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Observations: Neighborhood Collector Street
Rural Character mixed with Suburban Character

Transitional Roadway
ROW, Varies: ~40’ to ~60’
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1 - JWW / Rio Intersection Improvement

5 — Roundabout Study (by others)
2 — County Sidewalk Improvement Project 6 — County Sidewalk Improvement Project
3 — Rio Pointe Development (ZMA Pending) 7 — Intersection Study

4 — Rio Commons Development 8 — Ecovillage (Future Development)
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Corridor Diagram Slide No. 11

RIO ROAD PHASE 2 DIAGRAMMATIC LAYOUT

Penn Park Road is currently operating at a LOS C or bet-
r for all movements. Future conditions (unimproved)
indicate a similar level of service
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Dunlora Dr.

Pending Sidewalk Project |

udy suggests a reundabout will improve cperations to
LOS A for all movemnents at all times.

Dunlora Forest Dr.

Estimated cost of improvement is $7.65MM. This cost
likely does not justify the degree of improvemenit.

Pen Park Ln
(Lochiyn Hill Ln}

Z//—\ IPenfield Lane is an entry point to an ongo-
[y ng development known as Lochlyn Hills.

ICurrent conceptual considerations identify
Lt]h'ls as a potential mini-roundabout loca-
ion.
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Street Design Elements (Kit of Parts)
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ZONE:
1 - Vehicular Travel Lanes
* Width, Quantity, Arrangement
2 — On Street Parking or Transit Stops
* Macro Transit
* Micro Transit
3 - Gutter and Drainage
* Opportunity for LID Alternatives
4 — Curbing
5 — Vegetated Buffer, Verge, Utilities
* At Margins or Center
* Linear Park Opportunities
* Wayfinding/Signage
6 — Pedestrian Zone
e Sidewalk
e Shared Use Path
7 — ROW Edges
* Integration Zones
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Street Design Elements (Kit of Parts)
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ZONE:
1 - Vehicular Travel Lanes
e Width, Quantity, Arrangement
2 — On Street Parking or Transit Stops
* Macro Transit
* Micro Transit
3 - Gutter and Drainage
* Opportunity for LID Alternatives
4 — Curbing
5 — Vegetated Buffer, Verge, Utilities
* At Margins or Center
e Linear Park Opportunities
* Wayfinding/Signage
6 — Pedestrian Zone
e Sidewalk
* Shared Use Path
7 — ROW Edges
* Integration Zones
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Outline for Presentation
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* Safety

» Safe pedestrian routes and crossings

» Safe bicycle routes
* Routes to School(s)
e Aesthetic / Character
e Residential feel
* Connectivity
e Pedestrian and bicycle connections
to major destinations
e Alternative transit options
* Functionality
* Increased intersection efficiency
e Account for traffic demand increase
from future developments

Aesthetics/Character
Connectivity Function + Efficiency
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