Point Wells Transportation Corridor Study
Segment A (Richmond Beach Drive)
Workshop #2: Issue Confirmation and Potential Design
February 26, 2014
Workshop Summary
The City of Shoreline hosted the second of six Transportation Corridor Study (TCS) workshops on
February 26, 2014 from 6:30to 9:00 p.m. Workshop #2 was designed to confirm issues and concerns
raised during Workshop #1, and to give residents, business owners and transit users who live and work
on Richmond Beach Drive and Richmond Beach Road the opportunity to start brainstorming potential
design solutions for the corridor to address traffic impacts associated with the proposed Point Wells
Development.

Open House

The workshop began with an Open House session, where attendees were invited to interact with each
other and City staff, and view maps of Segment A (Richmond Beach Drive) and Segment B (Richmond
Beach Road), as well as informational boards about the Point Wells development.

Presentation and Explanation of Workshop Session

After the Open House, there was a 30-minute presentation to share key themes from the comments
received during Workshop #1 and to provide an overview of the range of potential design solutions
available that could be implemented to address traffic-related concerns associated with the proposed
Point Wells development.
Kristine Edens, EnviroIssues (TCS facilitator) and Kirk McKinley, City of Shoreline Transportation Planning
Manager, introduced the consultant team, City staff and elected officials and reviewed the workshop
goals and agenda. Kirk emphasized that this workshop was an opportunity for the community to
develop potential design solutions and to share these ideas with the developer (BSRE) for inclusion in
the project’s environmental mitigation package.
Kirk McKinley then gave an overview of an overview of the TCS project area, context for the study, goals
for the TCS, distinctions between the Snohomish County State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) process
and the TCS, clarifications from Workshop #1 and ongoing opportunities for public involvement.
• Based on feedback from the first workshop, the City added a new workshop station to address
cut-through traffic concerns and potential traffic calming solutions throughout Segment A.
• Kirk emphasized that the City’s goal for the TCS is to provide the community an opportunity to
develop an “insurance policy” to ensure that any redevelopment that occurs at the Point Wells
site reflects the Shoreline community’s values. The results of the TCS will inform development of
the City’s subarea plan as well as any agreement with BSRE, or a future Point Wells developer.
• Kirk clarified that design-related issues on Richmond Beach Road and Richmond Beach Drive are
best-addressed through the City of Shoreline TCS, while suggestions and concerns about
alternative access routes to Point Wells, park capacity and general quality-of-life concerns are
best expressed through the Snohomish County SEPA scoping process.
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•

Kirk responded to concerns raised in Workshop #1 about the traffic model, extent of City rightof-way and the project timeline. As requested by participants during Workshop #1, Kirk also
shared examples of comparable roads in Shoreline that currently experience traffic volumes
similar to those associated with the proposed Point Wells development.

Kendra Dedinsky, City of Shoreline Associate Traffic Engineer, gave an overview of design-related
comments received during the first workshop and asked participants to identify possible solutions to
mitigate these concerns.
• Cut-through traffic was the primary concern raised during Workshop #1. Other design-related
concerns included ingress/egress from driveways and side streets, street lighting,
pedestrian/bicycle safety, undergrounding utilities, parking, right-of-way and landscaping.
• In addition to traffic and design-related comments, workshop participants shared concerns
regarding noise/air pollution/environmental impacts of the proposed Point Wells development,
neighborhood safety (e.g. emergency vehicle access, speeding, intersection control) and transit.
• Kendra asked the group to clarify their concerns and identify potential design treatments and
solutions that may help keep traffic on Richmond Beach Road and Richmond Beach Drive and
reduce and/or mitigate cut-through traffic on neighborhood streets.
• Roadway design components that may offer potential solutions include additional travel lanes,
parking lanes, turn lanes, emergency access, amenities (landscaping, lighting), shoulder and
buffers, multimodal transportation lane, landscaping and sidewalks.
After the formal presentation, there was a brief question and answer session facilitated by Kristine
Edens. Key questions included:
• Has traffic analysis considered school buses traveling to and from the Point Wells Development?
Who will pay for them?
• Do comparable roads to Richmond Beach Road and Richmond Beach Drive in Shoreline have
current traffic volumes that are similar to those projected as a result of the Point Wells
development?
• Has there been an agreement with the developer to set ultimate traffic limits on the corridor?
Does the current 11,587 trip cap meet the City of Shoreline’s standards for service?
• When roadways are improved to handle additional capacity, are these areas typically rezoned
(e.g. more commercial)?

Workshop Session

During the workshop session, participants were able to visit seven facilitated tables to share their
concerns regarding specific sections of Segment A as well as Segment B. Breakout stations included:
• Segment A – Richmond Beach Drive Overview
• Segment B – Richmond Beach Road Overview
• Segment A – Section 1, NW 196th Street and 24th Avenue NW to Richmond Beach Drive
• Segment A – Section 2, Richmond Beach Drive, NW 196th Street to NW 199th Street
• Segment A – Section 3, Richmond Beach Drive ,NW 199th Street to NW 202nd Street
• Segment A – Section 4, Richmond Beach Drive, NW 202nd Street to Point Wells property
• Cut-through Routes

Report Back and Next Steps

After the workshop session, participants and facilitators reconvened to share the findings from each of
the breakout stations. Common themes emerged from each of the breakout stations.
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Concerns:
• Maintain residential feel of the neighborhoods
• Improve safety for bikes and pedestrians
• Clarify existing right-of-way width and potential impacts for residents who live along Segment A
Potential solutions:
• Multiple proposed curb-to-curb configurations that include combinations of protected bike
lanes, parking, sidewalks, pedestrian path/trail
• Undergrounding utilities
• Sidewalks and other improvements on side streets to improve pedestrian safety
• Close certain roads to traffic
• Build an elevated viaduct to the west of Segment A
• Barge construction materials to/from the Point Wells site to reduce construction-related traffic
For a more detailed account of comments and questions received during Workshop #2, please see the
PowerPoint presentation, comments and suggestions from stations and comment forms and letters
received on the City of Shoreline Point Wells Transportation Corridor Study web page.
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g
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Welcome and Introductions
• Quick housekeeping
• Agenda review
▫
▫
▫
▫
▫

2/26/2014

6:30 – Open House
7:00 p
7
pm – Welcome and Introductions
7:30 – Workshop Session
8:30 – Report Back and Next Steps
9:00 – Adjourn
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Meeting
g expectations
p
▫ Respect the time for others to participate
▫ New ideas and different opinions are a part of this
process and
d di
discussion
i
▫ Please silence your electronics
▫ Keep
p time and on task
▫ “Table” discussions to keep the group moving
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TCS Process and Meeting
g Schedule
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TCS Project
j
Area
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Segment
g
A – Richmond Beach Drive
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TCS Context
• Proposed redevelopment of Point Wells
▫ 3,000 +/
+/- units, some commercial

• Much input/controversy/discussion
▫ Communityy concern,, cityy concern
▫ State Supreme Court
▫ DEIS scoping period still open – 5 pm, Mar 3

• City/Developer agreement
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Sequence
q
of Actions
• 2011 – Letter of Intent, includes direction:
▫ TCS feeds Environmental Review
▫ Memo off Understanding
d
di ((MOU)
O )
▫ Environmental Review

•
•
•
•

2013 – MOU – direction
di ti on TCS process
2014 – TCS – Comm Wkshps develop Mitigation
2014 – DEIS – Mitigation List, Incorporate TCS
Y t to
Yet
t C
Come – Development
D l
t Agreement,
A
t iincludes:
l d
▫
▫
▫
▫

Mitigation Agreement
Phasing and Traffic Cap
Enforcement Mechanism
Annexation

Cityy Goals for TCS
• Provide opportunity for Shoreline community to
p
participate
p
• Develop transportation mitigation
recommendations to inform SEPA process
• Ensure
E
mitigation
iti ti iis reflective
fl ti off community
it
values and expectations
• Inform City Subarea Plan and Comprehensive
Plan amendments
• Insurance policy
2/26/2014
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How you can continue to weigh in
• 5 remaining TCS workshops:
▫ 2 remaining
g for Segment
g
A ((including
g tonight)
g )
▫ 2 remaining for Segment B
▫ 1 Combined

• Participate, listen, brainstorm, create
• Remember the insurance policy
• Add your thoughts
h
h to the
h scoping
i process (i
(in
person or in writing)
2/26/2014
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What we heard during
g Workshop
p #1
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Keyy theme – Cut through
g traffic
▫ Multiple routes identified
▫ Goal of TCS is to identify solutions to keep
majority of traffic on arterial roads
▫ Cut-through traffic input helps us to estimate
funding needs to implement future traffic calming
measures and secure funds for these efforts.
▫ Reactive process can best address future problems
 Build on City’s
City s Neighborhood Traffic Safety Plan
(NTSP) and Neighborhood Transportation Action
Plan (NTAP) programs.
 Commitment to monitor traffic
2/26/2014
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TCS vs. Countyy DEIS
▫ Best addressed through the TCS process:
 Design-related issues on Segment A and Segment B
corridors.
id
 NTAP and NTSP process will be used to address
future cut-through
g issues on other streets.

▫ Best addressed through the DEIS process:
 Alternative access requests or suggestions
 General quality of life concerns
 Park capacity
2/26/2014
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Other keyy clarifications
▫ Project timeline and phasing plan
▫ Need to update traffic model
▫ Right of way extent
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Comparable
p
roads in Shoreline
▫ 15th Ave NE near NE 170th St
 15,122 Average Weekday Daily Traffic (2013)

▫ Meridian
d
Ave N near N 170thh St
 10,160 Average Weekday Daily Traffic (2013)

▫ NW 205th St near Fremont Ave N
 13,557 Average Weekday Daily Traffic (2011)

▫ N 155
55th St near Meridian Ave N
 11,791 Average Weekday Daily Traffic (2011)
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Roadwayy width design
g components
p
▫
▫
▫
▫
▫
▫
▫
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Travel lanes
Parking lanes
Turn lanes
Emergency access
A
Amenities,
iti shoulder
h ld and
db
buffers
ff
Multi-modal/bike/pedestrian facilities
Landscaping
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Minimum design
g
▫ 36 feet minimum from curb to curb
▫ Needs to include pedestrian and bike facilities
▫ Typical design widths for common transportation
elements:
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a.Time for clarifying questions from participants (w/ Kirk delegating who will answer the questions)

Questions/Answers
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Workshop
p Session
• Stations:
11.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
2/26/2014

Segment A
A, Richmond Beach Drive
Segment B, Richmond Beach Road
Segment A – 196th, 24th to RB Drive
Segment A – 196th to 199th
Segment A – 199th to 202nd
Segment A – 202nd to Point Wells
Cut Through Routes
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Report
p
Back
• Common themes, issues, concerns or worries?
• Potential solutions already being discussed?
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Next Steps
p
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Thank you!
y
www.shorelinewa.gov/PointWells
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Point Wells Transportation Corridor
Study Workshop

Wednesday, Feb. 26, 2014
Segment A, Meeting #2: Confirmation and prioritization of issues
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1. Segment A – Overall
Comments and Suggestions from Flip Charts and Map
From Flip Charts:
What do you envision for Segment A?
Help us understand tradeoffs (Lighting, Landscape vs. full access, etc.)
•

Provide separate bike and pedestrian facilities

•

Consider addressing existing challenging Richmond Beach Drive (RBD) to 196 intersection for large
th
vehicles turning movements (RBD to 195 ?)

•

Amenity zone to include under-grounding of overhead utilities

th

From Map:
•

Concern about impact on Saltwater Park. Safety issues around train tracks

•

Along the waterside, sidewalk and buffer then bike lane

•

Dedicated bike lanes rather than sharrow with bikes/cars/parking.

•

Wastewater, who will provide?

From Comment Cards
•

Process for moving from phase 1 to 2 needs to be sensitive to residents' concerns. Set reasonable
measures for what qualifies streets to move to phase 2

•

Re: closing access roads; absolutely do not close access road to downtown Edmonds! Do not close 24 or
th
199 .

•

I don’t consider your options “improvement” to Richmond Beach. That’s just spin!
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1. Segment A – Overall
Comments and Suggestions from Map
@Viaduct Proposal
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2. Segment A – Section 1: 196th Street, 24th to RB Drive
Comments and Suggestion from Flip Charts
th

•

@196 to RBD
o two way with limited or no access south on RBD
th
o Maybe Right only on 196 from RBD Northbound

•

Recreational bikers would prefer separate bike from vehicles facilities

•

Suggest 195 as primary route for bikes and pedestrians

•

Problems for buses if RBD partially closed

•

How to get home if 195 is one way east?

•

If going south on 24 Ave NW and turning East onto NW 196 Street, do you need a traffic light at that
intersection?

•

Construction traffic, road improvements, anticipated volume of construction traffic

•

Pedestrian and Bike separated from vehicles on RBD

•

Pedestrian facilities on both sides of RBD

•

Closure/partial closure of RBD at 196 may not be realistic

•

Underground utilities , especially on RBD

•

Sidewalks especially on RBD north and south of 196

•

Fully close 197 at RBD

th

th

th

th

th

th

th

What solutions best fit within the context of your community?
th

th

•

195 vs 196 – Where should the traffic go?

•

One Way

•

Cul-De-Sac

•

Roundabout?
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2. Segment A – Section 1: 196th Street, 24th to RB Drive (cont.)
Comments and Suggestions from Map
@Triangle: RBD, 196th, and 195th
1. @Corner of RBD and 196th
a. Close off RBD
b. If cannot close, then calm RBD and NW 195th PL
2. @RBD between 196th Street and 195th PL
a. Lane Proposal
i. Option 1: pedestrian sidewalk, park lane, travel lane, travel lane, bike lane,
pedestrian sidewalk
ii. Option 2: pedestrian sidewalk, parking lane, travel/bike sharow, travel bike
sharrow, pedestrian sidewalk
b. Calmed cross section proposal
c. Crosswalk at NW 195th Pl and RBD
3. @NW 196th St between 26th Ave NW and NW 195th Pl
a. Lane Proposal
i. Sidewalk (or amenity zone without sidewalk), Travel lane, center turning lane,
Travel lane, buffer (amenity zone), sidewalk (ped & bike facility)
b. Note: Ped/Bike facility will be on side of road to match up with where it ends up on RBD
4. @Corner of NW 195th Pl and NW 196th St
a. Traffic Signal
b. Switch stop sign from eastbound NW 196th to NE-bound NW 195th PL
c. Bulb out SE corner to square up the intersection
d. Crosswalk across the west leg of intersection
e. Carry center turn lane on NW 196th St across intersection of 24th Ave NW toward 20th
Ave NW
5. @Intersection of NW 195th Pl and RBD
a. Calm intersection
b. All-way Stop signs
c. Crosswalk across RBD (north leg of intersection)
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3. Segment A – Section 2: 196th – 199th Street
Comments and Suggestion from Flip Charts
Help us envision a design that would work – Crossings? Ped/Bike? Lighting?
•

Undergrounding utility poles line to increase/maintain views

•

Install mitigations now vs. later

•

Close street (NW 197 ) at RBD; add sidewalks on both sides of NW 197 St

•

Maintain/add parking along west of RBD and provide multi-modal with road

•

Two lanes with center turn lane

•

Multi-modal from Pt. Wells to Saltwater Park
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3. Segment A – Section 2: 196th – 199th St (cont.)
Comments and Suggestions from Map
@NW 196th St
•
•

th

th

th

24 /195 /196 intersection not going to work with increase traffic-unsafe
Visibility as is equal not safe and not easy to navigate

@NW 197th St
•
•
•
•

Sidewalk on side streets
Maintain side street character, street safety for children
Maintain as a local multi-modal road; ped/bike to local services
Close road?

@RBD between 196th and 198th
•
•
•
•
•
•

Parking at least on one side with crossing
Shared multi-modal path separated on west side
One lane each direction, center turn lane, parking on one side with path separated
Promenade on waterside of road
Aesthetically having bike and walking on west side
Keep parking for park user and guest

@NW 199th ST
•
•

Need left turn to downtown Edmonds
th
Concern Pt. Wells’ residents will also use NW 199 Street to downtown Edmonds

@Overall Section
•
•
•
•
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Concern about volume, safety issue
Neutral on lighting if it doesn’t go into my window
DEIS for cleanup through DOE
Concern construction traffic

4. Segment A – Section 3: 199th – 202nd Place
Comments and Suggestions from Flip Charts:
What ideas do you have for potential improvement?
th

th

•

NW 199 St to stay open; no SB left turn onto 199

•

Bike lanes are unsafe with cars and pedestrians

•

X-sect, 3 lanes, and sidewalk on one side is best (no bikes or on-street parking)

•

Max number of units for 1 access?

•

I.F.C adopted code on secondary fire/emergency access

•

Can RR ROW be used for bike/ped use?
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5. Segment A – Section 4: 202nd – 205th Street
Comments and Suggestions from Flip Chart
Help us understand tradeoffs?
Parking? Bike/multipath? Landscaping? Views?
•

Place power point on web

•

Place Maps on Web
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6. Segment B – Full Route 185th/Richmond Beach Rd/NW 196th Street from
Aurora to RB Drive
Comments and Suggestions from Flip Charts and Map

From Flip Chart:
What other concerns do you have not yet captured?
•

Construction traffic…barge in materials

From Map:
•

Reduce speed limit along Richmond Beach Road to 25mph

•

Traffic light at 15 and RBR

•

Sidewalk and buffer for pedestrian safety on 15 NW. Some type of speed control.

th
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7. Segment A – Cut Throughs
From Flip Charts:
What Ideas do you have to manage cut-through traffic?
•

Causeway out of Edmonds

•

There should be phased traffic caps to manage traffic concurrent with building phases

•

Emergency access to site; how will this work?

From Map
@Richmond Beach Drive and NW 196th St
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Full closure
No Full closure
th
th
Diverter at 24 Ave NW and NW 199 St with bollards if necessary
th
th
No Diverter at 24 Ave NW and NW 199 St with bollards if necessary
th
No left turn allowed from RBD to 199
No “No left turn allowed from RBD to 199th”
th
th
No! There is no consensus for these closures!!! (@NW 196 to NW 199 and RBD)

@Cut through traffic
th

th

th

•

Option 1: Close NW 199 , NW 198 ,NW 197 , at RB Drive

•

Option 2: Divert at NW 198 north of 24 Ave NW, divert eastward traffic south, make 24 Ave NW one
th
th
th
th
way North between NW 196 and NW 197 . Close NW 197 north of 24 Ave NW.
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From: Nauko Grimlund
Sent: Friday, February 28, 2014 8:27 PM
To: Kirk McKinley
Subject: Traffic Study

I saw that you were compiling comments on the traffic impact of Point Wells. I think it is
important to realize that all these little cut troughs are going to become highways and with the
lack of sidewalks on most streets it is a pedestrian nightmare. We live on 201st Place
between 3rd and 8th with no sidewalks and while our street is a dead end, everyday we have a
number of cars racing down to the end thinking they can reach 3rd from our street. I am also
really concerned about the non arterial 205th/244th cut through from 8th is going to become a
bigger traffic nightmare with cars racing from 205th to reach 8th. With no sidewalks on most of
these streets it is a safety hazard for my kids and currently cars are constantly zipping on 5th/
202nd to reach 3rd or 8th. We will need sidewalks on all these streets not just the main arterials
since this level of traffic that Point Wells will create is going to be a major safety hazard and
destroy the wonderful community of walkers and kids playing that use all these side streets.
Sincerely,
Nauko Grimlund
336 NW 201st Place

From: Lindsey Amtmann
Sent: Friday, February 28, 2014 7:11 PM
To: Kirk McKinley
Subject: Point Wells question
Hello ‐ do you know where I could find a good explanation for why the option of
redeveloping 205th all the way west to the water is not being considered?
Thank you,
Lindsey Amtmann
16022 Burke Ave N
Shoreline, WA 98133

From: Kathryn Zufall
Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2014 8:43 AM
To: Kirk McKinley; City Council
Subject: Re: Traffic problems in my neighborhood re the Point Wells project - one more commentt

Sirs,
I neglected to add that I would be in favor of physical barriers, such as one preventing a left turn
from 199th to 24th which is often used as a shortcut into Edmonds and making the short segment
of 24th to 198th one way.
Thank you.
On Tue, Mar 11, 2014 at 8:36 AM, Kathryn Zufall wrote:
Dear sirs,
I have just become aware that there will be a discussion of the traffic impact in my area of
Richmond Beach from the Point Wells Project this week. It is unlikely I can come to the
meeting, but I would like very much to express my views to you.
I live near 199th going west from 20th and the "X" of 201st coming down the hill. As you know,
it is an area of relatively small roads and many people walk in the neighborhood without
sidewalks. All of us who live here drive slowly and carefully and are frequently waiting for a
pedestrian or coming around a car parked on the side of the road.
I think it is mandatory to do as much as we can to preserve our neighborhood and keep the extra
traffic from making "shortcuts" through our area. Since 199th is a straight road up the hill it will
almost certainly be used if it is not restricted.
I would like to see as many things done as possible to prevent this problem. It would seem to me
we should consider:
Making 199th one way above 24th and the other way below. Similar considerations should be
given to other roads close by
Putting in traffic circles and stop signs at as many intersections as possible, for example, at the
stop sign of 201st and 24th.
Restrict left turns.
Install speed bumps on most of the roads.
It also would be nice to see some sidewalks which would be possible if the roads were
primarily one-way.
I realize that this would inconvenience some residents.
However, I think this is a small inconvenience compared to the health of our community. We
should not listen to the loud voices of a few without input from the entire involved area.
Thank you for your attention to this matter.
Sincerely,
Kathryn A Zufall
2420 NW 201st Place
Shoreline WA 98177

From: Julie Vaughn
Sent: Monday, March 10, 2014 9:27 PM
To: Kirk McKinley; City Council
Subject: Traffic flow for Point Wells

From the start of this proposed project, I have been concerned with what could be a massive
number of cars that would attempt the back road pass to Edmonds around the X between 20th
and 24th Aves NW. I have a friend who lives on the corner of 23rd Ave and NW 201st who has
said there are already people trying to make up for the speed they will lose through Woodway by
driving up 23rd too fast. That will only become more the case if this development goes through.
Clearly we will need a plan to block that path from high volume, high speed commuters along
24th and 23rd (there are school bus stops on each of these streets with plenty of children waiting
in the mornings with traffic diversions toward the "arterial" Richmond Beach road.
I do hold out hope that this can be handled sensibly; the fact that Snohomish glibly permits
buildings for which they have nothing but upside through taxes and no drain on their resources
and community is more than a little disturbing. I hope we can all hold together as a community
and come up with plans to make unsafe routes difficult to use, even if it means a change in my
own driving habits.
-Julie Vaughn
2426 NW 201st Pl
Shoreline, WA 98177

