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Neighborhood greenways: 5 I K
Many “enhanced streets” will be neighborhood greenways which - ™~ \ 2 )
will provide connections within and between neighborhoods. While | : F \ ‘
the draft network map shows potential improvements on specific —_ \ LN
streets, the final location of a neighborhood greenway (in terms of i Sl 2
what street is improved) may change once a project goes into the 2 [ m— — It .-
more detailed design process. The enhanced streets shown on the | H W%% g
draft bicycle network map are intended to focus on general [ II B
corridors which should be connected with bicycle improvements I TS 2l ’zf
versus specific streets. * Ok g
‘\ TOVERDALEFT
\
| s
Multi-modal corridors: N 1 : H § 3 i
Multi-modal corridors are identified as places where Transit Master _ T 3 Ly
Plan (TMP) priority transit corridors or designated Major Truck ¥ [ ﬂ o
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Streets coincide with either an existing bicycle facility or a proposed
bicycle facility. These overlaps are largely due to:
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1) the nature of Seattle’s topography ;

2) these streets’ ability to provide direct connections to destinations
and between urban villages/urban centers.

As each corridor is analyzed in more detail (through additional transit
corridor studies, or further design work), it is important that (a) either
all modes be accommodated along the same street or (b) bicycle
facilities are accommodated using a street parallel to the priority
transit corridor or Major Truck Street.

" Seattle Bicycle Master Plan

TR

2012 Draft Network Map

, Miles
0 0.75 1.5 2.25 3

Seattle Department of Transportation




