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City of 

Bellevue 

Transportation Commission  
Workshop 

 

 
DATE:  April 28, 2016 
 
TO:  Chair Lampe and Members of the Transportation Commission 
  
FROM:  Franz Loewenherz, Senior Transportation Planner, 425-452-4077 
  floewenherz@bellevuewa.gov  
 
SUBJECT: Bellevue Bicycle Rapid Implementation Program (BRIP) Budget Proposal for the 

Pedestrian and Bicycle Implementation Initiative 
   
DIRECTION REQUESTED      

X Action  

X Discussion 

X Information 

  
Action: Staff requests Transportation Commission provide direction on the narrative, and 
an expenditure amount, for a Bicycle Rapid Implementation Program budget proposal 
that includes the installation of bicycle infrastructure (amount TBD) and installation of 
counter technology equipment ($177,000). 
 

 
At its April 28 workshop, staff presents for Transportation Commission consideration and action 
a phased approach to implementing priority bicycle corridors consistent with targets outlined in 
the 2009 Pedestrian and Bicycle Transportation Plan. Pending Commission direction, this 
packaging of Bicycle Rapid Implementation Program (BRIP) project ideas into North-South and 
East-West corridors could advance as follows: 
 
1. 2019 Bicycle Rapid Implementation Program (BRIP) – Seven potential variants have been 

developed associated with the 2019 BRIP, with new and improved bicycle facilities totaling 
between about 16 miles and 29 miles. The costs range from $5.6M to $7.3M. The city would 
achieve its goal established in the 2009 Plan to within ten years implement at least two 
completed, connected, and integrated north-south and at least two east-west bicycle routes 
that connect the boundaries of the city limits.  
 

2. 2023 Bicycle Rapid Implementation Program (BRIP) – Two potential variants have been 
developed associated with the 2023 BRIP, with new and improved bicycle facilities totaling 

mailto:floewenherz@bellevuewa.gov
http://www.ci.bellevue.wa.us/pdf/Transportation/ped_bike_plan_2009.pdf
http://www.ci.bellevue.wa.us/12236.htm
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between about 31 miles and 50 miles. The costs range from $8.7M to $9.4M. Consistent 
with Council’s program principles for the Pedestrian and Bicycle Implementation Initiative, 
the City would advance the implementation of Bellevue’s planned bicycle priority corridors 
to facilitate continuous bicycle travel along a connected grid of safe facilities throughout the 
city and connecting to regional facilities.  

 
Having considered these 2019 and 2023 BRIP options, staff requests Transportation 
Commission provide direction on the narrative, and an expenditure amount, for a capital 
budget proposal that includes the installation of bicycle infrastructure (amount TBD) and 
installation of counter technology equipment ($177,000). This packaging of a BRIP budget 
proposal will then be integrated into Commission’s preliminary recommended 2017-2023 
Capital Investment Program (CIP) funding priorities to the City’s Leadership Team (Department 
Directors), the City Manager’s Office, and the City Council. Once the CIP is approved by Council, 
BRIP will allow staff to work with the community to refine, implement, and monitor the project 
ideas informing this budget proposal. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
It has been eleven months since the Transportation Commission began work on the Pedestrian 
and Bicycle Implementation Initiative (PBII). Guided by the PBII Scope of Work (approved May 
28, 2015), the Transportation Commission is working with community stakeholders on an 
action-oriented initiative that will identify the strategy the City of Bellevue should pursue today 
to advance the bicycle projects and programs identified in the 2009 Pedestrian and Bicycle 
Transportation Plan.  
 
In keeping with Task 2 of the PBII Scope, the Transportation Commission is assessing the 
priority bicycle corridor network established in the 2009 Plan to: 
 
1. Evaluate the range of bicycle facility types that could be applied along missing segments in 

the network, including innovative interim treatments as well as more permanent best 
practice facilities; 
 

2. Consider the pros and cons and the associated maintenance needs of each alternative 
treatment; 
 

3. Develop planning level cost estimates and priorities to inform the next round of updates to 
Bellevue’s Transportation Facilities Plan and Capital Investment Program and 
implementation opportunities through other programs (e.g., Pavement Overlay). 

 
The Transportation Commission participated in the following conversations leading up to the 
BRIP proposal under consideration at this workshop: 
 
On August 18, 2015 Transportation Commissioners participated in a joint meeting with other 
Bellevue Board and Commission members. The purpose of the meeting was to learn about the 
City of Seattle Department of Transportation’s use of physically separated bicycle facilities to 

http://www.ci.bellevue.wa.us/pdf/Transportation/PBII_Program_Principles_20150217.pdf
http://www.ci.bellevue.wa.us/pdf/Transportation/PBII_Comprehensive_Scope_of_Work_20150528.pdf
http://www.bellevuewa.gov/transportation-facilities-plan.htm
http://www.bellevuewa.gov/CIP.htm
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minimize conflicts between roadway users. Commissioners and Board members were provided 
the opportunity to experience the Pronto Cycle Share system and bicycle along the 2nd Avenue 
protected bicycle lane. Participants at the event were then asked for their feedback; the 
following is a sampling of the comments received:  
 
 “The separated lane is very attractive for safety reasons. My greatest concern is the taking 

of scarce roadway space for a limited user base.” – Scott Lampe, Chair, Transportation 
Commission 
 

 “I think separating the biker from traffic is a given. When thinking about the riders 
experience (versus just providing them a place to ride), it’s obvious that a separation is 
necessary. We provide it for cars to prevent accidents. We should provide it for bikers given 
the imbalance in protection.” – Jeremy Barksdale, Planning Commission 

 
 “I was impressed that SDOT is accomplishing so much so quickly. How do they do it? Is it the 

simplicity of paint and posts?” – Debra Kumar, Parks & Community Services Board 
 
At its December 10, 2015 meeting, staff provided Transportation Commission members a status 
report on PBII, focusing on the community outreach and facility design work associated with 
Task 2. Staff also shared the FHWA Separated Bike Lane Planning and Design Guide (May 2015) 
which highlights how jurisdictions nationwide are implementing safer and more comfortable 
facilities for “interested but concerned cyclists” thereby making bicycling a more widespread 
and mainstream means of transportation. The FHWA Guide consolidates lessons learned from 
practitioners and researchers “while still recognizing that our understanding of this facility type 
is still evolving and that there is a need for design flexibility.” 
 
Commissioners concurred with the objective of needing to realize a network of bicycle facilities 
that are connected, protected, and can be implemented rapidly. Consistent with Bellevue City 
Council guidance, this Connected, Protected, Rapid (CPR) theme is defined as follows: 
 
 Connected: Prioritizes a connected network that “fills the gaps” in lieu of piece-meal 

implementation. 
 

 Protected: Promotes physically separated facilities to minimize conflicts between roadway 
users where possible. 
 

 Rapid: Identifies early-win opportunities that can be implemented quickly to advance 
project delivery. 

 
Commissioners understood that their work through spring 2016 would result in a Bicycle Rapid 
Implementation Program (BRIP) budget proposal specifying when the CPR-themed bicycle 
corridor projects will be implemented. This task responds to the proposed 2016-2027 
Transportation Facilities Plan that includes a reserve allocation of $22.5M for projects 
determined via the ongoing PBII process. 
 

http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bicycle_pedestrian/publications/separated_bikelane_pdg/separatedbikelane_pdg.pdf
http://mobikefed.org/2015/03/interested-concerned-bicyclists-what-keeps-them-biking-more-what-will-it-take-get-them-bike
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bicycle_pedestrian/guidance/design_flexibility.cfm
http://www.ci.bellevue.wa.us/pdf/Transportation/021715_TC_Transmittal_Letter_and_Attachments.pdf
http://www.ci.bellevue.wa.us/pdf/Transportation/021715_TC_Transmittal_Letter_and_Attachments.pdf
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At its January 28 and then February 25 workshops, the Transportation Commission was invited 
to review and discuss the conceptual layouts for BRIP candidate projects.  Like many local 
jurisdictions with highly developed urban areas, expanding the curb-to-curb width of a roadway 
in Bellevue is very expensive. Therefore, where roadway space is limited and design 
considerations allow, the BRIP aims to implement projects rapidly, by reducing lane width for 
motor vehicles and allocating the pavement space to cyclists. Commissioners were provided 
additional information on research associated with the use of narrower travel lanes, specifically 
related to roadway safety and capacity considerations.  
 
Commissioners concurred that a context-appropriate solution – informed by engineering 
judgement in consultation with the community – is required when considering 
accommodations for people on bicycles. Commissioners concluded that their role in the process 
should be to focus on strategic approaches (e.g., Connected-Protected-Rapid) that advance the 
City Council’s vision and to allow for design-level recommendations to remain the purview of 
Transportation Department staff. 
 
On March 23, 2016, the Transportation Commission hosted a public open house presenting 52 
project ideas packaged together as the Bicycle Rapid Implementation Program (BRIP). Ideas 
presented at the open house were informed by the CPR theme and public feedback from an 
interactive wikimap – available from August 26 through October 31 – when over 700 people 
created more than 1,600 points on the map to identify locations where they have noticed 
conditions making it uncomfortable for people walking and bicycling.  
 
Together the BRIP project ideas presented at the March 23 open house represent 57 miles of 
bicycle facility improvements: 2 miles of off-street path, 24 miles of separated bicycle lanes, 13 
miles of conventional bike lanes, and 18 miles of shared roadway. In her welcome address at 
the open house, Janice Zahn, Vice Chair, acknowledged the importance of public feedback in 
assisting the Transportation Commission to evaluate and prioritize budget recommendations 
for citywide investments in bicycling infrastructure. 
 
Participants at the open house were invited to provide feedback through keypad polling, 
written statements on comment cards, sharing a personal message for photographers on-hand 
to capture and then, when participants returned home, through an interactive wikimap 
(available from March 17 through April 30). This feedback is reflected in Attachments 1, 2, 3, 
and 4 respectively. 
 
At its March 24, 2016 workshop, staff provided the Transportation Commission an overview of 
three potential BRIP budget proposals that packaged the project ideas into Cross-City 
Connections (CCC): 
 
1. 2 North-South and 2 East-West CCCs = Est. Cost: $6.1 Million 
2. 5 North-South and 5 East-West CCCs = Est. Cost: $28.2 Million 
3. 5 North-South and 5 East-West CCCs + 17 Bicycle Network routes + 4 Neighborhood 

Bikeways = Est. Cost: $32.1 Million 
 

http://www.ci.bellevue.wa.us/12236.htm
http://wikimapping.com/wikimap/bellevuewa.html
http://wikimapping.com/wikimap/bike.html
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Following a discussion on the CCC alternatives, a motion was advanced to direct staff to focus 
on two options advancing the priority bicycle corridors in the 2009 Plan (see Figure 1): 
 
1. 2 north-south (NS-1 and NS-5) and two east-west (EW-1 and EW-4) cross-city corridors  
2. 3 north-south (NS-1, NS-4, and NS-5) and three east-west (EW-1, EW-4, and EW-5) cross-city 

corridors.  
 
For the April 28 workshop, the Transportation Commission requested staff frame these CCC 
options within a 2019 time horizon with a budget of approximately $6M. Staff supplemented 
the seven 2019 alternatives associated with Commission’s request with two 2023 time horizon 
alternatives with an additional budget of approximately $4M. 
 

Figure 1 
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INFORMATION 
 
Reflected below is a summary of the 2019 and 2023 Bicycle Rapid Implementation Program 
alternatives. Additional details for the BRIP options are reflected in Attachment 5. 
 
1. 2019 Bicycle Rapid Implementation Program (BRIP) – The 2019 BRIP would achieve the 

2009 Ped-Bike Plan’s goal of realizing at least two continuous north-south and two 
continuous east-west cross-city bicycle connections (CCCs) by 2019. Four options that would 
realize two north-south (NS-1 and NS-5) and two east-west (EW-1 and EW-4) cross-city 
connections, together with supplementary bicycle access improvements whose estimated 
installation costs range between $5.6M and $6.2M. Three options were also developed that 
would realize three north-south (NS-1, NS-4, and NS-5) and three east-west (EW-1, EW-4, 
and EW-5) cross-city connections, together with supplementary bicycle access 
improvements whose estimated installation costs range between $5.8M and $7.3M. 

 
2. 2023 Bicycle Rapid Implementation Program (BRIP) – Consistent with the Bellevue 

Council’s program principles for the Pedestrian and Bicycle Implementation Initiative, the 
city would advance the implementation of Bellevue’s planned bicycle priority corridors to 
facilitate continuous bicycle travel along a connected grid of safe facilities throughout the 
city and connecting to regional facilities. Two 2023 BRIP variants were developed to extend 
the reach of the 2019 options (identified above) to a 2023 horizon year – consistent with 
the CIP timeframe. The costs range from $8.8M to $9.4M. 

 
The following table reflects the estimated installation cost (in 2016 dollars) of the bicycle facility 
improvements (miles) associated with the various BRIP options.  
 

 
 
Not included in the above estimated installation cost figures is the expense of acquiring/ 
installing 25 inductive loop bicycle counters (16 for conventional bike lanes and 9 for separated 
bike lanes) + 2 off-street path multi-counters (counts and differentiates between pedestrians 
and bicyclists) that will ensure consistency with the PBII Scope of Work and the 2009 Plan 
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commitment to “develop procedures to collect data in order to measure pedestrian and bicycle 
usage on an ongoing basis.” The total cost for acquiring/installing this performance monitoring 
system is estimated to be $177,000. It should also be noted that the above referenced new 
bicycle facilities require supplemental street sweeping and that these costs are captured in a 
maintenance operating budget proposal. 

 
ASSESSMENT OF BRIP OPTIONS 
 
Consistent with the intent of Task 2.3 of the PBII Scope of Work and to facilitate the 
Transportation Commission’s assessment of the 2019 and 2023 BRIP options, staff summarizes 
below how these options relate to public feedback and improves connectivity to high usage 
transit stops. Additional information on how the BRIP options support residential/employment 
concentrations will be available at the 4/28 workshop. 
 
Related to public feedback, staff approached the development of project ideas leveraging a 
two-phased wikimap system that enabled the public to provide site specific information about 
issues and opportunities for improving Bellevue’s bicycle infrastructure. Additional public 
feedback is reflected in the form of letters of support from the community. 
 
Wikimap 1.0 
 
Last fall, over 700 people participated in the first wikimap identifying locations that made them 
feel uncomfortable walking or biking. The following table provides a high-level summary of the 
relationship between Wikimap 1.0 bike accommodation issue point locations (referenced with a 
100-ft buffer) and the project idea corridor segments comprising each of the BRIP Options. The 
project ideas associated with BRIP Option 2023.1 align with the greatest number of bicycle 
accommodation issue points (237) representing 41% of all of the identified points (573); 
unsurprising given this option includes the most significant amount of bicycle facility mileage. 
 

 
Bike Accommodation 

Issue Points 

BRIP Option 2.0 205 36% 
BRIP Option 2.1 173 30% 
BRIP Option 2.2 165 29% 
BRIP Option 2.3 180 31% 

BRIP Option 3.0 206 36% 
BRIP Option 3.1 192 34% 

BRIP Option 3.2 182 32% 

BRIP Option 2023.1 237 41% 

BRIP Option 2023.2 231 40% 

Total 573  

  

http://wikimapping.com/wikimap/bellevuewa.html
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Wikimap 2.0 
 
The second wikimap – available for public feedback from March 17 to April 30 – seeks public 
feedback on the 52 project ideas shared with the community at the March 23 public open 
house as the Bicycle Rapid Implementation Program (BRIP). Wikimap 2.0 provides the public an 
opportunity to respond to the following questions associated with each of the BRIP ideas: 
 
 Do you think that this facility would make it feel safer to bicycle here? 
 Do you think this facility would help connect people on bicycles to the places they want to 

go? 
 How likely are you to bicycle here if this bicycle facility is NOT implemented? 
 How often would you bicycle here if the candidate project is implemented? 
 How important is the on-street parking along the portions of this street impacted by this 

candidate project to you? 
 How often do you use the on-street parking along the portions of this street impacted by 

this candidate project? 
 Comments? 
 
The following table groups together the project ideas into the BRIP CCC options and then 
provides a high-level summary of preliminary community feedback through April 19 associated 
with the question “Do you think that this facility would make it feel safer to bicycle here?” 
further segmented to reflect public sentiment for each of the BRIP options as follows: 
supportive of the project idea, supportive of the improvements along the corridor segment 
with modifications to the project, neutral, and opposed to bicycle improvements along the 
corridor segment.  
 

BRIP 
Option 

Total 
Comments 

Supportive of 
the project 
idea 

Supportive of 
improvements 
w/modification 
to the project 
idea 

Neutral Opposed to 
bicycle 
improvements 
along corridor 
segment 

2.0 263 100% 199 76% 39 15% 15 6% 10 4% 

2.1 253 100% 190 75% 39 15% 14 6% 10 4% 

2.2 214 100% 160 75% 34 16% 11 5% 9 4% 

2.3 212 100% 158 75% 34 16% 11 5% 9 4% 

3.0 238 100% 178 75% 37 16% 11 5% 12 5% 

3.1 257 100% 190 74% 40 16% 14 5% 13 5% 

3.2 196 100% 148 76% 30 15% 8 4% 10 5% 

2023.1 407 100% 298 73% 60 15% 27 7% 22 5% 

2023.2 304 100% 232 76% 43 14% 14 5% 15 5% 

 
As noted, there is not much variability in the community feedback among the BRIP options; the 
main takeaway being that the public is generally supportive of bicycle improvements along the 
corridor segments either as presented in the project ideas or with modifications. 

http://wikimapping.com/wikimap/bike.html
http://www.ci.bellevue.wa.us/12236.htm
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Letters of Support 
 
A high-level summary of community feedback in the form of letters of support from Bellevue 
residents and the business community is reflected below (see Attachment 6). 
 
 Eric Art (Chief Operating Officer, REI) – “We strongly urge you to prioritize funding for a 

complete, connected 57 mile network of bike/ped infrastructure throughout Bellevue, 
emphasizing protected bike paths as much as possible…. Specific projects that will directly 
impact REI employees commuting to the Eastgate Campus, Bellevue store, and potential 
Spring District Headquarters include: 1) Connections to Downtown and the Bellevue Transit 
Center near our store: PBC-2 (108th Ave NE – Main St to NE 12th St), BN-2 (106th Ave NE); 2) 
Eastgate campus: BN-25 (SE Eastgate Way), BN-12 (156th Ave), and BN-10 (139th Ave SE); 
and, 3) Potential campus in the Spring District: BN-6 (124th and 128th Ave), PBC-12 (NE 12th 
St), BN-22 (Northup Way), and PBC-8 (140th Ave NE, NE 24th St, and NE 29 Pl).” 

 
 J. Michael Marsh (President and Chief Executive Officer, Overlake Medical Center) – 

“Overlake sees improved non-motorized access to our campus as an effective long-term 
tool to mitigate traffic and safeguard patient and employee access. As such, we are 
particularly supportive of projects that would: 1) Expand safe pedestrian or bicycle linkages 
to Overlake’s campus from residential areas that currently lack access, such as in East or 
South Bellevue and along highway 520.) Improve linkages between Overlake’s campus and 
transportation centers, including the Bellevue Transit Center and future Sound Transit 
Wilburton and Spring District stations.” Although not specifically referenced in the letter, 
the following represent a sampling of project ideas that respond to Overlake Medical 
Center’s requests: PBC-1 (108th Ave SE – South of Main St), PBC-2 (108th Ave NE – Main St to 
NE 12th St), PBC-3 (108th Ave NE, NE 24th St), PBC-6 (112th Ave NE, 108th Ave NE), PBC-12 (NE 
12th St), BN-2 (106th Ave NE), BN-6 (124th and 128th Ave), BN-22 (Northup Way), PBC-8 
(140th Ave NE), and BN-8 (130th Ave NE). 
 

 Lisa Brandenburg (President, Seattle Children’s Hospital) – “Seattle Children’s support the 
City of Bellevue’s initiative to implement pedestrian and bicycle improvements citywide. In 
particular, the Bicycle Rapid Implementation plan is a cost-effective strategy to help 
transform Bellevue into a safe and inviting urban center for bicyclists and vital for improving 
station access in preparation for Sound Transit’s East Link…. Creating safer bike routes to 
and from the Bellevue Transit Center would make biking and riding a bus an appealing 
option for our employees. Let’s make Bellevue a great place to live, work, and play.” 
Although not specifically referenced in the letter, the following represent a sampling of 
project ideas that respond to Seattle Children’s Hospital requests: PBC-2 (108th Ave NE – 
Main St to NE 12th St), PBC-12 (NE 12th St), BN-2 (106th Ave NE), BN-6 (124th and 128th Ave), 
BN-22 (Northup Way), PBC-8 (140th Ave NE), and BN-8 (130th Ave NE). 
 

 Al Kinisky (Sr. Director, Concur Technologies), Sandy Bumstead (Director, Concur 
Technologies), Chris Loeffler (Manager, Concur Technologies), John Jacobsen-Watts 
(Manager, Concur Technologies), and Jessica Huss (Transportation Coordinator, Concur 
Technologies) – “We support increased investment in bicycling infrastructure and taking 

http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-2_NS-1_Downtown_20160316_P.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_BN-2_106thAveNE_20160313_P.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_BN-25_SEEastgateWay_20160315.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_BN-12_156thAve_20160313_P.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_BN-10_139thAveSE_20160313.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/bn6-test2.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-12_EW-2_20160316.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-12_EW-2_20160316.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_BN-22_NorthupWay_20160313.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-8_NS-4_North_20160316.pdf
http://www.ci.bellevue.wa.us/pdf/Transportation/BRIP_3_PBC_Project_Ideas_20160323.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-2_NS-1_Downtown_20160316_P.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-2_NS-1_Downtown_20160316_P.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-3_NS-1_North_20160316.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-6_NS-2_North_20160316.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-12_EW-2_20160316.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-12_EW-2_20160316.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_BN-2_106thAveNE_20160313_P.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/bn6-test2.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_BN-22_NorthupWay_20160313.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-8_NS-4_North_20160316.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-8_NS-4_North_20160316.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_BN-8_130thAveNE_20160313.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-2_NS-1_Downtown_20160316_P.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-2_NS-1_Downtown_20160316_P.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-12_EW-2_20160316.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_BN-2_106thAveNE_20160313_P.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/bn6-test2.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_BN-22_NorthupWay_20160313.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-8_NS-4_North_20160316.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_BN-8_130thAveNE_20160313.pdf
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rapid action on the following projects: PBC-1 (108th Ave SE – South of Main St), PBC-2 (108th 
Ave NE – Main St to NE 12th St), PBC-3 (108th Ave NE, NE 24th St), PBC-6 (112th Ave NE, 108th 
Ave NE), PBC-12 ( NE 12th St), PBC-13 (Lake Washington Blvd NE), PBC-14 (SE 8th St, Lake 
Hills Connector), NB-1 (East Bellevue Bikeway), BN-2 (106th Ave NE), BN-5 (124th Ave SE), 
BN-18 (NE 1st St, NE 2nd St), BN-20 (NE 24th St), and BN-27 (SE Newport Way).” 

 
 David Sturtevant (Vice President, CH2M) – “CH2M has reviewed the Bellevue Pedestrian 

and Bicycle Implementation Initiative and strongly supports bicycle lane and sidewalk 
projects that will improve transit options to downtown Bellevue and near our office at 
112th Avenue and NE 12th Streets. Improved non‐motorized access to downtown, and our 
office, will be an effective long‐term tool to mitigate traffic and safeguard employee access. 
As such, we are particularly supportive of projects that would: 1) Expand safe pedestrian or 
bicycle linkages to CH2M’s office from residential areas that currently lack access, such as in 
east or south Bellevue and along State Route 520. 2) Improve linkages between CH2M’s 
office and transportation centers, including the Bellevue Transit Center and future Sound 
Transit Wilburton and Spring District stations.” Although not encompassing of all of the 
improvements in the areas identified, the following represent a sampling of project ideas 
that respond to CH2M requests: PBC-12 (NE 12th St) and PBC-6 (112th Ave NE, 108th Ave NE). 

 
 Amber Nicholson (Director, Bellevue College) – “Strongly supports bicycle lane and sidewalk 

projects that will improvement transit options to Eastgate, Factoria, and Bellevue College, in 
addition to other areas around Bellevue…. Some routes identified in the pedestrian and 
bicycle initiative that we support are SE Eastgate Way, 156th Ave, and 139th Ave SE.” 
Although not encompassing of all of the improvements in the Eastgate, Factoria, and 
Bellevue College areas, the following project ideas respond to Bellevue College’s requests: 
BN-25 (SE Eastgate Way), BN-12 (156th Ave), and BN-10 (139th Ave SE). 

 
 Dennis Moran (President, Fisherman’s Finest) – “We support the Bellevue Pedestrian and 

Bicycle Implementation Initiative as a beginning framework, and we strongly suggest that 
Bellevue focus on early and overwhelming deployment of segregated bicycle lanes along all 
the major streets in downtown Bellevue, at a minimum…. The answer is to move 
aggressively to build a safe bike infrastructure, and to do it now.” Although not specifically 
referenced in the letter, the following represent a sampling of project ideas that respond to 
Fisherman’s Finest requests: PBC-12 (NE 12th St) and BN-2 (106th Ave NE).  

 
 C. Kurt Springman (Former Bellevue City Councilmember, 1996-1999) – “As you prioritize 

the list of capital projects, I suggest you rank a number of bicycle and pedestrian projects 
for near-term completion. In particular, Bellevue has a long standing goal of contiguous 
north/south and east/west routes, along the I-90 corridor, SR-520 corridor, 114th/116th 
and 164th. With the increased congestion in the downtown core, the need for a safe 
north/south cycling route has become critical. These improvements will serve the growing 
number of bicycling commuters, as well as recreational cyclists.” Although not specifically 
referenced in the letter, the following project ideas respond to Mr. Springman’s requests: 
PBC-1 (108th Ave SE – South of Main St), PBC-2 (108th Ave NE – Main St to NE 12th St), PBC-3 
(108th Ave NE, NE 24th St), PBC-6 (112th Ave NE, 108th Ave NE), PBC-10 (164th Ave), PBC-9 

http://www.ci.bellevue.wa.us/pdf/Transportation/BRIP_3_PBC_Project_Ideas_20160323.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-2_NS-1_Downtown_20160316_P.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-2_NS-1_Downtown_20160316_P.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-3_NS-1_North_20160316.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-6_NS-2_North_20160316.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-6_NS-2_North_20160316.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-12_EW-2_20160316.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-13_EW-3_West_20160316_P.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-14_EW-3_Central_20160316.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-14_EW-3_Central_20160316.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_NB-1_EastBellevueBikeway_20160316.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_BN-2_106thAveNE_20160313_P.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_BN-5_124thAveSE_20160313.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_BN-18_NE2ndSt_20160313_P.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_BN-20_NE24thSt_20160313.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_BN-27_SENewportWay_East_20160315.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-12_EW-2_20160316.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-6_NS-2_North_20160316.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_BN-25_SEEastgateWay_20160315.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_BN-12_156thAve_20160313_P.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_BN-10_139thAveSE_20160313.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-12_EW-2_20160316.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_BN-2_106thAveNE_20160313_P.pdf
http://www.ci.bellevue.wa.us/pdf/Transportation/BRIP_3_PBC_Project_Ideas_20160323.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-2_NS-1_Downtown_20160316_P.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-3_NS-1_North_20160316.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-3_NS-1_North_20160316.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-6_NS-2_North_20160316.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-10_NS-5_Central_20160316_P.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-9_NS-5_South_20160316_P.pdf
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(161st Ave SE), BN-2 (106th Ave NE), BN-20 (NE 24th St), BN-8 (130th Ave NE), PBC-8 (140th 
Ave NE, NE 24th St, and NE 29 Pl), BN-6 (124th and 128th Ave), BN-25 (SE Eastgate Way), 
BN-12 (156th Ave), and BN-10 (139th Ave SE), and BN-22 (Northup Way). 

 
 John Powers (President, Fana Group of Companies) – “The Fana Group appreciates the 

Transportation Commission’s commitment to Bellevue’s Pedestrian and Bicycle 
Implementation Initiative and encourages the Commission to prioritize funding for a 
complete and connected 57 mile network of bicycle lanes and pedestrian walkways 
throughout the City of Bellevue…. We understand difficult budget decisions need to be 
made in the coming months, however we urge the Transportation Committee to 
recommend funding the Pedestrian and Bicycle Implementation Initiative.” No specific 
project ideas referenced. 

 
 McKayla Dunfey (Manager, Cascade Bicycle Club) – “We believe investments in bicycling will 

improve safety, health and economic outcomes in our community, and we strongly urge 
you to prioritize funding for a complete and connected 57 mile network of bicycle lanes 
throughout the city.” 250 community members have signed onto this letter. No specific 
project ideas referenced. 

 
 Jon Croy (Co-Founder, Point Inside) – “As a business leader in downtown Bellevue, I would 

love to see the city do more to make it safer to ride bikes as a primary means of 
transportation.” No specific project ideas referenced. 

 
 Bill Finkbeiner (Bellevue resident) – “By adopting the plans laid out in the initiative Bellevue 

will continue to lead the region in an important way, by continuing to be a great place to 
live and work.” No specific project ideas referenced. 

 
 Shelly Bowman and Lizette Hedberg (Bellevue residents) – “I did want to submit a 

statement in response to the long overdue need for protected bike lanes and continuous 
safe routes that riders of all ages and abilities can use to commute, recreate, shop and, in 
general, enjoy the outdoors while being healthy on a bike.” No specific project ideas 
referenced. 

 
Access to Transit 
 
As Bellevue’s Transit Master Plan recognizes, the provision of an accessible pedestrian and 
bicycle network is an essential component of a useful transit system. Likewise, useful transit 
service can help to extend the range of people traveling on foot and by bike.  
 
While a more thorough analysis of the relationship between non-motorized facilities and transit 
service is underway in support of PBII Task 3, the following table provides a high-level 
assessment of the alignment between the project ideas comprising each of the BRIP Options 
developed to date. As shown, the 2019 BRIP Options would improve bicycle connections to 
between 95–146 bus stops, accounting for between 51–54 percent of average daily weekday 

http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-9_NS-5_South_20160316_P.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_BN-2_106thAveNE_20160313_P.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_BN-20_NE24thSt_20160313.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_BN-8_130thAveNE_20160313.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-8_NS-4_North_20160316.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_PBC-8_NS-4_North_20160316.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/bn6-test2.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_BN-25_SEEastgateWay_20160315.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_BN-12_156thAve_20160313_P.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_BN-10_139thAveSE_20160313.pdf
http://wikimapping.com/bellevue/PBII_BN-22_NorthupWay_20160313.pdf
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boardings and alightings (ons/offs) based on Spring 2015 data. The Bellevue Transit Center 
accounts for 34 percent of this boarding and alighting activity.  
 

 
Connections to Transit, Spring 2015** 

Stops Served Average Daily Ons/Offs 

BRIP Option 2.0 138 20% 29,080 53% 
BRIP Option 2.1 115 17% 28,409 52% 
BRIP Option 2.2 95 14% 27,776 51% 
BRIP Option 2.3 105 15% 28,023 51% 

BRIP Option 3.0 146 21% 29,483 54% 
BRIP Option 3.1 132 19% 29,023 53% 
BRIP Option 3.2 124 18% 28,127 51% 

BRIP Option 2023.1 240 35% 31,353 57% 

BRIP Option 2023.2 175 25% 29,729 54% 

Total 691  54,686  

**A 200-ft buffer used to locate bus stops to BRIP projects in order to 
better account for connections to stops located on cross-streets at 
intersections. 
Note: Bellevue Transit Center is considered to be served by all BRIP 
Options, whether improvements are implemented on 108th Ave NE or 
106th Ave NE, because both offer direct off-street connections to all BTC 
stops. Bellevue Transit center accounted for 34% of all boardings and 
alightings in Bellevue in Spring 2015. 

 
It should be noted that this basic assessment does not offer an indication of the degree to 
which any of the BRIP project ideas improve overall bicycle network connectivity to transit—it 
describes only which stops are directly served by BRIP project ideas. These figures do not 
consider that the completion of a BRIP project idea may fill a critical gap in the bicycle network 
that significantly reduces travel distance to a bus stop for some areas or improves safety and 
reduced bicycle stress to travel to a nearby bus stop. Such assessments will be undertaken as 
part of PBII Task 3. 
 
BRIP BUDGET PROPOSAL 
 
Having considered these 2019 and 2023 BRIP options, staff requests Transportation 
Commission provide direction on the following draft budget proposal narrative and agree to an 
expenditure amount that includes the installation of bicycle infrastructure (amount TBD) and 
installation of counter technology equipment ($177,000). 
 
The program implements priority bicycle corridors consistent with targets outlined in the 2009 
Ped-Bike Plan; by 2019, implement at least two completed, connected, and integrated N/S and 
two E/W bicycle routes that connect the city limits (Comp Plan Policy PB-2). The program is 
consistent with Bellevue’s Ped & Bike Implementation Initiative and Vision Zero policy, 
implementing a grid of safe bicycle facilities throughout the city that connect with the priority 
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bicycle corridors. The program is–by virtue of its focus on early-win opportunities–targeting 
lower-cost on-street bicycle facility projects involving paint, signage, and delineator posts rather 
than more expensive off-street, raised, or curb-separated bicycle facilities. The program 
implements automated data collection for ped & bike activity citywide; a key element to 
achieving the 2009 Plan, directing staff to "develop procedures to collect data in order to 
measure pedestrian and bike usage on an ongoing basis." 
 
This packaging of a BRIP capital budget proposal will then be integrated into Commission’s 
preliminary recommended 2017-2023 Capital Investment Program (CIP) funding priorities to 
the City’s Leadership Team (Department Directors), the City Manager’s Office, and the City 
Council. Once the CIP is approved by Council, BRIP will allow staff to work with the community 
to refine, implement, and monitor the project ideas informing this budget proposal. 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
Attachment 1 – March 23 Open House (Keypad Polling Results) 
Attachment 2 – March 23 Open House (Comment Cards) 
Attachment 3 – March 23 Open House (Photographic Statements) 
Attachment 4 – Preliminary Wikimap 2.0 Results (March 17 – April 19) 
Attachment 5 – Bicycle Rapid Implementation Program Options 
Attachment 6 – Letters of Support 
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AttAchment 1:
march 23 Open house (Keypad Polling Results)



Session Name: Open House Results

Date Created: 3/23/2016 5:36:23 PM Active Participants: 131 of 131

Average Score: 0.00% Questions: 9

Results by Question

Session does not contain standards

1. Where do you live? (Multiple Choice)

Question Statistics

Mean 4.05

Median 4.00

Variance 2.88

Standard Deviation 1.70

   

Difficulty & Discrimination

Mean Score of Correct NA

Mean Score of Incorrect NA

Standard Deviation of Scores NA

Difficulty Index NA

Discrimination Index NA

  Responses

  Percent Count

Zone 1 10.94% 14

Zone 2 8.59% 11

Zone 3 21.88% 28

Zone 4 9.38% 12

Zone 5 21.09% 27

None of the above 28.12% 36

Totals 100% 128

3/24/2016
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2. How old are you? (Multiple Choice)

Question Statistics

Mean 5.15

Median 5.00

Variance 1.74

Standard Deviation 1.32

   

Difficulty & Discrimination

Mean Score of Correct NA

Mean Score of Incorrect NA

Standard Deviation of Scores NA

Difficulty Index NA

Discrimination Index NA

  Responses

  Percent Count

Under 16 1.56% 2

16 - 24 1.56% 2

25 – 34 10.94% 14

35 - 44 10.16% 13

45 – 54 30.47% 39

55 – 64 32.81% 42

64 + 12.5% 16

Totals 100% 128

3/24/2016
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3. How often do you bicycle in Bellevue? (Multiple Choice)

Question Statistics

Mean 3.65

Median 4.00

Variance 1.21

Standard Deviation 1.10

   

Difficulty & Discrimination

Mean Score of Correct NA

Mean Score of Incorrect NA

Standard Deviation of Scores NA

Difficulty Index NA

Discrimination Index NA

  Responses

  Percent Count

Never! 4.69% 6

Rarely 10.16% 13

Sometimes 25.78% 33

Often 34.38% 44

All the time! 25% 32

Totals 100% 128

3/24/2016
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4. What would prompt you to bicycle more? (Multiple Choice - Multiple Response)

Question Statistics

Mean 3.08

Median 3.00

Variance 0.99

Standard Deviation 1.00

   

Difficulty & Discrimination

Mean Score of Correct NA

Mean Score of Incorrect NA

Standard Deviation of Scores NA

Difficulty Index NA

Discrimination Index NA

  Responses

  Percent Count

Slower traffic 11.11% 25

Fewer vehicles 8.44% 19

More separation of 

bikes from cars

45.33% 102

More traditional bike 

lanes

31.11% 70

Other 4% 9

Totals 100% 225

3/24/2016
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5. What kind of bicycle trips would you want to take? (Multiple Choice - Multiple Response)

Question Statistics

Mean 2.27

Median 2.00

Variance 1.03

Standard Deviation 1.02

   

Difficulty & Discrimination

Mean Score of Correct NA

Mean Score of Incorrect NA

Standard Deviation of Scores NA

Difficulty Index NA

Discrimination Index NA

  Responses

  Percent Count

Longer trips (across 

town, commute to 

work, etc.)

29.86% 86

Shorter trips (school, 

local park, etc.)

25% 72

Recreational biking 

around neighborhood

33.33% 96

Other 11.81% 34

Totals 100% 288

3/24/2016
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6. Do you feel safe bicycling in Bellevue? (Multiple Choice)

Question Statistics

Mean 2.32

Median 2.00

Variance 0.49

Standard Deviation 0.70

   

Difficulty & Discrimination

Mean Score of Correct NA

Mean Score of Incorrect NA

Standard Deviation of Scores NA

Difficulty Index NA

Discrimination Index NA

  Responses

  Percent Count

Yes 11.11% 14

Sometimes 48.41% 61

No 38.1% 48

Not applicable 2.38% 3

Totals 100% 126

3/24/2016
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7. What kind of a bicyclist are you? (Multiple Choice)

Question Statistics

Mean 2.16

Median 2.00

Variance 0.42

Standard Deviation 0.65

   

Difficulty & Discrimination

Mean Score of Correct NA

Mean Score of Incorrect NA

Standard Deviation of Scores NA

Difficulty Index NA

Discrimination Index NA

  Responses

  Percent Count

Strong & Fearless 13.28% 17

Enthusiastic & 

Confident

57.81% 74

Interested but 

Concerned

28.12% 36

No way, No how 0.78% 1

Totals 100% 128

3/24/2016
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8. What kind of bicyclist should we design facilities for on priority corridors in Bellevue? (Multiple Choice)

Question Statistics

Mean 2.85

Median 3.00

Variance 0.19

Standard Deviation 0.44

   

Difficulty & Discrimination

Mean Score of Correct NA

Mean Score of Incorrect NA

Standard Deviation of Scores NA

Difficulty Index NA

Discrimination Index NA

  Responses

  Percent Count

Strong and Fearless 0.81% 1

Enthusiastic & 

Confident

15.45% 19

Interested but 

Concerned

81.3% 100

No Way, No How 2.44% 3

Totals 100% 123

3/24/2016
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9. Which of these types of facilities would encourage you to bicycle in Bellevue? (Multiple Choice)

Question Statistics

Mean 2.80

Median 3.00

Variance 0.50

Standard Deviation 0.71

   

Difficulty & Discrimination

Mean Score of Correct NA

Mean Score of Incorrect NA

Standard Deviation of Scores NA

Difficulty Index NA

Discrimination Index NA

  Responses

  Percent Count

Shared Lane Marking 2.42% 3

Bike Lane 29.84% 37

Protected Bike Lane 53.23% 66

Off-Street Path 14.52% 18

Totals 100% 124

3/24/2016
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IMPLEMENTATION INITIATIVE_|_STAFF MEMO to the TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, April 28, 2016

AttAchment 3:
march 23 Open house (Photographic Statements)



IMPLEMENTATION INITIATIVE

Making Bellevue a great place
to walk and bike.

Barb Richter | Resident of Bellecrest Serge Bonrav | Resident of Lake Hills Sharon Anderson | The WAVE Foundation

Mia Guthne | Resident of Redmond

Jonathan Kamrath | Resident of Wallingford Roy McMurtrey | Resident of Bridle Trails Patrick Burne | Resident of Cougar Ridge GM Hughes | Resident of Lake Hills

Alexa Volwiler  | Resident of North Redmond Scott Ferguson | Resident of Downtown Bellevue Rita Wong | Resident of Horizon View

Hannah Heywood | Resident of Lake Hills Daniel Perry |  Resident of Crossroads

John Duggan | Resident of Newport Shores Jerry Douglas | Resident of West Bellevue

 Amber Nicholson | Interim Director Bellevue College

Mei-Ching Wu | Sudent at Bellevue College   Gus Jansson |  Resident of Cougar Mountain

Jerrold Saludo | Resident of Eastgate

Curtis Allred | Resident of Somerset

Lizette Heberg | Resident of Bridle Trails

Julie Duggan | Resident of Newport Shores

Cathleen Blackburn | Resident of Northwest Bellevue

John Hubble | Resident of Kingsgate

Jamie Cheney | Director, Seattle Children’s Hospital

Ivy Tian | Resident of Mercer Island

Craig Hauser | Coordinator, Bellevue College
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AttAchment 4:
Preliminary Wikimap 2.0 Results (march 17–April 18)



Project Idea Created
(DD/MM/
YYYY)

Do you think 
that this 
facility
would make 
it feel safer 
to bicycle
here?

Do you think
this facility
would help
connect 
peopleon 
bicycles to 
the places 
they
want to go?

How likely 
are  you to
bicycle here 
if this bicycle
facility is NOT 
implemented?

How often 
would you
bicycle here 
if the 
candidate 
project is 
implemented?

How important 
is the on-street 
parking along 
the portions 
of this street 
impacted by
this candidate 
project to you?

How often 
do you use 
the on-street
parking along 
the portions 
of this street
impacted by 
this candidate
project?

Comments?

PBC-1 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally Very unimportant Infrequently Connecting to the I-90 is critical to success
PBC-1 3/19/2016 Maybe Maybe Definitely Several times per 

week
Not that important Occassionally disappearing bike lanes suck. especially on arterials!

PBC-1 3/30/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Several times per 
week

Not that important Never Excellent idea and design for the main bike lane from I-90 area into Downtown Bellevue! Great idea. Yes, I believe more High School 
students would use this way to school too and commuters into and out of Downtown. Hope this gets funded and done. Our Bellecrest 
Neighborhood is in support too.

PBC-1 3/21/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Infrequently Not that important Never Green-backed sharrows illustrated in your proposal are experimental according to FHWA and are NOT covered by IA-14 for green 
pavement in bike lanes.  Do you intend to apply for permission to experiment, or simply accept liability for unauthorized experimentation?
See http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bicycle_pedestrian/guidance/mutcd/gcp_slm.cfm

PBC-1 4/18/2016 Maybe Probably not Unlikely Infrequently Neutral Infrequently I don't understand why Bellevue Way is not a candidate instead of this street.    People would bike more if the route is accessible and easy.   
The problem with this candidate route is that it is very hilly, while Bellevue Way is pretty much flat, so that is always going to limit its 
popularity.

PBC-1 3/18/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Daily Not that important Never I use 108th to get to work by bike from the I-90 trail every day. The most dangerous section is, I feel, the section north from Bellevue Way, 
after the bike lane ends. There is very little space on the roadway, Bellevue High School can be quite dense. Because there are bumps in 
the center line, sometimes drivers don't move over enough and end up brushing quite close to cyclists.

PBC-1 3/22/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally Very unimportant Never Improvements look good on 108th Ave.
I may prefer 104th Ave SE to access downtown/Old Main from Enatai since it has fewer hills.
Selected route will also depend on destination and access options through downtown.

PBC-1 3/25/2016 Not at all Not at all Unlikely Never Very unimportant Infrequently Marked shared lanes are a bad idea.  We need dedicated bike lanes in order for it to be safe to commute to work or even go for a 
recreational ride with kids.

PBC-1 3/25/2016 Not at all Not at all Unlikely Never Not that important Infrequently Marked shared lanes are a bad idea.  We need dedicated bike lanes in order for it to be safe to commute to work or even go for a 
recreational ride with kids.

PBC-1 3/31/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Several times per 
week

Very important Several times per 
week

SE 108th should be converted strictly to a residential neighborhood street.  Commuter traffic to/from downtown Bellevue should be forced 
to Bellevue Way or 112th.

PBC-1 4/12/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Infrequently Very unimportant Never Separate bike lanes on roads traveling uphill are a critical item for bicycles. On 25mph streets, level or downhill bicycling can easily travel at 
12 to 25mph. But going up hills can cut speeds to 5mph or less. A bike lane used as a slow lane is a great solution. 
The only improvement I would suggest is bumps or other barriers to keep autos out of the bike lanes.

PBC-1 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Definitely About once per 
week

Very unimportant Never South of Bellevue Way, bike lanes might be painted, but the current quality of bicycling on the current shoulder is poor because the 
pavement is so uneven and bumpy.  Unless that is improved, I would still bicycle in the concrete general purpose lane and just use the new 
bike lane to move over to make room for autos to pass safely.

PBC-1 3/31/2016 Probably not Probably not Unlikely Infrequently Not that important Occassionally specifically on the changes for number 4, how would adding a sign saying that bikes and cars should share the road help?  I see people 
driving too quickly around bikes.  This road is heavy with bike traffic and either, the cars are too close, or they go around and almost hit 
incoming traffic due to the bend just south of Bellevue HS.  I likely will continue to ride slowly on the sidewalk until it feels safer.    Could we 
decrease the speed limit or put no pass lane makers?  Ideally there are special bike lanes, but there doesn't seem to be enough space.

PBC-1 3/18/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally Not that important Never This is a huge and needed extension to the bicycle network.  All of the effort to add lanes to 108th Ave NE will greatly improve cycling in 
and through Bellevue.



Project Idea Created
(DD/MM/
YYYY)

Do you think 
that this 
facility
would make 
it feel safer 
to bicycle
here?

Do you think
this facility
would help
connect 
peopleon 
bicycles to 
the places 
they
want to go?

How likely 
are  you to
bicycle here 
if this bicycle
facility is NOT 
implemented?

How often 
would you
bicycle here 
if the 
candidate 
project is 
implemented?

How important 
is the on-street 
parking along 
the portions 
of this street 
impacted by
this candidate 
project to you?

How often 
do you use 
the on-street
parking along 
the portions 
of this street
impacted by 
this candidate
project?

Comments?

PBC-1 3/23/2016 Yes Maybe Possibly Several times per 
week

Very unimportant Never This is a valuable candidate project idea. For bicycles coming from Mercer Island and Seattle, this is the most direct route into Bellevue. At 
times it gets very busy and dangerous, particularly along sections north of Bellevue Way SE. I see in the proposal that a bike lane would be 
introduced between Bellevue Way SE and SE 12th St. This is urgently needed. However, it would be preferable if the new bike lane could be 
extended to the Bellevue High School entrance (between the 300 and 400 blocks). During school pickup and drop-off times and during rush 
hours, this section of road carries a lot of traffic and is congested. Bicyclists would feel much safer with a bike lane for this entire section.
I'm a little unsure how many additional bicyclists would use this route if this project was funded because it does have some relatively steep 
gradients.

PBC-1 3/21/2016 Maybe Probably not Definitely Several times per 
week

Neutral Never this is all about speed, signage compliance, and general cultural acceptance/understanding of cyclists.  If you think a painted bike in a green 
box is going to impact drivers who already go straight through a turn only intersection, and speed through school zones to avoid the 
congested areterials, good luck to you.

PBC-1 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally Somewhat 
important

Never This is an important link from the I-90 trail to downtown Bellevue.

PBC-1 4/1/2016 Yes Maybe Unlikely Occassionally Very important Occassionally This is our only area for guest parking
PBC-1 3/18/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Infrequently Not that important Never This would be a great improvement in connections to the I-90 bridge and Mountain to Sound Greenway.  I'm impressed with the desire to 

turn 108th into a through bike route from SR 520 in the north to I-90 in the south.  That it is on a single street and won't require advanced 
wayfinding skills.

PBC-1 4/6/2016 Not at all Not at all No way Never Not that important Never Too hilly!

PBC-1 3/22/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Several times per 
week

Very unimportant Never

PBC-1 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Several times per 
week

Not that important Never

PBC-1 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Several times per 
week

Very unimportant Never

PBC-1 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally Very unimportant Never
PBC-1 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Several times per 

week
Not that important Never

PBC-1 3/25/2016 Maybe Yes Definitely Occassionally Not that important Never

PBC-1 3/27/2016 Yes Yes Possibly About once per 
week

Very important Never

PBC-1 3/28/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Daily Not that important Never

PBC-1 3/30/2016 Yes Yes No way Occassionally Very unimportant Never
PBC-1 3/31/2016 Maybe Maybe Unlikely About once per 

week
Very important About once per 

week
PBC-1 3/31/2016 Maybe Yes Unlikely Occassionally Very unimportant Never
PBC-1 3/31/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Several times per 

week
Very unimportant Never



Project Idea Created
(DD/MM/
YYYY)

Do you think 
that this 
facility
would make 
it feel safer 
to bicycle
here?

Do you think
this facility
would help
connect 
peopleon 
bicycles to 
the places 
they
want to go?

How likely 
are  you to
bicycle here 
if this bicycle
facility is NOT 
implemented?

How often 
would you
bicycle here 
if the 
candidate 
project is 
implemented?

How important 
is the on-street 
parking along 
the portions 
of this street 
impacted by
this candidate 
project to you?

How often 
do you use 
the on-street
parking along 
the portions 
of this street
impacted by 
this candidate
project?

Comments?

PBC-1 3/31/2016 Yes Yes No way About once per 
week

Neutral Never

PBC-1 4/7/2016 Probably not Maybe Possibly Several times per 
week

Very important Never

PBC-1 4/7/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Several times per 
week

Very unimportant Occassionally

PBC-1 4/7/2016 Yes Yes No way Occassionally Very unimportant Never
PBC-2 3/23/2016 Maybe Maybe Possibly Occassionally Not that important Never Bike lanes next to parked cars absent a buffer for opening car doors are unusable. I always ride at least four feet from parked cars which 

would still put me in the traffic lane between 10th and 12th
PBC-2 3/24/2016 Maybe Yes Definitely Several times per 

week
Very important Infrequently I live in downtown Bellevue so I wouldn't use the parking. But one reason no one walks in Bellevue is that no one can park and walk to 

streetside businesses. You park in the mall, you stay at the mall. You park in a business' lot, there are no walkoffs. Compare Bellevue 
downtown to Redmond downtown. How did they become Little Ballard? On-street parking.

PBC-2 3/21/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally Not that important Infrequently I prefer the flex poles added to the protected lane barrier for added clarity and safety.  I do not like the mounds or curb as a moment of 
distraction and your front tire hits and you can wobble into traffic on your bike.  Cars also give more respect to a clear structural barrier vs 
a little bump on the road that they drive over.

PBC-2 3/18/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Daily Not that important Never This should be pretty easy to implement, and would make it safer to ride on this section of 108th.

PBC-2 4/1/2016 Maybe Maybe Unlikely Infrequently Very important Occassionally We live on 108th Ave SE near Bellevue HS.  Traffic on this road is horrible.  There is far too much "speeding" and not enough law 
enforcement to control it.  Bikes have a hard time on the uphill and cars cannot easily move around them.  If you put in a bike lane it will 
help but 108th should be RESTRICTED to bike and Residential access only.  All other vehicles should be diverted to Bellevue Way or 112th. 
No pass through traffic.  There are very steep driveways or none at all.  Very limited on street parking for residents.  Please do NOT remove 
on street parking.  Permits work GREAT.

PBC-2 3/19/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Several times per 
week

Not that important Never

PBC-2 3/21/2016 Yes Maybe Unlikely Occassionally Not that important Infrequently

PBC-2 3/21/2016 Yes Maybe Unlikely Infrequently Neutral Infrequently
PBC-2 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally Not that important Never

PBC-2 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Several times per 
week

Very unimportant Never

PBC-2 3/30/2016 Yes Yes No way Occassionally Very unimportant Never
PBC-3 3/18/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Infrequently This will make it easier to ride through downtown Bellevue if this is made continuous on 108th south past Main St.
PBC-3 3/23/2016 Probably not Probably not Unlikely Never Don't see any change on your project page. 

I've never seen any bikes there anyway.
PBC-3 3/28/2016 Yes Yes Definitely About once per 

week
PBC-3 3/30/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally
PBC-3 4/11/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Daily
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PBC-4 3/18/2016 Probably not Yes Definitely Daily Though a bicycle facility would be nice here, traffic is so low that it would not increase my perception of safety. I would rather see the focus 
on higher traffic areas without low traffic alternatives such as the Downtown core.

PBC-4 3/21/2016 Yes Yes Definitely About once per 
week

Most drivers on the road today do not know what a shared lane marking is.  It's a recent addition, and not on the driving exam in most 
states.  Please consider supplementing the shared lane markings with Bicycles May Use Full Lane signs.  As Hess & Peterson report in PLOS 
ONE, the "Bicycles May Use Full Lane" sign has much less ambiguity for drivers currently on the road.
http://journals.plos.org/plosone/article?id=10.1371/journal.pone.0136973#pone-0136973-t001

PBC-4 3/23/2016 Probably not Probably not Definitely Several times per 
week

PBC-4 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Several times per 
week

PBC-4 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Occassionally
PBC-4 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Occassionally This looks like an easy one to remedy!
PBC-4 3/24/2016 Not at all Not at all Definitely Several times per 

week
In my experience, most drivers do not pay any attention to "sharrows".  I ride every day on 114th St where there are sharrows and I don't 
see many drivers making any extra allowances for bicycles there, not even giving space on the curb side where the lane is clearly wide 
enough to do so.

PBC-4 3/24/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Several times per 
week

PBC-4 3/25/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Daily
PBC-4 4/12/2016 Not at all Not at all Definitely Several times per 

week
I ride this several times a week from the southern Lake Wa Loop Trail to Lake Wa Blvd. The sharrows will not make the area feel much 
safer. 
A more helpful solution would be to restripe north of Lake Wa Blvd to the Newcastle Beach Park. The 6ft shoulder should be on the uphill 
direction of travel and converted to a dedicated bike lane for hill climbing. For example, the bike lane should be southbound from Bagley to 
Lake Wa Blvd (moved from east to west side of the road). North of Bagley, the shoulder is already in the right place and could just be 
marked as a bike lane. 
These changes work with existing pavement and would be way more helpful than the sharrows. But, it would make sense at the same time 
to include sharrows on the opposite side of the street from the bike lanes to give people a hint to use bike lanes going up hill and to take 
the lane going downhill.

PBC-5 3/18/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Daily This route is on my commute to work, which then continues up 116th Ave NE. Even though there are sharrows, the north bound (uphill) 
ride from SE 6th St to NE 6th St is terrifying.

PBC-5 3/18/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Daily This section of road is part of my daily commute (I typically ride north up 108th, and south on 116th). The increased segregation from 
traffic is a good idea. During rush hour I've had cars almost hit me by pulling into or overlapping the current bike lane.

PBC-5 3/18/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Daily
PBC-5 3/18/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Daily This is a major bicycle commuting arterial for Bellevue - The section between SE 8th and NE 2nd could certainly use a little safety 

improvement (especially NB) - it's unclear to cyclists and drivers where cyclists should ride. There is a marked shoulder (of weirdly changing 
width) AND sharrows along here. I've had MANY close calls here with cars trying to get by and several drivers that have yelled at me 
thinking I belong in what IS NOT the bike lane.
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PBC-5 3/21/2016 Yes Yes No way Occassionally I prefer the flex poles added to the protected lane barrier for added clarity and safety.  I do not like the mounds or curb as a moment of 
distraction and your front tire hits and you can wobble into traffic on your bike.  Cars also give more respect to a clear structural barrier vs 
a little bump on the road that they drive over.

PBC-5 3/21/2016 Maybe Yes Definitely Daily I don't think it addresses too much here in terms of bike safety. Drivers heading north on 114th and making a right onto SE 8th St are more 
problematic. They are not very aware that a cyclist will be on the right side.

PBC-5 3/21/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Daily Use 114th every day on my bike commute.
PBC-5 3/21/2016 Probably not Probably not Possibly Occassionally The bike lane currently just goes away and cyclists are stuck on some dangerous streets.  There needs to be some signs to divert around the 

lake riders to a safer street in Bellevue.  Although right now, there isn't any safe streets downtown that I have found.

PBC-5 3/21/2016 Yes Maybe Unlikely Infrequently
PBC-5 3/21/2016 Maybe Yes No way Daily The key to bicycle & pedestrian safety in Bellevue this close to I-405 is lane separation.  Car drivers this close to an Interstate are focused 

on speed & traffic.  They violate lanes, rights of way, traffic lights, pedestrian crossings in pursuit of shorter commute times.  The ONLY way 
to remedy this is to physically separate bicycle traffic from auto traffic, with physical barriers.  Drivers consistently ignore the existing 
pavement markings.  Law enforcement does not make bicycle & pedestrian safety a priority to ticket offenders (or to upload video feeds of 
right-of-way violations).  City of Bellevue needs to convert 114th from its current purpose as I-405 traffic feeder/alternate route to local-
access, restricted speed, bicycle-priority with sufficient physical barriers between auto & bicycle lanes.

PBC-5 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Several times per 
week

This road is part of my daily commute to Bellevue transit center area. Proposed changes would make it definitely safer.

PBC-5 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Definitely About once per 
week

Looks good.  FYI, I think the street labels on the street diagrams in the pdf are incorrect.  SE 8th St to Main St is on two of the diagrams.

PBC-5 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Several times per 
week

PBC-5 3/23/2016 Yes Maybe Possibly Occassionally This proposed path is good, but you need to have safe paths for cyclists where this path ends in downtown near the 405/NE 8th 
interchange.  As it stands, you get there safely and then get dumped into a very unwelcoming space for cyclists

PBC-5 3/23/2016 Maybe Yes Definitely About once per 
week

PBC-5 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Several times per 
week

This is an extension of Lk Washington Loop / 118th Ave SE bike lane and is very heavily used by bikers at the moment, especially those who 
need to get to the downtown Bellevue. The current set up is very dangerous because the road is shared with cars going 30mph and has 
turns that limits the visibility.
On behalf of all bikers who use this road on frequent basis, please, dedicate a bike lane here in both directions.
Thanks,
Dan.

PBC-5 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Several times per 
week

PBC-5 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Possibly About once per 
week

PBC-5 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally Seems reasonable.
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PBC-5 3/24/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Several times per 
week

First, the streets associated with the typical sections don't make any sense.  (I saw the same issue on the sections for SE 60th Street in 
south Bellevue -someone should really check these.) BUT I really like the proposed improvement for section 2 - changing the side sharrow 
to bike lane all the way from SE 6th to Main Street (or even farther north if possible) would be a big improvement for commuting when 
cars back up there.  Not sure that the sharrows north of Main St. will be any more effective with green paint. but more bike lane and 
painted buffers to the south of Main is a start.

PBC-5 3/24/2016 Maybe Maybe Definitely Daily I commute by bike on this route daily.  Have done so for 24 years and will continue to do it. I like Sections 1 & 2 because drivers generally 
recognize longitudinal stripes. White edge stripes with bike lane symbols give some recognition and delineation of space. The wider 2' 
buffer strip is even better. But Section 3 is ineffective in either case because drivers do not recognize or respect "sharrows" at all. 
"Sharrows" are a waste of paint without a longitudinal stripe for delineation.

PBC-5 3/25/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally The double protected bike lanes are great in segments 1 and 2.  Segment 3 needs signage to tell cars that "Bikes have Rights to Roads", not 
the confusing and ineffective plea to "Share the Road" which cars interpret as MOVE to the debris burm biker, a car is coming through.  
Green bike boxes at intersection is necessary with CARS STOP HERE behind the bike boxes.  This really shows drivers this is serious bike 
usuage and they will be more careful each time.

PBC-5 3/25/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally
PBC-5 3/25/2016 Yes Yes Definitely About once per 

week
Having a separate bike lane is the only way I would bike around here...

PBC-5 4/5/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Several times per 
week

I have been researching riding my bike to work from Renton to Bellevue when the weather isn't bad.  The new ERC project got me 
interested in doing this.  I'm going to try it on a weekend first. I'm an average person; not a huge biker so have specified bike lanes (not the 
confusing charrettes, or whatever you call them) is much preferred over worrying about traffic.

PBC-5 4/12/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally Yes yes yes. Adding a wider stripe between bike and general purpose lanes is excellent. Adding the flag reflectors shown in section 2 is even 
better.

PBC-6 3/18/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally With the 520 bridge bike/pedestrian lane about to open, it will become increasingly important to have safe access to points north from 
downtown.

PBC-6 3/18/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Several times per 
week

Very important to have safe access to 520 bridge once it opens to bikes.

PBC-6 3/18/2016 Maybe Maybe Definitely Infrequently Unfortunately, the section of 112th Ave NE between NE 12th st and NE 8th is a big gap that limits the ability to connect between two north-
south bike routes--108th/112th and the bike facilities on the west frontage road of i-405.

PBC-6 3/18/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Several times per 
week

These improvements will be welcome -but the existing conditions are not terrible now. Strange that there is no plan for the few blocks just 
south of here along 112th bt NE 6th & NE 12. The Lk WA loop spits riders out onto 112th there and there are NO real provisions for bicycles 
apart from entering into the middle of 4+ lanes of traffic (merging across turn lanes) and trying to keep up while climbing to NE 12th.

PBC-6 3/18/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Several times per 
week

After the 520 project was complete it was disappointing that NB on 112th Ave NE had a bike lane that disappeared (and it is going UP HILL) 
while SB is downhill and has a lane wide enough to park a semi.  The buffered bike lane would be fantastic on this corridor all the way from 
520 to NE 12th Street.

PBC-6 3/19/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Several times per 
week

best proposal i've seen in this wiki yet.
BUT let me give you a little clue.
connect this to 110th ave NE (you MUST own that ROW) and you'll have a nice low traffic bypass using 108th. 
Include a stoplight there & it'd be awesome.

PBC-6 3/22/2016 Yes Unlikely About once per 
week
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PBC-6 3/22/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally I like the barriers
PBC-6 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Several times per 

week
This would eliminate the most dangerous part of the commute from Kirkland to Bellevue on bike. The hill climb with no good shoulder is 
very dangerous with the current conditions.

PBC-6 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Daily Part of my current commute
PBC-6 3/23/2016 Yes Maybe Definitely Occassionally
PBC-6 3/23/2016 Maybe Maybe No way Several times per 

week
This is a road that I could take for my commute. It's pretty scary now.
Section 4 seems useless for bikes.

PBC-6 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally
PBC-6 3/23/2016 Not at all Probably not Possibly Occassionally Nope. Try again on section 4. Just painting sharrows on the road from 38th to the corridor is NOT going to help. Think about it. That is a 

very steep hill, and cyclists can only go a couple miles per hour up the hill to the corridor. And cars pile up behind them. And paint doesn't 
change anything. Except maybe allowing cops to justifiably ticket cars who honk. 
This area must have a bike lane. At least uphill. Downhill is fine since bicyclists can keep up with car traffic.

PBC-6 3/25/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally Branded wayfinding to all Trails needs to be included.    If Bikers are to ride on the sidewalk at 112, please make clear signage as this new 
area is confusing to those like me that infrequent the area because it is confusing and because there is no E/W safe way to go.  Need 
protected bike lane on BelRed as many of us do BRAVE that passage and head over to north of Bellevue downtown, then turn south to 
enter it somewhere between 116 or further west.   These intersections need delayed green and no turn on Red as cars are aggressive and 
when I did WDOT counts folks in cross walks had near misses as cars just went.

PBC-6 3/28/2016 Yes Definitely Daily
PBC-6 3/28/2016 Maybe Yes Possibly Occassionally A connection to the CKC/ERC trail seems like an obvious choice, but the steep grade of this section will deter casual riders.

There will also need to be a redesign to the NE 38th Pl signal to remove the flashing yellow arrow for traffic turning left from NB 108th Ave 
NE, which currently causes dangerous conflict with SB cyclists and pedestrians in the crosswalk.

PBC-6 3/30/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally
PBC-6 4/12/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally 112th is one of the scariest roads I've traveled when biking around Lake Washington. 

Replacing ambiguous shoulders with these bike lanes + extra buffered stripes + reflective flags is an incredible improvement. This makes 
the trip feel sooooo much safer. 
Yes yes yes.

PBC-7 3/21/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Occassionally Not that important Never Don't know how feasible Section 1 is. There are parts that are quite steep and there are many cars that use this street so can imagine a lot 
of frustrated drivers as they wait for a cyclist to climb Highland from Forest.

PBC-7 3/25/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Daily Not that important Never Highland Drive is the best street for getting to the hill top. I would recommend a bike lane on the ascent side, especially near the 
intersection with Newport Way. Downhill bike traffic is essentially at same speed as car traffic. I commute daily on my bike going to 
Eastgate P&R and would appreciate better connection. I am not comfortable with my 9 and 13 year old children riding on this street b/c of 
traffic.

PBC-8 3/17/2016 Not at all Yes No way Infrequently Sharrows are really insufficient for this super heavy traffic area.  This is also a very important connection point to get from south of NE 8th 
St to the 520 trail.

PBC-8 3/18/2016 Not at all Yes No way Infrequently Having a safe bike route through 140th would really help my daily commute. As described it doesn't make me want to use this facility. As 
much car traffic operates here I'd really want to be separated from the cars as much as possible.

PBC-8 3/18/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Infrequently The section along w.b. NE 24th is very short and lack facilities--this is ok for fast cyclists, but will always be difficult for cyclists to turn left 
onto 140th Ave NE. Going forward or turning right onto n.b. 140th Ave can be improved with bike facilities.

PBC-8 3/18/2016 Not at all Not at all Definitely Daily The entire 520 bike path access is stupid. There's a great bike path, but there's no access from 24th street to the path.  There's a sidewalk 
halfway up the hill right next to the 520 path, but no connection.  The fence along the 520 path is stupid.
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PBC-8 3/18/2016 Probably not Probably not No way Never I drive this road one a week and have never seen a bicyclist on this road. There are many times more walkers than bicyclists and the 
priority should be on making walking paths safer. The initiative is being called the pedestrian - bicycle initiative, but it's really all about the 
bicycle lobby. Let's focus first on making existing walkways safe and then on building pedestrian walkways.

PBC-8 3/21/2016 Yes Yes No way Occassionally
PBC-8 3/21/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Daily This section is the worst part of my bicycle commute and improvements in this area would be very beneficial.

Thanks.
PBC-8 3/21/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally
PBC-8 3/22/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely About once per 

week
PBC-8 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Several times per 

week
i ride to work several times a week along 140th from the 520 trail to Factoria.  we really need a bike line from 520 to NE8th.  recently, you 
added two crosswalks between bel-red road and NE8th.  as part of the install, you added garden medians.  that has left cars with less space 
to pass bikers.  i feel less safe on that stretch of road than prior to the additions.  a bike lane would help immensely.

PBC-8 3/23/2016 Yes Maybe Definitely Several times per 
week

PBC-8 3/25/2016 Maybe Yes Unlikely Several times per 
week

140th is hugely busy and needs the MISSING BIKE lane added between 24th and north. Protected lane exists south and starts again in 
north.  Need a lane to be added entire way.  Many cyclists, many walkers/runners on sidewalk.  These intersections are scary during rush 
hour or anytime really.  Need Green bike box at intersections.  Need striped cross walks.  Need DELAYED Green so folks can cross 140th or 
W/E first before cars.  No turn on Red would add great safety.  The area starting at BellRed up through the 7/11 area is very hard to bike.  
Road needs to be kept clean and needs safety attention.  I stopped riding to be safe when we lived by there.  Never even knew 520 trail 
access behind some buildings-forget now where it is.  The access needs to be clearly marked on 140th, including north as there is a little 
road that we took behind shops and found it by surprise.   Needs a bike lane leading down both access points and area needs to be glass 
free.  140th could be an excellent safe N/S route that many already take from 85th to I90, just needs more serious safety attention during 
busy commercial areas and missing link (no protected lane).  Please add this area to your Quick Fix.

PBC-8 3/25/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally The cross at 148th to the 520 trail heading east is very dangerous.  Heavily trafficked.  Needs stripped cross that is wider- tons of walkers 
and bikers.  Bike Box or directional bike lanes to make this crossing as SO MANY FOLKS heading to MS or N/S.  If you just somehow road up 
the street (big hill) you are tired and then rush hour or any hour is scary for average rider as landing on both sides is to small.   The lane 
heading to Fred Meyers could use some safety features as many ride or walk N/S and crossing 520 highway ramp or navigating signals is 
not safe.  Please visit the Overlake Area- Not sure if this is Redmond or Bellevue, but if 50/50, please partner as this has lots of people.

PBC-8 3/25/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Daily The section between BelRed and NE 8th is more important, great to see its funded.  Odd that the crosswalks went in first, as there are 
more bikers using this road than pedestrians crossing.  The new pedestrian crossings make this more dangerous for bikers as the road is 
now narrower...and cars try to pass where the islands are making it more dangerous than before when they used the center lane to pass.

PBC-9 3/27/2016 Probably not Probably not Unlikely Infrequently Very unimportant Never I have lived in 98007 for 15 years.  During that time I have regularly biked to work in Issaquah and Newcastle.  I have also regularly biked to 
Redmond and Downtown Bellevue for recreation.
I get nervous about separated bike lanes with bollards.  Inevitably a tree branch or some other hazard will find its way into the separated 
bike lane and cyclists will not be able to merge into the general purpose lane to avoid it.
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PBC-9 3/19/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Several times per 
week

Neutral Infrequently

PBC-9 3/21/2016 Maybe Maybe Possibly Occassionally Not that important Never

PBC-10 3/25/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Daily Very unimportant Never 164th needs better markings.  I don't think this road has any bicycle lane markings, it just looks like a shoulder.
PBC-10 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Infrequently Not that important Never A safe North-South route that will get one closer to Microsoft is a fabulous idea and one that I support.

PBC-10 3/22/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Daily Very unimportant Never Bike lanes on 164th are overdue. There are 2 major schools on this road so adding the lanes will provide for healthier ways to get to school. 
It also provides for a low-traffic N/S route in East Bellevue. I use this route daily in commuting to work and I strongly encourage Bellevue to 
proceed with this project

PBC-10 3/20/2016 Maybe Maybe Definitely Several times per 
week

Not that important Never Currently use the southern part of the route.  Easy in off peak hours when few cars are parallel parked, can get a little dicey when more 
cars are driving and parked.  I turn at NE 4th, rarely need to continue north, comments apply only to south leg.

PBC-10 3/25/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally Very unimportant Never Good north-side bike path. Needs a bike lane
PBC-10 3/27/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Infrequently Very unimportant Never I have lived in 98007 for 15 years.  During that time I have regularly biked to work in Issaquah and Newcastle.  I have also regularly biked to 

Redmond and Downtown Bellevue for recreation.
I really like this project.  I like idea of a separated bike lane without bollards blocking the cyclist from merging into the general purpose 
lane.

PBC-10 3/23/2016 Maybe Maybe Definitely Occassionally Not that important Never The bike lanes are an improvement, but the sections that merge bikes with traffic undermine the effectiveness. This is an area where I ride 
with my kids, and I will never merge into traffic with children - I will have them ride on the sidewalk.

PBC-10 3/19/2016 Maybe Yes Possibly Several times per 
week

Not that important Infrequently the bike lanes that appear & disappear are dangerous. Work out a plan with metro around the bus stops

PBC-10 3/19/2016 Yes Yes No way Several times per 
week

Not that important Every day The change to section 4 would be very hazardous to the area. Considering that the it is close to a high school and elementary school it is 
more than likely that children will be biking in the area. Having that section be a direct shared lane with other vehicles  would be very 
unsafe. It would be better to maintain the continuity of the rest of the street and not confuse divers and bicyclist by having a designated 
bicycle lane.

PBC-10 3/17/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Daily Not that important Never

PBC-10 3/17/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely About once per 
week

Neutral Never

PBC-10 3/21/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Several times per 
week

Somewhat 
important

Several times per 
week

PBC-11 4/9/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Infrequently Very unimportant Never Good alternative to Bel-Red for travel to Marymoor from Bellevue.
PBC-11 3/19/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Daily Not that important Never

PBC-11 3/21/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Several times per 
week

Somewhat 
important

Never

PBC-12 3/18/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Infrequently This makes good use of the NE 12th bridge and continues the facilities west of I-405.  Bike facilities like the NE 12th I-405 bridge are best 
when there are not both travel directions on the same facility but instead split facilities with bike traffic the same as vehicle traffic 
direction.  This extends to bike lanes--please try to keep them same direction as vehicle traffic rather than 2-way which is hard to make 
turns off the bike facility.
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PBC-12 3/19/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Several times per 
week

PBC-12 3/20/2016 Maybe Maybe Definitely Occassionally Used this route regularly for several years.  Plan to start using it again when the new 520 bridge opens.  Riding on the travel lane in off-
peak hours works OK in this area.  On-street lanes would be preferable in my view, as the off-street trail will probably entail poorly synced 
lights and presumably vanish around 116th.  The biggest problem by far is the lack of facilities on Bel-Red from 124th to 148th.

PBC-12 3/21/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Daily
PBC-12 3/21/2016 Maybe Maybe Possibly Occassionally
PBC-12 3/21/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely About once per 

week
PBC-12 3/21/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Several times per 

week
First of all, thank you for looking into continue the path started on the I-405 overpass into the downtown area.  When crossing the 
intersection with 112th Ave N while on the path located on the north side, turn on the OK to walk symbol automatically with every 
east/west bound green light - don't force users to stop to hit the signal button.

PBC-12 3/22/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Occassionally
PBC-12 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Several times per 

week
PBC-12 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally
PBC-12 3/23/2016 Yes Possibly Several times per 

week
The problem here is cross traffic to get on and off this path - as long as you are travelling thru, the plan is good, but getting on or off this 
path (onto/off of the Avenues) is bad if you have to turn left (bikes needing to wait for 2 pedestrian light cycles to make it across left).  This 
is especially bad in section 3 west of 112th street going over 405.

PBC-12 3/23/2016 Yes Maybe No way About once per 
week

I prefer plans 2 & 3, where bikes have their own lane out of the street.

PBC-12 3/23/2016 Not at all Probably not Definitely Daily Yah... no.
Remember that this is mostly just a jaunt from one N-S corridor (116th) to another (112th)
It's too difficult to get from the roads to this stupid super-wide sidewalk and back onto the roads. It's too hard and time-consuming to 
navigate the lights from the sidewalk. Much easier to take your chances with the cars.
Shrink the sidewalks, put bike lanes on the road and don't separate bikes over the bridge.

PBC-12 4/9/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Infrequently This is the most important project in the proposal.  If built, this will be the safest East-West route in Downtown Bellevue.
PBC-13 3/23/2016 Maybe Yes Definitely Daily Very unimportant Infrequently Considerable safety concerns now on "improved" Old Main St with increased traffic, bad parking arrangement, and hazardous construction 

sites.
PBC-13 3/18/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Infrequently Not that important Never Good addition to the bicycle network.  This will make it safe to ride to downtown whereas today I don't feel safe east of 101st AV NE.

PBC-13 3/21/2016 Probably not Probably not Definitely Occassionally Somewhat 
important

Infrequently I rode that road segment last week - other than construction re-routing and the obvious and unavoidable crowding at traffic lights i found 
it a totally great bike-friendly route already - no improvement needed.

PBC-13 3/21/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Infrequently Not that important Never In Segment 3, 12 foot outside lanes are wide enough that many drivers will attempt illegal passing despite sharrows.  Is there some other 
use that requires a wider outside lane than inside lane?  Cycling is more comfortable with the narrower lane on the outside, so that it's 
more obvious drivers must change lanes to pass.

PBC-13 3/25/2016 Probably not Probably not Unlikely Infrequently Somewhat 
important

Occassionally Marked shared lanes are a bad idea.  We need dedicated bike lanes in order for it to be safe to commute to work or even go for a 
recreational ride with kids.
Protected lanes are an even better idea.
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PBC-13 3/25/2016 Maybe Yes Possibly Occassionally Not that important Never The lanes are too narrow to act well as "protected lanes".  The sharrowed lanes are not safe without clear signage of "Bikes have Rights to 
be on the Road".  No Sharing Road sign- they are NOT effective and still give cars the dominance they assert regardless of safety to bikers.   
Slow the traffic.  Green boxes for bikes are intersections.  The green sharrows have to be frequent, and I would always prefer at double 
protected or ideally flex post lane vs a sharrow.

PBC-13 3/21/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally Not that important Never The Sharrows need to be Large and Green and signage that states Bikes have Road Rights are necessary to educate the drivers.  Should also 
teach in Drivers Ed and Lic Reknewal.

PBC-13 3/24/2016 Maybe Yes Definitely About once per 
week

Very important Infrequently There is a *far* better plan for Main Street on the city's web site: 
https://bellevuewa.gov/pdf/PCD/2015-May-26_Pardoe_comments_RE_Main_Street.pdf

PBC-13 3/17/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally Very important Infrequently
PBC-13 3/21/2016 Yes Maybe Possibly Occassionally Not that important Never

PBC-13 3/21/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Several times per 
week

Neutral Never

PBC-13 3/22/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Several times per 
week

Very unimportant Never

PBC-13 3/24/2016 Yes Yes Occassionally Not that important Infrequently

PBC-13 3/28/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally Neutral Never
PBC-13 3/30/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Occassionally Neutral Never
PBC-14 3/17/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally
PBC-14 3/18/2016 Not at all Not at all No way Never Why spend all this money on a minority commuting group? Your never going to put in enough bike lanes to alleviate traffic, yet you insist 

on taking up road space for less than 1% of the population. Even if these proposed bike lanes go in half of the bikers are still going to be 
hanging out right on the fog line slowing up traffic. #streatcyclistssuck

PBC-14 3/18/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely About once per 
week

PBC-14 3/18/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Daily Please put up street lights on lake hills connector on the unlit sections near SE 8th.
PBC-14 3/20/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally
PBC-14 3/21/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Daily This is the most unsafe portion of my daily bicycle commute. I would LOVE for this project to happen.
PBC-14 3/21/2016 Yes Maybe Unlikely Infrequently
PBC-14 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Several times per 

week
Dedicated bike lines on Lake Hill Connector will improve bike commuting safety, but needs to connect to dedicated bike lanes reaching 
Bellevue Transit Center.

PBC-14 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Several times per 
week

I commute along Lake Hills Connector and would use this every time I ride. The current areas where I feel most unsafe are westbound on 
Lake Hills, crossing 405, and turning right onto Lake Hills from SE 8th. Therefore 2,3 and 4 will all be significant benefit.

PBC-14 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Several times per 
week

PBC-14 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally This would be an important east-west route for cyclists.
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PBC-14 3/24/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Infrequently Lake Hills connector curves and on the north side is Kelsey Creek Park. Would it make sense to cut the pedestrian/cycle track into the park 
instead of having it hug the busy road? This might make the bike experience fun instead of just less bad.
I currently infrequently cycle this road and I expect to continue to infrequently cycle this road.
This is a really steep hill and cyclists will pick up a lot of speed if they choose to. I recall biking this downhill being frustrating/scary since 
you have the choice of biking on a bumpy sidewalk or biking by fast traffic that doesn't have a lot of time to see you. 
The speed of this hill should definitley be taken into account in design. Bicyclists are likely to travel quickly down the hill. It might not make 
the most sense to combine downhill cyclists with pedestrians or uphill cyclists. But, I do think this is an improvement over current 
conditions if the cycle track is smooth.

PBC-14 3/25/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally
PBC-14 3/25/2016 Probably not Probably not Unlikely Never Too much hill for any but the most ardent biker, and in that case they would use I90 or 520 trails.  Better places to spend money.

PBC-14 3/27/2016 Yes Yes Definitely About once per 
week

This section needs bike lanes east of I-405.

PBC-14 3/27/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Several times per 
week

PBC-14 3/27/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally This is a piece of the north-south route.  Without it, it would be difficult to get from Factoria to the 520 trail.
PBC-14 4/6/2016 Yes Yes No way Occassionally The lower (western) part of this would be great to connect to Richards road, providing a reasonable flat north/south route. The steep 

Eastern section will probably not get much use.
PBC-14 4/9/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Infrequently Great project to make Downtown Bellevue more accessible from Lake Hills.
PBC-15 3/18/2016 Yes Probably not Possibly Infrequently Unclear why this is a priority. The Lake Hills green belt could be paved with a permeable material and could be come a very nice multiple 

use off road trail.
PBC-15 3/21/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Several times per 

week
PBC-15 3/27/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Infrequently I have lived in 98007 for 15 years.  During that time I have regularly biked to work in Issaquah and Newcastle.  I have also regularly biked to 

Redmond and Downtown Bellevue for recreation.

This project will help recreational riders; as a commuter I choose streets with more gentle topography.

PBC-16 3/21/2016 Maybe Maybe Unlikely Occassionally
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PBC-17 4/12/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Several times per 
week

Not that important Never First - I think the description of street sections are mislabeled. Section 4, 119th to 123rd there is no existing bike lane, just parking. And the 
map shows this project continuing from 123rd to coal creek parkway, where there is a bike lane on one side, but there is no section with 
this label. 
So, below I will reinterpret what the sections are labeled based on what I think they actually mean. 
Section 1 (seems correct) + 2 (60th from Lake Wa Blvd to 120th) -
YES YES! Existing bike lanes are 'ok', but buses, vans, trucks and trailers often drift into the bike lanes. Additional buffer of wider hashed 
lines along with the reflector flags is a huge improvement. 
Section ??? (60th from 120th to 119th) - There is no section like this shown. It has one lane each direction with left turn lanes at both 
intersections. There is no shoulder or bike lane. Westbound lane is downhill so bike facilities are not critical. Eastbound lane is uphill but a 
short distance and many users turn left on 119th, so maybe sharrows are best in this case. It is difficult however to merge with overtaking 
vehicles as you leave the bike lane at 120th. Many drivers do not see you or realize that the bike lane ends. 
Section 3 (60th from 119th to 123rd) - On street parking makes this section very scary, even when driving a car. You can't see westbound 
on 60th when turning from 123rd onto 60th because parked cars on the south side of the road obscure oncoming traffic. Removing this 
parking would really help everyone. If parking remains as shown in the section 3 image, I suggest parking remain on the north side of the 
road. Adding these new bike lanes, as well as including the hashed lines would be a huge improvement. With this improvement I could 
easily bicycle to the Library and shopping in Newcastle with my children. Currently I have them ride on the sidewalks here which is not 
much safer than riding in the street due to vehicles coming in and out of driveways. 
Section 4 (60th from 123rd to Coal Creek Pkwy) - This should be broken up into 2 sections. 123rd to 129th is uphill heading east, the wider 
bike lane and markings should be on the eastbound lane to allow slow climbing of the hill by bikes. From 129th to Coal Creek, eastbound 
lane is going downhill, so the wider marked bike lane should be on the westbound lane allowing uphill slow climbing. I do like the idea of 
narrowing the traffic lanes and making the unmarked shoulder larger. But, please think about hill climbing when choosing which side of the 
road to put the 5ft wide marked lane on.

PBC-17 3/23/2016 Maybe Yes Definitely Daily Not that important Never I commute by bike daily to downtown Bellevue on this route.  I like Section 3 because it would provide separation from the parked cars. 
Sections 1 & 2 might be an improvement but that would depend entirely on maintenance. How do you intend to clean out the debris that 
will accumulate between the divider pylons and the edge of the road? Also, the divider pylons and narrow bike lanes would make it 
difficult/dangerous to pass slow cyclists on the hills.

PBC-17 3/23/2016 Maybe Maybe Definitely Several times per 
week

Not that important Never I like the Idea of buffers between the traffic lanes and the bike lanes, but I think that putting barrier posts is a bad idea.  The bike lanes in 
this area need frequent cleaning due to downed leaves, needles, branches and general debris, which would be hard to do without access 
for street cleaners.  And if there is debris in the curb lane, cyclists need the space to get around it. Also, this would prevent any passing off 
or by other cyclists - I don't appreciate being stuck behind a slower cyclist or feeling like I am hindering a faster cyclist.
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PBC-17 3/21/2016 Maybe Maybe Definitely About once per 
week

Not that important Never In segments 1 & 2: Will this be accompanied by improved street sweeping schedules?  Debris tends to accumulate towards the curb side of 
the existing bike lanes, so that the area being converted to a buffer in this proposal is often the best part of the bike lane to ride in.
Be sure to have a 4-foot-wide street sweeper in your equipment inventory *before* making this change, since the delineator posts will 
prevent cleaning with standard sweepers.
In segment 3: the door zone of standard passenger vehicles extends 11 feet from the curb, and bicycles should be kept out of this hazard 
area (NCRHP 766).  Consider reducing the left buffer and expanding the right buffer so that more of the bike lane is out of the door zone.

PBC-17 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Several times per 
week

Not that important Never

PBC-17 3/24/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally Not that important Never

PBC-17 3/25/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Daily Somewhat 
important

Infrequently

PBC-17 3/26/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Infrequently Not that important Never

PBC-18 3/18/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally Great idea to make this stretch of road safer.
PBC-18 3/21/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Occassionally Coal Creek to Forest needs special attention because the bike path does not start until the cyclist climbs part of Forest. Only safe if the 

cyclist rides on the sidewalk first.
PBC-18 3/24/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Several times per 

week
PBC-18 3/24/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally
PBC-18 3/25/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally The project idea appears to show bike lanes between Coal Creek and Lakemont, EXCEPT between 147th ave se and 148th ave se?

For that block sharrow lanes are used? 
If so, sharrow lanes can be difficult for 35 mph zones.
Plus switching between bike lanes and sharrow lanes may pose an unsafe situation.

PBC-18 3/25/2016 Yes Definitely About once per 
week

PBC-19 3/23/2016 Maybe Yes Definitely Occassionally The crux will be how safe the I-90 ramps will be made for those on bicycles.
BN-2 3/21/2016 Probably not Maybe Definitely Infrequently Not that important Never Bike lane illustrated in Segment 2 is almost entirely within the door zone of parked cars.  (NCHRP 766, door zone of standard passenger 

vehicles extends 11 feet from the curb.)  No part of a bicycle should be within the door zone, meaning the bicycle tire track should be a 
minimum of 13 feet from the curb.  
Suggest moving the buffer to the right side of the bike lane to increase the buffer distance to parked cars, since dooring is much more 
frequent than overtaking collisions.

BN-2 4/9/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Infrequently Very unimportant Infrequently Good project that will make biking in Downtown Bellevue more accessible to novice/recreational riders.
BN-2 3/24/2016 Yes Yes Possibly About once per 

week
Very important Infrequently I live in downtown Bellevue so I wouldn't use the parking. But one reason no one walks in Bellevue is that no one can park and walk to 

streetside businesses. You park in the mall, you stay at the mall. You park in a business' lot, there are no walkoffs. Compare Bellevue 
downtown to Redmond downtown. How did they become Little Ballard? On-street parking.

BN-2 4/4/2016 test-steve
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BN-2 3/18/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally Not that important Never This is a good idea--there are very few safe options for traveling South-North through downtown Bellevue.

BN-2 3/21/2016 Yes Yes No way Occassionally Not that important Never This one looks great- the Green will be awesome!

BN-2 3/21/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally Not that important Never We definitely need some sort of trail across downtown.   Many cyclists do an around the lake trip.  Currently it is very difficult to get 
through downtown Bellevue and then either to Kirkland or to Redmond.   I did this trip on Friday and ended up on some very unsafe 
streets.   There needs to be some signs to show people how to get from the 520 trail to the I-90 trail.  I get lost every time and end up 
getting too close to crazy traffic.

BN-2 3/21/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely About once per 
week

Not that important Never

BN-2 3/21/2016 Yes Maybe Unlikely Infrequently Somewhat 
important

Infrequently

BN-2 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Several times per 
week

Not that important Never

BN-2 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Infrequently Neutral Infrequently
BN-2 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Several times per 

week
Not that important Never

BN-3 3/25/2016 Maybe Maybe Possibly Occassionally
BN-4 4/12/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Daily Very unimportant Never Section 1 (60th to 56th) - This is a no-brainer. Yes yes yes! There is a huge shoulder and this is a great solution. Separating the bike lanes 

with wide stripes and flag/reflectors is a great upgrade to simple bike lanes. When remarking the road, full crosswalks should be added at 
58th and 119th, similar to those at 60th and 56th. The existing crosswalk leads to a storm drain that is flooded whenever it rains. 
Section 2 + 3 - I guess the sharrows might help. But, adult cyclists are already fairly comfortable on this stretch of road, and kids are still 
going to need to ride on the sidewalk. The shoulder usually has cars parked on it so that's not much help unless marked for bicycles. 
Section 4 - As a cyclist I really like this plan to remove parking, and add a real uphill bike lane and partial down hill bike lane (not really 
needed since the hill is so steep you can easily go 20+mph on a bike). But, I do feel bad for the residents on this street. A quick google drive 
down the street shows a lot of houses have extra long driveways or other parking areas, so maybe it's not a big deal. But it does seem to 
make it hard for them to have more than a few people over for a party or that type of thing. That being said, they are on the major arterial 
into the neighborhood and should know that the city right of way could take away much of their front yard at anytime, so they should 
already be prepared for this kind of change. ---- If this section is not implemented due to protests by the residents, I hope that at least the 
Lake Heights route is implemented and has good signs so bikes can turn off 119th and cut through the neighborhood and get back to 119th 
at 56th.

BN-4 3/18/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally Not that important Never

BN-4 3/25/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally Somewhat 
important

Infrequently

BN-5 3/18/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Several times per 
week

This is on my route from work to home. It wouldn't be bad except for the planters in the middle of the street make it unsafe for cars to 
pass. Some wait, which is awkward, and others crowd by.
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BN-5 3/18/2016 Yes Unlikely About once per 
week

There is room to expand the road for a full bike lane here.

BN-5 3/23/2016 Maybe Yes Definitely Several times per 
week

This location is on my work commute route, so I ride it several times a week.  Sharrows might increase motorists' awareness of cyclists.  A 
longer term solution would be to convert the existing sidewalk on east side of the street to a 2-way multi-purpose path.

BN-5 3/24/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally I think the green paving would help and be an improvement, but cars are going to be very very hostile to bikes on that stretch of road 
because it is so narrow and they go so fast.

BN-5 3/24/2016 Maybe Maybe Unlikely Occassionally I think that this proposal does not go far enough for this particular section of road. The road is too narrow for the amount of traffic and 
really needs a bike lane to connect the trail to the existing bike lane further down the road.

BN-5 3/25/2016 Maybe Yes No way Occassionally not sure how effective sharrows work with 35 mph roads
BN-5 3/30/2016 Not at all Probably not Definitely About once per 

week
I do not think that "sharrows" are effective in protecting bicycles in traffic, especially here where there is no width to pass.  It is ridiculous 
that there is no connection between the bike trail and the bikes lanes to the south that accommodates bikes, and I don't think this will be 
an improvement.  The medians should be removed so that bikes lanes can be put in.

BN-5 4/12/2016 Not at all Probably not Possibly Occassionally This is still a horrible end to the Factoria trail. What is needed here is a speed reduction. 25mph instead of 35mph combined with the 
sharrows may make it feel safer. 
Better yet, the road is really two general purpose lanes with a suicide turn lane in the middle, broken up in a few places by planting strips 
that divide the road - removing the handful of planters, and removing the turn lanes would allow for full bike lanes to be installed in both 
directions. 
Another thought is completing the trail to 41st - a two way bike path on the west side of the road may be possible if the fence were moved 
over a few feet from the existing trail to Target. Going south from there, it seems there is room next to the existing sidewalk in front of the 
self storage and apartment properties. I suspect a trail next to the sidewalk would be within the existing road right of way and not 
encroach on the properties.

BN-6 3/25/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally Not that important Never I do not like the idea of sharing a lane with busses as they frequently take liberties with cars and bikes. They OWN the road in a very scary 
aggressive way.  If you put us close to busses, there must be signage- they would rush a recreational rider and turning is a hazard.  
Something is better than nothing, but clear signage and probably better to have a protected bike lane that the bus stays out of vs a road 
sharing.   LOVE double protected lane paint.

BN-6 3/21/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally Not that important Never Important to always put the LARGE bike sharrow.  No Bike Image or the teeny tiny ones are not seen by bikers or drivers.   Make the lane 
well marked please.

BN-6 3/27/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally Neutral Never This, along with one of the southern routes, could be one of the best ways for me to get from the Factoria area to the 520 bike trail.

BN-6 3/28/2016 Yes Probably not Unlikely Infrequently Not that important Never While I can see the necessity of connecting to the Lake Hills Connector route, it's unfortunate that this plan overlooks much-needed and 
relatively painless improvements for access to Wilburton Hill Park and the Botanical Garden via 124th Ave NE.

BN-6 3/21/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally Very unimportant Never

BN-6 3/21/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Infrequently Not that important Never

BN-6 3/23/2016 Maybe Yes Possibly Occassionally Very unimportant Never

BN-6 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Possibly About once per 
week

Not that important Never
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BN-7 3/24/2016 Probably not Probably not Definitely About once per 
week

I bike in this area and it is just a neighborhood street, I have never felt unsafe biking there. I don't think improvements are necessary here.

BN-7 3/25/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Daily
BN-7 4/12/2016 Probably not Maybe Possibly Occassionally Section 1 - There are only 3 houses on this short street. Two of them have gravel off street where people can park. There is also street 

parking around the corner on 59th. I would think the street parking could be vacated and dedicated bike lanes would fit within the 37 ft 
street width. 
Section 2 - This might be a good stop gap solution. But a better solution would be a paved path along the pipeline trail between 59th and 
56th. Then continued paving from 60th to Newcastle Way. This is an excellent off street connection from Newport Hills to Newcastle, but 
it's muddy and has standing water in winter which is difficult for walkers. Also, the rough path only works well for mountain bikes.  
A paved path along this pipeline trail right of way should be a high priority for the city.

BN-8 3/25/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally To help families and those of all abilities, intersection bike boxes allow bikers to go through the intersection first and calmly with cars able 
to easily see them and they tend to go slower and all bikes traversing time.   A protected bike lane or atleast a GREEN sharrow vs just 
slower speed, helps cars to know serious and bikers to easily follow the marked bath to a destination which makes adventure riding easier.

BN-9 3/17/2016 Probably not Yes Unlikely Occassionally This looks like just sharrows... not very effective and the parking area that we travel though to get to the 520 trail isn't bike friendly.

BN-9 3/18/2016 Not at all Probably not Definitely Daily You're connecting the bike access to near the bridge on 24th & 520 where there should be bike access.
My biggest problem here is there's a fence between viewpoint park and the bike path!!! Seriously? Why's there a fence along the 520 path 
at all? (except where there's a dangerous hill or something).
Provide access from the viewpoint park, and then the 520 path connects these places that are trying to be connected.

BN-9 3/21/2016 Yes Yes No way Occassionally
BN-9 3/25/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally 140th absolutely has lots of car traffic during rush hour and it has lots of bikers.  There is a MISSING Link of protected bike lane heading 

north past 24th (I believe it is) all the way up to where a great protected bike lane starts again.  It would be GREAT to reconfigure the strip 
between the sidewalk and road to create a designaged and continued bike lane.  Til then the green sharrows help, but need to go all the 
way up the MISSING protected lane of 140th.   Also- need Directional Signage from 140th and a painted or well marked way to access the 
520 trail.  We found it behind buildings when walking our dog and had no idea this trail access was located there.  The area needs to be 
cleaned of glass and debris also so more know how to find it and not get a flat tire.   All cross walks of 140th should have the bright striped 
cross walk area vs just the 2 lines.  140th is very busy and could be greatly improved to make it safer as an excellent and well used 
North/South route for bikers and walkers.  Also over the sidewalk in the missing link area, needs trees/bushes trimmed and a light as the 
area is dark but lots use it to walk and bike.  Great to make safer as folks want to use this even more.

BN-10 3/21/2016 Yes Unlikely About once per 
week

BN-10 3/26/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Several times per 
week

BN-11 3/18/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely About once per 
week

BN-11 4/6/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Daily Great linkage. Needs good wayfinding signs for bikers to find it
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BN-12 3/22/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Several times per 
week

Not that important Infrequently All good suggestions - being safe on bike won't be just matter of luck.

BN-12 3/25/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally Not that important Never Best north-south bike path in terms of grade. Needs a bike lane.

BN-12 3/20/2016 Maybe Maybe Definitely Several times per 
week

Not that important Never Crntly. use 156th from Eastgate Wy. to SE 16th, over to 164th, then up to NE 4th.  Bike lanes would be nice, could make it preferable to 
take 156th to 4th instead.  Climbing from Eastgate Wy. on the sidewalk is OK, then wide shoulders/trails are fairly useful.  Current options 
in this area are far better than many Bellevue routes.

BN-12 3/17/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally Not that important Never I don't think I'd use segment 1... too busy a street and unprotected bike lanes would make it more challenging to take a full lane from 
vehicle traffic. 
Typeo speed limit isn't 230MPH.
When this project gets close to NE 8th St sharrows will be insufficient I won't bike here I'd deviate to a nearby residential road.

BN-12 3/21/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely About once per 
week

Very unimportant Never I don't understand the on-street parking question. Is that directed at bike users riding in the parking lane, or drivers parking there?

BN-12 3/27/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Infrequently Very unimportant Never I have lived in 98007 for 15 years.  During that time I have regularly biked to work in Issaquah and Newcastle.  I have also regularly biked to 
Redmond and Downtown Bellevue for recreation.
I think all portions of this project will enhance safety with the exception of part 3.  I would be concerned about the safety of a separated 
bike lane in the downhill section north of SE 24th St.  I would be going a minimum of 25mph in that section and I would not take the risk of 
encountering an obstruction (e.g. tree branch) and being unable to merge into the general purpose lane.

BN-12 3/24/2016 Yes Maybe Definitely Occassionally Not that important Never I used to commute on this street daily. I don't bike as often on the eastside now that I live in Seattle but I do bike on this road and will 
continue to do so.
NE 6th to NE 4th currently is a bit scary. This plan looks like a notable improvement. Not sure why a bike is painted on the uphand side and 
not on the downhill side. 4' is still not a lot of space.
Approaching NE 8th from the south I currently go on the sidewalk rather than taking the lane because it feels unsafe to take a lane. I would 
continue to go on the sidewalk at this location even after this plan is implemented. 
How are bus stops handled with the seperated bike lane?
Looks like typos in the pdf: 
* I'm assuming you mean NE 8th not SE 8th in the street view image
* The map numbers are 5-8 and the street view image numbers are 1-4

BN-12 3/20/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Infrequently Very important Never I'd like to see even less parking on this street.  Riding next to parked cars where someone could open a door at any moment does not feel 
safe.

BN-12 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely About once per 
week

Very unimportant Never

BN-12 3/26/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Several times per 
week

Not that important Never

BN-13 3/19/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Infrequently Not that important Never There is virtually no on street parking on this street. A sidewalk and a bike path are needed.
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BN-13 3/19/2016 Not at all Not at all No way Never Not that important Occassionally There should be limited parking on this street if it is to be to apart of the bicycle initiative. There should also be stop signs and no bike lane 
sharing with cars. There should be a separate pathway for cars and pedestrians for safety and use sake.

BN-13 3/19/2016 Not at all Not at all Possibly Occassionally Not that important Never

BN-13 3/22/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Several times per 
week

Not that important Never

BN-14 3/21/2016 Maybe Maybe Definitely Infrequently As shown in your own photo of the existing lanes, debris accumulates on the curb side of the bike lanes.  If you're going to put in delineator 
posts, be sure you have a narrow sweeper with frequent scheduled cleaning, since moving cars further from the curb reduces the wind that 
helps sweep debris out of the left side of the bike lane.

BN-14 3/23/2016 Yes Yes No way Occassionally
BN-14 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally As it is now, Coal Creek Parkway is downright scary on a bike!!!
BN-14 3/24/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Several times per 

week
BN-14 3/24/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally Given the 40 mph speed limit, I generally avoid this road. I would use it with the buffering.
BN-14 3/25/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally
BN-14 3/27/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally need more safety on this major highway.  Cars get too close for comfort and often drift into the bike lane.
BN-14 4/12/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally This is way better. Existing bike lanes are scary scary scary. I ride them but I don't like it. Additional buffer and reflector/flags are great. 

Heading northwest, there is still an issue at 124th where it's not convenient to leave the bike lane and takes a long time to cross to the 
wide sidewalk. Anyone going north to Lake Wa Blvd or the I-90 trail are probably just as likely to take a general purpose lane and go under 
I405 on the road, rather than wait to cross at several crosswalks and get onto the Lake Wa trail on the other side of the freeway when they 
only ride a short section of trail before being dumped back onto Lake Wa Blvd. My only point here is that this interchange is a big slow 
mess and while you can navigate it slowly as a bike pedestrian, if you are trying to just get somewhere it makes just as much sense to act 
like a car and zoom downhill towards the lake. With that in mind, it might make more sense to figure out a way to make some on street 
bike lanes if the road could be reconfigured to do so.

BN-15 3/18/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely About once per 
week

BN-15 3/24/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally This would be a very nice improvement.
BN-15 4/12/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally Bike lane separators like this are great. 

Where the bike lane goes off road onto the sidewalk path, the stripe should go all the way to the curb and should have some signs to clarify 
if you take the path, you'll end up on Newport Way. Otherwise people will jump out into the right turn lane with the cars to get around the 
corner onto Newport Way. I've done this several times because I can't tell where the path goes (maybe just to the church?).

BN-16 3/25/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally
BN-16 4/12/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally This is a great connection. The rest of Lakemont Blvd is pretty good for bicycle travel. 

If the city could work with Newcastle to improve Newcastle Golf Club road, that would be a huge help as well. This route is much easier for 
getting around Somerset hill than taking Forest Drive, but it feels less safe as some of the sections of Newcastle Golf Club Road are narrow 
with negligible shoulder.
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BN-17 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Daily Neutral Infrequently Existing bike lanes are OK, but division will improve safety with children.
BN-17 3/27/2016 Probably not Probably not Unlikely Infrequently Very unimportant Never I have lived in 98007 for 15 years.  During that time I have regularly biked to work in Issaquah and Newcastle.  I have also regularly biked to 

Redmond and Downtown Bellevue for recreation.
Part 3 of this project is the only part I believe is worth doing.
In this case I believe conversion of a conventional bike lane to a separated bike lane will decrease safety.  Inevitably a tree branch or some 
other hazard will find its way into the separated bike lane and cyclists will not be able to merge into the general purpose lane to avoid it.
I am also not a fan of narrow separated bike lanes anytime a cyclist is going downhill.  Speed makes avoiding hazards even more difficult 
and many novice cyclists are not stable enough to stay in a narrow lane (especially if they hit a bump).

BN-17 3/18/2016 Yes Maybe Possibly Occassionally Not that important Never The protected bike lanes here are great. How we keep them clear of debris? Are bikes visible enough from the driveways and the 
uncontrolled intersections?

BN-17 3/25/2016 Maybe Maybe Definitely Daily Neutral Never The section between 164th and 160th is residential and the people will balk at removing on street parking there.  The section between 
160th and 156th is also residential, but is also a steep hill so on-street parking is used less and a separated bike lane would be good.  
Between 156th and 148th, separate bike lanes are necessary, I've lost count of the number of times I have to tap on car windows while 
cycling to tell them to keep out of the bicycle lane.

BN-17 3/17/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally Not that important Never

BN-17 3/20/2016 Yes Yes Definitely About once per 
week

Very important Never

BN-17 3/21/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely About once per 
week

Not that important Never

BN-17 4/14/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Daily Not that important Never

BN-18 3/19/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Several times per 
week

Not that important Occassionally 1) why cant you get rid of the planting strip median?
2) people o nly use ne 1st there to loop around trolling for parking. be bold & close it off to cars, or at least make it one of those streets 
thats hard for cars but good for bikes & peds. it'd fit right in with dt park.

BN-18 3/21/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Daily Not that important Infrequently Currently, there are parts of the route from 108th to 112th that have parking on both sides that is not represented.

BN-18 3/23/2016 Not at all Not at all Unlikely Infrequently Very unimportant Never Most critical need in Bellevue is dedicated bike lanes to connect Bellevue Transit Center to businesses east of I-405 and north of I-90.  
Sharrows will not improve safety for cyclists attempting to use transit as part of daily commute.

BN-18 3/25/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally Very unimportant Occassionally Narrow protected bike lanes and sharrowed roads are not that safe.  I would ask that you include signage that "Bikes have equal Rights to 
the Road" vs the ineffective and confusing "Share the Road" sign.  I would ask for green bike boxes at the front of cars at intersections with 
the CARS STOP HERE behind bikes.

BN-18 3/24/2016 Maybe Yes Definitely Several times per 
week

Very important Infrequently On-street parking is vital to encouraging pedestrian traffic. Business parking has a "no walk-off" policy. That's why Bellevue is a mall-
focused city: there's no pedestrian traffic outside.

BN-18 3/23/2016 Maybe Maybe Definitely Occassionally Neutral Occassionally Remember - sharrows don't work on steep uphill sections of road. Bikes are slower than cars. So section 3 needs to be reworked here.

BN-18 3/25/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally Somewhat 
important

Infrequently the project idea appears to be missing information for the block from 105th ave and Bellevue Way (104th ave)

BN-18 4/9/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Infrequently Very unimportant Infrequently The project will improve safety for bikers; a pity about the topography of NE 2nd...
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BN-18 3/18/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Daily Neutral Never This is a steep uphill section to downtown Bellevue.  A sharrow with cars backed up and crawling up hills behind bikes on a hill climb seems 
inappropriate.

BN-18 3/28/2016 Probably not Maybe Possibly Occassionally Not that important Never This is like Solomon and the baby: wouldn't it be better to have one live baby than two sawn halves of a baby?
There must be continuous bike lanes on at least one east-west street in downtown Bellevue, all the way from 100th Ave to 114th Ave. 
Instead of marked shared lanes on both Main and NE 2nd St, pick one for bike lanes  (probably 2nd) and leave the other one alone.

BN-18 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Several times per 
week

Neutral Never This would be a great safe route from East to downtown Bellevue along a not-very-busy road.
Thanks!
Dan

BN-18 3/21/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Several times per 
week

Very unimportant Occassionally

BN-18 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Several times per 
week

Very unimportant Never

BN-18 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Daily Not that important Infrequently

BN-18 3/30/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally Neutral Never
BN-19 3/18/2016 Maybe Maybe Definitely Occassionally
BN-19 3/18/2016 Not at all Not at all No way Infrequently There is no improvement in this idea.  shadows will not help anything.  People fly down this road and a little paint of a bicycle on the 

pavement will do nothing to encourage cycling or make folks safer.  Perhaps a bi-directional cycle track to the south side ofNE 24th St 
would be good.  At least widen the road to allow for a bike lane and have a traffic circle or some speed bumps (like on 108th Ave NE 
between NE 12th St and NE 24th St).  Sharrows might be ok IF there are some significant traffic calming (read: slowing).

BN-19 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Several times per 
week

Currently there is no shoulder and bikes are forced into traffic here. Commuters headed West on 520 use this neighborhood road to avoid 
congestion on the freeway. They this road to cut through the neighborhoods! They avoid the freeway by using this road.

BN-19 3/25/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally Need signage in addition to Green Sharrow so drivers know Bikes have Right to road.... just saying Bikes are here, still implies to drivers... 
"fine, just get off the road into glass or debris or storm drain holes or potholes so I can go by uninterrupted".  Drivers race car driving on 
residential roads already know you are there, they just thing "they own the road" that you may be on.

BN-20 3/19/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Several times per 
week

BN-20 3/21/2016 Yes Maybe Possibly Occassionally
BN-20 3/22/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely About once per 

week
BN-20 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Possibly About once per 

week
Vehicles speed on this stretch of 24th Street near the 520 Bike Access Trail.  The speed limit is 30mph but there is only 1 sign.  We need 
speed mitigation, a "slow" sign or a reminder of speed limit especially coming down the hill towards Northup.

BN-20 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Daily The downhill section close to Northrup is pretty fast.  Better to flag the street with Sharrows rather than a dedicated bike lane.
BN-20 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Possibly About once per 

week
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BN-20 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Definitely About once per 
week

BN-20 3/23/2016 Not at all Not at all Definitely Several times per 
week

NO NO NO!!!
This change will make riding on this street MORE DANGEROUS!!!!!!!
Really?? Putting bollards next to a bike lane where downhill speeds approach the speed limit??? What are you smoking??? Bicyclists will be 
seriously injured with your plan.
In addition, note that residents put their trashcans on the bike lane on Fridays, so bikes have to swerve into the traffic lane anyway.

BN-20 3/25/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Daily Great to see this missing link is being filled in for 520 trail!!!!
BN-20 3/27/2016 Probably not Probably not Definitely Several times per 

week
There is nothing wrong with this section of road. It is right near where I live, and I ride it frequently. Better to spend the money elsewhere.

BN-20 3/28/2016 Probably not Maybe Definitely Daily Upgrading to a protected lane is always a step up, although this section has a wide enough roadway that there isn't much danger to cyclists 
currently.
While it's nice to extend the WB bike lane all the way to Northup Way, this increases the potential for bicycle-car conflict while turning 
onto WB Northup. At the Northup & 24th intersection, cyclists traveling from 24th St to the western continuation of the 520 trail have had 
two choices: 1) turn right into the WB Northup shoulder lane and cross right-turning traffic at 116th Ave NE, or 2) merge with cars turning 
right from 24th to Northup, to reach the WB Northup through lane. The new Northup Way configuration, currently being built in the 
Northup Way Corridor Improvements, will preserve the dangerous lane-cross at 116th. By extending the 24th street bike lane here, it 
encourages cyclists to use the dangerous Northup Way bike lane. To effect a comprehensive improvement to this section, move the entire 
WB Northup bike lane east of 116th from the shoulder to between the through lane and right-turn lane - all the way to 24th St - so that 
cyclists have a safe lane to turn into.

BN-20 3/30/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Occassionally
BN-21 3/18/2016 Maybe Maybe Unlikely Never Bicyclists are currently not using the bike lanes that we have already built. I routinely see bicyclists riding on the road - even when there are 

bike lanes available. It is not a good expenditure of our scarce resources to invest in bike lanes for a small percentage of the population 
that rides bikes when we have higher priorities that benefit more people.

BN-21 3/21/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally
BN-21 3/21/2016 Maybe Yes Unlikely About once per 

week
BN-21 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally
BN-21 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Daily
BN-21 3/25/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Several times per 

week
140th absolutely has a Missing Link as there is a protected bike lane to N and one to S.  This is heavily walked and biked.  Absolutely needs 
a protected bike lane and long term the shrub median btw sidewalk and road needs to be taken out and a more substantial protected bike 
lane needs to be added on both sides.  This is a very popular commuting and recreational run/bike N/S corridor.  This 40th/140th 
intersection is BAD as walkers and some bikers heading N have to cross from the east to jump onto the trail on the west side.  Need striped 
cross walk.  Traffic backs up here like crazy as cars turning to go to MS as a back street access.  This little cozy segment of street sadly needs 
to be wider and safer the way it is to the N or S.  Also, it can become very hard to pull out on this road from driveways.   Please do come 
during rush hour.  There will be a lot going on, but definitely 140th could be a huge asset to safe route N/S if you work on it.
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BN-22 3/18/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally
BN-22 3/18/2016 Not at all Not at all No way Never
BN-22 3/19/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally The problem here is that the road would have to be widened - again. We don't need our neighborhood turned into a bunch of 4 Â½ lane 

roads. What we need are separate, dedicated bike trails.
BN-22 3/20/2016 Maybe Maybe Unlikely Occassionally This route might gain some appeal once the current Northup improvement is complete.  However, lack of a preferable route east of 140th 

will limit it's utility to East Bellevue & SW Redmond cyclists.  I will most likely continue to use Bel-Red.
BN-22 3/21/2016 Yes Yes No way Several times per 

week
BN-22 3/21/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally Northup is a major thoroughfare in Bellevue.  If the new 520 bridge has a bike lane, this will be a great way to feel safe biking from Bellevue 

neighborhoods to the bridge, and it will allow bikers to have a safe and quick way to get to the north parts of Seattle.

BN-22 3/22/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely About once per 
week

BN-22 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally
BN-22 3/25/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally Signage is absolutely needed so busses do not intimidate bikers and for right hand turns so cars LOOK back to see if biker coming up in bike 

lane.   Intersections must have bike boxes with cars STOP Behind HERE signage.
BN-22 3/28/2016 Yes Yes Definitely About once per 

week
This could be a boon to businesses along Northup Way, with more customers coming by bicycle. 

Because of the frequency of driveways and parking lots along this section, for maximum safety the bike lanes will need to be well signed, 
and have green pavement markings to alert drivers to watch and stop for bicycles.

BN-23 3/18/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally Any chance we could remove a general purpose lane or a turn lane to allow protected bike lanes or something off the road completely.

BN-23 3/18/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Infrequently I rode this section once and it was nerve-racking for someone who is fairly adventurous.  I applaud you for adding bicycle facilities to this 
stretch of road.

BN-23 3/18/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Daily Connection from Lake Hills Connector to 132nd Ave has a lane barrier which causes vehicles to edge near cyclists and is precarious with 
wider vehicles like trucks and buses  Please expand that section of road. 

Bike lane ends immediately before the connection from 132nd Ave to Lake Hills Connector and is therefore dangerous particularly during 
rush hour where there are no breaks in traffic for a cyclist to merge into the main road. Please extend the bike lane all the way to the 
intersection.

BN-23 3/21/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally
BN-23 3/23/2016 Yes Unlikely Several times per 

week
Dedicated bike lanes to Eastgate businesses will help improve bike commuting, but needs to connect to dedicated bike lanes serving 
Bellevue Transit Center.

BN-23 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally This is a good candidate for cycling improvements.
BN-23 3/25/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally
BN-23 3/27/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely About once per 

week
BN-23 3/27/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally This is a key route to get from Factoria to the 520 bike path.
BN-23 3/28/2016 Yes Yes Definitely About once per 

week



Project Idea Created
(DD/MM/
YYYY)

Do you think 
that this 
facility
would make 
it feel safer 
to bicycle
here?

Do you think
this facility
would help
connect 
peopleon 
bicycles to 
the places 
they
want to go?

How likely 
are  you to
bicycle here 
if this bicycle
facility is NOT 
implemented?

How often 
would you
bicycle here 
if the 
candidate 
project is 
implemented?

How important 
is the on-street 
parking along 
the portions 
of this street 
impacted by
this candidate 
project to you?

How often 
do you use 
the on-street
parking along 
the portions 
of this street
impacted by 
this candidate
project?

Comments?

BN-23 4/9/2016 Maybe Yes Unlikely Infrequently Solid project.  Please ditch the bollards.
BN-24 4/12/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally Very unimportant Never I didn't even think you could park here. I thought they were just wide shoulders. 

Marking these for bicycles, along with the updates on 119th and 56th to the west would be really great for connecting the neighborhood.

BN-24 4/12/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally Very unimportant Never I didn't even think you could park here. I thought they were just wide shoulders. 
Marking these for bicycles, along with the updates on 119th and 56th to the west would be really great for connecting the neighborhood.

BN-25 3/19/2016 Maybe Maybe Possibly About once per 
week

BN-25 3/20/2016 Maybe Probably not No way Never I think the section west of 139th Ave SE is low priority, and the section of SE Eastgate Way from 139th to 148th will mostly be used for local 
access.  We're better off directing bicyclists over onto SE 36th St, and improving that corridor to the Lake Washington trails.  For example, 
improving bicycle access to the HOV overpass at Eastgate P&R.

BN-25 3/20/2016 Maybe Maybe Definitely Several times per 
week

I currently use 36th from 90 trail, reqs. only 1 major xing in Factoria.  Bike lanes from 148th to 156th could be useful if weaves can be 
managed.  Would have to be better than ex. w.-bound sidewalk to be attractive.  Main sidewalk concern is Sunset Village main access, 
people not looking both ways.

BN-25 3/21/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Infrequently Suspect your software does not illustrate transit buses to scale -- width including mirrors is 10'6", so the bus on segment 1 should be shown 
hanging beyond its lane lines.  May not be significant in this case unless buses meet head-on, but a transit bus doesn't physically fit in a 10-
foot lane.
Segment 3 looks like a huge improvement, many drivers expect bikes to hug the curb until veering out of the right-turn-only lanes at the 
last minute -- make it clear that through cyclists belong left of the RTO lanes.
Segment 4 layouts show sharp, last-minute veering across right-turning traffic, bikes should move left earlier so they're visible before 
drivers need to devote their attention to the turn.  As shown, the design would be a serious right-hook risk.

BN-25 3/21/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally I currently ride on 36th but the bike lane disappears.  The Bellevue Honda trucks including their car carriers park right on the bike lane.   
Bellevue Police need to start giving them tickets...   But, if the lane on the other side of the freeway is open, then the 36th lane could be 
closed.  36th needs to be closed or the bike lane needs to be enforced.  Right now it is too dangerous.

BN-25 3/21/2016 Yes Yes No way Occassionally
BN-25 3/22/2016 Yes Unlikely About once per 

week
BN-25 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Several times per 

week
Dedicated bike lanes serving Eastgate businesses will improve bike commuting, but needs to be connected to dedicated bike lanes serving 
Bellevue Transit Center.

BN-25 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Several times per 
week

BN-25 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely About once per 
week

BN-25 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Several times per 
week

This is an important one to work on!

BN-25 3/25/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally



Project Idea Created
(DD/MM/
YYYY)

Do you think 
that this 
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would make 
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here?

Do you think
this facility
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How likely 
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bicycle here 
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parking along 
the portions 
of this street
impacted by 
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Comments?

BN-25 3/26/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Several times per 
week

BN-25 3/27/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Several times per 
week

BN-25 3/27/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Several times per 
week

Getting from the I-90 trail to 156th Ave when traveling in an easterly direction is very difficult.  Traveling west there is a path along the road 
but not east.

BN-25 3/30/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally
BN-25 4/9/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Infrequently Please ditch the bollards; I don't feel they enhance safety.  How can I avoid debris in the bike lane if bollards prevent me from merging into 

the general traffic lane?
BN-25 4/12/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally This is great. When taking the Mountains to Sound Greenway trail along I-90, I've often just stayed on Eastgate, crossing to the other 

trailhead at Richards Road. This ares seems less busy than the south side of I-90 and having the bike lanes marked will be great. Especially 
since this shows the full length of this having extra wide lines with the cross marks in them along with reflector flags. 
Just make sure to include signage, possibly including mileage where the trail dumps you out onto this road. That way you know you can 
follow the bike lanes to Bellevue college, Factoria, or the rest of the I-90 trail. The more signs the better (even along this route, not just at 
the start or end).

BN-26 4/12/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally This makes getting to Tyee, the Newport Library, and the I-90 trail to Issaquah from Newport Hills, much easier. It works even better to 
help coming back west and trying to get off Newport Way onto Factoria Blvd. This green lane is really nice.

BN-27 3/19/2016 Yes Yes Definitely About once per 
week

BN-27 3/21/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally
BN-27 3/21/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally this is the safest way currently to get to lake Sammamish/Issaquah from factoria/eastgate and there are several sections that are very 

dangerous with no bike shoulder at all.
BN-27 3/22/2016 Yes Yes No way About once per 

week
BN-27 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Occassionally Take a good look at the current conditions of the pavement where the separated bike lane would be place on the I-90 side of the road.  

Don't leave the rough edge of previous paving or raised manhole covers in the middle of the separated bike lane.
BN-27 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Possibly About once per 

week
Newport Way would be safer for cyclists with these improvements.

BN-27 3/23/2016 Probably not Not at all Unlikely Never This parallels the new off-road Mountains to Sound Bike way which is in the planning stages. To be implemented this year. This is 
redundant. Staying on Newport Way would mean more hills.

BN-27 3/27/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally Not safe to get through the tunnel now!
BN-27 4/6/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Several times per 

week
Very important high traffic bike corridor. Currently extremely dangerous with no room for bikes and bad sight lines for cars to pass.

BN-27 4/9/2016 Maybe Maybe Definitely Several times per 
week

Newport Way is part of my route to work.  I connect to Newport via the I-90 Pedestrian Overpass and and continue to Issaquah.
I don't feel like Newport Way East of the Pedestrian Overpass is a high priority for improvements.  The street has low-traffic and generous 
shoulders.  Areas West of the Pedestrian Overpass could stand to be improved.

BN-27 4/12/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally This is great. I've gone this way a few times and while the road was not too busy, marking the bike lanes would be really nice. And dividing 
the bike lanes from the street and adding a place to walk on the elevated road (section 2) will be great as well.



Project Idea Created
(DD/MM/
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Do you think 
that this 
facility
would make 
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this candidate
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Comments?

BN-28 3/19/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Daily
BN-28 3/21/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Daily Section 4 of this route needs to have the bike lane in them middle especially for the right turn lane as the cyclist heads up the hill. Cars will 

try to overtake and the cyclist will be squeezed out before they can make a right onto Somerset Blvd which would be dangerous for the 
cyclist. I do this every work day I ride home.

BN-28 3/25/2016 Yes Yes Definitely About once per 
week

Bike lane should be on uphill side only.

BN-28 4/12/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Infrequently Adding these bike lanes is a great idea allowing people to slowly pedal uphill while staying out of traffic and not having to swerve around 
parked cars. Thumbs up!

I've ridden up to Somerset Elementary a few times and with these markings I might prefer to go this way instead of up Highland Drive.

BN-29 3/25/2016 Maybe Maybe Definitely Occassionally
NB-1 3/18/2016 Not at all Not at all Unlikely Never I don't really understand this project proposal with 164th so close. If a choice is necessary I'd pick more investment in 164th over any 

bikeway designation here.
NB-1 3/19/2016 Maybe Yes Definitely About once per 

week
NB-1 3/20/2016 Probably not Probably not Unlikely Never I've experimented with this route and personally find 164th to be superior.  Some might prefer this as a lower traffic alternative.  I find the 

needless grades and stops to be a disincentive.
NB-1 3/21/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally I don't see any info about what the proposed project is for this section. However, any bike lane addition would make it more attractive to 

me
NB-1 3/23/2016 Maybe Maybe Possibly Occassionally It isn't clear what improvement is proposed. Having a through route off main streets would be a good idea if it is clearly marked as a bicycle 

street.
NB-1 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Several times per 

week
Another important N/S route to get people to and from Microsoft

NB-1 3/24/2016 Probably not Maybe Definitely Several times per 
week

I don't see any actual plans in that PDF -- basically just a highlighted section of the map, a few photos, and some general information. What 
would actually occur?
"how likely ... if it's NOT" and "how often ... if it IS" -- shouldn't these be more similar to compare? E.g. how likely for both, or how often for 
both.

NB-2 3/23/2016 Probably not Probably not Definitely Infrequently This covers very lightly traveled residential streets so bike lane funds would be better spent elsewhere.
NB-2 3/24/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Daily I don't see any proposed changes for this project? (I did click the orange button and pull up the project page.) Lake Heights Street off 119th 

is treacherous for bikes and pedestrians, sidewalks would be a hugely appreciated improvement! Sidewalks on the west side of 119th Av SE 
would also be an amazing improvement. I don't bike on the sidewalks, but frequently walk in this neighborhood, as do my three children.

NB-2 3/25/2016 Not at all Not at all Definitely Occassionally
NB-2 3/26/2016 Maybe Yes Definitely About once per 

week
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NB-2 4/12/2016 Maybe Yes Definitely Occassionally Marking this route will be the biggest benefit as it bypasses the more congested 119th Ave. This is most helpful for southbound bicycles 
that are slowly going uphill. It would help cyclists unfamiliar with the neighborhood make their way through the winding streets. 
An important part of this would be signs to tell bicycles where they are going (including distance to those points) - for example at the north 
end you could tell users to turn off 119th and say where the path leads - 
Newport Heights Elementary 0.9mi, 
Jing Mei Elementary 1.6mi, 
Newport Hills Shopping Center 1.3mi. 
Or even points further south like Newcastle 2.8mi (via the pipeline trail). 
At the south end where 56th intersects with 119th, there is a bit of a question for cyclists as the best route to follow. If going to Newcastle, 
taking 119th, to 60th, to 123rd has the least hills. But continuing on 56th to the pipeline trail has the least traffic. Some info about that 
would be helpful.

NB-3 3/21/2016 What's the proposal? Cars definitely drive around here quick and the entrances to Somerset Dr from Somerset Blvd and Forest Dr are a 
little more dangerous because they have islands between the two car lanes meaning the cyclist needs to take the lane. The one off Forest is 
the worst because it is a steep hill and there are trees making it tougher for drivers whipping around the corner to see a cyclist.

NB-4 3/18/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Several times per 
week

NB-4 3/18/2016 Probably not Maybe Definitely Several times per 
week

The section of this route south of SE 10th St is fine, but the northern portion has such steep hills that very few cyclists will ride this way.  
The real problem is the lack of a connection that's even close to flat between the 104th Ave/SE 10th intersection by the garden center up 
to the 102nd ave/SE 6th intersection.  North/south biking on the west side of Bellevue will never be practical until there is a bike route 
along Bellevue Way which runs along the only geographically flat route through the area.

NB-4 3/18/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Several times per 
week

Not sure what the suggested improvements are for this stretch, but it could use some form of markings.

NB-4 3/18/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally This is a big improvement over the current bike routing along Killarney Way SE.  While the current routing is acceptable s.b. (downhill), I 
have never ridden n.b. on Killarney Way due to the steepness and lack of dedicated facilities.

NB-4 3/19/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Several times per 
week

i dont really see th eproposal....

NB-4 3/21/2016 Maybe Maybe Definitely Infrequently Already fairly safe.  Better traffic enforcement would do more than paint to make it feel safer.
NB-4 3/21/2016 Maybe Maybe Possibly Occassionally It's unclear what the plan is.
NB-4 3/21/2016 Maybe Yes Unlikely Occassionally connecting the eastgate neighbor hoods to downtown Bellevue in a safe fashion is a great idea
NB-4 3/22/2016 Maybe Maybe Possibly Occassionally No improvements were displayed on Project PDF.  No comment
NB-4 3/23/2016 Probably not Probably not Unlikely Infrequently Much too squirrelly route to be practical for bike commuting.  Could be a good recreational connector thru neighbourhoods, but not bike 

friendly connections at either end.
NB-4 3/23/2016 Probably not Maybe Definitely About once per 

week
Not clear what improvements are planned. Great route for biking. I use parts of it today without issues.

NB-4 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally
NB-4 3/23/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely Occassionally Connecting to the I-90 is critical
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NB-4 3/24/2016 Definitely Infrequently What are proposed changes for this area? The attached document just talks about current conditions.

I don't bike here very often (it's out of the way for me) but I always greatly enjoy it whenever I do.
NB-4 3/24/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Several times per 

week
NB-4 3/25/2016 Yes Yes Definitely Occassionally Still like to see bike lane, worst case sharrows.  They help bikers to know where to go and that this is a designated effort to SAFE route.  

Also tells residence that this street will absolutely have bikers daily and it is NOT a race track.  Lowering speed limits that are NOT followed 
are not effective, need road markings to say- YOU know that bikers are here and the city expects bikers here, so do not race on this road in 
your car.  You need more to help bikers find their way safely.

NB-4 3/25/2016 Maybe Yes Possibly Occassionally
NB-4 3/27/2016 Yes Yes Unlikely About once per 

week
NB-4 4/6/2016 Not at all Not at all No way Never Way too hilly!
NB-4 4/9/2016 Probably not Maybe Definitely Infrequently To make the connection to 108th I go down Bellevue Way. It is much easier and you're not on it for long. It seems a lot of work for a bike 

route that would be hillier, longer and would not, I expect, get much use. 
Seems like there are better places to spend money.

NB-4 4/12/2016 Yes Yes Possibly Occassionally I love how you could use this route when going around Lake Washington and you could avoid travel on 118th and 114th which don't feel 
very safe for inexperienced users. 
An important feature for this would be signs at both ends telling you where you are going - South end could have signs telling I-90 trail 
users that they can reach downtown Bellevue by this trail (2.5mi). Markings at the north end should point out the connection to the I-90 
trail. Also at the north end, it would help to point users toward other roads they can use to continue on the Lake Washington Bike loop 
(even if this is off the traditional route as some kind of bypass).
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BRIP Options Summary: 
Bicycle Facility Types 

and Estimated Installation Costs 
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BRIP Option 

Bicycle Facilities by BRIP Option and Generalized Facility Category 

Offstreet Paths

Separated Bike Lanes

Conventional Bike Lanes

Marked Shared Lanes

BRIP Options Summary 
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BRIP Options Summary 

BRIP 
Options 

Generalized Bicycle Facility Categories 
by BRIP Option (miles) All Facilities 

(miles) 

Estimated 
Installation 

Cost 
(Millions) 

Marked 
Shared Lanes 

Conventional 
Bike Lanes 

Separated 
Bike Lanes 

Offstreet 
Paths 

2.0 6.6 7.6 11.5 - 25.74 $5.6 

2.1 5.9 5.4 11.2 0.1 22.59 $6.1 

2.2 4.6 2.1 10.0 0.4 17.06 $6.2 

2.3 2.8 3.0 10.5 0.7 16.19 $6.2 

3.0 7.9 4.4 16.6 - 28.96 $5.8 

3.1 7.6 2.4 17.3 0.1 27.39 $6.6 

3.2 3.8 2.2 16.4 0.4 22.80 $7.3 

2023.1 16.8 12.0 21.2 - 50.26 $8.7 

2023.2 4.8 5.3 20.2 0.7 30.93 $9.4 

Note: All cost estimates reflect 2016 dollars 
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4 
BRIP Key Tradeoffs 

Key Tradeoffs: 

Downtown N-S bicycle facilities 
 108th Ave NE: 

– Primarily marked shared lanes 
– Follows direct, planned NS-1 route 

 NE 2nd St, 106th Ave NE, NE 12th St: 
– Continuous exclusive bicycle facilities 
– Deviation of one superblock from 

planned route 

Three Alternatives: 
1. No off-street path construction 

– Lowest cost ($0.16M), least protected 

2. Short off-street path 
– Higher cost ($1.73M), no connection to 

existing NE 12th St off-street path 

3. No off-street path construction 
– Highest cost ($2.79M) 
– Most connected and protected 
– Least resources available for 

supplementary access improvements 

1 

2 

3 



5 
BRIP Key Tradeoffs 

Key Tradeoffs: 

East Bellevue NS-5 Alignment 

1. 164th Ave: 
– Continuous separated bicycle facilities 

from SE 12th St to Northup Way 

– Direct, straight-line route 

– Displaces on-street parking where 
permitted from SE 12th St to Northup Way 

– Higher cost ($652k) 

2. 165th/166th Aves: 
– Marked shared lanes as part of a new 

neighborhood bikeway 

– Meandering route with two left turns 
and more challenging climbs 

– May require reconfiguration of multiple 
stop-controlled intersections 

– Lower cost ($88k) 

1 2 

1 

2 



6 
BRIP Key Tradeoffs 

Key Tradeoffs: 

Cross-City Connections 
1. 2 N-S / 2 E-W: 
 Continuous bicycle facilities…  

– spanning SR-520 and I-90 corridors 
– connecting I-90 Trail to 520 Trail 

through Downtown 
– connecting Eastgate to Redmond via 

the 164th corridor 

– No cross-city connections through 
central or south Bellevue 

– Cost for completing CCCs ranges from 
$2.04M to $5.32M depending on 
alignment 
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BRIP Key Tradeoffs 

Key Tradeoffs: 

Cross-City Connections 
1. 3 N-S / 3 E-W: 
 Continuous bicycle facilities…  

– spanning SR-520 and I-90 corridors 
– connecting I-90 Trail to 520 Trail 

through Downtown 
– connecting Bridle Trails to Somerset 

via Eastgate 
– connecting Eastgate to Redmond via 

the 164th corridor 
– spanning south Bellevue via SE 60th St, 

Forest Dr, and Lakemont Blvd SE 

– Cost for completing CCCs ranges from 
$3.68M to $6.97M depending on 
alignment 

– Generally, fewer resources remain to 
invest in supplemental access 
improvements 



BRIP Options Details: 
Constituent Project Ideas and 

Resulting Bicycle Networks 
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9 
BRIP Option 2.0 

Key Features: 

2 North-South cross-city connections 
 NS-1: Enatai to South Kirkland 

– 108th Ave, NE 24th St, 112th Ave NE 

 NS-5: Spirit Ridge to Sammamish River 
– 161st  Ave SE, SE 24th St, 168th Ave SE, 

SE 14th St, 166th Ave, 165th Ave,  
164th Ave NE, NE 30th St, 172nd Ave NE 

2 East-West cross-city connections 
 EW-1: 520 Trail 

– 520 Trail (west), Northup Way,  
NE 24th St, 520 Trail (east) 

 EW-4: Mountains to Sound Greenway 
– I-90 Trail (west), Richards Rd,  

SE Eastgate Way, I-90 Trail (east) 
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BRIP Option 2.0 

Key Features: 

2 North-South cross-city connections 
 NS-1: Enatai to South Kirkland 

– 108th Ave, NE 24th St, 112th Ave NE 

 NS-5: Spirit Ridge to Sammamish River 
– 161st  Ave SE, SE 24th St, 168th Ave SE, 

SE 14th St, 166th Ave, 165th Ave,  
164th Ave NE, NE 30th St, 172nd Ave NE 

2 East-West cross-city connections 
 EW-1: 520 Trail 

– 520 Trail (west), Northup Way,  
NE 24th St, 520 Trail (east) 

 EW-4: Mountains to Sound Greenway 
– I-90 Trail (west), Richards Rd,  

SE Eastgate Way, I-90 Trail (east) 
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Key Features: 

 $5.62M est. installation cost 
– $2.0M along CCCs 

– $3.6M for supplemental bike access 

 No off-street path construction 

 High level of supplemental 
bicycle access improvements 
 

Tradeoffs: 

 No dedicated N-S bicycle facility 
through Downtown 

 Indirect, hilly neighborhood 
route alternative for NS-5 

 Moderate level of bicycle 
improvements south of I-90 

BRIP Option 2.0 
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BRIP Option 2.0 

Key Features: 

 $5.62M est. installation cost 
– $2.0M along CCCs 

– $3.6M for supplemental bike access 

 No off-street path construction 

 High level of supplemental 
bicycle access improvements 
 

Tradeoffs: 

 No dedicated N-S bicycle facility 
through Downtown 

 Indirect, hilly neighborhood 
route alternative for NS-5 

 Moderate level of bicycle 
improvements south of I-90 
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BRIP Option 2.0 

Key Features: 

 $5.62M est. installation cost 
– $2.0M along CCCs 

– $3.6M for supplemental bike access 

 No off-street path construction 

 High level of supplemental 
bicycle access improvements 
 

Tradeoffs: 

 No dedicated N-S bicycle facility 
through Downtown 

 Indirect, hilly neighborhood 
route alternative for NS-5 

 Moderate level of bicycle 
improvements south of I-90 
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BRIP Option 2.1 

Key Features: 

2 North-South cross-city connections 
 NS-1: Enatai to South Kirkland 

– 108th Ave SE, NE 2nd St, 106th Ave NE, 
NE 12th St, 108th Ave NE, NE 24th St, 
112th Ave NE 

 NS-5: Spirit Ridge to Sammamish River 
– 161st  Ave SE, SE 24th St, 168th Ave SE, 

SE 14th St, 166th Ave, 165th Ave,  
164th Ave NE, NE 30th St, 172nd Ave NE 

2 East-West cross-city connections 
 EW-1: 520 Trail 

– 520 Trail (west), Northup Way,  
NE 24th St, 520 Trail (east) 

 EW-4: Mountains to Sound Greenway 
– I-90 Trail (west), Richards Rd,  

SE Eastgate Way, I-90 Trail (east) 
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BRIP Option 2.1 

Key Features: 

2 North-South cross-city connections 
 NS-1: Enatai to South Kirkland 

– 108th Ave SE, NE 2nd St, 106th Ave NE, 
NE 12th St, 108th Ave NE, NE 24th St, 
112th Ave NE 

 NS-5: Spirit Ridge to Sammamish River 
– 161st  Ave SE, SE 24th St, 168th Ave SE, 

SE 14th St, 166th Ave, 165th Ave,  
164th Ave NE, NE 30th St, 172nd Ave NE 

2 East-West cross-city connections 
 EW-1: 520 Trail 

– 520 Trail (west), Northup Way,  
NE 24th St, 520 Trail (east) 

 EW-4: Mountains to Sound Greenway 
– I-90 Trail (west), Richards Rd,  

SE Eastgate Way, I-90 Trail (east) 
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BRIP Option 2.1 

Key Features: 

 $6.15M est. installation cost 
– $3.6M along CCCs 

– $2.5M for supplemental bike access 

 Off-street path construction 
from 106th–108th Ave NE 

 Dedicated N-S bicycle facilities 
on 106th Ave NE in Downtown 

 Moderate level of supplemental 
bicycle access improvements 
 

Tradeoffs: 

 Indirect, hilly neighborhood 
route alternative for NS-5 

 Low level of bicycle 
improvements south of I-90 
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BRIP Option 2.1 

Key Features: 

 $6.15M est. installation cost 
– $3.6M along CCCs 

– $2.5M for supplemental bike access 

 Off-street path construction 
from 106th–108th Ave NE 

 Dedicated N-S bicycle facilities 
on 106th Ave NE in Downtown 

 Moderate level of supplemental 
bicycle access improvements 
 

Tradeoffs: 

 Indirect, hilly neighborhood 
route alternative for NS-5 

 Low level of bicycle 
improvements south of I-90 



18 
BRIP Option 2.1 

Key Features: 

 $6.15M est. installation cost 
– $3.6M along CCCs 

– $2.5M for supplemental bike access 

 Off-street path construction 
from 106th–108th Ave NE 

 Dedicated N-S bicycle facilities 
on 106th Ave NE in Downtown 

 Moderate level of supplemental 
bicycle access improvements 
 

Tradeoffs: 

 Indirect, hilly neighborhood 
route alternative for NS-5 

 Low level of bicycle 
improvements south of I-90 



19 
BRIP Option 2.2 

Key Features: 

2 North-South cross-city connections 
 NS-1: Enatai to South Kirkland 

– 108th Ave SE, NE 2nd St, 106th Ave NE, 
NE 12th St, 112th Ave NE 

 NS-5: Spirit Ridge to Sammamish River 
– 161st  Ave SE, SE 24th St, 168th Ave SE, 

SE 14th St, 166th Ave, 165th Ave,  
164th Ave NE, NE 30th St, 172nd Ave NE 

2 East-West cross-city connections 
 EW-1: 520 Trail 

– 520 Trail (west), Northup Way,  
NE 24th St, 520 Trail (east) 

 EW-4: Mountains to Sound Greenway 
– I-90 Trail (west), Richards Rd,  

SE Eastgate Way, I-90 Trail (east) 

 



20 
BRIP Option 2.2 

Key Features: 

2 North-South cross-city connections 
 NS-1: Enatai to South Kirkland 

– 108th Ave SE, NE 2nd St, 106th Ave NE, 
NE 12th St, 112th Ave NE 

 NS-5: Spirit Ridge to Sammamish River 
– 161st  Ave SE, SE 24th St, 168th Ave SE, 

SE 14th St, 166th Ave, 165th Ave,  
164th Ave NE, NE 30th St, 172nd Ave NE 

2 East-West cross-city connections 
 EW-1: 520 Trail 

– 520 Trail (west), Northup Way,  
NE 24th St, 520 Trail (east) 

 EW-4: Mountains to Sound Greenway 
– I-90 Trail (west), Richards Rd,  

SE Eastgate Way, I-90 Trail (east) 

 



21 
BRIP Option 2.2 

Key Features: 

 $6.21M est. installation cost 
– $4.9M along CCCs 

– $1.2M for supplemental bike access 

 Off-street path construction 
from 106th–112th Ave NE 

 Dedicated N-S bicycle facilities 
on 106th Ave NE in Downtown 

 

Tradeoffs: 

 Low level of supplemental 
bicycle access improvements 

 Indirect, hilly neighborhood 
route alternative for NS-5 

 Low level of bicycle 
improvements south of I-90 



22 
BRIP Option 2.2 

Key Features: 

 $6.21M est. installation cost 
– $4.9M along CCCs 

– $1.2M for supplemental bike access 

 Off-street path construction 
from 106th–112th Ave NE 

 Dedicated N-S bicycle facilities 
on 106th Ave NE in Downtown 

 

Tradeoffs: 

 Low level of supplemental 
bicycle access improvements 

 Indirect, hilly neighborhood 
route alternative for NS-5 

 Low level of bicycle 
improvements south of I-90 



23 
BRIP Option 2.2 

Key Features: 

 $6.21M est. installation cost 
– $4.9M along CCCs 

– $1.2M for supplemental bike access 

 Off-street path construction 
from 106th–112th Ave NE 

 Dedicated N-S bicycle facilities 
on 106th Ave NE in Downtown 

 

Tradeoffs: 

 Low level of supplemental 
bicycle access improvements 

 Indirect, hilly neighborhood 
route alternative for NS-5 

 Low level of bicycle 
improvements south of I-90 



24 
BRIP Option 2.3 

Key Features: 

2 North-South cross-city connections 
 NS-1: Enatai to South Kirkland 

– 108th Ave SE, NE 2nd St, 106th Ave NE, 
NE 12th St, 112th Ave NE 

 NS-5: Spirit Ridge to Sammamish River 
– 161st  Ave SE, SE 24th St, 168th Ave SE, 

SE 14th St, 164th Ave, NE 30th St,  
172nd Ave NE 

2 East-West cross-city connections 
 EW-1: 520 Trail 

– 520 Trail (west), Northup Way,  
NE 24th St, 520 Trail (east) 

 EW-4: Mountains to Sound Greenway 
– I-90 Trail (west), Richards Rd,  

SE Eastgate Way, I-90 Trail (east) 

 



25 
BRIP Option 2.3 

Key Features: 

2 North-South cross-city connections 
 NS-1: Enatai to South Kirkland 

– 108th Ave SE, NE 2nd St, 106th Ave NE, 
NE 12th St, 112th Ave NE 

 NS-5: Spirit Ridge to Sammamish River 
– 161st  Ave SE, SE 24th St, 168th Ave SE, 

SE 14th St, 164th Ave, NE 30th St,  
172nd Ave NE 

2 East-West cross-city connections 
 EW-1: 520 Trail 

– 520 Trail (west), Northup Way,  
NE 24th St, 520 Trail (east) 

 EW-4: Mountains to Sound Greenway 
– I-90 Trail (west), Richards Rd,  

SE Eastgate Way, I-90 Trail (east) 

 



26 
BRIP Option 2.3 

Key Features: 

 $6.21M est. installation cost 
– $5.3M along CCCs 

– $0.9M for supplemental bike access 

 Off-street path construction 
from 106th–112th Ave NE 

 Dedicated N-S bicycle facilities 
on 106th Ave NE in Downtown 

 Direct, buffered NS-5 route 

Tradeoffs: 

 Low level of supplemental 
bicycle access improvements 

 On-street parking displacement 
along 164th Ave (NS-5) 

 Low level of bicycle 
improvements south of I-90 



27 
BRIP Option 2.3 

Key Features: 

 $6.21M est. installation cost 
– $5.3M along CCCs 

– $0.9M for supplemental bike access 

 Off-street path construction 
from 106th–112th Ave NE 

 Dedicated N-S bicycle facilities 
on 106th Ave NE in Downtown 

 Direct, buffered NS-5 route 

Tradeoffs: 

 Low level of supplemental 
bicycle access improvements 

 On-street parking displacement 
along 164th Ave (NS-5) 

 Low level of bicycle 
improvements south of I-90 



28 
BRIP Option 2.3 

Key Features: 

 $6.21M est. installation cost 
– $5.3M along CCCs 

– $0.9M for supplemental bike access 

 Off-street path construction 
from 106th–112th Ave NE 

 Dedicated N-S bicycle facilities 
on 106th Ave NE in Downtown 

 Direct, buffered NS-5 route 

Tradeoffs: 

 Low level of supplemental 
bicycle access improvements 

 On-street parking displacement 
along 164th Ave (NS-5) 

 Low level of bicycle 
improvements south of I-90 



29 
BRIP Option 3.0 

Key Features: 

3 North-South cross-city connections 
 NS-1: Enatai to South Kirkland 

– 108th Ave, NE 24th St, 112th Ave NE 

 NS-4: Somerset to Redmond 
– Highland Dr, 140th Ave SE, Newport Way, 154th Ave SE, 

SE 38th St, I-90 Overpass, SE Eastgate Way, 139th Ave SE, 
Kamber Rd, 140th Ave, NE 24 St, NE 29th Pl 

 NS-5: Spirit Ridge to Sammamish River 
– 161st  Ave SE, SE 24th St, 168th Ave SE,  

SE 14th St, 166th Ave, 165th Ave, 164th Ave NE, 
NE 30th St, 172nd Ave NE 

3 East-West cross-city connections 
 EW-1: 520 Trail 

– 520 Trail (W), Northup Way, NE 24th St, 520 Trail (E) 

 EW-4: Mountains to Sound Greenway 
– I-90 Trail (W), Richards Rd, SE Eastgate Way, I-90 Trail (E) 

 EW-5: Coal Creek to Cougar Mountain 
– Lake Washington Blvd SE, SE 60th St,  

Coal Creek Pkwy SE, Forest Dr SE, Lakemont Blvd SE 



30 
BRIP Option 3.0 

Key Features: 

3 North-South cross-city connections 
 NS-1: Enatai to South Kirkland 

– 108th Ave, NE 24th St, 112th Ave NE 

 NS-4: Somerset to Redmond 
– Highland Dr, 140th Ave SE, Newport Way, 154th Ave SE, 

SE 38th St, I-90 Overpass, SE Eastgate Way, 139th Ave SE, 
Kamber Rd, 140th Ave, NE 24 St, NE 29th Pl 

 NS-5: Spirit Ridge to Sammamish River 
– 161st  Ave SE, SE 24th St, 168th Ave SE,  

SE 14th St, 166th Ave, 165th Ave, 164th Ave NE, 
NE 30th St, 172nd Ave NE 

3 East-West cross-city connections 
 EW-1: 520 Trail 

– 520 Trail (W), Northup Way, NE 24th St, 520 Trail (E) 

 EW-4: Mountains to Sound Greenway 
– I-90 Trail (W), Richards Rd, SE Eastgate Way, I-90 Trail (E) 

 EW-5: Coal Creek to Cougar Mountain 
– Lake Washington Blvd SE, SE 60th St,  

Coal Creek Pkwy SE, Forest Dr SE, Lakemont Blvd SE 



31 
BRIP Option 3.0 

Key Features: 

 $5.82M est. installation cost 
– $3.6M along CCCs 

– $2.1M for supplemental bike access 

 Exceeds 2019 goals for cross-
city connections 

 No off-street path construction 

 Moderate level of supplemental 
bicycle access improvements 

 
Tradeoffs: 

 No dedicated N-S bicycle facility 
through Downtown 

 Indirect, hilly neighborhood 
route alternative for NS-5 
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BRIP Option 3.0 

Key Features: 

 $5.82M est. installation cost 
– $3.6M along CCCs 

– $2.1M for supplemental bike access 

 Exceeds 2019 goals for cross-
city connections 

 No off-street path construction 

 Moderate level of supplemental 
bicycle access improvements 

 
Tradeoffs: 

 No dedicated N-S bicycle facility 
through Downtown 

 Indirect, hilly neighborhood 
route alternative for NS-5 



33 
BRIP Option 3.0 

Key Features: 

 $5.82M est. installation cost 
– $3.6M along CCCs 

– $2.1M for supplemental bike access 

 Exceeds 2019 goals for cross-
city connections 

 No off-street path construction 

 Moderate level of supplemental 
bicycle access improvements 

 
Tradeoffs: 

 No dedicated N-S bicycle facility 
through Downtown 

 Indirect, hilly neighborhood 
route alternative for NS-5 



34 
BRIP Option 3.1 

Key Features: 

3 North-South cross-city connections 
 NS-1: Enatai to South Kirkland 

– 108th Ave SE, NE 2nd St, 106th Ave NE, NE 12th 
St, 108th Ave NE, NE 24th St, 112th Ave NE 

 NS-4: Somerset to Redmond 
– Highland Dr, 140th Ave SE, Newport Way, 154th Ave SE, 

SE 38th St, I-90 Overpass, SE Eastgate Way, 139th Ave SE, 
Kamber Rd, 140th Ave, NE 24 St, NE 29th Pl 

 NS-5: Spirit Ridge to Sammamish River 
– 161st  Ave SE, SE 24th St, 168th Ave SE,  

SE 14th St, 166th Ave, 165th Ave, 164th Ave NE, 
NE 30th St, 172nd Ave NE 

3 East-West cross-city connections 
 EW-1: 520 Trail 

– 520 Trail (W), Northup Way, NE 24th St, 520 Trail (E) 

 EW-4: Mountains to Sound Greenway 
– I-90 Trail (W), Richards Rd, SE Eastgate Way, I-90 Trail (E) 

 EW-5: Coal Creek to Cougar Mountain 
– Lake Washington Blvd SE, SE 60th St,  

Coal Creek Pkwy SE, Forest Dr SE, Lakemont Blvd SE 



35 
BRIP Option 3.1 

Key Features: 

3 North-South cross-city connections 
 NS-1: Enatai to South Kirkland 

– 108th Ave SE, NE 2nd St, 106th Ave NE, NE 12th 
St, 108th Ave NE, NE 24th St, 112th Ave NE 

 NS-4: Somerset to Redmond 
– Highland Dr, 140th Ave SE, Newport Way, 154th Ave SE, 

SE 38th St, I-90 Overpass, SE Eastgate Way, 139th Ave SE, 
Kamber Rd, 140th Ave, NE 24 St, NE 29th Pl 

 NS-5: Spirit Ridge to Sammamish River 
– 161st  Ave SE, SE 24th St, 168th Ave SE,  

SE 14th St, 166th Ave, 165th Ave, 164th Ave NE, 
NE 30th St, 172nd Ave NE 

3 East-West cross-city connections 
 EW-1: 520 Trail 

– 520 Trail (W), Northup Way, NE 24th St, 520 Trail (E) 

 EW-4: Mountains to Sound Greenway 
– I-90 Trail (W), Richards Rd, SE Eastgate Way, I-90 Trail (E) 

 EW-5: Coal Creek to Cougar Mountain 
– Lake Washington Blvd SE, SE 60th St,  

Coal Creek Pkwy SE, Forest Dr SE, Lakemont Blvd SE 



36 
BRIP Option 3.1 

Key Features: 

 $6.58M est. installation cost 
– $5.2M along CCCs 

– $1.3M for supplemental bike access 

 Exceeds 2019 goals for cross-
city connections 

 Off-street path construction 
from 106th–108th Ave NE 

 Dedicated N-S bicycle facilities 
on 106th Ave NE in Downtown 

 Moderate level of supplemental 
bicycle access improvements 

 
Tradeoffs: 

 Indirect, hilly neighborhood 
route alternative for NS-5 
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BRIP Option 3.1 

Key Features: 

 $6.58M est. installation cost 
– $5.2M along CCCs 

– $1.3M for supplemental bike access 

 Exceeds 2019 goals for cross-
city connections 

 Off-street path construction 
from 106th–108th Ave NE 

 Dedicated N-S bicycle facilities 
on 106th Ave NE in Downtown 

 Moderate level of supplemental 
bicycle access improvements 

 
Tradeoffs: 

 Indirect, hilly neighborhood 
route alternative for NS-5 



38 
BRIP Option 3.1 

Key Features: 

 $6.58M est. installation cost 
– $5.2M along CCCs 

– $1.3M for supplemental bike access 

 Exceeds 2019 goals for cross-
city connections 

 Off-street path construction 
from 106th–108th Ave NE 

 Dedicated N-S bicycle facilities 
on 106th Ave NE in Downtown 

 Moderate level of supplemental 
bicycle access improvements 

 
Tradeoffs: 

 Indirect, hilly neighborhood 
route alternative for NS-5 



39 
BRIP Option 3.2 

Key Features: 

3 North-South cross-city connections 
 NS-1: Enatai to South Kirkland 

– 108th Ave SE, NE 2nd St, 106th Ave NE, NE 12th 
St, 112th Ave NE 

 NS-4: Somerset to Redmond 
– Highland Dr, 140th Ave SE, Newport Way, 154th Ave SE, 

SE 38th St, I-90 Overpass, SE Eastgate Way, 139th Ave SE, 
Kamber Rd, 140th Ave, NE 24 St, NE 29th Pl 

 NS-5: Spirit Ridge to Sammamish River 
– 161st  Ave SE, SE 24th St, 168th Ave SE,  

SE 14th St, 164th Ave, NE 30th St, 172nd Ave NE 

3 East-West cross-city connections 
 EW-1: 520 Trail 

– 520 Trail (W), Northup Way, NE 24th St, 520 Trail (E) 

 EW-4: Mountains to Sound Greenway 
– I-90 Trail (W), Richards Rd, SE Eastgate Way, I-90 Trail (E) 

 EW-5: Coal Creek to Cougar Mountain 
– Lake Washington Blvd SE, SE 60th St,  

Coal Creek Pkwy SE, Forest Dr SE, Lakemont Blvd SE 



40 
BRIP Option 3.2 

Key Features: 

3 North-South cross-city connections 
 NS-1: Enatai to South Kirkland 

– 108th Ave SE, NE 2nd St, 106th Ave NE, NE 12th 
St, 112th Ave NE 

 NS-4: Somerset to Redmond 
– Highland Dr, 140th Ave SE, Newport Way, 154th Ave SE, 

SE 38th St, I-90 Overpass, SE Eastgate Way, 139th Ave SE, 
Kamber Rd, 140th Ave, NE 24 St, NE 29th Pl 

 NS-5: Spirit Ridge to Sammamish River 
– 161st  Ave SE, SE 24th St, 168th Ave SE,  

SE 14th St, 164th Ave, NE 30th St, 172nd Ave NE 

3 East-West cross-city connections 
 EW-1: 520 Trail 

– 520 Trail (W), Northup Way, NE 24th St, 520 Trail (E) 

 EW-4: Mountains to Sound Greenway 
– I-90 Trail (W), Richards Rd, SE Eastgate Way, I-90 Trail (E) 

 EW-5: Coal Creek to Cougar Mountain 
– Lake Washington Blvd SE, SE 60th St,  

Coal Creek Pkwy SE, Forest Dr SE, Lakemont Blvd SE 



41 

Key Features: 

 $7.31M est. installation cost 
– $6.9M along CCCs 

– $0.3M for supplemental bike access 

 Exceeds 2019 goals for cross-
city connections 

 Off-street path construction 
from 106th–112th Ave NE 

 Dedicated N-S bicycle facilities 
on 106th Ave NE in Downtown 

 Direct, buffered NS-5 route 

Tradeoffs: 

 Lowest level of supplemental 
bicycle access improvements 

 On-street parking displacement 
along 164th Ave (NS-5) 

BRIP Option 3.2 
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BRIP Option 3.2 

Key Features: 

 $7.31M est. installation cost 
– $6.9M along CCCs 

– $0.3M for supplemental bike access 

 Exceeds 2019 goals for cross-
city connections 

 Off-street path construction 
from 106th–112th Ave NE 

 Dedicated N-S bicycle facilities 
on 106th Ave NE in Downtown 

 Direct, buffered NS-5 route 

Tradeoffs: 

 Lowest level of supplemental 
bicycle access improvements 

 On-street parking displacement 
along 164th Ave (NS-5) 



43 
BRIP Option 3.2 

Key Features: 

 $7.31M est. installation cost 
– $6.9M along CCCs 

– $0.3M for supplemental bike access 

 Exceeds 2019 goals for cross-
city connections 

 Off-street path construction 
from 106th–112th Ave NE 

 Dedicated N-S bicycle facilities 
on 106th Ave NE in Downtown 

 Direct, buffered NS-5 route 

Tradeoffs: 

 Lowest level of supplemental 
bicycle access improvements 

 On-street parking displacement 
along 164th Ave (NS-5) 



44 
BRIP Option 2023.1 

Key Features: 

3 North-South cross-city connections 
 NS-1: Enatai to South Kirkland 

– 108th Ave, NE 24th St, 112th Ave NE 

 NS-4: Somerset to Redmond 
– Highland Dr, 140th Ave SE, Newport Way, 154th Ave SE, 

SE 38th St, I-90 Overpass, SE Eastgate Way, 139th Ave SE, 
Kamber Rd, 140th Ave, NE 24 St, NE 29th Pl 

 NS-5: Spirit Ridge to Sammamish River 
– 161st  Ave SE, SE 24th St, 168th Ave SE,  

SE 14th St, 166th Ave, 165th Ave, 164th Ave NE, 
NE 30th St, 172nd Ave NE 

3 East-West cross-city connections 
 EW-1: 520 Trail 

– 520 Trail (W), Northup Way, NE 24th St, 520 Trail (E) 

 EW-4: Mountains to Sound Greenway 
– I-90 Trail (W), Richards Rd, SE Eastgate Way, I-90 Trail (E) 

 EW-5: Coal Creek to Cougar Mountain 
– Lake Washington Blvd SE, SE 60th St,  

Coal Creek Pkwy SE, Forest Dr SE, Lakemont Blvd SE 



45 
BRIP Option 2023.1 

Key Features: 

3 North-South cross-city connections 
 NS-1: Enatai to South Kirkland 

– 108th Ave, NE 24th St, 112th Ave NE 

 NS-4: Somerset to Redmond 
– Highland Dr, 140th Ave SE, Newport Way, 154th Ave SE, 

SE 38th St, I-90 Overpass, SE Eastgate Way, 139th Ave SE, 
Kamber Rd, 140th Ave, NE 24 St, NE 29th Pl 

 NS-5: Spirit Ridge to Sammamish River 
– 161st  Ave SE, SE 24th St, 168th Ave SE,  

SE 14th St, 166th Ave, 165th Ave, 164th Ave NE, 
NE 30th St, 172nd Ave NE 

3 East-West cross-city connections 
 EW-1: 520 Trail 

– 520 Trail (W), Northup Way, NE 24th St, 520 Trail (E) 

 EW-4: Mountains to Sound Greenway 
– I-90 Trail (W), Richards Rd, SE Eastgate Way, I-90 Trail (E) 

 EW-5: Coal Creek to Cougar Mountain 
– Lake Washington Blvd SE, SE 60th St,  

Coal Creek Pkwy SE, Forest Dr SE, Lakemont Blvd SE 



46 
BRIP Option 2023.1 

Key Features: 

 $8.76M est. installation cost 
– $3.7M along CCCs 

– $5.0M for supplemental bike access 

 Realizes all 50 PBII project ideas 
not requiring major construction 

 No off-street path construction 
 
Tradeoffs: 

 No continuous bicycle connection 
from NE Spring Blvd through 
Downtown via NE 12th St 

 Indirect, hilly neighborhood 
route alternative for NS-5 
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BRIP Option 2023.1 

Key Features: 

 $8.76M est. installation cost 
– $3.7M along CCCs 

– $5.0M for supplemental bike access 

 Realizes all 50 PBII project ideas 
not requiring major construction 

 No off-street path construction 
 
Tradeoffs: 

 No continuous bicycle connection 
from NE Spring Blvd through 
Downtown via NE 12th St 

 Indirect, hilly neighborhood 
route alternative for NS-5 



48 
BRIP Option 2023.1 

Key Features: 

 $8.76M est. installation cost 
– $3.7M along CCCs 

– $5.0M for supplemental bike access 

 Realizes all 50 PBII project ideas 
not requiring major construction 

 No off-street path construction 
 
Tradeoffs: 

 No continuous bicycle connection 
from NE Spring Blvd through 
Downtown via NE 12th St 

 Indirect, hilly neighborhood 
route alternative for NS-5 



49 
BRIP Option 2023.2 

Key Features: 

3 North-South cross-city connections 
 NS-1: Enatai to South Kirkland 

– 108th Ave SE, NE 2nd St, 106th Ave NE, NE 12th 
St, 112th Ave NE 

 NS-4: Somerset to Redmond 
– Highland Dr, 140th Ave SE, Newport Way, 154th Ave SE, 

SE 38th St, I-90 Overpass, SE Eastgate Way, 139th Ave SE, 
Kamber Rd, 140th Ave, NE 24 St, NE 29th Pl 

 NS-5: Spirit Ridge to Sammamish River 
– 161st  Ave SE, SE 24th St, 168th Ave SE,  

SE 14th St, 164th Ave, NE 30th St, 172nd Ave NE 

3 East-West cross-city connections 
 EW-1: 520 Trail 

– 520 Trail (W), Northup Way, NE 24th St, 520 Trail (E) 

 EW-4: Mountains to Sound Greenway 
– I-90 Trail (W), Richards Rd, SE Eastgate Way, I-90 Trail (E) 

 EW-5: Coal Creek to Cougar Mountain 
– Lake Washington Blvd SE, SE 60th St,  

Coal Creek Pkwy SE, Forest Dr SE, Lakemont Blvd SE 



50 
BRIP Option 2023.2 

Key Features: 

3 North-South cross-city connections 
 NS-1: Enatai to South Kirkland 

– 108th Ave SE, NE 2nd St, 106th Ave NE, NE 12th 
St, 112th Ave NE 

 NS-4: Somerset to Redmond 
– Highland Dr, 140th Ave SE, Newport Way, 154th Ave SE, 

SE 38th St, I-90 Overpass, SE Eastgate Way, 139th Ave SE, 
Kamber Rd, 140th Ave, NE 24 St, NE 29th Pl 

 NS-5: Spirit Ridge to Sammamish River 
– 161st  Ave SE, SE 24th St, 168th Ave SE,  

SE 14th St, 164th Ave, NE 30th St, 172nd Ave NE 

3 East-West cross-city connections 
 EW-1: 520 Trail 

– 520 Trail (W), Northup Way, NE 24th St, 520 Trail (E) 

 EW-4: Mountains to Sound Greenway 
– I-90 Trail (W), Richards Rd, SE Eastgate Way, I-90 Trail (E) 

 EW-5: Coal Creek to Cougar Mountain 
– Lake Washington Blvd SE, SE 60th St,  

Coal Creek Pkwy SE, Forest Dr SE, Lakemont Blvd SE 



51 
BRIP Option 2023.2 

Key Features: 

 $9.42M est. installation cost 
– $6.9M along CCCs 

– $2.5M for supplemental bike access 

 Continuous bicycle connection 
from NE Spring Blvd through 
Downtown via NE 12th St 

 Direct, buffered NS-5 route 
 

Tradeoffs: 

 On-street parking displacement 
along 164th Ave (NS-5) 

 Moderate level of supplemental 
bicycle access improvements 



52 
BRIP Option 2023.2 

Key Features: 

 $9.42M est. installation cost 
– $6.9M along CCCs 

– $2.5M for supplemental bike access 

 Continuous bicycle connection 
from NE Spring Blvd through 
Downtown via NE 12th St 

 Direct, buffered NS-5 route 
 

Tradeoffs: 

 On-street parking displacement 
along 164th Ave (NS-5) 

 Moderate level of supplemental 
bicycle access improvements 



53 
BRIP Option 2023.2 

Key Features: 

 $9.42M est. installation cost 
– $6.9M along CCCs 

– $2.5M for supplemental bike access 

 Continuous bicycle connection 
from NE Spring Blvd through 
Downtown via NE 12th St 

 Direct, buffered NS-5 route 
 

Tradeoffs: 

 On-street parking displacement 
along 164th Ave (NS-5) 

 Moderate level of supplemental 
bicycle access improvements 



BRIP Options Comparisons: 
Constituent Project Ideas 

54 
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BRIP Option 2.0 

Constituent Project Ideas: 

Corridor Project Idea Location 

C
C

C
s 

NS-1 
PBC-1 108th Ave SE 
PBC-2 108th Ave NE 
PBC-3 108th Ave NE 

NS-5 

PBC-9 161st Ave SE 
NB-1 East Bellevue Bikeway 

PBC-10b 164th Ave NE (north of Northup Way) 
PBC-11 NE 30th St, 172nd Ave NE 

EW-1 BN-20 NE 24th St 
EW-4 BN-25 SE Eastgate Way 

S
u
p
p
le

m
en

ta
l 
B

ic
yc

le
 A

cc
es

s 

BN-1 100th Ave NE 
BN-5 124th Ave SE 

BN-10 139th Ave SE 
BN-11 153rd Ave SE 
BN-12 156th Ave 
BN-17 Main St (Lake Hills) 
BN-18 NE 2nd St 
BN-22 Northup Way 
BN-23 Richards Rd 
BN-26 SE Newport Way (west of 150th) 
BN-27 SE Newport Way (east of 150th) 
PBC-5 114th Ave SE 
PBC-6 112th Ave NE, 108th Ave NE 

PBC-13a Lake Washington Blvd NE 
PBC-14a SE 8th St 
PBC-16 SE 38th St 



56 
BRIP Option 2.1 

Constituent Project Ideas: 

Corridor Project Idea Location 

C
C

C
s 

NS-1  

PBC-1 108th Ave SE 
BN-18 NE 2nd St 
BN-2 106th Ave NE 

PBC-12a NE 12th St 
PBC-3 108th Ave NE 

NS-5 

PBC-9 161st Ave SE 
NB-1 East Bellevue Bikeway 

PBC-10b 164th Ave NE (north of Northup Way) 
PBC-11 NE 30th St, 172nd Ave NE 

EW-1 BN-20 NE 24th St 
EW-4 BN-25 SE Eastgate Way 

S
u
p
p
le

m
en

ta
l 

BN-1 100th Ave NE 
BN-5 124th Ave SE 

BN-10 139th Ave SE 
BN-12 156th Ave 
BN-17 Main St (Lake Hills) 
BN-22 Northup Way 
BN-23 Richards Rd 
PBC-5 114th Ave SE 
PBC-6 112th Ave NE, 108th Ave NE 

PBC-13a Lake Washington Blvd NE 
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BRIP Option 2.2 

Constituent Project Ideas: 

Corridor Project Idea Location 

C
C

C
s 

NS-1  

PBC-1 108th Ave SE 
BN-18 NE 2nd St 
BN-2 106th Ave NE 

PBC-12b NE 12th St 
PBC-6 112th Ave NE, 108th Ave NE 

NS-5 

PBC-9 161st Ave SE 
NB-1 East Bellevue Bikeway 

PBC-10b 164th Ave NE (north of Northup Way) 
PBC-11 NE 30th St, 172nd Ave NE 

EW-1 BN-20 NE 24th St 
EW-4 BN-25 SE Eastgate Way 

S
u
p
p
le

m
en

ta
l BN-1 100th Ave NE 

BN-5 124th Ave SE 
BN-10 139th Ave SE 
BN-17 Main St (Lake Hills) 
BN-23 Richards Rd 
BN-26 SE Newport Way (west of 150th) 
PBC-5 114th Ave SE 
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BRIP Option 2.3 

Constituent Project Ideas: 

Corridor Project Idea Location 

C
C

C
s 

NS-1  

PBC-1 108th Ave SE 
BN-18 NE 2nd St 
BN-2 106th Ave NE 

PBC-12b NE 12th St 
PBC-6 112th Ave NE, 108th Ave NE 

NS-5 
PBC-9 161st Ave SE 
PBC-10 164th Ave NE 
PBC-11 NE 30th St, 172nd Ave NE 

EW-1 BN-20 NE 24th St 
EW-4 BN-25 SE Eastgate Way 

S
u

p
p
le

m
en

ta
l 

BN-1 100th Ave NE 
BN-5 124th Ave SE 

BN-10 139th Ave SE 
BN-17 Main St (Lake Hills) 
BN-26 SE Newport Way (west of 150th) 
PBC-5 114th Ave SE 

PBC-12d NE 12th St 
PBC-13a Lake Washington Blvd NE 



59 
BRIP Option 3.0 

Constituent Project Ideas: 

Corridor Project Idea Location 

C
C

C
s 

NS-1 
PBC-1 108th Ave SE 
PBC-2 108th Ave NE 
PBC-3 108th Ave NE 

NS-4 

PBC-7 Highland Dr, 148th Ave SE 
BN-11 153rd Ave SE 
PBC-16 SE 38th St 
BN-25 SE Eastgate Way 
BN-10 139th Ave SE 
PBC-8 140th Ave NE, NE 24th St, NE 29th Pl 

NS-5 

PBC-9 161st Ave SE 
NB-1 East Bellevue Bikeway 

PBC-10b 164th Ave NE (north of Northup Way) 
PBC-11 NE 30th St, 172nd Ave NE 

EW-1 BN-20 NE 24th St 
EW-4 BN-25 SE Eastgate Way 

EW-4 
PBC-17 Lk Wash Blvd SE, SE 60th St 
PBC-18 Forest Dr SE 
PBC-19 Lakemont Blvd SE 

S
u
p
p
le

m
en

ta
l 
B

ic
yc

le
 A

cc
es

s BN-1 100th Ave NE 
BN-4a 119th Ave SE 
BN-5 124th Ave SE 
BN-9 136th Ave NE, NE 24th St 

BN-14 Coal Creek Pkwy SE 
BN-15 Factoria Blvd SE 
BN-17 Main St (Lake Hills) 
BN-22 Northup Way 
BN-26 SE Newport Way (west of 150th) 
PBC-5 114th Ave SE 
PBC-6 112th Ave NE, 108th Ave NE 

PBC-14a SE 8th St 



60 
BRIP Option 3.1 

Constituent Project Ideas: 

Corridor Project Idea Location 

C
C

C
s 

NS-1 

PBC-1 108th Ave SE 
BN-18 NE 2nd St 
BN-2 106th Ave NE 

PBC-12a NE 12th St 
PBC-3 108th Ave NE 

NS-4 

PBC-7 Highland Dr, 148th Ave SE 
BN-11 153rd Ave SE 
PBC-16 SE 38th St 
BN-25 SE Eastgate Way 
BN-10 139th Ave SE 
PBC-8 140th Ave NE, NE 24th St, NE 29th Pl 

NS-5 

PBC-9 161st Ave SE 
NB-1 East Bellevue Bikeway 

PBC-10b 164th Ave NE (north of Northup Way) 
PBC-11 NE 30th St, 172nd Ave NE 

EW-1 BN-20 NE 24th St 
EW-4 BN-25 SE Eastgate Way 

EW-4 
PBC-17 Lk Wash Blvd SE, SE 60th St 
PBC-18 Forest Dr SE 
PBC-19 Lakemont Blvd SE 

S
u
p
p
le

m
en

ta
l 

BN-1 100th Ave NE 
BN-5 124th Ave SE 
BN-9 136th Ave NE, NE 24th St 

BN-14 Coal Creek Pkwy SE 
BN-15 Factoria Blvd SE 
BN-17 Main St (Lake Hills) 
BN-26 SE Newport Way (west of 150th) 
PBC-5 114th Ave SE 
PBC-6 112th Ave NE, 108th Ave NE 



61 
BRIP Option 3.2 

Constituent Project Ideas: 

Corridor Project Idea Location 

C
C

C
s 

NS-1 

PBC-1 108th Ave SE 
BN-18 NE 2nd St 
BN-2 106th Ave NE 

PBC-12b NE 12th St 
PBC-6 112th Ave NE, 108th Ave NE 

NS-4 

PBC-7 Highland Dr, 148th Ave SE 
BN-11 153rd Ave SE 
PBC-16 SE 38th St 
BN-25 SE Eastgate Way 
BN-10 139th Ave SE 
PBC-8 140th Ave NE, NE 24th St, NE 29th Pl 

NS-5 
PBC-9 161st Ave SE 
PBC-10 164th Ave NE 
PBC-11 NE 30th St, 172nd Ave NE 

EW-1 BN-20 NE 24th St 
EW-4 BN-25 SE Eastgate Way 

EW-4 
PBC-17 Lk Wash Blvd SE, SE 60th St 
PBC-18 Forest Dr SE 
PBC-19 Lakemont Blvd SE 

Suppl. 
BN-1 100th Ave NE 

BN-14 Coal Creek Pkwy SE 
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BRIP Option 2023.1 

Constituent Project Ideas:  

Includes all 50 PBII project ideas 
not requiring major construction 

– Excludes off-street path along  
Lake Hills Connector (part of PBC-14) 

– Excludes roadway reconstruction of 
SE 16th St, incl. separated bike lanes 
(PBC-15) 
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BRIP Option 2023.2 

Constituent Project Ideas: 
Corridor Project Idea Location 

C
C

C
s 

NS-1 

PBC-1 108th Ave SE 
BN-18 NE 2nd St 
BN-2 106th Ave NE 

PBC-12b+d NE 12th St 
PBC-3 108th Ave NE 

NS-4 

PBC-7 Highland Dr, 148th Ave SE 
BN-11 153rd Ave SE 
PBC-16 SE 38th St 
BN-25 SE Eastgate Way 
BN-10 139th Ave SE 
PBC-8 140th Ave NE, NE 24th St, NE 29th Pl 

NS-5 
PBC-9 161st Ave SE 
PBC-10 164th Ave NE 
PBC-11 NE 30th St, 172nd Ave NE 

EW-1 BN-20 NE 24th St 
EW-4 BN-25 SE Eastgate Way 

EW-4 
PBC-17 Lk Wash Blvd SE, SE 60th St 
PBC-18 Forest Dr SE 
PBC-19 Lakemont Blvd SE 

S
u
p
p
le

m
en

ta
l 
B

ic
yc

le
 A

cc
es

s BN-1 100th Ave NE 
BN-4a 119th Ave SE 
BN-5 124th Ave SE 
BN-9 136th Ave NE, NE 24th St 

BN-14 Coal Creek Pkwy SE 
BN-15 Factoria Blvd SE 
BN-17 Main St (Lake Hills) 
BN-22 Northup Way 
BN-23 Richards Rd 
BN-26 SE Newport Way (west of 150th) 
PBC-5 114th Ave SE 

PBC-13a Lake Washington Blvd NE 
PBC-14a SE 8th St 



BRIP Estimated Costs: 
Installation, Construction, 

Count Technology, and Maintenance 
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BRIP Est. Cost Summary 

BRIP  
Options 

Estimated Capital and O&M Costs 
by BRIP Option ($ Millions) 

Capital Costs Annual Costs 

Installation Count Technology Maintenance Telemetry 

2.0 $5.6 

$0.11 
(approx. $109,300) 

$0.14 

$0.01 
(approx. $11,300) 

2.1 $6.1 $0.13 

2.2 $6.2 $0.12 

2.3 $6.2 $0.12 

3.0 $5.8 $0.15 

3.1 $6.6 $0.17 

3.2 $7.3 $0.14 

2023.1 $8.7 $0.27 

2023.2 $9.4 $0.20 

Notes: (i) All BRIP Options include an estimated $360,000 for the purchase of new maintenance equipment. (ii) All cost estimates 
reflect 2016 dollars. 
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Installation Costs 

Estimates Include: 

 Unit costs for lane striping, 
pavement markings and symbols, 
signs, induction loops, and 
delineators 
– Markings include: green bike lane 

treatments, raised pavement markers, 
bike lane symbols, sharrows, and 
traffic arrows 

 Percent-based estimates for 
existing pavement marking 
removal, assorted engineering 
and construction costs, and 
contingency 
– Several projects benefit from cost 

savings through coordination with the 
Pavement Overlay Program 



67 
2016–2020 Pavement Overlay 

Alignment between Overlay Plan 
and BRIP project ideas: 

2016 
PBC-8: 140th Ave NE 

PBC-10: 164th Ave NE 

2017 

PBC-1: 108th Ave NE 

PBC-4: Lake Washington Blvd SE 

BN-23: Richards Rd 

BN-27: SE Newport Way 

BN-29: Village Park Dr 

2018 

BN-11: 153rd Ave SE 

BN-12: 156th Ave SE 

BN-25: SE Eastgate Way 

BN-26: SE Newport Way 

2019 
BN-2: 106th Ave NE 

BN-8: 130th Ave NE 

PBC-8 and BN-9: NE 24th St 

2020 
PBC-6: 112th Ave NE 

PBC-3 and BN-19: NE 24th St 

BN-22: Northup Way 
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Count Technology Costs 

Estimates Include: 

 25 inductive loop bicycle counters 
– 16 for conventional bike lanes 

– 9 for separated bike lanes 

 2 off-street path multi-counters 
– Counts and differentiates between 

pedestrians and bicyclists 

 Annual telemetry services 
provided by Eco-Counter 

 A mix of counter types and 
locations would help to obtain 
data for four traffic pattern groups 
– Primarily utilitarian 

– Mixed utilitarian 

– Mixed recreational 

– Primarily recreational 
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Maintenance Costs 

Estimates Include: 

 Unit costs for each project idea:  
– Street sweeping 

– Vehicle maintenance 

– Replacement of lane striping, pavement 
markings and symbols, signs, and 
delineators 

 Other costs 
– Annual sweeper vehicle maintenance 

and replacement 

– Annual salary and benefits for one FTE 

– Capital cost for one new protected 
lane/trail sweeper vehicle 
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 ______________________________________________________________________________________________________  

 
 

April 15, 2016 
 
Bellevue City Hall 
450 110th Ave NE 
Bellevue, WA 98004 
 
Bellevue Transportation Commission and Bellevue Council Members, 
 
Overlake Medical Center has reviewed the Bellevue Pedestrian & Bicycle Implementation Initiative and strongly 
supports bicycle lane and sidewalk projects that will improve transit options to the medical center. 
 
Our campus is a major draw of Eastside residents to Bellevue. We have approximately 2,200 employees and 800 
outpatient visitors accessing our campus each day, and we expect these numbers will continue to increase as the 
Eastside population grows and ages.  
 
Overlake sees improved non-motorized access to our campus as an effective long-term tool to mitigate traffic and 
safeguard patient and employee access. As such, we are particularly supportive of projects that would: 
 

 Expand safe pedestrian or bicycle linkages to Overlake’s campus from residential areas that currently lack 
access, such as in East or South Bellevue and along highway 520.  

 Improve linkages between Overlake’s campus and transportation centers, including the Bellevue Transit 
Center and future Sound Transit Wilburton and Spring District stations.  

 
Overlake Medical Center greatly appreciates your attention to this issue. 
 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
J. Michael Marsh, President & Chief Executive Officer 
 

1035 116TH AVENUE NE      BELLEVUE, WA  98004 







 

CH2M HILL, INC. 

CH2M 
1100 112th Avenue NE Suite 500 
Bellevue, WA 98004 
(425) 453‐5000 
(425) 468‐3100 
www.ch2m.com 

Bellevue Transportation Commission 
Bellevue City Council 
Bellevue City Hall  
450 110th Ave NE  
Bellevue, WA 98004  

April 20, 2016 

Dear Transportation Commission and City Council Members: 

CH2M has reviewed the Bellevue Pedestrian and Bicycle Implementation Initiative and strongly supports 
bicycle lane and sidewalk projects that will improve transit options to downtown Bellevue and near our 
office at 112th Avenue and NE 12th Streets. We encourage you to approve the Bicycle Rapid 
Implementation Program this spring to enable projects to begin this summer. We have approximately 
300 employees working from our office, and we expect these numbers will increase as the region’s 
population grows. Many of our employees bicycle or walk to work as their primary commuting mode 
and this reduces cars on city streets. Improved safe and convenient bicycle corridors and sidewalks are 
necessary and important. 

CH2M has been a leader in promoting and providing non‐single occupancy vehicles (SOV) transportation 
solutions for our employees and the residents of Bellevue since we first located our Puget Sound 
Regional office in downtown Bellevue in 1962. For over 50 years, we have supported the work of our 
employees, King County Metro, Sound Transit, City of Bellevue, Bellevue Downtown Association, 
TransManage, Mountains to Sound Greenway, Cascade Bicycle Club, and others to improve non‐SOV 
commuting and transportation options for Bellevue and the region.  

Improved non‐motorized access to downtown, and our office, will be an effective long‐term tool to 
mitigate traffic and safeguard employee access. As such, we are particularly supportive of projects that 
would: 

 Expand safe pedestrian or bicycle linkages to CH2M’s office from residential areas that currently lack 
access, such as in east or south Bellevue and along State Route 520.  

 Improve linkages between CH2M’s office and transportation centers, including the Bellevue Transit 
Center and future Sound Transit Wilburton and Spring District stations.  

CH2M appreciates your attention and work on this important issue. As Bellevue continues to grow, safe 
and convenient bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure are an increased importance for the City.  

Thank you,  
CH2M 

David C. Sturtevant 
Vice President 
 
Cc: Amy Carlson, CH2M Puget Sound Area Manager 









C. Kurt Springman 
5011 125th Ave SE 

Bellevue WA, 98006 
kurt@springman.com 

206-910-6409 
 
 
April 22, 2016 
 
Bellevue Transportation Commission 
Bellevue City Hall 
450 11th Ave NE 
Bellevue, WA  98004 
 
Re:  Bellevue Pedestrian and Bicycle Projects 
 
Dear Transpiration Commission, 
 
As a former Bellevue City Councilmember, I can fully sympathize with the challenges you face balancing 
the capital funding needs of the residents, businesses and visitors of Bellevue.  As an employee of a 
downtown Bellevue business, I experience daily the transportation challenges Bellevue is grappling with 
as our population and employment base grows, attracting more commuters from throughout the Puget 
Sound region.  And as an avid cyclist over the past 30 years, I can attest to both the wonderful and 
frustrating cycling resources Bellevue offers.   
 
As you prioritize the list of capital projects, I suggest you rank a number of bicycle and pedestrian 
projects for near-term completion.  In particular, Bellevue has a long standing goal of contiguous 
north/south and east/west routes, along the I-90 corridor, SR-520 corridor, 114th/116th and 164th.  With 
the increased congestion in the downtown core, the need for a safe north/south cycling route has 
become critical.   These improvements will serve the growing number of bicycling commuters, as well as 
recreational cyclists. 
 
I live in Newport Hills and work in downtown Bellevue in the Civica Building.  While I have employer-paid 
parking, I generally choose to ride into work, as my morning ride only takes 2 minutes longer than 
driving, and my evening ride can be 20-40 minutes quicker than driving.  And I’m not alone.  For 10 
months of the year, I’ll see over 2 dozen cyclists during my 5 mile commute.    The bike racks in my office 
building are full.  Many of my coworkers would also like to ride into work, but cite the lack of paths or 
marked bike lanes as the primary barrier.  Riding to work in Bellevue from Issaquah, Kirkland, Seattle or 
Renton would be feasible for the less-than-brave cyclists if there were clearly marked safe routes into 
downtown.   
 
With the completion of the new SR-520 bike/ped path over Lake Washington, Bellevue will become the 
crossroads for recreational and commuting cycling routes.   The City of Bellevue has the opportunity to 
complete and enhance primary corridors along and between I-90 and SR-520, creating a unique and safe 
experience for Bellevue residents and visitors.   
 

mailto:kurt@springman.com


If I can be of assistance to the Commission during the budget and planning process, by providing both a 
political and cyclist view of the proposed projects, please let me know.  It is often useful to visit project 
sites and learn firsthand from users why the project is needed, and how it will enhance usability and 
safety.  While on the City Council, I lobbied hard for the bike/ped path connecting I-90 and the Mercer 
Slough path.  Some of my colleagues on the Council could not understand from the maps and diagrams 
why the improvements were needed, until I hosted a visit to Enatai Beach Park on a sunny afternoon.  
After watching cyclists, runners and pedestrians negotiate the cars trying to park at the beach or get to 
and from the neighborhood, it became very apparent why the path was needed.  Today it is a highly 
used and appreciated element in the Bellevue bike/ped system.   
 
Now is the time to make strategic investments into key projects in Bellevue.  Your support in prioritizing 
Bicycle and Pedestrian projects is appreciated. 
 
Thank you for your service to Bellevue, 
 

C Kurt Springman 
C Kurt Springman 
Former Bellevue City Councilmember (1996-1999) 
 
Cc:  Bellevue transportation Director 
 Franz Loewenherz 
 
 





 

April 26, 2016 
 
Bellevue Transportation Commission 
City of Bellevue 
450 110th Ave. NE 
Bellevue, WA 98009 
 
 
Dear Transportation Commission, 
 
Thank you for your commitment to supporting Bellevue’s Pedestrian and Bicycle Implementation 
Initiative. We believe investments in bicycling will improve safety, health and economic 
outcomes in our community, and we strongly urge you to prioritize funding for a complete and 
connected 57mile network of bicycle lanes throughout the city.  
 
The Bellevue Pedestrian and Bicycle Implementation Initiative provides the city with an 
opportunity to make Bellevue safer for those who walk and bike and will enable more people to 
choose active transportation as a means to get to work and transit. With Bellevue’s growing 
population and major employers choosing to locate and expand here, traffic congestion will only 
get worse  unless the city takes a new approach.  Adding capacity for bicycling is an 
inexpensive alternative to adding capacity for driving. With Sound Transit 2 and Sound Transit 3 
on the way, there is an even greater opportunity and need for safe, convenient and connected 
bicycling facilities in Bellevue, so that everyone has options around how they access transit, 
work, school or the grocery store.  
 
While the city must make difficult budget decisions in the coming months, we urge the 
Transportation Commission to prioritize citywide investments in bicycling by recommending 
funding for a complete 57mile network of safe, convenient and connected bicycle lanes.  
 
Thank you for your leadership in making Bellevue a more attractive place to live, work, play and 
travel to by supporting investments in bicycling and walking.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
McKayla Dunfey 
Eastside Policy Manager 
Cascade Bicycle Club 
 
Cc: 
Franz Loewenherz, City of Bellevue, FLoewenherz@bellevuewa.gov 
Kevin McDonald, City of Bellevue, KMcDonald@bellevuewa.gov 



First Name Last Name Email Zip

Robin Randels rkrandels@gmail.com 98103

Colin Berg colinberg@earthlink.net 98052

Todd Black tblack410@gmail.com 98119

Rachel Kubiak rwkubiak@gmail.com 98105

Gary Hocking ghocking55@gmail.com 98034

Chelsea Walker chelzwa@gmail.com 98005

Juliana Gunnarsson juliana.gunnarsson@gmail.com 98072

Astrid Bear astrbear@comcast.net 98087

Mark Norris beallspharmacy1@msn.com 98371

Benny Biesmans bennybiesmans@hotmail.com 98075

Tim Riley timriley@outlook.com 98006

Faith DeBolt faithdebolt@gmail.com 98034

Kathryn Ponto kathryn@ponto.com 98033

Angela Veeder Galeforcetwo@gmail.com 98133

Paul Brynes Pbrynes@gmail.com 98027

Ron Rood wearerood@gmail.com 98498

Christine Turner njoobieging@yahoo.com 98011

George Weiss george.weiss@comcast.net 98006

Sharath Malladi msharath@live.com 98028

Walter Shostak walt.shostak@drstrong.com 98199

Silvana Gross Silvanapgross@gmail.com 98122

Micha colemann micha.coleman@sonosite.com 98021

Terry Sue McVey terry.sue.mcvey@gmail.com 98011

Cathy Haggerty cathy.haggerty@symetra.com 98005

M Brian Mills mbrianmills@gmail.com 98034

John Michael Gross JMG@grossfamily.net 98053

Dwight Smith dbrsmithiii@gmail.com 98034

Stuart Schechter stuart.schechter@gmail.com 98033

Christopher Bryant stormbird@gmail.com 98052

Alan Pickerill apickerill@hotmail.com 98074

Jim Gusich jagusich@msn.com 98052

Wilfried Mack wilfried.mack@gmail.com 98052

Tobias Gonzales marcelinotob@gmail.com 98034

Rick Strong Rick_Strong@msn.com 98005

Bob Thibodeaux thiborob@gmail.com 98034

Sally Davies sallyd50@hotmail.com 98007

Joe Goeke joe_goeke@hotmail.com 98033

James Laudolff jlaudolff@gmail.com 98029

Sai Johl isys.corp@comcast.net 98008

John Tremble jetremble@comcast.net 98075

John Dex Wjdex@yahoo.com 98004

Eric Evanson lbfatboyslim@yahoo.com 98004



Daniel Eichel deichel@terrapower.com 98005

Michael Toubbeh mitoubbeh@gmail.com 98005

Osvaldo Tejeda tejeda.osvaldo@gmail.com 98006

Jim Brenden jbrenden@hntb.com 98006

Rick Duong nghiep@live.com 98075

Bao Truong baoqhs@yahoo.com 98008

ross van vactor ross.vanvactor@gmail.com 98072

John Kerr johnk3@outlook.com 98029

Calen Kaneko ckaneko@uw.edu 98125

Francesco Deleo deleof@u.washington.edu 98005

Peng Chuang peng@refinezone.com 98008

Edward Reeves reeveset@gmail.com 98122

Ben Goodrich bgoodrich@terrapower.com 98005

Bart Heer bart.heer@panasonic.aero 98072

Shalini joshi shalinij1@gmail.com 98005

Mark Roehrig markjayr@earthlink.net 98053

Tim Tarte ducati.st21@frontier.com 98033

David Steiner Davidasteiner@yahoo.com 98033

Bob Pattillo bobpattillo65@gmail.com 98033

carol hodovance carolhodovance@msn.com 98033

Tracy Schellberg wyomountains@comcast.net 98077

Doug Sauvage dougsa@hotmail.com 98008

Brian Nemhauser Bnemhaus@gmail.com 98008

Michael Green mike.green68@gmail.com 98072

Philip Lorenzo philip@100591.com 98005

Daisy Lorenzo daisy@100591.com 98005

Steve Herber herber@herber.us 98004

Ringo Or ringoor@yahoo.com 98006

G. Stanley McKenzie stan@achangeisafoot.com 98006

Dave Dederer davedederer@gmail.com 98039

natasha hernday nhernday@gmail.com 98004

Siddharth Agrawal siddag@gmail.com 98004

Adrian Beach jim@heybeach.com 98004

Paul Donlan pdonlan@outlook.com 98005

James Haak visiologist@gmail.com 98039

Scot Hale scot.hale@gmail.com 98052

James Pankanin pankaninj@hotmail.com 98006

Simon Koeman simonkoeman@hotmail.com 98033

Keli Dean kelianndean@msn.com 98052

Brian Logue bslogue@hotmail.com 98053

Eric Jarvi eric@jarvi.com 98074

Toni Okada td.okada@yahoo.com 98040

brenda heckathorn bheckafun@gmail.com 98052

Ryan Becker rbecker@gmail.com 98052



Bob Hardgrove bhardgrove@gmail.com 98052

Yinghua Zhang kavnenblade@yahoo.com 98033

Lise Vandandaigue Livanpnw@gmail.com 98006

Ming Zhang kfkming@gmail.com 98074

Andy Fulton andy.james.fulton@gmail.com 98004

Darcy Welch jpwelch@comcast.net 98072

Nerry Sharian nerry123@gmail.com 98034

Shanim Sainul Abdeen shanim@gmail.com 98012

Steven Kodish skodish@live.com 98004

Robert Coe robertkcoe@gmail.com 98004

Mikalai Panasiuk mikalaipanasiuk@gmail.com 98005

Carolyn Hutcheon carolyn_hutcheon@hotmail.com 98033

Bethany Desimone msduckbeth@yahoo.com 98008

Rob Hain robhain@gmail.com 98053

Dan McGuire danjmcguire@earthlink.net 98034

Glen Doggett glen.p.doggett@comcast.net 98006

Jay Bazuzi jay@bazuzi.com 98008

Bernadette Howell Howell_family@hotmail.com 98033

Joe Platzner Joeplatzner@gmail.com 98006

Michael Lampi politics@lampi.us 98008

Xander Fiss xanderfiss@gmail.com 98033

Xander Fiss xanderfiss@gmail.com 98033

Bradley Tipp bradtipp@hotmail.com 98033

Alexey Panteyev alex@panteev.com 98007

Angela Traynor angelatraynor@hotmail.com 98033

Michael Miller mdm311@msn.com 98033

John Traynor johntraynor@hotmail.com 98033

Douglas Weigel dweigel@floyd-ringer.com 98006

Irene Pasternack irene@movebeyondlimits.com 98008

Elizabeth Sanocki lizsanocki@hotmail.com 98008

Brian Horman hormanbw@gmail.com 98006

Scott Ferguson scottferg@outlook.com 98004

Timothy Ma tnm128@hotmail.com 98004

Yuhong Li yuhongli@ylilawfirm.com 98004

Alison Turner turneralisonj@gmail.com 98102

Alan Tagstrom atagwrench@gmail.com 98052

david withrow cycling@2dave.us 98072

Peter Hartmaier peter.hartmaier@frontier.com 98077

Katie Pratt katherinpratt@comcast.net 98052

David Wiggins dwiggins14@yahoo.com 98122

Tom Hill tchillhome@yahoo.com 98034

david taylor djt53@comcast.net 98033

Marie Oswald marieoswald4@gmail.com 98006

Mark Dunphy Dunphy_mark@yahoo.com 98004



Keith Stutler keithst@msn.com 98005

Nancy Stutler nancystutler@live.com 98005

Paul Gillespie judylux2@gmail.com 98033

Lianne Horvath riverdog22@aol.com 98034

Howard Richard Hales Rhales@halescorp.com 98008

Deepali Bhagvat deepali.bhagvat@gmail.com 98074

Kathy Gehl kgehl1@gmail.com 98004

Phileo McAlexander rkayak5@msn.com 98007

Phileo McAlexander rkayak5@msn.com 98007

BRIAN REED brianreed528@gmail.com 98052

Alexa Volwiler Alexa.volwiler@gmail.com 98052

Kelly Chalupnik keynta@comcast.net 98034

Lynette Benaltabe seedsnsuch@aol.com 98074

Donald Volta voltadh@gmail.com 98033

Michael Lanfear m.lanfear@comcast.net 98008

Paul Quinn gpq2714@gmail.com 98075

Jeff Dunning jedthefish@gmail.com 98033

Percy Tse pctse@frontier.com 98052

Erin Powell u2magpie@q.com 98004

Jeannie Desmet jeanniedesmet@mac.com 98072

Mike Roze mike.roze@gmail.com 98033

Chris Kagen chris.kagen@gmail.com 98033

Simon Guest me@simonguest.com 98033

Lyndon Heywood lyndonheywood@hotmail.com 98008

Gregory Schmale Greg@gschmale.com 98033

Jeff Enzler JeffEnzler@comcast.net 98008

Joyce Hoffman jhoffmanbiz@comcast.net 98115

G Pilawski brudas@aol.com 98072

Brett Cowan Bwcowan@comcast.net 98052

David Gregg dg98033@frontier.com 98033

Dave Sanderson dave.sanderson@gmail.com 98034

Krishan Hansen krishanhansen@hotmail.com 98005

James Applegate jebapplegate@hotmail.com 98007

Alexa Volwiler Alexa.volwiler@gmail.com 98052

Jana Hobbs mjct_hobbs@msn.com 98033

Tom Calder tcalder93@gmail.com 98052

Kelly Amsbry kamsbry@gmail.com 98033

Bill Finkbeiner billfinkbeiner@msn.com 98033

RJ Conn rjconn@hotmail.com 98006

Steve McCarthy sjm@mccrew.com 98005

Michelle Plesko michelle.plesko@outlook.com 98033

Claudia Bean McIntosh claudia101@me.com 98004

Molly Kent kent.molly@gmail.com 98040



Lizette Hedberg lboberg12@Hotmail.com 98005

Shelly Bowman shellybowman@hotmail.com 98052+4614

Txomin Barturen txomin@comcast.net 98027

Alexa Volwiler Alexa.volwiler@gmail.com 98052

Tom Broznowski broznowski@gmail.com 98004

Paul Wirsing pwirsing@acm.org 98118

Megan Karalus Megan.karalus@gmail.com 98006

Jonathan Kamrath jonkamrath@gmail.com 98103

Valdis Atvars valdis@atvars.com 98052

Radka Chapin radka.chapin@gmail.com 98052

Sharon Chen sharonwchen8@gmail.com 98004

Kris Solem ksolem@gmail.com 98033

James Ware jware@mdklaw.com 98033

Linda Hackett jhhackett@comcast.net 98075

Kenneth Pratt prattk993@earthlink.net 98027

Mark Gringle Cavecreekgoat@yahoo.com 98058

Larry Artman Ljartman@gmail.com 98029

Derek Eisner Derekeisner@comcast.net 98008

Michael Carney mtc622@gmail.com 98027

Steve Kato stevkato@comcast.net 98075

Shelly Bowman shellybowman@hotmail.com 98052+4614

Lizette Hedberg lboberg12@Hotmail.com 98005

Richard Bueschel lawyerbueschel@fairpoint.net 98926

Rich Knox richknox@gmail.com 98122

Kim Riddell riddell.k@ghc.org 98026

Phil Mark stumpphil@gmail.com 98072

dottie smith dottiezsmith@yahoo.com 98072

Brigitte Dubois bdubois63@gmail.com 98103

Dean Peterson summitdean@yahoo.com 98133

Janet Bird birdandcat@aol.com 98075

Timothy Ma tnm128@hotmail.com 98004

Cathy Henley 4cathy@live.com 98136

Nancy Sosnove nsosnove@nexusmarine.com 98201

Lizette Hedberg lboberg12@Hotmail.com 98005

Chi Yao Shih joe_c_shih@yahoo.com 98006

David Hills dshillsy@gmail.com 98004

Jim Sproull Jimsproull@comcast.net 98034

Jeffrey Kay jeff@jeffreykay.com 98004

Taylor Kendall taylorkendall@gmail.com 98109

Jason Bennett jason_bennett23@hotmail.com 98155

John Lindseth lindseth@uw.edu 98125

Christopher Hansen topherhansen@gmail.com 98052

David Roberts david.roberts@nexusmarine.com 98201

Sterling Cassel sterlingrolfing@gmail.com 98011



Jennifer Crandall crandalljl@comcast.net 98004

Patricia Urton prurton2@comcast.net 98391

Lisa Guthrie lisacozzens@hotmail.com 98052

Andrew Pardoe apardoe@microsoft.com 98004

Chris Scheibe cscheib@microsoft.com 98103

Shaun Ivory shauniv@microsoft.com 98077

Evgeny Remizov ram3ai@gmail.com 98005

Ravi Chande rtchande@gmail.com 98052

Gustav Andersen gustav.andersen7@gmail.com 98053

James vanRosmalen james.vanrosmalen@gmail.com 98008

Karen Easterbrook keasterbunny@hotmail.com 98033

Shelly Bowman Bobergproperties@hotmail.com 98005

Andres Monterrubio jouster1@hotmail.com 98072

Jacob Haynes jacobmhaynes@gmail.com 98112

Erin Snow around9@yahoo.com 98117

George Whyel George.whyel@att.net 98004

Mats Myrberg mats.myrberg@gmail.com 98112

Michael Lanfear m.lanfear@comcast.net 98008

Jean-Pierre Chamberland jpchamberland@hotmail.com 98006

Alexa Volwiler Alexa.volwiler@gmail.com 98052

Kyle Henneberry kyle.henneberry@gmail.com 98052

Shirley Vander Veen n7ozv@comcast.net 98027

Jonas Silver gpfboyjs@gmail.com 98004

Marge Evans cyclingmarge@msn.com 98136

Peter Hallson pjhallson@yahoo.com 98020

Mark Coleman mark_coleman@charter.net 98005

David Wiegand wiegandd@hotmail.com 98103

john allwright johnallw@microsoft.com 98074

Jon Hathaway jonhath@gmail.com 98033

Rakesh Parida rakesh1919@hotmail.com 98074

kevin pazaski kpazz62@gmail.com 98075

Ann Lewis roniaspamonia@gmail.com 98008







April 26, 2016 

 

Hello Kevin, 

I am unable to attend this Thursday nights Transportation Commission meeting, but I did 

want to submit a statement in response to the long overdue need for protected bike 

lanes and continuous safe routes that riders of all ages and abilities can use to 

commute, recreate, shop and, in general, enjoy the outdoors while being healthy on a 

bike: 

I have always been afraid to ride my bike in Bellevue, and I am a bike rider that 

has ridden all over. Drivers are too aggressive, drive too fast, have blinders onto 

walkers and bikers at intersections.  With the 3 recent “Hit and Runs”, I feel sick 

and need to speak up and help drive immediate change in the city.  The video 

of the black truck hitting the biker who is using the road in compliance, looks to 

be intentional hitting with the outcome of intimidation and the breaking of his 

hip.  This is so out of control- what is the world coming to when folks “Hit and Run” 

someone peacefully riding their bike on a pleasant Bellevue suburban road? Or 

over at Mercer Slough, leaving someone on the side of the street in a 

coma?  Are we all gone mad?   We need things like this to be felony -attempted 

murder.  Accidents may happen sometimes, but as soon as you run away is a 

horrific crime.  Purposely hitting someone riding their bike- attempted murder, 

and trying to intimidate someone by honking and swearing at them, must have 

penalty consequences.  Many have no idea what a rider must survive out 

there.  The laws must change!   And the roads must be marked with clear 

protected lanes.  Sharrows and “Sharing the Road” give cars no idea that bikes 

have a “right to the road”, instead they indicate “it would be nice if you would 

chose to share”.   The Drivers and biker’s education, classes and tests, must start 

to clearly address bike facilities- what they mean, how they are used and clearly 

state the “Road Rights of Bikers” - that roads are a multi- use for all modes of 

transportation, not solely owned by cars.  The future is not cars as we know them 

today, and it is time for the health and safety of our people and environment to 

embrace biking and walking as the important cornerstone that they are for our 

businesses, commuting, tourism, and recreational family fun and fitness.  We 

deserve a leap forward now before anyone else is hurt biking or walking. 

Remember, Bellevue may have metrics showing low or zero accidents or deaths, 

or lack of huge ridership volumes for that matter, “because” it is too dangerous 

to ride in Bellevue.  Stop wasting years talking about metrics, in this area we are 

all data driven in our jobs, but we are smart enough to understand in our analysis 

of “nothing to measure” in this case mean the results are not meaningful.  Low 

ridership, low accidents or deaths in this case mean, or at least in my household 

and with all people I speak with, we are not riding because we are not stupid 

enough to risk injury riding in Bellevue.  It does not mean that we do not ride 

because we do not want to or that there are not an abundance of riders here 



on the Eastside.  You cannot have meaningful metrics  on the data you want to 

study until you actually build safe continuous routes) that run N/S and E/W (not 

on the biggest hills you can find- only super skinny butts will use those), then 

measure the volume of use (assuming you market and map that Bellevue now 

has safe routes) and adjust the use of facilities as “metrics” then start to reveal 

the needed for safety, easy of comprehension by both cars and bikers.   

Side note on crosswalks:  When I helped count use in Bellevue intersections of 

bikers and walkers this year, I show 3 near miss hits while folks were in 

intersections- those never get counted- you would see a strong need for “No 

Right Turn” on red and a” Delayed Green” after folks have been given chance 

to safely cross in the crosswalk).  

A side not regarding ERC:  Light Rail can go where cement already is.  Please 

leave the Greenway Corridor, “green” to bikers and walkers.  We live here for the 

beauty of the nature.  There is very limited “green” in our backyards left that we 

can easily access after work.  The ERC will allow a high quality of life in our 

area.  The light rail or buses is absolutely necessary, but you have miles and miles 

of pavement you can repurpose for this use.  You do not have miles and miles of 

a “green” trail.   As soon as you turn our great city into cement roads, shopping 

areas, and sidewalks, I have no reason to live here>> I can live in any cement 

city- they all have stores and restaurants.  Do the right thing now, so that are 

tomorrows are full of nature’s beauty.  I value our environment much much more 

that I value trains every 8 minutes or busses buzzing by me.  When I want those 

things, I am happy to enter the cement city scape to access. 

Please do keep me informed about Bellevue’s actions to make immediate 

change.   Please also keep me informed how citizens can help drive action forward 

now.  A mailer of the minutes or community communications in our PSE bill in addition to 

on the Bellevue Web would be helpful. 

Thank you, 

Shelly Bowman 

Lizette Hedberg 

2440 140th Ave NE 56 

Bellevue, Wa 98005 
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