongor acrossstreets with a history of
collisions involving people walking or bicycling as identified in the Transportation
Baseline Memo’sbicycle and pedestrian collision analysis (Figure 16)

Trail Connection: Walkingimprovements connecting to the Interurban Trail
Crossings: Improves crossings of multi-lane streets

Community Feedback: Responds to public feedback regarding areas of concern
Feasibility: Costeffectiveness

Connectivity: Closes a gapin the existing network

Complements Bike Network Implementation: Reducesbicycle traffic stress
Future Growth: Servesan areawhere growth and additional density are planned

An example project prioritization framework is shown in Figure 21.

Figure 22 Example: Prioritization Framework

Analysis Factor ‘ Description | Weighting

High Traffic Stress Location

Level of stress or collision frequency of
i ‘ location. More bike /pedestrian collisions per 3
(+ 3l *) intersection or block of segment increases

score.

Degree to which the project poses physical

challenges such as property impacts, ufility 2 (Bicycle)
——
————————

impacts, curb work, traffic signal changes, 1 (Pedestrian)
Project Cost efc.

Community Engagement

e o o Degree to which the project has
/NN BN implementation challenges, such as impacts

H H H to parking and access, many stakeholders, 1
state ownership of roadway, or legislative

Bicycle Network Connectivity* score.

changes.
Degree to which the concept removes
\ barrier, fills a gap, or improves the
» connections to existing bicycle facilities. 2

Segment length also affedts connectivity

High Bicycle and/or Pedestrian

@%) Degree to which the project overlays areas 2

of high bicycle and pedestrian demand.

Acivity

Leveraging Other Funding or grants funding.

Degree to which project may align with other
projects such as utility work; scheduled street 3
maintenance; or another project receiving

Projects

Street User Safety

@ Degree to which the concept improves safety 3

for all road users.

Source: City of Lomita Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan, Lomita, CA (2018)
http:/lomita.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view id=3&event id=490&meta id=26345
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NEXT STEPS

The Nelson\Nygaard project team will meet withthe PTAT on August 27, 2020 to discuss provide
an overviewoftheactive and accessible transportation network identificationand analysis
methodsdescribed in thismemo. The key questions outlined for Family Friendly Bicycle Network
and priority walking streetidentification and implementation will guide our discussion. In
September 2020, the PTAT will gather forinternal collaboration and discussion duringa series of
work sessionson active and accessible network identification principles, design parameters for
bicycle and walking facilities, street types, and identifying and prioritizing potential proposed
improvements.

The Nelson\Nygaard team will support PTAT work sessionsand continue technical analysis to
refine the active and accessible network, identify potential improvement projects, and develop the
project prioritization frameworkin response to PTATfeedback. The Nelson\Nygaard team will
continue to work with the PTAT through September to supportinternal work sessions outlining
key topics for feedback, providing presentation content, and key questions for PTAT discussion.
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