Oakuville Triangle
& Route 1 Corridor Planning

Advisory Group Meeting #7
October 27, 2014




Agenda

« Welcome and Introductions
 Report out on themes from Open House
 Planning Process and Background

 Connectivity, Transportation Study and
Analysis

o Connectivity Matrix and Staff
Recommendations

« Community Questions and Comments
o Advisory Group Discussion
e Next Steps
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Process and Schedule

DRAFT OAKVILLE TRIANGLE ROUTE 1 CORRIDOR WORK PROGRAM DIAGRAM

WORKING DRAFT

: Oakille Triange lllustrative Plan Preparation
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Outstanding Items to be Scheduled for Discussion at Future Meetings:
Oakville Triangle/Route 1 Corridor Plan Area
Mt. Jefferson Park Follow-Up
Building Design and Architecture
Economic Analysis
12 Retail Analysis 14
_ Community Benefits,
&5 Besign Guidelines | @ HNE

Other Topics as needed

EPIannIng Commission &
H City Council
H Public Hearing
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Mt. Jefferson Park Planning

e District Il Neighborhood Parks

Planning Meeting held on Saturday,
October 25

 Next meeting: Tuesday, November
18, 7/pm at Mt. Vernon
Recreation Center, hosted by the
Department of Recreation, Parks,
and Cultural Activities
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Plan?

Why

Plan Study Area
Plan Study Area Buffer
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Why Plan?

Urban De5|gn % —Placemakmg

Best Practices

EY
T,
L

Streets
Block Sizes
Mix of Uses

Integration
with transit

Open space —
Parks

Sustainability

“The building of cities is one of man’s greatest achievements”

- Edmond Bacon
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Connections
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Forms of Connections
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Transportation Study
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Transportation Infrastructure:
Existing vs. Future

 Local bus service  Metro Station
 Dedicated Transitway with enhanced ¢« Potential for enhanced
bus service connectivity east of Route 1
« Limited connectivity west of Route 1 « Enhanced bicycle and
« Incomplete bicycle and pedestrian pedestrian network (on and
network

off street)

10.27.14

Oakville Triangle and Route 1 Corridor Planning



What Is a Transportation Study?

Describe Existing Conditions
(traffic, transit, bicycle, pedestrian)

Define Future
Background Conditions

Define Development Assumptions
Assign Traffic

Analyze Traffic Conditions

Identify Mitigation

Oakville Triangle and Route 1 Corridor Planning

Meeting #7: Connectivity & Transportation 10.27.14



Methodology

e Data Collection

— Where?

 Along major routes proximate to Oakuville
Triangle/Route 1 study area

 Major access points to study area
— How?
» Traffic Counts at intersections during AM
and PM peak hour
« Calibrated against previous traffic counts
* Field observation

W= Meeting #7: Connectivity & Transportation 10.27.14
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Plan Study Area Buffer
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Existing Transportation Infrastructure

Mt. Jefferson Park Trail Glebe Road at Route 1
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Existing & Future Transportation Network
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Scenarios

e EXisting Traffic
— Traffic on Roads today

e Future Traffic without Development
— Existing traffic

— Traffic from approved and unbuilt
developments

— Regional growth on major corridors (Route 1)

 Future Traffic with Development
— Future traffic without development

— Traffic from proposed development (Oakville
Triangle/Route 1)

— Credit for existing trips
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Assumptions

 Development:

—1.5M SF (Oakuville)

— 1M SF (Rest of plan area)
« Background Development:

— Approximately 7.3M SF in Potomac
Yard and surrounding neighborhoods

« New Metrorail station operational
« Enhanced bicycle and pedestrian network

%@f Meeting #7: Connectivity & Transportation 10.27.14
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Northbound and Southbound Route 1
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Legend (measured by time in seconds per vehicle):

2014 AM Northbound/PM Southbound Peak Hour Vehicle Delays

2027 Without Development AM Northbound/PM Southbound Peak Hour Vehicle Delays
2027 With Development AM Northbound/PM Southbound Peak Hour Vehicle Delays
2027 Mitigation AM Northbound/PM Southbound Peak Hour Vehicle Delays (TBD)




Traffic Volumes on Residential Streets
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Issues and Benefits

Neighborhood Issues

 Volume (on neighborhood streets)
¢ Speed

 Noise

e Quality of life

e Truck traffic

Neighborhood Benefits
 Walkable Amenities

e Parks

e Tralils

 Shopping
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[tems for Additional Study

e Intersections
— US Route 1 & East Reed Avenue
— US Route 1 & East Glebe Road
— US Route 1 & Swann Avenue

 E. Glebe reconfiguration

f@f Meeting #7: Connectivity & Transportation
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Connectivity Matrix

Potential C !‘lal!ﬂl!s lw?lmor. not Comnacion Types
. Recommended for Further
Types include land or Study by Staff
Connection Option Diraction Timing desy ing costs. Property and and ¥ Staff Recommendation
These are preliminary
Ped | Bike | Car numbers and subjed to Ped Bike Car
change)
Potent@l two-way vehicular circulation with parallel parldng on one side of the street and a sidewalk and land<cape strip
Nort h of Route 1th i on each side of the street. The street will require a +/- 60 ft right-ofway. Impacts 20+ commercial- or industrial-zoned
il and industrial ° o+ '?:?Slebe Rd Morth-South 510+ yrs ¥ ¥ Y 51,5M-2,5M parcels. Creates opportunity for improved access for potential redevelopment. These new blocks enablke the closure of Y Y Y S e B
prop . i option for additional study.
curb cuts and improved streetscape along Route 1 Would require prope iy owners to coordinate because
redevelopment will require assembly of existing prope rties, Could be implemented in phases with future redevelopment.
Pote ntial two-way vehicular circulation. Would result in loss of Public Open Space {+/- 6,000 sf) which would require
replacement. The existing dog park would need to be relocated. A proposed road may require significant grading and
Oskville Triangle (Calvert Avene] north to hE 4 b b confroured | sntiinthe i LTI e Marees Staft recommends retaining this connecivity
Raymond Ave through Mt. Jefferson Park Mo th +0-5yrs Y ¥ Y S250-450K he street would be configured ina way to maintain the unmte rmupted trailfpath within Mt Jeflerson Park. ¥ ¥ Y
ym o i for bike access could be ace as part of the of Uakville [riangle and associated
it Jefferson Park and Trail improvements.
Potential two-way vehicular circulation. Would result in loss of Public Open Space (+/- 2,500 sf) which would require
replacement. Would bisect the Mt. lefferson Park and impact the natural uninterrupted character of the linear trail & Staff does not recommend a vehicular
. 2 propased road would o mited grading The Department of Recreal Parks, and Cultural Activities willbe opening connection at Stewart. Staff does
Stk A poanectice] theough Mz Ifferaon Park EmEV/ust 0-5y1s % % i $2aFASK the fence in late 2014 at Stewan Avenue o provide maintenance and pedestrian/bike access to ML Jefferson Park. ¥ X o
Additional pedestrian andfor bike access could be 3 dated as part of the red T of Oakeille Triangle and connectivity option for further study.
associated ML Jeferson Park and Trail improvements,
Pote ntial two-way vehicular circulation with dian break and new traffic signals, Pedestrian crosswalks would ako be Staff does not recommend adding sdditional
included to connect Cakville Trianghe to Polomac Yard. Requires reconfiguration and reconstroction of the recently signals for vehicular traffic along the newly
- - . N _ = pleted itway, including i f transit service during construction, and permanent changes to signal constructed Metroway on Route 1. Staff does|
Additicaal sigralized chig alcng Roukd 1 EmEV/uat #0-10ys % % i 00500k timing. Would alsoinvohe remeoval of significant amount of existing landscaping and trees to mstall new ket turn Enes, i i B recommend continuing to study potential
Mew intersection not supported by staff due to impacts to the transitway operation and traffic, staff will study potential additioral pedestrian signals for enhanced
solutions for pedestrian cross-traffic at non-signalized intersactions along Route 1. pedestrian and bicyche circulation.
Potential bwo-way vehicular ciraulation with 3 median break and new tralfic signals. Pedestrian crosswalks would ako be
included to connect Cakville Trianghe to Polomac Yard. Requires reconfiguration and reconstroction of the recently
completed y, including i f transit service during construction, and permanent changes to signal
Maove Fannon Street in Oalkodlle Triangle north to timing. Would alsoinvohe removal of a significant amount of existing landscaping and trees o install new keft lurn lanes,
align with Bluemont Ave in Potomac Yard East-West Syrs 2 Y Y $300-500K Mew intersection ppported by staff due to impacts to the transitway operation and traffic. Staff will stedy potential N N N iyt borvehiculsr iy Hicslong ihe newiy:
solutions for pedestrian cross-traffic at non-signalized intersections along Route 1. A new street would also impact constructed Metroway on Route 1.
existing right-of-way access for existing businesses and parcels south of Fannon St., as well as create awhkward keflover
site parce ks after reconfiguration of the road.
Al mode options recomm ended for further study
Some mode options recommended for Rrther study
No mode options re ded for further study
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