DISCUSSION/DIRECTION: FIFTH STREET
IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT — RECOMMENDED DESIGN
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Staff Evaluation
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PROJECT OBJECTIVES

1.) Increase multi-modal use and pedestrian safety
* Sidewalk between Woodlands and Founders
* On-street bike lanes

2.) Improve safety for the Traveling Public
» Valley Drive intersection improvements
» \Woodlands Blvd. intersection improvements
« Evacuation & emergency response route considerations

3.) Increase Level of Service
« Widen roadway (Fifth) to ultimate configuration
« Improvements to Woodlands Blvd intersection
« Improvements to Valley Drive intersection
« Consolidating accesses where possible



PROJECT OBJECTIVES

4.) Improve safety for the Traveling Public through traffic calming
 Raised median
* Roundabout proposed at Woodlands Blvd.
 Signal proposed at Valley Drive
* 10.5’ lanes






STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that Council provide staff direction to continue design development of
the Fifth Street Improvements project based on the recommended concept/layout.



PROPOSED MOTION

“I move to direct staff to continue design development of the Fifth Street Improvements
project as recommended.”

Alternate motions:
“I move to direct staff to implement the recommended concept with the following

adjustments ”

“I move to direct staff to implement the three-lane section between Woodlands and
SH86”



