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Project Objective

e Connect the existing SR RNl
Seg ments Of the BGT IBJURKE:ILMAN TRAIL MISSING LINK PROJECT gmigggw
rart
thrpugh the Ballard Environmental Impact
nelghborhood Statement

March 2016

e Create a safe, direct, and
defined multi-use trail for
persons of all abilities, for a
variety of transportation
and recreational activities

« Improve predictability for
all motorized and non-
motorized users along the
project alignment




History

1998

1999
1997

Adventure
Trails
purchases
the Ballard
Line (NW
54th Street)
from BNSF

—_\i

2000

2001

City Council
directs SDOT to
evaluate
alternatives for
Missing Link;
SDOT initiates
Ballard Corridor
Design Study

2002
SDOT gathers
public input

DD

it

SDOT completes
Ballard Corridor

2010+

June: First King County Superior
Court (KCSC) Decision: Order of
Remand for “piecemealing” requiring
additional study of Shilshole Segment
(Shilshole between 17th Avenue NW
and NW Vernon Place]

July: Appellants request review by
the Court of Appeals; Discretionary
Review is denied

2008 oy ﬁ

November: SDOT

< 2012

C~

March: Second KCSC Decision - Second
Order of Remand, requiring additional
design and study of Shilshole Segment
April: Revised DNS reissued with further
design of Shilshole Segment

August: Third Hearing Examiner Decision -
Reissued Revised DNS remanded for
preparation of an EIS related to "traffic
hazards” on the Shilshole Segment
September: Third Complaint filed in KCSC,
challenging Hearing Examiner’s decision
and requesting the City be required to

E conducts environmental
review; Determination

Council adopts of Non-Significance

_q 2005 ﬂi

prepare a full EIS

Fall/Winter: SDOT and Mayor

: (DNS) issued. McGinn commit to preparing a
:Zii{:ilfl;;f;:%ss SDOT holds design full EIS for thfe M_issing Link and 2016
prefarrad toute proposal open house go forward with |nter|m safety Draft EIS
improvement projects -
q P publication

2004 2006 2009 2014
June: First 2014 Bicycle
2007 Hearing 2011 2013 Master Plan
City Council adopts ~ Examiner [HE] ~ February: sboT identifies
2007 Bicycle Decision: Revised DNS commences  Burke-Gilman
Master Plan DNS affirmed issued scoping for Trail Missing
recommending x July: Second the EISin Linkasa
completion of the — Hearing July and priority
BGT Missing Link Exarniner holds public
' Decision: meeting
&) Revised DNS ~ August8 2015
¢ Draft EIS
ff d
anrme %? preparation
A




Scoping

For EIS process
* Aug 2013, EIS Scoping
e June 2015, Open House

5 2 Route Preference

| Shilshole Avenue NW

0 Leary Avenue NW / NW Leary Way

B General support of a trail (non-specified
route)

M Ballard Avenue NW

B NW 58th Street (Greenway)

B [ eary Avenue NW and/or NW Market Street

Concerns or Comments Raised

1080 H Safety concerns
1000 -
Keep industrial corridor
800 -
W Parking concerns
600 -
B Project proceeding too slowl
400 | Jjectp g y
200 - 11 it M Trail would be good for the
41 33 economy
O -

Total



Alternatives
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Typical Cross-Sections — Shilshole South
(Facing West)

Shilshole South Alternative
Typical Section B Shilshole Ave
110 Foot Right-of-Way

1 1 1 1 1
30-40 Foot 10-12 Foot 4-6 Foot 10-12 Foot 10-12 Foot 22 Foot 7-8 Foot

Railroad ROW Multi-Use Path Buffer/ Travel Lane Travel Lane Angled Parking Sidewalk
Planter Strip




Typical Cross-Sections — Shilshole North

(Facing West)

Shilshole North Alternative
Typical Section C Shilshole Ave NW
110 Foot Right-of-Way

L=} =] (= —
I I I I I |
Railroad ROW 8-10 Foot 10-11 Foot 10-11 Foot §-10Foot  4-6Foot 10-12 Foot 5-8 Foot
(same as existing) Informal Parking* Travel Lane Travel Lane Parallel Parking ~ Buffer/ Multi-Use Trail Sidewalk
*Several street intersections Planter Strip

include sidewalk and ADA
access instead of parking.




Typical Cross-Sections — Ballard Avenue
(Facing West)

Typical Section NW bbéth St, 22nd Ave NW,
Ballard Ave NW, NW Ballard Way
66 Foot Right-of Way

7-12 Foot 10-12Foot  4-8BFoot  11-13Foot 11-13Foot 8 Foot T-12Foot
Sidewalk Multi-UseTrail  Buffer/  TravelLane TravelLane  ParallelParking  Sidewalk
Planter Strip




Typical Cross-Sections — Leary

(Facing West)

Typical Section Leary Ave NW, NW Leary Way
90 Foot Right-of-Way

dLh

ST

.1

| |
6-8Foot ~ 10-12Foot  '4-5Foot’ 7-8Foot 10-12 Foot
Sidewalk Multi-UseTrail ~ Buffe/  Parallel Travel Lane
PlanterStrip  Parking

10-12 Foot
Two-Way
Center Turn Lane

10-12 Foot
Travel Lane

| |
' 7.8Foot = 4-8Foot = 6-10Foct
Parallel Planter Sidewalk
Parking Strip




Intersection Design Options — Perpendicular

Curb bulb to

® reduce crosswalk
length, improve
sight Lines and
accessible ramps,
and provide for
turning vehicles.

Mixing Zone and
waiting area for
pedestrians,
bikes, and cross
street users.

Typical crosswalk
pavement markings.

Ly
i

- Modify alignment to create
- perpendicular streel crossings.

Mote: Examples shown are concepts
that could be incorporated. Details for
specific locations will be determined
during the final design phase.




Intersection Design Options — Curb Radii
Modification

MNote: Examples shown are concepts
that could be incorporated. Details for
specific locations will be determined
Driveway crossing 2 during the final design phase.
warning zone : : . "
Wide driveway
L entrance 1o

== accommodate
¢ turning trucks

e

Driveways sized for
each property’s specific
truck vehi_

z " | =1 na B as
Driveway warning = | 3|E:gpm?:.riate |

atment

Vertical curb for
typical buffer




Intersection Design Options — Curb
Extension

Mote: Examples shown are concepls
that could be incorporated. Details for
specific locations will be determinad
during the final design phase.

Driveway entrance

Curb Extension with parking

separated from driveway —
improves sight lines




Intersection Design Options — Raised
Crosswalk

Mixing Zone and
waiting area for
pedestrians,
bikes, and cross
street users.

Curb bulb to
reduce crosswalk
length, improve
sight lines and
accessible ramps,
and provide for
turning vehicles.

Typical crosswalk

pavement markings.

Mote: Examples shown are concepts
that could be incorporated. Details for
specific locations will be determinad
during the final design phase.

Raised crosswalk to slow

— vehicles and provide additional

awareness of the trail for drivers,




Intersection Design Options — Driveway-
Style Intersection

Mote: Examples shown are conceplts
that could be incorporated. Details for
specific locations will be determined
during the final design phase.

Mixing Zone and
waiting area for
pedestrians,
bikes, and cross
o street users.
Curb bulb to
reduce crosswalk
= length, improve ;
sight lines and
accessible ramps, -
and provide for
turning vehicles.

D intersection and crosswalk and street
> section with additional landscaping provides
~ highest priority for non-motorized users.

Modify alignment to create .
perpendicular street crossings.




Temporary Construction Impacts*

_ Shilshole South | Shilshole North | Ballard Avenue

Freight mobility @ ® ®
Transit mobility _ @ ) e
Pedestrian and

bicycle mobility T N\ N A\

Parking PP A @ 3
Business access Q Q Q Q
Ballard Farmers

Market @

Ballard Avenue _ _ Q i

Landmark District

Ballard Terminal RR @ @ @

*Impacts are categorized here solely for the purposes of comparing alternatives and do not imply significance

16



Operational Impacts*
_

Intersection LOS

Freight mobility - - - $
Transit mobility _ $ - 3
Pedestrian and S & Sd od
bicycle mobility

Driveway delay @ $ $ $
Curb space and

parking loss T T T T
Reconfigure

loading/access N A ] v
Ballard Farmers

Market M

Ballard Avenue _ - $ -

Landmark District

*Impacts are categorized here solely for the purposes of comparing alternatives and do not imply significance 17



Avoidance, Minimization, and
Mitigation Measures

Minimize impacts on traffic operations and provide clearly
marked detours to allow people driving, biking, or walking to
safely travel to and through the project area

Maintain access to properties throughout construction; coordinate
with property owners or tenants for work directly in front of
businesses

Coordinate with transit providers to develop alternative transit
stops or interim transit routes if needed

Make accommodations for freight and service access as well as
for oversized vehicles

Maintain parking availability to the extent feasible

Protect air and water quality and prevent spills of construction
debris or hazardous materials

Avoid disturbing vegetation and wildlife habitat whenever
possible

18



Next steps

Activity/action

June 16
July

August -
November

Early 2017

Published Draft EIS; 45-day public comment
period ends August 1

Public hearings on July 14 and 16; in-depth
briefings for stakeholders and organizations

Develop preferred alternative based on
comments received, further engagement with
the public, and additional analysis

Publish Final EIS

19



How to comment

e Email to BGT_MissingLink_Info@seattle.gov

e Mail to:

Scott Kubly, Director

Seattle Department of Transportation

¢/o0 Mark Mazzola, Environmental Manager
PO Box 34996

Seattle, WA 98124-4996

o Attend a public hearing at Leit Erikson Hall:
e Julyl4, 6 pm—-9 pm
e Julyle, 10am -1 pm




Questions?

mark.mazzola@seattle.gov | (206) 733-9117
http://www.seattle.gov/transportation/BGT_Ballard.htm

www.seattle.gov/transportation
v LW

@ SDOT

Seatrle Department of Transportation
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