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Meeting Agenda

» Infroductions

» Since We Last Met

» Community Workshop #2

» TM#5 — Concepts Evaluation
» General Discussion

» Next Steps
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Introductions

» Name
Representing agency/organization
» Role
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Since We Last Met

» Final TM#4 — Development of Design Concepts
» Special Meetings

» Preliminary Operations Findings

» Active Transportation + Transit
» Community Outreach & Open House #2
» Draft TM#5 — Concepts Evaluation
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Project Schedule

Project Timeline

Meetings will take place at the following project milestones.

Apr May Jun Jul Aug Oct

02

Developing Establishing
Corridor Land Use and

Sep

Assessing
Existing
Conditions

Vision Urban Context

Establishing Developing Evaluating Producing
Evaluation of Design Design Concept
Criteria Concepts Concepts Plan

WE ARE HERE
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Community Ouireach & Open House
#2
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TM#5 — Concepts Evaluation

» Design Concepts Overview

» Alternatives Evaluation

- Evaluation Criteria and Performance
Measures

- Preliminary Findings

- Preliminary Conclusions &
Recommendation

» Next Steps
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Concept 1: Restriping

Concept 1 - Restriping

» Baseline Street

= Removal of a travel lane fo fit a bicycle =
e ..
facility. [ [ ]
Ac-}g? Sidewalk Buffer Travel Lane
= Buffer with vertical flex posts between m n " g e
66’

the bike lane and the fravelway.

» Oak Street
= Removal of a travel lane fo fit a bicycle i Concept 1: Restriping
e B i Oak Street
facility. ;

= Parking is shifted away from the curb to
create a “parking protected bike lane”
on the south side of the road.

= Buffers are provided on both sides of
parking.
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Concept 2 - Separated
Bike Lanes

» Baseline Street
=  Removal of a travel lane fo fit a bicycle
facility.

Sidewalk Buffer Travel Lane Travel Lane Buffer | Bike Lane Sidewalk

1T 5 1’ 1

m The bike lane is raised and fully separated

from the travelway.
hcept 2: Separated Bike Lane

Oak Street

» Oak Street
= Removal of a travel lane 1o fit a bicycle

facility.
= The bike lane is raised and fully separated
from the travelway.
. T : ) , , | | )
- Mdlnfdln pqulng on -I-he SOU-I-h Slde of -I-he Sidewalk Bike Lane | Buffer | Parking Travel Lane Travel Lane
8' 8’ 5! 8' ' 1 g 5 8'
roadway. i

Shy

= Buffer zone relocated adjacent to parking.
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Concept 3: 3-Lane w/Bike Lane

Concept 3 -Three Lane K"
Enhancement o

» Baseline Street
m  Curb relocation (widening) to fit three travel
lanes and a bicycle facility.

Bike Lane | Buffer |Sidewalk

Sidewalk| Buffer H Travel Lane Travel Lane Travel Lane

A
&
@

6’ 5 Bk ) ) ) 6 5 &'

Shy

» QOak Street

=  Maintains the existing travelway. LT P em—
: . Oak Street
=  Removal of on-street parking to fit bicycle

{e[ed][1)72

&
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ept 4: Business, Access & Transit Lg

Concepf 4 Yy BAT ane Baseline Street

» Baseline Street
. -&\0" SidewolkBuffer | Travel Lane Travel Lane Business, Access
= Repurpose fravel lane to Business, Access, & I R Al | o
Transit (BAT) lane.

» No dedicated bicycle facility (bicycles use
BAT lane).

Concept 4: Business, Access & Transif Lane
Oak Street

» Oak Street
m Repurpose travel lane to Business, Access, &

Transit (BAT) lane.
= No dedicated bicycle facility (bicycles use

| | |
BAT |Oﬂe) . Sidewalk| Buffer H Business, Access &| Travel Lane Travel Lane Parking Buffer | Sidewalk

Transit Lane
8' 5' 6’

é' 5" 1’ ' 1’

= Maintain parking. Shy ' Shy
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Evaluation Scoring

Evaluation Matrix Legend

Very Poor Poor Fair Good Very Good
Design concept Design concept Design concept Design concept Design concept
has a substantially  has a moderately has a neutral has a moderately has substantially
negative impact negative impact impact on positive impact on  positive impact on

on medasure. on medsure. measure. measure. measure.

||7/| KITTELSON

\ & ASSOCIATES



Diversity, Equity, & Inclusion (DEI)

No-Build
Very Poor

Concept 1 - Restriping
Concept 2 - Separated
Bike Lanes Very Good

Concept 3 -Three Lane
Enhancement Very Good

Very Poor Very Good

Concept 4 - BAT Lane
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Lanes Very Good

Concept 3 - Three
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Aesthetics

No-Build

Concept 1 - Restriping

Fair

&

Good

Concept 2 - Separated
Bike Lanes

Concept 3 - Three Lane
Enhancement

Concept 4 - BAT Lane
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Connectivity

No-Build

Concept 1 - Restriping

Concept 2 - Separated
Bike Lanes

Concept 3 - Three Lane
Enhancement

Concept 4 - BAT Lane
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Freight Accommodation

No-Build

Concept 1 - Restriping

Concept 2 - Separated
Bike Lanes

Concept 3 - Three Lane
Enhancement

Concept 4 - BAT Lane
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Implementation Feasibility & Cost
Effectiveness

No-Build

Concept 1 - Restriping

Concept 2 - Separated
Bike Lanes

Concept 3 - Three Lane
Enhancement

Concept 4 - BAT Lane
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Convenience

No-Build

Concept 1 - Restriping

Concept 2 - Separated
Bike Lanes

Concept 3 - Three Lane
Enhancement

Concept 4 - BAT Lane
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No-Build

Concept 1 - Restriping

Concept 2 - Separated
Bike Lanes

Concept 3 - Three Lane
Enhancement

Concept 4 - BAT Lane
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Environmental

No-Build

Concept 1 -
Restriping

Concept 2 -
Separated Bike
Lanes

Concept 3 -Three
Lane Enhancement

Concept 4 - BAT
Lane
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Preliminary Findings

» ORS8 currently lacks dedicated bicycle facilities to be consistent with the HDM.

» Public engagement indicates a desire for better facilities to meet all users’
needs, but there are challenging trade-offs

» Technical analysis shows that with traffic volume increases, congestion, delay,
and diversion are expected with little mode shift.

» User safety and comfort will degrade, particularly for pedestrians, bicyclists, and transit
users without improvements to the corridor.

» Anincremental approach is not possible.
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Preliminary Recommendation

Near-Term for Baseline Street: Implement Concept 1 as a restriping project.
Near-Term for Oak Street: Implement Concept 1 as a restriping project.

Near-Term for 10th Avenue: Implement restriping to provide at least 5-foot
bicycle lanes by narrowing general purpose lanes and the median
treatment areaq.

» Mid-Long-Term: Obtain right-of-way to provide turn lanes at key intersections
and appropriately address bicycle facility revisions to maintain low-stress
status.

As Funding Allows: Complete a streetscape improvement project.

Further Detail: Develop additional detail for curb extensions, bus stop
treatments, enhanced crossings, and turn lane locations and storage
requirements to support the near-term improvement.
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Discussion

» Feedback on evaluation criteria and scoring
» Feedback on preliminary recommendation

» Outstanding questions and clarification
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Next Steps

Final TM#5: Concepts Evaluation
TAC#H#7
Draft Concept Plan

vV v . v Vv

Community Workshop #3
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