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Updating design guidance for regional streets and trails

Projects funded with Regional Flexible Funds must be consistent with the guidelines

@ Metro

GUIDES AND TOOLS

Local transportation system plans
Community Investment Toolkit
Guide to equitable housing

Guide to downtown revitalization
Economic Value Atlas

Guide to safe and healthy streets
Mobility Corridors Atlas

Safe Routes to School Framework

Guide to nature-friendly
development

Parks + Venues Tools + Services What's Happening Metropedia

Home > Tools for Partners > Guides and tools

Guide to safe and healthy streets

Guides to safe and healthy streets explain how to integrate street design
with nearby land uses to minimize congestion, encourage walking, biking
and transit, and ensure the well-being of wildlife.

Street Corners

Every inthe

space where sidewalks come together.

Pedestrians leave t
und th

onjunct
r other

Best Practices

v Safety: To increase safety,corner radii
of uld be

 Vibrant communitie:
nly enhance safety. they

 Sustainable economi
industrial d




Designing Livable Streets + Trails Project
Timeline & Deliverables

IMPLEMENTATION
+Policy updates
2018- 19 *Technical assistance
Finalize *Web resources
PHASE 2 the guide c i
Summer ase studies
2019 *Community stories
*Forums & workshops
*Final chapter content
+Final graphics
: ) *Case study template
*Street/trail design
PHASE 1 elements content *Glossary
*Chapters 1, 4-6 *Photo library
*Graphics work sessions content sResources
*Design element +Photos, schematics, “Web page

*Updated RTP design template streetscape

related objectives «Draft performance- renderings
and policies based decision making
- +Final annotated table “Public review of RTP framework

of contents design section *Cross sections

SCOPING

O

*Stakeholder
interviews

sLiterature
review/technical
research

+*Case studies
*Develop work scope

*Street talks

*Resource list
+Chapter template
*Graphics outline

*Project webpage

TPAC TPAC
MTAC

MTAC

*Transect graphic
*Functions, outcomes

*Design elements white
paper
*Chapters 2-3 content




Agencies and organizations represented on the

Technical Work Group

A Technical Work Group has provided review & input throughout the update

Clackamas County Planning and Engineering
Multnomah County Transportation Planning
Multnomah County - Public Health
Washington County Planning and Engineering
Metro Planning and Development

Metro Parks and Nature

Oregon Department of Transportation, Region 1
Oregon Department of Transportation, Salem
TriMet

US DOT Federal Highways Administration
Tualatin Hills Park and Recreation District
MTAC alternate

Sustainable Cities Initiative, U of O

Better Blocks PDX

City of Beaverton Transportation Planning
City of Forest Grove Engineering

City of Gresham Planning and Engineering
City of Hillsboro Planning

City of Portland Bureau of Environmental Services
City of Portland Bureau of Transportation
City of Portland Parks and Recreation

City of Sherwood Community Development
City of Tualatin Engineering and Parks

City of West Linn Public Works

City of Wilsonville Engineering

Audubon Society of Portland

Oregon Walks

Safe Routes to School National Partnership
The Street Trust

Landscape architect



Guidelines link land use and transportation and

implement the 2040 Growth Concept
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Regional street design policy in the Regional
Transportation Plan

Regional Design Classifications o
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Regional street design
classifications dictate how
throughways and arterials in the
RTP should be designed:
enumber of lanes
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Street design classifications correspond to land use

Metro Land-Use and Transportation Transect
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Design decisions are guided by desired policy

outcomes/design principles
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Design serves the different functions of streets

Desired functions are identified in modal plans and adopted policies

Livable Street Functions
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Outcomes

Functions

Design
Elements
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With performance-
based design, design
elements support
street functions to
achieve desired
outcomes




A performance-based design decision-making framework contributes
to systemwide networks and regional outcomes.

It starts with a well-defined project need and clear objectives.
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What is in the guidelines?

An annotated outline describes what will be in the guidelines — content is being developed

L

Purpose and how to use the guidelines

Policy framework and desired outcomes

Design functions and classifications

Design elements, recommendations, considerations
Visualizations, street illustrations
Performance-based decision making framework

Implementation strategies and examples
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Design element example: Motor vehicle travel lanes

The number and width of motor vehicle travel lanes is one of the most important design
elements of a transportation project.

A variety of factors should guide
decisions on how existing or new road
right-of-way is divided up:

*Safety of all users
*Mobility/capacity for all users
*Serving priority functions
*Travel Speeds

*Right-of-way width needed



Design element example: Motor vehicle travel lanes

Guidance on number of travel lanes is provided by the Regional Design Classifications

RIGHT-OFWAY
110'+

RIGHT-OF-WAY
100'-135'

Industrial Street (2-4 lanes)

RIGHT-OFWAY
60-90°

RIGHT-OF-WAY
90~120*

Regional Boulevard (2 lanes;

RIGHT-OF-WAY
70-100'

Community Boulevard (2 lanes)

RIGHT-OFWAY
60'-80"

Regional Street (4 lanes)
RIGHT-OF-WAY
80'-120"

RIGHT-OF-WAY
60-100'

Community Street (2 lanes)

RIGHT-OF-WAY

Shaded areas optional based
60'-80"

on available width



Design element example: Motor vehicle travel lanes

Lane widths guidance is based on national best practice (NCHRP 880) and recommends
starting with lower widths

Motor Vehicle Travel Lanes
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Typical condition (preferred in some conditions, as discussed)
@ Not a typical/preferred condition Draft




March 21- Update to JPACT

April 22 — Policymaker’s forum on design

June/July — Preview final draft of guidelines
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Metro Council policy questions

*Are there additional policy outcomes or clarifications to those already
identified, that the Council wish staff to reflect in the regional transportation
design guidelines?

*Does the Council have further direction on the approach or content of the
design guidelines?

*|s there additional direction the Council wants to provide in regards to
applying regional street and trail design guidelines to future transportation
funding? 17
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