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Double-click anywhere

to create a sticky note.

Try it here!

Find your Zoom Settings in the lower

right corner, then choose Mouse mode

or Trackpad mode.

GETTING AROUND

Zoom in and out

Bring your thoughts together. Hold the C key, then

click and drag connectors between objects.

ADDING OBJECTS

LET'S GET GOING!

MURAL TUTORIAL

FIRE REQUIREMENTS

OVERVIEW / CONSTRAINTS

20-FOOT FIRE LANE

NEEDED PER BMC

23.11.503.2.1

NON-MOTORIZED CONNECTIONS NEXT STEPS

SHORTCUTS!

LET'S INTERACT!

DON'T

WORRY

you can hover 

over an object and

right-click to bring

up most of these

options

1

2

3
Start a comment thread by typing directly on

the board 

Use provided sticky notes and sign your

initials each time (ex. "comment - PF")

Follow along and answer each question as we

move through the presentation.

Vote

Dessert is part of a balanced diet.

Disagree Agree

AREA A REQUIREMENTS AREA B REQUIREMENTS AREA D REQUIREMENTSAREA C REQUIREMENTS

SECTION FEEDBACK

turn lanes for trucks

entering beverage

warehouses

20' fire lane width per

BMC 23.11.503.2.1

20' fire lane width per

BMC 23.11.503.2.1

Adjacent to park

20' fire lane width per

BMC 23.11.503.2.1

Adjacent to light rail

facilities and future

development

*Opportunity for

development to provide

additional sidewalk

adjacent to  buildings

20' fire lane width per

BMC 23.11.503.2.1

Adjacent to light rail

facilities and future

development

*Opportunity for

development to provide

additional sidewalk

adjacent to  buildings

PARKING

ON-STREET PARKING

REQUIRED FROM 128TH -

130TH PER BMC

20.25D.140.E

E. Required On-Street Parking.

1. Purpose/Intent. On-street parking can contribute to the

pedestrian environment, be a great benefit to retail uses,

and enhance elements of neighborhood character.

2. Where Required. Figure 20.25D.140.E indicates the

block faces where on-street parking is required. The

Director may approve the final location of on-street

parking to respond to specific site conditions, property

ownership, and phasing considerations; provided, that the

final locations satisfy the intent of subsection E.1 of this

section and meet the applicable standards identified in

subsection E.3 of this section.

3. Applicable Standards. Parking design details shall

receive all approvals required pursuant to City Codes and

standards, including but not limited to transportation and

utility codes and development standards, now or as

hereafter adopted.

PROJECT

LOCATION

CONSTRAINT 3

10-FOOT VEGETATION

CLEAR ZONE PER ST DCM

10.4.3.E

OVERVIEW

ADJACENT FACILITIES AND

REGIONAL CONNECTIONS

THE AREA IS

CHARACTERIZED BY

OFFICE, RESIDENTIAL, AND

RESIDENTIAL-COMMERCIAL

LAND USE AND ZONING

LOCATED IN BELLEVUE,

ZONE 3 IS PART OF AN

ARTERIAL STREET NETWORK

OVERVIEW

What's your favorite time of day and why? (morning or evening)

this looks great -

Caitlin Smith

DRAG AND

DOUBLE

CLICK TO EDIT

DESIGN SPEED

25 MPH

DESIGN VEHICLE

AREA A = WB-67

AREA B, C, D = WB-40

AREA A:

Safeway and Coca

Cola Access Points,

Truck traffic

AREA B:

Future City Park,

Pump Station, and

Detention Facility

Maintenance,

Pedestrian Crossing

of Spring Blvd,

Crossing of West

Tributary to Kelsey

Creek and Sound

Transit Mitigation

Site (100’ Bridge),

Sound Transit facility

access

AREA C:

ST LRT offset

requirements, ST

parcels, Existing Use

of Evans Property,

Vertical Grade

Change

AREA D:

Crossing under ST

LRT, Connection to

130th intersection,

ST LRT offset,

Remnant ST Parcels,

Existing Use of

Evans Property,

Vertical Grade

Change

FOLLOW DIRECTIONS BELOW

CHARETTE PROTOCOL

WHAT is a CHARRETTE? a short, collaborative meeting where members explore diverse design ideas!

HOW to provide INPUT?

WHAT are the GOALS?
Establish a preferred

cross section in Areas

A, B / C, and Area D

Establish a preferred

horizontal alignment in

Areas C and D

Establish a preferred

intersection type at

128th Ave

Q/A Feedback Protocol Please hold questions until initial presentation of item is complete.

2

PARKING REQUIREMENTS

1

SPRING BOULEVARD VS.

LOCAL CROSS STREEETS

WHERE TO PARK?

OF FIRE CODE COMPLIANCE

ON CROSS SECTIONS?

WHAT'S THE IMPACT

CREATING CONTINUITY

EXISTING CROSS

SECTIONS

HORIZONTAL ALIGNMENT

3

WHAT'S THE MOST OPTIMAL ALIGNMENT?

PROPERTY LINES & LIGHT

RAIL TRANSIT

INTERSECTIONS

4

EXPECTED

TRAFFIC VOLUMES

POTENTIAL ROUNDABOUT

ROUNDABOUT

AREA A AREA B AREA C AREA D

INTRODUCTION

FIRE MINIMUM WIDTH

128th Street

Level of

Service

PROJECT OVERVIEW

PROJECT SCHEDULE

PROJECT

KICKOFF

DESIGN

CHARRETTE

DATA GATHERING

& STAKEHOLDER

COORDINATION

ALTERNATIVE

REFINEMENT &

SELECTION

VIRTUAL 

OPEN HOUSE

15% DESIGN

AND COST EST

MARCH

2023

APRIL/MAY

2023

JUNE

2023

JULY

2023

AUGUST

2023

OCTOBER

2023

ARE THERE ANY

CONSTRAINTS WE'VE

MISSED?

QUESTION 1:

DO YOU HAVE ANY

QUESTIONS ABOUT THE

CONTRAINTS?

QUESTION 2:

Porject Implementation.

How will this be funded

and Constructed? 

EXISTING CONDITIONS

MULTI-PURPOSE PATH

WITH DIFFERENT

SURFACE TREATMENTS

BIKE LANE BEHIND

LANDSCAPE BUFFER

BIKE LANE ADJACENT TO

STREET

ENGINEERING

TRANSPORTATION

TRAFFIC OPS

STRUCTURAL

ENVIRONMENTAL

FISH PASSAGE

NON-MOTORIZED

A.

PRELIMINARY LAYOUT OF

DESIGN

B.

VIRTUAL OPEN HOUSE &

PUBLIC FEEDBACK

NON-MOTORIZED PATHS

UTILITY GROUP + ENVIRONMENTAL

TRAFFIC OPERATION

TRAFFIC SIGNAL

TRAFFIC MODELING

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING 

TRANSPORTATION DESIGN

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

LAND USE 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

PARKS

SURVEYING

GEOTECHNICAL DRAINAGE

Roundabout Signalized

128th Street

Level of

Service

1

2

3

1

2

3

1

2

3

1

2

3

1

2

3

4

A

A

D B A AB

A D

C.

FOOTPRINT, COST ESTIMATE,

FINAL APPROVALS

D.

FUNDING FOR MULTI-

PURPOSE PATHWAY PROJECT

A

A

A. The depth is the minimum vault depth and does not consider conveyance inlet and outlet

elevation considerations.

A. Enhanced treatment criteria are considered for sizing filterra.

B. Based on the roadway prism and contributing area, we might

have to either reduce the size of the Filterra and/or change the

number of units.  The units noted below are the minimum number

of units required for each side of the creek.

AREA CONTEXT 

AND CONSTRAINTS

DETENTION VAULT FILTERRA

https://bellevue.municipal.codes/LUC/

20.25D.140.E

Could pedestrian

sidewalk space be

expanded for option

2? - Jay Backman

The design of option No. 2

is not consistent with LUC

20.25D.140.E.  Between

128th – 130th on Street

parking is required.  The

LUC would have to be

amended to change this

requirement. - Kimo

Burden

I don't believe

elimination of a future

connection to 127th

Ave is a viable option

per the code

requirements 

- Tyler Moore

Is there an opportunity

to design for smaller

vehicles with the

redevelopment of

beverage facilities?

Future connections to

street grid (127th Ave)?

-Tyler Moore

zoning may change

with the

Comprehensive Plan

Update - Kevin

McDonald

How might bridge over

West Trib constrain

bike facilities,

particularly if

separated through

Area A/B to this

point?-Ryan Walker

Through Area B - look

at respite zones in

roadway for ped

crossing, or signalized

traffic stop (RRFB) -

Ryan Walker

Could we have mixed

surface treatment

sidewalk and two-way

multi use path option (e.g.

NW Market Street  west

of 24th Ave NW in

Seattle) where cyclists

typ use asphalt, peds on

conc sidewalk. 

Bike lane adjacent to

street - how do we

keep vehicles from

using as load/unload?

- Jay backman

Mixed use facilities

can be challenging if

high volumes of

bicyclists and

pedestrians. Consider

accessibility, would we

use MMP on both one

way roads? - Jay

Backman

There are different

delivery options -

delveopers building

witin the ROW, Area B

is a parks/city parcel,

Area C/D is going to

be developed - Scott J

Would Sound Transit

have interest in

developing commercial

elements in their

property as part of their

transit-oriented

development plan? (Top

option) - Jay Backman

possibly move both

directions of non-

motorized (ped/bike)

to the south side and

add emergency

vehicle lane on the

north side? - Jun An

Option 2 with out the

eastbound curve likely

will lead to higher

speeds - Jay Backman

Roundabouts with

such heavy volumes in

one direction can

make it difficult for

more minor

movements to enter

the roundabout. - Jay

Backman

Consideration of

pedestrian safety at

crossings is key. This

area prioritizes

walkability. - Gwen

Jonathan - I like 1

Option 1 keeps

consistency.  Jay

Backman

No  thanks!  KM

I like 1 - Tyler

Like # 1 here,

DJJ

Alt 1 - I like the

consistency of

matching Zone 2 -EL

Alt 1 - Jun An

I like Alt 2. However

for either 1 or 2 a

sidewalk wider than 6'

 seems key.

Gwen

Should also

coordinate with

AutoNation since they

are within this

corridor... their truck

delivery vehicle has

worst turning

movement than WB-67

Need wider section

anyways because of

turning roadway width

if the design vehicle is

WB-67.

MHauer

Prefer option 1 -

Jonathan

Concern with adding

shoulder width

creating a perception

one can travel faster.

Like #2 DJJJ

Support option 1, but

option 2 would work

too.  Transition needed

at West Trib bridge

considerations?-Ryan

Walker

Alt 2 -EL

I prefer Alt 2 with a

wider sidewalk. -

Gwen

I would eliminate 3

Seems easier to

transition from option 1

in area A  to option 3

in area B and C (for

fire) - Jay Backman

I like 1 for as long as

possible- Tyler

Alt 1 w/ shoulder for

stall vehicle/

emergency vehicle

access plus to

accommodate turning

roadway width - Jun

An

Like # 3 here DJJ

make pervious surface

 out of "stamped conc

paving" area

4 is fine, however I

recommend

expanding sidewalks

to 8'.

If multimodal path is

concrete - how do we

communicate

multimodal path vs

extra wide sidewalk to

bike users? Wayfinding?

I think most users

expect asphalt for MMP

Alt 1 - EL

Good job, guys!

~Marina

Evening - Tyler Moore morning   coffee
day off

Morning coffee or

patio evenings with

fire table - Leah

morning - Caitlin Smith Sunset - Ryan Walker
Morning 6am - before folks

load up the office

Early in the morning!

Lydia
eveining

Morning in the

summer time. - Gwen

Morning - quiet and

coffee

Jay

Evening - Jun
Evening - 

Kimo Burden
After dinner- Deepa Brian Ruhland

Evening

Brian Magee

Afternoons in the

summer

Tim Kariel

Evening! Kids are

asleep! - Scott 
Yes Candy EL

might be too early to

know but are you

considering a box

culvert/bridge for the

stream crossing?

- Ken Peterson

this discussion would

be more helpful if we

showed future street

connections 

will also have to

consider existing

mitigation near park

property 

Marina

box culvert would

impact mitigation site

(100 ft) area, also we

will have greater area

than where a box

culvert could be used

- Paul Ferrier

Not can it be, but

should it be - when

considering safety,

land use, non-

motorized

connections, etc -

Scott Johnson

There needs to be

coordination w/ Land

Use to provide parking

elsewhere - Molly

Johnson

Question - because

the bike lane and

buffers are located

between vehicle lane

and parking, it is no

longer considered as

non-PGIS, correct? -

Jun Suk An

Bikes would contribute

to pollutions if

included in the

roadway paving - 

Has the Curb

Management Plan

been a part of this

discussion? - Jay

Backman

Contact Chris Long for

more information

having bike lane

between vehicular and

bike lane is a safety

issue

Kevin McDonald

if we flip the bike lane

and the parking it

would cause a conflict

with fire code - Marina

parking next to light

rail would cause

people to cross the

road to get to their

cars - Paul F

is parking valuable to

have in this section?

would it be better to

relocate? - Scott J

Yes, we have updated

sections to review

futher along in the

charrette - Caitlin S

there's no req. to add

to local streets, so

they may just be left

out - Tyler M

is there potential for

development on the

Sound Transit parcel?

can the streets be

shifted closer to the

light rail? - Jonathan

Winslow

parking required on

local streets per land

use code - Ryan

Walker / Gwen

Rousseau

Yes, and yes. More

discussions need to

happen. - Caitlin S

Is cost a part of this

process? - Darek J

we will still need to

connect to Zone 4

constraints and

transition between all

Areas

preference toward

separated directional

bike lane with

crossings to adjust to

different constraints -

Darek J

Under bridge crossing

possible? - Ryan

Walker

better for pedestrians,

not having to cross too

much, plus mid-block

crossing for access to

both sides

MPPs need to be at

least 12'-wide +

consider separated

buffers + "high

comfort" - Mia Waters

definition of curb is

critical... everything w/

in curb is considered

pollution generating..

place bike lane

outside the curb for

NEPA - Mia Waters

challenging to retain/

treat water, so we

need to consider

stormwater - Marina 

what sort of separation

will be provided to

inhibit this activity?

consideration of larger

truck movement

through roundabouts?

- Mia Waters

the above is designed

for expected truck

types

Driveway access not

allowed off arterials

MHauer

Hopefully, we won't

design to WB-67.
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Charrette Follow-up
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33’
66’

10’5’ 5’11’ 11’ 5’ 1.5’

PEDESTRIAN 
SIDEWALK 

AMENITY 
& LAND-
SCAPING

AMENITY 
& LAND-
SCAPING

VEHICLE 
LANE

VEHICLE 
LANE

BIKE
LANE

33’
.5’ .5’.5’.5’10’ 5’1.5’

PEDESTRIAN 
SIDEWALK 

BIKE
LANE

35’
70’

10’ 10’5’ .5’.5’ .5’ .5’5’11’ 11’5’ 5’3’ 3’

PEDESTRIAN 
SIDEWALK

PEDESTRIAN 
SIDEWALK 

AMENITY 
& LAND-
SCAPING

AMENITY 
& LAND-
SCAPING

VEHICLE 
LANE

VEHICLE 
LANE

B/C-2
bike lane adjacent to road

(2) 10-ft sidewalks

BIKE
LANE

BIKE
LANE

BIKE 
LANE 

BUFFER

BIKE 
LANE 

BUFFER

35’

33–34'
66–68'

33–34'

34.5–35.5’
69–71'

34.5–35.5’

Alternative 

Alternative 

BIKE LANE ADJACENT TO SIDEWALK SEPARATED VERTICALLY 
FROM SIDEWALK

BIKE LANE ADJACENT TO ROAD SEPARATED VERTICALLY  
FROM ROADWAY

10’ Pedestrian
Sidewalks

5’ Bike Lanes 
with 3’ Raised 
Buffer

5’ Protected 
Bike Lanes

10’ Pedestrian 
Sidewalks

NE Spring Boulevard:  
124th–130th Avenues Northeast (Zone 3)
Results of the Online Open House (October 2 – 22, 2023) 
Proposed Roadway Section Alternatives 1 & 2

1

2



27’
60’

5’ 11’ 11’

MULTI-PURPOSE 
PATHBU
FF

ER

BU
FF

ER

10’

PEDESTRIAN
SIDEWALK

AMENITY 
& LAND-
SCAPING

AMENITY 
& LAND-
SCAPING

VEHICLE 
LANE

VEHICLE 
LANE

33’
.5’.5’ 5’ 2’ 2’12’.5’ .5’

B/C-3
multi-purpose path south of road

(1) 10-ft sidewalk

35’
76’

10’ 5’ .5’.5’ .5’ .5’5’11’ 11’5’ 5’3’ 3’

B/C-4
bike lane adjacent to road

(2) 10-ft sidewalks

BIKE
LANE

BIKE
LANEBIKE 

LANE 
BUFFER

BIKE 
LANE 

BUFFER

41’
2’ 2’12’

MULTI-PURPOSE 
PATHBU

FF
ER

BU
FF

ERPEDESTRIAN
SIDEWALK

AMENITY 
& LAND-
SCAPING

AMENITY 
& LAND-
SCAPING

VEHICLE 
LANE

VEHICLE 
LANE

26.5'
59'

32.5'

34.5–35.5'
75–77'

40.5–41.5'

MULTI-PURPOSE PATH — SOUTH SIDE

BIKE LANES ADJACENT TO ROAD SEPARATED VERTICALLY 
FROM ROADWAY & MULTI-PURPOSE PATH — SOUTH SIDE

10’ Pedestrian
Sidewalks

5’ Bike Lanes 
with 3’ Raised 
Buffer

12’ Multi-Purpose 
Path with 2’  
Buffers

12’ Multi-Purpose 
Path with 2’  
Buffers

10’ Pedestrian 
Sidewalks

Alternative 

Alternative 

3

4

NE Spring Boulevard:  
124th–130th Avenues Northeast (Zone 3)
Results of the Online Open House (October 2 – 22, 2023) 
Proposed Roadway Section Alternatives 3 & 4



How people 
plan to use  
the corridor:

DRIVING WALKING

41% 24%

RECREATIONAL 
BIKING

COMMUTER BIKING 8%

OTHER 2%

25%

52 Total responses 12 Bellevue neighborhoods represented

Which alternative most encourages you  
to use the NE Spring Blvd corridor?Q1.

25 
VOTES

“Safe separation of cars from bikers 
and pedestrians.”

“Protection from vehicles is the best in 
Alternative 1. Every other alternative carries 
the risk of a driver entering the bike lane.”

“Bike lanes on the road and mixed-use 
sidewalks feel more dangerous to walk 
on and folks tend to use the sidewalk 
to bike on anyways, leading to 
potentially unsafe walking conditions.”

Alternative 1

“The bikers should not be on the 
walking path. That should be for 
pedestrians only.”

“Alternative 2 is safer because it 
separates pedestrians from faster 
transportation modes such as bikes and 
cars. This is especially important due to 
motorized scooters, skateboards and 
bikes presenting an additional danger to 
pedestrians.” 

Alternative 2

“I like multipurpose lanes, more 
flexible than a bike only. Sometimes 
people like to walk with their kids 
on wheels.”

“A multi-purpose corridor would 
allow deeper interaction between the 
residents. It would be way better if we 
just had one car lane and we focused on 
pedestrians, but it’s progress.”

Alternative 3

“This alternative offers the most options to use the corridor. If I want to bike at a 
higher speed, I can use the bike lanes in the road. If I am with my son and need 
to bike more slowly, I can use the shared path. If I want to walk, I can use the 
sidewalk or the shared path.”

Alternative 4

9
VOTES

7
VOTES

7
VOTES

NE Spring Boulevard:  
124th–130th Avenues Northeast (Zone 3)
Results of the Online Open House (October 2 – 22, 2023) 
Survey Results



Which alternative do you believe is the most comfortable?Q2.

25 
VOTES

“It provides the most protection for 
people walking and biking.”

“The physical barrier (trees)  
is better placed between high speed 
traffic (cars) and low speed traffic/road 
users (bikes and pedestrians), making 
the experience more natural for all 
modes of travel.”

“I believe this option will facilitate 
seamless cycling connections through 
the neighborhood with existing 
infrastructure that is already in place.”

Alternative 1

“Sidewalks and bike lanes on both sides 
of the road is the most flexible for both 
bicycles and pedestrians.”

“Each mode of travel is protected.”

“I would feel safer and relaxed  
as a pedestrian. Many times I have 
narrowly missed being hit by speeding 
pedal bikes and electric bikes and 
scooters when walking on Bellevue 
sidewalks.”

Alternative 2

“I like the multi-purpose lane concept. It is most flexible. I do not think we 
should compartmentalize too much and I do not think bikes (or pedestrians) 
should be next to the traffic – it is dangerous and slows traffic.”

Alternative 3

“Addresses commuter and rec biker needs, and it provides extra space for 
walking/running. We need to encourage more multi-modal transportation 
options.”

Alternative 4

11
VOTES

3
VOTES

9
VOTES

NE Spring Boulevard:  
124th–130th Avenues Northeast (Zone 3)
Results of the Online Open House (October 2 – 22, 2023) 
Survey Results
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City of Bellevue, Spring Boulevard Zone 3 Project

Alternatives Ranking Matrix

Updated: 11/27/2023

Evaluation Criteria
A-1

Bike Lane Adjacent to 

Sidewalk

A-2

Bike Lane Adjacent to Road

A-3

Multipurpose Path on 

South Side

A-4

Bike Lane Adjacent to Road 

& Multipurpose Path on 

South Side

B-1

Bike Lane Adjacent to 

Sidewalk

B-2

Bike Lane Adjacent to Road

B-3

Multipurpose Path on 

South Side

B-4

Bike Lane Adjacent to Road 

& Multipurpose Path on 

South Side

C-1

Bike Lane Adjacent to 

Sidewalk

C-2

Bike Lane Adjacent to Road

C-3

Multipurpose Path on 

South Side

C-4

Bike Lane Adjacent to Road 

& Multipurpose Path on 

South Side

D-1

Bike Lane Adjacent to 

Sidewalk

D-2

Bike Lane Adjacent to Road

D-3

Multipurpose Path on Both 

Sides

D-4

Bike Lane Adjacent to Road 

& Multipurpose Path on 

South Side

Roadway Location 1 

Follow LRT

Roadway Location 2

Follow Property Line

Roadway Location 3

Partially Follow 

Property Line

Signalized Roundabout

1 Minimize Environmental Impacts (Wetland and Stream) NA NA NA NA 2 2 3 1 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 3 1 3 NA NA

2 Minimize Environmental Permitting Complexity/Risk 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 2 2 2

3 Best Compatibility with Future Land Use 3 1 2 1 3 1 2 2 3 1 2 1 3 1 2 1 2 3 1 3 1

4
Most Closely Aligns Bel-Red Vision 

(Minimize Footprint and Enhance Urban Feel)
3 1 2 1 3 1 2 1 3 2 2 1 2 3 1 1 2 2 1 3 1

5 Most Compatible with Existing Private Property Use 2 1 2 2 3 1 2 2 2 1 3 2 2 1 3 2 3 2 2 3 1

6 Minimize Property Acquisitions/Impacts 2 2 3 1 2 2 3 1 2 2 3 1 2 3 2 2 1 3 1 3 1

7
Maximize Affordable Housing Potential

(Sound Transit Parcel)
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 2 2 2 1 2 3 2 2 1 3 1 3 1

8
Minimize Stormwater Treatment and Detention Needs

(Water Quality)
2 1 3 1 2 1 3 1 2 1 3 1 2 1 2 1 2 2 1 3 1

9 Cyclist Facility with Least Stress 3 1 2 3 3 1 2 3 3 1 2 3 2 1 2 3 3 2 1 3 2

10 Best Pedestrian Experience and Safety 2 3 1 2 2 3 1 2 2 3 1 2 2 3 1 1 2 2 2 3 2

11 Best Vehicular Experience and Safety 2 1 3 2 2 1 3 2 3 1 2 2 3 1 3 1 1 3 2 1 3

12
Most Forward Compatible with Phased Construction (Non-

Motorized Connection)
2 1 3 3 2 1 3 3 2 1 3 3 2 1 3 3 3 2 1 2 2

13 Best Recreational Space Connectivity 3 1 2 3 3 1 2 2 3 1 2 2 3 1 3 3 2 3 1 NA NA

14
Highest Continuity with Existing Corridor Non-Motorized 

Facility
3 1 1 2 3 1 1 2 2 2 1 2 2 3 1 3 NA NA NA 3 1

15 Best Facility to Promote All Ages and Abilities Users 2 1 2 3 2 1 2 3 2 1 2 3 2 1 2 3 NA NA NA 3 1

Total Score 31 17 28 26 34 19 31 26 33 21 30 26 31 25 29 28 27 29 19 32 18

Assumptions:

1.) All Alternatives have gone through a fatal flaw screening which included the following checks:

      - Parking is provided on both sides of the street between 128th Aveneue and 130th Avenue.

      - Sound Transit Clearance requirements are met for the light rail facility.

      - Bellevue Fire Department access requirements of 20' paved clear width are provided in all alternatives.

      - All intersection alternatives pass operational requirements for traffic level of service (LOS)

2.) All alternatives will require a fish passable bridge over the West Tributary. 

3.) Coca-Cola and Safeway are remaining in operation for some time in Area A, and considerations for current use and future use once redevelopment occurs are part of the analysis.

4.) Traffic forecasts use 2048 counts from Bellevue Traffic Department. 

5.) Sound Transit has tentatively agreed to donate parcel if used for affordable housing. If not used for this purpose, City must purchase parcel.

6.) It's undecided if the corridor would be solely constructed by the City, if developers would be required to construct half street improvements, or another phasing approach would be used. Evaluation looks at the final facility configuration. 

7.) Evans parcel and CADMAN parcel would require ROW dedication from developers if proposed roadway follows the property boundary.

Cross Section (Area A) Cross Section (Area B) Cross Section (Area D) Horizontal Alignment Intersection ControlCross Section (Area C)
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BEL-RED CODE UPDATE. 
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SERVICES APPROVAL. 
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