ROADWAY DESIGN OPTIONS — DESIGNING A GREAT STREET: SEGMENT A A Go ) T

LOCATION OF SEGMENT A: 57TH STREET — 52ND STREET/CLAREMONT AVENUE - STATION #4
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SEETEN TRA:EICU?RPEE;EA[-\]I-!%NAL SSUUAN BENEFITS & CONSIDERATIONS SSUUANU BENEFITS & CONSIDERATIONS
EXISTING CONDITION o Q e DESIGN OPTION | DESIGN OPTION 2
= Two travel lanes in each direction = Two through lanes in each direction REMOVE: PROS: REMOVE: PROS:
- CO”F‘”UOUS center.turn—lane = (Center turn-lane = Provides dedicated, continuous bike facility = (enter turn-lane = Provides continuous bike facility through segment,
= Parking on both sides = Parking under SR24 overpass through segment = Parking on one side of street protected from moving/parking vehicles
ADD: CONS: and under SR24 overpass = Buffers cyclists from “door zone”
= Striped hike lanes = Does not greatly reduce crossing distance for ADD: = Cannot be blOFkEd by double—parkmg{loadmg
. |
pedestrians = Protected cycle track Shortens crossing distance for pedestrians
= May increase delay for left turn movements CONS:
" DOUb|€—parking/|0ading could block bike lane = Reduces immediate on-street parkmg Supp|y
= May increase delay for left turn movements
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@ (I) 25H>0 mIoo—J - |_"J Existing Standard Crosswalk £ Existing Ladder Crosswalk (%) Pedestrian Crossing Not Allowed @ Stop Sign § Traffic Signal Pedestrian generating / attracting uses . Detailed Options Study Locations
el TRA;EICU?RPEESEA\I-\]I-!%NAL vty BENEFITS & CONSIDERATIONS vty BENEFITS & CONSIDERATIONS
EXISTING CONDITION Q Eon DESIGN OPTION | DESIGN OPTION 2
= Two travel lanes in each direction = Two through lanes in each direction REMOVE: PROS: REMOVE: PROS:
® (Continuous center turn-lane = Center turn lane = /A = Indicates the existing right of bicyclists to take = Parking on one side of the = Provides dedicated, continuous bike facility
= Parking on both sides ADD: the full lane through segment street through segment
: : : = (loses potential gap in otherwise continuous
= Shared lane markings for CON® ADD: 105€5 potential gap In Oth :
, : : . o bike facilities for entire project corridor
bicycles = Does not provide separation between bicycles = Striped bike lanes .
and vehicles CONS:
= Requires buses to share lane with cyclists = Reduces immediate on-street parking supply
= Does not greatly reduce crossing distance for = Double-parking/loading could block bike lane
pedestrians
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@ (I) stm mlﬁo;eet lm—| Corridor Segment |_"J Existing Standard Crosswalk £ Existing Ladder Crosswalk (%) Pedestrian Crossing Not Allowed @ Stop Sign § Traffic Signal Pedestrian generating / attracting uses . Detailed Options Study Locations
SECIEN & TRAl:EICU?RPEEriRlé\[-\]r!gNAL SECEN & BENEFITS & CONSIDERATIONS SECEN & BENEFITS & CONSIDERATIONS
EXISTING CONDITION Q o ey i DESIGN OPTION | DESIGN OPTION 2
= Two travel lanes in each direction = One through lane in each direction REMOVE: = Provides continuous bike facility through segment, REMOVE: PROS:
= Continuous center turn-lane = Center turn lane = One travel lane in each protected from moving/parking veicles = Qne travel lane in each = Provides dedicated, continuous bike facility
= Parking on both sides direction = (annot be blocked by double-parking/loading direction through segment
ADD: ) fgdoﬁrsls”r%eudlgzﬁgatnhggilsllPigkdlstanceand ADD: = Buffers cyclists from “door zone”
= Protected cycl tracks @ Calms traffic/educes speeding vehicles = Buffered bike lanes = Reduces “multiple-threat” risk for pedestrians
peeding = (alms traffic/reduces speeding vehicles
) Pﬁrkin%e;nd driveway maneuvers may block = Motorists may drive in buffered bike lane
through lane . . .
. ) ravel time bet 20th Street and = Double-parking/loading could block bike lane
O TGVE TS JCUEE " = |ncreases travel time between 20th Street and
481h Sueel by approsimately 1o - § seconds 48th Street by approximately 15 - 85 seconds
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ROADWAY URBAN DESIGN OPTIONS — DESIGNING GREAT DETAILS

PUBLIC OPEN HOUSES — SPRING 2014
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CYCLE TRACKS BUFFERED BICYCLE LANES BICYCLE LANES SHARED LANE MARKINGS —"SHARROWS”
i s e LG STATION #4

u
|

lanes Chicago, IL Bike Janes: San Francisco, CA Shared lane markings (“sharrows"): Brookline, MA Shared lane markings ("sharrows"): Portland, OR

Buffered bike lanes: Portiand, OR cpor www.pedbikeimages.org - Dan Burden

Raised cycle track: Vancouver, BC Raised cycle track: Cambridge, MA
Flickr user: Bejan wwwawestsideaction wordpress.com

Buffered bike lanes: New York, NY

Source for images: NACTO Urban Bikeway Design Guide - Inacto.orglcities-for-cycl s ycle-1 ised-cycle-tracks/ Source for images: NACTO Urban Bikeway Design Guide - cities-for-cycling/design-guide/bik I Source for images: NACTO Urban Bikeway Design Guide - http:/inacto.orglcities-for-cycl bik Source for images: NACTO Urban Bikeway Design Guide - http:/in ities-for-cycl I
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,‘ NOTE: THIS IS NOT A RECOMMENDED OR PREFERRED PLAN
This is an example to illustrate how roadway design options and design

i details favored by survey respondents and stakeholders can be integrated

; to better balance travel modes along Telegraph Avenue.
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CYCLETRACKWITH PARKLET INTEGRATION

Interim format designs allow concepts to be implemented quickly with

“KASPERS KORNER" DESIGN CONCEPT

PEDESTRIAN CROSSING @ T-INTERSECTION — INTERIM FORMAT PEDESTRIAN CROSSING @T-INTERSECTION — PERMANENT FORMAT

Mixedflow | Parking | A% T Cycletrack Irmshoo  Sidewalk

Sidewalk |

46th Street

Kasper’s Alley:
Food truck parking
Temporary event space
Emergency vehicle access

Cycle track

Boardwalks over planters

45th Street

Rain garden flow-through planters
Trench drain to planters

C lled vehicle access to/from Kasper’s Alley

Updated concept to close Shattuck Avenue from 45th to 46th Streets (from the 2005 Telegraph Avenue Pedestrian Streetscape Improve- T E I. EG R A P H AV E N U E
ment Project) showing expanded pedestrian space with stormwater planters, cafe seating, and food trucks.
COMPLETE STREETS
IMPLEMENTATION PLAN

Travellane | Parking




