
 

 
 
 
 

 
 

Pursuant to A.R.S. § 38-431.02, notice is hereby given to the members of the BROADWAY BOULEVARD 
CITIZENS PLANNING TASK FORCE and to the general public that the BROADWAY BOULEVARD CITIZENS 

PLANNING TASK FORCE will hold the following meeting, which will be open to the public: 
 

BROADWAY BOULEVARD CITIZEN PLANNING TASK FORCE 

August 22, 2013 

MEETING NOTICE 
 

The BROADWAY BOULEVARD CITIZENS PLANNING TASK FORCE will conduct an 
“Action” meeting on Thursday, August 22, 2013, starting at 5:30 p.m. at the 
Child & Family Resources Angel Charity Building, 2800 E. Broadway Blvd., 
Tucson. 

 

 
 

ACTION AGENDA 
(Action can be taken on any agenda item.) 

 
1. Welcome/Call to Order/Agenda Review/Announcements 

 
2. Call to the Audience (@ 5:35 p.m., for 15 mins., 2-3 mins./speaker) 

 
3. Approval of Meeting Summary for July 25, 2013 CTF Meeting  

 
4. Public Input Report & Reports on Project Presentations and Outreach 

 
5. Review of Revisions to Materials Presented at the July 25, 2013 CTF Meeting 

 
6. Preparation for Community-Wide Meeting on September 26, 2013 (Public Meeting #3) 

 
7. Call to the Audience (@ approx. 8:00 p.m., for 10 mins., 2-3 mins./speaker) 

 
8. Next Steps / Roundtable 

(CTF can request new agenda items, ask questions to be addressed at an upcoming 
meeting, and provide feedback regarding the project and process.) 

 
9. Adjourn 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

This project is funded by the City of Tucson, Pima County and the Regional Transportation Authority (RTA), and is part of the 
voter-approved, $2.1 billion RTA plan that will be implemented through 2026. Details about the plan are available at 

www.RTAmobility.com. 
 

Details about the project are available on the web at www.tucsonaz.gov/broadway or by calling (520) 622-0815. 

http://www.rtamobility.com/
http://www.tucsonaz.gov/broadway


 BROADWAY: EUCLID TO COUNTRY CLUB ‐ Public Input Report 
6/10/2013‐8/14/2013

(All items online at http://cms3.tucsonaz.gov/broadway/public‐input‐report)

# Date Rec'd Method From Representing Recipient
Issue 

Keywords Issue Action(s) Assigned
Date, Actions Taken, and 
Status of Resolution

78 6/14/2013 Email Marc 
Fink

Broadway 
Coalition

Jenn 
Toothaker 
Burdick

Comments 
on Draft 
Assessment
s of Cross-
Section 
Concepts

"Jenn,
Attached is the Broadway Coalition's response to the Draft 
Performance Measure Assessment. We would greatly 
appreciate it if you could include it in the packet you send out to 
the CTF for the June meeting. 
 

We would also humbly request that we be able to present it to 
the CTF (a short one) as opposed to doing so during the Call to 
the Audience as the presentation would make more sense and it 
would allow the CTF to ask us questions.
 

Thanks greatly,
Marc"

- Forward to CTF as 
part of Public Input 
Report
- Provide response
- Verify with City 
Clerk's Office what 
options are possible

6/10/2013 - Email response by 
Jenn Toothaker Burdick 
provided.  Time on agenda was 
not set aside for a presentation, 
but information will be included 
in materials being sent out for 
consideration. Call to the 
Audience suggested as manner 
to provide verbal presentation to 
CTF.  Awaiting confirmation 
from City Clerk's regarding 
interaction during agenda item.
Awaiting City Clerk 
comment. No additional 
action required.

79 6/14/2013 Email Gene 
Biernat

himself Broadway@ Streetcar 
Extension; 
Transit

>>> On 6/14/2013 at 8:09 AM, "Gene Biernat" 
<cnsgene@gmail.com> wrote: Saw the proposal for adding 
streetcar transit to the plans for improving Broadway and 
making it a destination. I support the idea of adding the streetcar 
to the project. I think the streetcar route should be expanded 
eastward from downtown to Park Mall. That would really help the 
transportation congestion from the east side to downtown, and 
make downtown more accessible, as well as to the east side. 
The existing route to the UA campus should be extended to the 
northside, Tucson Mall and beyond, should also be incorporated 
to our transportation system. Economic benefits from the 
streetcar route is already happening in the downtown area. 
Regards, Gene Biernat Control Net Services, Inc. Tucson, AZ 
Ph. 520-797-7997 M: 520-405-6180 Web Site: 
www.controlnetservices.com

- Forward to CTF as 
part of Public Input 
Report

No additional action required.

80 6/14/2013 Email Jenn 
Toothake
r

Broadway 
Project Team

JD Garcia Public 
Participation
; Roadway 
Design

Brief email to Dr. Garcia related to his op-ed piece in the Arizona 
Daily Star on June 14, 2013. Link: 
http://azstarnet.com/news/opinion/guest-column-broadway-is-
not-a-corridor-to-somewhere-else/article_1a3b8c25-d230-5f5e-
881d-8b96495e9627.html

- Forward to CTF as 
part of Public Input 
Report

No additional action required.

Last updated on 8/15/2013 Page 1 of 4
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81 6/17/2013 Email JD 
Garcia; 
Laura 
Tabili

Broadway 
Coalition

Jenn 
Toothaker

Public 
Participation
; Roadway 
Design

"Dear Jennifer, May I second Professor Garcia's concerns about 
the number of options the team plan to present? As a teacher, i 
would never expect a class to be able to absorb and compare 
so many different ones -- particularly in such a limited time and 
with virtually no preparation. I would think four or five maximum 
would be better. Laura >> (forwarded message from JD 
Garcia)Thank you for your response to my op-ed. I was not 
aware that the CTF had made the decision as to how many 
options they would present. I must not have been present when 
they did. I believe it is a bad decision to present a public, which 
knows only little about the issues and technical aspects, to then 
offer meaningful opinions after two hours, opinions that your 
memo states would put too much pressure on even a well 
briefed CTF having studied the issues for several months. Such 
a process is poorly designed, if you were seeking meaningful 
input from the public; of course, if the open house is not 
intended to seek input... I urge you and your team to rethink the 
process, and to involve the CTF in that discussion. JD Garcia

- Forward to CTF as 
part of Public Input 
Report

Additional discussions with the 
CTF over coming months will 
help refine the presentation 
materials and format of the 
public meeting.

82 7/1/2013 Email Ian 
Wang

himself; property 
owner near 
Harrison/ 
Broadway

Broadway@ Project 
Schedule

>>> ian wang <wang2503@gmail.com> 6/29/2013 12:20 PM 
>>> DEAR JANICE WHICH MONTH AND YEAR WILL 
CONSTRUCTION START AND FINISH ON BROADWAY 
FROM COLUMBUS TO EUCLID?

- Forward to CTF as 
part of Public Input 
Report

7/01/13 - Mr. Wang called Jenn 
Toothaker upon receipt of 
email. He was actually wanting 
information about the 2nd 
Broadway project on the RTA 
Plan, #29, Camino Seco to 
Houghton. He was directed to 
the materials available online, 
specifically the cost estimate 
drawings at: 
http://www.rtamobility.com/RTA
Plan/RTAPlanDocumentsandM
aps/Original2005ProjectCostEst
imates/tabid/115/Default.aspx 
No additional action 
required.

83 7/11/2013 Email Ron 
Spark, 
MD

Broadway 
Coalition; 
himself

Jenn 
Toothaker

Roadway 
Design; 
Transit

Forwarded link to online 
article:http://www.theatlanticcities.com/jobs-and-
economy/2013/07/s-right-los-angeles-giving-car-lanes- 
pedestrians/6116/

- Forward to CTF as 
part of Public Input 
Report
- Technical review and 
response

7/13 - Jenn Toothaker will 
review the various background 
documents and available info to 
understand more about the 
project capacity considerations.

Last updated on 8/15/2013 Page 2 of 4



 BROADWAY: EUCLID TO COUNTRY CLUB ‐ Public Input Report 
6/10/2013‐8/14/2013

(All items online at http://cms3.tucsonaz.gov/broadway/public‐input‐report)

# Date Rec'd Method From Representing Recipient
Issue 

Keywords Issue Action(s) Assigned
Date, Actions Taken, and 
Status of Resolution

84 7/15/2013 Email Ron 
Spark, 
MD

Broadway 
Coalition; 
himself

Jenn 
Toothaker

Roadway 
Design; 
Transit

Forwarded link to online blog: "How Urban Arterials Divide Our 
Neighborhoods Urban Indy When was the last time you set off in 
your own neighborhood, on foot or bike, to explore just how far 
you can get before it becomes a real chore to get where you 
really want to go? "

- Forward to CTF as 
part of Public Input 
Report

No additional action 
required.

85 7/3/2013 Email JD 
Garcia

Broadway 
Coalition; 
himself

Carlos de 
Leon

Roadway 
Design; 
Transit

(see letter) - Forward to CTF as 
part of Public Input 
Report

 Response required; staff 
working on response letter.

86 7/8/2013 Email Shirley 
Papuga

CTF member Project Team 
members

Roadway 
Design; 
Transit

Email provides thoughts and questions centering around the 
timing of future High Capacity Transit, BRT and streetcar design 
considerations, and development related to fixed rail systems

- Forward to CTF as 
part of Public Input 
Report

7/25/2013 - Response left out of 
Public Input Report, in error.  
Issues raised in the email were 
discussed at CTF meeting and 
revisions made to the street 
element cards, performance 
measures, and assessment 
methodology.

87 7/16/2013 Email Jenn 
Toothake
r

Broadway 
Project Team

Bruce 
Sayles, 
Chase Bank

Project 
Information

Email response to phone call from Mr. Sayles looking for more 
definitive project information.

- Forward to CTF as 
part of Public Input 
Report
- Added to email list

No additional action 
required.

88 7/22/2013 Email; 
Calls

Rose 
Halstad

Property/Busine
ss Owner (Brio 
Hair Salon)

Jenn 
Toothaker

Public 
Participation
; Roadway 
Design

Wanted to know about upcoming public meeting dates. - Forward to CTF as 
part of Public Input 
Report

Send information about 
upcoming public meeting, 
when it is confirmed.

89 7/26/2013 Email Laura 
Tabili

Broadway 
Coalition; 
herself

Broadway@ Project 
Budget

"Hi, Jenn,
The question of the budget for the Broadway project came up 
this evening.
Attached is the statement of January 2011.
Please add it to the Task Force's packet for their information.
An underlying question is whether the $25 million that is 
supposed to be coming from the County is actually allocated 
(from the 1997 bond election), or whether it awaits the 2015 
bond election, as your predecessor Melissa Antol once told us.
Laura"

- Forward to CTF as 
part of Public Input 
Report

- 8/15/2013 - Response 
provided by Jenn Toothaker 
Burdick indicating that the 
informaiton sent relates to 
similar infromation covered in 
Public Input Report Items #20  
and #14.  A copy of the City's  
adopted Capital Improvement 
BUdget for FY2014-2018, page 
A-12, "Projects with Pima 
County Bond Funding."

No additional action 
required.

Last updated on 8/15/2013 Page 3 of 4
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90 7/26/2013 Email Laura 
Tabili

Broadway 
Coalition; 
herself

Broadway@ Roadway 
Design

"Hi, Jenn,
Attached is a revised version of the statement I gave and 
handed out last night.
Please add it to the CTF documentation.
Thanks.
Laura"

- Forward to CTF as 
part of Public Input 
Report

No additional action 
required.

91 7/26/2013 Email Laura 
Tabili

Broadway 
Coalition; 
herself

Broadway@ Broadway; 
Sense of 
Place

"Hi, Jenn,
Attached are the documents presented orally and in hardcopy in 
last night's meeting.
Please add them to the CTF documentation.
Thanks.
Laura"

- Forward to CTF as 
part of Public Input 
Report

No additional action 
required.

92 7/31/2013 Comment 
Card

Terry 
Cox

Herself TDOT Roadway 
Design; 
Support 
widening

"I think it is necessary to expand Broadway due to the lack of 
through streets.  We lack access to crosstown streets that can 
accommodate the traffic now!  So what can we expect for the 
future without the expansion of Broadway along with other major 
streets in the near future."

- Forward to CTF as 
part of Public Input 
Report

No additional action 
required.

93 7/31/2013 Comment 
Card

David 
Sumner

Himself TDOT Roadway 
Design; 
Support 
widening

"Please! Please!  Take note:  Add extra lanes (which is certainly 
necessary in the spirit of safeth for drivers of both cars and 
busses and people walking."

- Forward to CTF as 
part of Public Input 
Report

No additional action 
required.

94 8/2/2013 Email Jenn 
Toothake
r

Broadway 
Project Team

CTF and 
Project Team

RTA CART 
Committee

Forwarding link to audio file and materials for the 7/31/2013 
meeting

- Forward to CTF as 
part of Public Input 
Report

No additional action 
required.

95 8/7/2013 Email Patty 
Ruiz

Azteca Tucson 
14, 1201 E. 
Broadway

Jenn 
Toothaker

Project 
Information

Request for project information and connections. - Forward to CTF as 
part of Public Input 
Report
- Added to email list

- 8/8/2013 - Response email 
from Jenn Toothaker Burdick 
with project information and 
building property form from 
Historic Report. 

Last updated on 8/15/2013 Page 4 of 4
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Broadway Boulevard, Euclid to Country Club 
 

REVISED DRAFT PERFORMANCE MEASURE DEFINITIONS AND ASSESSMENT 
 

August 14, 2013 
 

Several revisions and updates have been made to the performance measures and assessment 
methodology, the street design elements, the lane configuration alternatives, and the street 
cross section alternatives following the July 25th CTF meeting. These changes have been made in 
response to comments from the CTF during and following the meeting and ongoing discussions 
with TDOT staff regarding potential bicycle facilities improvements.  
 
There are five tables attached to this memorandum, and they are listed here in the order they 
should be reviewed: 

• Performance Measure Definitions and Assessment Methodology Table 
• Block-by-Block Widths of Existing Street, Right of Way, and Building Separation  
• Assessment of Street Cross Section Elements (a set of sheets with these street element 

cards is also included) 
• Assessment of Lane Configuration Alternatives (a set of sheets with these diagrams is 

also included) 
• Assessment of Street Cross Section Alternatives  

 
The design team is continuing to work on methods to distill this information so that its key 
elements can be communicated to the public in the upcoming public meeting. The distilled 
information and the small group exercise that is being planned for the public meeting will allow 
the public to understand the project’s goals, performance assessments, design alternatives, and 
trade-offs between various goals for the project and will provide the CTF with meaningful input 
regarding community preferences related to street cross section design, modal emphasis, and 
other aspects of the Broadway project. 

Performance Measure Definitions and Assessment Methodology Table 
Several of the definitions of performance measures have been refined and assessment 
methodologies have been revised and clarified. The blue text in the definition and methodology 
section of the table is used to highlight significant text that is new since the June 20th CTF 
meeting. Significant changes and additions to performance measures include: 

• 2a. Separation of Bikes and Arterial Traffic:  An additional pair of options have been 
added to the street elements. Both are types of “cycle tracks,” bicycle lanes that are 
physically separated from traffic lanes. The first type is separated by a sloped or beveled 
curb; the second by a vertical curb. Both are one-way bike facilities. These cycle track 
elements and their assessments are included in the Performance Measure table. 



Broadway Boulevard, Euclid to Country Club 
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Example of beveled curb cycle track  Example raised curb cycle track 
(Source: Maus, Bike Portland) (The Hague Source: CD+A) 
 

• 2b. Crossing Conflicts Between Bicycles and Vehicles (was Bike Conflicts with Crossing 
Vehicles): This performance measure has been revised and renamed to include the 
assessment of potential conflicts and level of comfort for bicyclists making a left turn 
onto or from Broadway at intersections as a response to comments from the CTF. This 
element of the performance measure cannot be assessed at this point as intersections 
have not been designed. 

• 3c. Transit Corridor Travel Time: CTF members requested that the design team discuss 
this performance measure with TDOT and PAG transit staff to see what refinements 
could be made to the definition and assessment of the 4 lane plus dedicated transit lanes 
(4+T) and the 6 lane plus dedicated transit lanes (6+T). The design team’s discussion with 
TDOT and PAG staff clarified that the reason for the difference in the assessment of the 
4+T and 6+T is based on the ability of the mixed flow lanes to carry projected future 
traffic (based on the two projections, PAG and PAG Low (reduced 30%)) which therefor 
has an influence on signal timing and overall traffic flow along the corridor whether in a 
mixed flow or dedicated lane. Also, staff requested that one of the 4+T alternatives be 
revised to move the center dedicated transit lanes to be outside transit lanes. That way, 
the pair of 4+T alternatives is comparable to the pair of 6+T alternatives; each represents 
both the side and center transit lane configurations.  

• 3f. Accommodation of Future High Capacity Transit: CTF members also asked the design 
team to review this performance measure. As a result of discussions with TDOT and PAG 
staff, the assessments have been refined to reflect the revised street section alternatives, 
and to distinguish the difference between the ability of 4-lane and 6-lane mixed-flow 
alternatives to accommodate dedicated transit lanes in the future. An assessment of the 
alternatives’ ability to accommodate potential future streetcar service has also been 
added.  

• 6e. Gateway to Downtown: At the request of CTF members, the design team has 
updated the definition and assessment methods for this performance measure to reflect 
the relationship of the historic and significant buildings in the study area to the heritage 
and character of the area as an early extension of downtown commercial activity to the 
east. 
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• 8a. Change in Economic Potential: In response to discussions with the CTF, the design 
team has added an additional methodology description of the difference between short-
term and long-term economic potential. Also, some additional justification of the 65-foot 
remnant parcel depth being the minimum depth for future development is provided. For 
information purposes the long term assessment has been updated to assess both for a 
minimum 65-foot depth and a 75-foot depth; this provides indication of the sensitivity of 
this performance measure to a deeper minimum remnant parcel lot depth. 

• 9c. Operations and Maintenance Cost: In response to public comment from the 
Broadway Coalition, this performance measure has been added and assessed. 

 

Block-by-Block Widths of Existing Street, Right of Way, and Building Separation  
This table has been updated to reflect the changes to the Street Cross Section Alternatives in 
terms of right of way width, pedestrian landscape area, and bicycle facility improvements. 
 

Street Elements and Street Cross Section Alternatives 
Some additions and revisions to the street element cards and the street cross sections have 
been made. Several of the street cross section alternatives now incorporate the new cycle track 
elements discussed earlier; the transit lane alternatives have been changed to make the 4+T and 
6+T alternatives more comparable; and the widest of the alternatives that has been assessed to 
date has been narrowed. See details below: 
 

• Previous Alternative 4A: This alternative has been eliminated per direction of the CTF, 
because in many cases it is narrower than the existing right of way. 

• New Alternative 4A: This is the previous Alternative 4B with the bike lane width 
changed to 6 feet. 

• New Alternative 4B: This is the previous Alternative 4C; the previous 7 foot bike lane is 
replaced with a 7 foot wide cycle track. 

• Alternative 4+T A: In this alternative, the dedicated transit lanes were reconfigured to 
side running so that the 4+T alternatives include one side-running and one center-
running, the same as the 6+T alternatives. The previous 6-foot-wide bike lanes have 
been replaced with 9-foot-wide buffered bike lanes and the total right of way width has 
widened from 118 feet to 124 feet. 

• Alternative 4+T B: The previous 7-foot-wide bike lanes have been replaced with 9-foot-
wide cycle tracks, and to maintain the previous 152-foot right of way width the 10-foot 
landscaped medians have been replaced with 8-foot landscaped medians. 

• Alternative 6A: The previous 6-foot-wide bike lanes have been replaced with 7–foot-
wide buffered bike lanes and the previous 114 foot right of way width has therefore 
increased to 120 feet. 

• Alternative 6B:  The previous 7-foot-wide bike lanes have been replaced with 9-foot-
wide cycle tracks, and to maintain the previous 152 foot right of way width the 24-foot 
landscaped median has been replaced with a 20-foot landscaped median. Note that 
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Alternatives 6B and 4+T B still have the same right of way width and either could be 
converted into the other through the reconstruction of the median and center lanes. 

• Alternative 6+T A: The previous 7-foot-wide bike lanes have been replaced with 9-foot-
wide buffered bike lanes; to maintain the 146 foot total right of way width the median 
has been reduced from 20 feet to 16 feet. 

• Alternative 6+T B: This alternative has been reduced from 174 feet in right of way width 
to 154 feet, in response to discussions with the CTF and the resulting desire to maintain 
a maximum width for the alternatives that is as close to 150 as viable. This has been 
done by narrowing the center medians from 10 feet to 8 feet in width and narrowing 
the buffer landscape area next to the sidewalks from 16 feet to 8 feet. In addition, the 
previous 7 foot wide bike lanes have been replaced with 7 foot wide cycle tracks. 

• Southern Arizona Transit Advocates Concept: This alternative remains unchanged. 

Assessment Tables 
All of the assessment tables have been updated to reflect the various changes and updates to 
performance measures, street cross section elements, and street cross section alternatives. 
Assessments that have been revised substantively are marked in blue highlighting. Additional 
revisions to point out are: 

• All Assessment Tables. To address CTF concerns regarding those performance measures 
that have been grayed out as they cannot be assessed at the current level of design, the 
tables have been updated to include text from the methodology table that describes 
why the performance measure cannot be assessed at this time.  

• Street Cross Section Elements. The cycle track options have been added and assessed. 
This has led to the refinement of assessments for some other elements in relation to the 
resulting difference in width of right of way and bicycle access.  

• Lane Configuration Alternatives. These have been simplified so that there is not a 
distinction between center and side running dedicated transit lanes nor the two median 
configurations for center-running transit. This is being done in preparation for revising 
materials for use in the next public meeting. The illustrations have also been removed 
as we believe they overcomplicate communication of the lane configuration 
alternatives. 

• Street Cross Section Alternatives. This has been updated to reflect all the other changes 
and refinements mentioned in this memorandum. 

 

Conclusion 
These revisions reflect some significant revisions and refinements to the Broadway street 
section alternatives and the assessments. We look forward to finalizing these and the draft 
materials for the small group sessions at the next public workshop with the CTF at the August 
22nd meeting.  
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Broadway Boulevard, Euclid to Country Club 
 

REVISED DRAFT  
PERFORMANCE MEASURE DEFINITIONS AND ASSESSMENT METHODOLOGY 

 

August 14, 2013 
Overarching Assumptions: 

• The improved Broadway Boulevard will be a walkable complete street; per the project Vision—maintain and improve the provision of affordable, efficient, and sustainable transportation choices serving local and regional transportation needs for walking, 
bicycling, transit, and vehicles. 

• For all new design options, assumption is a 30 to 35 mph design speed and posted speed with the street designed to encourage vehicles to travel at the design speed in support of the project Vision. 
 

Performance Measure Methodology Cross Section Elements that Affect 
Performance Assessment 

What  Element or Combination of Elements is Assessed 

Lane Configuration Type Street Cross Section 
Elements Street Cross Section 

1. Pedestrian Access and Mobility 
1a. Functionality of Streetside for Pedestrian Activity:  Degree to which there is enough width to support desired pedestrian activity, 
landscaping, street furnishings and other improvements. 
 Sidewalk width and the width of the buffer area between the sidewalk and the roadway are key factors for the comfort and 

functionality of a street for pedestrians.  
 The ITE Walkable Urban Thoroughfares Manual provides guidance for design of major urban streets like Broadway. The 

transportation characteristics of Broadway (i.e.; speed and number of lanes) make it a Boulevard Street type as defined by the 
manual (25-35 mph with 4-6 lanes, for various context types, see document for definitions). The current and potential character of 
the context along Broadway are defined as C-4 General Urban areas and C-3 Suburban areas in the manual. The combination of street 
type and context type lead to the guidance for sidewalk width: 
o C-4 with predominantly commercial ground floor – 1.5 ft. edge, 7 ft. furnishings (including landscape), 8 ft. throughway, 2.5 ft. 

frontage 
o C-4 with predominantly residential ground floor – 1.5 ft. edge, 8 ft. furnishings (including landscape), 8 ft. throughway, 0 to 1.5 ft. 

frontage 
o C-3 with predominantly commercial ground floor – 1.5 ft. edge, 7 ft. furnishings (including landscape), 6 ft. throughway, 1.5 ft. 

frontage 
o C-3 with predominantly residential ground floor – 1.5 ft. edge, 8 ft. furnishings (including landscape), 6 ft. throughway, 0 to 1.5 ft. 

frontage 
 Result of guidance in relation to Broadway is for a 9.5 ft.-wide landscape area and 8 ft. sidewalk. Assume that additional sidewalk 

width if needed would be part of private development; the assessment compares the range of possible pedestrian improvements to 
this guidance. 

 Sidewalk width 
 Buffer width 

 Sidewalk and Landscape 
Cards  

1b. Separation from Vehicular Traffic: Width and design character of area between outside edge of vehicle lane and sidewalk.  
 Guidance/factors include ITE Manual guidance for buffer width; Multi-modal level of service considerations for presence and 

frequency of street trees and other landscaping within buffer which varies depending on design of street elements; and speed and 
volume of traffic (assumed to be relatively constant). The potential to include buffered bicycle lanes could also increase the buffer 
distance perceptibly. 

 Sidewalk width 
 Buffer width 
 Landscape within buffer 
 Trees or shade structures 

 Sidewalk and Landscape 
Cards  

1c. Pedestrian-oriented Facilities or Improvements: Extent of shade, lighting, seating, drinking fountains and other features to serve 
pedestrian needs and provide for visual interest. 
 Factors include percentage of shade, lighting levels and consistency, number and frequency of other pedestrian supportive design 

features (i.e.; seating, drinking fountains). 

 Sidewalk width 
 Buffer width 
 Trees or shade structures  Sidewalk and Landscape 

Cards  

1d. Walkable Network/Neighborhood Connections: Ability for pedestrians to access neighborhoods and pedestrian network.  
 Factors include number, length between, and quality of connections from Broadway to surrounding pedestrian network 
 This measure cannot currently be assessed, because connections from Broadway and the pedestrian network are not included in the 

current level of design 

None, not measurable at current level of 
design 
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Performance Measure Methodology Cross Section Elements that Affect 
Performance Assessment 

What  Element or Combination of Elements is Assessed 

Lane Configuration Type Street Cross Section 
Elements Street Cross Section 

1e. Pedestrian Crossings: Ease of crossing Broadway and side streets intersecting with Broadway on foot. 
 Assume that the number of crossings is equal (except that existing conditions would have fewer than any future option). Therefore 

the current assessment is about the quality and distance of the crossing.  
 As design is developed further and intersection designs are developed the ease of crossing side streets can be assessed. 

 Vehicle and transit lane number and width 
 Bicycle lane width 
 Presence, frequency, and width of median 

Range based on width 
from outside curb to 

outside curb and median 
presence, frequency, 

and width  

  

1f. Vehicle / Pedestrian Conflicts at Driveways:  Degree to which conflicts between pedestrians and vehicles exist at driveways for site 
access; strongly related to Performance Measure 2b. 
 Factors include level pedestrian crossing of driveway; vehicle speed; frequency of driveways; and visibility of the pedestrian on the 

sidewalk (measured by distance from right travel lane to sidewalk). 

 Buffer width 
 Bicycle lane width 

 
Sidewalk and Landscape 
(Range for Bike Lane / 

Cycle Track width) 
 

1g. Universal Design: Provision of access and mobility for people of all ages and abilities using design elements that go beyond base 
requirements of disabled access per the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) federal design requirements. 
 Many factors that are not defined at current level of design will come into play in this assessment, such as: 

o Intersection and signal design 
o Type and design of pedestrian facilities 
o Design of transit facilities 
o Wayfinding signs 

 At current level of design, sidewalk width more than ADA minimum is an indicator of potential for universal design. 

 Sidewalk width 

   

1h. Walkable Destinations: Presence and access to jobs, homes, shopping, etc.; and presence of sufficient density of other uses and 
access from other uses to support market for employment, shopping, etc. 
 Many factors that are not defined at current level of design will come into play in this assessment, such as: 

o 1d. Walkable Network/Neighborhood Connections: This measures the performance of alternative designs’ ability to create the 
necessary infrastructure to encourage walking to destinations. This infrastructure will then support the market potential for 
businesses that people would want to walk to on Broadway.  

o Economic Vitality performance measures related to potential for jobs, commercial uses, and homes along Broadway.  
 Measured by determining density of households and jobs within walkable distance of uses along Broadway. 

None, not measurable at current level of 
design 

   

1i. Ease of Transition to Walking: Measure of the ability of users of other transportation modes to become pedestrians along 
Broadway. 
 Many factors that are not defined at current level of design are needed to assess this measure, including: 

o Proximity and number of parking lots 
o Proximity and number of bicycle parking/lockers 
o Number of bus stops/transit stations 
o Number and type of comfort and safety features (lighting, seats, shade) 
o Number of attractions/commercial uses 

 Measure by determining the number and distance related to above factors. 

None, not measurable at current level of 
design 

   

2. Bicycle Access and Mobility 
2a. Separation of Bikes and Arterial Traffic: Degree to which the street design elements allow separation of cyclists from vehicular 
traffic.  
 Greater separation is a factor related to bicyclist safety and comfort, and therefore likely bicycle use of Broadway.  
 The main factor in this performance measure is the width of the bicycle lane. 
 The following guidance is based on traffic speeds of 35 mph or less: 

o 5 ft. width negative (–) 
o 6 ft. width neutral (ITE Manual recommendation) 
o 7 to 9 ft. width buffered bike lane positive (+ to ++) 
o 7 to 8 ft. width beveled curb cycle track positive (++) 
o 9 ft. width full curb cycle track positive (+++) 

 Bicycle lane width / details of facility design 

 Bike Lane / Cycle Track  
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What  Element or Combination of Elements is Assessed 
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2b. Crossing Conflicts Between Bicycles and Vehicles (was Bike Conflicts with Crossing Vehicles): The frequency of points where 
vehicles cross the bike lane and the ability of the street design to mitigate those potential conflicts. Potential conflicts and level of 
comfort for bicyclists making turns at intersections with crossing streets. 
 Assume all future options have 

o a base assessment that ranges from one negative to one positive (- to +) for vehicles crossing bike lane to get to curb cuts, 
because there is uncertainty regarding how quickly an access management policy can reduce the number of site access curb 
cuts/driveways along Broadway. 

o Have the potential for dedicated right turn lanes, green pavement treatments and other markings to be provided at intersections 
to enhance safety.  

o Vehicle speeds are assumed to be equal in all cross sections. 
 Options that require buses to cross over to bus pull outs are neutral. 
 Options with dedicated transit lanes in the middle get a single + for that, still would have local buses pulling into bus pull outs. 
 The assessment of potential conflicts and comfort for bicyclists making turns at intersections cannot be assessed at this level of 

design, because intersections are not yet designed; this will be done in the next phase of alternatives design and assessment. 

 Dedicated transit lane location 

 Center vs. Side Running 
Dedicated Transit  

2c. Pavement Condition:  The smoothness of the street’s pavement initially and over time.  
 Smooth pavement is a priority for bicyclist comfort. 
 Factors in addition to pavement type include:  

o gutter design 
o type of plants that are in the landscape. 

 Pavement type is not dependent on cross section design and therefor cannot be measured at the current level of design. 

None, not measurable at current level of 
design 

   

2d. Bike Facility Improvements: Extent of bike racks, shade, drinking fountains, green pavement (bike boxes, etc.) and other features to 
serve bicyclists’ needs. 
 Factors include percentage of shade; use of bike boxes and other features; number and frequency of bike racks; drinking fountains; 

and other bicycle-supportive design features. 
 All design concepts will utilize bike boxes and green and other special paving markings as allowed by code. 
 At current level of design ranking is most affected by presence of trees or shade structures and the width of the sidewalk and buffer 

area to accommodate bicycle supportive facilities. 

 Sidewalk width 
 Buffer width 
 Trees or shade structures 

 Sidewalk and Landscape  

2e. Bike Network Connections:  Convenience and safety of access to surrounding bike network. 
  Factors include: Number, length between, and quality of connections from Broadway to surrounding bicycle network 
 Quality of movement along Broadway to connections is assessed in 2a. Separation of Bikes and Arterial Traffic, 2b. Bike Conflicts with 

Crossing Traffic  
 Need to know relationship of bicycle crossings to adjacent bicycle network, see Bike Crossings (this cannot be assessed at current 

level of design) 

None, not measurable at current level of 
design 

   

2f. Bicycle Corridor Travel Time:  The time it takes for average and advanced bicyclists to travel the length of Broadway. 
 Need further design details, including – signal and intersection design, alignment, access management design, transit stop locations, 

etc. in order to assess using VISSIM transportation simulation model. 

None, not measurable at current level of 
design    

2g. Bike Crossing: Convenience and quality of bicycle crossings of Broadway and side streets intersecting with Broadway. 
 Assume some basic improvements at crossings and more crossings for all concept options, so this gives: 

o Four lane options 1 plus; 
o Six lane options 1 plus (regardless of median width as street crossings will likely be at least 18 ft. wide given turn lane and 7 ft. 

refuge island width); and 
o Eight lane options a neutral, except for 6+T B given its large width. 

 As design is developed further and intersection designs are developed the ease of crossing side streets can be assessed. 

 Vehicle and transit lane number and width 
 Bicycle lane width 
 Median presence and width Range based on width 

from outside curb to 
outside curb 
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Elements Street Cross Section 

3. Transit Access and Mobility 
3a. Distance to Transit: Number and location of transit stops and the number of households, jobs, and services within walking distance 
has an relationship to transit ridership 
 Factors include: Number of households, jobs, and square feet of commercial use within walking distance of transit stops; and 1d. 

Walkable Network/Neighborhood Connections, 1h. Walkable Destinations, and several non-transportation performance measures. 
 Cannot be assessed at current level of design as transportation factors require alignment and crossing design, and non-transportation 

factors are related to future land use. 

None, not measurable at current level of 
design 

   

3b. Transit Stop Facilities: Design qualities of transit stops for comfort and safety of riders and to support improved aesthetics and 
community character.  
 Factors include: Percentage of shade; lighting levels and consistency; and number and frequency of other design features (e.g.; 

drinking fountains, off-bus ticket machines, next bus information signs, wayfinding information, etc.). 
 Existing facilities are generally poor, although there are a few bus pull outs. 
 Four lanes get ○ when have pull outs (except those with wider pedestrian areas get +) because of lower construction cost may be 

more budget to improve transit stops; SATA also gets a + because of transit platforms for streetcar. 
 Six lanes get neutral with pull outs as this is now the regional standard. 
 BRT in middle of roadway gets ++ because it is assumed that this investment in roadway infrastructure for BRT would mean 

commitment to high-level of improvements on the platforms. 

 Sidewalk width 
 Buffer width 
 Trees or shade structures 
 Dedicated transit lanes 

Presence and location of 
dedicated transit lanes 
(range for Sidewalk and 

Landscape width for side 
running dedicated 

transit and no dedicated 
transit) 

Range for Sidewalk and 
Landscape width for side 

running dedicated 
transit and no dedicated 

transit 

 

3c. Transit Corridor Travel Time:  The time it takes to travel the length of the Broadway project by transit. 
 Existing corridor travel time is lower than existing vehicular traffic travel time, so two negatives rather than the one negative for 4a. 

Movement of Through Traffic. 
 Four and six lanes with pull outs, signal prioritization, etc. are assumed to be slower than vehicular movement, because all buses 

must pull into bus pull outs and this slows the bus travel time. 
 Dedicated transit lanes with accompanying signal prioritization, etc. are assumed to have roughly the same corridor travel time as 

vehicles, except for where the dedicated lane is outside lane (Options 4+TA and 6+TA), because it would have issues with right 
turning vehicles and the BRT may need to use the bus pullouts. Also, SATA is one minus sign less than the vehicular through 
movement performance measure because at least a portion of the service is in a dedicated lane. 

 The assessment of 4 + T is shown as a range and 6 + T without a range because 6 + T creates more certainty that there will be enough 
capacity for both vehicles and buses to flow smoothly; 4 + T will not have ample capacity for vehicles unless there is a significant 
mode shift to transit away from vehicle use and there is a level of uncertainty as to the extent of potential mode shift.  

 VISSIM results accounting for signal timing, transit priority treatments, traffic delay, merges, and boarding time at transit stops 
 Initial assessment based on traffic assessment of current PAG projections and 30% reduced traffic growth option, with qualitative 

comparisons based on professional experience and judgment of relationship between transit and vehicular travel time 
 Transit priority treatment at intersections, level boarding, off-vehicle ticketing, etc. are considered to be more likely with dedicated 

transit lanes 

 Dedicated transit lanes presence and 
location (i.e.; side or center running) 

 Bus pullouts 
 Vehicular lane number 

Presence and location of 
dedicated transit lanes 
and number of traffic 

lanes 

  

3d. Schedule Adherence:  The extent that transit is able to stay on schedule.  
 Dependability of travel time along the corridor can be measured to a degree with VISSIM. 
 This measure is a rough combining of 3b and 3c with a slightly more weight to 3c. 
 Dependent on factors that are not controllable as part of this project, including Sun Trans scheduling and transit driver behavior. 

 Dedicated transit lanes presence and 
location (i.e.; side or center running) 

 Bus pullouts 
 Vehicular lane number 

Presence and location of 
dedicated transit lanes 
and number of traffic 

lanes 

  

3e. Frequency and Hours of Service:  The frequency at which transit service stops along Broadway and for what period of week and 
weekend days. 
 Potential that service efficiencies related to other transit performance measures could allow for increase of service for minimal 

additional cost. 
 This is mainly an independent decision that Sun Trans would make that cannot be influenced to much a degree by this project. 

None, not influenced by this project to a 
meaningful degree 

   

3f. Accommodation of Future High Capacity Transit: The ability of the roadway and roadside design to accommodate future high 
capacity transit. This can ultimately improve performance of design concepts in relation to other transit performance measures. 
 Existing and 4 lanes get – because they would end up having one lane in each direction for vehicular traffic if dedicated transit lanes 

were provided. 
 Six lane options get a neutral o because even though these could be converted to 4+T with dedication of lanes, there would likely be 

resistance to reducing traffic lanes once they are in place and construction would need to occur to make the conversation. 

 Dedicated transit lanes 
 Median width (wide enough to allow future 

flexibility) 
 Vehicular lane number (ability to convert to 

dedicated transit in the future) 

Presence and location of 
dedicated transit lanes 
and number of traffic 

lanes 
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 Side running dedicated transit lane options have a right turning vehicle issues so rates a ++ 
 Center running dedicated transit lane options get +++, because they provide for high-quality high capacity transit with 

implementation of the concept 
 SATA is rated neutral because only one direction is in a dedicated lane while the service levels are reduced by the other direction 

running in a shared lane. 
 All current alternatives could accommodate the potential future integration of streetcar as a transit mode either in mixed-flow lanes 

with vehicles or in some cases within dedicated transit lanes. 

3g. Riders per Vehicle:  Average number of daily riders per transit vehicle or per peak hour transit vehicle. 
 VISSIM modeling and transit service assumptions 
 Other transit performance measures effect transit ridership and efficiency of service 
 Affected by Sun Trans service planning which is not controlled by this project 

None, not measurable at current level of 
design 

   

4. Vehicular Access and Mobility 
4a. Movement of Through Traffic During Peak Traffic Periods: Effectiveness of moving through vehicular traffic, which affects a variety 
of other transportation, environment, and economic factors. 
 Existing section with current volumes - impacts of buses stopping in through lanes and high number of ped HAWK signals (that are 

not synchronized with other signals), through traffic flow is less than desirable; increased traffic demand for either growth scenario 
without adding intersection capacity will result in long travel times and excessive delay. 

 4 lane options w/o exclusive transit lanes – do not provide sufficient through capacity at the signalized intersections for either growth 
scenario. These options assume that additional turning lanes are provided at the key intersections (Euclid, Campbell, Country Club) 
and bus pullouts and coordinated pedestrian HAWK signals are provided. 

 4-lane options with exclusive transit lanes – through traffic operations will be improved assuming that a sufficient modal shift from 
car to transit (BRT) occurs to reduce vehicular demand. 

 6 lane options w/o exclusive transit lanes – fair to good through traffic operations depending upon growth scenario; assumed bus pull 
outs and coordinated pedestrian HAWK signals. 

 6 lane options with exclusive transit lanes – good to very good through traffic operations depending upon growth scenario and 
assuming that a sufficient modal shift from car to transit (BRT) occurs to reduce vehicular demand. 

 The SATA concept is rated lower than the 4 lane mixed flow options because the streetcar shared lanes are estimated to reduce 
performance for those lanes. 

 Design details that will be developed later in the project (i.e.; intersection and signal design, access management, etc.) will allow 
assessment using VISSIM which will allow for quantitative measurement of: 
o Average corridor travel time 
o Average speed 
o Average 95 percentile queue length 
o Average delay Average corridor travel time 
o Volume to Capacity Ratio (V/C) 
o Travel time reliability 

 Initial assessment based on assessment of current PAG projections and 30% reduced traffic growth option, with qualitative 
comparisons based on professional experience and judgment 

 Vehicular lane number 
 Dedicated transit lanes presence and 

location (i.e.; side or center running) 

Number of traffic lanes 
and presence of 

dedicated transit lanes 
  

4b. Intersection Delay – Overall Intersection Performance: Overall delay for vehicular traffic on Broadway and cross streets at 
intersections. 
 Design details that will be developed later in the project will allow assessment using VISSIM: 

o Number of through and turn lanes 
o Length of turn lanes 
o Signal design, including crossing time considerations for pedestrians and bicycles 
o Transit priority treatments 
o Other intersection design features 

Not measurable at current level of design  
 Vehicular lane number 

   

4c. Intersection Delay – Worst Movement: Worst delay for a single vehicular movement on Broadway or cross streets at intersections. 
 Design details that will be developed later in the project will allow assessment using VISSIM, see 4b. 

Not measurable at current level of design  
 Vehicular lane number    
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4d. Accident Potential: Degree to which street design could affect the potential for accidents.  
 Certain factors can contribute to higher accident rates and severity of accidents. These can include the following factors, which are 

not determined at current level of design: 
o Number of access points to adjacent properties 
o Number of side street access points 
o Lane continuity (4e) 
o Amount of bike lane cross over length 

None, not measurable at current level of 
design 

   

4e. Lane Continuity: The degree to which the number of lanes in the roadway is consistent. The number of lanes can be increased and 
decreased along the length of a street to reflect different traffic needs at different locations, but merging reduces capacity more than 
just the lane reduction and can increase the potential for crashes where the merge occurs. 
 Requires more detailed design in order to perform VISSIM analysis 
 Comparisons can be made to similar lane reductions in Tucson to evaluate potential for crashes. 

None, not measurable at current level of 
design 

   

4f. Access Management for Adjacent Properties: The reduction of number and size of driveway and street access from Broadway. 
 Access management can improve traffic flow and traffic safety, reduce conflicts with pedestrians and bicycles, and generally reduce 

potential for accidents.  
 Needs more detailed design. 

None, not measurable at current level of 
design 

   

5. Person Access and Mobility 
5a. Person Trips for multiple measures: Multi-modal measures allowing evaluations on a per person basis.  
 A range of transportation measures can be estimated by person-trips. 
 Performance for different modes is measures using VISSIM analysis and converted to person trips for measures, including: 

o Corridor travel time 
o Average delay 
o Travel time reliability 
o Other measures as appropriate 

None, not measurable at current level of 
design 

   

6. Sense of Place 
6a. Historic Resources:  Number of historic structures lost due to direct impact and loss of usefulness resulting from parking, setback, 
site access and other conditions.  
 Based on review of relationship to future ROW to existing ROW and distance between building facades. 

 Total future right of way width 
Range based on range of 
total right of way width   

6b. Significant Resources:  Number of significant structures lost due to direct impact and loss of usefulness resulting from parking, 
setback, site access and other conditions.  
 Based on review of relationship to future ROW to existing ROW and distance between building facades. 

 Total future right of way width 
Range based on range of 
total right of way width   

6c. Visual Quality: Ability of the street design to enhance the visual quality along it, including its relationship and impacts to the existing 
and future visual character of adjacent uses. 
 Factors related to street design character: 

o Design of median and streetside landscaping 
o Number and location of placemaking features (including public art, wayfinding, lighting, furniture, etc.) 
o Width of roadside areas for streetscape elements and landscaping 

 Factors related to character of adjacent uses: 
o Relationship to adjacent uses is difficult to predict at this point as don’t know the future condition of context at current level of 

design 

 Buffer width 
 Landscape within buffer 

  

Assessment requires 
full cross section to 

allow for 
understanding of the 

relationship of 
landscape, pavement 
area, and total width 

of the street 

6d. Broadway as a Destination:  Provision of civic space, visual quality, visibility of uses, and multi-modal access that supports 
Broadway and the uses along it as a destination within the community.  
 Factors and/or related measures include: 

o 6c. Visual Quality 
o A balance of all access and mobility measures 
o 7a. Change in Economic Potential 
o 7i. Business Impacts 

 Buffer width 
 Landscape within buffer 
 Relationship to adjacent uses is difficult to 

predict at this point as don’t know the 
future condition of context at current level 
of design 

 Not measurable at current level of design 
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6e. Gateway to Downtown:  Visual quality, ease of mobility, and similar features can make connection to downtown stronger and more 
inviting. How does Broadway function as a place, in terms of visual quality, and as a transportation connection to downtown? 
 Combination of 2. Bicycle, 3. Transit, and 4. Vehicular Access and Mobility 
 6a./6b. Minimize impacts to historic and significant buildings and thereby character of the area as an early extension of commercial 

activity out of downtown  
 6c. Visual Quality (at current level of design this is a measure of the visual quality of the street) 
 6g. Walkable Community (which cannot be assessed at current level of design) 
 Relationship to adjacent uses is difficult to predict at this point as don’t know the future condition of context at current level of 

design 
 Given the importance of future adjacent use to the assessment of this performance measure and the inability to adequately 

understand the potential for future use, this performance measure cannot be assessed at this time. 

 Sidewalk width 
 Buffer width 
 Landscape within buffer 
 Trees or shade structures 
 Dedicated transit lanes presence and 

location (i.e.; side or center running) 
 Bus pullouts 
 Vehicular lane number 
 Median width (wide enough to allow future 

flexibility) 
 Vehicular lane number (ability to convert to 

dedicated transit in the future) 

   

6f. Conduciveness to Business: Attractiveness of buildings along Broadway and the general community character as it relates to 
businesses. 
 Factors and/or related measures include: 

o 6c. Visual Quality is related 
o 6g. Walkable Community 
o 7a. Change in Economic Potential 
o Site access and parking 
o Site revitalization and reuse 
o Other factors to be determined 

 Buffer width 
 Landscape within buffer 
 Relationship to adjacent uses is difficult to 

predict at this point as don’t know the 
future condition of context at current level 
of design 

 Not measurable at current level of design 

   

6g. Walkable Community:  The degree to which street improvements put a mix of land uses within walking distance of a maximum 
number of residences and workers. 
 Factors and related measures include: 

o 1. Pedestrian Access and Mobility 
o 7f. Land Use Mix 
o 8a. Change in Economic Potential 

 Given the importance of future adjacent use to the assessment of this performance measure and the inability to adequately 
understand the potential for future use, this performance measure cannot be assessed at this time. 

 Sidewalk width 
 Buffer width 
 Landscape within buffer 
 Trees or shade structures 
 Bicycle lane width 
 Vehicle and transit lane number and width 
 Width of bicycle lanes 
 Median presence and width 

   

7. Environment and Public Health 
7a. Greenhouse Gases: Use of design features that can reduce emissions of CO2, a green house gas that contributes to global warming. 
 Reduction of vehicle trips and vehicle miles travelled. 

o 1. Pedestrian Access and Mobility 
o 2. Bicycle Access and Mobility 
o 3. Transit Access and Mobility 
o 6g. Walkable Community 

 Level of congestion. 
o Average vehicular speed 
o Average vehicular delay 
o 4b. Intersection Delay – Overall Intersection Performance 

 Quality of vehicle fleet, fuel, etc. (cannot be directly influenced by the Broadway project) 
 Many of these related performance measures cannot be assessed at the current level of design. 

 Sidewalk width 
 Buffer width 
 Landscape within buffer 
 Trees or shade structures 
 Bicycle lane width 
 Vehicle and transit lane number and width 
 Dedicated transit lanes presence and 

location (i.e.; side or center running) 
 Bus pullouts 
 Presence and width of median 
 Median width (wide enough to allow future 

flexibility) 
 Not measurable at current level of design 
 Ability to convert travel lanes to dedicated 

transit in the future 

   



Broadway Boulevard, Euclid to Country Club 
DRAFT PERFORMANCE MEASURE ASSESSENT METHODOLOGY AND DESIGN ELEMENTS NEEDED FOR ASSESSMENT August 14, 2013 
 

Page 8 of 12 

Performance Measure Methodology Cross Section Elements that Affect 
Performance Assessment 

What  Element or Combination of Elements is Assessed 

Lane Configuration Type Street Cross Section 
Elements Street Cross Section 

7b. Other Tailpipe Emissions: Use of design features that can reduce particulates and other tailpipe emissions, which can affect public 
health in areas adjacent to Broadway.  
 Reduction of vehicle trips and vehicle miles travelled. 

o 1. Pedestrian Access and Mobility 
o 2. Bicycle Access and Mobility 
o 3. Transit Access and Mobility 
o 6g. Walkable Community 

 Level of congestion. 
o Average vehicular speed 
o Average vehicular delay 
o 4b. Intersection Delay – Overall Intersection Performance 

 Quality of vehicle fleet, fuel, etc. (cannot be directly influenced by the Broadway project) 
 Many of these related performance measures cannot be assessed at the current level of design. 

 Sidewalk width 
 Buffer width 
 Landscape within buffer 
 Trees or shade structures 
 Bicycle lane width 
 Vehicle and transit lane number and width 
 Dedicated transit lanes presence and 

location (i.e.; side or center running) 
 Bus pullouts 
 Presence and width of median 
 Median width (wide enough to allow future 

flexibility) 
 Not measurable at current level of design 
 Ability to convert travel lanes to dedicated 

transit in the future 

   

7c. Heat Island: Use of shade and other design features of the improvements to Broadway that can reduce the heat created by the sun 
shining on Broadways road pavement and sidewalks.  
 The solar heat gains to pavement can increase the temperature of the street and surrounding area which can have detrimental 

environmental and public health effects.  
 Factors include: 

o Change in amount of pavement 
o Amount of shaded pavement and other areas that can hold heat 
o Proportion of shaded pavement 
o For this assessment it is assumed that there will be an effort to select construction materials for street and sidewalk pavement, 

as well as gravel/crushed stone for landscaped areas that are “cooler” and would reduce the heat island effect compared to 
existing materials used along Broadway 

 For initial assessment the following approach has been taken: Assume existing condition is the base “neutral” condition. Slight 
penalty for more R.O.W. paving with assumption that much of existing area outside of R.O.W. is hardscaped and that new paving 
could be high albedo (albedo is defined as the ability of a surface to reflect solar energy, high albedo does not necessarily correspond 
to high reflectance of visible light); increased positive assessment for trees and shade structures, and any proportional differences in 
shade. 

 Vehicular and transit lane number and 
width 

 Sidewalk width 
 Presence and type of street trees and 

shade structures 

  

Combination of 
pavement vs. 

landscaped area and 
size and extent of 

trees 

7d. Water Harvesting and Green Streets Stormwater Management: The degree to which the roadway is graded to drain stormwater 
into landscaped areas where its flow rate can be reduced, its water quality improved, and it can provide irrigation for the plants in the 
landscaped areas.  
 TDOT has recently adopted an Active Practice Guidelines for Green Streets which sets guidance for the design of water harvesting 

and green stormwater management of streets in Tucson. 
 For initial assessment the following approach has been taken: Ratio of landscaped to pavement width. 

 Sidewalk width 
 Buffer width 
 Vehicular and transit lane number and 

width   
Combination of 
pavement vs. 

landscaped area 

7e. Health Benefits of Changes in Walking and Biking (renamed and defined Walkability/Bikeability): The degree to which design 
elements of the Broadway improvements can support increases in the number and length of walking and biking trips, and walking and 
biking have a positive impact on public health. 
 For initial assessment the following approach has been taken: Combined consideration of 1. Pedestrian and 2. Bicycle Access and 

Mobility performance measures given that this infrastructure is necessary to support the choice of walking and biking regardless of 
future land use conditions. In future assessments of more developed designs, this performance measure will be combined with 6g. 
Walkable Community.  

 Sidewalk width 
 Buffer width 
 Landscape within buffer 
 Trees or shade structures 
 Bicycle lane width 
 Vehicle and transit lane number and width 
 Center dedicated transit lanes 
 Width of bicycle lanes 
 Median presence and width 

 

Sidewalk and Landscape 
(Range Based on bicycle 

lane width associated 
assessments) 
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7f. Land Use Mix: The degree to which improvements to Broadway enable properties along the street to accommodate mixed use 
development in the future.  
 Mixing of uses can help support transit ridership, walking, and bicycling, as well as reductions in vehicle miles traveled. 
 Factors that are under the control of this project include: 

o Number of parcels and size of parcels that can accommodate a mix of land uses in the future, once improvements (i.e.; widening) 
are made to Broadway (the current level of design does not allow for evaluation of the ability of properties that remain after 
widening to accommodate development). 

 Factors that are not within the control of this project include: 
o Extent that existing or possible future zoning allows for viable mixed use development along Broadway 

 Related performance measures include: 
o 8a. Change in Economic Potential 
o 8e. Business Impacts 

 Sidewalk width 
 Buffer width 
 Bicycle lane width 
 Vehicle and transit lane number and width 
 Median presence and width 
 Not measurable at current level of design 

   

7g. Affordability: Impact of the design of Broadway on the combination of transportation and housing costs and access to jobs are 
major contributors to a household’s ability to afford to live in a location.  
 The design of improvements to Broadway could have some impact on transportation costs and access to jobs. 
 Related performance measures include: 

o 1. Pedestrian, 2. Bicycle, and 3. Transit Access and Mobility 
o 6g. Walkable Community Design + Architecture 
o 8f. Job Impacts (the current level of design does not allow for the level of assessment of positive and negative impacts to 

businesses to be evaluated fully in relation to job impacts) 
 Several of the related performance measures cannot be assessed at the current level of design. 

 Sidewalk width 
 Buffer width 
 Landscape within buffer 
 Trees or shade structures 
 Bicycle lane width 
 Vehicle and transit lane number and width 

(ability to convert vehicular lane to 
dedicated transit in the future) 

 Dedicated transit lanes presence and 
location (i.e.; side or center running) 

 Bus pullouts 
 Median presence and width( wide enough 

to allow future flexibility) 
 Not measurable at current level of design 

   

8. Economic Vitality  
8a. Change in Economic Potential: Suitability of parcels along Broadway to provide for current commercial or residential use, 
repurposed, or adaptive reuse, or to provide future mix of commercial and residential uses, and open space. 
 Impacts of Broadway improvements to on-site parking, vehicular access, and buildings all affect viability of existing businesses and 

potential for future development. 
 While cross section width is an indicator of negative impact on existing businesses, in some cases reuse of remnant parcels may have 

more economic potential than existing development. 
 Not able to fully assess potential for future development and revitalization of existing buildings at current level of design and 

planning (need alignments and intersection designs to understand full right of way impacts). 
 Real estate and business market potential also needs to be assessed. 
 This assessment includes both short term and long term potential. They differ in that while short term potential is based on the 

survival of the current function of Broadway properties, long-term potential is based on the re-development potential of Broadway 
parcels after street improvements are made.  
 

 Assessment Methodology at current level of design for Short Term Economic Vitality Potential (up to 5 years after construction of 
Broadway improvements): The Project Team roughly estimated a percentage of street-fronting property where the Broadway 
improvements would result in removal of at least a part of a building. For these “impacted” properties, short-term economic vitality 
would be diminished. 

 80’ R.O.W. – West of Campbell likely no buildings impacted and to the east about 5% would likely be impacted 
 90-100’ R.O.W. – West of Campbell likely 25% of buildings impacted and to the east about 10% would likely be impacted (○) 
 105-120’ R.O.W. – West of Campbell likely 50% of buildings impacted and to the east about 20% would likely be impacted (-) 
 125-135’ R.O.W. – West of Campbell likely 50% of buildings impacted and to the east about 35% would likely be impacted (--) 

140-165’ R.O.W. – West of Campbell likely 50% of buildings impacted and to the east about 45% would likely be impacted (---) 
 
 

 Sidewalk width 
 Buffer width 
 Bicycle lane width 
 Vehicle and transit lane number and width 
 Median presence and width 
 Bus pullouts (if extend beyond back of 

sidewalk) 

Based on right-of-way 
range of types   
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Performance Measure Methodology Cross Section Elements that Affect 
Performance Assessment 

What  Element or Combination of Elements is Assessed 

Lane Configuration Type Street Cross Section 
Elements Street Cross Section 

 Assessment Methodology at current level of design for Long Term Economic Vitality Potential (6 or more years after construction of 
Broadway Improvements): The Project Team roughly estimated a percentage of street-fronting property that would be of sufficient 
depth to be re-developed. These “developable” parcels have long-term economic development potential. This estimate is based on 
the following assumptions: 
o A parcel with 65-foot depth can be reused for development (a 75-foot depth has also been evaluated to illustrate the variation in 

impact that could result from a deeper lot). The majority of lots that would result in 65-foot deep remnant parcels have alley 
access. A 65-foot depth allows for development of building types with “tuck-under” parking accessed from the alley with a 40-
foot deep building fronting onto Broadway. In addition, surface parking lots with buffering along the Broadway sidewalk could be 
developed in between freestanding buildings. Design studies have shown that 1 to 2 story buildings, with some 3 story portions if 
desired, can be developed in this configuration for commercial, residential, or mixed use developments. This type of 
development would need to occur through a PUD entitlement. 

 130’ R.O.W. – West and east of Campbell Avenue more than 95% (92%)of street fronting parcels could likely maintain their current 
use or be redeveloped (-- to ++) 

 150’ R.O.W. – West of Campbell about 90% (75%) and to the east about 92% (92%)of street fronting parcels could likely maintain 
their current use or be redeveloped (--- to ++) 

 160’ R.O.W. – West of Campbell about 75% (70%) and to the east about 92% (85%) of street fronting parcels could likely maintain 
their current use or be redeveloped (--- to ++) 

 170’ R.O.W. – West of Campbell about 70% (62%) and to the east about 85% (85%) of street fronting parcels could likely maintain 
their current use or be redeveloped (--- to +) 

8b. Change in Business Revenue: Comparison of estimate of business revenue today with future conditions considering both potential 
negative and positive impacts of the improvement project.  
 Estimate potential loss of business activity from impacts of right of way widening on properties on parking, access, and buildings. 
 Estimate potential increase in business activity from improved mobility and access along Broadway. 
 Estimated potential increase in business activity from new businesses, revitalization, and reuse of properties. 
 Not able to assess at current level of planning, because business revenues are not known, and potential impacts are not know at 

enough detail to assess which properties might be impacted. 

 Sidewalk width 
 Buffer width 
 Bicycle lane width 
 Vehicle and transit lane number and width 
 Median presence and width 
 Bus pullouts (if extend beyond back of 

sidewalk) 
 Not measurable at current level of design 

   

8c. Change in Sales Tax Revenue: Comparison of existing sales tax generated by businesses along Broadway with estimate of future 
sales tax generation considering both potential negative and positive impacts of the improvement project.  
 Estimate potential loss of business activity from impacts of right of way widening on properties on parking, access, and buildings. 
 Estimate potential increase in business activity from improved mobility and access along Broadway. 
 Estimated potential increase in business activity from new businesses, revitalization, and reuse of properties. 
 Estimate of potential change in use from sales tax generating to other commercial or residential activity. 
 Not able to assess at current level of planning, because sales tax revenues are not known, and potential impacts are not know at 

enough detail to assess which properties might be impacted. 

 Sidewalk width 
 Buffer width 
 Bicycle lane width 
 Vehicle and transit lane number and width 
 Median presence and width 
 Bus pullouts (if extend beyond back of 

sidewalk) 
 Not measurable at current level of design 

   

8d. Change in Property Tax Revenue: Comparison of existing property tax generated by properties along Broadway with estimate of 
future property tax generation considering both potential negative and positive impacts of the improvement project. 
 Estimate of potential reduction in land area that is taxable, also potential for some increase in taxable property as City sells any 

remnants of properties that are already owned by the City. 
 Estimate of potential land and building value increases do the increased vitality of Broadway, and reinvestment in existing and new 

buildings and other improvements. 
 Not able to assess impacts from right of way as alignment and intersection design are not determined. 
 Not able to assess at current level of planning, because property tax revenues are not known, and potential impacts are not know at 

enough detail to assess which properties might be impacted. 

 Sidewalk width 
 Buffer width 
 Bicycle lane width 
 Vehicle and transit lane number and width 
 Median presence and width 
 Bus pullouts (if extend beyond back of 

sidewalk) 
 Not measurable at current level of design 
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Performance Measure Methodology Cross Section Elements that Affect 
Performance Assessment 

What  Element or Combination of Elements is Assessed 

Lane Configuration Type Street Cross Section 
Elements Street Cross Section 

8e. Business Impacts: The number and size (based on annual revenue) of existing businesses with impacts from the Broadway 
improvements that would cause the business to relocate; compared with the number and size (based on annual revenue estimate) of 
future businesses that could occupy new development on remnant parcels.  
 Not able to assess at current level of design because potential impacts are not know at enough detail to assess which properties 

might be impacted. 

 Sidewalk width 
 Buffer width 
 Bicycle lane width 
 Vehicle and transit lane number and width 
 Median presence and width 
 Bus pullouts (if extend beyond back of 

sidewalk) 
 Not measurable at current level of design 

   

8f. Job Impacts: Estimated change in number and income of jobs before and after implementation of the Broadway Project. 
 Not able to assess at current level of planning, because job generation rates are not known, and potential impacts are not know at 

enough detail to assess which properties might be impacted. 

 Sidewalk width 
 Buffer width 
 Bicycle lane width 
 Vehicle and transit lane number and width 
 Median presence and width 
 Bus pullouts (if extend beyond back of 

sidewalk) 
 Not measurable at current level of design 

   

9. Project Cost 
9a. Construction Cost: Total construction cost of planned improvements. 
 Main design factors are: 

o Cross section width (including intersection design) 
o Use of local access lanes (increased drainage system and lighting costs) 
o Amount of landscaping 
o Number and complexity of signals 
o Extent and type of lighting, landscape, pedestrian, bicycle, and transit facilities 

 Sidewalk width 
 Buffer width 
 Bicycle lane width 
 Vehicle and transit lane number and width 
 Median presence and width 
 Bus pullouts 

  
Assessment requires 

full cross section 
design 

9b. Acquisition Cost: Total cost of purchasing property, relocation costs, and other costs associated with acquisition of property. 
 Main design factors are: 

o Cross section width 
o Intersection land area 
o Street alignment 

 Sidewalk width 
 Buffer width 
 Bicycle lane width 
 Vehicle and transit lane number and width 
 Median presence and width 
 Bus pullouts 

  
Assessment requires 

full cross section 
design 

9c. Operations and Maintenance Cost: Total cost of operating and maintaining the improvements. 
 Pavement and other roadway and sidewalk maintenance. 
 Signal systems operations and maintenance. 
 Drainage systems (including water harvesting and green streets) maintenance. 
 Landscape maintenance and replacement. 
 Maintenance and replacement of other pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicular improvements. 
 Transit operations and maintenance are not included 

 Sidewalk width 
 Buffer width 
 Bicycle lane width 
 Vehicle and transit lane number and width 
 Median presence and width 

  
Assessment requires 

full cross section 
design 

9d. Income for Reuse of Excess City-owned Property: Estimate of value of income from property that is acquired by the City to provide 
right of way for the Broadway improvements. In some cases this property will have buildings and/or land that can be sold or leased for 
other use. This performance measure estimates that value of that income. 
 Factors that have an effect on the estimate of value for lease or land sale of remnant property, include: 

o Amount of remnant land 
o The market potential for and value of the uses that the property can accommodate 

 Not able to assess impacts from right of way as alignment and intersection design are not determined. 
 Not able to assess potential for reuse of remnant parcels or revitalization of existing parcels as alignment and intersection design are 

not determined. 

 Sidewalk width 
 Buffer width 
 Bicycle lane width 
 Vehicle and transit lane number and width 
 Median presence and width 
 Bus pullouts (if extend beyond back of 

sidewalk) 
 Not measurable at current level of design 
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Performance Measure Methodology Cross Section Elements that Affect 
Performance Assessment 

What  Element or Combination of Elements is Assessed 

Lane Configuration Type Street Cross Section 
Elements Street Cross Section 

10. Certainty 
10a. Ability to Provide for Changing Transportation Needs: Performance Measure 3f. Accommodation of Future High Capacity Transit 
measures the ability of Broadway implementation concepts to provide space for potential future changes in the transit service provided 
along Broadway. Similarly, bicycle, pedestrian, and vehicular demands and needs could change over time. This performance measure 
allows for assessment of the ability of the Broadway design concepts to adapt to changing transportation demands over time with the 
goal of minimizing the need for additional right of way and other capital investment. 
 Factors that affect the ability to meet changing transportation needs include: 

o Presence of transit lanes (or width to accommodate future lanes either within medians or through the conversion of a vehicular 
lane) 

o Width within the buffer and sidewalk areas to accommodate additional pedestrian, bicycle, and transit features. 

 Sidewalk width 
 Buffer width 
 Vehicle lane number and width 
 Transit lane presence 
 Median presence and width 

Range for those with 
dedicated transit lanes 

based on location of 
lanes 

  

10b. Risk of Relying on Future Development for Economic Vitality: Assessment of risk of relying on future revitalization and new 
development to create positive change in 8. Economic Vitality. 
 This is related to the rate at which the city can market and transfer remnant property to private interests that will entitle and develop 

the properties for new uses, and the timing and risk involved for private interests to develop the properties.  
 While there is risk involved in the ability of remnant properties to be redeveloped, there is the potential that future development 

could provide both more viable and attractive space for new businesses and residents, as well as more commercial space and more 
homes compared to existing development on the properties that may be impacted by the future street design. 

 Factors that affect the risk of future development that can be influenced by the future roadway design, include: 
o The amount of land area for future development 
o The size and configuration of future development sites 
o Access from Broadway to the future development sites 

 Sidewalk width 
 Buffer width 
 Bicycle lane width 
 Vehicle and transit lane number and width 
 Median presence and width 
 Bus pullouts (if extend beyond back of 

sidewalk) 
 Not measurable at current level of design 

   

10c. Ability of City to Operate and Maintain Improvements: Assessment of relative cost and benefit and ability of city budget to 
support 9c. Operations and Maintenance Cost. 
 Factors that affect the ability of the city to support the operations and maintenance of the future roadway are 

o Operations and maintenance costs 
o Ability of the city to fund the costs 

 The current assessment is expressed as a range given the uncertainty of the city to maintain a consistent level of funding and the 
relative cost of operations and maintenance for the various lane configurations types and the street cross sections 

 Sidewalk width 
 Buffer width 
 Bicycle lane width 
 Vehicle and transit lane number and width 
 Median presence and width 

Range   

 



Block-‐by-‐Block	  Widths	  of	  Existing	  Street,	  Right	  of	  Way,	  and	  Building	  Separation
Broadway	  Boulevard,	  Euclid	  to	  Conutry	  Club	  Road
REVISED	  AUGUST	  14,	  2013

Existing Existing
Street R/W Building Street R/W R/W	  vs. Street R/W R/W	  vs. Street R/W R/W	  vs. Street R/W R/W	  vs. Street R/W R/W	  vs. Street R/W R/W	  vs. Street R/W R/W	  vs. Street R/W R/W	  vs. Street R/W R/W	  vs.

Block Street	  to	  Street Width Width Separation Width Width Bldg.	  Sep. Width Width Bldg.	  Sep. Width Width Bldg.	  Sep. Width Width Bldg.	  Sep. Width Width Bldg.	  Sep. Width Width Bldg.	  Sep. Width Width Bldg.	  Sep. Width Width Bldg.	  Sep. Width Width Bldg.	  Sep.

Base	  Concept	  Dimensions 66 98 98 66 114 114 92 124 124 104 152 152 94 120 120 104 152 152 120 146 146 122 154 154

1000	  E. Park	  to	  Fremont	   60 70 94 (6) (28) (4) (6) (44) (20) (32) (54) (30) (44) (82) (58) (34) (50) (26) (44) (82) (58) (60) (76) (52) (62) (84) (60) 0 0 24
1100	  E. Fremont	  to	  Santa	  Rita	   60 70 100 (6) (28) 2 (6) (44) (14) (32) (54) (24) (44) (82) (52) (34) (50) (20) (44) (82) (52) (60) (76) (46) (62) (84) (54) 0 0 30
1200	  E. Santa	  Rita	  to	  Mountain	   60 82 ± 137 (6) (16) 39 (6) (32) 23 (32) (42) 13 (44) (70) (15) (34) (38) 17 (44) (70) (15) (60) (64) (9) (62) (72) (17) 0 0 55
1300	  E. Mountain	  to	  Highland	   60 89 ± 129 (6) (9) 31 (6) (25) 15 (32) (35) 5 (44) (63) (23) (34) (31) 9 (44) (63) (23) (60) (57) (17) (62) (65) (25) 0 0 40
1400	  E. Highland	  to	  Vine	   60 88 104 114 * (6) (10) 16 (6) (26) 0 (32) (36) (10) (44) (64) (38) (34) (32) (6) (44) (64) (38) (60) (58) (32) (62) (66) (40) 0 0 26
1500	  E. Vine	  to	  Cherry	   60 64 100 ± 125 (6) 2 27 (6) (14) 11 (32) (24) 1 (44) (52) (27) (34) (20) 5 (44) (52) (27) (60) (46) (21) (62) (54) (29) 0 0 25
1600	  E. Cherry	  to	  Warren 64 78.5 104 (2) (20) 6 (2) (36) (10) (28) (46) (20) (40) (74) (48) (30) (42) (16) (40) (74) (48) (56) (68) (42) (58) (76) (50) 0 0 26
1700	  E. Warren	  to	  Martin 64 75 103.5 104 (2) (23) 6 (2) (39) (10) (28) (49) (20) (40) (77) (48) (30) (45) (16) (40) (77) (48) (56) (71) (42) (58) (79) (50) 0 0 29

*	  to	  Miles	  property	  line.	  	  169'	  to	  bldg	  face

2000	  E. Norris	  -‐	  Olsen 64 80 95 129 (2) (18) 31 (2) (34) 15 (28) (44) 5 (40) (72) (23) (30) (40) 9 (40) (72) (23) (56) (66) (17) (58) (74) (25) 0 0 49
2100	  E. Olsen	  -‐	  Plumer 64 94 144 162 (2) (4) 64 (2) (20) 48 (28) (30) 38 (40) (58) 10 (30) (26) 42 (40) (58) 10 (56) (52) 16 (58) (60) 8 0 0 68
2200	  E. Plumer	  -‐	  Wilson	  (Algmnt) 64 95 162 (2) (3) 64 (2) (19) 48 (28) (29) 38 (40) (57) 10 (30) (25) 42 (40) (57) 10 (56) (51) 16 (58) (59) 8 0 0 67
2300	  E. Wilson	  (Algmnt)	  -‐	  Norton	  (Algmnt) 64 80 137 (2) (18) 39 (2) (34) 23 (28) (44) 13 (40) (72) (15) (30) (40) 17 (40) (72) (15) (56) (66) (9) (58) (74) (17) 0 0 57
2400	  E. Norton	  (Algmnt)	  -‐	  Tucson	  Blvd 64 80 124 (2) (18) 26 (2) (34) 10 (28) (44) 0 (40) (72) (28) (30) (40) 4 (40) (72) (28) (56) (66) (22) (58) (74) (30) 0 0 44
2500	  E. Tucson	  Blvd	  -‐	  Forgeus	  (Algmnt) 64 80 100 152 (2) (18) 54 (2) (34) 38 (28) (44) 28 (40) (72) 0 (30) (40) 32 (40) (72) 0 (56) (66) 6 (58) (74) (2) 0 0 72
2600	  E. Forgeus	  (Algmnt)	  -‐	  Sawtelle	  (Algmnt) 64 100 152 (2) 2 54 (2) (14) 38 (28) (24) 28 (40) (52) 0 (30) (20) 32 (40) (52) 0 (56) (46) 6 (58) (54) (2) 0 0 52
2700	  E. Sawtelle	  (Algmnt)	  -‐	  Treat 64 100 152 (2) 2 54 (2) (14) 38 (28) (24) 28 (40) (52) 0 (30) (20) 32 (40) (52) 0 (56) (46) 6 (58) (54) (2) 0 0 52
2800	  E. Treat	  -‐	  Stewart 64 125 145 205 (2) 27 107 (2) 11 91 (28) 1 81 (40) (27) 53 (30) 5 85 (40) (27) 53 (56) (21) 59 (58) (29) 51 0 0 80
2900	  E. Stewart-‐East 64 110 171 (2) 12 73 (2) (4) 57 (28) (14) 47 (40) (42) 19 (30) (10) 51 (40) (42) 19 (56) (36) 25 (58) (44) 17 0 0 61

SEGMENTS	  AND	  OPTIONS	  POSSIBLY	  NOT	  LEADING	  TO	  PROPERTY	  ACQUISITION
SEGMENTS	  AND	  OPTIONS	  POSSIBLY	  NEEDING	  PROPERTY	  ACQUISITION

SEGMENTS	  AND	  OPTIONS	  MORE	  LIKELY	  TO	  NEED	  PROPERTY	  ACQUISITION

Option	  4+T	  SATA	  
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STREET ELEMENTS OR DETAILS PEDESTRIAN ACCESS AND MOBILITY BICYCLE ACCESS AND MOBILITY TRANSIT ACCESS AND MOBILITY 
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LANE

TRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 
LANE

BIKE LANE LANDSCAPE SIDEWALKCOMBINED MEDIAN
AND TRANSIT LANES

89’ - 156’ Right-of-Way

PEDESTRIAN TRANSITWAY PEDESTRIANROADWAY ROADWAY

Option 4+T A: 124’ Right-of-Way 

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

L ROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

L ROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

RROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

L ROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

L ROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

TRANSIT 

13’

TRANSIT

(Can include Tucson Streetcar)

13’

ROADWAY

CENTER-RUNNING 
TRANSIT LANES

Potential future light rail

Near-term bus rapid transit

26’

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

RROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

RROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

SIDEWALK

8’

LANDSCAPE

16’

SIDEWALK WITH
SHADE TREE

PEDESTRIAN R

24’

SIDEWALK

8’

LANDSCAPE

16’

PEDESTRIANL

SIDEWALK WITH
SHADE TREE

24’

11’ 10’ 10’ 10’

TRANSIT 
(Can include Tucson 

Streetcar)

11’-12’

11’ is minimum 
allowed by ITE 

Standards

TRANSIT 
LANE

RROADWAY

11’

TRANSIT
(Can include Tucson 

Streetcar)

11’-12’

11’ is minimum 
allowed by ITE 

Standards

SIDE- OR 
CENTER-

RUNNING-
TRANSIT 

LANE

L ROADWAY

11’

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

RROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

10’

11’

11’
4’

11’ 11’

MEDIAN

8’

MEDIAN 

8’
MEDIAN

SIDEWALKLANDSCAPE 
with Sonoran 
shade tree

8’8’

SIDEWALK
WITH TREE

PEDESTRIAN R

16’6’

BIKE 
LANE

4’-6’18”-3’

BU
FF
ER

7’-9’

BUFFERED

BIKE 
LANE

R
R

O
AD

W
AY

3’ 6’6’

BIKE 
LANE

4’-6’ 18”-3’

BU
FF
ER

BUFFERED

BIKE 
LANE

L

R
O

AD
W

AY

7’-9’3’6’

MEDIAN

8’

MEDIAN 

8’
MEDIAN

MEDIAN

8’

MEDIAN 

8’
MEDIAN

9’

CYCLE 
TRACK

BU
FF

ER

6’3’

P
E

D
/B

IK
E

   

CYCLE
TRACK

R

9’

CYCLE 
TRACK

BU
FF

ER

6’ 3’

P
E

D
/B

IK
E

   

CYCLE
TRACK

L

12’

AT STATIONS

12’

LANDSCAPE 
with Sonoran 
shade tree

8’8’

SIDEWALK

SIDEWALK
WITH TREE

PEDESTRIANL

16’

1’

8’9’
LOCAL BUS 
PULLOUT

SIDEWALK

8’16’

LOCAL BUS 
PULLOUT

SIDEWALK
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TRANSIT 

11’-12’

11’ is minimum 
allowed by ITE 

Standards

TRANSIT 
LANE

ROADWAY

TRANSIT 

11’-12’

11’ is minimum 
allowed by ITE 

Standards

TRANSIT 
LANE

ROADWAY

BIKE LANE

5’-6’

BIKE 
LANE

L

R
O

AD
W

AY

BIKE LANE

5’-6’

BIKE 
LANE

L

R
O

AD
W

AY

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

L ROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

L ROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL/TRANSIT 

10’ - 12’

L ROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

L ROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

RROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL/TRANSIT 

10’ - 12’

RROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

RROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

RROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

BIKE LANE

5’-6’

BIKE 
LANE

R

R
O

AD
W

AY

BIKE LANE

5’-6’

BIKE 
LANE

R

R
O

AD
W

AY

SIDEWALK

6’

R

SIDE-
WALK

PEDES-
TRIAN

SIDEWALK

6’

L

SIDE-
WALK

PEDES-
TRIAN

10’

11’

10’

10’

10’

10’

10’

11’

5’ 5’

5’

5’

5’

5’

Option 4+T SATA: 70’ Right-of-Way
(West of Campbell)

Option 4+T SATA: 80’ Right-of-Way
(East of Campbell)

SIDEWALK

6’ 3’

L

SIDE-
WALK 

PEDESTRIAN

Based on TDOT
standards

Southern Arizona Transit Advocates Concept

15’

13’

12’

12’

9’

9’

LOCAL BUS 
PULLOUT

LOCAL BUS 
PULLOUT

SIDEWALK

SIDEWALK

10’

12’

2’

SIDEWALK

Based on TDOT
standards

6’3’

9’

R

SIDE-
WALK 

PEDESTRIAN

2’
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BIKE 
LANE

4’-6’ 18”-3’

BU
FF
ER

BUFFERED

BIKE 
LANE

L

R
O

AD
W

AY

7’-9’

BIKE 
LANE

4’-6’18”-3’

BU
FF
ER

7’-9’

BUFFERED

BIKE 
LANE

R
R

O
AD

W
AY

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

RROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

RROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

RROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

RROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

RROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

RROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

6 Lanes
Option 6B: 152’ Right-of-Way

Option 6A: 120’ Right-of-Way

ROADWAYPEDESTRIANT RANSIT WAY ROADWAY PEDESTRIAN

SIDEWALK TRAVEL 
LANE

BIKE LANELANDSCAPE TRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 
LANE

BIKE LANE LANDSCAPE SIDEWALKMEDIAN

89’ - 152’ Right-of-Way

PEDESTRIAN PEDESTRIANROADWAY ROADWAYMEDIAN

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

L ROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

L ROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

L ROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

SIDEWALK

8’

LANDSCAPE

16’

PEDESTRIANL

SIDEWALK WITH
SHADE TREE

24’

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

L ROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

L ROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

L ROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

SIDEWALK

8’

LANDSCAPE

16’

SIDEWALK WITH
SHADE TREE

PEDESTRIAN R

24’

11’ 10’ 11’ 11’ 10’ 11’

11’ 11’ 11’ 11’ 11’ 11’

MEDIAN

10’

MEDIAN  

10’
MEDIAN

3’ 4’ 4’ 3’

9’

CYCLE 
TRACK

BU
FF

ER

6’3’

P
E

D
/B

IK
E

   

CYCLE
TRACK

R

9’

CYCLE 
TRACK

BU
FF

ER

6’ 3’

P
E

D
/B

IK
E

   

CYCLE
TRACK

L

LANDSCAPE 
with Sonoran 
shade tree

8’8’

SIDEWALK

SIDEWALK
WITH TREE

PEDESTRIANL

16’

SIDEWALKLANDSCAPE 
with Sonoran 
shade tree

8’8’

SIDEWALK
WITH TREE

PEDESTRIAN R

16’

CENTER MEDIAN with 
trees

20’

MEDIAN  

20’ MEDIAN
(TURN POCKET and 

PEDESTRIAN REFUGE 
BEYOND)

10’9’

BUS PULLOUTSIDEWALK

3’

8’16’

BUS 
PULLOUT

SIDEWALK
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LANDSCAPE 
with Sonoran 
shade tree

8’8’

SIDEWALK

SIDEWALK
WITH TREE

PEDESTRIANL

16’

CYCLE 
TRACK

6’

BE
VE

LE
D

 
CU

RB

1’-2’

7’-8’

P
E

D
/B

IK
E

   

CYCLE
TRACK

L

Option 6+T A: 146’ Right-of-Way 

Option 6+T B: 154’ Right-of-Way

ROADWAYPEDESTRIANT RANSIT WAY ROADWAY PEDESTRIAN

6 Lanes plus 2 Transit Lanes

SIDEWALK TRAVEL 
LANE

BIKE LANELANDSCAPE TRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 
LANE

BIKE LANE LANDSCAPE SIDEWALKCOMBINED MEDIAN
AND TRANSIT LANES

109’ - 186’ Right-of-Way

PEDESTRIAN TRANSITWAY PEDESTRIANROADWAY ROADWAY

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

L ROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

L ROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

L ROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

TRANSIT
(Can include Tucson 

Streetcar)

11’-12’

11’ is minimum 
allowed by ITE 

Standards

SIDE- OR 
CENTER-

RUNNING-
TRANSIT 

LANE

L ROADWAY

TRANSIT 
(Can include Tucson 

Streetcar)

11’-12’

11’ is minimum 
allowed by ITE 

Standards

TRANSIT 
LANE

RROADWAY

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

RROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

RROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

RROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

L ROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

L ROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

L ROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

TRANSIT 

13’

TRANSIT

(Can include Tucson Streetcar)

13’

ROADWAY

CENTER-RUNNING 
TRANSIT LANES

Potential future light rail

Near-term bus rapid transit

26’

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

RROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

RROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

TRAVEL 

10’ - 12’

RROADWAY

TRAVELTRAVEL 
LANE

11’ 10’ 10’ 10’
12’

12’12’

10’ 11’

11’ 11’ 11’ 11’ 11’ 11’

SIDEWALKLANDSCAPE 
with 

shade 
structure

6-8’7’

SIDEWALK
WITH SHADE
STRUCTURE

PEDES-
TRIAN R

13’-15’

SIDEWALK LANDSCAPE 
with 

shade 
structure

6’-8’ 7’

SIDEWALK
WITH SHADE
STRUCTURE

PEDES-
TRIANL

13’-15’

10’9’

BUS PULLOUTSIDEWALK

6’

MEDIAN with 
upright tree

16’

16’ 
MEDIAN

(WITH
TURN POCKET)

MEDIAN  

6’

BIKE 
LANE

4’-6’18”-3’

BU
FF
ER

7’-9’

BUFFERED

BIKE 
LANE

R

R
O

AD
W

AY

3’ 6’6’

BIKE 
LANE

4’-6’ 18”-3’

BU
FF
ER

BUFFERED

BIKE 
LANE

L

R
O

AD
W

AY
7’-9’3’6’

CYCLE 
TRACK

BE
VE

LE
D

 
CU

RB

6’1’-2’

7’-8’

P
E

D
/B

IK
E

   

CYCLE
TRACK

R

MEDIAN

8’

MEDIAN 

8’
MEDIAN

MEDIAN

8’

MEDIAN 

8’
MEDIAN

SIDEWALKLANDSCAPE 
with Sonoran 
shade tree

8’8’

SIDEWALK
WITH TREE

PEDESTRIAN R

16’7’7’ 12’12’
AT 

STATIONS
AT 

STATIONS

13’
13’

4’

8’9’
BUS 

PULLOUT
SIDEWALK
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