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1.0  Summary

This East Arapahoe Transportation Network Plan (TN P) addresses the muiti- modal transportation
system needs for moving to and through the Arapahoe Avenue corridor from 35™ Street (the
eastern edge of the Boulder Valley Regional Center ared) to Boulder’ s eastern city limits (thetop of
the hill just east of Westview Drive). The Transportation Network Plan area extends approximetely
one third of amile north and one third of a mile south of the certerline of Arapahoe Avenue itself.
Recommended transportation system improvements at the western end of the East Arapahoe
Transportation Network Plan area overlap with, and are consistent with the recommended

improvements in the Boulder Valley Regional Center Transportation Connections Plan.

The East Arapahoe Transportation Network Plan defines the desired future transportation network
in the area for all modes of travel. The TNP will help land owners, developers, and the City plan
for the connections needed inthisarea. Over time, the plan and the proposed improvements will be
integrated into the Boulder Valley Transportation Master Plan (TMP) and the Transportation

Capital Improvement Programs (CIP).
{%BV\S of the TNP will be implemented
include:

» construction of capital improvements as part of Boulder’ s Capital |mprovement Program
«  reconstruction of Arapahoe Avenue fr o‘i“‘,. 8 Street to 75™ Street, as part of aphased CDOT

Some of the ways that the recommendations a

* reservation, dedicationor aco ight- of-way, or construction withinthe right- ofway by

1 Bpulder Revised Code (BRC), 1981

» congtruction of or-site imprgvenients by property owners as appropriate when parcels develop
or redevelop, including but naimited to the new hospital at 48" / Arapahoe, the Jewish Center
at Cherryvale/ Arapahoe, and the Auto Park Expansionand Waterview Certer at Cherryvale/
Arapahoe.

«  transportation systemexpansions and improvemerntsinthe CU Campus east of 30" Street and
south of Arapahoe Avenue by CU.

The mgjor components of this East Arapahoe Transportation Network Plan include:

» Map Based Transportation Network Plan, illustrated on Figure 1 including
recommended multi-modal facilities and connections. Note that thisis a right-of-way
plan based on Section 9-3.3-14 of the 1981 BRC.

* Boulder Valley Regional Center Transportation Connections Plan (BVRC
TCP) recommendationsinthe overlap area at the western end of the East Arapahoe
TNP corridor. The BVRC TCP was adopted by City Council on October 15, 2002.

» East Arapahoe TNP Document (thisdocument) including gods, objectives, policies,
plan amendment procedures, standards and implementation guidance

» Eagt Arapahoe TNP Action Plan which is a Ato do@list of steps necessary to
implement this Transportation Network Plan (in this document as Attachment A).
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Some action items are one time events; some have specific target dates attached; and
some describe on-going activity needed. The TNP Action Plan will be updated
periodically by Transportation Division staff.

Attachment B is a summary of the East Arapahoe TNP development and public review and
adoption process.

20 Goalsand Objectives

21  Goals Thegoaslisted below represent the ultimete targets for the East Arapahoe TNP:

2.2  Objectives The object

Improve access and mobility to, through, and within the East Arapahoe area for all
modes of travel by developing a multi-modal transportation grid where possible.
Improve transportation safety for all modes and reduce traffic accidents.

Provide visual continuity within the transportation corridor.

Reduce vehicular congestion on arterial roadways inthe area and minimize the need for
traffic within the area to circulate on arterial roadways.

Provide a transportation network that ipgoroves access to businesses in the area.
Provide infrastructure that contribut verall goals of the Transportation M aster
Plan.
Provide a transportation supports and encourages land development
and/or redevelopment that is C ith the Boulder Valley Comprehensive Plan
and other city master
Provide pathand ro
to the natural enx

tions in locations and designs that minimize impacts

Ues listed below are divided by categories relating to general

issues, capital improvements, progrants, regulation changes, development review guidance,
and planning activities that will be used to implement the goals of the TNP:

General Objectives:

Develop and maintain a map-based plan for a muiti-modal transportation network in
the area that defines the needed transportation connections (roadways, paths, routes
etc.) for pedestrian, bicycle, automobile, and transit travel. This map based plan is
illustrated in Figure 1.

Develop regulations and ordinances specific to this TN P as necessary that can be used
to evaluate and direct development and redevelopment applications.

Pursue the construction of a bicycle and pedestrian trail along the south side of the
railroad right-of-way throughout the East Arapahoe TN P area thet is continuous from
the Boulder Transit Village on Pearl Street.

Coordinate transportation planning efforts with Boulder County and CDOT in this
critical intercity corridor.
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Support the use of best management practices that minimize community and
environmental impacts.

Objectives geared toward capital project construction by the City, CDOT, or CU
(may also have application to development review):

Define short-term improvements and connections fromthe TNP map for inclusion in
Boulder’ s Transportation CIP.

Evaluate the potential for innovative transit improvements in the arterial roadway rights-
of-way, such as bus queue jump lanes, bus-bike-right turn lanes, etc. These types of
trangit improvements are envisioned in the existing outside lanes of travel, particularly
where six lanes aready exist, without widening the overall roadway.

Evaluate the potertial for pedestrian refuge medians at signalized crossings of Arapahoe
to mitigate the long crossing distances.

Work with CDOT dtaff to develop roadway reconstruction plans thet facilitate safe,
efficient and enhanced travel for al modes as part of CDOT’ s phased reconstruction
project on Arapahoe from Cherryvale to 75™.

Work with CU saff to facilitate co ion of pathway connections in the CU

research park area.

Include the East Arapahoe P).reco ations in the Boulder Valley
Transportation Master Plan update propriate.

| dentify and complete missing inks in the area.

ment review regulations:
inaway thet ensures the planned connections are mede

Regquire the provision of internal pedestrian connections or removal of barriers to
interior pedestrian travel between adjacent properties, inadditionto public sdewalks.
Accommodate cross-site autormobile access between parking lots where practical
when properties develop or redevelop to minimize travel on arterial roadways.
When parcels develop or redevelop, require that Aback door@ or Across
site@utomobile connections between commercial sites be provided where practical,
often along the back of the property along both sides of arterial roadways to enhance
access and minimize the need for automobile turns to and from the arterials.

Where practical, require driveways on developing or redeveloping parcels to be
located at the edge of the property such that they can be shared with adjacent
properties (either in the near-term or when the adjacent parcel develops or
redevelops).
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3.0 TheMap-Based Transportation Network Plan

The Transportation Network Plan Map for the East Arapahoe area (see Figure 1) illustrates the
following existing and proposed transportation facilities:
* roadways or automobile connections of one of the following types:
- primary roadways
- secondary roadways
(Notethat all roadways are assumed to have sidewalks on both sides unless modified
for a specific roadway segment as part of a Site review process)
* on-street bike lanes
» off-street bike / pedestrian multi- use pathways
» grade separated path crossings
» transit routes
» combination bus/ bike / right-turn lanes
» transit super stops (typically at places where transit routes cross)
 traffic Sgnals
* at-grade pedestrian crossings, eitl

an'gtersection or mid-block

Onthe maps, existing facilities are repr lid lines and recommended future facilities are
illustrated with dashed lines. Existing faciliti inneed of upgrade areillustrated with dotted
lines.

trangportation facilities that are the public right- of-way will need to have their right- of-way
dedicated or reserved at the time¥or redevelopment (see Section 4.4 of this TNP).

3.1  TNP Super Block Maps

The TNP areahas beendivided into 5 super blocks (seeFigure 2 for asuper block key) to
allow a more detailed view of the recommended transportation connections. The super
blocks are illustrated in Figures 3 - 7, which include written descriptions of the intended
connections where appropriate.

3.2 Transt inthe East Arapahoe Area

Transit is a critical component of the multi-modal transportation system in the East
Arapahoe area, and all of the maps referenced above include corridors where transit
currently exists or new transit services are proposed. The attached Future Transit Map
(Figure 8) provides a more comprehensive look at transit facilities and connections in the
East Arapahoe and surrounding areas, and includes:

* route specific informeation for existing and future transit on each roadway corridor
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» abroader look at existing and future regional transit connections

» distinction between local and local high-frequency transit routes

» reference to a new high frequency circulator shuttle through the BVRC area
» the potential for future commuter rail service in the corridor

 the potential for a future park and ride facility to serve future commuter rail.

Additional high frequency shutttle service inthe East Arapahoe TNP area includesthe new
STAMPEDE connecting CU’'s main campus with the east campus and the Arapahoe
corridor. The proposed new circulator shuttle connecting the various parts of the BVRC is
shownwithaconceptual alignment that will allow usersto access mutiple destinations while
leaving their cars parked. Thistwo-way circulator should have afrequency of lessthan 10
minutes if it is to be successiul.

The transit routes serving the Arapahoe corridor are defined in the maps discussed above.
However, the actual roadway’ s functional utilization, its cross-section, and right-of-way,
will receive additional study to determine its most appropriate configuration to support all
modes. One possibility that has beendisc and is scheduled for implementationinthe
North 28™ Street Corridor, is the use side lanes on a 6-lane roadway as bus-
bike-right turning vehicle lanes.

The resultant transit grid gocal, regional, and high frequency shuttle servicesillustrated on
Figure 8 will be necessary to help Boulder meet its aggressive muiti-modal goals. And the
grid of bicycle and pedestrian facilities illustrated throughout this Transportation Network
Plan will be critical to ensuring the transit system’ s success.

4.0  Policies Needed to Support the East Arapahoe TNP

This section includes the policies that support the implementation of the TNP. In some cases
additional rationale is provided for atopic after the policy statement to support its intert.

4.1  Connectivity to the City-wide Multi-M odal Transportation System

Policy: The muiti-modal transportation facilities illustrated on Figure 1 that connect from
the TNP area to the surrounding transportation network should be prioritized,
programmed and implemented by the City of Boulder as part of the Boulder Valley
Transportation Master Plan and CIP process.
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4.2  Hexibility of Connection Location Regarding Development or Redevelopment

Policy: The muiti-modal improvementsillustrated on the East Arapahoe TNP map (Figure
1 and Figures 3 - 7) are intended to define the needed connectivity in that area.
The dignments of these connections are specific to the area shown but are not
intended to be precise, so long as the connectionillustrated is created in a manner
that facilitates efficient travel. The intent of the TNP isto maintain flexibility inthe
implementation of these connections so asto not hinder redevelopment potertial of
aparcel or parcels. Development or redevelopment proposals should illustrate that
the intended connectivity is achieved. If the connection illustrated onthe TNP map
cannot be made where shown, the alignment may be varied as follows:

» development or redevelopment parcels that are 10 acres in Size or less must
achieve the connection within 50 feet on either side of the alignment illustrated
onthe TNP map.

» development or redevelopment parcels that are more than 10 acres in size
must achieve the connection wjthin 100 feet on either side of the alignment
illustrated onthe TNP map

* Inthecaseof larger parcels

theintent of the TNP

egations of parcels (15 acresor larger), itis
ibility in the number and type of connections
asthe proposed connectivity goalsof the TNP are
Mty goal canbest be described asthe equivalent of the
k grid found in traditional downtown areas.

Changes in the ppoposed connections in development or redevelopment parcels
that exceed the alignment limits described should be reviewed in the Plan
Amendment Process as described in Section 6.6.

While there is flexibility in the alignment of sidewalks and muilti- use pathways,

serpentine routing should be avoided. Pedestrianand bicycle facilities should be as
straight, level, and direct as possible to support their primary purpose as

trangportation connections. Exceptions to this policy will be made when atrail is
on Open Space and Mountain Parks or other sensitive lands and recreational or
resource protection goals justify a less direct routing.

4.3  Coordination of Accessto Arterial Roadwayswith Arterial Roadway Frontage

Policy: Coordination and sharing of driveways between adjacent parcels aong arterial
roadways and consolidation of driveway access to roadways withina single parcel
should be achieved as parcels redevelop along arterial roadways in the East
Arapahoe area.
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Driveways accessing arterial roadways in a developing or redeveloping parcel
should be located as close as possible to an edge of the property so as to be
shared with an adjacent property when the adjacent property develops or
redevelops. If the adjacent property aready has a driveway located at the
common property line, ashared driveway should be created to serve both parcels.

No more than one driveway should be provided onto any roadway frontage when
a parcel of 5 acres or less develops or redevelops, except that two driveways
could be considered to serve aparcel only if both of the two driveways are located
on the edges of the parcel such that they serve (or can in the future serve) the
adjacent parcels on either side as well.
Consolidating driveway access onto arterial roadways will enhance safety and
operational efficiency in the East Arapahoe area. Sharing driveways between
adjacent parcels, coupled with the provision of secondary Aback door @roadways at
or near the rear property lines (asillustrated on Figures1 and 3 - 7) can improve
theaccessto any given parcel. Figure 9 llustratesthisconcept, comparing existing
parcel accessfor a generic block of A venueto an enhanced access pattern
achieved through redevelopment ipaplementation of the TNP.

4.4  Right-Of-Way Dedication and jtion

Policy: Necessary rights-0 sfor the transportation facility improvements
will be reserved, dedicated to, or acquired by the City

redevelopment opa parcel. Incaseswhere secondary roadways are to be added,
right-of-way dedication for only the roadway portion of the right- of-way may be
considered, with planting strips and sidewalks remaining in easements. The City of
Boulder may need to acquire the necessary right-of-way or easement for projects
to be constructed by the City.

45  Pedestrian Connections Between Buildings

Policy: Development or redevelopment of commercial properties in the East Arapahoe
area should be designed to allow pedestrian travel between buildings. Physical
barriers such aswalls, fences, hedges, berns, or significant grade changes between
parcels will be discouraged in order to allow for convenient pedestrian travel
between buildings and thus avoid short vehicle trips between adjacent parking
areas and additional circulating traffic on the arterial roadway system. |If barriers
can not be avoided, or cannot be removed where they aready exist, they shall
have breaks where needed for pedestrian cross-access. At least one pedestrian
link shall be provided to each abuitting property (inaddition to the public sdewalk).
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4.6

4.7

4.8

4.9

4.10

411

These pedestrian connections between building frontsareillustrated conceptually on
Figure9.

Coordination with the Boulder Valley Transportation Master Plan

Policy: The goals, objectives, policies, and multi-modal connectionsidentified inthis East
Arapahoe TNP should be incorporated into future updates of the Boulder Valley
Transportation Master Plan to facilitate their prioritization and implementation.

Coordination with Boulder’s Greenways Program

Policy: Implementation of transportation connections in and connecting to the tributary
greenways within the TNP area (as illustrated on the TNP maps) should be
pursued in concert with Boulder’ s Greerways Master Plan and programmed into
the City' s CIP.

Consistency with the Boulder Vall ehensive Plan

Policy: The transportation systerg anticipated by the TNP in the East Arapahoe area is

BVCP transportation policies regarding multi-
ments, accessibility, reduction of single occupancy auto

Coordination with City of Boulder Open Space and M ountain Parks Department

Policy: Implementation of transportation connections that cross City of Boulder Open
Space and Mountain Parks property (as illustrated on the TNP maps) should be
coordinated with Open Space and Mountain Parks Department staff to minimize
impacts on environmentally sensitive areas.

Coordination with City of Boulder Parks and Recreation Department

Policy: Implementation of transportation connectionsthat cross City of Boulder Parksand
Recreation Department property (as illustrated on the TNP maps) should be
coordinated with Parks and Recreation Department staff to minimize impacts on

recreational uses.

Coordination with CDOT
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Policy: Implementation of transportation facilities in the Arapahoe R.O.W. should be
coordinated with CDOT. City staff should also work closely with CDOT onthe
final design of planned muiti-modal improvements to Arapahoe Avenue east of
Cherryvale Road.

412 Consgtency and Coordination with the BVRC Transportation Connections Plan

Policy: Thetransportation systemarticipated by the East Arapahoe TN P isintended to be
consistent with and connect to the transportation system at the eastern end of the
BVRC areaasdetailed inthe BVRC Transportation Connections Plan. A BVRC
Trangportation Connections Plan map is included in this document as Attachment
C.

4.13 Coordination with the Transportation Plan component of CU's Campus M aster
Plan

ork Planisintended to be consistent with
Master Plan, except where additional
added (working with CU’s Campus
ortation connections that cross CU property

Policy: The East Arapahoe Transportation
the Transportation Plan in CU’
bicycle and pedestrian faciliti

Planner). Implementation of tr

4.14

security and operational issues are addressed. As noted on the attached maps,
future roadway connectionsthat crossthe BV SD site should only be constructed if
the site is redeveloped and current school bus operations on the site are
discontinued.

4.15 Coordination with RTD and the Railroad

Policy: Implementation of transit stop improvementsinthe East Arapahoe corridor should
be coordinated with RTD. The potential for a future park and ride facility to
access bus and/or rail transit in the eastern end of the corridor should be
coordinated with RTD and Railroad staff.

4.16 Deveopment or Redevelopment Compliance with Boulder’'s City-wide
Transportation Demand Management (TDM) Program

DRAFT East Arapahoe March 8, 2004
Transportation Network Plan Page 9



Policy: The City of Boulder is in the process of developing a Transportation Dermand
Management Program (TDM) for implementation throughout the city. ThisTDM
Program will offer various transportation alternatives to the single occupancy
vehicle (SOV). It will give people the flexibility to find transportation options thet
worksfor them. The programwill attermpt to reduce single occupancy vehicle trips
and the resulting congestion, pollution, increased parking and reduced open space.

The city-wide TDM Program, when finalized, will have application in the East
Arapahoe TNP area, and may be incorporated specifically into this TNP whenit is
updated in the future.

5.0 TNP Design Parameters

5.1  Minimum Cross-Sections for Roadways, Sidewalks, Multi-use Pathways, and
Bicycle Lanes

This section of the Plan defines minimum cross-sections for roadways, sidewalks,
bikeways, and multi-use pathways on the TP map.

Collector and Arterial Roadways
All collector, minor arterial, and pri
onBoulder’ s Roadway Functional
Master Plan) are intend
landscaping buffers and
Standards (DCS).

lal roadways withinthe TN P area (as defined
ion Map inthe Boulder Valley Transportation
inimum City of Boulder cross-sections (including
as defined in the City’s Design and Construction

Local Access Roadway:

This map-based TNP includes two types of local access roadway standards as follows:

* Primary Roadway - the mgjor local accessroutesinthe area. The minimum standard
innonresidential areasisthe Base Street standard inthe DCS, including sdewalks and
landscaping. The minimum standard in residential aress is the Residential Street
standard in the DCS, including sidewalks and landscaping.

» Secondary Roadwaysor Vehicular Connections- typically providing accessto and
through the larger parcels, cross-site access between parcels, or connecting the back
side of properties which front on an arterial roadway. The minimum standard in
norresidential areas is the Base Street standard in the DCS, including sidewalks and
landscaping.  The minimum standard in residential aress is the Residential Street
standard in the DCS, including sidewalks and landscaping. M odifications to these
minimum standards on Secondary Roadways may be considered on a case by case
basis during the site review process. Right-of-way dedication for only the roadway
portion of secondary roadways may be considered, with planting strips and sidewalks
remaining in easements.
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The property owner may elect to provide a cross- section with elements in excess of these
minimum requirements so long as the cross-section of a facility that connects between
properties has consistency necessary for safe and efficient travel.

M ulti- use Pathways

Off-street bike/pedestrian pathways llustrated onthe TN P map asAM ulti- use Pathways@
shall have a minimumwidth of 12 feet and be paved in concrete, unless it can be shownin
the site review process thet a typical sdewalk cross-sectionor narrower pathway is more
appropriateinselected areas. Pathways that are not within aroadway right- of-way should
be placed in a pathway easement, except where the pathway is on Open Space and
Mountain (OSMP) Parks property. Inthis case, the OSMP Department will maintain sole
control of the pathway.

OSMP Department staff shall approve the alignment and design of muti- use path segments
that cross OSMP property.

CU gtaff shall approve the alignment and design of multi- use path segmentsthat cross CU
property.

Other Hard or Soft Surface Paths %
Off-street bike and/or pedestrian lustrated onthe TN P map asAOther Hard or

Soft Surface Paths@are ay cQnnections that do not need to meet the same design
criteria as M ulti- use Paths.

Where these AOther@ ays are on Open Space and Mountain Parks property they
should be soft surface paihs, generally 6 to 8 feet wide, and surfaced with crusher fines,
consistent with OSMP standards. The alignment and design of these paths on OSMP
property shall be approved by OSMP staff. No pathway easement will be given and the
OSMP Department will maintain sole control of these aress.

In cases where these Other Path connections are not on open space land, their width
should generally be 6 to 8 feet wide, and their surface may be hard or soft depending on
the type and character of the area and the connection being made. If the Other Pathisto
be hard surfaced, it should be paved inconcrete. If the Other Pathisto be soft surfaced, it
should be surfaced with crusher fines.

On-Street Bicycle Lanes
Bike lanes shall be designed and installed consistent with the City’ s bike lane standards.

6.0 Implementation

6.1  Ordinancesto Support TNP Implementation
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Implementation may, in part, require the City to adopt necessary ordinances so that
portions of the Plan may be implemented as development and redevelopment occur. These
ordinances will allow development to occur in a manner that is consistent with the
connections illustrated on the TNP map.

6.2  Development or Redevelopment Triggersfor TNP Compliance

The City should review and implement development and redevelopment thresholds to
determine when conmpliance with the TNP will be required. Development or
redevelopment thresholds that could be considered are detailed in City Code Section 9-
3.3-14 (Reservation, Dedication and Improvement of Rights of Way) and include:

*  building expansions (based on size of the expansion)

» achange of use

 the addition of more dwelling units

e any project that requires a Site

* annexation

6.3  Near Term Projects by ity Qf Boulder

The future connectirs

trangportation syste

near term (1-5 years) b

include;

*  multi-use path connections to the Boulder Creek Path

* improvements to the bicycle, pedestrian, transit and automobile systems at the
Arapahoe / Foothills intersection area

* bus queue jump lanes at selected intersections

» path connections in the Sombrero Marsh area

* improvements to Arapahoe Avenue in association with CDOT

* multi-use pathway connections in the Skunk Creek area in association with CU

e TDM Program implementation.

cements. Some of the connections may be implemented inthe
e City as part of currently planned projects. Examples may

6.4  Projectsthat will be Implemented with Development or Redevelopment

Many of the connectionsillustrated on Figuresl and 3- 7 can only be implemented with the
development or redevelopment of one or more of the private parcelsinthe East Arapahoe
area. These connections are shown so that they will be included as part of a development
or redevelopment proposal.
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6.5 TheEast Arapahoe TNP Action Plan

The Action Plan for the East Arapahoe TNP is a detailed listing of steps necessary to
implement the TNP. The tasks are divided into groups as follows:

» TNP Finalization and Adoption

*  Network Component Implementation - City Initiative

*  Network Component Implementation - Local Development Initiative

e TDM Component |mplementation

The Action Plan is included in this document as Attachment A.
6.6  Transportation Network Plan Amendment Process

The East Arapahoe TNP is intended to be specific and yet flexible enough to have
application for the foreseeable future in this portion of Boulder. However, if the need
arises, this section describes a two tier proach to modify the TNP. Staff will
determine if a proposed change to t be addressed with an Administrative
Adjustment or will require a Plan A

Adminigtrative Adjusmentsto
staff level after review

ation of the TN P can be conpleted at the
y Planning, Transportation, and Development
Review staffs as appro example, staff may authorize the administrative
adjustment to the dli connection illustrated on Figures 1 and 3 - 7 whenthe
regquested adjust | of the following criteria:
* the adjustment Its in a lateral shift in alignment of less than 100 feet in
propertiesthat are 10 acresin size or less, or lessthan 150 feet in properties that
are 10 acres or morein size

» the adjustment is consistent with the Goals and Objectives of this Plan and has no
adverse impacts on surrounding properties

Another example of an administrative adjustment to the TN P is the periodic update of the
TNP Action Plan by Transportation staff.

Plan Amendmentsrepresent modifications to the TN P document or modifications to the
map based component of the plan that propose a change in connectivity that exceeds the
alignment flexibility thresholds detailed above, deletes a planned connection, adds a new
connection, or moves aproposed connection onto an adjacent property. The goals of the
TNP will be used as criteria for supporting or denying a proposed amendment.  Plan
amendments reguire review and recommendation by the Transportation Advisory Board
and adecision by the Planning Board, subject to City Council call-up. Figure 12 illustrates

DRAFT East Arapahoe March 8, 2004
Transportation Network Plan Page 13



the plan adjustment and amendment process. The approving authority will consider the
following when reviewing a proposed Plan Amendment:

» change of circumstance

» physical hardship

e practical hardship

e eguivalency

DRAFT East Arapahoe March 8, 2004
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Attachment A

EAST ARAPAHOE AVENUE

TRANSPORTATION NETWORK PLAN
ACTION PLAN

STEPSFOR FINALIZATION, ADOPTION, AND | MPLEMENTATION OF THE TRANSPORTATION NETWORK PLAN (TNP)

ACTION

RESPONSIBILITY

TIMING

TNP Finalization and Adoption

Project Team review of TNP document Project Team March, 2003
Staff (Planning, Legal, Transportation, Open Space and Various staffs March-April, 2003
Mountain Parks) review of TN P document
Task Force review of TNP document Task Fo March-April, 2003
TAB review of TNP document T TAB Meeting March 8,, 2004
Tr. iorystaff
Planning Board review of TNP document lannipg Board Planning Board Meeting
r tation staff April, 2004
Incorporate comments from TAB and Planning Bo ject Team April 2004
to City Council submittal
City Council review and adoption of TNP City Council Adoption anticipated — , 2004
Transportation staff
Coordination and Follow-Up With
Related Projects - City Initiative
Develop Ordinances to support TNP implementation if Attorneys, Summer, 2004
needed Planning,
Development Review, and
Transportation staffs
Coordinate TNP with the CDOT Project in the Arapahoe Transportation staff As needed
corridor —work with CDOT to finalize transit priority
features and roadway cross-sections
Coordinate TNP with the City-wide TDM Plan Development | Transportation staff Summer 2004
Incorporate TNP recommendations into the city-wide Transportation staff Done
Transportation Master Plan Update
Transportation staff

Work with on-going development projects in the East
Arapahoe Corridor, including Jewish Center, Auto Park
expansion, Hospital construction, Naropa relocation, etc.

Development Review staff

As projects move through the
development review process

Page 1 of 3
March 8, 2004




Transportation staff

Coordinate with RTD on the potential for a Park-N-Ride lot As needed
north of the Vo Tech Campus in association with the

implementation of the US 36 corridor project

Coordinate with CU on any modifications to the public Transportation staff As needed
R.O.W. asdetailed in CU’ s Master Plan (including - :

evaluation of bike lanes v. bike route on Marine Street) In association with CU staff

Coordinate with Boulder County on projects that extend Transpo.rta_tion §taff As needed
beyond City limits, such as shoulders or bike lanes on In association with Boulder

Cherryvale County staff

Network Component

I mplementation - City Initiative

Continue to support redevelopment efforts in the Crossroads | Various City Departments On-going
areato the extent that they influence the East Arapahoe

corridor

Evaluate travel lane utilization in the Arapahoe R.O.W. Transportation staff Summer 2004
through the East Arapahoe area to determine appropriate - ;

transit treatments and potential for bus/bike/right turn lanes g]a?fssomatlon with CDOT

Coordinate with Open Space and Mountain Parks on the
implementation of soft surface path connections adjacent to
the Sombrero Marsh

Transportation and OSMP
staffs

As funding available

Coordinate with CU, City drainage project, and Open Space Transp N i As needed
and Mountain Parks on implementation of Skunk Creek path | Inassoci

under Foothills and across Open Space Draigage, ar

Complete Foothills / Arapahoe intersection improvement Tr 2004 / 2005
project

Evaluate traffic control needs at Arapahoe / MacAr ortation staff Summer 2004

Pursue implementation of multi-use paths and o
improvements in the Arapahoe R.O.W. per the direc
the TMP on prioritized multi-modal corridor projects

ransportation staff

As funding becomes available for priority
multi-modal corridor enhancements

Coordinate with BV SD staff on the most appropriate Transportation staff As funding becomes available
multiuse path alignment to connect the transit stop on . )

Arapahoe withthe trail to adjacent neighborhoods around the I(;lgl\s/lsgma;;?n with BVSD and

Sombrero Marsh stalts

Coordinate TN P improvements with any storm drainage or Transportation and other As needed

floodway improvement projectsin the area Public Works staffs

Pursue specific transit superstop conceptual designs and then | Transportation staff As needed

coordinate with redevelopment as appropriate

Identify distinct projects within the TNP area that will be Transportation staff Summer 2004

implemented by the City regardless of site-specific

development or redevelopment.

Prioritize City transportation projects within the TNP area Transportation staff Done as part of TMP Update process
and prepare cost estimates - coordinate with Master Plan

update

Incorporate prioritized projects into the ongoing city-wide Transportation staff Ongoing

budget and CIP process

Coordinate transportation project implementation with the Transportation and On-going

implementation of Greenways projects withinthe TNP area | Greenways staffs

Page 2 of 3
March 8, 2004



Coordinate with RTD, CDOT, and Boulder Valley School
District staffs to implement a reconfigured transit stop
adjacent to the Vo Tech site

Transportation staff

In association with BV SD,
CDOT and RTD staffs

In coordination with CDOT roadway
improvement project in this area

Evaluate railroad R.O.W. width, future need for double
tracking for passenger rail, and the potential to add a
multiuse path along the south side of the tracks

Transportation staff

In association with PUC and
RTD staffs

Prior to the redevelopment of any parcels
that border the railroad R.O.W.

Network Component
I mplementation - Local
Development I nitiative

All applications for development or redevelopment reviewed
for compliance with the TNP

Development Review and
Transportation staffs

On-going, with development /
redevelopment

Standard review meeting for each application between
Development Review and Transportation Staff

Development Review and
Transportation staffs

On-going, with development /
redevelopment

Identification of possible City projects to support, enhance,
or make viable the developer initiated TN P improvement

Transportation and
Development Review staffs

On-going, with development /
redevelopment

Insure that redevelopment proposals address: Transportation and On-going, with development /
. consolidate multiple curb cuts Development R staffs redevelopment

. remove travel barriers to pedestrians and autos

. add pedestrian connectivity

. improves bicycle parking facilities

TDM Component | mplementation M

TDM Program Development —complete city-wide TDM Planning and Transportation | On-going

program

Identify potential for TDM Program implementa
EAST ARAPAHOE TNP areawith a focus on ne
development or redevelopment projects

a0

‘»

anning and Transportation

Pending completion of City-wide TDM
program and development applications
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East Arapahoe Transportation Network Plan

Attachment B

Devel opment, Review and Approval of the East Arapahoe Transportation Network

Plan

Coordination with the BVRC Transportation Connections Plan

The development of a Transportation Network Plan in the Arapahoe corridor fromFolsomto the
eastern city limits began with a focus on the Boulder Valley Regional Center. The net result of that
initial effort was the BVRC Transportation Connections Plan that was adopted by City Council on
October 15, 2002. The development of this East Arapahoe TNP followed, building on the
momentum generated during the BVRC effort. The transportation connections recommended in
this TN P are consistent with those recommended inthe BVRC Transportation Connections Plan,
and provide a broader transportation planning focus in the Arapahoe Avenue corridor.

The Arapahoe TNP Task Force
The Arapahoe TNP Task Force was creat beginning of the TNP / TCP development

process, and was modeled after the succes the North 28" Street TNP Task Forcethat
helped shape the North 28" Street opted by the Boulder City Council on December 4,

first meeting in February, 2002, Task Force members focused on the BVRC Transportation
Connections Plan map. Staff incorporated the Task Force’' scommentsinto the BVRC TCP map
and the Task Force reviewed the results at their second meeting in April, 2002. After adoption of
the BVRC Transportation Connections Plan, the Task Force was reconvened to focus onthe rest
of the Arapahoe Avenue corridor extending east to the city limits. The Task Force met in
November of 2002, and then again in January of 2003 to develop and refine the TNP map for this
corridor.

Staff and Public Review

The East Arapahoe TN P has undergone a series of staff reviews by members of Transportation,
Planning, Open Space and Mountain Parks, Development Review, and City Attorney staffswitha
focus on developing a plan that can be implemented. Transportation staff received comments
during a series of review meetings with staff from these other departments.



A Public Open House was held in December of 2003 at the new hospital facility to give residents,
property owners, and business owners a chance to review and comment on the EATNP maps.
Over 20 people were in attendance, and comments received resulted ina number of updatesto the
maps and policy document. Staff conducted a series of follow- up meetings with individual property
and/or business owners in January and February of 2004.

The TNP aso received public input at public hearings in front of the Transportation Advisory
Board, the Planning Board, and City Council during the review and adoption process.

Approval Process with TAB, Planning Board, and City Council
The approval process for the TN P included formal review by the Transportation Advisory Board

(TAB), Planning Board, and City Council. Staff also provided the TAB with a number of
informational updates at regularly scheduled meetings during the TN P development process.
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The following options will be further studied in context of the

entire Arapahoe corridor in the study area, from Folsom to
Westview.
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Primary Roadway

Secondary Vehicular Connection
Multi-Use Path (Conceptual Alignment)
On-Street Bike Facility

Bus / Bike Lane

Transit Route (see Future Transit Map, p. 29)

Transit Super Stop

Traffic Signal

1. Existing roadway with multi-use paths on the north and south
sides of the street

2. Continuous, six travel lanes with bicycle lanes.

3. Option two, plus queue jumps at all or certain intersections.
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