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Study Objectives

Over the past several years, Short Street from Broadway to Limestone has become a significant destination in downtown
Lexington. The corridor is lined with restaurants and bars, home to Fifth Third Pavilion, and is close to 21C Museum and
Hotel. With the recent courthouse renovation and the anticipated City Center, Lexington Fayette Urban County Government
(LFUCG) expressed interest in developing a plan for the Short Street corridor that would focus on pedestrian improvements to
the streetscape. Potential considerations include traffic calming measures, reducing crosswalk distances, expanding sidewalks
for outdoor dinning, and enhanced lighting concepts. LFUCG has explored the cost of burying utilities and has decided not to
consider burying utilities in this study due to high costs.

Previous Study Outcomes

In 2015 LFUCG and Downtown Development Authority (now Downtown Lexington Partnership) embarked on an ambitious
pilot project along the Short Street Corridor. Based on recommendations from the Gehl Studio and discussed in the report
“Public Space Public Life, Downtown Lexington, KY’. The pilot project explored parking changes, temporary bumpouts
through painted pavement, lane changes, and pedestrian amenities. The pilot project was installed for 8 months during
which feedback was received from visitors, the community, and local businesses. The findings and recommendations are
documented in a preliminary findings report. This pilot and outcome report were used as a springboard for this study.

First Thursday nght Live after pilot project install
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Scope of Work

Downtown Lexington Partnership and LFUCG recognize the importance of pedestrians in downtown Lexington. As the New
Courthouse Renovation project is completed, the Short Street Corridor has been flagged for future permanent improvements.
This study serves as the preliminary design and feasibility assessment to the development and future streetscape of Short
Street between Broadway and Limestone. Throughout the 12 week period of the study, CARMAN continually met with the
committee comprised of Downtown Lexington Partnership, LFUCG Mayor’s Office, LFUCG Traffic Engineering, and Lex Park
representatives to understand the needs, opportunities, and constraints for the corridor. An initial site assessment and
analysis resulted in a series of framework studies that looked at the corridor holistically. A mobility study evaluated vehicular,
bicycle, and pedestrian patterns resulting in three preferred alternatives which the committee heavily weighed-in on. A fourth
design alternative was prepared that could be installed as an initial phase toward the completed recommended plan. The final
recommended plan was developed based on committee feedback from which schematic designs came to life. Ultimately, this
study provides the committee a recommended plan, schematic designs, and an associated budget for future planning, design,
and implementation.
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Observations throughout the corridor

OPPORTUNITIES: CHALLENGES:

Historical buildings

Variety of mobility use Narrow pedestrian zone Abundance of waste receptacles Mix of various site amenities
X [ - ] . i -

*3‘

Restaurant and bar patio seating Several murals

Failing infrastructure
Eww P B
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Framework StUdy The design team performed numerous site visits at times during both the day and the evening, documented existing conditions through
measurements, counts, and photography. The following series of figures catalog the existing conditions and observations to create a framework for planning and design.

Existing Parking

One of the most important factors identified during the pilot project was parking. From
community feedback, the committee and design team eliminated back in angled parking.
Additionally, businesses advocate for parking directly in front of storefronts, suggesting
parking on both sides is preferred. To accurately compare design alternatives, the design
team documented existing parking locations and counts. These figures do not include
spaces that are reserved for loading and unloading.
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osc iges It should be understood that downtown businesses change over time, however the
established businesses help define where existing and potential outdoor dining and
socializing areas are likely to occur.

The Social Zones exhibit provides a visual understanding of known activity areas and
potential usage opportunities where the walks located in front of various restaurants could
be managed for additional outdoor dining.
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Landscape Zones

The urban nature of the study area presents many constraints for tree canopy and landscape.
Overhead uftilities limit the size and location of street trees, while underground utilities, such
as water and storm sewer pipes, may present obstacles for healthy root zones.

With the information available at the time of this study, the design team was able to do
perform a preliminary analysis of existing utilities to better understand where street trees and
landscape could be located. Prior to any installation, the future design development must
obtain a survey to verify underground utility locations.

Vehicular Patterns

The pedestrian experience along Short Street is directly impacted by vehicular traffic. This
Vehicular Patterns exhibit shows the existing one-way and two-way street patterns, turning

maneuvers, and secondary entrance locations off of Short Street which cross the sidewalk and
interfere with the pedestrian zone.
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Pedestrian Connectivity

Short Street is a major corridor for pedestrians in the downtown area. The Fifth Third
Pavilion at Cheapside serves is a popular public space for events. The recently completed
Courthouse Square renovation is also a pedestrian destination that further reinforces the
Short Street corridor by housing Lexington’s Visitor Center, VisitLex, as well as a large event
space and a restaurant which opened in 2018, Zim’s Cafe.

Many people that are employed downtown frequent restaurants along Short Street during
the day and attend events, visit bars, and restaurants in the evening and night times. This
results in an active corridor during many times of the day. One noteworthy outcome of the
study shows how frequent the pedestrian experience is interrupted by vehicles, shown in
yellow dashed lines on the exhibit to the left. These interruptions occur at crosswalks and
in locations where vehicular traffic is required to cross the sidewalk in pedestrian zones for
secondary entrances into various parking areas.

Lighting Study

Temporary festival lights were installed as part of the pilot project from Broadway to
Limestone and have had a resounding impact. Due to the success, the committee has
encouraged the design team to study long term lighting concepts. The Lighting Study
exhibit shows early concepts of catenary lighting along Short Street and suggests alternate
lighting approaches to Mill and Market streets to strengthen pedestrian connections from
the north and south.



Framework Composite

When all studies are combined, a Framework Composite is created that reveals an area of high activity referred to as the Core Zone along this
central section of Short Street. The additional pedestrian Approach Zones are introductions into the central Core Zone. These separate zones
warrant different treatments along the corridor, such as decorative pavement types and expressive features like seating and lighting.
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Executive Summary

Over the past several years, Short Street from Broadway to Limestone has become a significant destination in downtown
Lexington. The corridor is lined with restaurants and bars, home to Fifth Third Pavilion, and close to downtown hotels
and attractions. With the completion of the Historic Court House and City Center, interest was expressed in developing a
plan for the Short Street Corridor that would focus on pedestrian improvements and use of the right of way by adjacent
businesses and customers. This includes addressing issues such as traffic calming, crosswalk distances, expanded sidewalks,
outdoor dining, and enhanced lighting.

This approach to Short Street seeks to address these issues in different ways and continue to define the area as a destination
district. In order to accomplish this, considerations are also given to timing and funding availability. As such, approaches
were broken into short term, long term, and a larger scale future consideration.

Short Term

In the short term, it may not be feasible to implement a large scale capital project; yet key issues in the district remain. The
short term approach addresses parking and loading zones through lane striping as well as placemaking through outdoor
dining, lighting, art, and district branding. Semi-permanent, but removable bump outs are proposed to expand outdoor
dining at the sidewalk grade. Additionally, Short Street would be restriped to improve parking and loading zones. The
short term approach is considered in a way that allows flexibility with timing and implementation of different pieces of the
recommendations as appropriate.

Long Term

Even while acting on short term initiatives; it’s necessary to plan for the ideal long term scenario on Short Street. A long
term capital project looks at installing new street light poles, a catenary lighting system over the street, and widening
sidewalks to give more space to pedestrians. Bump outs and traffic tables also enhance pedestrian safety in crossing areas.
The larger amount of space given to pedestrians, diners, shoppers, and visitors helps redefine the area as an entertainment
destination.

Other Long Term Future Considerations

Given that conditions can change and future developments can impact infrastructure needs, in advance of any large scale
capital project another analysis should be done to consider the burial of utilities and removal of overhead wires. While not
feasible at the time this study was performed, prioritizing the relocation of overhead lines and transformers underground
may make sense in the future and would dramatically alter the landscape and experience along Short Street.

SHORT STREET PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS STUDY
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Parklets: Description + Design Criteria

The following has been assembled as a summary and a quick reference for the small parks proposed along the Short Street
corridor known as “parklets”. These areas can be temporary or permanent installations that expand the pedestrian zone and
act as an extension of adjacent storefronts for additional social gathering space.

Parklets are public seating platforms that convert curbside parking spaces into vibrant community spaces.
Also known as street seats or curbside seating, parklets are the product of a partnership between the city
and local businesses, residents, or neighborhood associations.

Most parklets have a distinctive design that incorporates seating, greenery, and/or bike racks and
accommodate unmet demand for public space on thriving neighborhood retail streets or commercial areas.

While parklets are foremost intended as assets for the community, their presence has also been shown to
increase foot traffic, and in some cases revenues, for adjacent businesses.
Cited from "Urban Street Design Guide” from National Association of Transportation Officials (NACTO), 2013

Courtesy of Grand Rapids Parklet Manual, 2014 Parklet in Minneali, N
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| Extend the Sidewalk, Image courtesy of City of Minneapolis, "Parklet Application Manual”, 2017
| | | ‘ PAY } | ” ” < Courtesy of San Francisco Parklet Manual, 2018
|
=y ~
7 Parklets: Design Criteria
j CRITICAL FEATURES:
S e Parklets must be buffered using a wheel stop a minimum of 4 feet from the parklet
l - e Parklets should have vertical elements that make them visible to traffic, such as flexible posts or bollards.
[(-S .;é_\ a0 . e Parklets have a desired minimum width of 6 feet (or the width of the parking lane)
— L 2 : = . e Parklets generally convert one or more parallel parking spaces (or 3—4 angled parking spaces), but may vary
Fil At | ' s according to the site, context, and desired character of the installation.
e

e The design of a parklet should not inhibit the adequate drainage of stormwater runoff.
e e ¢ Small channels between the base and the platform facilitate drainage.
e Parklets should have a flush transition at the sidewalk and curb to permit easy access and avoid tripping hazards.

-

RECOMMENDED FEATURES:
e Parklets should avoid corners and are best placed at least one parking space away from the intersection corner.
e Incorporate seating into the parklet. Seating may be integrated into the design itself or made possible with moving
tables and chairs.
e Parklets should use a slip-resistant surface to minimize hazards and should be accessible to wheel-chair users.
e Include an open guardrail to define the space. Railings should be no higher than 3 feet.

MAINTAIN A VISUAL CONNECTION TO THE STREET:
e Designs should allow pedestrians on either side of the street to see into the parklet. Continuous opaque walls above
42 inches that block views into the parklet from the surrounding streetscape are highly discouraged.

EXTEND THE SIDEWALK:
e Parklets should be designed as an extension of the sidewalk, with multiple points of entry along the curbside edge.

Images courtesy of NACTO "Urban Street Design Guide”, 2013 Parklet in Chicago, IL
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Final Recommended Plan

+40’ APPROXIMATE TOP OF ELECT. LINES

The design team and committee agreed upon the recommended plan which was chosen for the following reasons:

» BOTTOM OF
e Parallel parking on both sides of street keeps customers close to businesses (a desired outcome of the pilot project) 124" TRANSFORMER

¢ One drive lane allows for widened sidewalks (average 15.25 on each side, about a 4’ gain in most places)

e A half block turn lane onto Mill Street and a half block turn lane onto Limestone prevent traffic back up

¢ New light poles located in expanded sidewalk to allow for catenary system inside of existing utility poles (see section to the right)
e Dedicated loading zones established on south side of Short Street to replicate current conditions

e Curb bump outs at corners increase pedestrian zones, reduce cross-walk distances, and slow traffic

e Traffic table at Short and Market emphasis heavily used Core Zone identified in Framework Study

¢ 2 parking entrances off of Short Street are eliminated and replaced on side streets

e Street trees and landscape zones are identified based on utilities and microclimate EXISTNG ~ BOTTOM OF
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LIGHTS ~ LINES

- 1§ ',"‘-.. F /! __-Ll.‘ur __l s
: - |
o) |

- 5 1 h L N -\' " 2
Broadway to Mill Block Summary: —= s - e o Mill to Market Block Summary: %
é\ 17 parkings spaces S ' — — by 4 parkings spaces E
S 12 bike racks (4. L2 QL 4 bike racks s
< 3 seat walls { | & 6 seat walls A
S 3 landscape beds —— = 2 landscape beds E
o 10 street trees E 6 street trees E

6 pedestrian light poles
Loading Zone
Pavement lights

12 pedestrian light poles

Shakespeare & Co. Village Idiot

~ \t._\ . Y ﬁx — — E

Dudley’s Parlay Social //

11

SShortStrects .
o dnal s
17§ e T i =r

Parking Garage Cheapside

Bar & Grill

LEGEND

------ Existing Curb

Catenary Light Fixture

New Pedestrain Street Light Pole
Existing Utility Poles ™
Decorative Pavers g
Concrete Sidewalk .
Asphalt

I Landscape Bed

/ Seat Wall
it

Bike Racks

1
Ul S
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Market to Upper Block Summary:
7 parkings spaces

4 bike racks

. 5seat walls

5 landscape beds

8 street trees

. 8 pedestrian light poles

' Loading zone

Upper Street

Upper to Limestaone Block
20 parkings spaces
12 bike racks

4 seat walls

4 landscape beds
6 street trees

10 pedestrian light poles

55 S =

S - i i I

Courthouse Square

Summary:

N R OWVIVIENDA IO N\

N

Limestone Street

%

CARMAN

0 15 30 60
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Character Study

Classic + Sophisticated

Concept Development

The design team furthered Alternative B for the recommended plan. Concept development refined the study to a level of detail showing paving
patterns, seating, lights, and landscape. This concept creates a vision for the corridor. The Short Street Core Enlargement Plan shows how the
design team envisions the streetscape. The list below outlines the concept vision.

e Unit pavers at each intersection with continuous band connects and reinforces corridor

e Unit pavers extend into street at Mill, Market, and Upper to define Core Zone and slow traffic

e Unit pavers reflect and emphasize pavilion

e Traffic table transitions 6” over 12" with flush condition on top, removable bollards and pavers define vehicular zone

e Custom seat walls in various configurations reflect paving and bump out geometries, giving pedestrians unique social areas
e Street trees located outside of utility interference and to provide microclimate for pedestrians

e Pedestrian scale light fixtures located in expanded sidewalk area create rhythm and consistency
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Short Street Core Enlargement

« @ e — aﬁr
— '. Catenary Ring Lightﬁsq Py I < %
r J-“:'“E_JI' - v 5 Pavers at each corner-
i‘ Pedestrian scale light §. +bump out extend /ntp

ﬁxture i ] A 4 streets to slow traffic

. | "F— : and create unified look
Columnar Street Trees . deil lj catenary system fi

Paving bands
extend length of
corridor for unity 6”/12’ transition to
flush curb traffic table

Mill Street

Market Street
Upper Street

Dense catenary lights

between Mill and Upper : . o
Dudley’s )

A

Pavilion

Various seating — : &y )
configurations : : \ Courthouse Square

to accommodate i '
pedestrians & businesses

Landscape Beds

Existing Curb —f— B Removable Bollards

Seat walls with : : i : ; . Pavement lighting
integrated lighting B f and pavers emphasize
pavilion

0 15
NORTH @
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Lighting Concepts

A permanent pedestrian-scaled catenary lighting system is proposed from Broadway to Limestone. One single spine stretches
the length of the study corridor, and to emphasize the central Core Zone, two additional rows are added between Mill and
Upper streets. Due to the charming character and connection from the south, South Mill Street was identified by the project
team as a candidate that warrants special lighting treatment. Market Street was identified as an important northern pedestrian
connection and an extension of Cheapside Pavilion deserving special lighting treatment.

Short Street Corridor Lighting Plan

Market Street
Plan®

©
2
@

Broadway

Traffic?ab“l'e- Plan
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Market Street Plan Traffic Table Plan

Mill Street is a physical extension of the pavilion space, suggesting
a connection from the North. Playful ring lights create visual
spotlights for pedestrians. These can be installed using new poles.

PavementilightiBands

Seatiwallsiwithlintegrated!lights

In addition to the dense grid of catenary lights along the core between Mill and Upper streets, pavement lighting
and accent lighting integrated within seat walls further complement the Fifth Third Pavilion.

'Catenary ring light examples.

Alternative catenary ring lights

Supporting poles with
no light fixture

Pavement lighting Seat wall with integrated //'ght'ing
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(Page Intentionally Left Blank)
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Plan Enlargement Lighting Plan

Mill Street has a charming character which
warrants unique lighting treatment. The
plan shows an initial, single catenary spine
system. But the intent is to install a system
that can also support varying installations
that change occasionally, similarly to an
artistic exhibit, thus creating a dynamic
space that becomes more appealing to
pedestrians.

Mill Street Recommendations

Mill Street was identified early in the project as a block having
unigue character and opportunity. The short block is lined on both
sides with businesses and restaurants that are active well into night.
The dense streetscape is spatially constrained and, given the narrow
sidewalks with the existing conditions, pedestrian safety is a concern.

3

The design team proposes the following:

e Create a safer pedestrian experience by eliminating street

parking (8 spaces) to allow for widened sidewalks (West Pavers at =
side from 10’ to 14" and East side from 8’ to 12’) intersection to slow i

e Keep 2-way drive lanes Street corridor

¢ Add dedicated loading zone mid-block to service businesses

Existing curb line

Sidewalk expanded
from 8" to 12’

¢ Waste corral to screen the collection of trash cans in front of
Goodfella’s Pizza

e Installation of pedestrian scale light poles and catenary Sidewalk expanded
system (see Lighting section for more details) from 10’ to 14’

2-Way drive

Cross Sections

Pedestrian scale light

48" (MIN.) fixture + connection to Parallel parking
. | 3022’ C‘L i catenary system eliminated
|
WALK i | WALK
12 10
I I
I I
| | |
| T

Existing Conditions

48" (MIN.)
: N Trash /
WAlS 28’20 = ! - W;B( rasirean corra Temporary light installation examples
10, 105 Loading zone . . )
! ‘ ! Pedestrian-scaled light fixtures that
| | | also support catenary system
— T

Proposed Option A:
Road Diet / Sidewalk Widening

Catenary lights shown as
single spine system

H H

' i

H )

i

i H

i H

i

i H

i ] H
H
H

Proposed Option B:
Parking Removed / Sidewalks Widened

Existing trash can corral on Market Street
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Mobility Scenarios

The information included within the Supplemental Material section has . .
been included to demonstrate the extent to which various solutions | 812 o ' | 61.5' | | 61.5 |
were explored for the Short Street corridor. Other configurations may ‘ ‘ | 3g5 Ct ‘ | o ‘
be available, but the most practical applications explored have been |12 315 2 .| 12 29.5' L6 [ h 1441 | 37 10|
: ) Fwadl] 750 105 12 175 Mk | | , O | [ wadl | 6 11 11" 7.5 ([
included on the following pages. ! == ! P ! : R L TS pERi le I : ! == | i = :
- . | | | CYCLE | | BUII-"EF);ZR |
Mobility along Short Street was evaluated to include movement | PSR | - TRACK | ———— ——
patterns required by pedestrians, cyclists, through-vehicular traffic, ——
services vehicles, and vehicular parking. The integration of all mobility 2 DRIVE LANES, PARALLEL PARKING 2 DRIVE LANES, PARALLEL PARKING ON 2 DRIVE LANES, PARALLEL PARKING ON ONE
options was tested in various scenarios through cross-sectional studies BOTH SIDES & WIDEN SIDEWALKS SOUTH SIDE & PROTECTED CYCLE TRACK SIDE & BUFFERED LEFT-SIDE BIKE LANE
that could be used as a template for the corridor between Broadway e Maintains existing conditions, but widens * May present clearance issues along cycle e Maintain existing curb line along South side of
and Limestone. These multiple options were developed in conjunction pedestrian zone along both North and South track with location of existing utility poles - Short St.
with a broad geometric test prior to creating refined alternates. sides. o . . cycle track can be reduced to 5’ min. * Left-side bike lane avoids potential right-side
e Offers flexibility for potential to adjust e Minimum widths per NACTO: lane conflicts
dimensions and provide a wider pedestrian Combined parking and striped buffer = 11’ e Improved bicyclist visibility by motorists having
zone where desired (i.e. bulb-outs near Desired minimum bike =5’ (7’ preferred) the bike lane on the drivers side
intersection, adjacent restaurants offering Desired minimum buffer = 3’ e Minimizes door zone conflicts
outdoor dining / entertainment) *\arious buffer options available (tubular
e The existing pedestrian zone along the markers, planters, raised curb etc.
North side of Short Street between Broadway
and Mill is already 12’ and would not
increase in width.
| 61.5' | | 61.5' |
‘ 3g5 Ct %ECLE ‘ ‘ cL ‘
12" 29.5' N ] | L1441 37 10'_|
Pl 757 117 5y 11 3", I ! w6 75 11 11 |[pac |
| PARK ! BIKE | | PARK .
| ' ' == '
| | I BUFFER ‘
1 e
2 DRIVE LANES, PARALLEL PARKING ON 2 DRIVE LANES & BUFFERED LEFT-SIDE BIKE
Cross Sectional Options NORTH SIDE & PROTECTED CYCLE TRACK LANE ADJACENT PARALLEL PARKING
61.64" | 61.5' | | 61.5' |
CcL CL
5 | o |
; ; ; 115.75' 30’ 1955 | |15.75" 30° 995" |
[ 12 39.61 10'_| = . . : . . : =
¢ Mo YT A e | W 75 12" | 105 ! $ LK 105 12" 75 | S
5! 8 ) 1128 | 12.36' | %8 [ = ' e ; ' R '
?*’ PARK | | paRK EE | I I |
“"| o ] | e e
E Uggcn;gh?g\'mgvp_/"_ - _"\—lﬂlm‘f POLE ALTERNATE 1 ALTERNATE 2
: ’ oo 2 DRIVE LANES, PARALLEL PARKING ON
EXISTING SHORT STREET CONDITIONS o ONE SIDE .
e Maintains 2 lanes of traffic, but eliminates

parking from one side to increase pedestrian
zone. Wider drive land is located adjacent the
on-street parking to allow for doors opening
from parked vehicles.
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61.5'

cL CYCLE
TRACK

PASE_S’L-

BUFFER

| |
| 125 29.5' 95 (o |
! wak 11 105" | 115" 1757 |65 | WAk !
1 1

4A LI~

2 DRIVE LANES & PARALLEL PARKING ON
ONE SIDE, ADJACENT RAISED CYCLE TRACK

e May present clearance issues along cycle tack
with location of existing utility poles - cycle track
can be reduced to 5" min.
e Min. widths per NACTO:

Combined parking + striped buffer min. =11

Desired min. bike =5’ (7’ preferred)

Desired min. buffer = 3’ adjacent to parking
*Various buffer options available (tubular
markers, planters, raised curb etc.

| |
| 1045 19.4%’ |
[T ped|zone 1 4 11 PED JONE |
I I
1 ]

5A ..

2 DRIVE LANES & INCREASED PEDESTRIAN ZONE
(NO PARKING/ PED CENTERED CORRIDOR)

e Not feasible or practical considering the preferences
and opinions of surrounding business owners. However,
this section presents the best option for outdoor seating
cafe, or plantings in select areas.

e Many combinations are possible by removing the on-
street parking to incorporate cycle tracks or bike lanes
within the additional space created.

61.5'

|

il |
22.1p' 22.75' I
I

I

PED JAONE PED ZONE

6A

61.5

CL

14' 30 7.5 11410
WALK 7.5 (1157 | 11" |CYCLE| /ALK

PARK ‘ TRACK
"] e
MOUNTABLE
CURB

4B LI *

2 DRIVE LANES & PARALLEL PARKING ON
ONE SIDE, OPPOSITE RAISED CYCLE TRACK

e When placed adjacent to a travel lane, one-way
cycle track may be configured with a mountable
curb.

e One-way cycle track shall be a minimum of 6.5/,
but may be reduced to 5’ at pinch points and
intersections.

1 DRIVE LANE & INCREASED PEDESTRIAN ZONE
(NO PARKING/ PED CENTERED CORRIDOR)

e Fliminating parking is not a practical solution
considering the preferences and opinions of surrounding
businesses. However, this section presents the best
option for outdoor seating, cafe, or plantings in select
areas.

e Many combinations are possible by removing the on-
street parking to incorporate cycle tracks or bike lanes

A i / PR
witrirr trre- aaditoridi spuce credted.

| 61.5 |

| 2 @ |

| 148] 75 7.5 110" |

| waLk CYCLE, 11" 11" |cveie || |

1 TRACK TRACK 1

5 B | |
| W

| |
| 15.2p 15.20 |
! PED [ONE 7.5' | 16 | 7.5 PED |40ONE !
[} [}

6B - :

2 DRIVE LANES & TWO ONE-WAY CYCLE TRACKS
e Many combinations are possible by removing the on-
street parking to incorporate cycle tracks or bike lanes
within the additional space created.

e Difficult to justify the expense of 2 separate cycle
tracks when one combined two-way cycle track could
be created within less area and more area could be
provided to the pedestrian zone.

1 DRIVE LANE & PARALLEL PARKING ON BOTH
SIDES

® Reduces Short Street to single drive lane in an attempt
to reduce through traffic, and become more destination
oriented.

e Incorporate shared lane markings, or “sharrows”,
within the drive aisle.

| |
[ 145 13 W2
| waik 11 11 CYCLE | WAk |
1 1
1 1

TRACK

e
BUFFER

5C

| IS

2 DRIVE LANES & TWO-WAY CYCLE TRACK
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Street Plan Tests

Various studies of preferred cross-sectional options were projected
along the extent of the Short Street corridor in order to reveal both
opportunities and constraints. The plan tests became valuable tools
that allowed the quick assessment of existing parking conditions, access
requirements, and impacts to parking counts with each scenario.

| 61.64' |

| “ |

L_12' 39.61" 10" |
§ _l WALK 19.28' 20.34' WALK | ol
88! +8 ) 11.28' | 12.36' ) 18’ | £5
E*’ | PARK | | paRK I EE
o poue, v - — \_urun o
(LOCATIONS. VARY) (LOCATIONS

VARY)

EXISTING SHORT STREET CONDITIONS

PARK PARK

— = L T == : - . e— OHT |t T = RO — O — e O

1 = { A, \ .'f = L=
\ \ N il el Y N | =
N B Ll : &

2 DRIVE LANES, PARALLEL PARKING
BOTH SIDES & WIDEN SIDEWALKS = -

i i Y i— 4
[ 61.5' | . s / T
:Eﬂ - '“ 4 - ot 2
‘ 1 “ | el - ' i A Mm.---na?""“é-’ 3 &) el fcal M e o == = %T‘
| ]2‘ 375‘ 2, | : e o = N R T T 3 - = e - -
w750 105y 12° 78] s |
T
1 i

I 61.5° |

| o |

115.75' 30" 1875 |

"Wk 105 12 715 EHALK |

i ' PARK :

2C | |

= SR |

ALTERNATE 2 . - : i _ Hinme wr
2 DRIVE LANES, PARALLEL PARKING ON | o = 31 O - o ). L ' - : -'
ONE SIDE : A" [ - e G 3 =4 | awiany
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