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e 40-foot roadway 3-lane roadway footprint
e Space for medians Full width challenges
e Separation for multiple users Narrowed amenity zones
e Center turn lane and bike lanes Wider section, faster speeds
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e 36-foot roadway

e Continuous sidewalk east side

e Separation for multiple users
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Bike lanes, improved sightlines

2-lane roadway footprint
Matching challenges

No center turn lane

No space for medians
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e 36-foot roadway 3-lane roadway footprint

e Space for medians Full width challenges

e Shared-use ”promenade” Narrowed amenity zones

e Centerturn lane Decreased entering sight lines
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e 30-foot roadway 2-lane roadway footprint

« Narrower section, slower speeds Matching challenges

* Shared-use “promenade” No center turn lane

* Bike lanes, improved sightlines No space for medians
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e 30-foot roadway 3-lane roadway footprint
e Space for medians Matching challenges
e Shared-use “promenade” No bike lanes
e Centerturn lane Decreased entering sight lines
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e 30-foot roadway 2-lane roadway tootprint
« Narrower section, slower speeds Matching challenges
e Shared-use “promenade” No center turn or bike lanes
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e 40-foot roadway
 Sidewalk both sides
e Center turn lane

e Bike lanes, improved sight lines
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SIDEWALK BIKE TWO-WAY TRAVEL LANE BIKE SIDEWALK
LANE LEFT TURN LANE LANE
60'
196th ST. SW

3-lane roadway footprint
Matching challenges
Narrowed amenity zones
Loss of existing parking
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