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Conqeul ane Descriptions

Context Zone Distinguishing General Character Building Frontage| Typical Type of Public
Characteristics Placement Types Building Open Space
Height

C-3 Suburban Primarily single family residential with Detached buildings with Varying front and side  |Lawns, 1to 2 storywith |Parks, greenbelts
walkable development pattern and landscaped yards yard setbacks porches, some 3 story
pedestrian facilities, dominant landscape fences,
character naturalistic

tree planting

C-4 General Urban Mix of housing types including attached  |Predominantly detached Shallow to medium front [Porches, 2to 3story with |Parks, greenbelts
units, with a range of commercial and | buildings, balance between and side yard setback  |fences some variation
civic activity at the neighborhood and landscape and buildings, and few taller
community scale presence of pedestrians workplace

buildings

C-5 Urban Center Attached housing types such as Predominantly attached Small or no sethacks, | Stoops, 3to5storywith  |Parks, plazas, and
townhouses and apartments mixed with  [buildings landscaping within the | buildings oriented to dooryards,  |some variation  |squares, boulevard
retail, workplace, and civic activities at the |public right of way substantial ~ [street with placement  [storefronts,arc median landscaping
community or sub-regional scale. pedestrian activity and character defining a |aded

street wall walkways

C-6 Urban Core Highest-intensity areas in sub-region or  |Attached buildings forming Small or no sethacks,  [Stoops, 4+ storywitha  |Parks, plazas, and
region, with high-density residential and  |sense of enclosure and building oriented to dooryards,  |few shorter squares, boulevard
workplace uses, entertainment, civic, and |continuous street wall street, placed at front  |forecourts, | buildings median landscaping
cultural uses landscaping within the public  |property line storefronts,

right of way, highest pedestrian arcaded
and transit activity walkways
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A

Design

ARTERIAL THOROUGHFARES
Suburban (C-3) General Urban (C-4)
Residential Commercial Residential

Boulevard
Context — 1 1 1
Bglldlng Orientation (entrance front, side front, side front, side front, side front front front front
orientation)
Maximum Setback [1] 20' 20' 5 5' 15 15' 0) o)
Off-Street Parking Access/Location rear, side rear, side rear, side rear, side rear, side rear, side rear, side rear, side
Recommended Roadside Width [2] 14.5' 12.5 16' 15' 16.5' 12.5' 19' 16'
PedesFrlan Buffers (plant.lng strip 8 plaptlng 6-8 plgntmg e well | 6 tree well 8 plaptlng 6-8 plgntlng 7 ree well | 6 tree well
exclusive of travel way width) [2] strip strip strip strip
Street Lighting For all arterial thoroughfares in all context zones, intersection safety lighting, basic street lighting, and pedestrian-s:

Design Guidelines) and Chapter 10 (Intersection Design Guidel
Traveled Way
Target Speed (mph) 35 25-30 35 35 35 25-30 35 25-30 [3]

Design speed should be a maximum of 5 mph over the operating speed. Design speed is used as a control for certa
horizontal and vertical curvature.

Design Speed

Number of Through Lanes [4] 4-6 2-4 4-6 2-4 4-6 2-4 4-6 2-4
Lane Width [5] 10-11 1011 10-12' 10-11 1011 10-11 10-12' 1011
Parallel On-Street Parking Width [6] 7 7 8 8 7 7 8 8
Min. Combined Parking/Bike Lane Width 13' 13 13' 13 13' 13' 13' 13
Horizontal Radius (per AASHTO) [7] 762' 510' 762' 762' 762' 510' 762' 510'

. . - - . - . -, . - _
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— Desirable operating speed]

— Mobility for motor vehicles .
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|
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1
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Governs geometric fe#ures
« Minimum intersection s@ht distance
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e Horizontal and vertical curvature
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Boulevard

Boulevard Without Parking

Avenue

Street

C-4 w/ Predominantly Commercial Ground

Sidewalk Zone [1] C-6and C-5 C-4 w/ Predominantly Residential Frontage
Floor Use
1.5 feet = 1.5 feet =
Edge ) . ) . = .
9 2.5 feet at diagonal parking § | 2.5 feet at diagonal parking [ 3| o 0.5 feet E
5|2 22 8 feet S
. . 7 feet El|l'® 7 feet [ON ] . £
Furnishings ) o . gl s (landscape strip w/ trees and grasses or
(trees in tree wells) Ela (trees in tree wells) £l S
3ls 5|5 groundcovers) 3
Throughway 10 feet gle 8 feet e 8 feet 2
§ L gfle 0 feet along lawn and groundcover §
Frontage 3 feet Yy 2.5 feet ol S 1 foot along low walls, fences, and hedges 0
N = 1.5 feet along facades, tall walls, and fences 9
Edge 0.5 feet %\
10 feet =2
urnishings andscape strip w/ trees and groundcovers or
F h land ! d d g
THIS THOROUGHFARE TYPE NOT APPLICABLE TO THE PREDOMINANTLY low shrubs) €
Throughway COMMERCIAL GROUND FLOOR LAND USES FOUND IN C-4 THROUGH C-6 CONTEXT 8 feet 2
ZONES o
0 feet along lawn and groundcover §
Frontage 1 foot along low walls, fences, and hedges o
1.5 feet along facades, tall walls, and fences «
1.5 feet 1.5 feet
Edge . . . . .
9 2.5 feet at diagonal parking = 2.5 feet at diagonal parking 0.5 feet =
oo T ~ 1<%}
With 6 feet 2|8 6 feet 3|3 _ 8feet =
. : S|E . c|c (landscape strip w/ trees and grasses or S
- Parking trees in tree wells G (trees in tree wells) o | g
Furnishings E 2 gl 8 groundcovers) E
Without 8 feet with S| & 8 feet with £l 2 8 feet with S
Parking buffer landscaping = e buffer landscaping § o buffer landscaping =
Throughway 9 feet ‘g’ § 6 feet Tg § 6 feet §
| o '-9 = w—
g gg o3 0 feet along lawn and groundcover g
Frontage 3 feet — 2.5 feet - 1 foot along low walls, fences, and hedges —
1.5 feet along facades, tall walls, and fences
1.5 feet 1.5 feet —
9 2.5 feet at diagonal parking |3 2|25 feetat diagonal parking | 3 | & 0.5 feet g
T| & S| o c
6 feet g|® 6 feet G| S 5 feet o
Furnishings . AR : el 8 (landscape strip w/ trees and grasses or £
(trees in tree wells) £l (trees in tree wells) S|l S
5ls 5|5 groundcovers) 3
Throughway 6 feet 8|z 6 feet R 6 feet =
<| O =2 -
- - O
S “09 gle 0 feet along lawn and groundcover _8
Frontage 2.5 feet o |« 2.5 feet o | 1 foot along low walls, fences, and hedges T}
| - 1.5 feet along facades, tall walls, and fences | o
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rocess

Meeds Study
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Requests —l Prioritization
' . '

Cnrridnr_ studies . _ _ Preliminary Construction
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for Thor ug fare Design

RURALIILIOILEEEITIIIIIII TRANSECT IILLIIIIILIIIIIITIIURBAN
| RURAL CONTEXT ZONES | URBAN CONTEXT ZONES | DISTRICTS

CA 2o [C-2 Zoke™  |C-3 Zowe " [Ced URbaizowe [C-D oNterzone | C-6 coReZone | DA Bistricr

Source: DuanyPl]aTr fyberk and Company
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Conqeul ane Descriptions

Context Zone Distinguishing General Character Building Frontage| Typical Type of Public
Characteristics Placement Types Building Open Space
Height

C-3 Suburban Primarily single family residential with Detached buildings with Varying front and side  |Lawns, 1to 2 storywith |Parks, greenbelts
walkable development pattern and landscaped yards yard setbacks porches, some 3 story
pedestrian facilities, dominant landscape fences,
character naturalistic

tree planting

C-4 General Urban Mix of housing types including attached  |Predominantly detached Shallow to medium front [Porches, 2to 3story with |Parks, greenbelts
units, with a range of commercial and | buildings, balance between and side yard setback  |fences some variation
civic activity at the neighborhood and landscape and buildings, and few taller
community scale presence of pedestrians workplace

buildings

C-5 Urban Center Attached housing types such as Predominantly attached Small or no sethacks, | Stoops, 3to5storywith  |Parks, plazas, and
townhouses and apartments mixed with  [buildings landscaping within the | buildings oriented to dooryards,  |some variation  |squares, boulevard
retail, workplace, and civic activities at the |public right of way substantial ~ [street with placement  [storefronts,arc median landscaping
community or sub-regional scale. pedestrian activity and character defining a |aded

street wall walkways

C-6 Urban Core Highest-intensity areas in sub-region or  |Attached buildings forming Small or no sethacks,  [Stoops, 4+ storywitha  |Parks, plazas, and
region, with high-density residential and  |sense of enclosure and building oriented to dooryards,  |few shorter squares, boulevard
workplace uses, entertainment, civic, and |continuous street wall street, placed at front  |forecourts, | buildings median landscaping
cultural uses landscaping within the public  |property line storefronts,

right of way, highest pedestrian arcaded
and transit activity walkways
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Thorcm

fare Type Characteristics

Urban Number of Operating Intersection Tran.s " . Driveway Curb Pedestrian Bicycle  Freight Mymt.
Thoroughfare Type 10Ul Speed (mph)  Spacing[]  _oce  Median s Parking  Facilties[2]  Facilties 3]
g g Lanes P P pacing Emphasis g

S, Regional Truck

FREEWWAY 410 B+ &0-70 45-85 1102 miles Express Required Mo Mo Mo Separated gRuute

Fathway
Chptianal Optional .

. : Regional Truck

EAPRESSWATIPARKWAY 4106 50-60 45-55 1120 1 mile Express Required Mo Mo Separated | Separated Rt

Fathway Fathway dute
BOULEVARD 4106 3540 0% | 660to1a0fest | DV | Renied | Limied | Opfional | Sidewak Regonal Truck

Local Route

(SQDD‘TE b0 1o 1,320 fect Express and Yes fram feson REL?tQEIIDLnD?:'aI
MULTIWAY BOULEVARD 4tk 25-35 (400 to RO feet for f Required ACCess Sidewalk . o
ACCess Local ACCESS [ane Bike Lanes or |deliveries only on
3access lanes) roadway
roachway) Parallel Route | access roadway
AVENUE Ito4 9035 %510 o local | Opfional |  Yes Yes | Sidewak U

BBD mile Route
00 ta , . Local Deliveries

STREET ? al 2 00 feet Local Optional es fes Sidewalk Only
ALLEYIREAR LANE | 10 5 Not Appiicable | None o Yes o Shared | Shared | %2 gﬁ";ver'es

. . . - . - . -, . - _
Context Sensitive Solutions in Designing Major Urban Thoroughfares for Walkable Communities ltz-




l
Vehlclé bility Priority
Thor¢u fares

|

1

l
ﬁs where vehicle I’WOblllty is
ity ]
ted land uses 1
ds up to 45 mph }
lanes: typically 4 ¢ ﬁ 6, Up to 8
walks, but pedes rian buffer

| | [
oughfares for Walkable Communities |t¢-
F




|
I

. D|V|qed artirlal (4+ lanes)

N

Targ t d (35 mph or Iess]
Thro nd local traffic

ll

Serve longer trips
Acc agement
Major transit corridor 11
%

Primi ]r fré ht route
Emerg cy response route
o lelt' purb parking










w *
Multm— Boulevard

. Chaﬁ ] 3t -r'z d by: ]
— Central roadway for through traffic
— Parallel roadways access abutting
property, parking, and pedestrlan and
bic cilities ]
- Parall Ir dways separated from the
thr es by curbed islands
. Requlr ‘significant right- of—wﬂy

. Spemal (tre atment of intersections
L
] |

Context Sensitive Solutions in Designing Major Urban Thoroughfares for Walkable Communities







m fiRTS &
COHMEDCE

DISTRICT




s
;ca ¥R §
_.. fn .. .-.

-

' B

HES

et

- N
e &
o e ey

mad s
A ol B LR
W




Avequ

. Arterlal o} cbl ector (4 lanes
max)1 i
Target '
Land ces

nd bike route
Local tr It route

Freig al deliveries
Optloln]al raised landscaped

medlam - 1 1
Curbq rLlng

Context Sensitive Solutions in Designing Major Urban Thoroughfares for Walkable Communities




- e

Context Sensitive Solutions in Designing Major Urban Thoroughfares for Walkable Communities




local street (2 lanes)
(25 mph)
cess primary function

I
}
1
sidential neighborhoods 1
ighborhoods with comme
c%l streets to arterials

i

rcial districts

IVIay commercial main street

mp ]a i eé urb parking L
Frelghi %tnqted to local deliver
l =




Context Sensitive Solutions in Designing Major Urban Thoroughfares for Walkable Communities




|
S

hfare Examplé




Context Sensitive Solutions in Designing Major Urban Thoroughfares for Walkable Communities




A

* ¥ HONORARY # %
JACK BRICKHOUSE wav
410 N




0
0]
=
=
=)
€
€
o
@)
i
)
<
—
2
e
o
[V
0
0]
]
S
e
=
o
>
o
LS
o
=
-
(=
<
o)
S
D
LS
o
o]
=
o)
£
=
=
0
o)
(@)
£
%)
c
o
=
=
)
n
)
>
=
)
c
o
0]
o
=
)
)
c
o
@)




Context Sensitive Solutions in Designing Major Urban Thoroughfares for Walkable Communities




Source: TJPDC, \J/DET, it)) 01{ Ch%rlottesville, & Albemarle Co.

CD+A, Meyer, Mohaddes, & Urban Advantage i Existing Conditions




Alternative Future with Initial Network

TJPDC, \l/leT it)) 01% Charlottesville, & Albemarle Co. }
CD+A, Meyer, Mohaddes, & Urban Advantage ! l




Source:  TJPDC, \l/leT, it)) 01{ Charlottesville, & Albemarle Co. rl.}
CD+A, M;eyér, Mphaddes, & Urban Advantage Alter, !;itive Future with Potential “Full” Network
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CSS Approach
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Rural Gen%ral Urban
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De§lgn s ee‘d Thoroughfare type
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Table 6.2 General Parameters for Arterial Thoroughfares

mm = -
mm E RIS m LHRNN NN

rm, ’ mmmmmmmmm erue | Boulevard|

Fh.!ilding_ Orientation |entrance front, sida fr-_:-nt. front, side | front, sida front frant front front front front front front
arigntation) sida

Madimum Sethack [1] 20 ft. 201t 5 ft. 5 ft. 15 ft. 15 ft. 0t 0 ft. 10 ft. 10 ft. 0 ft. 0 ft.
Off-5treat Parking Acoess/Location rear, side rear, side rear, sida rear, side rear, side rear, sida rear, sida rear, side rear rear rear rear
Roadside

Recommended Roadside Width [2] 14.5 ft. 12.5 ft. 16 ft. 15 ft. 18,5 ft. 12.5%. 19 ft. 16 ft. 1.5 19.5ft. 2151t 19.5 ft.
Padastrian Buffars {planting strip IE 2' ?ﬁtﬁ 7 ft. tree 6 ft.troa | 8 ft. planting ?ﬁtﬂ 7 ft. tre B ft. rea 7 ft. troe & ft. traa 7 ft. troa B ft. trea
axclusive of traval way width) [2] P 2{'”;9 P ?‘tri ::lng well wal| strip P itri ::n; well wel | wall wll wa | wal |

For all arterial thoroughfares in all contest zones, intersection safety lighting, basic streat lighting and padestrian-scalad lighting is recommendad. Sae Chapter 8 (Roadsida

Strest Lighting Diasign Guidelines) and Chaptar 10 (Intersection Desian Guidelines).

Traveled Way

Target Speed (mph) 35 25-30 35 35 35 25-30 35 25-30[3] 35 25-30 30 25-30[3]
Desian Speed Design speed should be a maimum of 5 mph over the operating speed. Design speed is used as a control for certain geometric design elemants induding sight distance and
an spee horizontal and vertical curvatura,
Mumbar of Through Lanes [4] 46 o | 44 2-4 4-6 2-4 46 -4 4-6 2-4 46 -4
Lane Width [5] 10-11 ft. 10-11 ft. 10-12 ft. 10-11 . 10-11 ft. 10-11 fi. 10-12 ft. 10-11 ft. 10-11ft. 10-11ft. 10-11 . 10-11 ft.
Farallel On-Straat Parking Width [g] 7 ft. 7ft. aft. &t 7ft. 7 ft. &1t gt 7 ft. 7ft. &t B ft.
E:l:;ﬁ':'mt'i”e'j Parking/Bika Lane 13 ft. 13, 13 13 f. 13t 13 t. 13 13 f. 131, 13t 13 ft 13 1.
Horizontal Radius (per AASHTO) [7] T2 ft. S0 ft. 782 t. 762 ft. Th2 ft. S0t Ta2 ft. 510 ft. 7a2 ft. S0 ft. 510 ft. 510 ft.
Vertical Alignmant IIse AASHTO minimums as a target, but consider combinations of harizontal and vertical per AA5HTO Green Book.

Medians (which will accommodate . . . . . .
single laft-tum lanes at 14-16 ft. G'ﬂ'ﬂr’tﬁl 1418 ft. Dfﬂ}?a' 14-16 ft. D'm'f':a' 14-16 ft. Dﬁﬂ'f?a' 14-15 ft. Gﬂ"}'t“' 14-16ft. Dﬁﬂ'f?a'
intarsections) [8] ‘ . ) . : _

Bike Lanes {min./preferred width) 5 fti6 fi. 5 fr./6 ft. 5 fii ft. 5 fii6 ft. 5 fu.6 fi. 5 fr.i6 ft. 5 fi.i ft. 5 frie fr. 5 fu./6 ft. 5 fu.6 ft. 5 fi/6 ft. 5 fr.i6 ft.

Acrass Managemant [9] Modarata Low High Moderate Modarata Low High Loww Moderata Low High Lo
Volume Range (vod 0,000- | 15000- | 20,000- 10,000- 10,000- 10,000- 15,000- 5,000- 15,000- 10,000- | 15,000- 5. 000-
Typical Traffic Volume Range {vpd 35,000 | 25000 50,000 35,000 30,000 20,000 40,000 30,000 30,000 20,000 | 40,000 30,000

Consider urban singla-lane roundabouts at intersections on arterial avenues with less than 20,000 antering wehicdas par day, and urban doubla-lane roundabouts at
intersections on Boulevards and Avenues with less than 40,000 entering vehicles per day.
Curb Return Radii Refer to Chapter 10 (Intersection Design Guidelings) for datails

Roundabout

. . . - . - . -, . - _
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Table 11.2 General Parameters for Vehicle Mobility Priority Arterials

Deslgn Characteristlcs
Strip Commercial Shopping Business Park/ Single-Use Residential Not | Passive Park, Nature Preserve,
Parameter Canter Campus Office Industrial Fronting On Thoroughfare Intentional Buffer Area
raveled Way
Typical ADT 20,000+ < 25 (00 20,000+ =35 O 25,000+ =15, (0 20,000+ - 20, D 10,000+ = 10,000
Tharcudhfare type Erulevard Avenue Bouleard BAvenue Baulevard Aarie Boulevard Averius Eculevard Averiue
Limited frem Limit=d from . Limited from - Lirnitzd from . Lirnited fram . Limited from
OH-street parking access tharcudhfare; side | thoroughfare; side hmlted_frn:_lm thor- thorouahfare; side Limited {rn:rn thor- tharcudhfare; side From side sireet thoroughfare; sida From side street thorcuahfare; side
oughfare; side street cughfare; side street cnly onky
ztraet streat sireet shraat sireet sireet
Operating speed {mph}
idesion speed = & mph 350 dd 35 45 35 to A0 45 3510 40 35 to 40 30 1o 35 45 40
higher}
G typical; . . ical; & & fypical;
Pty 106 tpicl 6103 1o 6 opicl 108 Pttty Pty
Mumber of throudh lanes re p . 2tod where paralkel capac- 2104 where paralkel capac- tod o pa . 2104 1= p " Itod
capacity not avaik ; . . . capacity rot avail- capacity not avail-
ity rct available ity reat available
able able able
Lanie widih 11te 12 fi. 114212 f. 11to12 f. 111012 fi. 12+ 12f.+ 111012 ft. M1 12 fi. 11te 12 fi. 111012 fi.
Orestrest parking Deperds en rneed | Depends on reed Mene Hare Hone Mane Hare Hare Mene Hore
) Optional Cipticnal _ Cipticnal Cpticnal
Median [1] 16t 181t 141018 ft 16to 13 fi. 110 18 f. 16t 22 f. Mane 1610 18 ft. 1410 18 ft 16to 184 110 1B
Actess management [2] High Maoderate Modarata Law Maderate Low High Loww Mcderate Moderate
Bike Lanes i 1. bike lane when needed for bicycle network conrectivity: Cptional & ft. lare whers thers are nearby paral k| faciliies
MinimumMesirable readside
width fincl. 1. cleararce 614 f. LRHIER:S LRMIER A 6fLid fr. Gfi1d f. G614 GRAZR 61z f. LR NIER:S fi1d fr.
behind sidewsalk)
;f?:imb”“ewa"“"g o . Do Eft btoBf T3 Ot B 010 3. 0106 f. [3] 0106 . [3] JtoEft T3k
Min. sidewalk width Ch. L L th S Ch Ch . L th
raet lightineg Zafety lighting recommended throughout seament and at intersetions
Intersections
Traffic zignal cortrol Frioritize sional progression, fraffic movement effidency, transit routes; safely accommodate pedestrian crossings with multi-stage arcssings if necessary where mediars are provided with adequate pedestrian refuge
width {min. 3 .1,
Curb radii 30-50 ft. or 3-certer curies; larger with
30 ft. o 50 ft. or 3-certer curves; langer with heavy right tums or truck volumes ard comer lands 3 ft. 30 f. heavy r.igl'rt-tums o truck volumes and
oo lands
Reurdabouts Cptional at low and medium valume intersections whers sufficient roundabout capacity can be developed.

. . . - . - . -, . - _
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Defined

eTty line to
b

TTK&S street
S
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Utilities/appurtenances
Transl
Land In

Urban design/public art
Side

nt of pedestrians
% uildings/property

Ik

afes

Business functions

aces Fplazas,
seating) | |- |

Civic sp



e | Furnishings| Throughway | Frontage




Boulevard

Boulevard Without Parking

Avenue

Street

C-4 w/ Predominantly Commercial Ground

Sidewalk Zone [1] C-6and C-5 C-4 w/ Predominantly Residential Frontage
Floor Use
1.5 feet = 1.5 feet =
Edge ) . ) . = .
9 2.5 feet at diagonal parking § | 2.5 feet at diagonal parking [ 3| o 0.5 feet E
5|2 22 8 feet S
. . 7 feet El|l'® 7 feet [ON ] . £
Furnishings ) o . gl s (landscape strip w/ trees and grasses or
(trees in tree wells) Ela (trees in tree wells) £l S
3ls 5|5 groundcovers) 3
Throughway 10 feet gle 8 feet e 8 feet 2
§ L gfle 0 feet along lawn and groundcover §
Frontage 3 feet Yy 2.5 feet ol S 1 foot along low walls, fences, and hedges 0
N = 1.5 feet along facades, tall walls, and fences 9
Edge 0.5 feet %\
10 feet =2
urnishings andscape strip w/ trees and groundcovers or
F h land ! d d g
THIS THOROUGHFARE TYPE NOT APPLICABLE TO THE PREDOMINANTLY low shrubs) €
Throughway COMMERCIAL GROUND FLOOR LAND USES FOUND IN C-4 THROUGH C-6 CONTEXT 8 feet 2
ZONES o
0 feet along lawn and groundcover §
Frontage 1 foot along low walls, fences, and hedges o
1.5 feet along facades, tall walls, and fences «
1.5 feet 1.5 feet
Edge . . . . .
9 2.5 feet at diagonal parking = 2.5 feet at diagonal parking 0.5 feet =
oo T ~ 1<%}
With 6 feet 2|8 6 feet 3|3 _ 8feet =
. : S|E . c|c (landscape strip w/ trees and grasses or S
- Parking trees in tree wells G (trees in tree wells) o | g
Furnishings E 2 gl 8 groundcovers) E
Without 8 feet with S| & 8 feet with £l 2 8 feet with S
Parking buffer landscaping = e buffer landscaping § o buffer landscaping =
Throughway 9 feet ‘g’ § 6 feet Tg § 6 feet §
| o '-9 = w—
g gg o3 0 feet along lawn and groundcover g
Frontage 3 feet — 2.5 feet - 1 foot along low walls, fences, and hedges —
1.5 feet along facades, tall walls, and fences
1.5 feet 1.5 feet —
9 2.5 feet at diagonal parking |3 2|25 feetat diagonal parking | 3 | & 0.5 feet g
T| & S| o c
6 feet g|® 6 feet G| S 5 feet o
Furnishings . AR : el 8 (landscape strip w/ trees and grasses or £
(trees in tree wells) £l (trees in tree wells) S|l S
5ls 5|5 groundcovers) 3
Throughway 6 feet 8|z 6 feet R 6 feet =
<| O =2 -
- - O
S “09 gle 0 feet along lawn and groundcover _8
Frontage 2.5 feet o |« 2.5 feet o | 1 foot along low walls, fences, and hedges T}
| - 1.5 feet along facades, tall walls, and fences | o
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an Traveled

Central plorﬁloln of thoroughfare between curbs
ovement of vehlclqﬁs
th roadside via on-street parking

Raised median on Mid-block crossings Space for
Boulevards‘ with with curb ‘extensmns street cafes ' Building fronting
; landscaping and median refuge otz
™ Sidewalk width appropriate to Farside bus stops with” {7

function of adjacent land use shelter and amenities |

| High visibility crosswalks
alternative paving or
ladder/zebra striping

Curb extensions‘{%
with small return

* Pedestrian amenities  Urban Design Short pedestrian Bike lanes and Street trees in \‘_
such as benches, Features scaled blocks bicycle parking treewells or ="
plazas, and public art planting strips 7
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Recommended Medlan Widths on Low Speed
Thoroughfares (35 mph or less)

Minimum | Recommended
Thoroughfare Type Width Width

Median for access control

Arterial Boulevards and Avenues

4 ft.
Collector Avenues and Streets

Median for pedestrian refuge

Arterial Boulevards and Avenues

6 ft.
Collector Avenues and Streets

Median for street trees and lighting

Arterial Boulevards and Avenues

6 ft.
Collector Avenues and Streets

Median for single left-turn lane

Collector Avenues and Streets 10 ft. 14 ft.

Arterial Boulevards and Avenues 12 ft. 16-18 ft.

Median for dual left turn lane

Arterial Boulevards and Avenues 20 ft. 22 ft.
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— Without on-street parking = 6 feet
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d practice

Parking

Recommended Parallel Parking Lane Widtihs

Thoroughfare Type in C-3 through C-6 Context Zones

Parallel Parking Lane Width (commercial and residential areas)

Arterial Boulevard (commercial) 8 ft.

Arterial Boulevard (residential) 7 ft.

Parallel Parking Lane Width (residential areas)

Arterial Avenue

Collector Avenue and Street

Parallel Parking Lane Width (commercial areas)

Arterial Avenue

Collector Avenue and Street
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§rsectlons
pri n |ples

7 o flicts between

estnan

ur radn

] r lvehlcle
- Ensmr good visibility
- Bal'a' >e vehicle LOS with
pede aln} ﬁonvemence and
safety
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?rsections

e Design n S
— Thr rning lanes
— Inte ight distance

— Cur rtr radii

Desi
— Chan right turns
rn roundabouts
and refuges

atment
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|a|rg undefined open spaces

. Av0|d

Excessive
Rows of Sidewalk Roadway Width: Bicycles: Sidewalk Width:

Trees: Traval with Cars Narrow (8 ft.)

Encourages Speeding
Discontinuous

Planting Space for |}

Trees:
Inadequate l

| Width of Pedestrian / ' -
Refuge: : Average Time to Cross
Inadequate (4 ft.) ; Street: 30 Sec.

Median along
Turn-Lane:
Too narrow for Trees




| |
tion Design

| = !
qpbortunmes {o Improve context

Rows of Sidewalk Width of Landscaped Sidewalk Width:
Pla"d"ﬂ SPRC for Trees: Median: Width of Bike Lanes: 1o ﬁ. and T'
Large Canopy Trees: Interrupted by 8t : at Parking Pockets
Parking Pockets {11 fe. away from Turn along Turn Lanes
! Lanes) :

| Width of Pedestrian P - Avg.Time to Cross

i Street: r A
L wafuge: 4 1 ' 27 Seconds [ Depth of Bulb-out:
| (10% Reductian from 14 fe.

Existing) 5 (For added pedestrian
Source:  City of PaLIo}AI 0 ] o ]
u

intersections.)

activity at
] |
CD+A, FF?AL and ba:in Advantage El Camino Real @ LQJE Rables - PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS

- - - - - - - - - - _
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b line 1 ft. less
Driver’s Fie
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— Getl ral icouraged in walkable
envi o

— Sig ed mtersectlons with high
rig ttLLl

elimi r install pedestrian signal
— Low-a Iet rn . BTN
| - degree angle | " O
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— Lowp trian volumes
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|
oundabouts

Parameter
Maximum Entry Speed (mph)

Minimum
“Mini-

Roundabout”

15

Urban
Compact
Roundabout

15

Single-Lane
Roundabout
20

Urban
Double-Lane
Roundabout

25

Design Vehicle

Bus and
Single-unit
truck drive
over apron

Bus and
Single-Unit
Truck

WB-50

WB-67 with
lane
encroachment
on truck apron

Inscribed circle diameter (feet)

45 to 80

80 to 100

100 to 130

150 to 180

Maximum number of entering
lanes

1

1

1

2

Typical capacity (vehicles per
day entering from all
approaches)

Applicability by Thoroughfare Type:

Boulevard

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Applicable

Arterial Avenue

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Applicable

Applicable

Collector Avenue

Applicable

Not
Applicable

Applicable

Not Applicable

Street

Applicable

Applicable

Applicable

Not Applicable

Context Sensitive Solutions in Designing Major Urban Thoroughfares for Walkable Communities




] |
Roundabouts

.

Context Sensitive Solutions in Designing Major Urban Thoroughfares for Walkable Communities




mber of moving ‘Ibnes
Icle
| of service

/street trees in urban areas
crosswalks '
§{use of bike lanes
| |
|




