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Appendix D. Planned Pedestrian Network Recommendations

Summary

The plan includes the identification of crossing improvements as well as two objectives to address
sidewalk gaps. Obijective 1-1 prioritizes gaps based on access to amenities and Objective 1-2 addresses
the need to complete sidewalks on both sides of all remaining arterials as well as both sides of the street
on transit routes. Projects identified through these objectives have equal weight in the plan in terms of
opportunity for implementation, although projects that have a higher prioritization score for Objective 1-1
will be considered before lower scoring projects.

While much of Kirkland’s sidewalk system is built as development occurs, projects identified to meet
these objectives are candidates for projects to be added in the Capital Improvement Program (CIP), grant
opportunities, etc.

OBJECTIVE 1-1: Prioritize sidewalk gaps that connect OBJECTIVE 1-2: Complete
people to activity centers, transit, parks and the Cross sidewalk on both sides of transit
Kirkland Corridor. Include equity measures as part of the routes and at least one side of all
prioritization process. remaining arterials.

Pedestrian Network Analysis

The pedestrian network in Kirkland is comprised of many different parts, including sidewalks, trails, short
neighborhood connections, curb ramps and other intersection crossing infrastructure, as well as all the
destinations that people access by foot. A key focus of this Plan is to identify improvements to increase
safe and convenient access to transit, activity centers, parks and to the Cross Kirkland Corridor.

Planned Pedestrian Network

The planned pedestrian network aims to fill critical sidewalk gaps and strategically enhance street
crossings that currently impede access to transit, activity centers, and parks and impact safe and
comfortable pedestrian travel. As stated above, there are many other features that comprise the
pedestrian network, which are also a focus for the City. For example, curb ramps and other infrastructure
that improves access for persons with disabilities are acknowledged in the City’s Pathway to Transition, a
step towards developing a Transition Plan for improvements that need to be made to bring the City into
full compliance with Title Il of the Americans with Disabilities Act. The Safer Routes to School Action
Plans identify improvements specifically for increasing access to schools, many of which also improve
access to other destinations in Kirkland. The City has also developed a Citywide Transportation
Connections Map that identifies pathways to improve network connectivity. The Cross Kirkland Corridor is
another facility that contributes significantly to Kirkland’s pedestrian network. More work is being done by
the City and its partners to improve connectivity to the trail such as the Totem Lake Connector and more
localized neighborhood connections.

Sidewalk Gaps

Kirkland has made significant progress in meeting its policy goals focused on building out the sidewalk
network along major streets, but there are still some important gaps to be filled. This plan identifies
remaining sidewalk gaps and prioritizes the gaps to identify the highest priority projects the City should
focus on next. Many remaining sidewalk gaps are on neighborhood streets that don’t provide through


https://www.kirklandwa.gov/files/sharedassets/public/city-managers-office/pathway-to-transition-document-update-sept-2018.pdf
https://www.kirklandwa.gov/Government/Departments/Public-Works-Department/Transportation/Plans-and-Studies-Transportation-Division/Safer-Routes-to-School-Action-Plans
https://www.kirklandwa.gov/Government/Departments/Public-Works-Department/Transportation/Plans-and-Studies-Transportation-Division/Safer-Routes-to-School-Action-Plans
https://www.kirklandwa.gov/Government/Departments/Public-Works-Department/Transportation-and-Traffic/Plans-and-Studies-Transportation-Division/Citywide-Transportation-Connections-Map?BestBetMatch=connections|ab1c70ec-38e6-40e3-ba22-bf28ebfae84b|3c005e77-8f04-4719-adc1-a980035cb01f|en-US
https://www.kirklandwa.gov/Government/Departments/Public-Works-Department/Transportation-and-Traffic/Plans-and-Studies-Transportation-Division/Citywide-Transportation-Connections-Map?BestBetMatch=connections|ab1c70ec-38e6-40e3-ba22-bf28ebfae84b|3c005e77-8f04-4719-adc1-a980035cb01f|en-US
https://www.kirklandwa.gov/Government/Departments/Public-Works-Department/Cross-Kirkland-Corridor
https://www.kirklandwa.gov/Government/Departments/Public-Works-Department/Construction-Projects/Totem-Lake-Connector

connections or access to community destinations. Still others are along major streets with transit, within
activity centers, or along other streets that provide direct access to these destinations, as well as parks.
Sidewalk gaps were analyzed to determine which gaps, if filled, would provide the greatest benefits in
terms of providing access to transit, activity centers, and parks. These high benefit sidewalks were then
grouped into logical extents.

Street Crossings

Being able to cross major streets without having to go too far out of direction and with confidence that
drivers will stop or yield are two important factors that support walking. Kirkland has been a model for
making street crossings safer and more convenient for people walking with its pedestrian flag program
and widespread deployment of safety treatments such as crossing islands and rapid flashing beacons.
There is still work to do. This plan identifies where additional street crossing enhancements are needed to
improve access to high frequency transit, activity centers, and parks. Similar to sidewalk gaps, there are
street crossing enhancements identified in the Safer Routes to School Action Plans which also provide
broader pedestrian network benefits and improve community access and safety.

Connections to the Cross Kirkland Corridor

Crossings of the Cross Kirkland Corridor (CKC) were not included in this analysis. Objective S1-1 states
that the city will create a Cross Kirkland Corridor Implementation/Action Plan that addresses the
remaining unfinished investments noted in the CKC Master Plan.

There are two crossings of the CKC that the city is currently working on which include the crossing at
132nd Ave NE/ Slater and the crossing at Willows Road coinciding with the opening of the interim trail
between 132" Ave NE and Willows Road by King County.

Pedestrian Project Prioritization and Recommendations

Pedestrian projects were prioritized based on walk distances to destinations identified above (Objective 1-
1). This prioritization process identified both a set of prioritized sidewalk gaps and investments needed
but also a set of crossings that help to complete pedestrian networks. More information about how the
prioritization process can be found in Appendix B — Project Prioritization.
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Sidewalk Gaps —— Existing Sidewalks

—— Included in Prioritization
—— Excluded in Prioritization

e (Cross Kirkland Corridor
Activity Centers

Sidewalk gaps that are included in the prioritization analysis must meet the following criteria:

o Not located along a private street.

o Located along any street type within 1/8 mile of a park, activity center, or transit stop.
o If sidewalk gap is not within 1/8 mile of the above destination types, the gap must be along a collector or arterial roadway.

4

0.5




City of Kirkland Active Transportation Plan

TOOLE

DESIGN
Prioritized Pedestrian Network - Final Score
dinv ©
S[M -
0 B
= ?Ds . 5 9
i % AL
R e ':' (]
e
i > e
S .
2 =) N
= » o RS 132ND
3
, FANC)
L= L 2"
EEE <, 2|\ =
« - L A 1124TH = 9
e =t Dy 1
3 ~ s = 12 0Tk
o 7 A
> r 17 6 ik T
94, ' °
=l bl | | 2
T y
;LL 0 E : '(
u-{’ 1= | ] . S——
o b .4\
i} d | r— “
1 e, (A
y VA8
= ( )
} . Be b 7
s =\ REE :
i e\ e -
\| = 85TH[ | - ==
;«% / / - CE“““ \=A7 R =z &
T 7w K\\\?‘M\ D oS g »
) e 1
s ; =
T A 7 OjT-H 7 ==
e
S L=6BTH -_:” L B
& = =
<*t‘- N T { Z Mﬁ
=) |
§ i;jfc: °
‘_ZS — :-
T BgL v§e “
Z = D
G_l\ - 2 \|
T = e
N L
Prioritized Sidewalk Gaps: Final Score
— Low —— Existing Sidewalks
~——— Low-Medium e==== (ross Kirkland Corridor
Medium 2 High Frequency transit Stops 5 0 0.5 1 miles
~——— Medium-High Transit Stops
— High Activity Centers



City of Kirkland Active Transportation Plan TOOLE

DESIGN
Prioritized Pedestrian Network - Proximity to Activity Centers Subscore

\J

el v -
, dinv ©
3 -
14.,04' J
= ; 408 Q
{ o = T
=l | Eiy A \ Q J = [}
5 EE = Iy £ :’5
= = =7 > =~ =
‘ 1 i s s/ = . v
;3 \(&‘ 7'2 ) .
7k ﬂ = ﬁ‘r‘ » . 132ND [ ==
: 4 L : [ =% ’BJ E E
= S : SIS
e LTRE o NP
= ‘g ‘_:* fs@@ AK@
= ) e o 2 120TH
- = =) o)
o ;§£ 13 6 Tk g
= | 2
- *_ -:I:g LU0
‘ = . =3 | e
; :{1 L .\ L
f = e’ ? | ﬂ@ ! ‘:—-
. b* . °
&2 B ny }%3’3 1 ‘.‘,_J\:
I A €N,
5 2 N i
} = ‘ ‘ ‘
] b= =
%§ [ B S F_ /: N “EL:H 3
i { ==r S L N
3 gsTH | 59
*% / / \ G.\:‘“‘“P IR =2 \ o
T Ay K‘\\?“(‘L'AWD 1t ¥ 5 ’
e
e ILEEy
) ;‘ '; - I —
i o 7 O[THT: =2
. | d
L68TH pn ! B
L. f‘f g J ;3 = J] e ]
& = 9 = stalE=
S ALE = = = e )
== e )
« [P rEﬂ 27 jé
%4l
L
s - e
T Bellevue
;9/‘% () ®\
G_l\ L 2
= : —
ﬁh | \J@
0 ¢ — L~

Prioritized Sidewalk Gaps: Activity Center Subscore

Low —— Existing Sidewalks @
~ Low-Medium === (ross Kirkland Corridor
—— Medium 2> High Frequency transit Stops )
—— Medium-High - Transit Stops 6 0 95 1 miles

High Activity Centers



City of Kirkland Active Transportation Plan TOOLE

DESIGN
Prioritized Pedestrian Network - SRTS Subscore
‘ ginville \ *
S[M -
= O?OS g e
U/ e J o
f ; i A 3 '
= 2 = L
as R
‘ Ni E L 5 =4 & ]
/e b 132N !
K [L \ 0 N = ] = =~ 3];
; q ” =Ne =
S S
I e L 124TH = 4{
== g !

9, °
2= | | ?
TE | | ,::l: 0
; E] : m 'l. .
A ( \\ o
f =t e ) -151] o 4 ""
] b’ .;‘ x
ﬂ S . @3’3 1 ‘-‘f—J
| R 'h‘.i
} == ! [ g N
> ,
\_| ;%; ] /] 3
L M= . ]
i AV
| ‘ | |
\: 85TH
*% / / ot ] 2 o
- v | = 7/7.
T @] K‘\Q“(J—A/VD o ’
W (L
Sy =y
>~ ; .\; I i —
§ N 7 0T -
LT68TH _— ! BV
s fpf' = I T8
& = » - elE=
Coy hna s & L PR 1
== e (T
i ol 0 =5 ‘é
24
P T
m =
= olie, °
% |\ = :
z Bellevue
Z% ] () ®\
G_l\ - 2
5 : St
ﬁh | \J@
0 ¢ — L~

Prioritized Sidewalk Gaps: Safer Routes to School (SRTS)

Low —— Existing Sidewalks @
Low-Medium === (ross Kirkland Corridor

Medium Activity Centers

Medium-High [ Schools
High C™D SRTS Project

7 0 0.5 1 miles




City of Kirkland Active Transportation Plan TOOLE

DESIGN
Prioritized Pedestrian Network - Safety Subscore
| T < | N N —
L4 / | -
] o J
S[Mo -
= o5 C ] % \
/ =] Lile 3 J G
=" s ‘

( ] /\ R E_ — L?/ /ﬁg — § < =
o ="\ = T 7 ==
‘ Nijgy Fakivge ¢ 7= . i

NNE Sy
[
7
16TY
Tl 2

Al
v;;liqu o
I

- e
: T
= 3 — e
/f S = . F % ! o
b .4 @
f o
. e LA
3 0 E ! 2LV : » \
\_| 3
0 % (] b ¢
|_" | -
_H = = -
i » 85 iIiH i -
[ = LAD E’ =< ‘
1 ﬁ( 7. P D) 4 & ’
T ol
| | [ ] \§ v, o _[ﬂ Aﬂl j
| S PEar: 9
d Y WU TIT Ko = = i L
ek . a /ORI, = :
S SORTHT g("* = i wj N
i — J—j I e =
c =
= o ) vw—:r‘ = - J%J = =
Zo ARy P 1
G = e (€ &Rl
%] e 0 ‘é
= T
m =
= ol
4 —dd,
‘% D
?off |
2@
=3
N

Prioritized Sidewalk Gaps: Safey Subscore Pedestrian Crashes Per Mile

Low Low
Low-Medium Low-Medium
—— Medium e Medium

—— Medium-High @ \edium-Highs 0 0.5 1 miles
— High e High




City of Kirkland Active Transportation Plan TOOLE

DESIGN
Prioritized Pedestrian Network - Cross Kirkland Corridor (CKC) Subscore

S,
’M 04'
05

3
/)
K
I
LE
i
)
TR
=
S
16124'I1H

= = > SEX
\ —o s LAY S
i = Wit : =
K (] — E%«-— =, JkE 132.ND =
L & ! O [ 3 3];
R R A Zahel > =
— “ O
d - %D;H:r 124TH — ‘%'(
= %@%; f@@ AhZ
NZ ;ﬁ@; L= N 2] 120TH
N : 2 .
v 1.1 6 TiH T
9,
o= | | 22
TF T e ]
; : E L '.| v.
7 Y =T g i —
=) i : ‘.:,_'J\
O I )q%’s 1 e, (A
5 2 N i
== \ & = b
} \_| L= =
A= q > = :
] e = W
--] = .
\ & a5THl L .55
¥% / / i BN g IR = \ 0
T Ay 2 l(‘\\?y\\_-AwD ~ Ic J_L— g ’
ERss. 14 [
SIS At 4T e
§ 7 7OTHT =
]
7268 H = h
Es = J ;3 = T ( ] =
G-£) [ r@j O - nelE=
g‘ IJ7‘ /l// 77%@7)\{
=h
« » rEﬂ 27 C Ll ‘é
Y
P an
) —&
E o
1E :
T BgLv e
?ﬁ ° ®\
e, =
% -

Ij}
i
Al

Prioritized Sidewalk Gaps: CKC Subscore

Low === (Cross Kirkland Corridor @
~ Low-Medium () CKC Access Points

Medium 0 0.5 1 miles
—— Medium-High 9 .

High



City of Kirkland Active Transportation Plan

TOOLE

DESIGN
Prioritized Pedestrian Network - Park, Community Center, and School Subscore
o | NN — =
' dinv o
S[M =
= O’VDS % Q
| e ' 2 > :5 ] —
Py : 2 :
TF T .
SN HEEE = =
g @J SHER . '@
Jele AN, (I 132ND ] e
U O 3 3];
1 ! ‘& ’é+ =)
= | - . Q* ) = *
" -1 ﬁ;:‘;r = 124TH — z
(A : -+ i
Ef_% % 1201:H
> 1716 Tk T
\& b~ %
;E— :::: \ ".'
= ' S it
'-{’ ‘gu'jj | !_( ! S—
0 , 8% L e
€17 g . :Mié
| Himn iu= i
\ %; z___ ] d :\_:l 2
L it | ‘L, : -
L // = G 5 e X =l o
N cEN 4 —2 \
[ V-I D 7l E-’—L-.‘N d
KIRKL s & >
o). LIy
S <EEE = L
i o] i 7 O[FH| T =
l'l
L68TH bz L
Fir} ] | =
§ r}’f“ | —:H = L I* ( |
ST ’ (M I
(_" R rEl 1] ‘é
24
==
3 :
% |\ — e
.‘;.)
Z BgL vye = D
oA L s \|
= —
PN S
L~
| O C e
Prioritized Sidewalk Gaps: Park, Community Center, and School Subscore
Low
~——— Low-Medium T Park ) @
—— Medium Bl Community Center '
—— Medium-High 10 0 0.5 1 miles

High




City of Kirkland Active Transportation Plan TOOLE

DESIGN
Prioritized Pedestrian Network - Transit Subscore

L il %M'”i

)
/
X
1L
fy=
T
f54nH
L

10,0,TH
(%

TSHIH

. L 124TH
= égiFﬁf; 4“ <4k@
— C. B =, )
— )E@— i 3 10T
_:q : o)
N f;é 136 ikl T
\& | 2
:ﬂ=- ‘:I: ‘ .’
= 0 = 3 e
u-{’ § | : . ‘| :__-
. 5'7.4 :
4 f
€N,
p ‘ g VAU
3 g ‘ ‘ ‘
T >‘:
‘ ;- C D ;
] i = i g 44
I i =
85THl I T ==
T ¢ e \s A "wk\' 5
il e h i, F=2f ~eame
ﬁr U] K‘\\?‘* N, E _J—L% N
| | )
=2 K= 2 [r
N/ < (o 5
~7 5 O - ]

EFAL

KVEAVIEJ

*,

L
mlﬂll
gu

U

g

P

NR=UA
‘I
0
|
[T

= T
m =
\-12 . -
A 2
T Bellevue '
Zem =t : @,\
A - 2
5 . — .
e P
\J | S e
Prioritized Sidewalk Gaps: Transit Subcore
Low _ > High Frequency Transit Stop Q
kﬂOWdfMEd'“m + Non-High Frequency Transit Stop
—— Medium
—— Medium-High 11 0 05 1 miles

High



City of Kirkland Active Transportation Plan

= R

TOOLE

T
o

s U

DESIGN
Prioritized Pedestrian Network - Equity Subscore
Bk — =
' T d}%&V @ t
S =
14.,04' J
= ; 408 s Q
U/ | b > L
A = By ° ks ‘
5 o 3
@ \\ = - j aL
=
d g, GLES °. Sl
75 A 132ND —
( lﬂl & Bl .""r‘ 3 3];
® [ P L "& ’é + —
= | — . Q* © ?\“ *
d -1 ﬁagﬁ— 124TH — z'(
‘%z._,—,{(; 5 @ 0 Az
%@—“ i) 2 1207
s A=
= 17 6Tk T
Q °
3 l 2
"E#_ ‘:I g ‘ .’
=4 = 4 8
u-{’ S | !_( . ‘| :__-
] b—: » ,‘ x
2
" EFITERY =N
I e €N,
BT~ g - VA
== - : g s
- 3
%S r_ D : Ey
I =y My DR
= [
& 85TH[ I - ="
\| n“"’wp\ = =<0 o
- ct 1AW, Tt 1== Ng
A ] K*\\?‘M\ D T _L_ ) ’
(i)
o e | ‘ : |
§/TE T i e g e
o 7 0iFH T =2
K|
L6BTH e L
i} I ] A -
% r}’rl = —:H = L :]/ﬁ ( |
oy ey = . S P [
=42 | -
< b rEl Ié
Y
£ as
R :
\Ls .
% — T :.
T Bellevue '
z»"' N ° ®\
G_l\ L 2
% . TT
ﬁh | \J@
0 ¢ — L~ (]
Prioritized Sidewalk Gaps: Equity Subscore
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High

- communities that have a higher share of households livingin poverty (185% of federal poverty threshold)
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High Priority Prioritized Crossings

The plan identified 44 high priority crossings noted below:

Crossing Name

Lake St - 2nd Ave S

Lake St - 5th Ave S

Central Way - Main St

Lake Wash Blvd - North of NE 52nd St
NE131st Way - 94th Ave NE
Kirkland Ave - KPC

2nd Ave S - State St

NE 124th St - 105th PI NE

NE 124th St - 108th Ct NE

Central Way - 1st St

State StS - 7th Ave S

NE 68th St - 106th Ave NE

Lake Washington - NE 43rd St

NE 144th St - 126th Ave NE

108th Ave NE - 107th Ave NE
124th Ave NE - NE 143rd St

124th Ave NE - NE 112th PI

124th Ave NE - NE 112th PI

Slate St - 4th Ave S

NE 116th St - 101st PI NE

108th Ave NE - North of NE 55th St
Market St - 9th Ave

Lakeview Dr - Lake Washington Blvd ND Slip Lane
Market St - 12th Ave

Market St - 6th Ave

116th Ave NE - North of NE 128th St
NE 72nd PI - S 1-405 Offramp
Lakeview Dr - NE 64th St

NE 132nd St - 111th PI NE

NE 120th Pl - NE 122nd Street
Lakeview Dr - NE 60th St

Market St - 11th Ave

Market St - 19th Ave

NE 68th St - 112th Ave NE

Market St - 14th Ave

Lake St - Park Ln

6th St South - 5th Ave S

NE 80th St - 124th Ave NE

Market - 20th Ave
Juanita-Woodinville Way NE - NE 136th PI

14

Score
high
high
high
high
high
high
high
high
high
high
high
high
high
high
med
med
med
med
med
med
med
med
med
med
med
med
med
med
med
med
med
med
med
low
low
low
low
low
low
low



NE 70th St - 124th Ave NE low

NE 124th St - 95th PI NE low
84th Ave NE - NE 141st St low
NE 112th St - 111th Ave NE low
NE 141st St - 75th Ave NE low

The plan also identified 46 sidewalk segments that were prioritized using the framework described
above.

On

124th Ave NE
NE 124th St
120th Ave NE
116th Ave NE
116th Ave ne
Kirkland Way
NE 90th St
6th St W
Railroad St
116th Ave NE
Forbes Creek Dr
98th Ave NE
120th Ave NE
96th Ave NE
126th Ave NE
124th Ave NE
90th Ave NE
NE 120th St
122nd Ave NE

90th Ave NE/131St Way/NE 132nd St

122nd Ave NE
NE 131st Way
NE 120th st
5th St

124th Ave NE
120th Ave NE
Kirkland Way
108th Ave NE
7th Ave
120th Ave NE
122nd Ave NE
19th Ave
Lakeshore Plaza
93rd Ave NE

From

NE 145th St

116th Ave NE
Totem Lake Blvd NE
NE 73rd St

NE 75th St

East of CKC Bridge
124th Ave NE
13th Ave W

8th St S

South of NE 75th PI
NE 107th PI
Forbes Creek Dr

N 85th St

Old Market Street Trail
NE 70th St

Slater Ave NE

NE 134th St

93rd PI NE

NE 73rd St

9600 Block

NE 73rd St

94th Ave NE
Slater Ave NE

7th Ave

NE 108th St

S/O NE 128th St
2nd Ave

107th Ave NE

8th St

NE 80th St

NE 85th Street
Market St

Central Way
Juanita Drive

15

To

City Limits

120th Ave NE

NE 124th St

NE 75th St

NE 75th PI

W/0 2nd Ave
128th Way NE
Market St

Kirkland Ave

North of 75th PI
Market

Old Market St Trail
NE 90th St

Forbes Creek Dr
North of NE 73rd St
NE 110th PI

North of NE 137th PI
NE 120th PI

NE 70th St

NE 134th Street

NE 75th St

Approx 9600 Block
W/0 128th Way NE
13th Ave

NE 102nd Ln

S/0 Totem Lake Way
8th St

City Limit

9th St

North of NE 83rd St
NE 90th Street

4th St

S/o Central Way
NE 120th Street

Rank
high
high
high
high
high
high
high
high
high
high
high
high
high
med
med
med
med
med
med
med
med
med
med
med
med
med
med
med
med
med
med
low
low
low



122nd Ave NE
124th Ave NE
122nd Ave NE
124th Ave NE
128th Ave NE
97th Ave NE
132nd Ave NE
NE 120th PI
132nd Ave NE
NE 80th St
132nd Ave NE

NE 85th St

S/0 NE 97th St
NE 82nd Ln

NE 95th St

NE 80th St

NE 120th St

NE 66th St

NE 120th St
S/O NE 117th St
122nd Ave NE
S/0O NE 114th St

S/0 NE 90th St
S/0 NE 94th PI
NE 85th St

N/O NE 92nd St
NE 85th St

NE Juanita Dr
NE 70th PI
98th Ave NE
N/O NE 114th St
123rd Ave NE
NE 113th St

Maintaining existing sidewalks

As the city grows and expands sidewalk infrastructure, it is important
to ensure those sidewalks are maintained and repaired if needed.
The city conducted a sidewalk condition study in 2015 which
identified approximately $23 million in needed investments. These
were then prioritized into high-walkable areas and so far, the city is
making progress toward addressing high-priority repairs and has
progressed about 20% toward these needed investments,
particularly in high-priority areas. Additional sidewalk repairs and
replacements have occurred through development.

low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low

OBJECTIVE: Develop and
operationalize a sidewalk repair
program that includes periodic
inventories to ensure the city
maintains current and future
sidewalks.

The objective in this plan aims to operationalize needed repair and ensure that they city can continue to

track this inventory and progress made.
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