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MEMORANDUM
To: Transportation Commission
From: Hunter Richards, Capital Projects Coordinator

Joel Pfundt, Transportation Manager
Date: May 21, 2021

Subject: HOLMES POINT STREET DESIGN STANDARDS AND CORRIDOR STUDY

Staff Recommendation:
It is recommended that the Transportation Commission receive an update and provide input on
the Holmes Point Street Design Standards and Corridor Study.

Background:

Over many years the Holmes Point Overlay Zone has developed with inconsistent street
standards. There are several vehicular and pedestrian safety concerns along Holmes Point Drive
and the adjoining neighborhood streets, such as pedestrians walking along Holmes Point Drive
and school children awaiting bus pickups. With anticipated development in the area, the City
needs street standards, so the community knows what to expect. The City is exploring options
for unique street standards that recognize the specific nature of the Holmes Point area, but, as
always, the City must balance any proposed changes with its duty to provide vehicular and
pedestrian safety.

This study was an action identified in of the 2018 Finn Hill Neighborhood Plan update. City
Council later allocated funding to carry out this study; however, there is no City funding
allocated toward implementing any recommendations that result from the study.
Implementation will occur though as part of future private development in the area.

On December 3, 2020 an initial online community engagement was held via Zoom. Staff and
the consultant team, Otak Inc, presented early progress on the study and received input from
participants. Based on the input received at the first meeting, staff and the consultant team
developed a series of street cross section concepts that could be applied to each of the street
concept types described in Figure 1. These street cross sections along with a variety of
pedestrian and bicycle facility types and speed management solutions were presented at a
second online public engagement held on May 20, 2021. The presentation used at this event is
included as Attachment A.

The project team will provide the Commission with a summary of the presentation that was
made to the community as well as the community feedback received. This information, along
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with input from the Transportation Commission, will be used to inform final recommendations
that will be presented at a future community engagement session.

Holmes Point Street Concepts

Street concepts regresent possible solutions that
could be applied to specific street types.

Street Concept Types: Sarted by focation,
gecgraphy, and {ype of development

- Entry Area

Il Transition Area
‘Waterfront

@ 00 Denny Park

@ neighborhood Streets

Figure 1. Study Area and Street Concept Types
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1. Project Purpose and Key Challenges
December Public Meeting - What We Heard

Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities

I

Holmes Point Drive Cross Section Concept Designs
 Breakout Room Discussion

5. Local Access Neighborhood Sireet Cross Section Concept
Designs
 Breakout Room Discussion

6. Wrap Up and Thank You
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Purpose:
Due to the history of development in the Holmes Point area, there has been

development with inconsistent street standards. With anticipated development
occurring in Holmes Point, the City needs to develop street standards for the Holmes
Point Drive area.

There is no funding allocated yet specifically toward implementing the

recommendations that will come from the study. The City will explore options for unique
stfreet standards within the Holmes Point Overlay Zone that recognize the unique nature
of the Holmes Point areq, but it will hnot compromise on vehicular and pedestrian safety.
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Key Challenges:
e Existing development occurred without consistent street standards
 Vehicular safety concerns

e Pedestrian safety concerns
o Pedestrians walking along Holmes Point Drive

o School children awaiting bus pickups

e Environmental constraints
o Steep slopes/topography
o Mature frees
o Stream crossings/drainage
o Bullt features in right of way
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December 2020 - Public Workshop for Residents

Key Comments:
e Preserving neighborhood character is a high priority
e Important to have a flexible approach for different streets

Holmes Point Drive Corridor

* Need for safer walking and biking conditions
e Speedis anissue and traffic should be slowed
 Preferless “urban” pedestrian solutions
 Address the safety challenges on hills
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 Challenges with overflow parking and cars parked along the roadway
e Safety concerns for pedestrians

 Additional pedestrian paths are needed

* Inferested in more aesthetic improvements that fit the neighborhood

Local Access Neighborhood Streets:

e Few existing safety issues, cars, bicyclists, and pedestrians are able to share
the pavement

e |nferest in pedestrian connectivity

e Important to consider tfree preservation
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Holmes Point Street Concepts

Street concepts represent possible solutions that
could be applied to specific street types.

Street Concept Types: Sorted by location,
geography, and type of development

@ Entry Area

(IIllD Transition Area

Waterfront

( ) 00 Denny Park

€ ) Neighborhood Streets



Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities
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Shared Facilities
Vehicles, pedestrians,
and bicyclists share the

roadway.

e Advisory shoulder
e Sharrow

: Visually Separated

- Vehicles, pedestrians and
- bicyclists have separate

- painted areas of the

. road.

e Pedestrian/ bike lane

- Physically Separated
- Vehicles, pedestrians

- and bicyclists have

. physically separate

. facilities

* Buffered pedestrian/
:  bikelane
. o Separated path



Adyvisory Shoulder

A visually distinct area on the edge of
the roadway, offering a prioritized space
for people to bicycle and walk

Vehicles share the center lane, and use
the shoulder if necessary for passing

' Example of an Advisory Shoulder
Hanover, NH

PhoTo taken from Small Town and Rural Design Guide
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Exqmple of an Adwsory Shoulder Slgnabeﬂ = Em of an Advisory Shoulder | i s
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Sharrow

Bicyclists share the roadway with
vehicles

Example of a Sharrows in the Roadway
Brevard, NC




Pedestrian Lane/Bike Lane

Separate path for pedestrians and
bicyclists on the roadway

Example of a Pedesinqn Lcme‘Uslng Pavers
Calpay Valley, CA
Photo taken from Small Town and Rural Design GU|de




Buffered Pedestrian/Bike Lane

Separate path for pedestrians and
bicyclists buffered from vehicles by o
curb and/or “candlesticks.”
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_Example of a Climbing Bike Lane

Kirkland, WA
Photo taken from Google street view

Example of a Pedestrian Lane Buffered with a Curb
Seaftle, WA _ e
Photo taken from Seattle Department of Transport
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Separated Pathway

Separate path for pedestrians that are
buffered from vehicles by planting strip.
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Sidewalk curb and gutter

xample of a Sidewalk, Curb, and Gutter
Kirkland, WA e
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Example of a Sidewalk, Curb, and Gutte

Kirkland, WA £




Speed Management Solutions
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Neighborhood Slow Zone

The City could consider designating
the Holmes Point Overlay as a
“Neighborhood Slow Zone”

e Reduce speed on all roads from
25mph 1o 20mph

 Create a gateway experience to
the neighborhood by narrowing
the roadway at all neighborhood
enftries

e |nstall signage and pavement
markings

TRAFFIC-CALMED

NEIGHBOURHOOD

e . 3
NEIGHBORHOOD

@ SLOW




Cross Section Concepits



Existing Conditions Locations

HOLMES POINT DRIVE - WATERFRONT
e T

HOLMES POINT DRIVE - WATERFRONT

%

existing conditions #1

existing conditions #2

Holmes Point Street Concepts

Street cancepts represent possible solutions that
could be applied to specific street types.

Street Concept Types: Sorted by location,
geography, and type of development

@ cntry Area

(IIlIP Transition Area

Waterfront

) 00 Denny Park

@) Neighborhood Streets
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Finn Hill

Holmes Point Drive

existing conditions




Holmes Point Drive
Entry Area

Cross Section Concepts




xisting Conditions Locations
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HOLMES POINT DRIVE - ENTRY AREA : __ ons

Ll

EinniHill

Holmes Point Street Concepts

A0thiave)

Street cancepts represent possible solutions that
could be applied to specific street types.

Street Concept Types: Sorted by location,
geography, and type of development

- Entry Area

(I} Transition Area

Waterfront

) 00 Denny Park

@ Neighborhood Streets
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Proposed Minimum Standard e Holmes Point Drive
o g i
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| 5’ protected 10’ lanes = 20’ driving space I
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26’ roadway



~, Holmes Point Drive
./~ Waterfront Area
- Cross Section Concepts




Existing Conditions Locations
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HOLMES POINT DRIVE - WATERFRONT existing conditions #1
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HOLMES POINT DRIVE - WATERFRONT existing conditions #2
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Holmes Point Street Concepts

Street concepts represent possible solutions that
could be applied to specific street types.

Street Concept Types: Sorted by location,
geography, and type of development

@ cntry Area

(I} Transition Area

Waterfront

) 00 Denny Park

@) Neighborhood Streets



Holmes Point Drive
SE 50 Right of Way

Existing Conditions #1

25’ Roadway

" 15" to edge of [
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- 248 right of way
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1 10’ to edge of

right of way
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" 1" shoulder 10’ lanes = 20’ driving space 4’ shoulder

25’ existing improvements



qsed Minimum Standard _ Holmes Point Drive
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28’ of paved roadway



Existing Conditions #2 Holmes Point Drive
50' Right of Way

A

14’ to edge of
right of way

4’ shoulder ' 10’ lanes = 20’ driving space 2 shouldér 10" gravel
parking

36’ existing improvements




Proposed Optional Standard A Holmes Point Drive
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| 4’ paved 9.5’ lanes = 19’ driving space 7" parking &' buffered I
shoulder lane pedestrian path
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38’ of paved roadway



Proposed Optional Standard B Holmes Point Drive

4' min
shoulder
outside
poles

| |
| shoulder path

4’ paved 9.5’ lanes = 19’ driving space 3’ planter 10’ separated

38’ of paved roadway



Holmes Point Drive
OO Denny Park
Cross Section Concepfs
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xisting Conditions Locations

MNER140th|P I

NE'140th st

HOLMES POINT DRIVE - 0.0. DENNY PARK

existing conditions #1

EinniHill

Holmes Point Street Concepts

Street concepts represent possible solutions that
could be applied to specific street types.

Street Concept Types: Sorted by location,
geography, and type of development

- Entry Area

(I} Transition Area
Waterfront
¢ 00 Denny Park

@) Neighborhood Streets
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50’ Right of Way

12" to edge of M e L G 10" to edge of
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4 shoulder 10’ lanes = 20’ driving space " 4 shoulder

28’ existing improvements
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% €@ 7 ft. Pedestrian path (gravel)
T @ 7 ft. Parking lane
=" @ 10 ft. Travel lane with sharrow
9 6 in. Vertical curb (concrete)
@ 5 ft. Pedestrian path (gravel)

Mid-block pedestrian crossing with

planting islands & crossing signals
4 ft. Landscape buffer
Existing Denny Park entrance
Existing post & rail fence
Wood bollards
Denny Creek trailhead
Existing parking lot with reduced driveway 4
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Decorative paving at pedestrian crossings
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Break Out Group Discussions #1
Holmes Point Drive
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Existing Conditions Locations
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Holmes Point Street Concepts

Street concepts represent possible solutions that
could be applied to specific street types.
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Street Concept Types: Sorted by location,
geography, and type of development
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18’ to edge of | | H A 3. SN . 22 1}:10 e?ge of
right of way | right or way

20’ roadway




Proposed Mlnlmum Standard __ Nelghborhood NIGEE

6’ advisory 14’ shared driving lane

shoulder

_d
20’ roadway
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Existing Conditions #2 Neighborhood Streef

. R 54’ Right of Way

20'to edge of i : = . SRR = 12'to edge of
rightof way i ™ JENSIE § BC-TRNINE - TR it Sk IR S right of way

22’ roadway



Proposed Optional Standard A Neighborhood Sfreef
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| 6’ advisory 16’ shared driving lane I |
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Proposed Optional Standard B Neighborhood Sfreef
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| 5’ pedestrian 22’hsha:' ecg dr:(ymg Iat_';e 5’ pedestrian |

| | path (with on-street parking one side) path | |
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38 roadway




Proposed Optional Standard C Neighborhood Sfreef
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7' parking

| l l ? — l |
p ath (with on-street parking on both sides)
| I

36’ roadway
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Existing Conditions #3 Neighborhood Streef
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13’ to edge f : e 13’ to edge of
right of way ] i SR right of way

28 roadway




7' parking
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6’ buffered 20’ shared driving lane
pedestrian lane (with on-street parking one side) |
: |

28 roadway




Proposed Optional Standard B _. Neighborhood Streeft
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7' parking
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5’ separated
(with on-street parking both on sides)

pedestrian path

36’ roadway




Break Out Group Discussions #2
Neighborhood Streets
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