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Adopted: June 10, 2015
Effective: July 2, 2015

SNOHOMISH COUNTY COUNCIL
Snohomish County, Washington

AMENDED ORDINANCE NO. 14-137

AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO THE AMENDMENT OF THE TRANSPORTATION
ELEMENT AS PART OF THE MANDATORY UPDATE OF THE SNOHOMISH COUNTY
GROWTH MANAGEMENT ACT COMPREHENSIVE PLAN PURSUANT TO RCW
36.70A.070 and 36.70A.130; AMENDING THE STANDARDS FOR EVALUATING LEVEL OF
SERVICE ON COUNTY ARTERIALS; AND PRESENTING A PLAN FOR
TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES AND SERVICES THROUGH THE YEAR 2035

WHEREAS, this ordinance amends the Transportation Element (TE) of the
Snohomish County Growth Management Act Comprehensive Plan (GMACP); and

WHEREAS, Snohomish County adopted the GMACP on June 28, 1995, through
passage of Amended Ordinance No. 94-125; and

WHEREAS, Snohomish County has amended the TE several times since its
adoption, most recently by Amended Ordinance No. 08-050 on June 3, 2008; and

WHEREAS, the county must conduct a periodic review of its GMACP pursuant to
Revised Code of Washington (RCW) 36.70A.130(3), which directs counties planning under
the Growth Management Act (GMA) to take legislative action to review and, if needed,
revise their comprehensive plans and development regulations to ensure that population
and employment growth for the succeeding 20-year period can be accommodated; and

WHEREAS, RCW 36.70A.070 directs the county to revise the TE to be consistent
with the Land Use Element of the GMACP; and

WHEREAS, on October 8, 2013, the county conducted a State Environmental Policy
Act (SEPA) scoping public meeting to kick off a review of its GMACP including the TE and
to seek comments on a scope for an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS); and

WHEREAS, notice of the SEPA scoping public meeting was published in the Everett
Herald; mailed to agencies and interested stakeholders as contained in the Planning and
Development Services (PDS) SEPA Distribution List; and posted on the Snohomish County
website; and

WHEREAS, notice of the SEPA scoping public meeting was also mailed to property
owners where potential changes to the property’s comprehensive plan designation was
being proposed as part of the 2015 update of the GMACP; and
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WHEREAS, in the fall of 2013 the county created a website to disseminate
information related to the 2015 update of the GMACP and provide opportunities for public
participation during the planning process; and

WHEREAS, the county website included information on proposed changes to the TE
and a calendar of events identifying briefings and hearings conducted by the Snohomish
County Planning Commission (“Planning Commission”) and the Snohomish County Council
(“County Council”); and

WHEAREAS, the county held meetings on the TE with Snohomish County cities and
provided regular briefings on the 2015 update of the GMACP to the Snohomish County
Tomorrow (SCT) Planning Advisory Committee, the SCT Steering Committee, the SCT
Executive Committee, and the SCT Community Advisory Board, and

WHEREAS, county staff held a public workshop on September 9, 2014, to provide
citizens with an opportunity to obtain information about the proposed amendments to the
GMACP, including the TE; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission was provided information and briefed on the
draft environmental impact statement (DEIS) prepared for the 2015 update of the GMACP
on September 9, 2014; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission was provided information and a briefed on the
proposed amendments to the TE on September 16, 2014; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held a public hearing on October 7, 2014, to
receive public testimony concerning the proposed amendments contained in this ordinance;
and

WHEREAS, the notice of the public workshop and public hearing was mailed to over
30,000 individuals; published in the Everett Herald; and posted to the website developed for
the 2015 update of the GMACP; and

WHEREAS, after the conclusion of its public hearing, the Planning Commission
deliberated on October 14, October 15, and October 16, 2014, and was unable to reach a
consensus and made no recommendation on the adoption of the amendments contained in
this ordinance, as shown in its letter dated November 17, 2014; and

WHEREAS, the proposed amendments to the TE are consistent with the growth
targets and Future Land Use Map (FLUM) adopted by the County Council as part of this
2015 GMACP update; and

WHEREAS, on May 13,2015 and continued to June 10, 2015, the County Council
held a public hearing after proper notice, and considered public comment and the entire
record related to the amendments contained in this ordinance; and

AMENDED ORDINANCE NO. 14137
RELATING TO THE AMENDMENT OF THE TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT AS PART OF THE MANDATORY
UPDATE OF THE SNOHOMISH COUNTY GROWTH MANAGEMENT ACT COMPREHENSIVE PLAN PURSUANT TO
RCW 36.70A.070 and 36.70A.130; AMENDING THE STANDARDS FOR EVALUATING LEVEL OF SERVICE ON
COUNTY ARTERIALS; AND PRESENTING A PLAN FOR TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES AND SERVICES
THROUGH THE YEAR 2035

Page 2 of 17



[y
[e=JNe R0 JIEN He NV I S S

11
12
13
14
15

16
17
18
19

20
21
22
23
24
25

26
27
28
29
30
31

32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39

40
41
42

43
44

WHEREAS, following the public hearing, the County Council deliberated on the
amendments contained in this ordinance;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED:

Section 1. The County Council makes the following findings:

A. The County Council adopts and incorporates the foregoing recitals as findings as if set
forth in full herein.

B. This is a proposal to amend the TE, a component of the GMACP, as required under
RCW 36.70A.070(6) and 36.70A.130(3).

C. The proposed amendments to the TE will better achieve, comply with, and implement
the GMA.

1.

These amendments were developed in consideration of the relevant GMA goals for
the development of local comprehensive plans, as codified at RCW 36.70A.020, and
reflect a careful balancing of these goals within the local conditions of Snohomish
County.

a.

The TE, as proposed by this ordinance, addresses Goal 1 of the GMA (RCW
36.70A.020 (1) - “Encourage development in urban areas where adequate public
facilities and services exist or can be provided in an efficient manner”), through
the identification of necessary future transportation improvement projects and
nonmotorized facilities in the urban areas and by recognizing different level of
service (LOS) standards for urban and rural areas.

The TE, as proposed by this ordinance, addresses Goal 3 of the GMA (RCW
36.70A.020 (3) - “Encourage efficient multimodal transportation systems that are
based on regional priorities and coordinated with county and city comprehensive
plans”) through the identification of needed future transportation improvement
projects and nonmotorized facilities as well as measures supportive of transit
services in urban areas.

The TE, as proposed by this ordinance, addresses Goal 12 of the GMA (RCW
36.70A.020 (12) — “Ensure that those public facilities and services necessary to
support development shall be adequate to serve the development at the time the
development is available for occupancy and use without decreasing current
service below locally established minimum standards”) through the identification
of needed future transportation improvement projects, the setting of appropriate
transportation levels of service for both urban and rural roads, and provisions for
implementation measures including concurrency management.

The proposed TE amendments were developed to implement and be consistent with
the Land Use Element of the GMACP and include all of the sub elements required
by RCW 36.70A.070(6) including, but not limited to:

a.

land use assumptions used in estimating travel demand;

b. estimated traffic impacts to state owned transportation facilities;
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an inventory of transportation facilities and services;

regionally coordinated level of service standards for all county arterials and
transit routes;

level of service standards for state-owned highway facilities;

actions for bringing into compliance locally owned transportation facilities or
services that are below the established level of service standard;

forecasts of traffic for at least ten years;

identification of state and local system needs to meet demand;

an analysis of funding capabilities to evaluate funding resources;

a multi-year financing plan;

a discussion of how additional funding will be raised if probable funding falls short
of funding identified need;

I. strategies for intergovernmental coordination;

m. strategies for reducing travel demand; and

a pedestrian and bicycle component that encourages enhanced community
access and promotes healthy lifestyles for the users of the transportation system.
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D. The proposed TE amendments will better achieve, comply with, and implement the
goals, and policies set forth in the Puget Sound Regional Council’'s (PSRC) Multicounty
Planning Policies (MPP), a part of Vision 2040, adopted by the PSRC General
Assembly April 24, 2008, and last amended May 28, 2009.

1.

Consistent with MPP-En-3, MPP-En-17, MPP-En-18, MPP-En-19, MPP-En-21,
MPP-En-23, MPP-T-5, MPP-T-6, MPP-T-7, MPP-T-14, MPP-T-15, MPP-T-16, MPP-
T-23, and MPP-T-24, the proposed TE amendments address the reduction of
negative transportation impacts on the environment, including air quality and climate
change. The amendments promote non-motorized travel, transit ridership, higher
vehicle occupancy, and other transportation demand management strategies.

Consistent with MPP-DP-27, MPP-DP-54, and MPP-DP-55, the proposed TE
amendments include LOS standards and concurrency management systems that
consider the movement of people and goods rather than just vehicles, address
nonmotorized and other multimodal types of transportation both in assessment and
mitigation, provide for different LOS standards for urban and rural areas to manage
the rate of growth in rural areas and resource areas, and help to ensure that
adequate public services will be available for new and existing development without
decreasing current service below locally established minimum standards.

Consistent with MPP-DP-35, MPP-DP-43, and MPP-T-11, the proposed TE
amendments support the development of high quality, compact urban communities
by encouraging increased transit ridership, higher vehicle occupancy, walking,
biking, and other transportation demand management strategies.

. Consistent with MPP-Ec-4, MPP-Ec-6, MPP-T-13, MPP-T-17, MPP-T-18, MPP-T-

19, MPP-T-6, MPP-T-7, MPP-T-26, MPP-T-27, and MPP-T-32, the proposed TE
amendments support businesses and trade through infrastructure investments that
provide connections for people and freight between local, national, and world
markets vital to the regional economy.
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5. Consistent with MPP-T-1, MPP-T-2, MPP-T-3, and MPP-T-4, the proposed TE

amendments maintain an efficient and safe multimodal transportation system
through the provision of roadways, non-motorized facilities, and support for transit at
levels adequate to meet county standards.

E. The proposed TE will better achieve, comply with, and implement the transportation
goals, objectives, and policies set forth in the Snohomish County Countywide Planning
Policies (CPP) adopted by the County Council June 1, 2011, and last amended June 4,
2014, by Ordinance No. 14-031.

1.

Consistent with CPP Policy TR-4, the proposed TE includes transportation facilities
and services that support the Land Use Element of the GMACP including:

facilities that promote safe and efficient use for all travel modes;

criteria for designating multimodal arterials that will reduce vehicle miles traveled;
the designation of transit emphasis corridors;

the use of land use projections from the Land Use Element of the GMACP and
Vision 2040; and

planning future land use in designated transit emphasis corridors in consultation
with transit agencies.
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Consistent with CPP Policy TR-7, the proposed TE amendments include a
transportation LOS which was developed using professionally accepted
methodologies for determining transportation level of service that considers different
development intensities, the availability and adequacy of transit service, and the
availability and adequacy of non-motorized transportation facilities. Methodologies
used to calculate and monitor LOS, described in the TE, employ consistent data
collection and routine monitoring. -

Consistent with CPP Policy TR-8, the proposed TE recommends concurrency
requirements for land development by considering transportation levels of service
and available financial resources to make needed transportation improvements
including:

a. requiring higher transportation levels of service in rural areas than in urban
areas,

b. consideration of the impacts of alternate modes of travel when determining
the LOS for county arterials;

c. recognition of transportation services and facilities that are at their ultimate
capacity; and

d. reconsideration of land use designations where transportation facilities and
services cannot be financed or provided to maintain concurrency with land
development.

Consistent with CPP Policy TR-9, the proposed TE establishes common technical
procedures for transportation system management (TSM) and transportation
demand management (TDM) programs that reduce trip making, vehicle miles
traveled, greenhouse gas emissions, and air quality impacts associated with
development and improve the efficiency of the transportation system.
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Consistent with CPP Policy TR-12 and CPP Policy TR-13, the proposed TE maps
the general location or possible locations of planned major transit facilities including
the possible expansion of Sound Transit’s light rail to the Everett Regional Growth
Center, the current location and possible expansion of Community Transit's Swift
bus rapid transit system, and the designation of transit emphasis corridors.

Consistent with CPP TR-15, the proposed TE will ensure that existing transportation
systems are maintained, preserved, and operated in a safe and usable state.

Consistent with CPP Policy TR-16, the proposed TE integrates the concepts of
sustainability and climate change in transportation planning by maximizing the
efficiency of the transportation system, promoting less polluting transportation
modes, and investing in nonmotorized transportation infrastructure.

Consistent with CPP Policy TR-17, the proposed TE designates transit emphasis
corridors that allow effective and integrated planning for land use and transportation.

Consistent with CPP Policy TR-21, the proposed TE provides a coordinated plan for
providing a safe and continuous nonmotorized transportation system.

. The proposed TE is consistent with and will better achieve, comply with, and implement

the transportation goals, objectives, and policies set forth in the Snohomish County
General Policy Plan (GPP) last amended by Amended Ordinance No. 13-083, adopted
on November 25, 2013.

1.

The proposed TE maintains consistency with GPP Goal TR 1 and the associated
objectives and policies by planning for transportation systems that serve and
complement the land use element, the natural environment element, and economic
development element of the GMACP including:

a. an evaluation of future transportation needs using land use projections from
future development intensity adopted in city, county, and transit provider long-
range plans;

b. identification of a countywide network of principal and minor arterials providing
multimodal connectivity; and

c. higher transportation levels of service in rural areas than in urban areas.

The proposed TE maintains consistency with GPP Goal TR 2 and the associated
objectives and policies through support of the public transportation services that are
necessary to implement the land use element, natural environment element, and the
economic development element of the comprehensive plan including:

a. making designated centers as a focus of residential and employment growth;

b. identifying and designating transit emphasis corridors that are served, or are
planned to be served, by public transportation to connect centers;

¢. planning for the possible expansion of Sound Transit's light rail to the Everett
Regional Growth Center and Community Transit's bus rapid transit system;

d. inventorying public transit, private intercity bus, passenger rail, freight rail, ferry
facilities and services; and

e. inventorying HOV lanes and park and ride facilities.
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3. The proposed TE maintains consistency with GPP Goal TR 3 and the associated

objectives and policies by planning for regionally coordinated nonmotorized
transportation facilities and systems. '

. The proposed TE maintains consistency with GPP Goal TR 4 and the associated

objectives and policies by planning for health, safety, and welfare of Snohomish
County citizens by planning for paths and walkways to provide safe, efficient and
attractive pedestrian connections that enhance the mobility of all users.

. The proposed TE maintains consistency with GPP Goal TR 5 and the associated

objectives and policies by planning for transportation facilities adequate to meet the
adopted level of service standard including:

a. the use of different LOS standards for rural and urban areas to encourage more
intense development within existing urban areas;

b. the consideration of the financial resources available to make needed
transportation improvements in setting a LOS standard;

c. the use of professionally accepted measures and methods in determining LOS;

d. the consideration of multiple transportation modes in the LOS standard;

e. the participation in statewide, regional, and local TDM programs to reduce peak
period traffic congestion and single-occupancy vehicle trips and promote
alternative modes of transportation; and

f. planning for public transportation and high-capacity transit facilities.

. The proposed TE maintains consistency with GPP Goal TR 6 and the associated

objectives and policies by including measures that have a positive impact or
minimize adverse impacts on the natural environment, air quality, water quality,
climate change, and energy consumption. The proposed TE was developed in a way
that:

a. complies with the requirements of the federal Clean Air Act;

b. complies with the requirements of the federal Clean Water Act; and

c. promotes energy efficiency by supporting nonmotorized transportation, transit,
and other low-impact alternatives to single-occupancy vehicles that reduce
vehicle miles traveled.

. The proposed TE maintains consistency with GPP Goal TR 7 and the associated

objectives and policies by prioritizing and financing transportation improvements for
the greatest public benefit including:

a. giving primary consideration to improvements that enhance the safety and
effectiveness of the existing system;

b. coordinating travel forecasts with regional travel demand models and the Land
Use Element of the GMACP,;

c. maintaining consistency with the Land Use Element GMACP;

d. using cost estimating processes compatible with other transportation agencies;
and

e. establishing a process for reassessing the level of service standards and Land
Use Element of the GMACP if transportation funding falls short of meeting the
existing and projected need.
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8.

Consistent with GPP Goal TR 8 and the associated objectives and policies, the
proposed TE was developed through coordination with state, regional, and local
agencies including coordination meetings held with city, county, transit, regional and
agency staff and the use of published plans including six-year transportation
improvement plans; six-year transit development plans; city, county, transit, and
agency long-range plans; the CPPs; Vision 2040, Transportation 2040, and the
regional bicycle plan.

The proposed TE includes implementation measures for freight mobility consistent
with GPP Goal TR 9 and the associated objectives and policies.

10. The proposed TE was developed in consideration of GPP Goal TR 10 by planning

for infrastructure investments that provide connections for people and freight
between local, national, and world markets vital to the regional economy.

G. The proposed transportation level of service standards (LOS) in the TE were developed
consistent with the following:

1.

The GMA (RCW 36.70A.070(6)(a)) requires LOS standards for all locally owned
arterials and transit routes to serve as a gauge to judge performance of the system.
These standards should be regionally coordinated.

The GMA (RCW 36.70A.070 (6)(b)) requires that the county prohibit development
that causes the LOS to decline below the standards adopted in the TE unless
sufficient transportation improvements are made concurrent with the development to
remedy the LOS deficiency.

As recognized by Central Puget Sound Growth Management Hearing Board in West
Seattle Defense Fund v. City of Seattle (WSDF [), CPSGMHB Case No. 94-3-001c
(FDO, April 4, 1995), the GMA does not dictate what is too congested, and that
setting the desired LOS standard is a policy decision left to the discretion of local
elected officials.

Vision 2040 directs local jurisdictions to include in their transportation LOS standards
the movement of people and goods instead of only the movement of people.
Concurrency programs should address nonmotorized, pedestrian, and other
multimodal types of transportation and should encourage development that can be
supported by transit.

The CPPs direct local jurisdictions to use professionally accepted methodologies for
determining LOS and consider different development intensities, the availability and
adequacy of transit service, and the availability and adequacy of bicycle and
pedestrian facilities. The CPPs also recommend the use of a higher LOS in rural
areas than in urban areas.

The Transportation Research Board’s Highway Capacity Manual recognizes that
there are many factors that influence traffic volumes on any given segment of
roadway, including time of day, day of week, time of year, weather conditions, and
types of vehicles. In addition there are many factors that influence the capacity of an
arterial unit including the number of lanes, intersection spacing, types of intersection
control, density of adjacent access points, road alignments, road width, topography,
sight distance, vehicle mix, driver mix, and travel speed.
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7.

8.

Jurisdictions in the Puget Sound region have developed a variety of LOS standards
based upon local conditions and policy choices.

In December of 2013 and January and February of 2014, meetings were held with
key stakeholder groups representing the environmental, nonmotorized,
development, and transit communities to solicit comments on transportation level of
service and concurrency management methodology including the following:

a. two meetings with Community Transit on December 18, 3013, and February
26, 2014, discussing and seeking input on possible LOS changes and
possible designation criteria (including transit frequency and population and
employment densities needed to support transit) to ensure consistency with
its Long Range Plan for multimodal arterials;

b. a January 30, 2014, meeting with Futurewise and Transportation Choices
discussing and seeking input on possible LOS changes; and

c. a meeting on February 21, 2014, with building industry representatives
discussing and seeking input on possible LOS changes.

H. Procedural requirements.

1.

State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) requirements with respect to this non-project
action have been satisfied through the completion of a Draft EIS issued on
September 8, 2014, and a Final EIS issued on June 3, 2015.

The proposal is a Type 3 legislative action pursuant to SCC 30.73.010.

Pursuant to RCW 36.70A.106(1), a notice of intent to adopt this ordinance was
transmitted to the Washington State Department of Commerce for distribution to
state agencies on December 17, 2014.

The public participation process used in the adoption of this ordinance has complied
with all applicable requirements of the GMA and the SCC. The general public and
interested agencies and parties were notified of the public hearings by means of
legal notices, property postings, news releases, the county website, and over 30,000
direct mail notices sent to owners and neighbors of affected properties. Notification
was provided in accordance with SCC 30.73.050.

The Washington State Attorney General last issued an advisory memorandum, as
required by RCW 36.70A.370, in December of 2006 entitled “Advisory
Memorandum: Avoiding Unconstitutional Takings of Private Property” to help local
governments avoid the unconstitutional taking of private property. The process
outlined in the State Attorney General’s 2006 advisory memorandum was used by
Snohomish County in objectively evaluating the regulatory changes proposed by this
ordinance.

. This ordinance is consistent with the record.

1.

Many of the proposed TE amendments are minor or housekeeping in nature that are
intended to achieve the following purposes:
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Address inadvertent errors, omissions and inconsistencies.

Delete outdated or inaccurate information.

Revise text to ensure internal consistency.

Provide consistency in terminology between the TE and other GMACP
documents.

Update information to reflect the 2035 plan horizon.

Improve readability of the chapters.

Clarify language to improve consistency between the GMACP, the GMA, and
CPPs.

Remove language related to facilities in territory no longer under county
jurisdiction or projects that have been completed.

i. Clarify intent and support policies in other GMACP chapters.

coow
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Amendments to the TE that do not fall under one of these categories are described
in more detail in the subsequent findings.

Proposed amendments to Chapter I: Introduction and the revised Inventory of
Transportation Facilities and Services update the county’s inventory of roadways,
pedestrian facilities, bicycle facilities, transit routes and intercity bus, passenger and
freight rail, ferries, airports, and marine port facilities as required by RCW
36.70A.070(6)(a)(iii)(A).

. As required by RCW 36.70A.070(6)(a)(i), the proposed amendments to Chapter |

Introduction and Chapter |l: Relationship to Planned Land Use to Transportation
employ the 2035 growth projections provided by the Washington State Office of
Financial Management (OFM) and are consistent with the growth targets and FLUM
adopted by the County Council as part of this 2015 GMACP update.

. Proposed amendments to Chapter II: Relationship of Planned Land Use to

Transportation update the summary of travel statistics from the travel demand model
to reflect the 2035 horizon year and population, employment, and housing changes.

. Proposed amendments to Chapter |l: Relationship of Planned Land Use to

Transportation update the level of service (LOS) standards for state-owned
transportation facilities as required by RCW 36.70A.070(6)(a)(iii)(C). The
amendments recognize a distinction between Highways of Statewide Significance
(HSS) and Regionally Significant State Highways (Non-HSS).

. Proposed amendments to Chapter li: Relationship of Planned Land Use to

Transportation add LOS guidelines for Community Transit's (CT) local transit routes.
The amendments are necessary to ensure consistency with CT’s Long-Range
Transit Plan as required under RCW 36.70A.070(6)(a)(iii)(B).

Proposed amendments to Chapter lll: Implementation Measures amend the county
transportation LOS standard for qualifying multimodal arterials. The proposed
change would allow a 5 mph reduction to the minimum peak hour travel speed on
multimodal arterials. As mitigation, the proposed amendments also include
provisions for increased TDM measures for developments that impact multimodal
arterials. The changes are necessary for consistency with changes in regional policy.
Vision 2040 (MPP-DP-54, MPP-DP-55, and MPP-DP-56) directs local jurisdictions to
adopt LOS standards and concurrency management systems that consider the
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10.
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13.

movement of people not just vehicles and to address nonmotorized and other
multimodal types of transportation both in assessment and mitigation. The use of
multiple modes to set a transportation LOS standard is also consistent with RCW
36.70A.108 and with the policy direction contained in the Vision 2040 (MPP-DP-54,
MPP-DP-55, and MPP-DP-56), the CPP Policy TR-7, and GPP TR Policy 5.A.7.

Proposed amendments to Chapter lll: Implementation Measures amend the county
transportation LOS standard to set criteria for determining multimodal arterials. The
criteria employ metrics to indicate arterials with conditions conducive to transit and
nonmotorized modes of travel. To meet the criteria an arterial must have: transit
service operating at 15 minute headways or better during the peak period; a
continuous bicycle facility meeting county standards; a continuous pedestrian facility
meeting county standards; and a gross density of 20 persons and/or employees per
acre within “2 mile of transit facilities. The guidance for developing the criteria used
information from professional literature, consultation with transit agencies, CT’s
Long-Range Transit Plan, information contained in Vision 2040, and the GPP TR
Policy 2.C.1.

Proposed amendments to Chapter |ll: Implementation Measures describes the
application of the criteria for rural arterials with urban traffic to more accurately
describe how the criteria are applied. Changes are consistent with the policy
direction in Vision 2040 (MPP-T-28).

Proposed amendments to Chapter lll: Implementation Measures identify five
additional rural arterials with urban traffic and remove one existing rural arterial with
urban traffic. The new rural arterials with urban traffic are: Marine Dr NE from 1-5 to
64™ St SW; 27" Ave NE from Marine Dr NE to the end of the county portion of the
road; 84™ St NE from SR 9 to SR 92; Machias Rd from 12" St NE to Machias Cutoff;
and Bunk Foss/Richey Rd from S Machias Rd to 99 Ave SE. The arterial proposed
to be removed from the list of rural arterials with urban traffic is Bickford Ave from the
SR 2 ramps to the City of Snohomish’s UGA boundary. The rural arterials added to
the designation have been determined to have the urban characteristics necessary
to consider them urban for the purposes of LOS and concurrency. The arterial
removed from the list no longer meets the criteria. These revisions are consistent
with the policy direction in Vision 2040 (MPP T-28), CPP Policy TR-7, and GPP
Objective TR 5.A.

Proposed amendments to Chapter llI: Implementation Measures are necessary to
include additional county programs that manage transportation demand on the
county arterial system consistent with RCW 36.70A.070(6)(a)(vi), Vision 2040 (MPP-
T-23), CPP Policy TR-9, and GPP Objectives TR 5.B and TR 5.E.

Proposed amendments to Chapter lli: Implementation Measures will designate
“transit emphasis corridors” consistent with CT’s Long-Range Transit Plan and
consistent with the policy direction of CPP Policy TR-17 and GPP Objective TR 2.C.

Proposed amendments to Chapter Ill: Implementation Measures revise the
nonmotorized implementation measures to add a pedestrian facilities component,
provide a reference to the pedestrian facilities map in the revised [nventory of
Transportation Facilities and Services, and discuss county provisions for improving
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15.

16.
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18.

the pedestrian network. Changes have been coordinated with the pedestrian plans
of PSRC and adjacent cities and counties. The amendments are required under
RCW 36.70A.070 (6)(a)(vii). The amendments are consistent with the policy
direction of Vision 2040 (MPP-T-15 and MPP-T-16), CPP Policy TR-4, and GPP
Objective TR 3.A.

Proposed amendments to Chapter Ill: Implementation Measures affirm Snohomish
County’s “complete streets” strategy for future roadways and roadway improvements
to address the safety and mobility of all users consistent with the Snohomish County
Engineering Design and Development Standards (EDDS). This amendment is
consistent with the policy direction of Vision 2040 (MPP-T-14), CPP Policy TR-4, and
GPP TR Objective 1.C.

Proposed amendments to Chapter Ill: Implementation Measures revise the
nonmotorized implementation measures and the revised Countywide Bicycle Facility
System Map, describe and identify proposed bikeways, update the information on
completed bikeways, and discuss county requirements for continued implementation
of the system. Changes have been coordinated with PSRC and adjacent cities and
counties and are consistent with the plans of adjacent jurisdictions, and the regional
bicycle system. The amendments are required under RCW 36.70A.070(6)(a)(vii).
The amendments are consistent with the policy direction of Vision 2040 (MPP-T-15
and MPP-T-16), CPP Policy TR-4, and GPP Objective TR 3.A.

Proposed amendments to Chapter Ill: Implementation Measures will add language
related to mitigation of transportation related greenhouse gas emissions and the
adaptation to climate change consistent with Snohomish County Executive Orders
07-48 and 13-48A and information from the National Climate Assessment. This
revision also provides consistency with the policy direction of Vision 2040 (MPP-En-
3, MPP-En-18, MPP-En-19, MPP-En-23, MPP-T-5, and MPP-T-6), CPP Policy TR-6,
and GPP Objective TR 6.D.

Proposed amendments to Chapter IV: Recommended Transportation Improvements
and the revised Arterial Circulation Map describe and identify the arterial roadway
system necessary to serve the future land use plan as required by RCW
36.70A.070(6)(a)(iii))(A) and RCW 36.70A.070(6)(a)(iii}(B). Amendments are also
necessary to maintain consistency with the revised federal functional classification
system. The amendments are consistent with the policy direction contained in Vision
2040 (MPP-T-14), CPP Policy TR-4, and GPP Objective TR 1.B.

Proposed amendments to Chapter |V: Recommended Transportation Improvements
revise the description and list of county arterial improvements, and the estimated
cost, necessary to serve the forecasted travel demand of the Land Use Element and
the FLUM. The revision drops the previous categorization of county arterial
improvements in the TE: Critical Arterial System Improvements (CASI), Arterial Level
of Service Improvements (ALOSI), and Arterial System Enhancements (ASE), and
replaces them with a list that includes widening of existing arterial roads, new arterial
road alignments, stand-alone intersection improvements, and stand-alone pedestrian
facility improvements. The revised list of county arterial improvements in the
proposed amendments uses year of expenditure costs in place of the previous 2005
adjusted costs. The revised categorization reflects how the Snohomish County

AMENDED ORDINANCE NO. 14-137

RELATING TO THE AMENDMENT OF THE TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT AS PART OF THE MANDATORY
UPDATE OF THE SNOHOMISH COUNTY GROWTH MANAGEMENT ACT COMPREHENSIVE PLAN PURSUANT TO
RCW 36.70A.070 and 36.70A.130; AMENDING THE STANDARDS FOR EVALUATING LEVEL OF SERVICE ON
COUNTY ARTERIALS; AND PRESENTING A PLAN FOR TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES AND SERVICES
THROUGH THE YEAR 2035

Page 12 of 17



el RN He NV JF R

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

Department of Public Works will program arterial improvements over the 20-year
planning horizon. The proposed revisions maintain consistency with the
requirements of RCW 36.70A.070(6)(a)(iii)(E) and RCW 36.70A.070(6)(a)(iii)(F) and
the policy direction of Vision 2040 (MPP-T-26, MPP-T-27), CPP Policy TR-4, and
GPP Objective TR 1.B.

Proposed amendments to Chapter 1V: Recommended Transportation Improvements
and Appendix B revise the list of state highway improvements needed to meet
current and future demand on the state highway system and provide support for the
county roadway network. The revised list was developed in consultation with
WSDOT and is consistent with the project list in the constrained portion of PSRC’s
Transportation 2040. This revision maintains consistency with RCW
36.70A.070(6)(a)(iii)(E) and RCW 36.70A.070(6)(a)(iii)(F).

Proposed amendments to Chapter IV: Recommended Transportation Improvements
and Appendix C revise the list of city street improvements needed to meet current
and future transportation demand on the city street network and provide support for
the county roadway network and land use plan. The list of city projects was
developed using the most current available transportation improvement program
(TIP) and long range transportation plans for each jurisdiction. This revision
maintains consistency RCW 36.70A.070(6)(a)(iii)(E) and RCW
36.70A.070(6)(a)(iii)(F).

Proposed amendments to Chapter 1V: Recommended Transportation Improvements
revise the supportive public transportation services and planned improvements to
update planned public transportation services and based on information contained in
the transit development plans for relevant transit agencies. The revisions also
include a table of transit capital improvements from PSRC’s Transportation 2040, the
regional transportation plan. These revisions are consistent with the policy direction
in Vision 2040 (MPP-T-23), CPP Policy TR-4, and GPP Objective TR 1.A.

Proposed amendments to Chapter 1V: Recommended Transportation Improvements
revise the supportive public transportation services and planned improvements to
include map and text changes discussing future high-capacity transit (HCT) in
Snohomish County. The revisions discuss the planned light rail expansion to
Lynnwood consistent with Sound Transit 2: The Regional Transit System Plan for
Central Puget Sound, the Sound Transit Regional Transit Long-Range Plan, and
PSRC’s Transportation 2040. The revisions discuss the possible routes of future
light rail to Everett consistent with Sound Transit Regional Transit Long-Range Plan,
PSRC’s Transportation 2040, and Sound Transit's High Capacity Transit Corridor
Study: Lynnwood to Everett. The revisions discuss possible future Swift bus rapid
transit routes consistent with CT’s Long-Range Transit Plan. These revisions are
consistent with the policy direction in Vision 2040 (MPP-T-23, MPP-T-29), CPP
Policy TR-4, CPP Policy TR-12, CPP Policy TR-13, GPP Policy TR 2.A.3 and GPP
Objective TR 2.D.

Figure 6: Recommended County Arterial Improvement Projects — South Map in
amended Chapter |V: Recommended Transportation Improvements consolidates the
information from and replaces previous Map 5. Recommended Road and Street
Improvements, TSA “C”; Map 6: Recommended Road and Street Improvements,
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24.

25.

26.

27.

TSA “D”; Map 7: Recommended Road and Street Improvements TSA “D” (detail);
Map 8: Recommended Road and Street Improvements, TSA “E”; and Map 9:
Recommended Road and Street Improvements, TSA “F". These changes were
made to show the updated arterial improvement project list needed to support the
Land Use Element to 2035.

Figure 7. Recommended County Arterial Improvement Projects — North Map in
amended Chapter IV: Recommended Transportation Improvements consolidates the
information from and replaces previous Map 3: Recommended Road and Street
Improvements TSA “A” and Map 4: Recommended Road and Street Improvements,
TSA “B”. These changes were made to show the updated arterial improvement
project list needed to support the Land Use Element to 2035.

Proposed amendments to Chapter V. Strategy for Financing County Transportation
Improvements revise the financial strategy to include expenditures based on the
revised project list and the 20-year revenue forecast to reflect the new plan horizon
year and changed revenue assumptions, and the analysis of revenue available for
capital improvements as required by RCW 36.70A.070(6)(a)(iv).

Proposed amendments to Chapter V. Strategy for Financing County Transportation
Improvements revise the summary comparison of expenditures versus available
revenue and the analysis of additional revenue sources that could be used to reduce
possible future deficits in funding for capital transportation expenditures as required
by RCW 36.70A.070(6)(a)(iv)(C).

The proposed amendments to the TE Appendices:

a. Revises Appendix A (Glossary of Acronyms and Definitions) to delete acronyms
no longer used in the document and to add new acronyms.

b. Deletes the previously adopted Appendix B (Summary of Costs for County Road
Projects if Built to Standards) and replaces it with a new Appendix B (Summary
of State Projects within Snohomish County). Much of the information found in the
previously adopted Appendix B (Summary of Costs for County Road Projects if
Built to Standards) is no longer necessary because it was specific to the CASI,
ALOSI, and ASE categories, which are proposed to be replaced in this update of
the TE. Project costing information in the proposed TE update is found in
Chapter IV. The state project information in the new Appendix B (Summary of
State Projects within Snohomish County) has been moved from Chapter IV for
improved readability.

c. Deletes the previously adopted Appendix C (Summary of Costs for County Road
Projects Alternate Design of Arterial Level of Service Improvements) and
replaces it with a new Appendix C (Supportive City Street Improvements). The
information found in the previously adopted Appendix C (Summary of Costs for
County Road Projects Alternate Design of Arterial Level of Service
Improvements) pertained to the costing the ALOSI category of roadway projects.
Since the revised TE proposes to replace ALOSI category, it is no longer
appropriate to include this information in the TE. The local project information
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contained in the new Appendix C (Supportive City Street Improvements) has
been moved from Chapter IV for improved readability.

d. Amends Appendix D (Transportation Mitigation Fees) to reflect that some
information on future impact fee rates cannot be known until a new list of arterial
improvement projects and their updated costs have been determined, new TSA
boundaries have been established, and a new estimate of trips for each TSA
have been calculated. This information will be become available when the land
use plan and the TE have been adopted

Section 2. The County Council makes the following conclusions:

A. The proposed amendments to the TE proposed by this ordinance satisfy the
requirement of RCW 36.70A.070(6) which directs counties planning under the GMA to
include within their comprehensive plans a transportation element that implements and
supports the adopted land use element of its comprehensive plan.

B. The amendments are consistent with and comply with the procedural and substantive
requirements of the GMA.

C. The proposed amendments to the TE are consistent with PSRC’s Vision 2040 and the
MPPs.

D. The amendments to the TE are consistent with the CPPs.

E. The proposed amendments to the TE are consistent with the goals, objectives, and
policies of the GPP.

F. The proposed transportation LOS in the TE was developed using professional
methodologies included in the Transportation Research Board’s Highway Capacity
Manual and is consistent with the GMA, Vision 2040, the MPPs, the CPPs, and the
GPP.

G. The county has complied with all SEPA requirements with respect to this non-project
action.

H. The amendments do not result in an unconstitutional taking of private property for a
public purpose.

Section 3. The County Council bases its findings and conclusions on the entire
record of the Planning Commission and the County Council, including all testimony and
exhibits. Any finding that should be deemed a conclusion and any conclusion which should
be deemed a finding is hereby adopted as such.

Section 4. Based on the foregoing findings and conclusions, the TE of the GMACP,
last amended by Amended Ordinance No. 08-050 adopted on June 3, 2008, is amended as
indicated in Exhibit A to this ordinance, which is attached hereto and incorporated by
reference into this ordinance as if set forth in full.
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Section 5. Based on the foregoing findings and conclusions, the Arterial Circulation
Map, a map supporting the TE of the GMACP, last amended by Amended Ordinance No.
05-070 adopted on December 21, 2005, is amended as indicated by Exhibit B to this
ordinance, which is attached hereto and incorporated by reference into this ordinance as if
set forth in full.

Section 6. Based on the foregoing findings and conclusions, the Bicycle Facility
System Map, a map supporting the TE of the GMACP, last amended by Amended
Ordinance No. 05-070 adopted on December 21, 2005, is amended as indicated by Exhibit
C to this ordinance, which is attached hereto and incorporated by reference into this
ordinance as if set forth in full.

Section 7. Based on the foregoing findings and conclusions, Inventory of
Transportation Facilities and Services — Catalog of Maps and Databases, last amended by
Amended Ordinance No. 05-070 adopted on December 21, 2005, an attachment to the TE
of the GMACP, is amended as indicated by Exhibit D to this ordinance, which is attached
hereto and incorporated by reference into this ordinance as if set forth in full.

Section 8. The County Council directs the Code Reviser to update SCC 30.10.060
pursuant to SCC 1.02.020(3).

Section 9. Severability and Savings. If any section, sentence, clause or phrase of
this ordinance shall be held to be invalid by the Growth Management Hearings Board
(Board), or unconstitutional by a court of competent jurisdiction, such invalidity or
unconstitutionality shall not affect the validity or constitutionality of any other section,
sentence, clause or phrase of this ordinance. Provided, however, that if any section,
sentence, clause or phrase of this ordinance is held to be invalid by the Board or court of
competent jurisdiction, then the section, sentence, clause or phrase in effect prior to the
effective date of this ordinance shall be in full force and effect for that individual section,
sentence, clause or phrase as if this ordinance had never been adopted.

PASSED this 10" day of June, 2015.

SNOHOMISH COUNTY COUNCIL
Sn ish County,-Washington
/

R e —
Dave Somers, Council Chair

ATTEST:

g

De%bié Eco, Clerk of the Council

AMENDED ORDINANCE NO. 14-137
RELATING TO THE AMENDMENT OF THE TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT AS PART OF THE MANDATORY
UPDATE OF THE SNOHOMISH COUNTY GROWTH MANAGEMENT ACT COMPREHENSIVE PLAN PURSUANT TO
RCW 36.70A.070 and 36.70A.130; AMENDING THE STANDARDS FOR EVALUATING LEVEL OF SERVICE ON
COUNTY ARTERIALS; AND PRESENTING A PLAN FOR TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES AND SERVICES
THROUGH THE YEAR 2035

Page 16 of 17



APPROVED g/2v/ 1 s/
g Lt

( EMERGENCY
() VETOED DATE:

Cou Executive

e
SN0 00 ~1OCN W B WD e
§

ATﬂ’E}\ST: "
- f 17? 4 7 é \\
f‘*{% /| ;w«fg}({ A

“\,ﬂ,,,—’j

Pt ok
W N e
S

14  Approved as to form only:

15

16

17  Deputy Prosecuting Attorney

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29 D-14
30

31

32

33

34

35  List of Exhibits to Amended Ordinance 14-137 Amending the Transportation Element:
36

37 EXHIBIT A - Transportation Element

38

39  EXHIBIT B — Arterial Circulation Map

40 :
41 EXHIBIT C - Countywide Bicycle Facility System Map
42

43  EXHIBIT D - Inventory of Transportation Facilities and Services — Catalog of Maps and
44  Data Bases, July 2014

AMENDED ORDINANCE NO. 14-137
RELATING TO THE AMENDMENT OF THE TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT AS PART OF THE MANDATORY
UPDATE OF THE SNOHOMISH COUNTY GROWTH MANAGEMENT ACT COMPREHENSIVE PLAN PURSUANT TO
RCW 36.70A.070 and 36.70A.130; AMENDING THE STANDARDS FOR EVALUATING LEVEL OF SERVICE ON
COUNTY ARTERIALS; AND PRESENTING A PLAN FOR TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES AND SERVICES
THROUGH THE YEAR 2035

Page 17 of 17



Exhibit A

2015 Update: Amendments to the Transportation
Element



This page intentionally left blank.




24 Snohomish County Public Works

Transportation Element

A Component of the
GMA Comprehensive Plan




This page intentionally left blank.




Iransportation Element

A COMPONENT OF THE GMA COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

((February 2006

Adopted June 10, 2015

Snohomish County Public Works Department
3000 Rockefeller, M/S 607
Everett, WA 98201



This page intentionally left blank.



SNOHOMISH COUNTY TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT

Transportation Element [

((Effective DateFebruary-1,-2006))




SNOHOMISH COUNTY TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT

Transportation Element il

((Effective DateFebruary-1,-2006))



SNOHOMISH COUNTY TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT

TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT
Growth Management Act RCW 36.70A.070 (6).

TABLE OF CONTENTS

((PREFAEE 1))
I. INTRODUCTION 1
A. Purpose and Background 1

1. Purpose Statement
2. Description of Historical Growth and Development

B. Growth Management Requirements and Policy Foundation

(2
)3
1. Revised Code of Washington (RCW) ((are-Washingten-Administrative-Code))
2. ((Puget-Seund-Regional-Ceuneits)) PSRC’s Multi-County Planning Policies, Vision
((2620)) 2040 and ((Bestination2030)) Transportation 2040 Plans
3. Snohomish County Tomorrow and Countywide Planning Policies
4. Snohomish County’s Growth Management Act Comprehensive Plan
C. Inventory of Transportation Facilities and Services ((rventery))
(5

NI

1. Public Highways, Streets and Roads

2. ((ceuntywide)) Bicycle and Pedestrian Facility System

3. Public Transportation

4, Other Public and Private Transportation Facilities and Services

(a) Intercity Bus
(b) Passenger Rail

5. Freight Rail

6. Ferry System

7. Airports

8. Marine Port Facilities

I11. RELATIONSHIP OF PLANNED LAND USE TO TRANSPORTATION ()19

A.  ((Future)) Land Use Map and Travel Demand
((#3))19

1. Land Use Forecasts

2.  Travel Characteristics

3. Planned Land Use and Transportation Services
a) ((Yeban)) Centers
b) Urban Areas Outside Centers
¢) Rural Areas and Resource Lands

B. Planning Level ((efService-Pelicy-Coenceptsfor)) Transportation ((Rlannirg)) Analysis

for County Arterials and State Highways

Transportation Element iii

((Effective DateFebruary-1,-2006))



SNOHOMISH COUNTY TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT

)31
1

2.

3.
4.

(26

County-owned Arterials

State-owned ((Highways-of Regional-Significanree))_Reqgionally Significant State
Highways (PSRC)

State-owned Highways of Statewide Significance_(WSDOT)
((ceunty'sTFransit-Compatibtlity Provisions)) Existing Arterial Level of Service

Deficiencies

((Besting-Arteriattevel-of-Service-Defieienetes)) Road Condition Audits

Level of SerV|ce Gwdellnes

)38

D. Intergovernmental Coordination and Impacts on Adjacent Jurisdictions 39

111. IMPLEMENTATION MEASURES

7))4l

(2

A.  Concurrency Management System

)ALl

(G

1. Background
2. Regulatory Actions

a)
b)

Chapter 30.66B SCC Amendments
Level of Service Provisions

3. Nonregulatory Actions

a)
b)
c)
d)
€)
f)

Comprehensive Plan: Transportation ((Element))Components
Transportation Needs Report

Priority Programming/Concurrency Management
Transportation Improvement Program

Capital Improvement Program

Annual Construction Program for Transportation

4. Process

B. ((CemmuteTrip-Reductionand)) Transportation Demand Management

))59

((40

1. Background
2. Employer Commute Trip Reduction
3. ((FransportationDemand-Management)) Residential Corridor-based Trip Reduction
4. ((Precess))Development Transportation Demand Management
5. Process
a) Commute Trip Reduction (CTR)

b) Transportation Demand Management (TDM)

Transportation Element v

((Effective DateFebruary-1,-2006))



SNOHOMISH COUNTY TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT

C. Arterial Access Management

(43
))62
1. Background
2. Regulatory Actions
3. Process
D. ((Fransit)) Support ((arc-Cempatibility))_for Transit
(44
))64
1. Background
2. ((Regutatery-Actions))_Transit Emphasis Corridors
3. ((Nenregulatery))Requlatory Actions
4. ((Preeess))Nonregulatory Actions
a) Coordination
b) Funding
5. Process
E. Countywide Nonmotorized Transportation
(46
NIL
1. Background
2. ((Nenregulatery))Requlatory Actions
a) Design Standards
b) Collaboration on Grants and Funding
3. Process
F.  Air Quality Conformity_and Climate Change
((48))75
1. ((Background)) Air Quality Conformity
2. ((Nenregulatery-Actions)) Climate Change
3. ((Preeess)) Nonregulatory Actions
G. Freight Mobility
((56))80
1. Background
2. Regulatory Actions
3. Nonregulatory Actions
4. Process
1V. RECOMMENDED TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENTS
(C
3))83
A. County’s Approach to Arterial Road Needs and Improvements
((53))83
1. Evaluation Process for Identifying Deficiencies
((
Transportation Element %

((Effective DateFebruary-1,-2006))



SNOHOMISH COUNTY TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT

B. Recommended County Arterial Road Improvements
((56
))87
1. Arterial Circulation Map
2. Project Costing Methodology
3. Recommended County Arterial Improvement Projects

C. Supportive State Highway Improvements
(4
))116

D. Supportive City Street Improvements
((*8
)Ni21

E. Supportive Public Transportation Improvements
(#8
N121
1. Operating Agencies and Services
a) Community Transit
b) Everett Transit
¢) Sound Transit
d) Washington State Ferries
2. Capital Facilities
a) Near-Term Projects
b) Transportation 2040 Projects

3-—Other-HmprovementPlans

V. STRATEGY FOR FINANCING COUNTY TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENTS

(G
5))143

A. County Transportation Improvement Expenditures
(95
))143
1. Snohomish County’s Transportation Expenditure Programs

((Z—Summary-of-Capacity-related-Capital-Expenditures))

B. County Transportation Revenues
(Cea
))146
1. Snohomish County’s Sources of Transportation Revenue
a) Property Taxes
b) Reimbursable Services
c) Fuel Taxes
d) Real Estate Excise Taxes
e) Transportation Impact Fees

Transportation Element Vi

((Effective DateFebruary-1,-2006))



SNOHOMISH COUNTY TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT

VI.

f) State and Federal Grants
) Other Revenues
2. Summary of Revenues

County’s Financial Strategy

1))151
1. Financial Strategy Statement
2. Additional Revenue Measures
a) County One Percent Annual Property Tax Increase (2015-2035)
b) Extend REET Allocation to Transportation (2020-2035)
c) Increase County Impact Mitigation Fees (2015-2035)
d) Bonding
e) Public Works Trust Fund Loan (PWTFL)
f) Increase in State Fuel Tax (2015-2035)
g) Local Option Vehicle License Fee (2015-2035)
3. Other Miscellaneous Revenues or Cost((-))Reduction Measures
a) Joint Funding with Cities
b) Encourage Mutually Beneficial Annexations by Cities
c) Private-Sector Partnerships
d) Road Improvement Districts
——e)Franspertation Bending
—a)-tocat-Option-FuetTax
4. Summary and Conclusions

Process for Reassessment of the Comprehensive Plan and Transportation Element

6))160
1. Reassessment Strategy and Options
2. Reassessment Process

COUNTY PROJECT PRIORITIZATION AND PROGRAMMING PROCESS
((#09))163

Transportation Needs Report

9))163

. Transportation Improvement Program

0))164
Annual Construction Program

0))164

REFERENCES

+%))165

((z6

(36

(36

((F

((F

(&

Transportation Element Vi

((Effective DateFebruary-1,-2006))



SNOHOMISH COUNTY TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT

APPENDICES
A. Glossary of Acronyms and Definitions A-1
B. ((Summary-of-Coststor-CountyRoadProjects+HBuittto-Standards))Summary of State
Projects within Snohomish County B-1
C. ((Summary-ofcestsforCounty-Read-Projects—
Alterrative-Desigh-of-Arterial-tevel-of-Servicetmprovements)) Supportive City Street
Improvements C-1
D. Transportation Mitigation Fees D-1
E. Traffic Forecasts for Snohomish County Arterial Units E-1
F. Traffic Forecasts for State Highways F-1

LIST OF TABLES

1. Inventory of Transportation ((frventery)) Facilities and Services ((are-actities))
(G
)9
2. State Highways within Snohomish County
((#6
))14
3. Area and Acreage of Future Land Use
((F3
)19
4. Population,((ard)) Employment, and Housing Unit Growth in Snohomish County
(34
))22
5. Snohomish County_Summary of Travel Statistics
(26
))26
6. —((Centersfor-Ynincorporated-Snohemish-County)) LOS Standard (1) for Local Arterials and
State Highways
(8
7. )_.Community
(28
))39
8. ((Summary-of)) Level-of-Service Standard((s)) for ((Snehemish)) County Arterials ((&State
Highways))
(22
)43
9. ((Besting-Arterial-Deficieneies)) Average Daily Traffic (ADT) Thresholds
(24
)45
Transportation Element viii

((Effective DateFebruary-1,-2006))



SNOHOMISH COUNTY TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT

))48
11. ((Average-BailyFripTFhresholds)) Transit Emphasis Corridors
(38
))69
12. ((Rural-Arterialswith-Urban—Traffic)) Ambient Air Quality Standards in Washington
(34

)18
13. ((Fransit-Compatibility- Minimum-CriteriaforLevel-ef Serviee))County Arterial Mileage by

Functional Classification

(G
)91

14. ((Ambient-Air-Quality-Standards))Recommended County Arterial Improvement Projects —
Projects

((49
))107

15. ((criteriaand-CensiderationsferPrejecttmprovement-Categories))_Summary of YOE Costs

by Competion Date for Recommended County Arterial Improvement Projects

((56
))116

16. ((ceunty-Arterial-Miteage-by-Funetional-Classifieation))_Transit Capital Improvements for

Snohomish County in the Constrained Portion of PSRC's Transportation 2040 Plan

((58
)137
17. ((Full-Besign-Arteria-mprovementProjects-with-Cost)) Summary of Transportation
Expenditures - 2015 through 2035 YOE Dollars
((e6

))144

18. ((CostSummary-for-Alternative-ArteriaHmprovementProjeets))_Primary Revenue Forecast
Summary (YOE Dollars)

((+3
))151

19. ((Suppertive-State Highway-hmprovement-Prejects)) Summary of Expenditures Vs Primary
Revenues ($ Millions)
(&

))153
20. ((Suppertive-City-StreetthmprovementProjects))_Additional Transportation Revenues under

the County’s Financial Strategy

((#9
))157
((Zr—Community Fransit Planned Bus Reute-tmprovements——————————— 88

. ; ) : I I

Transportation Element iX

((Effective DateFebruary-1,-2006))



SNOHOMISH COUNTY TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT

LIST OF FIGURES
1. Comprehensive Planning Framework((;)) Policy and Consistency Relationships

((8)
)8
2. Snohomish County Inventory of Transportation Facilities_and Services ((Haventery))
((®)
)10
3. Rural Arterials with Urban Traffic
((35
))53
4. The Role of Concurrency Management in the Land Use ((and)) Transportation Planning
Process
((39
))58

5. ((key-CeuntyTransitReutes)) Transit Emphasis Corridors

6.

Recommended County Arterial Improvement Projects — South Map 111
7. Recommended County Arterial Improvement Projects — North Map 113
8. High Capacity Transit 139
LIST OF MAPS

1. Arterial Circulation Map
2. Countywide Bicycle ((Faet#ities))Facility System Map

Transportation Element X

((Effective DateFebruary-1,-2006))
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I. INTRODUCTION

This Transportation Element (TE) of the Snohomish County Growth Management Act (GMA)
Comprehensive Plan is prepared in accordance with the GMA and the county’s General Policy
Plan. Contained within the TE are projects and implementation measures necessary to
effectively serve planned land use throughout Snohomish County. Importantly, this element
provides guidance for the design, construction and operation of transportation facilities and
services through the year ((2825)) 2035.

A. Purpose and Background

1. Purpose Statement

The purpose of the TE is to present a plan for transportation facilities and services needed to
support the county’'s ((2665—2625)) 2015-2035 future land use map. The TE recommends
specific arterial roadway projects for the unincorporated county in order to meet roadway
safety and capacity needs. However, it also recommends various implementation strategies to
guide the county in its participation in regional transportation planning. Implementation
strategies provide guidance on such issues as:

* |and use-transportation concurrency;

= arterial, ((ane)) highway, and transit level of service;
= transit emphasis corridors

.~y , il  land 3
=—t(high-oecupaney-vehieletanes:))

= access management;

= transportation demand management (TDM);
= regional High-Capacity Transit;

= non((-))motorized transportation;

= air quality conformance; and

= freight and goods mobility.

The county’s TE provides an estimate of expenditures and revenues associated with implementing
various recommended transportation improvements. It also recommends a financial strategy
that would ensure needed transportation improvements are funded. It should be noted that the
transportation element can be amended and supplemented by special studies that later provide
more detailed policy direction and project recommendations. These special studies would
maintain consistency with the countywide transportation element, while also qualifying and
refining its recommendations.

2. Description of Historical Growth and Development

Snohomish County has experienced significant growth and suburbanization during the ((latter
half-of-the—20"-eentury)) last 50 years. For example, the county has grown from a population
level of 172,199 in 1960 to ((666;624)) 713,335 people in the year ((2660)) 2010. (ref. 1) On an
annualized basis, this would be equal to adding 10,000 to 11,000 people to the county per year.
Nearly half of the residents of Snohomish County have resided in the unincorporated lands
during this period.
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(( at))
The estimated 2011 total county populatlon was ((6-28—999)) 717 000 W|th ((399—469)) 304 277

people residing in unincorporated Snohomish County and 412,723 in incorporated cities. ((tref—2)
H—is—estimated)) The 2011 population estimates show that ((52)) 58 percent of countywide
population resides within incorporated cities, ((30)) 25 percent within unincorporated ((UGA
land)) UGAs (urban growth areas), and ((#8)) 17 percent on unincorporated rural lands.

((WHthin)) Of the incorporated cities, ((the-greatest-concentration-ofpopulation—is—founa-within

the-City—of)) Everett has the largest population. The Southwest ((Urbar—-Growth-Area—~(UGA)))
County UGA is the largest and most populated UGA. ((1n—the-smaller—and—individual)) Of the

Non-S.W. County UGAs, Marysville has the largest population followed by Lake Stevens. (ref. 2)

The Washington State Office of Financial Management (OFM) provides counties and cities in the
State of Washlngton with county IeveI growth forecasts to accommodate thelr planning processes

- 52-C 5 -)) OFM’s 2012
GMA population pr0|ect|ons have a high, medium, and low qrowth series for each county. The
projections of 2035 total population for Snohomish County under these series are:

e High—1,161,003
e Medium — 955,281
e Low — 802,384

OFM considers the medium series to be the most likely projection (ref. 3). The Snohomish County
Council used the medium series — 2035 countywide population of 955,281 — when adopting
2035 initial population targets for Appendix B of the Countywide Planning Policies (ref. 2). The
land use assumptions used to estimate future travel demand for this Transportation Element
use a 2035 forecast of 955,257 for countywide population.

Employment growth in Snohomish County has traditionally been one of the drivers of population
growth. The county’s predominant employment sector has been aerospace manufacturing, and
it continues to be an important component of the county economy. The economy has been
growing more diversified((-sueh-as-with-the—county’s—technology-corridor—n-the-vieinity-of 5
and—-405)). In the year ((2008)) 2011, estimated employment within Snohomish County

equaled about ((2++416)) 248,990 jobs, not including resource and construction jobs. ((tref—4))
(ref. 2)

It is estimated that 82 percent of county employment is located within incorporated cities,
((#5)) 12 percent within unincorporated UGAs and ((three)) six_percent within unincorporated
rural areas (((Puget—Seund—Regional—Counet,—2003))) (ref. 2). The greatest concentration of
employment is within the City of Everett and more broadly within the Southwest County UGA.
Many residents of Snohomish County commute outside of the county for employment. ((Fhe
2000)) Based on 2006-2010 data, the US Census Bureau estimated that over ((363;660))
116,000 workers commuted from Snohomish County to King County for employment. (ref. 4)

((H—2003—the—county-and-cities-prepared-a—preliminary—2625)) The Snohomish County Council
adopted an 2035 initial employment target for Snohomish County of ((abett338;449)) 396,273
jobs. (ef. 20 The land use assumptions used to estimate future travel demand for this

Transportation Element use a 2035 forecast of 396,373 for countywide employment. Much of
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the employment growth is expected to occur within the incorporated cities; however, the
county will plan for its share of job growth that will occur in unincorporated UGAs.

B. Growth Management Act Requirements and Policy Foundation

1. Revised Code of Washington (RCW) ((are-WashingtenAdministrative Code-CAMAEY))

The GMA provides a substantial amount of legal and policy guidance to the county regarding
preparation of TEs. The GMA requires a TE ((te-be)) that implements, and is consistent with,
the land use element of the comprehensive plan (RCW 36.70A.070(6)). A TE must specifically
present:

» land use assumptions used in estimating and forecasting travel;

= estimated traffic impacts to state-owned transportation facilities

= an inventory of air, water, and ground transportation facilities and services;

= |evel of service (LOS) standards for all locally owned arterial and transit routes and
actions necessary to allow transportation facilities and services to meet the standards;

= |LOS standards for state highways to gauge system performance;

= forecasts of traffic for at least ten years based on the adopted land use plan

» identification of state and local transportation system needs to meet current and future
travel demand;

= an analysis of funding capability to judge identified system needs against probable
funding resources;

» a multi-year finance strategy that balances needs against available funding;
= intergovernmental coordination and impact assessment; ((ard))

= strategies for reducing travel demand; and

= a pedestrian and bicycle component.

Consistency between the land use and transportation elements of the comprehensive plan is of
particular importance. Planned land use must be reflected in the travel forecasts that are
prepared to evaluate the impacts of development. The transportation improvements and
implementation measures within the transportation element must adequately support planned
land use at adopted level of service (LOS) standards. In addition, consistency between the
county’s overall transportation element, the cities’ comprehensive plans, the state’s highway
plan, and transit development programs needs to be ensured through intergovernmental
coordination.

2. PSRC’s Multi-County Planning Policies, Vision ((28628)) 2040, and ((Bestination20361)
Transportation 2040 Plans

The GMA provides for preparation and adoption of multi-county planning policies and regional
transportation plans. Puget Sound Regional Council (PSRC) is the regional transportation planning
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organization for the Central Puget Sound Region (King, Kitsap, Pierce and Snohomish Counties)
and has the responsibility to adopt multi-county planning polices (RCW 36.70A). These policies
provide guidance on a variety of growth management issues to its member jurisdictions across
the four counties. (ref. 5)

Vision 2040

Vision 2040 is a regional land use plan and growth strategy which encourages population
growth and economic development to take place within a regional hierarchy of cities, defined
by their size and the roles they play in the region, and unincorporated areas, both urban and
rural. The county and each city in the county will adopt policies, land use plans, and growth
allocations consistent with Vision 2040. Metropolitan Cities and Core Cities are expected to take
a greater amount of growth than the other types of cities, and Rural Areas would take the least

growth.

In addition to providing a regional land use plan, Vision 2040 provides multicounty planning
policies addressing regional growth and development including:

e General Policies—The general policies address coordination of jurisdictions, monitoring
of Vision 2040, and fiscal challenges and opportunities including exploring funding
sources for services and infrastructure.

e Environment—The region will care for the natural environment by protecting and
restoring natural systems, conserving habitat, improving water quality, reducing
greenhouse gases (GHG) emissions and air pollutants, and addressing potential climate
change impacts.

e Development Patterns—The reqion will focus growth within areas that are already
urbanized to create walkable, compact, and transit-oriented communities that maintain
uniqgue local character.

e Housing—The region will preserve, improve, and expand its housing stock to provide a
range of affordable, healthy, and safe housing choices to every resident.

e Economy—The region will have a prospering and sustainable regional economy by
supporting businesses and job creation, sustaining environmental quality, and creating
great central places, diverse communities, and high quality of life.

e Transportation—The region will have a safe, clean, integrated, sustainable, and highly
efficient_multimodal transportation system that supports the regional growth strateqy
and promotes economic and environmental vitality and better public health.

e Public Services—The region will support development with adequate public facilities and
services in_a coordinated, efficient, and cost-effective manner_that supports local and
regional growth planning objectives. (ref. 5)

Transportation 2040

PSRC's Transportation 2040 supports Vision 2040 planning for a transportation system
supporting the growth strateqy. Transportation 2040 is built around three key strategies, as
stated in the plan’s executive summary:
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Congestion and Mobility—The plan improves mobility through a combination of effective
land use planning, demand management, efficiency enhancements, and strategic
capacity investments.

Environment—A key focus of the plan is to protect and improve the region’s
environmental health.

Funding—The Transportation 2040 financial strateqgy relies on traditional funding
sources in the early years of the plan. Over time the region will transition to a new
funding structure based on user fees, which could include high-occupancy toll lanes,
facility and bridge tolls, highway system tolls, VMT charges, and other pricing
approaches that replace the gas tax and further fund and manage the transportation

system. (ref. 6)

Vision 2040 and Transportation 2040 are implemented through PSRC's review of each county

and city comprehensive plan and certification of the transportation element.

3. Snohomish County Tomorrow and Countywide Planning Policies

The Snohomish County Council is responsible for adopting countywide planning policies (CWPPSs)
per RCW 36.70A.210. The CWPPs provide a framework for developing consistent city and
county growth management plans. (ref. 7) Snohomish County Tomorrow (SCT) is a forum by
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which the county and the cities, in an ongoing and collaborative process, review CWPPs, discuss
intergovernmental coordination, and provide for public involvement.

The counC|I adopted the current CWPPS in ((February—l—993)) June 2011. ((ard—sinee—has
-)) The transportation part of
these pIannlng policies are prepared to specifically address the requirements of RCW
36.70A.210(3)(d) and apply to countywide transportation facilities and services. The applicable
facilities and services are those that serve travel needs and have impacts beyond the particular
jurisdiction(s) within which they are located.

Most importantly, the CWPPs provide procedural guidance to the county and cities to help
ensure consistent transportation planning and implementation. Guidance is provided regarding:

= joint procedures for mitigating the traffic impacts of land development;
= consistent design standards;

» transportation service areas as the basis for coordination of transportation plans;
= designation of transit emphasis corridors

= cooperative project programming and prioritization;

= land use supportive transportation services and facilities;

= rules for compatible transportation LOS and concurrency management;
= ensuring mitigation of environmental impacts of transportation;

= coordination in planning and constructing honmotorized facilities;

= Jlocating regional and essential public transportation facilities; and

* management of travel demand.

This TE, like the other elements of the county’'s comprehensive plan, is prepared consistent with
guidance provided by the CWPPs.

4. Snohomish County’'s Growth Management Act Comprehensive Plan

This TE is a part of the GMA Comprehensive Plan (GMACP) that provides guidance as to how
the county will develop towards the year ((2625)) 2035. The comprehensive plan consists of
the General Policy Plan (GPP) and various supplemental elements that serve as functional plans.
(ref. 8) The GPP provides goals, objectives, and policies guiding implementation of the various
functional plan elements that include:

» aland use element that establishes UGAs, land use designations and densities,
development patterns, community structure, and resource land management;

»= a housing element that makes provisions for identifying and meeting housing needs;

= a capital facilities element that identifies capital facilities needed to adequately serve
planned land use;

= a utilities element that identifies the various utility service needed to adequately serve
planned land use;

= a park and recreation element;

= a transportation element that ensures transportation services and facilities are provided
to adequately serve planned land use; and

= an economic development element that makes provisions for the county to encourage
and stimulate economic vitality.

» a natural environment element provides a framework for protecting and preserving the
natural environment.
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= an interjurisdictional coordination element provides general direction for cooperation
between the county and cities on issues of mutual concern.

Figure 1 illustrates the comprehensive planning framework within which Snohomish County
pursues GMA requirements. This TE, as a supplement to the GPP, is fully consistent with the
policy document’s goals, objectives, and policies, and will adequately serve planned land use
towards ((2825)) 2035. Implementation measures, long-range projects, and financing strategies
are identified that, if implemented in a timely fashion, will ensure transportation services and
facilities will remain concurrent with planned land development.

C. Inventory of Transportation Facilities and Services ((Haverntery))

A comprehensive inventory of all transportation facilities and services provides a sound basis for
effective planning. The GMA requires the county to perform an inventory of air, water, and
ground transportation facilities and services, including transit alignments and general aviation
airport facilities, to define existing capital facilities and travel levels as a basis for future planning.
This inventory must include state-owned transportation facilities within the city or county’s
jurisdiction boundaries (RCW 36.70A.070(6)(a)(ii))(A)).

This section of the TE summarizes the transportation facilities and services that exist within
Snohomish County. The county, in compliance with the GMA, maintains a detailed digital set of
maps and related databases using geographic information system (GIS) software that provide
an inventory of transportation facilities and services. The inventory is part of the TE. Although
the scope of the comprehensive plan is limited to the unincorporated portions of the county,
the scope of the inventory is generally countywide. Consequently, the inventory includes
descriptive information on transportation facilities and services in both incorporated and
unincorporated areas.

Snohomish County’'s ((transportation—Tfactities—ana—services—inventory)) Inventory of

Transportation Facilities and Services (ref. 9) is maintained in digital map and database form.
Maps are produced using the county’s ((geegraphic—information—system—))GIS((3)) software,
while descriptive information is maintained with database software. Figure 2 illustrates the
various data categories maintained within the county’s inventory. ((Eight))Nine digital inventory
maps, shown in Table 1, ((have—been—prepared)) are available on request to illustrate the
geographic extent of transportation facilities and services throughout the county. The related
databases contain descriptive information about the facilities and services that are shown on
the maps. The public works department publishes ((a&))an ((beeklet;)) Inventory of
Transportation Facilities and Services: Catalog of Maps and Databases, ((Iantary—2602))
Revised July 14, 2014, which more fully describes the inventory.
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FIGURE 1
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In addition, the public works department maintains a development review database, which
provides information on each arterial under Snohomish County’s jurisdiction. County arterial units
are delineated on the Snohomish County Arterial Units map. The database summarizes traffic
count data, travel time study results, and roadway geometry for each arterial unit and key
intersection. The information is used to monitor and assess existing traffic conditions and as an
aid during the land use development review process. The public works department also maintains
the ((Ceunty—Read—tnfermation—System—(ERIS)))Mobility Program. ((ERHS)) Mobility provides a
detailed and comprehensive inventory and description of county roadway facilities, including data
on roadway geometry, intersection approaches, bridges, signs, striping, traffic counts, and
accidents.

Table 1

Inventory of Transportation ((Haventery)) ((eFSerweesand)) Facilities_.and Services

Map Name Inventory Description

Arterial Circulation Arterial functional classification((;)) and recommended new arterials
Bridges and Grade- County-maintained bridges((;)) and WSDOT grade-separated
Separated Interchanges interchanges

Signals and Number of Countywide traffic signals((;)) and number of lanes on major

Lanes arterials

Bikeways, Urban Trails, Existing bikeways and urban trails, railway lines, and railroad
Railroad Crossings crossings((5))

Countywide Bicycle

Facility System Existing and proposed bikeways/trails

Community Transit, ((aad))Sound Transit, and Everett Transit fixed
routes and maintenance facility, transit stations and transfer centers,
major park-and-ride facilities, and high occupancy vehicle lanes

Transit Facilities and High
Occupancy Vehicle Lanes

Airports and airfields, WSDOT ferry terminals and routes, interstate

Intermodal Facilities : : .
bus terminals and routes, railways, and port locations

State Highway Units and | WSDOT freeways and highways, state highway units((;)) and
Inventory WSDOT ferry routes and terminals

Southwest Area
Pedestrian Facility System

Existing pedestrian facilities
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FIGURE 2
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For the inventory of state-owned transportation facilities within Snohomish County, state
highways have been broken down into state highway units. These units, which are sections of
highway with similar geometrics and operating characteristics, are shown on the digital
inventory map: State Highway Units and Inventory. The inventory contains detailed information
on each state highway unit, including length, federal functional class, number of lanes, speed
limit, and estimates of Average Annual Daily Traffic and Daily Vehicle Miles of Travel.

Relevant information regarding state highways is also available in databases produced by
Washington State Department of Transportation (WSDOT) and PSRC.

As noted above, the ((transportation—facilities—and—services—inventory)) Inventory of

Transportation Facilities and Services describes WSDOT grade-separated interchanges within
Snohomish County. (ref. 10) In addition, ((32)) 42 existing and ((eight)) 8 proposed/conceptual
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interchanges are mapped and diagrammed in the Inventory of Existing, Proposed, and
Conceptual Interchanges, SCT & ((#992))WSDOT.
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1. Public Highways, Streets, and Roads

A variety of road facilities exist within Snohomish County. The majority of the existing facilities
in the southwest part of the county are in an urban environment. The remainder of Shohomish
County is more rural in nature with pockets of urban facilities located in and around cities.

The State of Washington, county, and incorporated cities within the county provide the public
roadway system within Snohomish County. Major responsibilities include the planning, design,
construction, and maintenance of these transportation facilities.

To gain a better understanding of the roadway system, Snohomish County has applied a
functional classification system to the public highways ((--streets;)) and roads (both existing and
planned) within the county. This system is shown on the County’s Arterial Circulation Map (Map
1). ((lh—urban—areas,—an—arterial)) Arterials ((ean—be)) are classified as an interstate
freeway/exgressway pr|n0|pal artenal minor arterlal ma|or coIIector or m|nor collector. ((aFteHaI—

ﬂ%neeeoﬂeeteeaﬁefal—)) Non artenal roads are classmed as IocaI roads The Artenal Clrculatlon
Map is described in greater detail in Chapter 1V. Recommended Transportation Improvements.

Snohomish County has a number of state owned facilities including two interstate highways (I1-5
and 1-405), one U.S. highway (US 2), and 17 state highways. Table 2 provides a summary
description of state highways within Shohomish County.

The State of Washington has designated a number of state highways as highways of statewide
significance (HSS). HSS are important to the movement of people, goods, and services on a
stateW|de basis and have benef|C|aI effects on the Welfare and economy of the state. ((WI-t-h-I-H

Everet-bLl-Qt-h—StFeet—)) TabIe 2 shows the state hlqhwavs in Snohomlsh Countv that are
designated as HSS.

((w
agﬁmeanee—Hﬁhways—ot—Fegm%al—ergﬁmeanee—)) State hlqhwavs that are not de5|qnated as HSS

are regionally significant state highways (also called non-HSS). They have significant, beneficial
effects, pnmanly for the Central Puget Sound reglon and Snohomlsh County ((\N-i-t-h+ﬂ

agﬁ#reanee—)) Table 2 shows the state hldhwavs in Snohom|sh Countv that are non- HSS Some

state highways are listed twice in Table 2 because part of the highway is an HSS, while the rest
of the highway is a non-HSS.

2. Bicycle and Pedestrian Facility System

Integrated within the public highway, street, and road system are non((-))motorized facilities,
including bicycle and pedestrian facilities. The Bicycle Facility System map includes separated
multi-use paths such as the Centennial, Interurban, and Whitehorse trails; designated on-street
bicycle lanes on some state highways and county and city roads; designated routes on widened
county road shoulders; and streets and roads with shared roadway use that do not include
special markings or signs. The Southwest Urban Area Pedestrian Facility System Map includes
existing sidewalks, shoulders 4 feet or greater, and separated multi-use paths. The Countywide
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Bicycle Facility System map (Map 2) and the Southwest Urban Area Pedestrian Facility System

map are ((is)) described in more detail in Chapter I11._Implementation Measures, E. Countywide
Nonmotorized Transportation.
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Table 2

State Highways within Snohomish County

Highway | Limits Mileage | Significance
I-5 King County Line to Skagit County Line 39.89 ( HSS )
1-405 King County Line to I-5 5.30 ( HSS )
us-2 King County Line to I-5 40.80 ( HSS )
SR-9 SR-522 to SR-530 29.56 ( HSS )
SR-9 SR-530 to Skagit County Line 8.08 ((Reg )
non-HSS
i i : - ((Regional))
SR-92 SR-9 to Mountain Loop Highway 8.25 non-HSS
SR-96 I-5 to SR-9 6.75 ((Reg )
non-HSS
SR-99 King County Line to SR-104 0.12 ( HSS )
SR-99 SR-104 to SR-526/1-5 11.78 ((Regional))
non-HSS
SR-104 Edmonds Ferry Terminal to King County Line 3.70 ( HSS )
] . . ] (Regional))
SR-203 King County Line to SR-2 6.19 non-HSS
SR-204 SR-2 to SR-9 2.38 ((Reg ))
non-HSS
SR-522 King County Line to SR-2 11.23 ( HSS )
SR-524 SR-104 to SR-522 14.68 ((Regional))
non-HSS
SR-525 I-5 to Mukilteo Ferry Terminal 8.64 ( HSS )
SR-526 I-5 to SR-525 4.52 (¢ EEtHE ESESE #))
: : ((36-62)) | ((Regionat))
- King-Cotnty-tine)) I- -
SR-527 (C )) 1-405 to I-5 9 29 non-HSS
SR-528 I-5 to SR-9 3.46 ((Reg )
non-HSS
SR-529 I-5 to Port of Everett/19" Street 2.20 ( HSS )
SR-529 Port of Everett/19" Street to SR-528 5.68 ((Regionad)
non-HSS
SR-530 I-5 to SR-9 3.84 (¢ EEtHE sS )
SR-530 SR-9 to Skagit County Line 31.72 ((Reg )
non-HSS
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SR-531 Wenberg State Park to SR-9 9.88 ((Reg )
non-HSS

SR-532 Island County Line to I-5 7.18 ((Reg )
non-HSS

3. Public Transportation

((Five)) Six public transportation agencies (Community Transit, Sound Transit, Everett Transit,
King County Metro, Skagit Transit, and Island Transit) and tribal Tulalip Transit provide service
within Snohomish County.

Community Transit is the primary service provider for most of the County. It also provides transit
service to most of the cities within the County. Everett Transit also provides service within the City
of Everett. Community Transit operates both local routes (intra-county) ((ard)), commuter routes
(inter-county)._CT also operates Swift bus rapid transit (BRT), a special kind of bus service
designed to provide quicker and more convenient trips for riders. Swift employs typical BRT
characteristics such as high frequency service, off-board fare payment, dedicated transit lanes,
and transit signal priority. Community Transit also operates park-and-ride lots and transit
((transfer)) centers and provides paratransit service, and vanpool service. ((G—anrd—a—ride-

matehing-service forcarposiers:))

Sound Transit, the regional transit authority, provides inter-county bus service between
Snohomish, Pierce and King Counties, with regional express buses that connect Everett and
Lynnwood with Seattle and Bellevue. Sound Transit also operates commuter rail connecting
Seattle, Edmonds, Mukilteo and Everett. Community Transit operates the Sound Transit express
routes that serve origins and destinations within the County.

Everett Transit, which is part of the City of Everett government, operates local bus routes and
provides paratransit service within Everett, transit service to some unincorporated areas
adjacent to the city, and a connection to the ferry terminal in the City of Mukilteo. Everett
Transit also operates Everett Station, a multimodal transit station and community center
located near downtown Everett.

King County Metro, which is part of King County government, operates primarily in King County.
However, it also provides custom/express routes to Boeing's Everett facility, local routes that run
into southern Snohomish County, and vanpool service.

Island Transit currently provides fixed route bus service between Stanwood and Camano Island,
Stanwood and Mount Vernon, paratransit service for Stanwood, and vanpool service. Skagit
Transit provides express bus service from Skagit County to Everett Station during the peak
commute times and also provides vanpool service between Skagit and Snohomish Counties.

Tulalip Transit, which is part of the Tulalip Tribes, provides rural public transportation within the
unserved transit areas of the Tulalip Tribes Reservation. The service consists of a Tulalip Bay
route and a John Sam Lake route designed to provide connections with the main transit line
provided by Community Transit.

A more comprehensive description of public transit agencies operating in Snohomish County and
the services they provide are found in the Inventory of Transportation Facilities and

Services. ((Ehapter-—RecommendedTransportationtmprovements-))
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4. Other Public and Private Transportation Facilities and Services

a. Intercity Bus

Greyhound bus lines provide interstate bus transportation connecting Snohomish County with
Bellingham and Vancouver, British Columbia, Spokane and eastward, and Portland and
southward. Northwestern Trailways bus lines provide intrastate bus transportation connecting
Snohomish County (Everett and Monroe) with Spokane, Wenatchee, Seattle, Tacoma, and cities
in between. The Greyhound and Northwest Trailways bus terminal is located at the Everett
Station.

b. Passenger Rail

Amtrak currently provides passenger rail service from Seattle through Snohomish County with
stops in Edmonds((and)), Everett, and Stanwood. The service provides connections north to
Vancouver, British Columbia and Portland, Oregon_southward. Service also runs easterly to
Wenatchee and beyond. The Sounder is a commuter rail service owned and operated by Sound
Transit that serves residents of Snohomish, King, and Pierce Counties. The current route through
Snohomish County consists of stops in Everett (Everett Station), Edmonds (Edmonds Station),
Mukilteo, and Seattle (King Street Station).

5. Freight Rail

The Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) Railroad provides rail freight service. Its major
terminal facility within Snohomish County is located near downtown Everett on the waterfront.
Snohomish County’'s eastside rail corridor currently provides freight service with additional
potential future uses such as a regional nonmotorized multi-use trail, excursion train, and
commuter rail line.

6. Ferry System

Two Washington State Ferries (WSF) routes serve Snohomish County, providing cross-sound
travel. The Edmonds-Kingston ferry operates between Edmonds and Kingston, which is in Kitsap
County. The Mukilteo-Clinton ferry operates between Mukilteo and Clinton, which is on Whidbey
Island in Island County. State-owned ferry terminals are located in both Edmonds and Mukilteo.

7. Airports

Several public and private airports are located in Snohomish County. The Snohomish County
Airport at Paine Field, southwest of Everett, is owned and operated by the County. Paine Field
has three runways used for general aviation and aircraft-related manufacturing. The City of
Arlington owns and operates an airport that has two runways and an adjoining industrial park.
A municipal airport in Darrington provides one runway for general aviation use. Privately owned
airports are located in Granite Falls, Marysville, Monroe, Snohomish, and Sultan. Each of them
has one runway.
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8. Marine Port Facilities

The Port of Everett operates eight berths on 100 acres on Everett's waterfront, handling over
((ene—millien))359,000 tons of cargo annually. Burlington Northern-Santa Fe Railroad serves this
port facility. In addition, the Port of Everett owns and operates a ((2659))2,300-slip marina on
Everett's waterfront. The Port of Edmonds owns and operates a 940-slip marina on Edmonds’
waterfront.
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1l. RELATIONSHIP OF PLANNED LAND USE TO
TRANSPORTATION

A. Land Use Map and Travel Demand

Snohomish County is divided into urban, rural and resource lands as designated by the Future
Land Use Map (FLUM). These broad categories of land use are mutually exclusive. Table 3
provides the approximate area and acreage for the categories as well as distinctions between
urban and rural uses. (ref. 11) It is important to note that much of western Snohomish County is
urban and will continue to urbanize.

Table 3

Area and Acreage of Future Land Use

((
Larnd-dseCategory Area{SegMiHes)y | Acreage{Aeres)
Yrbantands
= County-Ynincorporated 0+ 45279
= City-tneerporated 1184 75776
RuratHands 3684 235783
Source: PDS, 2005.
)
Land Use Category Area (Sqg. Miles) | Acreage (Acres)
Tribal Trust Land 20.9 13,400
Urban Lands
= County Unincorporated 53.7 34,408
= City Incorporated 151.2 96,786
Rural Lands 365.5 233,954
Resource Lands (varied) 495.9 317,369
1,027.6 657,671
National Forest
Water/Undefined 82.4 52,735
Total Land Area 2,197.2 1,406,323

Source: PDS, 2013.
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1. Land Use Forecasts

Travel demand is directly related to the type and intensity of the land uses that make up the
community and region. Snohomish County and city governments are responsible for planning
under the GMA to accommodate a fair share of the region’s expected growth and development.
The county and cities must designate adequate amounts of land for residential and commercial
land uses within their comprehensive plans and provide appropriate zoning and special use
classifications that guide and regulate development.

Growth and demand for land development emanates from increases in population and
employment in the region and county itself. The county receives a forecasted range of
population growth that must be planned for from OFM. In a collaborative process, the county
and cities establish targets for urban and rural growth in the form of population, ((and))
employment, _and housing growth targets. Table 4 presents the population, ((ard))

employment,_and housing growth targets ((that—the—county—and—cities—have—agreed—to
accommodatetowards—theyear2025—ret—12)) upon which the land use element of the county’s

comprehensive plan is based. Information is presented by UGAs and for the total remaining
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Table 4

Population, Employment, and Housing Unit Growth in Snohomish County

((Effective DateFebruary-1,-2006))

% Change
Growth Area 2011 2035 | 2011 - 2035
Population
Arlington UGA 18,489 26,002 41%
Darrington UGA 1,420 2,161 52%
Gold Bar UGA 2,909 3,319 14%
Granite Falls UGA 3,617 8,517 142%
Index UGA 180 220 22%
Lake Stevens UGA 33,218 46,380 40%
Maltby UGA NA NA NA
Marysville UGA 60,869 87,798 44%
Monroe UGA 18,806 24,754 32%
Snohomish UGA 10,559 14,494 37%
Stanwood UGA 6,353 11,085 74%
Sultan UGA 4,969 8,369 68%
SW County UGA 434,425 582,035 34%
Rural Areas 121,287 140,125 16%
Total | 717,000 | 955,257 33%
% Change
Growth Area 2011 2035 | 2011 - 2035
Employment
Arlington UGA 8,660 20,884 141%
Darrington UGA 500 886 7%
Gold Bar UGA 223 666 199%
Granite Falls UGA 760 2,276 199%
Index UGA 20 25 25%
Lake Stevens UGA 4,003 7,821 95%
Maltby UGA 3,190 6,374 100%
Marysville UGA 12,316 28,113 128%
Monroe UGA 7,779 11,781 51%
Snohomish UGA 4,871 6,941 42%
Stanwood UGA 3,456 5,723 66%
Sultan UGA 866 2,081 140%
SW County UGA 187,653 279,479 49%
Rural Areas 14,693 23,323 59%
Total | 248,990 | 396.373 59%
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% Change
Growth Area 2011 2035 | 2011 - 2035
Housing Units
Arlington UGA 7,128 10,018 41%
Darrington UGA 682 948 39%
Gold Bar UGA 1,205 1,304 8%
Granite Falls UGA 1,412 3,616 149%
Index UGA 117 127 9%
Lake Stevens UGA 12,281 17,311 41%
Maltby UGA 71 71 0%
Marysville UGA 22,709 32,936 45%
Monroe UGA 5,838 7,443 27%
Snohomish UGA 4,545 6,115 35%
Stanwood UGA 2,634 4,577 74%
Sultan UGA 1,887 2,972 57%
SW County UGA 178,958 243,179 36%
Rural Areas 48,973 55,816 14%
Total | 288,440 | 386,333 34%

Source: Amended Ordinance NO. 14-129

Population can be expected to increase from (( 628;666-)) 717,000 in (( 2662 )) 2011 to
((upwards—of932,95% )) 955,257 by (( 2625 )) 2035. This amounts to a (( 49 )) 33 percent
increase in population. Also, employment as part of the expanding regional economy can be
expected to increase from (( 2%£3;8#5-)) 248,990 in (( 2682 )) 2011 to ((upwardsof345:332))
396,373 by (( 2625 )) 2035. This amounts to an increase of approximately (( 6% )) 59 percent
in employment. Housing units can be expected to increase from 288,440 in 2011 to 386,333 in
2035, a 34 percent increase.((tet—22)))

2. Travel Characteristics

Increases in population, employment and associated land development in turn cause increases
in travel demand, congestion and the need for arterial and transit-related improvements.
Numerical measures of travel demand have been computed based on the county’s land use
policies and the resulting growth forecasts. The transportation measures are summarized in
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Table 5 Snohomish County Summary of Travel Statistics. These statistics indicate a substantial
increase in travel demand towards the year ((2825)) 2035 that will likely cause additional delay
and congestion on the transportation system.

3. Planned Land Use and Transportation Services

Different transportation modes can be applied to effectively serve different types and intensities
of land use within unincorporated Snohomish County. It is appropriate, and the policy of the
county, to vary the plans for transportation modes and infrastructure to reflect the location,
type and intensity of particular land uses. Designated land uses in_unincorporated county as
presented by the county’s comprehensive plan can be grouped in ((feur)) three broad
categories. These categories are: a) urban centers; b) urban areas outside centers; and c) rural

areas: and &} resource lands. ((H#mportantly—these—categories—serve-as-thebasisfor-erganizing
transportation-services-deseribed-n-the-folowing-sections:))
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Table 5

Snohomish County
Summary of Travel Statistics

Category Magnitude
Daily Vehicle Trips
2012 1,976,000
2035 3,071,000
% Increase 55%
Daily Vehicle Miles of Travel
2012 18,710,000
2035 23,360,000
% Increase 25%
Daily Rideshare Vehicle Trips (1)
2012 546,000
2035 758,000
% Increase 39%
Daily Transit Boardings (2)
2012 48,000
2035 67,000
% Increase 40%
A.M. Peak Hour Vehicles
2012 119,000
2035 168,000
% Increase 41%
P.M. Peak Hour Vehicles
2012 172,000
2035 235,000
% Increase 36%

(1) Includes two-person carpools.

(2) Represents a linked-trip that does not reflect transfer-related boardings.

Source: Snohomish County Public Works 2014.
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a. ((Urban<centers))
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((Fableb6
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a. Centers

Focusing a large part of urban growth within compact centers has long been the county’s
preferred approach to growth management for the unincorporated county. This preference
reflects a commitment to the goals of the GMA. The county subsequently has committed
considerable time and resources to defining criteria for designating centers, allocating growth and
planning infrastructure to serve centers.

Centers can be developed in various forms to adapt to the unincorporated county’s growth and
transportation needs. Centers are designed to have defined boundaries within which higher
residential and employment densities occur. The design of a center encourages transit use,
pedestrian _activity, and bicycle connections. Fixed-route transit service and appropriate
roadway access should be provided to serve centers. In most cases, centers are connected by
transit emphasis corridors which are served by or planned to be served by bus rapid transit
(BRT), light rail, or other high-capacity transit (HCT). There are four centers designations on
the Future Land Use Map (FLUM).

e Manufacturing and Industrial Centers. An area characterized by large tracts of land which
are reserved for intensive manufacturing and other non-office uses. Goods access and
terminal locations need to be provided for truck, rail, or waterway. Appropriate road access
and transit service is necessary to provide for employee commutes.

e Urban Centers. An area located along existing or planned high capacity transit routes and
principal arterials where the highest residential and employment densities can be
accommodated. These are pedestrian and transit oriented areas with a mix of high-density
residential, office and retail uses, and community facilities.

e Urban Villages. A pedestrian oriented, neighborhood scale, mixed-use area with retail and
office uses, public and community facilities, and high-density residential developments. In
some cases Urban Villages are served by high capacity transit, but for the most part transit
service is provided by core and local transit routes.

e Transit/Pedestrian Villages. An area within designated Urban Centers that surrounds an
existing or planned high capacity transit station. Transit Pedestrian Villages feature uses
that enhance and support the high capacity transit station. Emphasis shall be placed on a
compact walkable area that is integrated with multiple modes of transportation.

b. Urban Areas Outside Centers

Urban growth areas (UGAs) are characterized by a defined geographic boundary within which
urban growth is planned to occur and where urban infrastructure such as sewers is to be
provided. A variety of land uses and concentrations of growth will occur within these UGAs. The
land use element of the comprehensive plan allows for an average net residential density of at
least four to six dwelling units per acre while taking into account environmental constraints.
Higher density, mixed-use development is also planned to occur throughout the UGAs. The
majority of population and employment growth is expected to take place within these urban
areas. This, of course, would result in higher densities in the future than have occurred historically
within these geographic areas.
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Transportation services provided within the urban areas would consist of ((leeak;)) fixed-route
transit service, roadway access, park-and-ride lots, bicycle facilities, and walkways. ((keeat
fixed)) Fixed-route transit service will connect urban centers, circulate within the urban areas,
and connect urban areas together ((eueh—&s—MaFyste—and—E&ke—Steva%s—hee&I—feeed—Fetﬁe

y A -))-_This transit
service Would consist of BRT on major tranS|t corrldors ooerat|nd every 15 minutes or better,
corridor service on other transit emphasis corridors operating between 15 and 20 minutes, and
local service operating at frequencies between 20 minutes and one hour. Arterial roadways will
continue to be the major transportation service provided within urban areas.

Arterial roadway expansion is planned to occur within urban areas and the majority of the
additional transportation facilities are also located within the urban areas. Access to express bus
service and other HCT system components is expected to be through park-and-ride lots, ard
local fixed-route service to transit centers, and along transit emphasis corridors. Some park-
and-ride lot capacity would be located within the urban areas to provide connections to express
bus service or the regional HCT system.

Urban areas are expected to be served by bicycle and pedestrian facilities, constructed in
conjunction with development, as part of roadway improvement projects where applicable, or
as stand-alone projects as funding is available. The bicycle system presented within this
transportation element is designed to provide both an alternative to other modes of travel and
a recreational opportunity. Individuals choosing to use bicycling as a transportation mode
should be able to do so within the urban areas.

c. Rural Areas and Resource Lands

Rural areas and resource lands are lands outside the designated urban growth boundaries.
These two land use categories include most of the county's forestry, agricultural, and
((minerats)) mineral lands, as well as low density residential uses. Employment areas are
planned to support the needs of rural uses, such as employment relatlng to resource Iands and
re5|dent|al uses. (( merly A

rural areas are planned to be one dwelllng unit per f|ve acres.

Auto travel will continue to be the primary mode of transportation within rural areas and
connecting rural areas to urban areas. Public transportation service to and from rural areas is
likely to be demand-responsive type service or as part of a fixed-route connection between
urban areas. A few roadways will be widened to provide additional capacity within the rural
areas and some new rural roadways are planned by the county. Some potential exists to
eliminate long dead-end local roads through development review. Transportation improvements
within the rural areas will consist mainly of safety projects and minor widening projects such as
turn pockets and shoulder improvements. Shoulders will also be used for pedestrian access and

as ((walkways—and)) bicycle facilities in addition to the planned trails system within the rural
area.
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7E —r hicles, e - ._
&)-Can-be-served-by-tocal-andforexpress-services:))

B. Planning Level ((efServicePelicy-Conceptsfor )) Transportation Analysis
((Manning))_for County Arterials and State Highways

((LoS—standards—adepted-within-this—E;)) Level-of-service (LOS) analysis ((previde))provides the

basic measure by which to make judgments on transportation performance, capital improvement
programming and concurrency._The methodology used in this plan to determine the potential
need for capital improvements relies on a planning-level analysis in which the peak-hour volume
(V) for a section of roadway is compared to the section’s maximum service volume (MSV). In
the analysis, the MSV functions as the roadway’s estimated capacity, thus providing a volume-
to-capacity evaluation. Existing and forecasted 2035 traffic volumes for the a.m. and p.m.
system peak-hours are compared to MSV, resulting in V/MSV ratios. When the V/MSV ratio
indicates there may be a potential LOS deficiency, then potential arterial improvement projects
or other strategies are considered to address the potential deficiency. If a potential project that
increases capacity on an arterial roadway has been identified and included in the plan, then the
future MSV reflects the increased capacity.

This planning-level analysis allows the identification of arterials that potentially are operating or
could eventually operate below the county’s adopted LOS standard. However, it is important to
note that actual LOS determinations are made under the county’s concurrency management
system (CMS), as discussed in Chapter Ill. During the planning-level analysis, potential arterial
improvements or other strategies for addressing potential LOS deficiencies are also identified.
The actual need for an improvement project to maintain LOS standards can be confirmed by
detailed operational analysis under the CMS before improvement programming proceeds.
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mvewes—uaﬁg—tkwee—dﬁ#efem—eeﬁeep%s— Three dlfferent agencies have resoon5|b|I|tv for

promulgating LOS standards for arterials and highways in unincorporated Snohomish County.
The LOS standard for locally owned arterials is adopted by Snohomish County, the standard for
regionally significant state highways (non-HSS) is adopted by the PSRC, and the standard for
state highways of statewide significance (HSS) is adopted by the WSDOT. Table ((8)) 6
presents a summary of the LOS standards ((premuigated)) adopted by Snohomish County,
PSRC and WSDOT. While somewhat diverse in application, all the standards and methodologies
are consistent with the most current version of the Highway Capacity Manual,-published by the
Transportation Research Board (TRB). (ref. ((33))12)

1. County-owned Arterials

The plannlnq level LOS evaluatlon ((meas&remen{)) for Snohomlsh Countv relies on MSV for

each LOS grade. MSVs serve as a reasonable and accurate “planning method” for estimating

levels of congestion on arterials and crafting effective solutions. ((Srehemish-Courtys-inimum
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commuter—time—periods:)) As noted above, this planning-level analysis allows the identification
of arterials that are potentially below or could eventually be below the county’s adopted LOS
standard. The county’'s adopted LOS standard and concurrency management system is
discussed in detail in Chapter III.

((Fables

URBAN URBAN RURAL
FEATURE EENTERS(H) AREA AREA | SPECIALCONDBDIHON
: i f ol I :
s it ”
Fransit-CompatibHity Yes Yes ¥Yes Allews-observanee-efH-Hower
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Table 6

LOS Standard (1) for Local Arterials and State Highways

Urban Area Rural Area
County-Owned Arterials (2) = “cr
Regionally Significant State Highways (non-HSS)
Inner Urban Area “E” Mitigated (3) “cr
Outer Urban Area “D”
Highways of Statewide Significance (HSS) “D” “cr

Source: WSDOT, 2010.

(1)  Based on methodologies consistent with the most current edition of the Highway Capacity Manual.
(2)  See Chapter 111 for a more detailed description of Snohomish County LOS standard

(3)  Congestion should be mitigated when PM peak hour LOS falls below LOS E

2. State-owned ((Highwaysof Regional-Significanee)) Reqionally Significant State Highways
(PSRQO)

PSRC, in cooperation with WSDOT, has ((reeertly)) adopted LOS standards for ((state-highways
ofregional—significance—(HRS))) Regionally Significant State Highways (non-HSS). (ref. ((24))13)

These are highways not deemed to be of statewide significance by the Washington State
Transportation Commission. The ((HRS)) non-HSS LOS ((;—simitar—te—the—eounty’s;)) varies
depending on the intensity/form of development in an area. “Inner urban areas” are mapped
where LOS “E-mitigated” would apply to ((HRS))_non-HSS, and outer urban areas are mapped
where LOS “D” would apply to ((HRS))_non-HSS. For the remaining rural areas, a LOS “C”
would apply. The LOS standards for ((HRS)) non-HSS are for a p.m. peak hour, with local
agencies having the dlscretlon to decide on the approprlate field and plannlng -level
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3. State-owned Highways of Statewide Significance (WSDOT)

The Washington State Transportation Commission has adopted LOS standards for use by
WSDOT in evaluating the performance of highways of statewide significance (HSS). (ref. ((25))13)
Compliance with HSS LOS standards is measured by WSDOT using a variety of methodologies
based on the most current addition of the Highway Capacity Manual((;—publishegd—by—the
Fransportation—Research-Board—FRB})). The methodologies determine LOS based on volume-
to-capacity relationships, travel speed and delay, and duration of congested conditions on a
highway segment, intersection, or at an interchange.

(4—€ , . i sions)
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((57)) 4. Existing Arterial Level of Service Deficiencies

RCW 82.02.050(4)(a), in conjunction with the GMA (RCW 36.70((&))A.070), requires the county
to identify “deficiencies in public facilities serving existing development and the means by which
eX|st|ng def|C|enC|es WI|| be eliminated within a reasonable t|me perlod” ((WheH—SHe-hﬁ%IS-h

The county has established technical procedures for determining when an arterial is deficient
relative to adopted LOS standards as discussed in Chapter Ill. Implementation Measures. It
formally identifies an arterial deficiency when it declares that an arterial unit is in arrears
because its operating speed is below the adopted LOS standard for that particular class of
arterial. ((Fabte-9-presentshine—arterial-units—that-are—tdentifiedasbeing-in—arrears—as)) As of
the publication date of this transportation element, no arterial units are identified as being in
arrears and consequentlv no eX|st|nq arterial deficiencies are |dent|f|ed in thls TE. ((+mpe+t&m-|y—
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((67)) 5. ((InadequateRead-Conditions)) Road Condition Audits

A Road Condition Audit (RCA) is another basis for identifying arterial deficiencies. An RCA
determines if deficient conditions exist that would affect the roadways ability to safely serve
expected growth and development. Deficient conditions can exist on the current road system or
be caused by a new development's traffic. While an RCA may identify deficient conditions
anywhere on the arterials system, they are more likely in areas of the county experiencing
intensive growth and development.

The RCA process employs a technical evaluation, professional engineer/management review
board, and final evaluation by the county engineer to determine when and where deficient
conditions exist. Deficiencies identified by an RCA can include but are not limited to: sight
distance; alignment; geometrics (e.g., lane width and shoulders); and traffic control. The public
works department relies on a process that is informed by citizen comments, operational
concerns, and land development review to identify locations of concern.
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Deficient conditions can jeopardize the safety of road users, including non-automotive users.
Mitigation is required if a new development is found to impact an RCA identified deficiency.
Improvements to address the deficient conditions must be under contract prior to issuance of a
building permit, and the improvements must be completed and accepted prior to issuance of a
certificate of occupancy.

Roads that do not meet current design standards are common in all counties and cities and are
generally not safety or operational problems. The public works department routinely funds and
constructs operational and safety improvements before a deficient conditions exists.

C. Local Transit Level of Service Guidelines

Transit service is expected to play a much greater role in the county’s future transportation
system. Transit, roadway infrastructure, and land use patterns interact, each influencing the
other’s effectiveness. In order to accommodate and enhance transit LOS, land development and
some of the county’s arterials within urban areas will need to be compatible with services
provided by Community Transit, Everett Transit and Sound Transit. Community Transit, the
primary supplier of local transit service in unincorporated Snohomish County, has adopted
service quidelines in its 2011 Long-Range Transit Plan for appropriate transit service levels as it
relates to land use, populations and employment density, infrastructure, and travel demand. (ref.
14) Table 7 shows these gquidelines. Core service includes the Swift BRT service as well as other
frequent routes on transit emphasis corridors. Community-based service feeds the core routes
and connects urban, suburban, and rural areas.
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Table 7

Community Transit Level of Service Guidelines

Transit Emphasis Corridors/Core

Community-Based Service

Service
Swift BRT Corridor Service Local Routes Rural Routes

Travel Time No more than 30% No more than No guideline No guideline

greater than auto 50% greater than

drive time auto drive time
Frequency: 5-10 min/10-20 min 10-15 min/15-30 20-30 min/30-60 | 60+ minutes
Peak/Off Peak min min
Station/Stop 0.75 miles or greater | 0.10 — 0.75 miles 0.10 — 0.50 miles | 0.10 — 1 miles
Spacing
Directness Straight on corridor Straight on Many direction Many direction

with few direction corridor with few changes as changes as
changes direction changes | warranted by warranted by
demand demand
Transit Priority | Required: Dedicated | Desired: Dedicated | No guideline No guideline

Infrastructure lane (BAT or better), | lane (BAT or
signal priority, queue | better), signal
jump lanes, priority, queue
consolidated jump lanes,
driveways consolidated
driveways
Street Type Arterial/Highway Arterial/Highway Arterial/Collector | Arterial/Collector
Off-Street Limited Supply Limited Supply No guideline No guideline
Parking
Land Use Mixed-use; Major trip | Mixed-use; Major Residential and Rural
generators within ¥4 | trip generators lower-density
mile of station. within ¥ mile of employment
station.
Density 30+ person or jobs 30+ person or 15+ persons/jobs | Rural
per acre within %% jobs per acre per acre within
mile of station within %2 mile of 1% mile of stop
station
Pedestrian Complete pedestrian | Complete Complete Complete
Connectivity network within %% pedestrian pedestrian pedestrian network

mile of route

network within ¥

network within

within ¥ mile of

to ¥2 mile of route

Y4 mile of bus

bus stop

StOE

((&)) D. Intergovernmental Coordination and Impacts on Adjacent Jurisdictions

Intergovernmental coordination among county, city, state and transit agencies is needed to
deal with the cross-jurisdictional impacts of the various land use and transportation plans (RCW
36.70A.070(6)(d)). The CWPPs for transportation provide a general framework for coordination
that will help to understand and deal with cross-jurisdictional impacts. The CWPPs emphasize
use of interlocal or intergovernmental agreements to establish strong and effective coordination
among government agencies. CWPPs call for interlocal agreements that:

= define procedures and standards for mitigating traffic impacts;
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= encourage sharing of improvement and debt costs for transportation facilities, services
and maintenance;

= encourage joint development and plan review teams for major projects having impacts
across jurisdictional boundaries;

= promote compatible design and LOS standards;

= allow sharing of development impact mitigation where a project's impacts extend across
jurisdictional boundaries;

= Provide for integrated design of transportation facilities in designated urban growth
centers to encourage transit-oriented land uses and nonmotorized modes of travel.

= help set priorities and programming for state, regional, and local facilities and services
consistent with the GMA and Federal Transportation Legislation; and

= help establish consistent rules and procedures for environmental mitigation.

The General Policy Plan (GPP), consistent with the CWPPs, requires the county to "plan, develop
and maintain transportation systems through intergovernmental coordination.” The technical
process undertaken to produce this TE included travel forecasts and modeling to identify
specific roadway projects that support county land use and transportation planning. The intent
here is to advise the state and cities where the county’s land use and transportation plans had
significant impact on their ((transit)) transportation facilities and services to warrant funding
and programming of a particular improvement. Chapter 1IV. Recommended Transportation
Improvements contains sections which itemize state, city and transit provider improvements
that support the county's plans, and also provides an indication of the county's priority
preferences.
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111. IMPLEMENTATION MEASURES

The seven measures presented in this section constitute ((the—reguired)) a strategy for
implementing the recommendations of the Transportation Element of the county’'s GMA
Comprehensive Plan (((WAE—365-195-816))). These implementation measures are
recommended and adopted as part of the GMACP and entail both regulatory and nonregulatory
actions. This TE provides more detail on these strategies than is presented within the GPP.
Importantly, the development and adoption of these implementation measures is guided by the
goals, objectives and policies of the GPP and are consistent with the adopted CWPPs.

A. Concurrency Management System

Maintain a concurrency management system per Chapter 30.66B SCC (Concurrency
and Road Impact Mitigation Ordinance) using the integrated arterial and transit
level of service provisions as adopted within the transportation element of the
comprehensive plan.

1. Background

Where land development causes a deterioration of LOS below the adopted standard, the county is
obligated to demonstrate that a needed improvement or strategy can be completed within six
years. If the needed improvement or strateqy cannot be funded and constructed within the six-
year time frame, then developments impacting the road with deficient LOS may not be approved.
Where it is evident that transportation facilities and services cannot be funded or provided in
sufficient time to maintain concurrency land use designations may be reconsidered. While the
planning-level LOS methodology described in Chapter 1l. Relationship of Planned Land Use to
Transportation is used to determine the potential need for capital improvements, the LOS
standard used in the concurrency management system and described in this chapter defines the
actual need for improvements.

The concurrency provisions of the Growth Management Act (GMA) necessitate a three-way
balancing of land use, transportation LOS and capital facility financing. Three key provisions of
the GMA (RCW 36.70A.070(6)) help define concurrency management for transportation facilities
and require:
= LOS standards for all county arterials and transit routes to serve as a gauge to judge
system performance;
= specific actions and requirements for bringing into compliance any facilities or services
that are below an established LOS standard; and
= that improvements or strategies are in place at the time of development, or that a
financial commitment is in place to complete the improvements or strategies within six
years.

The Washington Administrative Code (WAC) ((365-395-518)) also provides detailed guidance
on transportation concurrency regulations and procedures the county can use in order to
determine whether transportation facilities have adequate levels of service to accommodate
proposed development. The County addresses several key procedural issues when implementing
concurrency management. These issues include:

= compliance with applicable environmental protection regulations;
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= monitoring level of service for state highways, arterials and transit;

= condition land development approvals based on achievement of transportation concurrency;

= deferral or denial of development approvals subject to the later availability of transportation
facilities; and

= integrating SEPA compliance with the project-level process for concurrency management.

In order to comply with the provisions of the RCW ((36-76A-676(6))) and WAC ((365-195-518))
365-196-840, the County is pursuing both regulatory and non-regulatory actions.

2. Requlatory Actions

The LOS standard and concurrency management system are implemented through Chapter
30.66B SCC and other development requlations, and are consistent with the CWPP and
comprehensive plan by including the following features:

= transportation concurrency determinations for land development are made in light of the
overall goals, objectives and policies of the county's comprehensive plan;

= | OS shall be used in a manner that is consistent with growth management tools that
manage the rate of growth in rural areas and encourage more intense development within
urban areas, particularly where transit service and nonmotorized facilities are available;

= the travel impacts of development considered in multimodal terms and on a systems basis;

= recognize there are rural arterials that carry significant amounts of urban-related traffic; and

= recognize there are transportation services and facilities that are at ultimate capacity and
alternative mitigation may be considered in making concurrency determinations.

a. Chapter 30.66B SCC Amendments

Chapter 30.66B SCC Concurrency and Road Impact Mitigation addresses the impact of land
development on the county road system. It details the obligations and procedures that must be
met in order to approve land development and implement administrative procedures for

concurrency management ((?heee—preeedwes—eneure—that—tr&nepeﬁaﬂen—mprevements—&re

%he—GPP—)) The county’s concurrency management system prowdes the basis for monltorlng the
traffic impacts of land development and determines if needed transportation improvements are
keeping pace with the prevailing rate of land development.

The department of planning and development services conducts the transportation-related part
of development review and provides technical analyses, concurrency determinations and
mitigation recommendations. The requirements of Chapter 30.66B SCC affect land development
review by making the issuance of building and other permits contingent on a positive
concurrency determination. Where concurrency problems arise, permits for development would
be issued after approval of commitments to actions and funding in compliance with adopted
LOS standards.
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b. Level of Service Provisions

The LOS standard used for concurrency management is adopted in the comprehensive plan and
is presented in Tables ((#6:—3+—3+2—and—313)) 8, 9, and 10. This standard is implemented
through the provisions of Chapter 30.66B SCC.

The arterial LOS standard is based on a two-step evaluation process. Step one determines
whether or not the ADT on an arterial unit exceeds a predefined threshold. If it does, then step
two evaluates whether or not average travel speed falls below predefined minimums. An arterial
unit fails the LOS standard when ADT exceeds the threshold and average travel speed is less than
the minimum. Table ((#8)) 8 illustrates the application of the county’s concurrency LOS
standard.

Table ((0)) 8

Level-of-Service ((StandardsBased-on
Yrban/Rural-ClassHication-andTranstt-Compatibiity)) Standard for County Arterials

Snohomish County Level of Service Standard for Arterial Units

((Fransit Roadway Level of Service Standard (3)
Rural/Urban Compatibility))
Arterial Unit| Multimodal Arterial(1)
Classification| ((and)) or Qualifying
Public Facilities (2)

Step Two: Average Travel
Speed Minimum

Step One: ADT Threshold

Rural No See Table () 9 C#
Yes See Table () 9 D (4)
No See Table () 9 E (5)
Urban Five Miles Per Hour Less
Yes See Table (1) 9 than E (6)
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reutes:)) Multimodal arterials meet a specific multimodal standard for bicycle and pedestrian facilities and
transit service including frequency of transit service, presence of pedestrian and bicycle facilities, and
residential and employment densities within ¥ mile of transit routes. Developments which impact arterials
determined to meet the multimodal criteria will be required to provide additional TDM mitigation.

(2) Certain public facilities needed to support residential development may qualify for a lower travel speed
standard. The determination of whether or not a proposed development qualifies for the lower travel
speed standard will be based upon the following criteria with additional specificity provided by department
rules:

a. The development proposed by the public agency is needed to support residential development that is
already constructed, approved or deemed concurrent; and

b. the public agency submitting the application for development is directed by a publicly elected official
or board; and

the location of the agency’s facility is constrained by established legal or public districts; and

d. siting the development in the proposed location would provide a legitimate public benefit to the
occupants of the residential areas.

Public developments which use the lower travel speed standard to achieve concurrency will be required to
provide additional road mitigation in the form of ((transitcompatibitity-or)) TDM.

(3) The ADT threshold is applied first. If the ADT on an arterial unit exceeds the threshold identified in Table
((32)) 9, then the average travel speed is reviewed. If the average travel speed on the arterial unit falls
below the appropriate minimum travel speed then the LOS on the arterial unit does not meet the County
standard.

(4) The letter grades for rural roads correspond to varying actual travel speeds, depending on the free flow
speed of the specific arterial unit and the number of controlled intersections. The method used to
determine the threshold is established in rules based on the principles of the Highway Capacity Manual
published by the Transportation Research Board, Washington, D.C.

(5) The letter grades for urban roads correspond to varying travel speeds as established in the Highway
Capacity Manual and depend on characteristics of the arterial.

(6) For urban roads that ((are-transitcempatible)) meet the multimodal criteria, Snohomish County applies a
5 mph reduction to the average travel speed minimums for urban arterials. This 5 mph reduction also
applies to certain public facilities that qualify as needed to support residential development based on the
criteria in footnote (2) above and departmental rules.
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i. Average Daily Traffic (ADT) Thresholds

Two-way, weekday, 24-hour volumes are used as the measure of ADT on arterial units, consistent
with rules establishing details on the methodology, frequency and validity of counts. Thresholds
vary by urban/rural, number of lanes, and whether or not arterial units have been designated
as ultimate capacity by the county council. For ultimate capacity arterial units, the thresholds
are based upon maximizing the use of the roadway with volumes at or near capacity from early
morning to late evening. For arterial units not designated as ultimate capacity, the thresholds
are based upon the minimum volumes for which the roads are designed. Typically, roads with
volumes below these thresholds have peak-hour average travel speeds reflecting uncongested
conditions. Also, volumes below the thresholds typically characterize roads functioning as local
roads rather than as arterials.

In some cases, roads with volumes below the thresholds are classified as arterials for purposes
of system continuity or to establish a base arterial system in areas of the County that will
experience future growth. In aggregate, these arterial roads carry a small percentage of total
daily travel demand and therefore do not contribute significantly to travel delay experienced on
the arterial system. The ADT thresholds are established in Table ((3%)) 9.

Table ((£%)) 9

Average Daily ((Frip)) Traffic (ADT) Thresholds

Road Not Designated Road Designated
as Ultimate Capacity as Ultimate Capacity
(I;lfu[r; 2@; Rural Arterial Unit | Urban Arterial Unit | Rural Arterial Unit | Urban Arterial Unit
2 4,000 7,000 18,000 22,000
3 5,000 9,000 27,000 33,000
4 7,000 12,000 36,000 44,000
5 n/a 15,000 45,000 55,000
6 n/a 16,000 54,000 66,000
7 n/a 21,000 63,000 77,000

ii. Average Travel Speed

Existing or forecasted, average, weekday, directional travel speed during the a.m. and p.m.
peak hour is used as the measure of average travel speed on arterial units. This method is
consistent with rules establishing details on the methodology and validity of evaluations. The
Highway Capacity Manual is used as the basis for determining the correspondence between

travel speed and LOS letter grades ((m—the—mes{—Feeeﬁt—Hﬁhwav—eapaaMHaﬂﬂal—pﬂb{ﬁhed—m
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Letter grades are used as the standard, rather than the corresponding miles per hour, to

maintain _consistency with the Highway Capacity Manual as it evolves over time. Most urban
arterial units in the County have a free flow speed of 35 to 40 miles per hour. The threshold
between LOS “E” and “F” for these roads is generally between 10 and 13 mph.

For a rural arterial unit, the threshold between “C” and “D” varies depending on its length’s
impact on free-flow speed, the off-peak average travel speeds, and the number of controlled
intersections. The methodology for determining the rural thresholds, based on average travel
speed, are contained in the public works administrative rules.((Rte-4224-690)). (ref. 15)

iii. Ultimate Capacity Provisions

There are some arterials for which additional improvements would require unwarranted public
expenditures and/or would have severe environmental or community impacts. In such cases the
Council reserves the option to designate such arterials as being at ultimate capacity, where
provisions are made for traffic safety, pedestrian mobility and bicycle circulation as applicable.

The LOS standard for arterials designated as ultimate capacity includes a higher ADT threshold,
representing the highest hourly traffic volumes over an extended part of the day. For an ultimate
capacity arterial, until ADT threshold is exceeded, developments impacting the arterials would
be deemed concurrent, even though average travel speed could drop below the travel-speed
minimum during the peak hours and other times during the day. Arterials already widened to the
design standard identified in the TE are likely candidates for ultimate capacity, but other arterials
could also be designated as ultimate capacity based on criteria established in code and/or rules.

Several measures are proposed to help mitigate the effects of ultimate capacity designation by
promoting efficiencies. Developments adding new traffic to arterials designated as being at
ultimate capacity would be required to ((be-transit-compatible-or)) support TDM measures. The
County would commit to continued transportation systems management (TSM) and arterial
access management measures on ultimate capacity roadways. The County would increase its
funding for pedestrian facilities countywide, with an expectation that additional funds would be
spent to improve pedestrian access to transit on or adjacent to ultimate ((er)) capacity arterials.
The County would also provide ((a—h+g|=reHeve4—e¥)) corrldor Ievel TDM for the purpose of
reducing trips on the (( i

these-adding-tripste)) ultimate capaC|ty corrldors

Once roads have been designated by the Council as ultimate capacity, developments impacting
such roads may be subject to additional design or mitigation requirements, but lower average
travel speeds would potentially be tolerated. The basic strategy for ultimate capacity consists of
a number of actions, listed below.

= Establishing higher ADT thresholds for arterial units designated as ultimate capacity. The
thresholds are set so that higher volumes and potentially lower average travel speeds are
tolerated until the ADT threshold is exceeded.

= Adopting code language and/or promulgating administrative rules with criteria for determining
a road to be at ultimate capacity. The public works department will use these criteria to make
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an engineer’s report and recommendation for legislative action to the Executive and Council.
Among other things, the report will address the extent to which improvements are needed to
improve LOS on the county facility, and whether or not such projects are identified in the TE
as likely for construction by the planning horizon year.

» Requiring development impacting ultimate capacity facilities to meet new ((FsM

regirements—(e-g—aceess—eontrob—and—either—meet—revised—(more—intensive))) TDM
requirements((--er-meetthe-—eriteriafor transit compatibility)).

= Making determinations of ultimate capacity that can include commitments to full-design
standards, additional safety and operational improvements, development of access manage-
ment plans, signal coordination and signal upgrades, and support for corridor-level

((employercommute-tripreduction)) trip-reduction programs.

iv. Rural Arterials with Urban Traffic

Rural arterials with urban traffic represent roadways outside of UGAs that are primarily
accommodating higher volumes of traffic between or oriented to urban growth areas (UGA) and
rural areas of more intensive commercial development. Table ((32)) 10 designates and Figure 3
illustrates the location and limits of these arterials. These rural arterials will be evaluated for
their LOS using the urban LOS standard. ((Arterials)) The criteria considered in designating
arterials outside of UGAs ((are-destghated)) as rural arterials with urban traffic ((arterials—-where

they)) are:

= provide direct connections between UGAs and/or rural areas of more intensive
commercial development;

= provide an opportunity for urban-oriented traffic to feed rural arterials with urban traffic
from a UGA, rural areas of more intensive development, or ((HSS))_Highways of
Statewide Significance; and

= exhibit ADT higher than the thresholds for urban arterials not designated as ultimate
capacity arterials.

Where rural arterials with urban traffic are the subject of a concurrency evaluation, the
applicable LOS standard would be the same as that used for urban arterials.
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Table ((32)) 10

Rural Arterials with Urban Traffic

Arterial Roadway

Limits

Connecting

19™ Avenue NE/156™ Street NE/
23" Avenue NE/ 140™ Street
NE/ Stimson Road/ 136" Street
NE

Marysville C/L on 19" Avenue
NE to Marysville C/L at I-5

Marysville to Marysville UGA

34™ Avenue NE((£216"-Street
NE))

136™ Street NE to ((-5)) 116"
Street NE

Marysville to Marysville UGA

Marine Drive NE/Marine Drive

I-5 to 64™ Street NW

I-5/Marysville to Tulalip

27" Avenue NE

Marine Drive NE to end of

1-5/Marysville to Quil Ceda

county road

Village

67" Avenue NE

108" Street NE to Arlington C/L

Marysville UGA to Arlington UGA

152" Street NE

67™ Avenue NE to Marysville
((USA) CIL

67" Avenue NE to Marysville
UGA

132" Street NE

67™ Avenue NE to Marysville
((FeA) CIL

67" Avenue NE to Marysville
UGA

108" Street NE

67" Avenue NE to SR 9

Marysville UGA to SR 9

84" Street NE

SR 9 to SR 92

Marysville to Granite Falls UGA

Sunnyside Boulevard

SR 204 to Lake Stevens UGA

Lake Stevens to Lake Stevens
UGA

Sunnyside Boulevard

Lake Stevens UGA to Soper Hill
Road

Lake Stevens UGA to Marysville
UGA

Machias Cutoff/South Machias
Road

123" Avenue SE (Lake Stevens

UGA) to ((Maple-Avenue-at))
Snohomish ((EA4)) UGA

Lake Stevens UGA to Snohomish
UGA

Williams Road

Lake Stevens UGA to Machias
Cutoff

Lake Stevens UGA to Machias
Cutoff

N/S Machias Road

12" Street NE (Lake Stevens

12" Street NE (Lake Stevens

UGA) to Machias Cutoff

UGA) to Machias Cutoff

Bunk Foss Road/Ritchey Road

South Machias Road to 99

South Machias Road to US 2/SR

Avenue SE

9

{(Bickferd-Avenue

SR-2-Ramps-te-Srohemish-UGA

Shehemish-U6A-te-SR-2))

Lowell-Snohomish River Road

Everett C/L to Snohomish UGA

Southwest UGA to Snohomish
UGA

Marsh Road

Lowell-Larimer Road to SR 9

Southwest UGA to SR 9

88™ /92" Street SE

SR 2 Overpass to Snohomish
C/L

Snohomish UGA to SR 2

Broadway Avenue

Maltby UGA to SR 9

Maltby UGA to SR 9

164" Street SE

Broadway Avenue to SR 9

Broadway Avenue to SR 9

180" Street SE

Southwest UGA to SR 9

Southwest UGA to SR 9

Transportation Element

48

((Effective DateFebruary-1,-2006))




SNOHOMISH COUNTY TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT

Arterial Roadway Limits Connecting

180" Street SE Broadway Avenue to SR 9 Broadway Avenue to SR 9
169" Street SE/ West

Interurban Boulevard/ 51% Southwest UGA to SR 524 Southwest UGA to SR 524
Avenue SE

228" Street SE Southwest UGA to SR 9 Southwest UGA to Maltby UGA
Paradise Lake Road Maltby UGA to King County Line |Maltby UGA to King County

v. ((Franstt-Compatibitity-Criteria)) Multimodal Arterials

Included in the LOS standard is a consideration of multiple transportation modes including

factors supportive of transit, pedestrians, and bicyclists. Where these characteristics are
sufficient to make multimodal transportation a viable mobility choice, a higher amount of traffic
congestion will be tolerated. A multimodal arterial has:

= transit service operating at 15 minute headways or better during the peak period;

= acontinuous bicycle facility meeting county standards;

= g continuous pedestrian facility meeting county standards; and

= agross density of 20 persons and/or employees per acre within ¥4 mile of transit facilities.

The LOS standard for arterials meeting the multimodal criteria is adopted in Table 8. The
standard allows a 5 mph reduction to the minimum peak hour travel speed. The application of
the multimodal arterial LOS for concurrency management is described in administrative rule. (ref.
16) If a land use development impacts an arterial determined to meet the multimodal LOS
criteria then the development is required as a condition of approval to take measures to increase
the efficiency of the existing road system and preserve capacity through increased TDM measures
as provided for in Chapter 30.66B SCC.

The consideration of multiple modes in the LOS standard provides incentive for transit-
supportive developments and takes advantage of existing investments in services and facilities.
Providing additional roadway capacity for automobiles in some urban corridors may undermine
investments in public transportation and may ((hirger—rereases—in—fare-paytrg—ridership))
discourage trip-making using pedestrian and bicycle modes. In urban areas, the county can
make the most of its transportation investment by focusing on roadways where adequate
transit facilities and services, as well as nonmotorized connections can be made available. The
aim of this focused mvestment would be to enhance the overall people- movmg capaC|ty of a
roadway. (( y

methoedeotoegy-))
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A multimodal arterial is different than the transit emphasis corridors discussed in Section 111.D.
Support for Transit, though both are critical to Snohomish County’s multimodal strategy. The
LOS criteria for a multimodal arterial provides a standard for analyzing traffic operations,
project programming, and concurrency management. A transit emphasis corridor designation
provides a framework for future land use, transit, and infrastructure planning. Additionally,
because the criteria for multimodal arterials is part of the county’'s LOS standard, it is only
applied to county roadways while transit emphasis corridors also include state highways.

vi. Public Facilities Needed to Support Residential Development

The county utilizes a lower LOS travel speed standard for schools and certain other public
facilities needed to support residential development. Like all land use developments, schools
and other public facilities are subject to the concurrency requirements of the GMA and the
county code. In a given area, building of some of these public facilities typically lags behind the
residential growth that necessitates them. Residential development may proceed until area
roads have reached capacity and further permitting is constrained by concurrency. In these
instances, the public facilities may have trouble meeting the concurrency requirements, and
may not be available in a timely fashion to serve the residential areas. To avoid this situation,
the County provides that certain public facilities needed to support residential development may
gualify for a lower travel speed standard.

((Consistent—with—theWAC,—the))The County effectively reserves capacity for certain public
facilities needed to support residential development by allowing an average travel speed of 5
mph less for those that meet certain criteria. Those criteria are adopted in Table 8, foothote
(2), and in Chapter 30.66B SCC. Examples of public facilities that are likely to qualify for the
reduced travel speed standard include, but may not necessarily be limited to: public schools;
community parks; fire stations; public hospitals; and local water or sewage treatment facilities.

If a public facility needed to support residential development is deemed concurrent based on the
lower travel speed standard, then the development is required as a condition of approval to take
measures to increase the efficiency of the existing road system and preserve capacity through
increased TDM measures under Chapter 30.66B SCC. ((by-either:))

Transportation Element 50

((Effective DateFebruary-1,-2006))



SNOHOMISH COUNTY TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT

Transportation Element 51

((Effective DateFebruary-1,-2006))



SNOHOMISH COUNTY TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT

This page intentionally left blank.

Transportation Element 52

((Effective DateFebruary-1,-2006))



g Lot Lo, T .\ M_M
5 2200 StNw N, L -2 o,
\' \¢
e . -~ L1
o ¢ cd !
/S o B & J < -~ f | &,
I I
- |: \
% g 2 T - 1
egg Rd i w r ]
=~ I i § |Arlington
) S
: Ti Jirznaiw - hl )
N 53] & L [ N
i L_rj——
3 S B H
& 2 g
ﬁ‘% > 3 152nf NE
&"% H 9
S 3
H r I
140n 51w g A GIE = r
)
(™
Yarine o, “08in Loop 1y,
: ! \2 3
o s o[ ol 1
|
- B % '
: — =
Bk | ;
- e ) Granite
n = - L -
8 e - E Yy
. B N I~
: -
Marysville
2 %
9 3 &
% H
%, 2
S ) L
i E
2 g
|
~ 481h SLNE &,
— ~ . 44t sine s 44 SiNE 3
e —— Bl | "
e o W it Lake/Stevens
- %, |2 & A
i % f
/ 2 u H
- Ve
/ ll_ o o /
/ 1 'an% 16th St NE
/ e = ., -
/ 529 < 2 ‘ [‘ p 5
B H El &
/ 5 § 5 ! f;} ] I
/ / 204 2 5
| 19t st \ w = 2 S MNE -
[ ) 1 O
23rd St @ ° s 4,
| / r y g S Mach \
| | — 3 s,
20th)st SE ot %,
| b : 7 2 = > snsise 3 \
(—| 3 e il e
: ] % @' ; l_r g % o ot f; o fe
& syt 57 g 7
| r— \ J 4 Dubugue Rd 2
I /) : ] B9 amsnt R, &
=2 % { i g e "R
2 Everett -y st :
! s £ | o g
ey S5 5 ih St SE X g
% - H % 5 &
l N 2 3
525, 3 : =l 4
l - v I Snohomish \
4 = W Gasino Ra ] e\ / 3 "
/ 3 oy Vi °
b u C H
Vi E g 2 3 - — ( 85th StSE
I . £ $ \:
MUklIteO 725 Z mnms‘fw & toon sise Y ' 2
! & ® Y 4 H — Westuick RS
2 2 2
o 112th StBW A
52 = 11om st se H 2
A o & H E
e 99 E f 3 7 | a z
’C/)/: = >, 2| Y o B el é
B3 H,g Qég ol % . e arine, E =
S L0 = A
5 " 3 ¥y
ey, " ; f MIII § ‘;om\q 55 ' ! l‘_,
ey ————tanaen 3 y 2 ’ mﬁ b - %, | Thos ek \Nem/\uW/
4 Creek- Zuss £l 3 I ;
5 5 5 0 oven Ra
3 5 B 3 o 1= ! I -
3 /1525 > g 5
un StEn |
168th 515w H
e F E § % : M 7/ >
AN — 4 . e o
Edmonds™ i : £ < onroe
7 i § o =
7 = L/ § o0n % I—a
S g Ly £ J e, 522
s 527 ¢ ) :
V4 onsis_ffeo) 3 I o Q’%
3 § ﬁ‘% 203
3 &
s |
5 -
i HEY
’ T land A 524 | : 1
| A . Bothell i = ,
Woodway, ¥ E
' |228th St SE 9 522
I_ gk H
7 gz r- o %
3 ol &3
\ ¥ 2

SNOHOMISH
COUNTY

2015 GMA
COMPREHENSIVE
PLAN UPDATE

Figure

Rural Arterials with Urban Traffic

s Rural Arterial with Urban Traffic

s Highway of Statewide Significance

| |
L___I

All maps, data, and information set forth herein (“Data”), are for
illustrative purposes only and are not to be considered an official
citation to, or representation of, the Snohomish County Code.
Amendments and updates to the Data, together with other applicable
County Code provisions, may apply which are not depicted herein.
Snohomish County makes no representation or warranty concerning the
content, accuracy, currency, completeness or quality of the Data
contained herein and expressly disclaims any warranty of
merchantability or fitness for any particular purpose. All persons
accessing or otherwise using this Data assume all responsibility for use
thereof and agree to hold Snohomish County harmless from and against
any damages, loss, claim or liability arising out of any error, defect or
omission contained within said Data. Washington State Law, Ch. 42.56
RCW, prohibits state and local agencies from providing access to lists of
individuals intended for use for commercial purposes and, thus, no
commercial use may be made of any Data comprising lists of individuals

contained herein.

3

County Boundary

Interstate Highway

Incorporated City Arterial Roadway

Tulalip Reservation Railroad

Clearview Rural Commercial
Future Land Use Designation

Water

The Consolidated Borough of Quil Ceda Village

N
=

UGA Boundary
N

A

UPDATE

Miles




SNOHOMISH COUNTY TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT

Transportation Element 55

((Effective DateFebruary-1,-2006))




SNOHOMISH COUNTY TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT

3. Nonregulatory Actions

Concurrency management is necessarily pursued in the context of the County's broader
transportation planning and programming process. Figure 4 illustrates the relationship of
concurrency management with transportation planning and capital improvement programming
processes. It is important to note that concurrency management is only one basis for
prioritizing and programming transportation improvements.

a. Comprehensive Plan: Transportation ((Etement))Components

The ((FE—s—the—peortien)) transportation components of the comprehensive plan ((that—fer
transportation;—eonsists)) consist of the goals, objectives, and policies in _the Transportation
chapter of the General Policy Plan and the Transportation Element. As is required by RCW
36.70A.070(6), the Transportation Element includes an inventory of transportation facilities and
services, adopted LOS standards, an analysis of deficiencies and needs, long-range
improvements and management strategies, and a multi-year financial plan. ((ptrstantto-REW
36-70A7))

b. Transportation Needs Report

The Transportation Needs Report (TNR) is a technical compendium prepared by public works
that provides detailed information on the county’s current and future transportation needs_(ref.
17). The TNR includes a prioritized list of improvements needed to meet existing and future
travel demand, improvement costs based on a cost-estimating model, a map of designated
Transportation Service Areas (TSA), and the technical cost-basis for impact mitigation fees. The
TNR provides an administrative method for regularly updating transportation needs and their
costs as initially identified in the TE.

c. Priority Programming/Concurrency Management

Priority Programming and Concurrency Management are two coordinated processes conducted by
public works that results in the programming of funds for needed transportation improvements,
operations and maintenance. Priority programming deals with the annual programming of funds
for multimodal project construction (roads, bridges, walkways, bikeways, etc.), public works
operations, and road maintenance.

Concurrency management ensures needed transportation facilities and services are provided
concurrent with land development. It deals with the monitoring of arterial level of service,
evaluation of development proposals for concurrency (including denial of those not concurrent)
and the programming of improvement funds necessary to maintain adopted level of service
standards. Both the priority programming and concurrency management processes lead to the
annual preparation of a six-year transportation improvement program.

d. Transportation Improvement Program

The Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is a schedule of transportation capital improve-
ment projects matched to expected revenues that the County anticipates pursuing over the
subsequent six years. The TIP is annually updated by public works and is adopted by the
Council. The TIP is a state requirement under RCW 36.81.121. It satisfies internal programming
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needs as well as state and federal requirements for regional coordination. The TIP is prepared
consistent with the TE and the TNR.

Transportation Element 57

((Effective DateFebruary-1,-2006))



SNOHOMISH COUNTY TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT

FIGURE 4

The Role of Concurrency Management
in the Land Use Transportation Planning Process
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e. Capital Improvement Program

The Capital Improvement Program (CIP) is a schedule of all capital improvements matched to
expected revenues that the County anticipates pursuing over the subsequent six years. The CIP
is annually updated by the finance and planning departments, incorporates transportation
improvements from the TIP, and is prepared to be consistent with the comprehensive plan.

f. Annual Construction Program for Transportation

The Annual Construction Program (ACP) presents descriptions of capital improvement project
expenditures and their funding for the calendar year. The ACP, in tandem with the county road
fund budget, authorizes expenditures on projects and is balanced with the annual budget.

4. Process

The concurrency management system is implemented through Chapter 30.66B SCC
Concurrency and Road Impact Mitigation and related rules promulgated by the County. Chapter
30.66B SCC is applied through the overall land development review process administered by the
departments of Planning & Development Services and Public Works. A concurrency management
report is prepared and issued annually. See Chapter VI. County Project Prioritization and
Programming Process for additional information.

B. ((commute—T+ripReductionand)) Transportation Demand Management

Continue administering the County's adopted regulatory and nonregulatory
measures aimed at achieving vehicle trip reduction goals. These measures entail: a)
the employer trip reduction plan and ordinance (SCC 32.40) required by state law
(RCW 70.94.521-551),; b) nonregulatory employer and residential based programs;
and c) the County’'s TDM provisions under Chapter 30.66B SCC affecting all new
urban developments.

1. Background

Transportation demand management (TDM) refers to a set of strategies aimed at maximizing
the efficiency of the transportation system by reducing automobile transportation demand,
particularly during the most congested times of the day. Reducing such demand can be
achieved in a variety of ways, including:

e Travelers switching from driving alone in a single occupant vehicle (SOV) to carpooling
in a high occupancy vehicle (HOV), vanpooling or using transit
Travelers switching from driving to biking or walking

e Travelers changing the time of day of their trip to avoid the most congested periods
Travelers eliminating trips through consolidation of trips, flexible work schedules, or
telecommuting.

There are many benefits to a TDM strateqgy including the reduction in vehicle miles traveled
(VMT), improving air_guality, alleviating traffic congestion, preserving roadway capacity, and
reducing greenhouse gas emissions. The County has previously adopted two major regulatory
measures aimed at reducing single occupancy vehicular traffic generated by major employers
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and developers.((-—particttary—within—drban—eenters:)) These measures are the Commute Trip

Reduction (CTR) plan and its implementing ordinance (({S€€-3246)-adopted-in-+ebruoary—1993
anel—ameﬁeled—m—Deeembeﬁzeee-)) (Chapter 32.40 SCC) and the developer TDM provisions of

Chapter 30 668 SCC

preserve—readway—eapaelty—)) The Countv has also |mplemented a non- redulatorv reS|dent|al

TDM program focused on reducing trips on some of the County’s most congested arterials and
highways.

2. Employer Commute Trip Reduction

yer))E mploye based programs aim
to increase the use of transit, vanpools carpools walking, bicycling, telecommuting, and
compressed work weeks as a method for employees to get to work. Importantly, these
programs reflect a partnership between the public and private sector to find more efficient ways
of gett|ng employees to work within the constraints of a congested road system ((Zl'—he—sueeess

success of this effort depends on a comb|nat|on of redulatlon and mcentlve Redulatlon mvolves

the continuing involvement of local jurisdictions in requiring that the employers implement
programs and adjust the programs if necessary. Incentives involve the support offered to
employers by the transit agencies in terms of services, technical assistance, marketing, training,
recognition, and other support efforts.

((e—EFRPlanand-Ordinanee)}

The employer CTR plan and ordinance are a continuation of the CTR program which began with
the passage of the state CTR law in 1991 and the adoption of local ordinances beginning in
1993. The ((pregram)) ordinance applies to employers with 100 or more full-time employees at
a work site who are scheduled to begin their work day between 6:00 and 9:00 a.m. during
weekdays. The ((plan—and)) ordinance establishes performance objectives for reducing commuter
vehicle miles traveled (VMT) and proportion of SOV trips by the employees of affected
employers. In 2013, Snohomish County and eight other Snohomish County jurisdictions
submitted an alternate CTR plan through the WSDOT pilot rulemaking for implementing the
State Commute Trip Reduction Law. WSDOT approved the Snohomish County alternate plan
as one of five adopted statewide to run through 2017. The alternate CTR plan focuses on both
large and moderately sized employers in the more urban parts of the county where there is a
higher level of transit services. In addition to the requirements contained in the CTR ordinance,
the plan calls for increased support and incentives for employees at these employment sites.

Transportation Element 60

((Effective DateFebruary-1,-2006))



SNOHOMISH COUNTY TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT

3. Residential Corridor-based Trip Reduction

Since 2008, Snohomish County has partnered with Community Transit on a corridor-based,
residential TDM program. A residential trip reduction program focusses strategies to residential
areas where trips originate. The Snohomish County/Community Transit program provides one-
on-one individualized support and incentives for those who are interested in using an alternate
mode of transportation (transit, carpool, walking, biking). The program began as part of a
strateqy to address congestion and preserve available vehicle capacity on 164" St SW/SE after
it was declared to be at ultimate capacity. The success on that corridor convinced the county
and Community Transit to expand to three other congested corridors including 128™ St SW,
196™ St SW, and State Route 527.

((37)) 4. Development Transportation Demand Management

{tike—CFR—the)) The county’s developer TDM provisions, contained in Chapter 30.66B SCC,
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(it

developers prowdes mcentlves for a wide range of measures to increase the use of rldesharlng
(carpools/ vanpools), transit, and nonmotorized transportation such as bicycling and walking.
Examples of programmatic TDM measures include: transportation coordinators; ride-match
assistance; preferential parking; flex-time; transit subsidies; increased parking fees; reduced
parking supply; provision of shuttle buses for areas lacking parking; and site design features
that provide improved pedestrian access.

((4)) 5. Process

a. Commute Trip Reduction (CTR)

The CTR ordinance is administered by the public works department. Employers prepare and
submit these programs for review by the county. After initial review and approval, the county
monitors CTR programs and receives an annual report on progress towards the trip reduction
performance objectives. Enhancement of programs not achieving the performance objectives
can be required. Affected employers will not be penalized for failing to meet trip reduction
performance objectives. Civil penalties, however, can be assessed for violations of noncompliance
with program requirements. Affected employers can appeal the determination of a violation
and/or any penalties assessed to the county hearing examiner and county council.

b. Transportation Demand Management (TDM)

Developer TDM review and programming is conducted by public works as part of the overall
land development review process administered by the Snohomish County Planning &
Development Services. This process involves an application for development permits, review and
approvals by the public works department, and quasi-judicial hearings conducted by the
Hearing Examiner in some cases.

C. Arterial Access Management

Provide ((Adept—additional)) access management standards and guidelines for
arterial roads, within the most current Engineering Design and Development

Standards ((Banrdbeek)), to help ((t6ertiyy—and—prioritize—treatments—that—wiH))

preserve capacity or mitigate congestion related to adjacent land uses.

1. Background

The objective of access management is to minimize the severity and frequency of conflicts
between roadway vehicular traffic and vehicles accessing abutting properties. Access
management deals with the way vehicles operate on roadways and access land uses with
respect to five design features: 1) location and number of driveways; 2) driveway entrance
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dimensions; 3) internal circulation of the property; 4) on-street median treatments; and 5)
vehicle guidance into and out of the property. ((tet26))

Most land developments within unincorporated Snohomish County need access to county
roadways, and sometimes state highways. The county has the obligation to ensure that land
development has reasonable access to roadways in some form and that access is safe and
efficient. The placement, design, and amount of access can have a profound impact on traffic
flow and safety. As the number of driveways increases, the potential for traffic congestion and
accidents also increases. In general, accident summaries available through the Washington
State Patrol show the predominant accident location on county roads is related to intersections
and driveways. Limiting the frequency of access points and restricting turning movements along
a roadway has shown to reduce traffic congestion and accidents. Access management is an
effective way to preserve capacity and maintain overall traffic flow.

2. Requlatory Actions

Over time, access management will need to play an ever-increasing role in maintaining the
efficiency of the county’s arterial roadways, particularly for arterials designated as being at
ultimate capacity_or along transit emphasis corridors. Utilizing effective access management
treatments can help preserve capacity and improve safety. There are different categories of
access management treatments applicable to county roadway projects and developments.
Listed below are examples of some broad categories of access management, which should be
applied to county ((artertat)) roadways, where they are determined to be appropriate.

= Shared or consolidated driveways for new development and redevelopment.
= Geometric design and location of driveways.

= Frequency of driveways.

= Spacing of driveways.

= Internal circulation and relationship to access points.

» Median treatments and median barriers or other access restrictions.

= Continuous left-turn lanes.

= Positive vehicle guidance.

All new or improved minor collector, major collector, minor arterial and principal arterials in the
county should be deS|gned and built to mcorporate access management treatments where
applicable. ((Sev i
ﬁhased—m—evekﬂae—ze%—te—ze%—tme#ame—)) Most county roads WI|| operate more eff|C|entIy and
safely with access management included within their design. Phasing of most access management
treatments can be coordinated with the designs of larger improvement projects.

A number of county arterials, located within suburban areas, can be expected to experience urban
growth impacts under the county’s comprehensive plan. Many roadways have relatively few
access points and provide good overall traffic flow. Unfortunately, traffic flow may be degraded
significantly if development is allowed without the application of good access management
treatments as part of an overall corridor design. A well-conceived access management treatment
will provide adequate access to adjacent properties and still maintain the integrity of traffic flow.
Access management efforts will likely be in response to arterials with higher accident rates,
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arterial ultimate capacity designations, commercial land uses with high driveway volumes, and
travel speeds at or below the adopted LOS ((*£2))_standard.

Access management can be applied to current access problems and those problems anticipated
in the future. Lastly, some of the access management treatments may need to be coordinated
with other jurisdictions as they cross city-county boundaries or involve state highways.

3. Process

Generally speaking, access management would be implemented through ((three)) two
processes: 1) the overall land development review process administered by the planning and

development services department((and-public-werks—departments)); and 2) the roadway design
and development process conducted by the publlc works department((—&nd—3)—aeeess

th%s—te—eﬂsure—e#eetwe—aeeees—managemeﬂt)) The county WI|| also Work Wlth WSDOT to assist

and ensure implementation of access management designs on state highways.

D. Support for Transit ((Suppertand-Compatibitity))

Enhance the county’s efforts to implement transportation facility design and land
use development that is supportive of and compatible with public transportation
services, facilities, and programs to increase transit use.

1. Background

As the County’s population and economic base expands, increased transit usage reduces the
growing demand for SOV travel, and that helps alleviate traffic congestion. By providing support
and compatibility with public transportation, the county optimizes the public’s investment in
public transit and integrates transportation with land use as outlined in the transportation goals,
objectives and policies of the GPP.

The county promotes increased transit usage by pursuing:

» intergovernmental coordination and transit agency plan review;

= placement of transit compatible land uses and ((transportation—factity)) transit supportive
investments by the county_((and threugh-the Urban-Centers DemeonstrationPregram)) in

centers and along transit emphasis corridors;

= higher development densities and mixed-use development;
= reduced parking requirements;

= safe, convenient pedestrian access to transit through development review, ((and))site
design;
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=  Capital projects to provide pedestrian connectivity to bus stops, transit centers, station
areas, park and ride lots and along transit emphasis corridors;

=  Commute Trip Reduction and other TDM programs;

» transit oriented on-site and off-site transportation improvement requirements; and

= inclusion of transit facilities in road improvement projects.
In order to establish a more transit-supportive and compatible environment, the county can
pursue some specific actions. Actions under this implementation measure include regulatory
and nonregulatory actions.

2. Transit Emphasis Corridors

A transit emphasis corridor is an arterial road or highway where high levels of transit service
already exists or is likely to exist in the future. Recognizing the strong linkage between land
use, transit, and infrastructure, these corridors are intended to serve as a framework for higher
density land uses, transit market development, pedestrian and bike-oriented infrastructure, and
high-occupancy vehicle roadway improvements.

A transit emphasis corridor is different than the multimodal arterials discussed in Section |11.A.
Concurrency Management System. Where a transit emphasis corridor designation provides a
framework for the future land use, transit, and infrastructure planning, the criteria for a
multimodal arterial provides a measurement of existing traffic operations, project programming,
and concurrency management. Additionally, the criteria for multimodal arterials is only applied
to county roadways while a transit emphasis corridor can also include a state highway.

Community Transit (CT) designated transit emphasis corridors in its 2011 Long Range Transit
Plan (LRP) (ref. 14) using criteria on community design, transit service, and long-term potential as
well as consultation with cities and the county. The highways and arterials that constitute CT's
transit emphasis corridors are among Snohomish County’s most urban and most congested
corridors. These corridors provide access to the county’s urban centers and other high-growth
urban areas.

Two levels of arterial-based transit emphasis corridors are designated in the CT plan: “Core”
corridors have a greater near-term potential with a generally higher-intensity land use patterns
and a higher-frequency of current transit service; “Community Based” corridors are those with
long-term potential but which currently have a more dispersed land use pattern and lower
levels of current transit service or no transit service at all. In addition to corridor listed in CT's
LRP, Snohomish County is including Ash Way as a transit emphasis corridor due to its high
frequency transit service, the land development pattern along the corridor, and the corridor’s
role in connecting two important transit destinations, Ash Way Park and Ride with Mariner Park
and Ride. Table 11 designates and Figure 5 illustrates the location and limits of the transit
emphasis corridors.
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Table 11
Transit Emphasis Corridors

Core Corridors

State Route 99/Evergreen Way/Rucker Ave Everett to Shoreline
State Route 526/State Route 527 State Route 525 to Bothell
Airport Rd/128"™ St SW/State Route 96/Cathcart Way Paine Field to State Route 9
196" St SW/Alderwood Mall Blvd/164™ St SW/SE Edmonds Ferry to Mill Creek
Smokey Point Blvd/State Ave/Broadway Ave Smokey Point to Everett
State Route 524 Lynnwood to State Route 9
US Highway 2/20" St SE/State Route 9 Everett to Lake Stevens
Ash Way/134™ St SW/4™ Ave W 164" St SW to 128" St SW
Community-Based Corridors
Bickford Ave/US Highway 2 Lake Stevens to Monroe
State Route 525 Mukilteo Ferry to 1-405
State Route 531 Smokey Point to Arlington
State Route 528/State Route 9 Marysville to Lake Stevens
State Route 104/228" St SW/236"™ St SW/228" St SE Edmonds Ferry to Bothell
35" Ave SE Everett to Bothell

The Snohomish County General Policy Plan (GPP) (ref.8) provides direction on how a transit
emphasis corridor _strateqy will be used. It encourages land uses that support transit,
pedestrians, and bicyclists within a quarter-mile to half-mile of a transit emphasis corridor. The
GPPs also encourage investment in nonmotorized transportation improvements and
infrastructure standards that accommodate and enhance the operation of transit services.

3. Requlatory Actions

a. Include development features ((ef)) that support transit((eempatibility)), such as those
identified in Snohomish County Tomorrow’s Transit Oriented Development Guidelines (ref.

(@) 19), in land development review where supported by adopted code and standards. The
compatibility between transit and land uses is especially important within centers and along
transit-emphasis corridors. ((Faekey)) Land use features that support transit ((eempatibility
features)) include but are not limited to:

»  ((land-usefeatures-that-supperttransit-by-alewing)) higher densities and mixed-use land

uses within a quarter-mile to half-mile walking distance of transit stops;

= circulation improvements that maximize access to transit and pedestrian facilities;

» efficient and transit-friendly parking elements that include reduced parking ratios, HOV
parking, shared parking arrangements, locating and designing lots to limit pedestrian/
vehicle conflicts, and counting on-street parking as part of site parking requirements;

= site design features that increase access to transit and convenience such as compact
development, building orientation and design, and weather protection oriented towards
transit system access points; and
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= access features that ensure that safe, continuous sidewalks, walkways and arterial
crossing are constructed within a quarter-mile walk of bus stops and are directly
accessible from developments.

b. As discussed in section Il1I.A, Snohomish County considers the frequency of transit service
and transit-supportive land use densities in the LOS measurement for county arterials and
as part of the concurrency management system. The consideration of transit provides an
incentive for transit-supportive developments, takes advantage of the existing investment in
transit facilities, and allows for the use of transit improvements to mitigate transportation
deficiencies and impacts.

((3-)) 4. Nonregulatory Actions

a. Coordination The county would continue working with the transit agencies and cities within
the county to coordinate the preparation of land use, circulation, and transit plans, which
include:

= future transit routes and proposed route changes including fixed-route bus service,
commuter and light-rail corridor alignments, and bus rapid transit (BRT) services;

» identification of capital facilities necessary to support transit such as bus stops, bus pull
outs, park-and-ride lots, transit centers, street crossings, walkways, and other roadway
design elements;

= transit service and facility planning which reflect the land use designations of the county's
comprehensive plan, especially with regard to designated urban centers;

*= improved communications with transit agencies, especially with regard to HCT planning
and joint review of land use development applications that incorporate transit supportive
improvements; and

= work with local and regional transit agencies to identify priority transit corridors where
investments in enhanced transit service and transit-oriented development (TOD) can
achieve transportation and land use goals.

b. Funding The county would contlnue to aggresswely pursue grants for pedestrlan and tran3|t
improvements. (( :
fedﬁeed—rmfes%ﬁm%s—m—aﬁeﬁal—s%mdards—m—semﬁrwd—eeméem—))

((4)) 5. Process

Transit supportive actions are typically applied through routine county program administration,
public works documents such as the six-year TIP, and interagency coordination and planning
efforts. These actions are nonregulatory and have only indirect application to land development
regulation since they mainly affect public works operations.

Transit compatibility actions, generally viewed as regulatory, are applied through the land
development review process administered by the department of planning and development
services. Transit compatible actions may affect approval decisions for permits and agreements
as to the types and costs of development impact mitigation. The approval process involves an
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application for development permits, staff review and, in some cases, quasi-judicial hearings
conducted by the Hearing Examiner.

Overall, these transit-supportive and compatible actions will provide support for public
transportation through a full range of actions, from land use regulations such as minimum
dwelling units per acre to implementation programs such as walkways within a quarter-mile of
transit routes. By relating all of these measures to support transit, the county is building
relationships between roadway and site design, land use, route planning, capital facility
implementation programs and impact mitigation.

E. Countywide Nonmotorized Transportation

Participate with WSDOT, ((anrd)) cities and tribes within Snohomish County, Bicycle

Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC), Puget Sound Regional Council (PSRC), and
interested stakeholder groups to plan and develop a countywide system of ((paths;

bikeways—watkways—anad-roeutes)) bike and pedestrian facilities for nonmotorized
transportation consistent with the countywide bicycle and pedestrian facilities map.

1. Background

The continuous development and growth of the nonmotorized network in Snohomish County

will reduce impacts to the environment (reduce greenhouse gases and vehicle demand),
encourage enhanced community access, and promote healthy lifestyles and exercise. A
countywide network of bicycle and pedestrian facilities is needed to allow bicycling and walking
for people of all ages and incomes as a practical alternative to automobile travel in some cases.
It will also make the broader community more accessible, enjoyable and safer.

It has been Snohomish County policy and practice that future urban roadways and
improvements to existing urban roadways will be designed as “complete streets” to enhance
the safety and mobility of all users, including pedestrians and bicyclists, consistent with the
adopted design standards. Since the original 1995 transportation element was adopted,
Snohomish County has included both bicycle and pedestrian facilities on all completed full
corridor _arterial widening projects, new arterials in urban areas, as well as completing a number
of trail projects. Some examples of completed bicycle and pedestrian facility arterial/trail
improvement projects include the following:

Corridors
= 112" St SW
= 148MSt SW
= 164" St SW
= 52" Ave West
= Beverly Park Rd/112" St SW
» Cathcart/132"/128™ St SW/Airport Rd
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Trails
= Centennial Trail
= |nterurban Trail

In _addition, the County requires that roadway frontage improvements be provided as
properties are developed or redeveloped, including pedestrian and bicycle facilities as is

appropriate.

Snohomish County has made significant progress on its bicycle and walkway facility network;
however, improvements are still needed to complete the County system. Snohomish County has
collaborated with cities and tribes, the state, PSRC, and interested stakeholder groups to
designate bikeways and develop planned improvements for bicycle facilities. By reviewing both
the planning documents and communicating with the various stakeholders, the county
continues to maintain consistency with bicycle and pedestrian facilities that connect with
adjacent jurisdictions, residential and employment areas, community and regional destinations,
schools, and public transit services. The county has mapped existing pedestrian facilities to
better identify gaps in the system. Planning for facilities and improvements to increase safety
has been done by reviewing pedestrian and bicycle collision data. Snohomish County has, in
collaboration with Community Transit and the Cities of Everett and Mukilteo, identified bicycle
and pedestrian access needs in the Swift bus rapid transit (BRT) station areas. (ref. 20)

Over _the next 20 years Snohomish County will be working to fill identified pedestrian and
bicycle connectivity gaps to major transit routes and school facilities. For example, the County
is working with school districts to build pedestrian facilities with dedicated funding through the
Safe Kids Improved Pathways (SKIP) program. (ref. 21y This funding will also be leveraged as
grant match and or bonding to increase program funding. The County will continue to build
nonmotorized facilities as part of arterial system improvement projects and require these
facilities as part of development as is appropriate.

Bicycle Facilities

Generally speaking there are ((three—classes—efbikeway—and—walkway)) four types of bicycle

facilities and five types of pedestrian facilities.

Shared Use Paths: Located on exclusive right-of-way and physically separated from motorized
traffic, these paths serve multiple users including pedestrians, bicyclists, and possibly

equestrians. Shared use paths include the Centennial Trail ((from—the—City—of-Snehomish—te
near-the-Ciyrof-Adingten)) and the Interurban Trail ((withinthe-SouthwestUGA)).

Bicycle (Bike) Lanes: ((ardfer—Walkaways)) Bicycle lanes are designated for exclusive use by
bicyclists and are delineated from traffic lanes by a painted or thermoplastic stripe. They are
distinguished from the off-road paths in that they are not separated from motorized traffic.
Bicycle lanes can be present with or without walkways. Walkways can be traditional raised
sidewalks or extensions of the paved roadway surface and its shoulders with a painted or
thermoplastic line serving as delineation.

Signed Shared Roadway: ((er—Watkway—Reutes)) Shared roadways are roadways with
appropriate widening and striping that have been designated by signs as a suggested route

for bicyclists. Roadway shoulders, ((where—they—are—present,—serve—as—informal—walkways))
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may also serve as pedestrian facilities. Roadway shoulders are generally suitable for a mix of
pedestrian and bicycle use where the volume of pedestrians and bicyclists is low.

= Shared Roadway: All roadways open to both bicycle and motor vehicle traffic. Delineated
bicycle facilities are not provided.

Pedestrian Facilities

= Sidewalk separated by curb, qutter, and planter strip
A dedicated concrete or asphalt facility constructed between the curb line, in the lateral line
of a roadway, and adjacent property

=  Walkway separated by ditch, gravel, or planter strip
Walkways are designated for pedestrian and nonmotorized traffic and typically constructed
of asphalt and built over existing ground without being raised. Separation from vehicle
traffic may be provided by, a ditch, gravel shoulder, planter strip, or open space.

= Raised walkway separated by extruded curb
Same as “Walkway” described above except raised in elevation.

= At-grade paved shoulder adjacent to travel way
Paved roadway shoulder typically separated from traffic by striping.

=  Shared Use Paths
See “Shared Use Paths” definition above under Bike Facilities

Considering the different skill level and preferences of pedestrians and bicyclists, a countywide
((bitkeway—ane—walkway)) nonmotorized network that contains a balance of these facility types
coordinated between jurisdictions is the most practical philosophy. Relying only on exclusive,
non-shared facilities would do little to assist the experienced cyclist who desires a safer but still
direct transportation route along existing roadways. Exclusive facilities are rather expensive in
terms of right-of-way and development costs; thus a network based solely on these facilities
would be very limited in geographic coverage. Conversely, providing too few miles of exclusive or
separated facilities would limit the riding opportunities of the less experienced bicyclist.

As part of the pedestrian and bicycle component of the transportation element, Snohomish
County has created both bicycle and pedestrian maps to identify designated bikeways for
bicycle facilities and corridors and existing facilities for pedestrians. The bicycle facilities system
map displays both existing and proposed county bikeways lanes, shared use paths, regional
trails, and paved road shoulders. In addition, the map shows the bicycle facilities of the state
and local jurisdictions to show how the county’s facilities link to those in adjacent jurisdictions.
It is also used as a requlatory document indicating where bicycle lanes must be built as capital
projects are constructed or developer frontage improvements are required. Planned bicycle
facility improvements can be found in Table 14 “Recommended County Arterial Improvement
Projects” listed under project description.

The pedestrian facilities map displays existing county sidewalks, pedestrian connectors, and other
facilities in areas of high pedestrian use such as designated centers, major transit routes, and
school walk routes. The map also shows state and local jurisdiction pedestrian facilities. It can be
found in the Inventory of Transportation Facilities and Services. Planned pedestrian facility
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improvements can be found in Table 14, “Recommended County Arterial Improvement Projects”,
listed under project description.

2. ((Menregutatoryd) Requlatory Actions

Snohomish County requlates bicycle facility requirements, design, plans, and programs via the

county’s land development codes and the Engineering Design & Development Standards
(EDDS) (ref. 22). The Countywide Bicycle Facility System map is used to determine where bike
lanes are required in urban areas. Also per EDDS, rural arterials are required to be built with a
minimum shoulder width that can be used by bicycles. Snohomish County Unified Development
Code requlates pedestrian and nonmotorized facility requirements and EDDS provides design
standards for urban and rural pedestrian facilities. Sidewalks are required on both sides in
urban areas while rural areas must have either separated walkways or widened shoulders that
can used by pedestrians.

a. Design Standards

The County, WSDOT, and the cities work to maintain and use compatible bicycle and pedestrian
facility design standards. The County has instituted a set of bicycle and pedestrian facilities
standards that include sensitivity to the needs and abilities of the different users and consistency
with the countywide bicycle ((facHities))facility system map. The rural and urban standards for
bicycle and pedestrian facilities included in the County’s ((Engireering—Design-and-Development
Staﬁdards—éEBBS-))) EDDS are ((eempaﬂbte)) consistent with ((ﬁatreﬂaHy-aeeeﬁted—deag-H—aﬂd

) state and natlonal design qmdellnes De5|gn standard issues mclude

= drainage grates that are safe for bicyclists and flush to the roadway surface;
= at-grade railroad crossings at right angle to the rails;

= pavement structure and surfaces free of irregularities;

= sight-distance;

= signing and marking;

= geometrics (width, clearance, design speed, grades sight-distance);

= traffic control devices (including signal actuation devices sensitive enough to detect
bicycles); and

» intersection design treatments that allow safe bicycle turning.

b. Collaboration on Grants and Funding

Transportation Element 74

((Effective DateFebruary-1,-2006))



SNOHOMISH COUNTY TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT

The public works and parks departments, along with cities, tribes, and the state, will collaborate
in the pursuit of grants from both the public and private sectors to fund the development of
bicycle and pedestrian facilities. Such funds could be used for physical facilities or used for
realignment. Any principal or minor arterial should include consideration of bicycle safety or other
bicycle operational problems that could not be feasibly mitigated.

3. Process

Bicycle and pedestrian facility design standards can be refined as needed through routine
administrative updates of existing design manuals and programming documents by public works.
This measure has indirect application to land development regulation since they affect county
facility design, operations, and review of the county’s CIPs. See Map 2, Countywide Bicycle
Facility System, for the coverage and type of existing and proposed bikeways. See the Southwest
Area Pedestrian Facility System Map in the Inventory of Transportation Facilities and Services for
the coverage and type of existing pedestrian facilities.

The process of how nonmotorized projects are prioritized and funded is covered in section VI.
“County Project Prioritization and Programming Process” in the transportation element. This
section describes how countywide arterial improvement projects are programmed and funded,
which is the same method used for nonmotorized projects.

As stated above in the bicycle and pedestrian component and as per EDDS, road construction,
reconstruction, or frontage improvement projects within urban areas are required to have
sidewalks and also striped bike lanes if designated as a county bikeway on the Countywide
Bicycle Facility System Map. Snohomish County will continue to build pedestrian and bicycle
projects as part of arterial widenings and to require full frontage improvements as development
occurs.

F. Air Quality Conformity and Climate Change

In order to meet the requirements of the federal Clean Air Act, the air quality
provisions of the Federal Transportation Acts, the Clean Air Washington Act, and
other relevant legislation, Snohomish County will commit to work with Puget Sound
Regional Council, Puget Sound Clean Air Agency, WSDOT, transit agencies, and
other jurisdictions in the development of transportation control measures and other
transportation and air quality programs where warranted.

1. ((Batckgreund)) Air Quality Conformity

The federal Clean Air Act requires states to have state implementation plans (SIPs) to achieve
established air quality standards for several different pollutants.
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The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has set National Ambient Air Quality
Standards (NAAQS) for the following six common air pollutants (criteria _pollutants):
Ozone (03), Particulate Matter (PM2.5, PM10), Carbon Monoxide (CO), Nitrogen Oxides (NO2),

Sulfur Dioxide (S02) and Lead (Pb). These pollutants can harm health and the environment.

Table 12 presents the National ambient air quality standards (NAAQS) in parts per million as
adopted by the EPA and the Washington State Department of Ecology (Ecology). The NAAQS
consist of primary standards designed to protect public health and secondary standards
designed to protect public welfare (e.q. preventing air_pollution damage to vegetation). The
more stringent secondary standards are used to requlate air quality.

Based on measured ambient air quality data, EPA and Ecology designate all portions of the
state as attainment (meeting a NAAQS standard), nonattainment (not meeting a NAAQS
standard), or unclassifiable (not enough information to designate). If, as is the case of most of
Washington State, the measured concentrations in a nonattainment area improve so they are
consistently below the NAAQS standards, Ecology and the EPA can reclassify the nonattainment
area to a “maintenance area.” In that case, Ecology and the regional planning agencies are
required to implement a maintenance plan to ensure ongoing emission reductions and
continuous compliance with the NAAQS standards. Snohomish County is not located in a
nonattainment area. Currently, the western portion of Snohomish County is a maintenance
area for CO.

WSDOT, PSRC, and local governments are required to adopt transportation plans and improve-
ment programs that conform with the SIP for Air Quality in order to continue receiving federal
funds. Federal conformity guidance requires PSRC to determine that regional transportation
improvements do not increase the frequency or severity of violations of air quality standards.

Transportation control measures (TCM) are an important aspect of air quality conformity from
WSDOT and local government standpoints. TCMs can aid in reducing or eliminating violations of
air quality standards. TCMs are implemented by WSDOT and local governments and serve to
increase the efficiency of existing facilities, reduce travel demand, and lower the amount of
pollutant emissions. TCMs include such wide ranging projects and programs as traffic signal
improvements, signal priority to transit, improved public transportation, ridesharing programs,
arterial HOV lanes, transit compatible facilities, and bikeways. In a nontraditional vein, TCMs
could also include land use design and densities that allow higher transit usage and less SOV

use, or ((empleyerfdeveleper)) trip reduction programs((reguired-threughlecal-erdinance)).

The overall intent of TCMs is to reduce vehicle emissions of CO and ozone air pollutants and
other priority pollutants. PSRC will perform the elaborate technical and modeling analysis to
confirm conformity of transportation plans and programs with the SIP. The County will include
TCMs in the transportation element of its comprehensive plan and the subsequent CIPs.
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Ambient Air Quality Standards in Washington

Table 12

Pollutant | National (Primary) | Washington State | Puget Sound
carbon Monoxide
8 Hour Average 9 ppm 9 ppm 9 ppm
1 Hour Average 35 ppm 35 ppm 35 ppm
Ozone (1)
8 Hour Average 0.08 ppm 0.08 ppm 0.08 ppm
1 Hour Average 0.12 ppm 0.12 ppm 0.12 ppm
Nitrogen Dioxide(2)
Annual Mean 0.053 Qpn; 0.05 ;:_)Qm3 0.05 me3
- (100 pg/m®) (100 pg/m°) (100 pg/m°)
Particulate Matter PM,,
24 Hour Average 150 pg/m® | 150 pg/m® | 150 pg/m®
Particulate Matter PM- 5
Annual Average 15 pg/m° 12 pg/m® 12 pyg/m®
24 Hour Average 35 pug/m® 35 pug/m® 35 pg/m®
Lead
isg'r’;‘;; month 0.15 ug/m’ 0.15 ug/m’ 0.15 pg/m?®
Quarterly 3
Average 1.5 ug/m” = =
Sulfur Dioxide
Annual Average 0.03 ppm 0.02 ppm 0.02 ppm
24 Hour Average 0.14 ppm 0.14 ppm 0.14 ppm
3 Hour Average - 0.50 ppm 0.50 ppm
1 Hour Average 75 ppb 75 ppbv 75 ppbv

(1) Standard is attained when expected number of days per year, with an hourly average above 0.12 ppm, is only

one day or less.

(2) Not to be above this level in a calendar year.

ppb = parts per billion

ppbv = parts per billion by volume

ppmv = parts per million by volume

PM10 = particles 10 microns or less in size

PM2.5 = particles 2.5 microns or less in size

ua/m® = micrograms per cubic meter

The process for maintaining conformity with the SIP and the Clean Air Act is through local and
regional transportation planning and improvement programming. Transportation projects or
programs eligible for federal funding will be programmed within the local TIP and submitted to
PSRC for conformity analysis and modeling. Projects and programs shown to be in conformance
with the SIP, consistent with the regional transportation plan, and successfully competing for
federal funds would be programmed within the regional TIP.
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2. Climate Change

Climate change is a global issue, influenced by many interrelated factors that have
conseguences for the Pacific Northwest, including Snohomish County. The U.S. National Climate
Assessment (NCA) states that the warming of the past 50 years is primarily due to human-
induced emissions of heat-trapping gases and that these emissions come mainly from burning
coal, oil and gas. (ref. 23) Limiting climate change will require substantial and sustained
reductions in greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. Climate change represents two distinct
challenges for Snohomish County; reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases that contribute
to climate change and planning for adaption to the impacts of climate change. The Snohomish
County Executive in in 2007 issued an executive order addressing the importance of reducing
climate change effects, minimizing the County’s impact on the environment, and beginning to
adapt to the effects of global warming. (ref. 24) Additionally, a 2013 county executive order
addressed the importance of taking actions to reducing climate change effects, County
government’s impact on climate change, and adaptation to the effects of global warming. The
Order also adopts and implements a Sustainable Operations Action Plan (SOAP). (ref. 25)

Transportation planning has an important role in greenhouse gas reductions. According to
PSRC's Vision 2040, the transportation sector accounts for nearly half the GHG emissions in the
Central Puget Sound Region and represents a significant emission reduction opportunity. (ref. 5)
There are variety of measures used for reducing GHG emissions from the transportation sector.
The three primary approaches are: 1) use a less polluting fuel, 2) use a more efficient vehicle,
3) reduce vehicle miles traveled (VMT) by walking, biking, ridesharing, or taking transit.

Vision 2040 also encourages local jurisdictions to comply with state initiatives and directives
regarding climate change and the reduction of greenhouse gases. One state initiative is RCW
47.01.440 which enacts statewide VMT reduction benchmarks for 2020, 2035, and 2050. These
benchmarks are not requirements but were enacted to encourage measurement of VMT as part
of an overall greenhouse gas reduction strateqgy. Analysis conducted by PSRC for Transportation
2040 has demonstrated that VMT per capita in the region is already meeting the state’s 2020
benchmark and that regionwide measures contained in the regional transportation plan will
provide additional reductions. (ref. 35).

In Snohomish County many measures are planned for the next 20 years that will provide
positive results in the reduction in per capita VMT. Specific actions include: the expansion of
Sound Transit’s light rail system to Lynnwood and eventually to Everett, the designation of
Transit Emphasis Corridors and the buildout of Community Transit's Swift bus rapid transit
system, further development of the bicycle network, and programs to provide pedestrian
connectivity. Analysis done for this TE has shown that per capita VMT in Snohomish County will
be reduced by 6 percent by 2035.

The NCA points out that the “Northwest's economy, infrastructure, natural systems, public
health, and vitally important agriculture sector all face important climate change related risks.
Those risks — and possible adaptive responses — will vary significantly across the region.”(ref. 23)
Possible impacts to the transportation system include road and bridge deterioration,
infrastructure damage from sea level rising, flooding and increased stormwater, and more
frequent landslides. Examples of adaptation responses to these impacts could include changes
to the design or design assumptions of roadways and other facilities, changes in the locations
of new and existing facilities, including the impacts of climate change in emergency response or
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hazard mitigation plans, the use of alternative materials and construction techniques, and
implementation of other “green” road strategies.

3. Nonrequlatory Actions

Many of the substantive transportation projects and programs recommended within this TE are
implementation measures that have the benefit of improving air quality and reducing
greenhouse gas emissions by reducing traffic delay and VMT. Reductions in travel can be
expected to reduce negative air quality impacts from CO and reactive hydrocarbons.
Implementation measures that will aid in maintaining air quality standards, ((ard)) conform to
the SIP and reduce greenhouse gas emissions are:

= transit ((eempatibitity-and)) supportive land use;

= transit emphasis corridors

= HOV treatments on arterials and freeways;

= signal priority treatments for transit on county arterials;

* access management on county arterials;

= TDM on congested corridors and for major employers and developers;
» ((regionatHCET)) high-capacity transit such as light rail and bus rapid transit;
»  ((bikeways-and-watkways)) bicycle and pedestrian facilities; and

» roadway operations improvements.

These recommended actions, taken in total, are a move toward balanced investment in various
travel modes such as automobile, public transportation, paratransit, pedestrian and bicycle.

((3—Processy

G. Freight Mobility

Snohomish County shall advocate and participate in freight planning and mobility
projects in partnership with local jurisdictions, port authorities, state and regional
agencies, and the private sector that help sustain a reliable and efficient freight
transportation system.

1. Background

Snohomish County’'s employment opportunities depend in large measure on the continued
efficient movement of freight. Freight and goods mobility is critical to local jobs and businesses.
Freight mobility—the movement of goods by truck, train, ship, plane, or all of these transportation
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modes combined—will be a pivotal factor in our ability to stay economically competitive in the
regional and international marketplace.

Transportation costs (e.g. physical distribution costs) are a very important component of
business planning. Increasingly, the transportation industry is emphasizing timeliness of delivery,
which transportation experts indicate is a trend driven by just-in-time production and consumer
demand for prompt deliveries. Traffic congestion in Snohomish County and the greater Central
Puget Sound threatens this growing trend in business product delivery.

Monitoring and managing freight and goods movement is a complex task that takes place in
both the private and public sectors. Private transportation companies and manufacturing firms
that provide goods transport, schedule shipments and select routes for product movement and
delivery in order to minimize costs and meet customer expectations. Public sector responsibilities
include regulating freight movement; monitoring freight flows to assess impacts; providing for
new and improved roads, highways, airports, and other intermodal facilities to meet demands;
and working together in partnership with the private sector to help understand and plan for the
needs of more specialized freight and goods movement.

At the State level, WSDOT has designated the Washington State Freight and Goods
Transportation System to help guide planning and funding improvement programs. The County
participated in designation of the FGTS system and assists in periodic system updates.

At the regional level, the highway, arterial, air, rail and water system most crucial to the move-
ment of freight and goods has been designated as part of the Metropolitan Transportation
System (MTS) by PSRC. The County participated in designation of the MTS and provides system
monitoring of county arterials. The County also maintains a database and digital maps of
transportation facilities such as air, rail water and port freight system components.

Determining future freight traffic and necessary facility improvements is a critical component of
understanding the impact of future volumes on the transportation system, as well as how the
system shapes and impacts economic development. Comprehensive land use, transportation,
and economic development planning play a combined role in determining how the transportation
system will function in the future.

2. Requlatory Actions

In support of maintaining and improving an effective freight transportation system, regulatory
measures that Snohomish County could implement include:

= coordinating with WSDOT and cities regarding uniform regulation on commercial vehicles;
= designating truck routes in cooperation with shippers, cities, ports and WSDOT; and

= protecting ports, airports, ferry terminals, industrial areas, and designated freight
transportation corridors (i.e. road, highway, rail and pipeline) from incompatible
activities and development.

3. Nonregulatory Actions

Several nonregulatory actions should be pursued by the County in order to better plan for,
protect, and improve the freight transportation system. These actions include:
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= continue participation in state and regional freight systems designations and updates;

= continue participation in PSRC’s Freight Action ((Strategy))STrateqy (FAST Corridor)for the
((Fecoma-Everett-Seattie) ) Everett-Seattle-Tacoma  Corridor _ (((FASH))  ((Cerrider))
Partnership and consistently attend the PSRC Freight Mobility Roundtable;

= continue to maintain an updated Inventory of Transportation Facilities and Services
((aventery)) which includes major freight system components and services;

= continue providing freight and goods rating to proposed transportation projects in the
county’'s long range TNR to help direct project prioritization and TIP project
programming;

= provide all-weather improvements to county roads and bridges where warranted to
minimize seasonal weight restrictions and closures;

» participate in major economic development initiatives, planning and project
development where transportation analysis, recommendations and improvements are a
component; ((ard))

= aggressively seek funding for freight and goods-related improvements((-));_and

= develop the county’s eastside rail corridor by adding a potential future shared regional
nonmotorized multi-use trail, an excursion train, and commuter rail.

4. Process

The county will continue to monitor freight movement on the designated arterial system,
participate in regional and state level freight transportation planning initiatives, and pursue
arterial system improvements as part of county project design and implementation. The county
will apply data and analysis to help gain a greater understanding of freight system needs and
incorporate them into the project development and prioritization processes. Improvements will
be programmed through the county’s TIP and ACP. Joint improvement project development
with WSDOT, the cities, and the private sector will be coordinated and funded where practical.
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1V. RECOMMENDED TRANSPORTATION
IMPROVEMENTS

This TE presents recommended improvement projects within the jurisdiction of the County,
WSDOT, various incorporated cities, and three transit operating agencies (Community Transit,
Everett Transit and Sound Transit). The array of improvements recommended for the County
during the ((20605-2025)) 2015-2035 timeframe are described in terms of their type of
improvement, location, programming category and total project cost where available.

A. County’s Approach to Arterial Road Needs and Improvements

The County participates in providing a countywide transportation system along with cities,
towns, transit agencies, and WSDOT. This system is multimodal in that it provides facilities
supporting automobiles, buses, pedestrians, bicyclists, ferries and rail vehicles. The County’s
primary transportation responsibilities relate to improving and maintaining county roads. However,
county roadways can be designed and maintained to accommodate multiple modes of travel.

The transportation improvement recommendations presented here are consistent with the goals,
objectives and ((petiees)) policies of the GPP, particularly those relating to both land use and

transportation. These ((shert-rarge—and—eng-range)) recommendations should enhance the

opportunity for an integrated, multimodal transportation system that will adequately serve
Snohomish County through the year ((2025)) 2035. State, regional, and city projects are also
identified where they are needed to ensure a consistent and coordinated regional transportation
system.

1. Evaluation Process for Identifying Deficiencies

The County’s evaluation process for ((state—highways—and)) county arterials begins once a
traditional travel modeling and forecasting effort provides estimates of ((euwrrent-and)) future
travel demand based on the FLUM. The evaluation process identifies roadway needs and the
corresponding improvement projects aimed at maintaining the adopted LOS standard on county
arterials. This is accomplished through ((feut)) three major steps, described below.

Step 1: ((State—highways—and—eounty)) County arterials are screened by using modeled
vehicular travel forecasts for ((28642—and—2625)) 2035 to determine which roadways

((wih)) may experience LOS problems during either the a.m. or p.m. system peak hour
periods. These traffic forecasts for county arterials are contained in Appendix E, Traffic
Forecasts for Snohomish County Arterial Units. ((State—highways—ane-eounty)) County
arterials that present an adequate LOS in ((2632—and—2625)) 2035 are identified as
having no need for capacity improvement. If a potential LOS problem is identified for
((2642-6+2625)) 2035, the facility is earmarked for an improvement that will enhance
capacity and improve LOS. ((tref—19)))

Step 2: All ((state—highways—and)) county arterials are additionally reviewed to determine if
they need improvements that are critical to highway/arterial system continuity,

connections and access to developing areas. ((Highways—ane—arterials)) Arterials that
are not expected to have LOS problems and do not represent critical gaps in the

roadway system, are not selected for a major capacity-related improvement, and are
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not subject to any further analysrs ((Beamﬁtes—ef—theee—hrghways—&nd—&rteﬁats—memde

Maemas—Read—&nd—Sterm—E&ke—Read—)) In addrtron ((state—hrghways—and)) county
arterials that are at their final design standard, and not subject to capacity-related
improvement, are also set aside in terms of further consideration. ((Examples-efthese
final-design—roadways—include-SR-527-between—228"Street-SE-and-—164" Street-SE;
and-164"-Street-SE-between-SR-527-and--5—Over-the-next-20-years-these-roadways
will-receive-operational-and-maintenranceimprevement.))

Step 3: For ((state-highways—and)) county arterials that show a potential LOS problem or critical
system need for ((2642-6+20625)) 2035, improvement projects are identified that, as

much as practrcable would resolve the |dent|f|ed problem ((I:es—analyas—rs—perfemqed

trme#&mes—)) One of the foIIowrng types of |mprovement pro;ects |s then applred to
address the problems.

* (( - - . . ] . .
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Widening of an Existing Arterial Road (W) — project improvements that

increase capacity and enhance traffic flow and safety on a county arterial by
widening the existing roadway. A widening project includes all or some of the
following improvements: widening of existing lanes, adding through and/or turn
lanes, adding/widening shoulders, adding walkways, introducing channelization and
implementing _traffic _control and signalization. The primary intent of these
improvements is to increase arterial capacity, improve traffic operations and
enhance safety in order to adequately and safely serve existing and future
vehicular traffic, bicyclists and pedestrians on the arterial; have a positive effect on
LOS and area-wide traffic circulation; mitigate congestion on other arterials and
serve developing areas of the county.

New Arterial Road Alignment (N) — project improvements that entail
construction of an arterial roadway or the extension of an existing roadway across
a new alignment. The primary intent of these improvements is to increase arterial
capacity, relieve congestion on existing arterials, serve developing areas of the
county, and have a positive effect on area-wide traffic circulation.

Intersection Improvements (1S) — project improvements at an arterial
roadway intersection that increase intersection capacity and enhance traffic flow
and safety. An intersection project includes all or some of the following
improvements: adding turn lanes/pockets, widening existing lanes on intersection
approaches, constructing roundabouts, adding/widening shoulders, adding
walkways, introducing channelization and _implementing traffic control and

signalization.
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To help identify state transportation system needs, the state highways in Snohomish County
were evaluated in a manner similar to that described above for county arterials. Forecasted
travel demand from the travel model was used to estimate traffic impacts to state-owned
transportation facilities and gauge future potential LOS deficiencies and needs on the state
system. The state highways were evaluated using modeled vehicular travel forecasts for 2035
and the adopted LOS standards for HSS and non-HSS described earlier to determine which
highways may have LOS problems during either the a.m. or p.m. system peak hour periods.
Traffic forecasts for state highways in Snohomish County are contained in Appendix F, Traffic
Forecasts for State Highways.

The identified needs for the state transportation system and the county arterials differ in _an
important way. The state highways are under WSDOT's jurisdiction. Consequently, the state
highways with future potential LOS deficiencies are not earmarked for improvement projects and
subjected to further analysis as the county arterials were in Steps 2 and 3 above.

B. Recommended County Arterial Road Improvements

Snohomish County, after careful study, recommends a number of county arterial improvements
((and-theirstaging)) over the next 20 years. The County’s plan for these improvements, when
presented in combination with city, state and transit operating agency plans, shows a balanced
investment in the various modes such as automobile, freight, transit, pedestrian, and bicycle.
Importantly, the scope of improvements to county roads, state highways and city streets often
includes pedestrian, bicycle and transit-supportive features that enhance design and operating
conditions for all modes of travel. When the multi-agency and long-range improvements are
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combined with the implementation measures presented earlier in Chapter 111, this TE satisfies
GMA requirements (RCW 36.70A.070(6)(a)(ii))(F)) and achieves consistency with CWPPs.

1. Arterial Circulation Map

The County’s arterial improvements are likely to be needed in stages over the next 20 years to
adequately serve the county’s land use element under the comprehensive plan and support the
multimodal transportation system serving Snohomish County. ((Map-+-Arteriat-Cirettationy) The
Arterial Circulation Map (Map 1) presents the recommended roadway circulation network that
includes county arterial roadways ((G—eity—arterial—streets)) and state highways. (ref—26))) The
Arterial Circulation Map shows the expanse and coverage of county roadways and state
hlghways and thelr functional classes ((Hﬁban—and—&mal—élsfmeﬂeﬂs—are—ase—shewr%map—as
-)) Arterials are classified as an
interstate, freeway/expressway, principal arterial mlnor arterial, major collector, or minor
collector. Non-arterial roads are classified as local roads, These functional classes are described
in more detail below.

All roadways maintained by the County have been classified for funding purposes using the
federal functional classification system, which reflects the function, traffic levels and composition,
roadway and streetscape design, access, and frontage improvements required for development
and guides programming of roadway improvements. ((Fhe—major—etasstications—ef—county))
County roadways are classified as principal arterial, minor arterial, major collector, minor
oIIector ((aﬁel)) or | Iocal access ((s%ree{)) road on the Arterial Circulation Map. ((¥hese
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e Interstate: Limited access, divided highways linking major urban areas.

¢ Freeway/Expressway: Directional travel lanes usually separated by a physical barrier
with limited access and egress points (on- and off-ramps or very limited number of at-
grade intersections). Abutting land uses are not directly served by
freeways/expressways.

e Principal Arterial: Roadways serving major centers of metropolitan areas and
providing a high degree of mobility. Abutting land uses can be served directly by
principal arterials via driveways or at-grade intersections.

e Minor Arterial: Roadways providing intra-community continuity and connectivity to the
higher arterial system. Minor arterials provide a greater level of access to abutting land
uses than principal arterials.

e Major Collector: Roadways funneling traffic from local roads to the arterial network
and providing a high level of property access. Major collectors are generally longer, have
more travel lanes, have lower connecting driveway densities, have higher speed limits,
and carry higher traffic volumes than minor collectors.

e Minor Collector: Roadways funneling traffic from local roads to the arterial network
and providing a high level of property access. Minor collectors are generally shorter,
have fewer travel lanes, have higher connecting driveway densities, have lower speed
limits, and carry lower traffic volumes than major collectors.

All roads not classified as any of the preceding categories are called local roads. Local roads
primarily provide access to abutting land uses and connect traffic to the higher collector and
arterial roadway network.
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Table 13 summarizes county arterial mileage by functional class. Total arterial mileage within

Snohomish County, excluding arterials within City boundaries, is approximately 806. The
mileage shown in Table 13 only includes state highways and county arterials.
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Table 13

County Arterial Mileage by Functional Classification

Functional Classification Arterial Mileage
Interstate 45
Freeway/Expressway 16
Principal Arterial 214
Minor Arterial 181
Major Collector 153
Minor Collector 184
Recommended Principal Arterial 6
Recommended Minor Arterial 1
Recommended Major Collector 1
Recommended Minor Collector 5
TOTAL 806

2. Project Costing Methodology

The expenditure or cost values presented in this TE ((ferCeunty-UGAs)) are “planning-level”
cost estimates for proposed county arterial improvement projects ((anrg—mitigation—measures
underthis UGAPlan)). The cost estimates are in ((2005-adjusted)) year-of-expenditure (YOE)
dollars. In other words, a project’s current estimated cost is adjusted for inflation by inflating
current dollars to the forecasted year of construction. The cost estimates are derived from the
County’s TNR_cost-estimating model ((tref—21))),_except for certain widening projects and
intersection _improvement projects. For widening projects programmed for completion in the
ACP/TIP, the cost estimates are derived from the ACP/TIP. For intersection improvement
projects, the cost estimates are based on analysis of actual costs for this type of project. The
((eeunty’s)) TNR cost-estimating model is based on several attributes of the project under
consideration, including such factors as:

= the roadway’s functional classification;

= terrain;

= number of traffic signals;

= additional pavement width required;

= the amount of existing curb; gutter and sidewalk;

= wetlands that need to be replaced (1.5 replacement ratio);
= bridges;

= engineering;

= water drainage and detention;

= additional right-of-way required; and

= type of land use on either side of the roadway (i.e., value of land).
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3. Recommended County Arterial Improvement Projects

The recommended list of county arterial |mprovement pl‘OjeCtS are presented by ((Fable1+4))

eJemen{—)) These pr0|ects are shown on quures 6 and 7. The pr0|ects in Table 14 mclude

18 projects which would widen existing arterial roads,
four which would construct new arterial roads,

21 intersection projects, and

stand-alone pedestrian projects.

Regarding the intersection projects, seven intersection improvement projects are specifically
identified and three “programmatic” line items are included for intersection improvement
projects that the county anticipates will be needed by 2021, 2028, and 2035, even though
specific intersections are yet to be identified. These intersections (14 in total) will be identified
through the county’'s ongoing CMS and programmed for design and construction within the
ACP/TIP.

Three programmatic line items are also included for stand-alone pedestrian improvement
projects that the county anticipates will be needed by 2021, 2028, and 2035 to provide
connectivity to major_transit routes and school facilities. These pedestrian projects will be
programmed for design and construction within the ACP/TIP.

In addition to a project’s basic attributes, Table 14 shows the YOE cost and the projected year
of construction completion used in calculating YOE dollars. For the purpose of calculating YOE
costs, all projects were assigned one of the following three completion dates: 2021, 2028, or
2035. The projects in Table 14 are grouped by completion date.
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Snohermish-County
M%%%’W " o

T Project Short
FSA | Number | Name Himis Fc Hrprovements Range
CRIFICALARTERIAL SYSTEMHVMPROVEMENTS(CASH

A AG-3 88th Street NE to-Marysvile CA(61st Drive M Urban-3-Lane Standards

_ NE)

A A%&R;;e;%ﬂfh%ﬁee{—NE—FSHmseﬁ%fd—Aveﬁue—NE—te—BAfh Mac Rural-4-Lane-Standards

A AGIC-4  BistAventeNE We& Urban-3-Lane Standards

A AGIC-3 BistAventeNE WIE e Urban-3-Lane Standards %
. 2 | Btet A rem e 4irStrcotNEto B0t Sreet Urban 3-kane Standards wi NS

A -2 BistAveneNE WIE e Urban-3-Lane Standards

A J-4 100th Street NE W e Urban-3-Lane-Standards

A I1 BistAveneNE 152h¢d Street NE to-SR 531 e Urban-3-Lane Standards

B WW MeuntaintoepHighway-teo-SR PA Rural-2-Lane-Standardsin

B AO/K-10 20thStreetSE Q’W e SEteS MA Urban 5-Lane Standards %
B AGIC-O 20th Street SE WEE MA Urban 5-Lane Standards %
B AC/C-8  20th-Street SE eavaJefe—Read—te—Q%st—AveHueMA Urban-4-Lane-Standards-wf X
e AG-15  AirportiWay SR-0-t6-00th-Aventie SE MA Rurabrban 2-Lane Standards X
e AC-8 AirportAay 99th-Avenue-SEte-Bridge#1 MA Urban-3-tane-Standards *
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; it
tH-Desigh- "EEE"&I I|||_||5|suelmen_E“I_ 'sjEEEES with-Cost
FEProfeet
FSA | Number | Name Hmits FE Hnprovements
. 35th-Avenue-SEto132-Street
b AE-23 Seattle HillHRead MA Yrban-3-Lane-Standards
SESR96)
164th-Street-SW-to-156th
36th-/35th-Avenue-W- Yrban-3-Lane-Standards
B A7 S W ek
16thPlace SW-to-164th
AC-20 Nerth-Read Yrban-3-Lane-Standards
B StreetSW et
11 2th-Street- SW/-Beverly
B AE-10 ParkRoad-Corrid SR-525te-AirpertRead MA Yrban-5-tane-Standards
.
BeveryParkRead S Urban-5-Lane-Standards
B AE-9 ortRoad-to-H2th-Street MA
b AO/E-16 186th-StreetSE SR-527to-Breock Boulevard MA Yrban-5-Lane-Standards
Seattle HilHReadte-162nd
AE-25 35th-Avenue-SE MA Yrban-3-Lane-Standards
B StreetSE
PugetPark-Brive 67th-Avenue-SEto-Catheart
. Yrban2-tane-Standards
b NR-8 £ . ek
Jefferson-Way-te-Meadow
NR-6 148th-Street-SW Yrban-3-Lane-Standards
B Read et
"
b ABCAZ2  Ash\Way Sw ek Yrban-3-Lane-Standards %
35th-Avenue-W-—toJefferson
b ACIE-14 H48th-StreetSW ek Yrban-3-Lane-Standards %
Way
B/E AC-27 35th-AvenueSE 186-Street SEt6-188-Street SE MA Yrban-3-Lane-Standards %
162nre-Street-SE-to-180th
35th-Avenue-SE Yrban-3-Lane-Standards
BfE AC-26 S e MA %
B A2+ Nerth-Read SR524-te-176th-PlaceSW ek Yrban-3-Lane-Standards %
35th-Avenue-SE-to-Sunset
169th-Street-SE Yrban2-tane-Standards
E AS-39a 5 SE ek %
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Snehemish-County
H-Besigh- "EEE"&I I|||_||5|suelnlen_E“[ 'sj?EES with-Cost
FEPrejeet Shoert
FSA | Number | Name Hnits Mies | Hrprovements Range
: - T ) )
R SR-522te-King-Ceunty-tine Yrban-3-Lane-Standards
E AE-38 656 *
188th-Street-SEto-198thPlace
35th-Avenue-SE Yrban-3-Lane-Standards
B AE-306 SE 666
228th-Street-SEto-20%th
39th-Avenue-SE Yrban-3-Lane-Standards
B AC-32 S e 136
39th-Avenue-SE-(York 204th-Street-SE(SR-524)-te
EAF AE-3% 638 Utban3-Lane-Standards
Read) 198th-Place-SE
240th-Street-SEto-228th
EAF IP-7 39th-AvenueSE

F P fF F FEFEGOEB
t

AO-32 130 Urban2-tane-Standards
F Read Street SW
Lecust-Way-to220th-Street
Hth-Avenue-W-—Ex<tension Urban2-tane-Standards
F NR-14 Sw 652
F AE-39 PeplarWay byrrweod-CAtotLarch-\Way 672 Urban-3-LaneStandards
tareh-Way-to-4th-Avenue-W-
F AB-31 LeeustWay £ . 830 Urban2-Lane-Standards
MilesSubtetal =335 Subtetal (CASH=%$3450
ARFERHALEVEL-OFSERVCE HMPROVEMENTSALOSH
Sist-Avenue NEte-67th
100th-Street NE Urban-3-tane-Standards
A AC-2 . NE et 163
Rural-4-Lane-Standards-w/
116th-Street NEto-136th .
34th-AvenueNE realignment-ofH-5/116th-Street
A AS/C-2 S NE Mic 131 *
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Snehemish-County
tH-Desigh- "EEE"E" I|||_||snsuelmen_E“I_ 'sjEEEES with-Cost
FEProfeet
FSA | Number | Name Hrnits Fe
108th-Street NEto-152nd
67th-AventeNE
A AS-11 S NE Mac
Marysville-C/+o-108th-Street
B7rth-AvenrueNE
A AE-3 NE MA
A AS13 83rd-AvenueNE SeperHill-Read+eo-SR528 et
. . B4th-Street NW-to-83rdPlace
Marine-Drive-NW
A AS-15 NW Mac
Marine-Drive-NW
A AS-16 NW Mac
Shotltes—Road/100th
State-Avendet6-108-StreetNE
A AC1 S NE et
A AB-1 SmoekeyPointBoulevard UcABeundary-te-SR-530 Matc
20th-Street NE-(Lakeview  LundeenParkway-totake
B AS-17 Brive) o MA
B ADIE-F 20th-StreetSE YS2teCavalereRoad MA
B AB/C-5 LundeenParkway SR-9-te-99th-AvenueNE MA
20th-Street-SEto-S—PBavies
Seuthtake-StevensRoad
B AC-6 5 et
Sbavies Read-toE—+ake
Seuthtake-StevensRoad
B AO-11 S ; et
B AC-5 VernenRead PaviesReadto-SR9 ek
e AS-31 Broadway-Averue 164th-Street SEt6-SR9 Mic
€ AS-14 Marsh-Read towel-LarimerReadte-SR-9 Mie
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Table17
o
Do " . "

FE-Projeet terg-
FSA | Number | Name Hnits Fe +rprovements Rarge
c AO-16 SpringhettiRead W Mic Rural-2-Lane-Standards x
B AC-22 116th Street SE Everett C/Lto-35thAverue SE  CL Urban-3-Lane Standards %
D AO/C-15 148thStreetSE S‘W MA Urban-3-Lane Standards %
B AC-29 180th Street SE WEE MA Urban 5-Lane Standards ;
B AC-28 180th Street SE WWE MA Urban 5-Lane Standards ;
B AC-10 28th-Avente W WFFF MA Urban 5-Lane Standards ;
B AC-16 36th/-35th-Avente-Ws Wsm e Urban-3-Lane Standards %
B AC-11 4th-Avente Ws W MA Urban 5-Lane Standards ;
B AC-15 52nd-AventeWs W MA Urban-3-Lane-Standards X
B A3 AshWay W et Urban-3-Lane-Standards x
B AC-14 Beverly-ParkRoad S2nd-Aventie W to-Picnic || MA Urban-3-Lane-Standards x
B AC-12 E-GibsonRead ’w A slsw e Urban-3-Lane-Standards X
B AC-13 Gibson-Road SR09-to-Ash-Way e Urban-3-Lane Standards %
o 7533 | MarorWay W o Urban-2-kane Standards w/ N
B AO-18 ManerWay SR99-to-Jefferson-Way e rban-2-Lane-Standardsw/ X
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Snehemish-County
H-Bestg "EEE"&I I|||_||5|suelmen_E“I_ 'sjEEEES With-Cost
F=Projeet Shert
FSA | Number | Name Hnits F& | Mies | tmprevements Range
Merdian-Averue-SA30th MeadewPlace- SW-te-SR96 Urban2-Ltane-Standards-wf
B AC-22 et o656 . o
Street-SEf3rd-Avenue-SE  (128th-Street-SE) intersection-imprevements
178th-Street S\WMaple
Larch-Way-te-Ash-Way Urban2-tane-Standards
B AS-34 5 et 126
35th-Avenue-SEto-54st
E AE-33 1860th-StreetSE \ oE MA 102 Urban-3-LaneStandards
Sist-Avenue-SEto-Snohemish
E AE-34 180th-StreetSE . MaE 143 Rural-3-LaneStandards *
83rd-Avenue-SE-te-Broadway
E AS40 180th-StreetSE \ MaE 0656 Rural2-LaneStandards
Snehemish-Avenue-SEte-83rd Urban-5-Lane-Standards-wf
E AC/C-17 180th-StreetSE . SE MaE 658 Siermal
39th-Avenue-SEto45th
E AE-36 228th-StreetSE \ oE MA 638 Urban4-LaneStandards *
E AC-37 228th-StreetSE 45th-Avenue-SEt6-SR9 MaE 140 Rural-3/5-LaneStandards *
BestianRead/224th-Street  Paradise-Lake ReadtoKing LM
. . Urban/Rural2-Lane-Standards
E AS-25 SE /7544 g - i 263
E AE-35 ParadisetakeRead SR-522te-UGA Beundary €k 635 Urban3-laneStandards -
BamsenReadMN—Damsen
AC-27 R SR-524teteganRead 142 Urban2-tane-Standards -
F ct
212th-Street- SW-to-Cypress
F AD-28 Larch-\Way " MA 2% Utban2-laneStandards
F AD-29 Larch-\Way Cypress-Way-te-Leeust-Way MA 626 Urban2-LaneStandards
F AB-30 leganRead Leeust-Way-to-Damsen-Read €k 656 Urban2-laneStandards
MilesSubtetal =444 Subtetal-(ALOSH=%$36%38
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Snehemish-County
H-Besigh- "EEE"&I I|||_||5|suelmen_E“I_ 'sjEEEES with-Cost
FEProfeet
ARFERHAL-SYSTEM-ENHANCEMENTS(ASE)
A AO-2 108th-StreetNE 67rth-Avenue NEto-SR9 Mie 134 Rural-2-tane-Standards
ShoetltesReadte-67th-Avenue
108th-StreetNE : Yrban2-Lane-Standards
A AS-12 NE et 164
Marysvile CH—to-67th-Avenrte LM
152r8-StreetNE . : Yrban/Rural-2-Lane-Standards
A AS-16 NE i 164
19th-Averue NEto-23rd .
156th-StreetNE : Rural-2-tane-Standards
A AS+ . NE Mie 625
A AS-6 19th-AvenueNE SR-531te-156th-Street NE EI:.’ 1064 Yrban/Rural2-Lane-Standards
e
212th-Street NE/veit Arlingten-CA—to-95th-Avenue
) : Yrban2-Lane-Standards
A AS-3 5 NEE et 622
156th-Street- NE-to140th .
23re-AvenaeNE : Rural-2-tane-Standards
A AS-8 S NE Mie 106
, . .
A NR-48 35th-StreetNE 93 el A NE ek 643 Yrban2-Lane-Standards
Marysville-€/—+o-83rd-Avenue
44th-StreetNE : Yrban2-Lane-Standards
A AS-49 NE et 656
Yrban-3-tanefRural-2-tLane
A IP-3 6Hh-AvenueNE 152nd-Street NEto-SR-53% MHHE 127 Standards-wi-bikeway
treatments
B8th-AvenueNW 286th-Street NW-to-Wooedland
. : Yrban2-Lane-Standards
A NR1 £ 5 et 636
Sunnyside Boulevard/Seper
A AS48 HstAvenue NE H-Road I NE MA B899 Yrban2-Lane-Standards
Stanwood-CHA(284th-Street
A AS-2 80th-AvenueNW NS AL ek 656 Yrban2-Lane-Standards
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Table17
o
Do " . "

FE-Projeet terg-
FSA | Number | Name Himis Fc Hrprovements Range
A AS-47 95th-AventieNE Burn Road to 200th Street NE 0" Urban/Rural2-Lane Standards %
A NR-15 OBth-Avenue NEExtension 200t Otrect NEL0-212th crhEre e Urban-2-Lane Standards X
A AS-50 E-Sunnyside SchoolRead  83rd-Avente NEto-SRO e Urban-2-Lane Standards %
A AS-5 Ferty-FiveRoad SR531to23rd Avente NE  MiC Rural-2-Lane Standards %
A AS-% Old-Pacifie-Highway S’f&”‘w Ma€ Rural-2-Lane-Standards x
A AS-14  Sunnyside—Betlevard W er Urban-2-Lane-Standards x
A AS-4 W%WH,“ SR 532 to Stanwood S/ e Urban-2-Lane-Standards X
B AS-25  103rd-Aventie-SE WEE efem Urban/Rural2-Lane Standards %
B NR-20 12th Street SE WEE e Urban-2-Lane Standards %
B AO/-11 20thStreetSE S—take-Stevens-Road-to MA Urban-3-Lane Standards X
B NR-24 24th Street SE Extension  79th-Aventie SEto-SRO e Urban-2-Lane Standards %
B AS-28 4th Street SE WEE e Urban-2-Lane Standards %
B NR-10 4th-Street SEExtension  Cootor teFMinUs to-9ist E e Urban-2-Lane Standards %
B AS-20 4th Street NE WHE e Urban-2-Lane Standards %
B AS-22 4th Street SE SR 0-to-00th-Avente SE e Urban-2-Lane Standards %
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Fabled+#
Snehemish-County
tH-Desigh- "EEE"E" I|||_||snsuelmen_E“I_ 'sjEEEES with-Cost
FEProfeet Lere-
FSA | Number | Name Hrnits Fe +rprovements Rarge
. 20th-Street-SEto24th-Street
Foth-Avenue-SEExtension - Yrban2-Lane-Standards
B NR-24 SEE et *
20th-Street SE-to-Sth-Street
F9th-Avenue-SE Yrban2-Lane-Standards
B AS-9 SE et %
Foth-Avenue-SEM4th-Street
B RS SE/81stAvente-SE Sth-Street SE-to-SR-204 et Urban-2-tane-Standards *
. 20th-Street-SEto24th-Street
83ra-Avenue-SE-Extension - Yrban2-Lane-Standards
B NR-22 SEE et *
20th-Street SE-to4th-Street
AS-26 83rd-Avenue-SE Yrban2-Lane-Standards
B SE et *
F9th-Avenue-SEte-94st
A oF Yrban2-Lane-Standards
B AS-27 8th-StreetSE et %
20th-Street-SE—to-Market
Hst-Avende-SE Yrban2-Lane-Standards
B AB-8 oy et %
B ABIE-6 YistAvenue NESSE Market-Placeto-VernenReoad ek Yrbanr-3-Lane-Standards %
. 20th-Street SEte-Stake LM
Hst-Avende-SEExtension . Yrban/Rural-2-Lane-Standards
B NR-23 S . i *
B AS-19 92nd-Avente—NE SR204-te4th-Street NE ek Yrban2-Lane-Standards %
4Ath-Street-NEto-Chapel-Hill
99th-AventeNE Yrban2-Lane-Standards
B AS-13 R et *
B AB-12 99th-AvenueSE 20th-StSEtoChapel-HillRead €t Urban-2-tane-Standareds *
B AO-6 CallewRead SR 92-to-take-ViewDrive ek Yrban2-Lane-Standards %
. PaviesReadto-99th-Avenue
Chapel-Hill-Read Urban2-Lane-Standards
B AS-24 SE et %
. S—take-StevensReadto123rd
Maehtas-Cut-off Yrban2-Lane-Standards
B AS-23 . SE et %

Transportation Element
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Snehemish-County
eH-Besigh- "EEE"E" I|||_||snsuelmen_E“I_ 'sjEEEES With-Cost
FEProfeet Lere-
FSA | Number | Name Hnits Fe +rprovements Rarge
B AB-4 SeperHillRead SR9-teFist-AvenueNE MA Urban2-Lane-Standards *
B AB-5 SeperHillRead SR-9—tetundeenParkway MA Urban2-Lane-Standards *
B AO-10 Seuthtake-StevensRead SR-9-to-20th-Street-SE €t Urban-2-tane-Standareds *
LundeenPark-Way-to-Davies
R Urban-2-tane-Standareds
B AS-18 Vernen-Read €t *
B AS-# VernenRead SR9-te-tLundeenPark-Way et Urban2-Lane-Standards *
Witiams-Reat Yrban/Rural-2-tane-Standareds
B AS-24 Cutoff MaC *
107th-Avenue-SE-(Park 56th-Street-SE-to-Snehomish
Urban-2-tane-Standards
c AS29 ) i ct *
Geld-Bar-CA{415th-Avenue
164th-Street- SE/410th . .
SEytonorthernterminus—of Rural-2-tane-Standards
c AS54 SE Mic *
e AS-32 EEEE!FE I'iIE e SR2-toTFrombleyRead et Urban-2-tane-Standareds *
Mict
33%th-Avenue-SE Sultan-CA—to-132nrd-Street-SE Yrban/Rural-2-tane-Standareds
c AS-53 oL *
419th-Avenue-SE northern-terminus-to-May ;
. Rural-2-Lane-Standards
c NR-25 £ creck Road Mic *
Biekford-Avenue-to-167th
€ IP-6 56th-Street-SE . SE(Parks ) €t Urban-2-tane-Standareds *
88th-Street-SE/92nd EB-SR2-0onfoff Rampste
. Rural-2-Lane-Standards
c AS-30 S e Srot b/ Matc *
€ AC-7 Biekford-Avenue YUS-2-te-Snehomish-S/: MA Urban-3-tane-Standards *
Gold-Bar-CAto-419th-Avenue .
May-CreekRead ; Rural-2-tane-Standards
c AS-55 SEE Mic *
Transportation Element 103
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Fable 1+
Snehemish-County
H-Bestg "EEE"&I I|||_||5|suelmen_E“I_ 'sjEEEES With-Cost
FEProfeet Lere-
FSA | Number | Name Himis Fc Hrprovements Range
e -5 old-owenRead US2to-CatheunRead MA Urban-3-Lane-Standards *
e AS-9 ReseseveltRead Menroe-Cf—toTFrombleyRead MHHE Urban/Rural2-Lane-Standards *
MeadewRead-te-Cascadian
B AS-36 146th-Street-SE/SW W et Urban2-Lane-Standards *
. terminus-ef156th-Street SEto
B NR-26 156th-Street-SEExtension i . . et Urban2-Lane-Standards *
35th-Avenue-SEte-easterly
B AS-3# 156th-StreetSE . et Urban2-Lane-Standards *
148th-Street SEte-156th
B AC-24 4istAvenue-SE S - et Urban-3-Lane-Standards *
. 156th-Street- SEte152nd
B NR-7# 50th-Brive-SE oy SE et Urban2-Lane-Standards *
B AC-17 Admiralb\Way Maner-Way-to-AirpertRead et Urban2-Lane-Standards *
. .
B AS-2% EEngE'I Vay/LOth £ SR96-te-Everett A et Urban2-Lane-Standards *
B NR-5 Linecoln-Way Admiralty-Way-to-Maner—Way et Urban2-Lane-Standards *
. BeveryParkReadte
B AB-19 Lincoln-Way drrirad et Urban2-Lane-Standards *
156th-Street-SW-to-164th
B AC-18  ManorWay S W et Urban-3-Lane-Standards *
156th-Street- SW-to-148th Urban2-Lane-Standards-wf
b AC-20 ManerWay €k . . *
Street-SW intersection-treatments
Meadew-Place-SE
B AS-35 et Urban2-Lane-Standards *

Transportation Element
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b A9-2—3P| W \ S |
B NR_Q_?SR—QA:eweH-I:&Hmef W
B/E AS-38  SunsetRead | 180th-Street-SE-to-156th
BAF pssp LOOUTSUESLSEISIANNG  gp 57 1o asth Avenue SE
E A_S_agb%GQfH—SfFee{—SEA‘VT Sunset-Road-SE-te-51st
E NR-11 188th-StrectSE 125-feet-west-of 37th-Drive SE
E NR-12  104th-StreetSE 35th-Avente-SE-to-51st
E AS-43 2428 StreetSE 30th-Avente-SEto45th
E AG-24  240th-Street-SE Snehemish-Woedinville Read
E AS%%GH%—SHee{—SEH—Fth 45th—AvePrue—SE—te—ng
E AS-41  43rd-AverteSE 188th-Street-SE-to-196th
E NR-10  43rd-AverteSE 196th-Street-SE-to-200th
E AS42 4A3rd-Avende-SE 200th-Street-SEto-SR-524
E NR—QAde—Aveﬁue—SE—E*tensieH%Sth_Sﬁee{_SHe_}s&hSSE
E AS-44  A5th-AventeSE 232th-Street-SE-to-240th

Transportation Element
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Fable 1+
Snehemish-County
eH-Besigh- "EEE"&I I|||_||5|suelmen_E“I_ 'sj?EES With-Cost
FEProfeet Short | Lerg-
FSA | Number | Name Hmits FE Hnprovements Range | Range
W—aterurban-Bodlevard-te .
E AS-57 5ist-Avenue-SE LO6th-S oE Mic Rural-2-Lane-Standards *
E NR-28 5ist-Avenue-SE-Extension 196th-Street-SEteo-SR-524 Mic Rural-2-Lane-Standards *
SR-522-te-King-County-tine Rural-2-Lane-Standards -
E AS-46 Sk Mic *
F AC-40 CypressWay Larch-Way-te-SR-524 et Urban-3-Lane-Standards - *
F AD-26 LeeustWay SR-524-te-Larch-Way MA Urban2-Lane-Standards - *
MilesFetal=31515 FotalAl-Categories=$1329-1))
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Table 14

Recommended County Arterial Improvement Projects

Completion .. YOE Cost
1oA 1D Road Name 10 pescription ($ )
Date TSA 1D Road Name From To Description —1 000
2021 _ _ _ _ _ _ _
i . . Joint project with Marysville (lead)
_ A W-17 88 St NE (City of Marysville) 44 Dr NE 61 Dr NE - Urban 3-Lane Standards 2,855
B A 1S-6 .140 St N.E/23 Ave NE _ _ Full intersection improvements 3,498
intersection =
Broadway Ave/164 St . L
B C/E I1S-5 SE/Elliot Rd intersections B B Full intersection improvements 3,498
) D .5 | 180 St SE SR 527 Brook Blvd Urhan 5-L.ane Standards with 6,089
Bicycle & Pedestrian Facilities
. Urban 3-Lane Standards with
- D W-12 Ash Wy 164 StSW Gibson Rd Bicycle & Pedestrian Facilities 32,646
i . 132 St SE (SR | Urban 3-Lane Standards with
- D W-1 Seattle Hill Rd 35 Ave SE 96) Bicycle & Pedestrian Facilities 13,325
) D/E 2 | 35Ave SE 180 St SE Seattle Hill g | rban 3-Lane Standards with 20,682
Bicycle & Pedestrian Facilities
: SR 524 (Maltby Urban 3-Lane Standards with
_ D/E/E | W-3 35 Ave SE/39 Ave SE/York Rd Rd) 180 St SE Bicycle & Pedestrian Facilities 21,878
B E 1S-3 Lar(_:h WV/LQCUSt Wy/Logan _ _ Full intersection improvements 3,498
Rd intersection —
B E 1S-1 Lockwood Rd/Carter Rd _ B Install roundabout 3.498
roundabout
] N/A 1S- To be determlned ] ] Full |nter_sect|0n improvements @ 3 10 494
2021 programmatically intersections —
PED- To be determined Stanpl alone Qeqe§tr|an qu|ects to
_ N/A 2021 programmatically _ _ provide connectivity to major 7,200
transit routes and school facilities
_ _ _ _ _ _ 2021 Subtotal 129.161

Transportation Element
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Table 14 Continued

Completion .. YOE Cost
TSA 1D R Nam From T D ription
Date S 1D oad Name 0 To escriptio ($1,000)
2028 _ _ _ _ _ _ _
B A 1S-7 WM _ B Full intersection improvements 4,371
— intersection
) D W-9 | 36 Ave W/35 Ave W 164 St SW SR 99 Urban 3-Lane Standards with 14,686
Bicycle & Pedestrian Facilities
New Road - Urban 3-Lane
B D N-3 148 St SW Jefferson Wy Ash Way Standards with Bicycle & 21,579
Pedestrian Facilities
Urban 3-Lane Standards with
_ D W-8 148 St SW 35 Ave W Jefferson Wy Bicvcle & Pedestrian Facilities 14,075
) D W-6 | 180 St SE Brook Bivd 35 Ave SE Urban 5-Lane Standards with 18,277
Bicycle & Pedestrian Facilities
i E N-5 43 Ave SE 196 St SE 200 St SE New Road - Rural 2-Lane 3.876
Standards
End of Sunset
E N-4 Sunset Rd/43 Ave SE Rd (Rd # 43 Ave SE at New Road - Urban 2-Lane 3.320
- = — Connector —(—21755: 184 St SE Standards with Pedestrian Facilities
) E/f | w4 | 39AvesE 228 St SE 207 St SE Urban 3-Lane Standards with 22,442
Bicycle & Pedestrian Facilities
Urban 4 or 5-Lane Standards with
) E W-21 | 228 St SE 35 Ave SE 39 Ave SE Bicycle & Pedestrian Facilities & 10,352
intersection improvements at 35 &
39 Ave SE
% . L
B E 1S-2 !'OCkWOO.d Rd/Locust W _ _ Full intersection improvements 4,371
— intersection E—
Logan Rd/Damson Rd
B E 1S-4 intersection (SW of Hubbard _ B Full intersection improvements 4,371
Rd)
i E W-15 | Poplar Wy Lynnwood C/L | Larch Wy Urban 3-Lane Standards with 12,189

Bicycle & Pedestrian Facilities

Transportation Element
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Table 14 Continued

Completion .. YOE Cost
TSA 1D R Nam From T D ription R
Date S 1D oad Name 0 To escriptio ($1,000)
2028 _ _ _ _ _ _ _
] N/A 1S- To be determlned ) ] !:ull |nter§ect|on improvements @ 4 17 484
2028 programmatically intersections —
) . Stand-alone pedestrian projects to
_ N/A Z(EZDS ;?ozfa(::erfz;'?clglf\? _ _ provide connectivity to major 9,000
transit routes and school facilities
_ _ _ _ _ _ 2028 Subtotal 160,393

Transportation Element
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Table 14 Continued

Completion .. YOE Cost
TSA 1D R Nam From T D ription
Date S 1D oad Name 0 To escriptio ($1,000)
2035 _ _ _ _ _ _ _
Urban 5-Lane Standards with
SR 525 SB Bicycle & Pedestrian Facilities from
B D W-10 Alderwood Mall Parkway 164 St SW mm S 164th St to SR 525 NB on/off 13.375
p - I
ramps & signal at SR 525 SB on/off
ramps
. Urban 3-Lane Standards with
- D W-13 Gibson Rd Ash Wy SR 99 Bicycle & Pedestrian Facilities 13,788
Urban 3-Lane Standards with
- b W-16 Manor Wy 148 StSW SR 99 Bicycle & Pedestrian Facilities 28.836
i D W-11 | Manor Wy 164 St SW 148 St SW Urhan 3-L.ane Standards with 23,323
Bicycle & Pedestrian Facilities
) E W-7 | 180 StSE 35 Ave SE 51 Ave SE Urban 3-Lane Standards with 24,019
Bicycle & Pedestrian Facilities
New Road - Urban 2-Lane
_ E N-1 14 Ave W Locust Wy 220 St SW Standards with Bicycle & 11,360
Pedestrian Facilities
Urban 3-Lane Standards with
- E W-14 Larch Wy 212 StSW Cypress Wy Bicycle & Pedestrian Facilities 27.564
] N/A 1S- To be determlned ] ] Full |nter_sect|on improvements @ 7 38 682
2035 programmatically intersections =
. Stand-alone pedestrian projects to
_ N/A PED- Mmj _ _ provide connectivity to major 10,800
2035 programmatically . " E—
transit routes and school facilities
- - - - - - 2035 Subtotal 191.747
- - - - - TOTAL 481,301

Transportation Element
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Figure 6

Recommended County Arterial Improvement Projects - South Map
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All maps, data, and information set forth herein (“Data”), are for illustrative purposes only
and are not to be considered an official citation to, or representation of, the Snohomish
County Code. Amendments and updates to the Data, together with other applicable
County Code provisions, may apply which are not depicted herein. Snohomish County
makes no representation or warranty concerning the content, accuracy, currency,
completeness or quality of the Data contained herein and expressly disclaims any warranty
of merchantability or fitness for any particular purpose. All persons accessing or otherwise
using this Data assume all responsibility for use thereof and agree to hold Snohomish
County harmless from and against any damages, loss, claim or liability arising out of any
error, defect or omission contained within said Data. Washington State Law, Ch. 42.56
RCW, prohibits state and local agencies from providing access to lists of individuals
intended for use for commercial purposes and, thus, no commercial use may be made of
any Data comprising lists of individuals contained herein.
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Figure 7

Recommended County Arterial Improvement Projects - North Map
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All maps, data, and information set forth herein (“Data”), are for illustrative purposes only
and are not to be considered an official citation to, or representation of, the Snohomish
County Code. Amendments and updates to the Data, together with other applicable
County Code provisions, may apply which are not depicted herein. Snohomish County
makes no representation or warranty concerning the content, accuracy, currency,
completeness or quality of the Data contained herein and expressly disclaims any warranty
of merchantability or fitness for any particular purpose. All persons accessing or otherwise
using this Data assume all responsibility for use thereof and agree to hold Snohomish
County harmless from and against any damages, loss, claim or liability arising out of any
error, defect or omission contained within said Data. Washington State Law, Ch. 42.56
RCW, prohibits state and local agencies from providing access to lists of individuals
intended for use for commercial purposes and, thus, no commercial use may be made of
any Data comprising lists of individuals contained herein.
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SASH $345 $345
ALSSH $368 $1318
Fotal $H3 $463

Nete—Costfor-ASEnotpart-of-Cost-Summary-forTransportation-Element:))

Table 15 summarizes YOE costs at each of the assigned completion dates (2021, 2028, and
2035). All costs shown are in millions of dollars ($1,000,000).
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Table 15

Summary of YOE Costs by Completion Date
for Recommended County Arterial Improvement Projects

Completion Date YOE Cost ($Millions)
2021 129
2028 160
2035 192
Total 481

The arterial improvement recommendations presented by Table ((3#)) 14 are intended to
address LOS and concurrency problems that will likely arise during the 20-year timeframe of the
GMA comprehensive plan. The arterial road improvements are part of the county’s contribution
toward a much larger set of transportation improvements planned by other governmental
agencies, which will serve and accommodate forecasted growth. Capital and operations-related
contributions toward the greater transportation system by other governmental agencies will serve
to support the county’s adopted land use plan and aid in efforts to plan for growth. The next
section presents the major transportation capital and operations improvements that WSDOT,
cities, Community Transit, and Sound Transit will be pursuing during the life of this TE.

C. Supportive State Highway Improvements

Snohomish County is served by a network of freeway and principal arterials planned and
operated by WSDOT. These highways extend throughout the county and provide the continuity
necessary to support the entire county roadway system. Table 2, back in Chapter I, provides a
listing of state highways within the County and identifies which highways are designated HSS
(statewide significance) and which are ((desigrated—HRS—(regional—sighificanee))) non-HSS

(reqgionally significant).

The regional mobility and local access enjoyed within Snohomish County depends to a large
extent on the existence and performance of state highways. It would be difficult to maintain a
tolerable LOS on county roads and city streets, if delay and congestion deteriorates to
unacceptable levels on the state highway network, as traffic would shift from the state system
to the local system to avoid delay. Community Transit and Sound Transit maintain local and
express bus routes that travel extensively on state highways. Congestion and delay on state
highways also means longer travel times for transit and thus the potential for lost passengers
and revenue.

((Fabte—19)) Appendix B presents various improvements to state highways within Snohomish
County that are supportlve of the countys comprehenswe plan ((leheee—s%a{e—mghway—pfejeets

serve—the—eetm%y—s—pl&nﬁed—laﬁd—use— The Ilst of state hlqhwav |mDr0vement Dr0|ects shown in

Appendix B was developed in consultation with WSDOT and it is consistent with Transportation
2040. This list includes only those state highway projects that are included in Transportation
2040's financially constrained plan (forecasted expenditures and revenues are in balance). (ref. 6)
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Snohomish County will cooperate with WSDOT and cities to ensure the functional integrity of
state highways is maintained as growth occurs throughout the county. The county will also
provide assistance and support to WSDOT's efforts at employing access management
techniques on state highways (i.e., SR 9 and SR 527). Techniques employed ((wetid)) could
include_but are not limited to: adequate signal spacing; limits on new intersection and driveway

accesses; use of channelization and raised medians; and construction of frontage roads.
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((FabtexS

Prejeet Ceost
Number | Name Hhaits Mies | tmprovements i
interstate 5@-SR .
Ws—He-t @-nterchange Widen-Overpassto-5/61anes :
531 660 $26,792
43rg-Avenae NEte-67th .
Widente-5tanes
WS4 SR53% . NE 147 $25:460
hot I I . .
Ws-2 SR9 S NE 198 Widert-te IE'E“E.E 2 Ies_t_lan es a”d. foot $12.200
8 X . Shouiders—Realign-2-existing-edfves
WS-8 tnterstate 5 528 477  Add-HOV-tanes $3H44420
Ws-42 SR522 Snehemish-Riverte-US2 418 555 EEI I Ia.nla E'.“dsd highway—New bridge $96,233
WS4 ys2 +-5to-SR264 271 ;!;E IEESE SEEEIISZZSR 204 5 $256,929
WS-14 tnterstate 5 526 551 ViewBbr—&awxdliarylanesbetween4istSt& $216:71%
- i i -
I5-2-Move Broadway E. Et. P EE. 9 E.Efi.
-@-nterchange : :
Ws-e-3 IS te EE;EEE >-@-4dst 660 Hterehange Re 9 9 $33.840
IE“IE pass-to-S-anes retudi
abeve:
SR 525-@-164th
gndererossing
132nd-Street- SEto1412th .
Widente-5tanes
WS-19 SR-527 S e 147 $25;560
ParadiseLtake Read-te y deft-te-4-ane E'.“dsd _Ingl ey ”.’.2
Ws-22 SR522 Srehermish-River 390  interchanges—Trevide-third-WBawdliarylane-on $115;814
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((FabtexS

: E
I 'EjEIEE i
I“.'IE'E°E“'E“E - i,
”'de.”. to-5as es it e:te_ee_ss_ ranagemet E.
I PFOVISIONS that IIIE|t,EE I|||||E|||g_ s|g|_|al SPachy
WS-24 SR9 SE 403 .EE x “"IE. of g'EE.tEE'I Refew signalized I $93,484
Lt ) o
aceess:
WS-HE-6 ; -y -@-nterchange 138 aterehar ge ||.n|snmement Es”SE'tE.E B-&SE $88,415
conector/¢ E.E 5.:EE anesaie g_l :
WSHE-5 RI te EEEHZEEEE @-State -@nterchange 600 EE”E[EE ESEREEEEEE 9 I $16,223
el i : el
24th-Averue-W-te-9th see
Urban-5-Lane-Standards
IP-8a SR-524 . SE 293 |
IP-8b SR524 Sth-Avente-SE-to-SR 527 660 Urban-5-tane-Standards $54,764
244th-Street SWe-SR . .
Widen-SR-99-bridge-over-SR-104-to-7tanes: ;
WS-24 SR99 LO41C 647 $32.549
Ws-10 SR204 Us2te-SR9 235 WB-peakperiedHOVHane $9,260
” 5 " |
ted- o I
Rew signalized ||I_|Ee_|see. HoRS |aI|s.ee meatan
WS-te-4 interstate 5-@-128th o1 I WB-SR-96-te-SB+-5-fly-everramp&NB+-5to
Street SW 000 WB128th-Stfy-over+amp $33:368
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((FabtexS

Projeet Cost State
Number | Name Limits Mies | hnprevements €K | Staging
148th-Street- SWte .
. Widen-te-6/7tanesfor HOV-—-Aeeess
€ty 9 9
Street SE Widen+remainingpoertonto-5-Lanes -
WS-26 SR527 2 $9,336 2642
WS-7 SR-529 NV He) 670 Ii tae te “EEIE EEI EI SSTReTHaRg = $36,530 20625
WS-5 SR53% 6rth-Avente NEteSR9 129 Widente51tanes Atfa 2025
Ill |3|su|e_ & _esnssllelatg aeeess |sen_|ts "' iprove
WS4 SR532 :EEEEECSEH: te 18 . X —_— it $53.425 2025
slgnals& sighal-tifming Is|.|ege retrofit &
EEEEEEI.EEE E:.EEEE ,
: tmprove 4 |eel "'EE'SEEE'E'ls. a_t SR 52|8| B4th
WS-6 SR9 SR-530 66 s - . $22. 3447 2042
|se_|||||ts Additional Et"l”.la' es-af .'El E.|IEtIIIIE|IZEtEIEII
City-of Sultan-(Wek)to wieen to E-Ian es-throtgr EtIEE.t“ Gty Himits
WS-3 ys2 3:02 Replacebridges-everSultanRiverand-Sultan $64.431% 2025
5 (Eeb) Millpond-
WsS43 us2 E' £ Cold e 288 Capacityand-operations-improvements: Afa 2025))
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D. Supportive City Street Improvements

Various cities ((within—the—Ceunty)) are proposing to enhance capacity and traffic flow on city
streets by significantly widening lanes, adding through and/or turn lanes, ((agéinrg-sheuiders;))
adding walkways, improving positive guidance and implementing traffic control revisions. The
primary intent of these improvements is to enhance existing street capacity in order to safely
and efficiently handle existing and future traffic on city streets. A secondary benefit to
Snohomish County is that many of these city street improvements will help handle traffic
generated by the county’s planned land use and the associated growth.

((Fable—20)) Appendix C presents various improvements to city streets to serve the city’s
planned land use and that((m@erevemeﬁte—t-hat)) are supportlve of the countys comprehenswe

plan. ((
aﬁd—na—eeﬂte*t—ef—t-hﬁﬁetagmg—m—tmee—)) The list of C|tv pr0|ects was developed bv selectlnq

projects from the most currently available Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and long
range transportation plans for each jurisdiction. The projects had to meet the criteria of having

lane capacity expansmns new roads or street exten5|ons to be placed on the Ilst ((Fhey

extensions-that-ore-necded by 3012 and-2025-to-serve-the-cit's-planned land-tse.)) Appendix

C also includes four tribal road improvement projects.

E. Supportive Public Transportation Improvements

Public transportation services and facilities provide support to the county’s plans for land use by
offering the public additional choices for travel. Use of public transportation tends to reduce the
demand for travel by automoblle thereby mltlgatmg traffic congestlon in some of the countys

#aerl-nt-ree—wnt-hm—t-he—eetmty—)) Tran3|t faC|I|t|es and services are expected to chanqe S|qn|f|cantlv

with the arrival of Sound Transit's (ST) Link light rail and the expansion of Community Transit's

(CT) Swift BRT. ((Hgure-5-ustrateskey-transitroutes-serving-Snohomish-County:))

1. Operating Agencies and Services

e#eubst&ﬂtratly—eeﬁmbte—by—the—yeakzez&)) The ((three)) prlmary ((seeree)) prowders of
public ((transit))transportation services in the County are ((Community—TFransi
©)CT(()),Everett Transit (ET), ((Seune—Fransit—))ST((;—and—Everett—Fransit—(EH))) and

Washington State Ferries (WSF). King County Metro, Skagit Transit, and Island Transit also
provide limited service within the County. Tulalip Transit provides rural public transportation
within the Tulalip Tribes Reservation. Along with providing transit services, these public transit
agencies provide transit planning and construction of transit facilities within the county in
cooperation with Snohomish County, PSRC, WSDOT, local cities, and, to a limited extent, the
port authorities. Transit agencies are required to annually adopt a six-year transit development
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plan (TDP) that include capital improvements, significant changes in service and operations,
and funding for program needs. A map of the transit services in Snohomish County is provided
in the /nventory of Transportation Facilities and Services.

The County participates on an ongoing basis in coordinated planning with the transit agencies
in a variety of ways, including guidance in route planning, advice on transit service compatibility
with land use, and providing input to transit capital planning. Importantly, the County seeks
input on proposed roadway improvements and seeks CT’s review of medium to large-scale land
use development proposals where impacts to transit are determined.
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((Fabte26

Prejeet

ARt A  Aslingten Srrekey-Point Boulevard  174th-Place NE-to-UGA-Boundary
AR-2 A | Adirgton 67th-AvenrueNE 172nd-Street NE—to-Olympic-Avenue
AR-3 A Addington 188th-Street NE A7th-Avenue-NEte-SmokeyPeint
AR-4 A  Aslingten 47th-AventeNE 188th-Street NE-to-Cernetery-Road
ARS | A Adington  CometeryRead 47th-Aventie-NE—to-67th-Avente NE
AR-6 A  Aslingten 231th-PlaceNE SR-530-to-67th-Avente-NE

AR-7 A Aringten OlympieAverte NE Division-Street-to-Maple-Street
BO-2 F  Bethel 2284 StreetSE Sth-Avenue-W-{Bothell G/A)to-9th
BO3 F  Bothel 208tk Street SE 1405 (1ot Avenue SErto 3t
Bo-4  F  Bethelt Fitzgerale-Road 228th-Street SE-to-240th-Street SE
BO-1  F  Bethel 240th Street-SE Fitzgerald-Road-to-39th-Aventie-SE
EB% F  Edmoends 220th-Street SW Sth-Avenue-S-te-84th-Avenue W
ED2  F Edmends  238th-StreetSW S4th-Avente-W-to-SR-104

ED3 F Edmends  S4th—Avenue W 212th-Street SW-to-238th-Street SW
ED-4 F Edmends  76th-AvenueW SR 524 te-Olympic-View- Drive
Ev-10 B | Everett 100th-Street SW Evergreen-Way-te-23rd-Avenue W
Ev-11 D  Everett East Everett-Avente E-Grand-Avente-to-Railway-Avente

e 2 FQEFEQRREEERLQPE L EES
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((Fabte26

Project
HardesonRd/Sth-AveW  Casine-Readto-Merrill-CreekParkway Widente-51anes

Bv-12 B | Everett cL

EV-13 DB | Everett 41st-Street-SE +5-to-Rucker-Avenue PA Widente—7anes

BEv-15 B | Everett F#h-Avenue-SE 93rd-Street- SEtoEverettMal-Way et Widente-31anes

Pacific-Avenue W-Marine-View Drive-to-Broadway
B B | Everett PA lane
SR520-({FverettAvenue) W-Marine-View Drive-to-Broadway
BEV-18 B | Everett PA lane
Ev-19 DB | Everett Mukitteo-Boulevard Mukilteo-CHto-Rucker-Avenue PA Widen-te-3-anes
WSBO+H . Widento—7ane-w/HOV
c SR-99-(EvergreenWay)  IH2th-Street-SW-to-AirpertRead ;

B2 B PA I

EV-20 B | Everett Madison-Street Glenwood-Avenue-te-Evergreen-Way MA Widente-51anes

B4 B Everett Madison-Street Evergreen-Way-te-BeverlyBoeulevard MA Widente-3/41tanes

BEV-16 B | Everett Madison-Street BeveryBoulevard-to-Breadway MA Widente-31anes
Widente-3-Hanes&

Bt B Everett 100th-Street-SE Fh-Avenue-SE-tet-5-undererossing et connectte100th-StSE
undererossing-of-5

3re-Aventde-SEto-SR-527(19th .
BEV-3 DB | Everett +12th-Street-SE MA Widen-te-5-tanes
Averue-SEY
” . I
at-100th-St-SE-between
19th-Ave-SE-&Everett
WSbo+H 100th-Street- SE/SE Mall~w/HOV-enby-aceess
19th-Avente-SE-to-Everett-Mall ’

BEv4 B . e M- Way@—t-5 MA -5-NB-&HOV-6rl
aeeessfrom1-5-SBBuild
en-ramp-te-SB+-5from
SEEverett-Mal-Way-
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((Fabte26

Prejeet
EV-5 D  Everett 116th-Street SE SR-527-te-Everett CA et Widen-to-3Hanes
EV-6 D  Everett East Marine-ViewDrive  +-5-to-N-Broadway/SR-529 PA Widen-to-3/4-tanes
Extend-41st St SE-to
EV-7 D  Everett 4LstStreet St 15-He-to-andfit-site MA Fiverfront/industrial
Overerossing properties inciuding |
New-connecter-between
EV-8 D  Everett Riverfront-Parkway 4LstStreet SE-Overcrossing 1o Y || MA 415t St SE-Over-
EV-9 D  Everett Setith-Breadway 415t Street SE-to-SR526 PA Widen-to-4/5-tanes
6Bt € GoleBar 435th-AventeSE US-2 to-164th-Street SE et Urban-2-lane-Standare
£t B LakeStevens 20th-StreetNE 116th-Aventie-NE-to-West CA MA Urban-2-lane-Standare
£S-20 B  LakeStevens GradeRoad 20th-Street-NE-to-22ne- Street-NE MA Urban-2-lane-Standare
£S5 B  LakeStevens Hartford-Drive Grade-Road-te-Ole-Hartford-Road et Urban-2-lane-Standare
£S-2 B LakeStevens 20th StreetNE Hartfore Drive-to-116th-AventeNE € Urban-2-lane-Standare
£S-3 B LakeStevens 20th StreetNE Main-Street te-East S/t MA Urban-2-lane-Standare
£S-4 B  LakeStevens North-bakeshereDrive  WestC/ito-MainStreet et Urban-2-lane-Standare
£S-6 B  LakeStevens EastiakeshoreDrive  Main-Streetto-12th Street NE et Urban-2-lane-Standare
£S-7 B  LakeStevens EastiakeshereDrive  12th StreetNE-to-South-cA et Urban-2-lane-Standare
£S-8 B LakeStevens 16th-StreetNE Main-Street te-East S/t et Urban-2-lane-Standare
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((Fabte26

Project
£5-9 B  take-Stevens Grade-Read 22nad-Street-NE-to-Nerth-S/- MA Yrban-2-tane-Standare
Bt F  byraweod | 44th-Avenue-West 194th-Street SWo+-5 PA Widente—+Lanes
B2 F  byraweod  200th-StreetSW 48th-Avenue-W-+to-SR99 MA Widente-5-tanes
WSBO+H .
B3 F SR-524/196th-Street-SW  48th-Avenue-W-te-37th-Avende-W PA Widen-te—7tanes
byrrweod
179th-Street SWMaple  36th-Avenue-W-to-Alderwood-Mall .
Read Pagl New-2-tane-Extenston
B4 F  byraweed et
B-5 F  byraweod | 36th-Avenue W 179th-Street SWo-164th-Street SW = MA Widente4/5tanes
179th-Street-SW-to-Alderwood-Mat .
BY-6 F  bynawoed | 36th-Avenue-W MA Widento-4/5-tanes
Way
MAL A Marysville State-Avende 136th-Street NEto152nd-Street NE~~ MA Urban—5-lane-Standards
MA-18 A | Marysville 83rd-AventeNE SR-528-t6-84th-Street NE et Urban—3-lane-Standards
MA1E A Marysville 116th-StreetNE +-5-to-State-Avenue MA Urban—5-lane-Standards
MAL2 A Marysville 88th-Street NE State-Avenuete44th-Drive NE MA Urban—3-lane-Standards
MAL3 A Marysville 88th-Street NE 61st-Drive NEto-67th-Avenrue NE MA Urban—3-lane-Standards
MA-14 A Marysville 88th-Street NEbxtension  67th-AvenueNEte-84th-Street NE MA Urban—3-lane-Standards
. A7th-Avenue-NEArmar
4th-Streetto-Grove-Street Urban—3-tane-Standards
MA-5 A Marysville Read MA
152nd-Street-NE ) ) Yrban-3-tane-Standards
MA-S A Marysville ci et
MA-2 A Marysville State-Avende 116th-StNE+to-136th-Street NE MA Urban—5-lane-Standards
MA-3 A Marysville State-Avende 100th-Street NE-to316th-Street-NE MA Urban—5-lane-Standards
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((Fabte26

Re-stripeto 2 EB-&2
MA4 A Marysville SR528 A7th-Avenue-NEte-67th-AvenueNE PA WhB-anres—Remeve
MA-6 A Marysville Sist-AvenueNE Grove-Streetto-84th-Street NE et Urban-3-lane-Standards
MA+ A Marysville Sunnyside Boulevard A7th-Avenue-NEte-Marysville S/ MA Urban—3-lane-Standards
MA-9 A Marysville 67th-AvenrueNE 4A4th-Street NE-to-Grove-Street MA Urban—3-lane-Standards
MA-15 A Marysville 84th-Street NE 83rd-Avenue NEte-SR9 MA Urban—3-lane-Standards
M4 B Millcreek FownCenter Bivd—(New) DumasRead-te-Mil-Creek-Beulevard MA Urban2-lane-Standard
Me-2 B Millcreek BumasRead SR96-te-SR-527 et Widente-3-Lanes
Mo-1 €  Menree WeedsCreekRéd Us2to-Menree A MA Uban-3-Lane-Standards
Urban-2/3-Lane
Mo-2 €  Menree ChaintakeRd US2to-UGA Boundary et
164th-Street SEA62nd Urban-2/3-Lane
MO-3 € | Menroe . SEAN-Mai 161st-Ave-SEto-SR203 MA
Realign121st-Street
MU-1 B | Mukilteo S CWE : et ; .
alignment-eastof SR-525
My-2 B | Mukiltes HarbourPeintBlvd SR-525te-47thPlaceW et Uiban-5-Lane-Standards
. 47th-Place-W-toHarbeurReach-Drive Urban-3-tane-Standareds
MU-3 B | Mukilteo n Bivel-S €t
MU-4 B | Mukiltes HarbeurPeintBivd-S HarbourReach-Briveto-SR-525 et Urban-5-Lane-Standards
. Russel-Ra/Cyrus SR-525/Russel-Readte-SR .
MU-5 B | Mukiltes Wa/E e ey . et Widente-3-Lanes
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((Fabte26

Prejeet City
MY-6 B Mukiltes EhennauttBeachRd SR-525te47th-Avenue W Widente-3-tanes 2042
New-aligrment
. connecting-BeverlyPark
. HarbeurReachbBr HarbourPeint-Beulevard-Sto-Beverly
e Park-Read Re-&HarbourPt—Blve:
MU+ P Mukilteo et 2642
Prto132ra-St-SW
Rienie-Pt—Connection ; connecting-HarbourPt
MU-8 D Mukilteo Peint Road et e 2012
SN-% € Snohemish  Bickferd-Avende SR-9-to-Snehemish-&/k MA Urban3-tane-Standards 2625
SN-2 € Snehemish  AvenueD SR-9-toFth-Street-SE PA Urban3-tane-Standards 2642
SN-3 € Snohemish  2nd-StreetSE Avenue-B-to-Snehemish-C/& PA Urban3-tane-Standards 2642
SU-1 €  Sultan Sultan-BasinRead US2to-tep-ef-Sultan-BasinHil - 3 lare-S 2025
thiccicinal
Sy-2 € Suktan RiceRead us2 PA channelizationatydS 2042
2fRice RS
thiccicnal
S4U-3 € Suktan 5th-StreetSE us2 channelizationat YS2¢ 2042
5th-Street S
Sg-4 €  Sultan 339th-Avenue-SE US2to-SultanNerth-City-Limits et Urban2-tane-Standards = 2025
FU-+ A Fulalip 116th-StreetNE +5-to27th-Avende NE MA Urban-5-lane-Standards = 2042))
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((HasertHgure5))
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((Fhis—page-intentionally-eft-blank:))
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Snohomish County also participates in major planning activities with the transit agencies
including: development of CT's transit development plan_and Long Range Transit Plan; review
of the other transit agencies’ transit development plans and planning documents;_continued
implementation of Swift BRT on SR 99:; planning for future ((bus—rapie—transit—))BRT((}))
service((aleng—SR—99)); and ongoing participation in ((updating—STs—eng-range—plans)) ST's
planning and feasibility studies including the planning of Link light rail into Snohomish County.
From this work, future transit service improvements that support the County's preferred
((2825))2035 land use and transportation strategies are derived.

a. Community Transit

CT provides fixed-route bus, paratransit (Dart), vanpool, and transportation demand

management (TDM) services to most of Snohomish County. The current 2014-2019 Transit
Development Plan (TDP) forecasts a 20 percent increase in bus service hours through 2019.
The TDP anticipates the planning and development of a second Swift BRT line along a possible
alignment running from Paine Field to Canyon Park via Airport Rd, 128" St, SR 96, and SR
527. The TDP also discusses integration of CT bus service with ST's Link light rail when it
begins operation in_Mountlake Terrace and Lynnwood in 2023. Some CT express routes
currently serving downtown Seattle will be duplicated by the new light rail service. The transit
service hours from these redundant routes will be reallocated to meet the increased demand on
local routes serving the new Link stations. (ref. 27)

CT has also adopted a Long Range Transit Plan (LRTP) that articulates the agency’s 20 year
vision built around a corridor-based system. (ref. 14) In developing the plan, Community Transit
worked with Snohomish County and the cities to identify transit emphasis corridors. Transit
emphasis _corridors provide a linkage between transit-supportive land use, transit service, and
transportation infrastructure by serving as a framework for planning. Transit emphasis corridors
are discussed in more detail in Chapter Ill. Implementation Measures. In addition, the LRTP
identifies five corridors as possibilities for future BRT level of service. The location of these
corridors is shown on the HCT map in Figure 8.

b. Everett Transit

ET, which is part of the City of Everett government, operates local bus routes and provides
paratransit _service within Everett. ET provides some limited service outside of the city
boundaries, including a connection to the ferry terminal in the City of Mukilteo, and transit
service on key arterials in unincorporated areas adjacent to the city. ET also operates Everett
Station, a multimodal transit center located near downtown Everett providing connections
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between Sounder commuter rail, Swift BRT, regional express bus service, local transit routes,
intercity bus lines, and AMTRAK trains. No major system improvements are identified in ET’s

most recent ((2992—2998)) 2014 2019 tran3|t development plan beyond minor route
adjustments (ref. 28) (C A v i A
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Reute | From Fe +mprovementBeseription
New _rid Mill-Creek e
New  Marysville UW-Seattle ”E.” EE.“"“HEE' eXPress foute-Starting with-S

. Y ies: .
161 Aurera-Village aﬂd-ﬂdel ReuFs Grencies;-extena-fight
1062 Fide SitverFirs aerease-weekday-&Saturday-frequencies
415 Edmends Mill-Creek Haerease-Sunday-frequencies
116 Edmeneds Mit-Creek BExtend-weekday-&weekend-night-hoeurs
118 Aurora-Village _rid Kerd-richit

Extend-peak-service-east along-172™

201 Srokey-Point Adlington e e ~StreetNE

1 fides Seattle E:. ST CIOSHre E'“gl'.“EHI'EE'EIIEZEEE255;’
reinvestwhen-tunneHsre-opened
park-and-ride Seattle complete

886 Mukitteo UW-Seattle : de-eantier-&-tatertHps-as fidersiip-termand
rereases
New  Stanwoed Everett-CBD New-peak-period-express+oute
New  Arlington Weostlville New-ocal-al-day-route-via-SR-9
New  Ash-Way byrnrwoeotd New-ecal-al-day-route
New  byanweoed kenmore New-ecal-al-day-route
New  byanweoed Ballingerterrace New-ocal-al-dayroute
Marinerpark-and-
New Fide Eastmont New-ocal-al-day-route
New  Stanwoed Noerth-County New-ecal-al-day-route
. .
Boewntown-Seattle .EEEEE g P0-series-commmter tHps-south-ta
New SOBbOo-Area I I
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Reute | From Fe +mprovementBeseription

ST provides High Capacity Transit (HCT) services and facilities within the central Puget Sound
region. ST operates Sounder commuter rail connecting Seattle, Edmonds, Mukilteo and Everett
and Link light rail currently only operating in Seattle and south King County. ST also operates
six regional express bus routes serving Snohomish County, providing service between
((dewntown)) Everett, Lynnwood, Bothell, and the downtown areas of Seattle and Bellevue.
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The 1993 long-range vision and 2005 long-range regional transit plan identified broadly defined
corridors for commuter rail, light rail, BRT and regional express bus service, thus creating a
vision for transit in the central Puget Sound Region. (ref. 29) Sound Move in 1996 and Sound
Transit 2 (ST2) in 2008 created service plans, more refined blueprint for specific projects and
services, for which voters approved funding. (ref. 30) Sound Transit has been in the process of
building these projects in a phased manner.

For Snohomish County, the ST2 plan includes an extension of Link light rail service along I-5 to
Mountlake Terrace and the Lynnwood Transit Center with scheduled completion in 2023. An
extension of light rail from Lynnwood to Everett is also in ST's Long Range Transit Plan as well
as in PSRC's Vision 2040. The alignment for this segment has not yet been determined. A 2014
ST high-capacity transit corridor study contains possible light rail corridors which include 1-5,
128™ St SW/Airport Rd, SR 526, and SR 99. The potential light rail corridors are shown on the
HCT map in Figure 8. (ref. 31) These light rail extensions together with CT's BRT corridors
provide a HCT framework that will allow future employment and population growth in
southwest Snohomish County.

Many changes have occurred since the adoption for the 2005 plan and ST is currently working
to update the long-range plan vision. The regional bus, light rail, passenger rail, and other
transit improvements are being reexamined in light of changes to land use, transportation
strategies and environmental requlations in the region. The resulting analysis could lead to
introducing a phase three package of additional transit and HOV improvements to voters.

d. Washington State Ferries

Two WSF routes serve Snohomish County, providing cross-sound travel. The Edmonds-Kingston
ferry operates between Edmonds and Kingston in Kitsap County. The Mukilteo-Clinton ferry
operates between Mukilteo and Clinton on Whidbey Island. State-owned ferry terminals are
located in both Edmonds and Mukilteo. Community Transit buses and Sounder commuter rail
provide connections to both terminals. The Mukilteo terminal is also served by Everett Transit.
The 2009 Washington State Ferries (WSF) Long-Range Plan presents a vision for the future that
maintains current levels of service with limited improvements. (ref. 32)

2. Capital Facilities
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The extension of light rail to Everett and the expansion of BRT represent a significant capital
investment in _the county's transit infrastructure. Other important transit capital facility
|mprovements will |mprove parking access to transit and Create better ((Ptanned—t-ran&rt—eaprtal

and)) transfers between exrstrng Sounder rarI regronal bus, local bus and WSF services.

a. Near-Term Projects

Some of the major transit capital projects included in the ST2 service plan and the transit
agencies’ TDPs to be completed in the next ten years include:

= a Link light rail extension from Northgate to Lynnwood Transit Center with a station at
Mountlake Terrace that will provide a much needed HCT connection to Seattle and the

region;
= a Mukilteo ((ang-Edmends))Multimodal Ferry Terminal project((s)) providing improved
connection between Whidbey Island and Snohomish County with safer access for

pedestrians, vehicles, and bicycles. The new facility also ensures reliable connections to
other transportation modes such as Sounder rail service and transit; and

» a new park-and-ride lot((s)) near SR-525/Harbour Pointe, a transit center near Smokey
Point, additional parking at the Mukilteo Multimodal terminal, and improvement projects at
the Swamp Creek and Ash Way park and rides ((Seuth-Everettat-312"-Street-SW-anc—-5;

easing-)) that will ease parking shortages and ((ereating)) create additional transit system
access points. ((—anel))

b. Transportation 2040 Projects

The PSRC's Transportation 2040 provides a long range multi-modal transportation plan
projected to be completed by the year 2040. Projects that are in the “constrained” portion of
the plan are those the region reasonably expects to be able to fund by 2040. Table 16 provides
a list of those major_transit capital projects included in the 7ransportation 2040 constrained

plan. (ref. 6)
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Table ((22))16

((Plannred)) Transit Capital Improvements for Snohomish County in the Constrained
Portion of PSRC’s Transportation 2040 Plan

Expected
Project Agency Description Completion
Link Light Rail extension from the Northgate
Link Light Rail station to the Lynnwood Transit Center with
extension to ST stations at Jackson Park and Shoreline in 2023
Lynnwood King County, and Montlake Terrace and
Lynnwood in Snohomish County.
Link Light Rail Link Light Rail extension from the Lynnwood
extension from ST . 2040
Lynnwood to Everett Transit Center to Everett
Swift Bus Rapid CT and BRT and tra_n3|t priority mfras_truct_ure from
. ; e Everett Station to Smokey Point via
Transit on Smokey unidentified Broadway, SR 529, State Ave, and Smokey 2030
Point Corridor agency . ’ ’ ’
Point Blvd.
frvglr:ii?uosnR:irr)ldort CT and BRT and transit priority infrastructure from
th P unidentified | Paine Field to SR 9 via Airport Rd, 128" st 2030
Way/1287 St/SR 96 agenc SW, SR 96, and Cath w
Corridor gency , , and Cathcart Way.
Swift Bus Rapid CT and BRT and transit priority infrastructure on SR
Transit on the SR unidentified | 524 (196™ SW and Filbert Rd) from the 2030
524 Corridor agency Edmonds Ferry Terminal to SR 527.
Swift Bus Rapid CT and L
. th ) o BRT and transit priority infrastructure on
Loen on 16475t “”;%i?}t(';ed 164™ St SW/SE from SR 99 to SR 527. 2030
Swift Bus Rapid un?dzr?':ilge d BRT and transit priority infrastructure on SR 2030
Transit on SR 527 527 from downtown Bothell to 1-5
agency
E;;ﬁ'&%c%aﬁgﬁg ST Construct parking structure with 500 parking 2023
Center stalls
Development of 130 additional structured
Parking Garage at parking spaces for the use of Sounder riders
Mukilteo Sounder ST in a joint-use parking garage developed as 2023
Station part of the Mukilteo Multimodal Terminal
with WSDOT
. . Develop new multimodal terminal for ferry,
Mukilteo Multimodal WSDOT rail, bus, pedestrian, and bicycle. 2017

Terminal

Expand/relocate the current terminal.

Source: PSRC 2012
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The Consolidated Borough of Quil Ceda Village

All maps, data, and information set forth herein (“Data”), are for
illustrative purposes only and are not to be considered an official
citation to, or representation of, the Snohomish County Code.
Amendments and updates to the Data, together with other applicable
County Code provisions, may apply which are not depicted herein.
Snohomish County makes no representation or warranty concerning the
content, accuracy, currency, completeness or quality of the Data
contained herein and expressly disclaims any warranty of
merchantability or fitness for any particular purpose. All persons
accessing or otherwise using this Data assume all responsibility for use
thereof and agree to hold Snohomish County harmless from and against
any damages, loss, claim or liability arising out of any error, defect or
omission contained within said Data. Washington State Law, Ch. 42.56
RCW, prohibits state and local agencies from providing access to lists of
individuals intended for use for commercial purposes and, thus, no
commercial use may be made of any Data comprising lists of individuals
contained herein.
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V. STRATEGY FOR FINANCING COUNTY
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENTS

This chapter of the TE provides a forecast of expenditures and revenue for the period ((2665-
2025)) 2015-2035. The purpose is to show how Snohomish County will support the land uses
identified by the FLUM.

Most public expenditure for transportation will be related to preservation and maintenance of
existing infrastructure, improving some existing arterials to design standards, and finishing the
major arterial projects to which the county is already committed. It is probable that new revenues
will need to be authorized in order to fund new transportation projects directly related to more
intensive development within the county’s UGAs. The county will need a financial strategy to
accomplish needed improvements.

A. County Transportation Improvement Expenditures

1. Snohomish County’s Transportation Expenditure Programs

Expenditure on transportation service and facility improvements by Snohomish County over the
((2065-2625)) 2015-2035 timeframe will ((tkety)) exceed $2 billion. This will be in addition to
operating and capital expenditures made by the state, cities and public transportation agencies.
Future expenditures on transportation-related improvements within the county will depend on
the availability of funding and also on the timing and intensity of land development. ((Fable23))
Table 17 provides a summary of future transportation expenditures by major programs
expected to be made by the county during the ((20605-2025)) 2015-2035 timeframe. The
expenditures in Table 17 are in YOE dollars. Expenditures are first projected in current dollars
(2015 dollars) and then adjusted for inflation by inflating current dollars to the year of

expenditure.

((
Fablte23
: . i I I
2005-Adjusted-bollars)
2805—2042 | 20432625 Fotad
ExpendituresPrograms : i : : i : < Ml :
Nen-Capacity-Capital 158 255 413
Capacity-related-Capital 128 335 463
T ; P 14 22
Fetad $+03 $1362 $2,665
)
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Table 17

Summary of Transportation Expenditures — 2015 through 2035

YOE Dollars
Expenditures Programs 2015 -2021 2022-2028 | 2029-2035 Total
($ Millions) ($ Millions) | ($ Millions) Millions
Operations & Maintenance 513 $549 $596 $1.658
Non Capacity Capital 114 115 128 357
Capacity-related Capital 129 160 192 481
Total 756 $824 $916 $2.496

Source: Public Works 2015.

The implications of the county's expected expenditures on capacity-related capital

improvements over the next 20 years are explained in Chapter 1V. Recommended
Transportation Improvements, B. County Arterial Improvements. The methodology for
forecasting non-capital expenditures are based on historical analysis and trends. Activities
included in each are as follows:

e Operations — transportation planning, modeling & forecasting; code development;
contract & interlocal agreement development and administration; training; public
involvement/communications; fiscal analysis & forecasting; budget development &
monitoring; central services for the entire Public Works department such as human
resources, technology, payroll and public disclosure; accounts payables &
receivables; transfers to other county departments for services:; and general
county overhead charges such as indirect costs, insurance, information services,
security & payroll expenses.
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Maintenance — general roadway maintenance/preservation activities such as
asphalt patching, BST overlay, striping, ditching/drainage maintenance, roadway
shoulder pulling, mowing/brushcutting, weed control, sign maintenance, signal
maintenance, bridge maintenance, and facility maintenance

Non-Capacity — this category includes all of the elements of the Annual
Construction Program which do not add capacity expansion of the road network:
miscellaneous engineering, project scoping and studies; pavement preservation
and rehabilitation; nonmotorized pedestrian _facilities, sidewalks, walkways,
shoulders, transit & HOV improvements; traffic safety & intersection
improvements, slide repair & bank stabilization, traffic calming & guardrails; bridge
replacement & rehabilitation; drainage improvements, culvert replacement &
rehabilitation; and Brightwater mitigation projects.
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)

B. County Transportation Revenues

The revenue forecasts presented here are based on primary sources of revenue that the county
can reasonably expect to receive from ((2005-2025)) 2015-2035. The purpose of this analysis is
to assess whether the needed improvements will be "affordable™” given the county’s forecast of
available revenue. The process for using and programming these revenues is described later in
this chapter. The actual allocation of fiscal resources to the various geographic areas of the county
can vary depending on how any given area develops and the resulting infrastructure needs
relative to priorities throughout the county.
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1. Snohomish County’s Sources of Transportation Revenue

Snohomish County relies on a number of revenue sources (federal, state, and local) in order to
design, build and operate transportation facilities and services within the unincorporated areas
of Snohomish County. Descriptions of the primary revenue sources follow and Table 18
provides a summary of the revenue forecast for these primary sources.

a. Property Taxes

Property taxes are levied for many state and local purposes and are arranged in a complex
hierarchy. The basic limits of the senior county levies are $1.80 per $1,000 assessed valuation for
general government (current expense) and $2.25 per $1,000 assessed valuation for roads. The
sum of the two senior county levies cannot exceed $4.05 per $1,000 assessed valuation. The
authority to levy property tax is codified in RCW 84.52.043; the road fund levy is specifically
expanded upon in RCW 36.82.040. State law limits the county council to a one percent annual

increase in the property tax Ievy ((A—eneﬂeereent—merease—was—adepted—by—the—eetmeﬂ—fe%zee&

reveﬁues)) A one percent increase is Droposed for 2015 but an annual budqet actlon for each
year towards 2035 would be needed to realize more revenues.

b. Reimbursable Services

The county is reimbursed for various expenditures and services it provides to other agencies per
interlocal agreements and/or contacts.

c. Fuel Taxes

The county receives an allocation of the state fuel tax by several categories that it can apply to
local operations and maintenance and capital projects.

The State Motor Vehicle Fuel Tax (commonly called the gas tax) is one of the primary sources of
road fund revenue for counties. The state gas tax is an excise tax on the sale of motor vehicle
fuel. The rates, processes, exemptions, etc. are set by statute (RCW 82.36). Collection and
distribution are by the Department of Licensing and the Treasurer. Washington State counties
receive about a half-cent allocation under the 9.5 cent fuel tax that was enacted in 2005. These
funds “...shall be for the use of the state, and through state agencies, for the use of counties,
cities, and towns for proper road, street and highway purposes, including the purposes of RCW
47.30.030.” (Non-motorized traffic). In addition to the regular distribution to each county, it also
provides the funding for various state grant funding programs.

d. Real Estate Excise Taxes

Real Estate Excise Taxes (REET) are collected on the sale of residential and commercial real

property |n Washlngton State (( Sﬂehemreh—eeuﬂty—eﬁ}eets—eﬂe—halt—pefeeﬁt—REEHeFleeal

Snohomrsh Countv coIIects one-half percent REET for Iocal capltal projects. The 2015-2020 TIP

contains a $2.4 million allocation of REET for transportation. REET beyond 2020 is projected at
$400 thousand annually in the 2035 revenue forecast in Table 18.
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e. Transportation Impact Fees

The (( €eunty)) county collects impact mitigation fees based on daily vehicle trips generated by
new residential and commercial developments. These fees vary depending on the TSA they lie
within. These fees are used to fund selected arterial capacity improvements that form the cost
basis to provide the improvements within each TSA. The fee schedule is adopted and amended
as appropriate in SCC 30.66B.330.

The ((2605-2625-)) 2015-2035 revenue forecast summary shown in ((Fable—25)) Table 18
includes estimated transportation impact fees from new development. Payment of a
transportation impact fee is a requirement of almost all development proposals within
unincorporated county and is used to help pay for the cost of capacity improvements
nece55|tated by new development ((¥he—estm=rated—reveﬂﬂes—a53tme—that—ﬂae—mpaet—fee—rates

v W w-)) The
estimated |mpact fee revenues |n Table 18 are based on a historical analvsrs of fees collected and
expended on impact-fee projects in the ACP/TIP, but an assumption that these revenues will
decline over the TE's 20-year planning horizon was also factored into the revenue estimates.
Additional revenues that might be generated by rate increases are discussed in this chapter, in
section C. County’s Financial Strategy.

The impact fee revenues also include estimates of payments by development proposals located
inside cities for those cities with which the county has reciprocal traffic mitigation agreements.

This TE identifies a set of arterial capacity improvements needed to accommodate planned
((2665-2625)) 2015-2035 land use. These capacity improvements will be the basis for the
contlnued |mpact fee program ((Based—eﬂ—the—estﬂﬂated—eests—ef—theee—rdeﬂtlfred—&rteﬁ&l

After the adoption of the 2015 TE, as part of |mplement|nd the updated TE, the |mpact fee
schedule in SCC 30.66B.330 will likely need to be amended. Based on the estimated costs of
the identified arterial capacity improvements needed to accommodate planned 2015-2035 land
use, the number of forecasted new vehicle trips expected to be generated by 2035 by the
planned land use in the adopted 2015-2035 land use element, and any proposed changes to
TSA boundaries; the public works department will need to calculate the maximum possible
impact fee that could be charged in each TSA. Revisions to the fee schedule in SCC 30.66B.330
would be needed where a current fee in an TSA exceeds the maximum possible impact fee that
could be charged in that TSA. Current fees that are greater than the maximum possible fee
would need to be reduced to an amount that is equal to or less than the maximum possible fee.
Conversely, elected officials could consider increasing fees in TSAs where current fees are lower
than the maximum possible fee. Appendix D provides more detail on transportation impact
fees.

f. State and Federal Grants
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The county receives a variety of state and federal grants that are awarded for specific projects.
These projects generally are capital ((imprevements—thatprevide-eperational)) in_nature which
provide operational or capacity improvements. State and federal revenues are expected to
remain relatively stable and yield up ((te-$1#6-milientowards—2025)) to $233 million towards
2035.

((g—PeveloperEontributions))

((h—StherRevendes))
g. Other Revenues

The County receives other revenues in any given year that include private timber-harvest tax,
federal forest-yield, leasehold excise tax, inter-departmental service fees, interest income, and
miscellaneous review fees.

The various sources of revenue described above make up the county road fund, from which
funds are drawn for operations, maintenance, and capital programs as described under the prior
section on county expenditures.

2. Summary of Revenues

The forecast of county revenues presented by ((Fable25)) Table 18 identifies a capability to fund
about (($2FFmillier)) $380 million of the capacity-related project improvements identified for
the planning time frame. The expected expenditures to fund ((eriticalarterial—system—and

arterlal+O0S—mprovements)) capacity-related capital improvements (i.e. the recommended
county arterial improvement projects) are estimated at (($463—mnillion:)) $481 million. Like

project costs and expenditures, revenues are in YOE (inflated) dollars. Revenues have been
adjusted for inflation to the year of receipt. The county will rely on a definitive financial strategy
in order to close the gap in available funding and expected ((expenditure—for—needs:))
expenditures.
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Table 18
Primary Revenue Forecast Summary
(YOE Dollars)
Short-Range | Mid-Range Long-Range Total
Revenue Category 20152021 | 2022 - 2028 | 2023=2032| 2005
($ Milions) | (8 Millions) | (EMillions T
Property Tax (w/1% increase in 2015 only) $421 $476 $537 $1,434
Reimbursable Services 72 77 83 232
Fuel Tax 66 71 76 213
Real Estate Excise Tax 7 3 3 13
Impact Fees 45 28 25 98
State/Federal Grants (1) 74 77 82 233
Other Revenue (2) 54 57 61 172
Subtotal $739 $789 867 $2,395
Less Maintenance and Operations (3) $513 $549 ($596) ($1,658)
Less Non-Capacity Capital (4) ($114) ($115) 128 ($357)
Available Revenue for Capacity- 112 125 $143 380

related Capital Improvements

1. Includes State Gas Tax (CAPP Grants).

2. Other Revenues include private harvest tax, federal forest yield, interdepartmental service fees,

interest income and miscellaneous review fees.

3. Includes enhanced pedestrian and transportation demand management enhancements.

4. Includes bridges, overlays, traffic/intersections, nonmotorized/transit/HOV, drainage, etc.

C. County’s Financial Strategy

The ((3£998)) GMA provides guidance to the county regarding how to balance expenditures and
revenues for transportation to adequately serve planned land use. The GMA requires:

= an analysis of funding capability to judge needs against probable funding resources

(RCW 36.70A);

= a multi-year financing plan based on the needs identified in the comprehensive plan, the
appropriate parts of which serve as the basis for the six-year .... road .... program
required by .... RCW 36.81.121 for counties .... (RCW 36.70A); and

= if probable funding falls short of meeting identified needs, a discussion of how additional
funding will be raised, or how land use assumptions will be reassessed to ensure level of
service standards will be met (RCW 36.70A).

These requirements of the GMA are the fundamental basis for the county’s financial strategy

described in the next section of this TE.
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1. Financial Strategy Statement

The financial strategy pursued by Snohomish County, in order to meet requirements
of the GMA, recognizes the limitations of traditional revenues and seeks additional
revenues to fund transportation improvements that benefit the entire county.

The intent of this financial strategy is to ensure that adequate funding is available for the
transportation improvements needed to serve planned land use, while at the same time
maintaining the ((Eeurtys)) county’s adopted LOS standard and the public’'s safety. ((Fabte-26))
Table 19 presents a comparison of the capacity-related capital improvement expenditures versus
traditional transportation-related revenues. ((Fable—26—shows—a—$186-milion—shortfall-towards
the-year2025)) Table 19 shows a $101 million shortfall towards the year 2035.

((
Fable26
. .
SUFRmary-of EE”EE”E“EIE.”ES “IE'SHS.HI.““'EEM Revendes
Revenrte—cest-Cemparisen Snsahisie gl kacsinis S
26652642 | (26432625) | €26652625)
bl —critieal hand
LOS : $92 $185 $247
_critical ik
Hnprevements—exciudesArterial $128 $335 $463
Syster-ERBancermerts)
Revernte-Surplus/AHShertdalh 536y 5156y 186y
Fetat-Revenue-SurplusAHShoertialh
Enhancements
)
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Table 19
Summary of Expenditures Vs Primary Revenues
($ Millions)
Revenue-Cost Short-Range Mid-Range | Long-Range Combined
Comparison (2015-2021) | (2022-2028) | (2029-2035) | (2015-2035)
Available Revenue: 112 125 $143 380
Capacity-related Capital
Costs: 129 160 $192 481
Revenue
Surplus/(Shortfall) ($17) ($35) ($49) 101

2. Additional Revenue Measures

Snohomish County’s financial strategy for funding needed transportation improvements within
the unincorporated county will be to pursue revenue measures beyond those traditionally
available. There are ((five)) seven supplemental revenue measures that have potential to provide
additional revenues for transportation improvements. These measures, taken in whole or in part,
could reduce or eliminate potential deficits in transportation funding towards the year ((2625))
2035. Table 20 summarizes the range of additional revenues these measures could potentially

provide.

a. County One Percent Annual Property Tax Increase (( {2666—2625})) (2015-2035)

This revenue measure would presume annual approval by the ((€euneit)) county council of a
one percent increase in the road levy portion of the property tax for the county road fund. This
change would be at the discretion of the ((€euneit)) council and could be pursued as part of
annual preparation of the capital facilities program and county’s road fund budget. The
revenues generated would substantially supplement the county’s ((eapacity-related)) capital
programs.

b. Extend REET Allocation to Transportation (( 2636—2625)) ) (2020—-2035)

REET are collected on the sale of residential and commercial real property in Washington State.
Traditionally, Snohomish County REET has been allocated to fund capital improvements for parks,
surface water, and non-departmental debt service. The ((2665—2616 )) 2015-2020 TIP contains
a (( $16—millien—)) $2.4 million reallocation of REET for transportation. This measure would

continue this allocation beyond the ((2636-timeframe—through—20625)) 2020 timeframe, through
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2035. This change would be at the discretion of the ((€euneit)) council and could be pursued as
part of annual preparation of the capital facilities program and county budget.

c. Increase in County Impact Mitigation Fees (( {2666—2625))) (2015-2035)

This revenue measure would entail increasing the mitigation fees paid by development. In

((mest—geographic—areas)) some TSAs, there ((is)) may be potential to substantially increase
current impact fee collections. This measure would require adoption of an ordinance amending

the fee schedule under Chapter 30.66B.330 SCC.

d. Bonding

The County could issue bonds in order to generate funds sooner for transportation improvements.
Bonding is not new revenue, though it accelerates the ability to fund needed improvements. In
a _nutshell, bonds are certificates of debt that promise payment of original investment and
interest. While bonding funds are received sooner, long-term costs are increased because bond
debt incurs interest

The road fund has the capacity to potentially issue $5-15 million in capital project bonds over
the course of the time horizon. Current debt service for the road fund is approximately 5% of
operating revenues which is at the low end of financial guidelines. In addition, the road fund
will be relieving a sizable portion of current debt service by 2020.

e. Public Works Trust Fund Loan (PWTFL)

The PWTFL loans have been unavailable the past several years due to state budget constraints.
However, the state has announced new loan availability for the 2015-2017 biennium. PWTFL for
transportation capital projects are at extremely competitive interest rates and would greatly
enhance funding capability.

((e—nerease-in-StateFueHFax{(2016-2625) ))
f. Increase in State Fuel Tax (2015-2035)

This revenue measure would involve action by the Legislature that would result in at least an
increased allocation to counties of a half-cent state fuel tax for the second decade of this TE.

((
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deeades:)) A large portion of the resulting revenue of a future fuel tax allocation would be
applied to the county’s capacity-related capital program.

g. Local Option Vehicle License Fee (2015-2035)

This revenue measure would require action by the county council to authorize the county to
enact an annual vehicle license fee within the county’s established Transportation Benefit
District_which would be used for transportation purposes. The revenue range has been
calculated based on $20 per vehicle in 2015-2021, $25 per vehicle in 2012-2028 and $30 per
vehicle in 2029-2035.
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Table 20

Additional Transportation Revenues under the County’s Financial Strateqy

Range of Revenue
Revenue Measure towards 2035 Remarks

5 - - -
a. Property Tax Increase (1% Up to $160 million Council would need to take affirmative

each year 2015-2035) budget action each year starting in 2015.
b. Enhance REET Allocation Up to $6 million Would enhance the current 2015-2020
(2021-2035) TIP allocation through 2035.

c. Increase County Impact Unknown Would require Council action to amend
Mitigation Fees (2015-2035) |~ Chapter 30.66B SCC.

d. Bonding - Up to three bond issues over planning
(2021-2035) Up to $15 million time frame.

e. Public Work Trust Fund Loan Up to $15 million Potentially seven state funding cycles
— PWTFL (2021-2035) over timeframe.

f. Increase in State Fuel Tax — - )
2015-2035) Up to $21 million One-half (1/2) cent increase.

9. TBD Motor-vehicle License Up to $60 million X!ﬁ?\lglrgr?;t;ﬁ?nzczg)unngi\( ;?(\élggrtv
Fee (2015-2035)

approval.
Other Miscellaneous Unknown Cou'lo'l provide a sm'aII bqt smmﬂcant
- additional level of financial relief.
Total Range Up to $277 million

3. Other Miscellaneous Revenue or Cost Reduction Measures

There are four miscellaneous revenue or cost reduction measures that the county could pursue,
in addition to the primary revenue measures discussed above. These have potential to generate
a minor but significant amount of financial benefit if pursued. Increase in revenue or reductions
in_capital or operating costs are difficult to predict; however, these measures are worth citing
as part of the county’s overall financial strategy. Table 20 provides a summary of the range of
potential funds that may be generated if the county were to pursue the revenue measures
identified under the strategies presented herein.

a. Joint Funding with Cities

The county, under this measure, would collaborate with the appropriate cities to achieve joint
funding where a project substantially benefits a given city, and the area served is likely to be
annexed within the subsequent six years. The city’s funding contribution would serve to ensure
equitable sharing of the financial burden. Importantly, this measure would also allow the city to
fund specific design features on a roadway soon to be within its jurisdiction.
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b. Encourage Mutually Beneficial Annexation by Cities

This cost reduction measure could go hand-in-hand with joint-funding efforts. This measure
would be aimed at reducing the county’s road expenditures by having the appropriate city assume
all or part of the responsibility for a particular arterial road improvement serving an area to be
annexed. Incentives to encourage city annexation could include: participation in and deference to
city extra-territorial planning efforts; commercial rezones aimed at tax base enhancement; and
county in-kind and/or funding participation in arterial road projects. Annexation interlocal
agreements would need to be broadened in scope, commitment and effect.

c. Private-Sector Partnerships

This measure would allow private-sector entities (corporations, developers, and individuals) to
participate in funding transportation improvements that allow economic benefit to the private-
sector partners, while at the same time allowing the county to share the costs of transportation
with the private partners. The candidate transportation improvements for private-sector
partnerships would likely be capital projects or operations-related programs that are not fully
funded from governmental revenue sources.

d. Road Improvement Districts

A Road Improvement District (RID) is a special assessment district that can be formed by the
county, adjacent cities, and/or landowners. The purpose for forming an RID would be to
generate funding for transportation improvements that would benefit the landowners within the
district. Funding for RIDs usually includes the issuing of bonds to finance road improvements
that serve and benefit specified properties. The bonds are paid off by assessments against the
benefited properties over a period of time, usually ten years.
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4. Summary and Conclusions

Primary revenues generated during the ((2065-2625)) 2015-2035 timeframe of this TE are not
likely to be sufficient to allow all arterial improvement projects to be programmed in the
annually adopted TIP, and thereby meet current commitments and complete improvements
that resolve all LOS problems and ((#R€s)) deficient conditions identified through RCAs.

It is evident from the results presented by ((Fable26)) Table 19 that the county will experience
a funding shortfall if it must only rely on primary revenue sources. An additional (($186
millier)) $101 million will likely be needed from supplemental sources to eliminate a funding
shortfall for ((GA—S-I—aHd—A-I:eS-l)) capamtv related capltal |mprovements ((+t—|s—a+se—uﬁ+rke4y—t-he1=e

It can be seen, from the ranges of revenues that can be generated from some realistic revenue
measures described in ((Fable2#)) Table 20, that the ((-Seunty)) county has the ability to close
the funding gap for needed capacity-related arterial improvements. As noted previously, no

county arterial units are identified as being in arrears as of the publication date of this TE and
consequently no existing arterial deficiencies are identified in this TE. In addition, revenues and
expenditures are in_balance in the currently adopted six-year Transportation Improvement
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Program (TIP) and the Annual Construction Program (ACP). If the projected funding gap for
needed capacity-related arterial improvements materializes as the 20-year planning period of
this plan unfolds, then the county council could consider implementing one or more of the
additional revenue measures in Table 20. For example, the first revenue measure in Table 20, a
one percent increase in the road levy portion of the property tax, would be considered annually
by the council during the adoption of the annual budget and ACP/TIP. This measure, if adopted
annually, has the ability to more than cover the projected 20-year funding shortfall. The
seventh measure in Table 20, the enactment of an annual vehicle license fee within the
Transportation Benefit District (TBD), also has the potential to generate significant revenue.
The TBD has already been established, and if needed, the TBD Board could authorize the
collection of an annual vehicle license fee to fund capacity-related arterial improvements. In the
event the ((-Seunty)) county cannot close the funding shortfall for transportation needs, it has
the option to reconsider policies and elements of the comprehensive plan by conducting a
reassessment of land use, LOS, and capital funding.

D. Process for Reassessment of the Comprehensive Plan and Transportation
Element

1. Reassessment Strateqy and Options

The Capital Facilities Requirements adopted in support of the GPP sets forth a reassessment
strategy when the public revenue capacity of the ((—Seunty)) county cannot fund the full
inventory of potentially needed projects within the planning period. (ref. 33) The reassessment
strategy includes the following possible options:

= reduce the standard of service, which will reduce the cost; or
= increase revenues to pay for the proposed standard of service; or

= reduce the average cost of the capital facility (i.e., alternative technology or alternative
ownership and financing); or

» reduce the demand by restricting population; or
= reduce the demand by reducing consumption; or

= use any combination of (( fthe-eptiensiisted-above})) the options listed above.

2. Reassessment Process

Applying these options produces the following overall strategy for financing public transportation
services and facilities needed to support the land use plan.

The first step of the reassessment strategy sets an appropriate, yet affordable minimum LOS
for transportation systems to support the planned land uses. The full inventory of projects
involves a wide range of LOS considerations. Out of the range of LOS options, the TE establishes
a specific minimum LOS against which to measure the adequacy of transportation services to
support development.

The second component of this financial strategy is to identify additional public resources that ((;
w&h—ve%el;&ppfe\ﬂl—)) could be used to mcrease revenues to pursue |mprovement projects.
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The third step considers deferring potential demand for arterial improvements by reducing the
intensity of allowable land development in some areas where existing land use patterns and
constraints may limit the suitability for higher intensity uses. One typical constraint is the
expense and, in some cases, physical infeasibility of making the street improvements that would
be necessary to adequately serve high-intensity uses. In these areas future development will be
largely infill consistent with existing land use patterns and the existing roadway system.
Generally, the existing road system should be able to support this planned pattern of uses at a
tolerable LOS.

One last step in the strategy could involve restrictions to the land use element through
development phasing in order to control the timing of development, and to match the adequacy
of public facilities to support the development. While not proposed under this TE, development
phasing could be part of a reassessment process. Phasing changes the way that developer
installed improvements are provided as a way of furnishing additional revenue to finance
appropriate facilities prior to development. The development phasing strategy can be successful
as long as the transportation needs in areas not covered by phasing are adequately provided at
the time of development. Increased intensity of development in these areas could adversely
impact the provision of these facilities.

Phasing not only controls the demand for road improvements by slowing new development, but
also potentially adds revenue by better coordinating required developer contributions to the
system. Under phasing, largely undeveloped areas will be subject to phasing restrictions. These
areas are now served by a rural system of roads that are inadequate and inappropriate to
support higher intensity urban uses and densities.

While the ((Eeunty)) county EDDS do require new development to provide an appropriate road
standard, these requirements generally apply only to the frontage improvements and internal
roads on the property. (ref. 22) Without phasing, such frontage improvements are usually made
parcel-by-parcel. This case-by-case approach limits the effectiveness of these standards to
achieve the level of adequate infrastructure envisioned. Phasing restricts further development
until adequate streets are provided. This requirement encourages adjacent developers to work
together to find financing for the street that includes the required frontage improvements.
RIDs, latecomer programs, and developer agreements are some of the ways this improved
coordination and funding can be achieved.

The intent of this reassessment strategy is to ensure that adequate funding is available for the
transportation improvements needed to serve planned land use, while at the same time
maintaining county LOS standards and public safety. Where land development causes
deterioration of LOS below adopted standards, the ((Eeunty)) county needs to demonstrate
that improvements or strategies are in place at the time of development, or that a financial
commitment is in place to complete the improvements or strategies within six years.
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VI. COUNTY PROJECT PRIORITIZATION AND
PROGRAMMING PROCESS

This Transportation Element is based on an analysis of transportation deficiencies and future
needs within unincorporated Snohomish County. Consistent with the GMA (RCW 36.70A), it
recommends ((shertrange—mid+rangeanddong—+range)) arterial projects to resolve deficiencies
and meet identified future needs. Importantly, it provides a financial strategy and plan to guide
the County in financing the recommended arterial improvement projects.

Snohomish County will use the TE as an important input to its countywide project programming
and funding process. This process, administered by the department of public works, involves:

» identifying transportation needs and prioritizing categories of improvement projects
within a Transportation Needs Report;

= acquiring or identifying funding for priority projects, with the County Council adopting
these within a six-year Transportation Improvement Program; and

= selecting construction projects for implementation each year within a County Council
adopted Annual Construction Program.

A. Transportation Needs Report

The TNR is a technical document, prepared by the department of public works, which provides
detailed information on county transportation needs ((through—the—year—2625)). The TNR
includes an arterial unit inventory, illustration of TSAs, a prioritized list of county-wide projects
needed to meet existing and future demand, the cost basis for the improvement projects, and
the technical basis for impact mitigation fees. The TNR provides a flexible basis for regularly
updating the county’s transportation needs and improvement descriptions initially defined
within this TE. It documents the information and process used to set funding priorities for
various categories of improvements the county will pursue towards the year ((2625)) 2035 and
beyond.

The TNR document and priority setting process is adapted to the entire county. Categories of
improvement projects within the TNR or other public works’ documents that undergo priority
evaluation include:

= major road improvements to maintain concurrency with planned land use;
= major road safety improvements;

= major new alignment improvements;

= minor spot safety and operations improvements;

= minor intersection signal or roundabout improvements;
= minor guardrail improvements;

= pedestrian facilities;

= bicycle/nonmotorized facilities;

= pavement preservation;

= Transportation Demand Management; and

= rehabilitation or replacement of bridges.
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Projects recommended by this TE and included in the TNR undergo priority evaluation with all
other county projects. Individual projects are evaluated against other county projects only
within the appropriate category. Criteria for evaluating projects and setting priorities vary by
category, but generally include consideration of traffic impacts, operations and safety, growth
management objectives, and county standards.

The results of the priority evaluation exercise are lists of projects by category, with each
category list grouped by low, medium, and high priority. Typically, the transportation projects
listed as high priority are advanced for inclusion within the County’s most current TIP, and
funding commitments are pursued to implement the projects.

B. Transportation Improvement Program

The TIP is a schedule of transportation projects, operations, and maintenance improvements
matched to expected revenues that the County anticipates pursuing over the subsequent six
years. It is a requirement of state law (RCW 36.81.121) that it is updated annually by the public
works department and adopted by the Council. The TIP satisfies internal programming needs, as
well as meeting federal and state requirements for regional coordination. The TIP is prepared
consistent with the GMA-required TE and TNR. Projects from these documents eventually are
programmed in the TIP as they rise in priority and relevant funding becomes available.

Importantly, the TIP serves as the multi-year funding program required under GMA that is part
of the basis for administering transportation/land use concurrency requirements. It is used to
determine if transportation improvements needed to serve planned land use are funded along
with the land development they serve. The annual element of the six-year TIP is the basis for
an adopted ACP.

C. Annual Construction Program

The ACP presents descriptions and funding levels for capital improvement projects that the
public works department intends to work on during the calendar year. This document is also
required by state law and is adopted by the county council. Transportation and non-transportation
capital improvement projects are included with the ACP. In tandem with the county road budget,
the ACP authorizes expenditures on projects and is balanced with the annual county budget.

The County’s financial strategy, described within this TE, and countywide project programming
efforts should promote effective implementation of the recommended county transportation
projects. This process could be adapted, in cooperation with the cities and WSDOT, to apply to
all jurisdictions and all transportation projects throughout the UGA. The policy and project
recommendations of this TE are a first step towards multi-jurisdiction programming and
implementation of transportation improvements.
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APPENDIX A

Glossary of Acronyms and Definitions

Acronyms
ACP Annual Construction Program FLUM Future Land Use Map
ADT Average Daily Traffic FTA Federal Transit Administration
((ALSSHArterialLevel-of-Service GHG Greenhouse Gas
tprovements GIS Geographic Information System
ASE——Arterial-System-Enhancements)) GMA  Growth Management Act
ARL3 Arlington Docket Proposal GMACP Growth Management Act
BAT Business Access Transit Comprehensive Plan
BNSF Burlington Northern Santa Fe GP General Purpose (lane)
BRT Bus Rapid Transit GPP General Policy Plan
((cASH—<Critical-Arterial-System HCT High Capacity Transit
imprevements)) HOT High Occupancy Toll
C/L City Limit HOV High Occupancy Vehicle
CAPP___ County Arterial Preservation Program ((HRS—Highway-of Regional-Sigrificance))
cIp Capital Improvement Program HSS Highway of State Significance
CMS Concurrency Management System 1/C Interchange
Cco Carbon Monoxide ((HRe——tnadeguateRead-Conditien))
CPI Consumer Price Index LID Local Improvement District
CT Community Transit LOS Level of Service
CTR Commute Trip Reduction LRP Long Range Plan
CWPP  Countywide Planning Policy LRT Light Rail Transit
DART __ Dial-A-Ride-Transit LRTP Long Range Transportation Plan
DEIS Draft Environmental Impact MAZ Micro-Analysis Zone
Statement MSV Maximum Service Volume
DPW___ Department of Public Works MTS Metropolitan Transportation System
E/W _ East/West NAAQS _National Ambient Air Quality
EA Environmental Assessment Standards
EDDS  Engineering Design and Development NCA National Climate Assessment
Standards NO2 __ Nitrogen Dioxide
EPA Environmental Protection Agency Non-HSS Regionally Significant State Highway
ESA Environmentally Sensitive Area OFM  Washington State Office of Financial
ET Everett Transit Management
FAR Floor Area Ratio PB Lead (Mineral)
FAST Freight Action Strategy PDS Planning Development Services
FAZ Forecast Analysis Zone PE Preliminary Engineering
EEIS Final Environmental Impact PM Particulate Matter
Statement PPB Parts Per Billion
FHWA  Federal Highway Administration PPM Parts Per Million
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PSRC Puget Sound Regional Council

PTBA Public Transportation Benefit Area

R/W Right-Of-Way

RCA Road Condition Audit

RCW Revised Code of Washington

REET Real Estate Excise Taxes

RID Road Improvement District

RTID Regional Transportation Improvement
District

SCC Snohomish County Code

SCT Snohomish County Tomorrow

SEPA State Environmental Policy Act

SIP State Implementation Plan

SKIP Safe Kids Improved Pathways

S0O2 Sulfur Dioxide

SOAP Sustainable Operations Action Plan

SOV Single Occupant Vehicle

SR State Route

ST Sound Transit

ST2 Sound Transit 2

TAZ Traffic Analysis Zone

TCM Transportation Control Measure

TDM Transportation Demand Management

TDP Transit Development Plan

TE Transportation Element

TIB Transportation Improvement Board

TIP Transportation Improvement Program

((FMA—TFranspoertation-Management
Asseciation))

TNR Transportation Needs Report
TOD Transit-Oriented Development

TRB Transportation Research Board

TSA Transportation Service Area

TSM Transportation Systems Management
ug Micrograms

UGA Urban Growth Area

USDOT US Department of Transportation
Vv Volume

V/MSV  Volume/Maximum Service Volume
VIC Vicinity

VMT Vehicle Miles Traveled

WAC Washington Administrative Code

WSDOT Washington State Department of
Transportation

WSF Washington State Ferries
YOE Year-Of-Expenditure
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Definitions

Adequate public facilities: Facilities that have the capacity to serve development without
decreasing levels of service below locally-established minimums. (WAC 365-195-210)

Arterial roadways: A class of roadway serving major movements of traffic ((ret-served-by
freeways)). Arterial roadways are functionally classed depending on the degree to which they
serve through traffic movements versus access to land.

((

)

Interstate: Limited access, divided highways linking major urban areas.

Freeway/Expressway: Directional travel lanes usually separated by a physical barrier
with access and egress points limited to on- and off-ramps or very limited number of at-
grade intersections. Abutting land uses are not directly served by freeways/expressways.

Principal Arterial: Roadways serving major _centers of metropolitan areas and providing
a_high degree of mobility. Abutting land uses can be served directly by principal arterials
via driveways or at-grade intersections.
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Minor Arterial: Roadways providing intra-community continuity and connectivity to the
higher _arterial system. Minor arterials provide a greater level of access to abutting land
uses than principal arterials.

Major Collector: Roadways funneling traffic from local roads to the arterial network and
providing a high level of property access. Major collectors are generally longer, may have
more travel lanes, have lower connecting driveway densities, have higher speed limits, and
carry higher traffic volumes than minor collectors.

Minor Collector: Roadways funneling traffic from local roads to the arterial network and
providing a high level of property access. Minor collectors are generally shorter, may have
fewer travel lanes, have higher connecting driveway densities, have lower speed limits,
and carry lower traffic volumes than major collectors.

Articulated bus: Generally refers to a bus with two body sections connected by a flexible joint.
Often, articulated buses contain about 72 seats and are about 60 feet in length.

Available public facilities: Facilities or services that are in place or a financial commitment is
in place to provide the facilities or services within a specified time. In the case of transportation,
the specified time is six years from the time of development. (WAC 365-195-210)

Average Daily Traffic (ADT): The average number of vehicles passing a specified point on a
roadway during a 24-hour period. This number can be averaged over several days or over an
entire year.

Berth (Port of Everett): The term used in ports and harbors for a designated location where
a vessel may be moored, usually for the purposes of loading and unloading.

Bikeway: Any road, path, or way which in some manner is specifically designated as being open
to bicycle travel, regardless of whether such facilities are designated for the exclusive use of
bicycles or are to be shared with other transportation modes.

Busway: A right-of-way for express bus operations completely separated from general purpose
lanes.

Calibration: The procedure used to adjust travel models to simulate base year travel.
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Capacity: The maximum number of vehicles that can pass over a given section of a lane or road-
way in one direction (or in both directions for a two or three lane facility) during a given time
period under prevailing roadway and traffic conditions. It is the maximum rate of flow that has a
reasonable expectation of occurring.

Capital cost: Costs of transportation systems such as purchase of land, construction of
roadways, and acquisition of vehicles. Distinguished from operating costs.

Capital facilities: As a general definition, public structures, improvements, pieces of equip-
ment or other major assets, including land, that have a useful life of at least ten years. Capital
facilities are provided by and for public purposes and services. For the purposes of the capital
facilities element, capital facilities are surface water management, solid waste disposal, law and
justice, general government, parks and recreation, airport, transportation, education, fire
protection, sanitary sewer, and public water supply systems.

Capital Improvement Program (CIP): A plan which matches the costs of capital improve-
ments to anticipated revenues and a timeline. CIPs are usually prepared for six or more years,
updated annually, and coordinated with the comprehensive planning process.

Carpool: A motor vehicle occupied by two to six people traveling together for their commute trip.
Also refers to the group of people in such an arrangement.

Census tract: A specific geographic unit of area with relatively permanent boundaries, officially
recognized by the U.S. Bureau of the Census as a small area for purposes of reporting various
statistics.

Centroid: An assumed point in a zone that represents the origin or destination of all trips to or
from the zone.

Charter service: Transportation service provided in vehicles licensed to provide that service and
engaged at a specific price for a specific period of time, usually on a contractual basis. Public
transit agencies are generally not allowed to provide charter services if they would be competing
with a private company.

Cold start: Refers to the starting of an internal combustion engine in an automobile that has
been off for at least four hours. Cold starts and the first several miles of operation thereafter
result in a significantly higher amount of emissions than when an engine is at normal operating
temperature.

Commute Trip Reduction (CTR): The use of measures which reduce VMT and the
proportion of SOVs used for commuter travel while promoting and marketing travel by alternative
modes. See also Transportation Demand Management.

Commuter rail: A rail service typically using heavy rail vehicles pulled by diesel-powered engines
over conventional railroad tracks that connect outlying suburbs with a central business district.
Service is generally limited to distances of 15 miles or greater and to peak-period, home-based
work trips.
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Commuter service: Peak-period bus or rail transportation provided on a regularly scheduled
basis for work and school trips. Commuter service is often provided as express service.

Comprehensive plan: A generalized coordinated land use policy statement of the governing
body of a county or city adopted pursuant to the Growth Management Act (RCW 36.70A.030).
Snohomish County’s comprehensive plan includes the General Policy Plan, several detailed UGA
plans, and the Rural/Resource Plan.

Concurrency: Means that adequate public improvements or strategies are in place at the time
of development. For transportation, concurrency means that a financial commitment is in place
to complete the improvements or strategies within six years (WAC 365-195-210).

Congestion management: A process whereby multi-modal solutions to critical traffic
congestion problems are identified, coordinated among affected jurisdictions, and programmed
for funding or implementation. Solutions are wide-ranging and could involve physical improve-
ments to the arterial network, traffic signalization, transit service enhancements, programs to
reduce commuter travel, and travel information systems. The affected jurisdictions would be the
county, cities, and state.

Congestion pricing: Various forms of proposals that entail vehicles or people being charged a
special toll for entering a congested facility.

Contraflow lane: A highway or street lane on which, during certain hours of the day, desig-
nated vehicles or general traffic operates in the direction opposite to the direction of traffic on
that lane during the rest of the day, while vehicles in adjacent lanes continue in the original
direction of flow. The 1-5 express lanes are contraflow lanes, but are completely separate from
the adjacent lanes.

Countywide planning policies: Written policy statements used solely for establishing a
countywide framework from which county and city comprehensive plans are developed and
adopted. (RCW 36.70A.210)

Delay: At traffic signals, the stopped time delay per approach vehicle, in seconds.

Demand-response service: Transportation service designed to carry passengers from their
origins to specific destinations (often door-to-door) by immediate request or by prior reservation.
Also referred to as dial-a-ride.

Density: The number of families, persons, or housing units per acre or square mile.
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Distribution: The process by which the movement of trips between zones is estimated.
Essential public facilities: Facilities that are typically difficult to site, such as airports, state
education facilities, and state or regional transportation facilities, state and local correctional facili-
ties, solid waste handling facilities, and in-patient facilities including substance abuse facilities,
mental health facilities, and group homes. (RCW 36.70A.200)

Express service: Higher speed transit service designed to make a limited number of stops along
a route and generally provided during peak hours by express buses or trains.

Facilities: The physical structure or structures in which a service is provided.
Federal Highway Administration: A division of the U.S. Department of Transportation.

Federal Transit Administration: A division of the U.S. Department of Transportation
responsible for the funding and regulation of public transportation.

Feeder service: A service providing connections with other transit services. Often, feeder
service refers to bus service that “feeds” park and ride lots and high capacity transit stations
with passengers from residential areas surrounding the lots or stations.

Fixed-route service: Transportation service operated over a set route on a regular schedule.

Floor Area Ratio (FAR): The ratio of gross floor area of a building (the total enclosed area of
all floors of a building, excluding parking or loading areas) to the area of the building lot.

Forecast Analysis Zone (FAZ): the basic geographic unit for the data and forecasts analyzed
and prepared by the Puget Sound Regional Council.

Geographic Information System (GIS): Software that lets you visualize, question, analyze,
and interpret data to understand relationships, patterns, and trends. It is also used to create
maps.

Goal: A result or achievement that reflects societal values or broad public purposes.

Grade-separated: Rights-of-way that are separated from general purpose rights-of-way by a
change in elevation, often on an elevated structure or in a tunnel.

Gravity model: A mathematical model of trip distribution based on the premise that trips
produced in any given area will distribute themselves in accordance with the accessibility of other
areas and the opportunities they offer.

Growth factor: A ratio of future trip ends (or traffic volumes) divided by present trip ends (or
traffic volumes).

Headway: Frequency of service in terms of the period of time between arriving vehicles.
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Heavy rail: An electric rail system that operates on a completely separated or exclusive right-
of-way. Generally, heavy rail trains operate longer distances, with limited stops, and in heavily-
populated urban corridors. Also referred to as rail rapid transit.

High Capacity Transit (HCT): Any transit technology that operates on separated right-of-way
and functions to move large numbers of riders, such as buses, light rail, commuter rail, and
passenger-only ferries.

High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV): A vehicle containing more than a single occupant such as
an automobile with several passengers (carpool), a bus, vanpool, or a train. An HOV lane is a
freeway or arterial lane dedicated for the exclusive use of HOVs and transit vehicles.

Home-based trip: A trip with either its origin or destination at home. Both the trip from home
to work and the trip from work to home are considered home-based.

Impact fee: Charges levied by the county against new developments for a pro-rata share of the
capital costs of facilities necessitated by the development. The GMA authorizes imposition of
impact fees on new development and sets the conditions under which they may be imposed.

Implementation measure: Regulatory and nonregulatory measures used to carry out the plan.
Infrastructure: Facilities and services needed to sustain the functioning of an urban area.

Level of Service (LOS): A qualitative measure describing operational conditions within a traffic
stream in terms of speed and travel time, freedom to maneuver, traffic interruptions, comfort
and convenience, and safety. LOS “A” denotes the best traffic conditions, while LOS “F” indicates
the worst.

Light Rail Transit (LRT): An electric rail system that can operate on a variety of rights-of-way,
ranging from on-street to grade-separated. Vehicles consist of shorter train units than heavy rail.

Link: A section of the highway network defined by a node at each end. A link may be one-way
or two-way.

Load factor: The ration or percentage of seat capacity being used. Load factor is traditionally
used to determine the LOS of transit facilities.

Local Improvement District (LID): A quasi-governmental organization formed by land-
owners to finance and construct a variety of physical infrastructure improvements beneficial to
its members. A Road Improvement District is a specific type of LID that is formed to finance
road improvements.

Local road: A class of roadway with the primary function of providing access to abutting
properties. Traffic control is usually limited, with slow speeds and numerous driveways. This
roadway class typically carries low traffic loads and is usually one to two lanes. They can be paved
or gravel and don’t often extend over much distance (i.e., 156™ Street SW; 103" Street SE).
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Mass transit: The general term used to identify bus, rail, or other types of transportation which
move large numbers of people at one time.

Metered/Bypass ramp: Entrance ramps metered to control traffic merging onto the freeway,
but designed to allow HOVs to bypass the ramp meters.

Micro-Analysis Zone (MAZ): The smallest geographic unit used in the process of developing
traffic forecasts from Puget Sound Regional Council’s regional trip tables. A Traffic Analysis Zone
is comprised of at least one MAZ. MAZs provide for more accurate modeling of trip-making
patterns and travel demand in Snohomish County.

Mini bus: Busses smaller than the standard 40-foot long coach with varying seating capacities.
Modal split: The proportion of total person trips on various types of modes.

Mode: The types of transportation available for use such as rail, bus, vanpool, bicycle, pedes-
trian, or single-occupant vehicle.

Model: A mathematical formula that expresses the actions and interactions of the elements of
a system in such a manner that the system may be evaluated under any given set of conditions
(e.g., land use, economic, socioeconomic, and travel characteristics).

Multi-modal: Two or more modes or methods of transportation.

Net density: Refers to the density of development excluding roads, environmentally sensitive
areas (ESAs), and areas required for public use. Gross density includes roads, ESAs, and areas
required for public use.

Network: A system of links and nodes describing a transportation system for analysis.
Node: A number point representing an intersection or zone centroid.

Non((-))motorized transportation: Forms of transportation powered by humans or
animals. Examples include bicycling, walking, and horseback riding. Wheelchairs powered by an
electric motor are also considered a form of non((-))motorized transportation.

Objective: A desired result of public action that is specific, measurable, and leads to the
achievement of a goal.

Operating costs: Those recurring costs in a transportation system such as salaries and wages,
maintenance, energy, taxes, insurance, and supplies. Distinguished from capital cost.

Paratransit: Flexible transportation services which are operated publicly or privately, and
generally are distinct from conventional transit and outside the conventional fixed-route, fixed-
schedule systems. Vans and mini-buses are typical paratransit vehicles used. Demand-response
transportation services are a form of paratransit.
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Park-and-ride: A system in which commuters individually drive to a common location, park
their vehicles and continue travel to their final destination via public transit.

Parking management: Actions taken to alter the supply, operation, and/or parking demand
in an area.

Peak period traffic: The higher-than-average portion of daily vehicular traffic that occurs
during distinct times of day. Peaks in daily traffic volumes usually occur during the morning
(6:30-9:30 a.m.) and evening (3:30-6:30 p.m.) commuter periods. The one-hour peaks during
these three hour periods are referred to as a.m. or p.m. peak hour traffic.

Pedestrian friendly development: Development designs that encourage walking by providing
site amenities for pedestrians. Pedestrian friendly environments may reduce auto dependence
and encourage the use of public transportation.

Preferential parking: Parking spaces reserved exclusively for car/vanpools in parking lots.
These parking spaces are generally located closer to building entrances or have other positive
features which make them very desirable. Such parking spaces may be used as an incentive to
encourage ridesharing.

Preferential signals: Traffic signals designed to give an advantage to HOVs through shorter
wait times. Also referred to as signal prioritization and queue bypasses.

Policy: Action-oriented procedure, activity or decision-making that defines the process by which
an objective is achieved.

Primary corridor: Denotes principal arterial roadways that serve designated centers and
would have additional design features to accommodate several modes of travel (i.e., transit,
auto, bicycle and pedestrian). These design features could include HOV lanes, bus pull-outs,
walkways and bikeways, and signal priority for HOV carpools, vanpools, and buses (i.e., 128"
Street SW; 164" Street SW).

Public facilities: Includes streets, roads, highways, sidewalks, street and road lighting systems,
traffic signals, domestic water systems, storm and sanitary sewer systems, parks and recreational
facilities, and schools. (RCW 36.70A.030)

Public transportation: A wide variety of passenger transportation services available to the
public including buses, ferries, rideshare, and rail transit.

Public Transportation Benefit Area (PTBA): A portion of one or more counties that is
created following the approval of voters within the area. A public transportation provider is then
authorized by state law (RCW 36.57A) to collect an additional sales tax and provide public
transportation within that area.

Rail transit: Any of a variety of passenger rail modes used for multi-purpose trips. Rail transit
usually operates all day and serves more than the commuter market.
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Reverse commute: Travel during the peak period that flows in the direction opposite the
peak direction.

Ridership: The number of persons using a transportation system. Also referred to as boardings.

Ridesharing: Any type of travel where more than one rider occupies or “shares” the same
vehicle, such as a carpool, vanpool, or transit vehicle.

Ridesharing programs: Any programs sponsored by public agencies or the private sector to
promote the use of carpools, vanpools, and other forms of transit.

Right-of-way: Land owned by a government or an easement for a certain purpose over the
land of another, used for a road, ditch, electrical transmission line, pipeline, or public facilities
such as utility or transportation corridors.

Roadway: An open, generally public way for the passage of vehicles, persons, and animals.
Limits include the outside edge of sidewalks, curbs & gutters, or side ditches.

Route: An established geographical course of travel followed by a vehicle from start to finish
for a given trip.

Shoulder: That portion of the roadway contiguous with but outside of the traveled way.

Single Occupant Vehicle (SOV): A vehicle containing only a single occupant. Lanes on
roadways that permit SOVs are also referred to as general purpose lanes.

Slip (Marina): A body of water with a pier on each side and a place to moor a boat.

Snohomish County Tomorrow (SCT): A joint planning process of the county, its cities and
towns, and the Tulalip Tribes to guide effective growth management and to meet the require-
ments of the GMA for coordination and consistency between local comprehensive plans.

Telecommuting: The use of telephones, computers, or other similar technology to permit an
employee to work from home or to work from a work site other than the employee’s normal
work site that is closer to home.

Time transfer concept: A set of bus routes and schedules coordinated so that transfers
between all lines destined for a particular transit center are synchronized to save passengers time.

Traffic Analysis Zone (TAZ): The geographic unit from which regional trip tables are developed
by Puget Sound Regional Council. A Forecast Analysis Zone is comprised of at least one TAZ.
Snohomish County Planning converts the TAZs into MAZs prior to preparing traffic forecasts.

Traffic assignment: The process of determining routes of travel and allocating the zone-to-
zone trips to these routes.

Transit: A general term applied to passenger rail and bus service available for the use by the
public and generally operated on fixed routes with fixed schedules.
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Transit center: A facility providing connections between buses serving different routes or
between transportation modes such as between ferries and buses.

Transit compatible/supportive land use: A general term applying to higher density and/or
intensity land uses and activities, usually urban, that are designed and located to encourage
and facilitate ridership on public transportation.

Transit dependent: Refers to people for whom public transit is the only motorized
transportation mode available.

Transportation centers: Facilities providing connections between various modes of travel,
particularly transit, serving different origins/destinations or routes. Examples of transportation
centers are the current ferry terminals, Everett's proposed downtown transit center, or High-
Capacity Transit stations along I-5.

Transportation Demand Management (TDM): The concept of changing travel behavior
rather than expanding the transportation network to meet travel demand. Such strategies can
include the promotion of work hour changes, ridesharing options, parking policies, telecommuting.
See also Commute Trip Reduction.

Transportation Improvement Board (TIB): A board created by state law, consisting of
members appointed by the governor, which oversees planning, funding, and the coordination of
transportation projects between jurisdictions.

Transportation Improvement Program (TIP): A staged six-year program of transportation
improvement projects.

Transportation Service Area (TSA): A subarea of the county with boundaries drawn to
include transportation facilities primarily serving that TSA. Roadway and other transportation
improvements needed to serve each TSA are identified and prioritized. This allows each TSA to
receive a share of expenditure on transportation. Impact mitigation or fees to handle growth
would also be administered by TSA, allowing them to be reasonably related to growth impacts
and needed transportation improvements.

Transportation Systems Management (TSM): The concept of improving the efficiency of a
transportation system through non-capital-intensive modifications to increase capacity or facilitate
traffic flow. Capacity increases under TSM would generally exclude the addition of lanes or other
capital-intensive improvements.

Travel time: The time required to travel between two points, including the terminal time at
both ends of the trip.

Trip: A one-direction movement which begins at the origin at the start time, ends at the
destination at the arrival time, and is conducted for a specific purpose.

Trip generation: A general term describing the analysis and application of the relationships
between the trip makers, the urban area, and the trip making.
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Trip table: A table showing trips between zones — either directionally or total two-way. The
trips may be separated by mode, purpose, time period, vehicle type, or other classification.

Ultimate Capacity Arterial: An arterial for which additional improvements to gain vehicle
capacity (e.g., lane widening or additions) would require unwarranted public expenditure and/or
would have severe or environmental or community impacts. In such cases it would be appropriate
for the county council to designate such arterials as being at ultimate capacity and alternative
mitigation would be pursued.

Vanpool: A vehicle occupied by 7-15 people traveling together for their commute trip. Typically,
vanpools are organized or facilitated by corporations, agencies, or institutions that in some way
support their operation or provide the vehicle.

Vehicle Miles Traveled: The aggregate number of miles traveled by specified vehicles, typically
automobiles, in a specific area in a specific time period. VMT may be calculated by summing data
on a link basis or by multiplying average trip length (in miles) by the total number of vehicle trips.

Walkway: A continuous way designated for pedestrians and separated from the through lanes
for motor vehicles by a physical barrier or space. Walkways may be sidewalks, pedestrian grade
separations (e.g., pedestrian overcrossings), hiking trails, or walking trails. Snohomish County
contains walkways along many rural roadway shoulders separated from the travel lanes by
raised diagonal polyester markings referred to as “rumble bars”. Most walkways are intended
for the exclusive use of pedestrians.

Washington State Department of Transportation (WSDOT): The state agency
responsible for planning, building, and maintaining the state highways and the ferry system.

Washington State Ferries (WSF): The division of WSDOT responsible for the planning and
operation of the state ferry fleet. Also called the Marine Division of WSDOT.

Zone: A geographical area, intended to be relatively homogeneous in land use or activity that
makes up a study area.
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Summary-of-courty-Read-Prejeet-Costs
2005-Adjusted-Doelars{thousands)
itieat i
A 4 100" StNE Sheultes Re—te-51%Av—NE 305 748 771 1825
A AG/-1 140" StNE/StimsenRe- 23" Ay NE-te-34"-Av—NE 2335 3-598 5-905 11838
A AG/-3 51t AWNE 108" St NEto-136"-St—NE 3-038 4221 7-682 14941
A 2 St AvNE 136" S NE+o-152™ St NE 1508 1936 3814 7-259
A NR-2  51%AwNE 84" St NE-te-88"-StNE 458 1482 1158 3-098
A AO/-4 S ARNE 88" St NE+o-108"-St—NE 1973 3-530 4989 10-493
A 31 51t AveNE 1527 ot NE t6-SR531 1989 2423 5-028 9-439
A AO-3  88".St—NE M&Fysvme—efl_—(%:—%NE)—te 1641 4.304 4150 10-094
Marysville /(61 Dr-NE)
B AO/K-9 20MSt-SE 94 Ave-SE-t0-99"-Ave-SE 3201 4540 8-093 15-834
B AO/K-10 20" St-SE 99" Ave-SE-to—S—take-Stevens 1014 1397 2565 4976
Re
B AG/K-8 20MStSE CavaleroRd—t6-91% Ave-SE 2835 1729 7-169 11733
B NR-4  Granite FallsAlternate Reute MeuntainteepHwyte-SR-92 263% 4841 5434 12,006
€ AD-15  Airport-Way SR-9-te-99"-Ave-SE 1066 1.655 2696 4817
€ AC-8  Airport-Way 99" Ave SE-to-Bridge #1 804 2-000 2034 4838
B AC-10 112" St-SW/ Beverly Park-Re SR-525-to-Airpert-Re 2939 3-636 7432 14-008
Corridor
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D AO/C-14 148M StSw 35" Ave-W-to-Jefferson-Way 1,624 2381 4106 8,112
B NR-6 148" StreetSW Jefferson-Way-to-Meadow Rd 9-360 6173 23668 39201
B AO/C-16 180MStreetSE SR527-to-BrookBlve- 624 1651 1578 3853
B AC-25 35" Ave-SE Seattle HillF-Reto-162" StSE 346 474 876 1697
B AC17  36%/35" Av—West 164" St SW-te-156™"-St—SwW 843 1426 2131 4-400
D AO/C-12 Ash-Way Gibsen-Re-to-164"-St-SwW 4921 9883 12443 27247
B AC-9  Beverly-Park-Road Airport-Re—to-112" St-SW 315 357 795 1467
B AC-20  Nerth-Read 176" PL—SW-to-164"-St—S\W 1442 441 3-645 5528
B NR-8  PugetParkDBrPxtension 67" Ave-SE-to-Catheart-Way 4.65% 950 2657 4658
B AC-23  SeatteHillRead 35" Av—SE-to-132™ St SE(SR 2877 3-615 7276 13768
96)
B/E  AE26 35M-Ave-SE 162" St-SE-+t6-180"-St-SE 2214 3374 5597 11181
B/E  AE27 35" Ave-SE 180"-St-SE-to-188"-St-SE 1040 907 2631 4578
BAF  AE-2%  Nerth-Rd SR-524-to-176"-PL-SW 1754 2439 4-434 8327
E AS-39a 169"-St-SE 35" Ave-SE-to-Sunset-Re 684 568 1730 2982
E/Ff  AE-30  35MAve-SE 188" St SE-to-198"-PL-SE 1432 2126 2861 6-119
E/F  AE-32 39"Ave-SE 228" 5t SF te-207"-St-SE 2747 4378 6945 14-069
E/F -7 39" Ave-SE 240"-St-SEte-228"-St-SE 819 1457 2071 4346
EfF AC-31  39MAve-SE(YorkRe:) 204" St-SE(SR-524)to-198" 750 1,494 1,895 4,139
PH-SE

F AO-32 14" Ave W/CarterRd 220" St SW-te-240"-StSW 1,944 4.878 4,916 11738
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F NR-14 14" Avenue W Extension Locust Way to 2207 St SwW 897 1379 2,268 4544
F AOC-3t  LoeustWay I:afeh—W&y—te—Hm—Ave—W 465 1185 176 2:826
.
F AB-33  Leeust-Wayfeckwood-Rd/ King-County-Hine-to-240"-St-SW 48 4528 4344 16;589
CarterRd
F AC-39  PeplarWay bynaweed-CA—to-Lareh-Way 1485 27365 3755 #6065
il Lof .

oA - : - irrits € : - - ; X — I

A AC-2 100%-SENE 51% Ay NE-+6-67" Av—NE 1,810 25495 4577 8,883
A AD/C-2 34" Ave NE 116"-St NE to 136" St NE 2,099 1,173 5,306 8,577
A AS-11 67" AvNE 108™ St NEto-152rd-St-NE 1648 4,375 19,33+ 31,366
A AC-3 67" Ave NE M&Fysvﬂle—efl_—te—]:GBm—St.—NE 1739 2596 4,397 8731
A AS-13 83" AwNE SoperHil-Rd-te-SR-528 37238 4,256 8,184 15,6860
A AS-15 Marine D NW 64" St NW-to-83"-PINW 2598 2,082 6,568 11,248
A AS-16  Marine D NW 7P D NW-te-64" St NW 1,598 968 4,040 6,606
A AC-E Sheultes—Road/100" St NE StateAv—te-108" St NE 1153 371860 2942 +243
A AO-1 Smokey-Point-Bive: YGA-Boundary-to-SR-530 252FF 125% 5757 9,284
B AS-17  20"-St-NE-(Lakeview Drive} tundeen-Parkway-to-take 863 2,044 2;63% 4878

StevensCH

B AD/C-7  20M-St-SE Us2teCavaleroRd 813 440 2,056 3;369
Transportation Element B-5

((EffectiveFebruary-1,-2006))



SNOHOMISH COUNTY TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT

o L of :

B AG/C-5 Lundeen-Parkway SR-9-t6-99"-AveNE 1,653 914 4179 6,746
B AC-6  South Lake Stevens Road 20" St. SE to S Davies Rd 920 954 2,327 4201
B AO-11  South Lake Stevens Road S Davies Rd Lo F take Stevens Rd 1,233 1,406 3,118 5,758
B AC-5  Vernon Road Davies Rd to SR 9 524 1,265 1,326 3,115
€ AS-31  BroadwayAve 164™ St SEt6-SR9 2,972 2,083 7516 12,571
€ AO-14  Marsh Rd towell-tarimer Re. to SR 9 2,672 1,973 6,757 11,402
B AC-22 116" Street SE Everett C/t to 35™ Avenue SE 1,165 2,954 2,946 7,065
D AO/C-15 148" Street SE Sealtle Hilt Rd to Power Line 970 1,431 2,453 4,854
Easmt
o) AC-29 180" Street SE 25" to-35" Avenue SE 1,293 1,466 3,269 6,028
o) AC-28 180" Street SE Brook Blvd.to 25" Avenue SE 659 647 1,667 2,973
o) AC-19 28" AveW 164" St-SW-to-SR-525-Off-Ramp 1,148 2,419 2,902 6,168
o) AC-16 36" /35" Av.West 1565t SW to 148" St SW 648 1,146 1,640 3,434
o) AC-11 4" Avenue W. 112" Street SW-to Everett C/L 785 2,197 1,984 4,966
o) AC-15 52" Avenue W Lynnwood C/L to Beverly Park Rd 1,888 4,582 4,775 11,245
D AOG/C-13 Ash-Way 1645t SW-to-Maple Rd 3,311 3,622 8,373 15,307
52" Ay \W-to-Pienic Pt R/
o) AC-14  Beverly Park Road el Rel 890 1,573 2,249 4,712
. Ash-Way-to-Airport-Ra/128"-St
B AC-12  E Gibson Rd Sw 372 98 939 1,409
AS-33  Manor Way Jefferson Way to 148" St SW 1,495 3,104 3,781 8,379
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D AG-18  Manor Way SR 99 to Jefferson Way 1,034 3,640 2,614 7,288
b Aco2 W‘“&—s&sﬂ W‘“ 1073 1884 2710 5.668
BIF  AS-34 178" StSWiMapleRd Larch Way to Ash Way 2487 3:439 6,288 115944
E AC-33 180" Street SE 35" AveSE to 51" Ave. SE 2,321 2,756 5.870 10,947
E AC-34 180" Street SE 51" Ave. SE to-Snohomish-Ave- 2,254 1,831 5,700 9,785
E AS-40 180" Street SE 83" Ave-SE-to-Broatdway Ave: 750 498 1,898 3,146
E  AO/C-17 180" Street SE Snohormish Ave.to-83'“ Ave. SE 1,383 1,340 3,497 6,220
E AC-36 228" Street SE 39" to 45" Avenue SE 661 202 1,671 2,533
E AC-37 228" Street SE 45" Avenue SE-to SR9 1,977 917 4,999 7,893
E AO-25  Bostian Rd/224" St SE/75" Ave Paradise Lake Rd to-King County 3,242 3;888 8;196 15;326
SE Line
E AC-35  Paradise Lake Rd SR 522 to UGA Boundary 630 152 1,592 2,374
F AO-2¥¢ DamsonRd/MN-DamsenRd SR-524-toteganRd 1947 3,559 4847 16323
F AO-28  Larch Way 212" 51 SW to Cypress Way 2,384 4322 6,027 12,533
F AO-29  Larch Way Cypress Way to Locust Way 416 674 1,052 2,142
F AB-30 lLeganRd Lecust-Way-to-DamsenRd A7 2339 4,888 4974
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Arteria-System-ErkaRcerments

A AO-2  108MStNE 67" Av—NEto-SR9 1994 1386 5042 8421

A AS-12 108" StNE SheultesRete-67"-AveNE 1892 3-59% 4783 10265

A AS-10 152" StNE Marysville C/to-67"-Ave NE 2,520 3,511 6,371 12,402

A AS-7 156N SENE 19" Ay NEt6-23" - Av-NE 277 262 701 1240

A AS-6  19"AvNE SR 531t0-156"-St-NE 1211 1345 3061 5-616

A AS-3 212" St NE/FveitRd Arlington-CAto-95" Ave NE 386 461 977 1825
Extension

A AS-8 23" AvNE 156" SENE-to-140"-St-NE 1762 1247 4-456 7465

A NR-18 35" StNE SR9/SR-92-intersection-te-83™ 930 2.859 2353 6.142
Ave-NE

A AS-49 44" SENE Marysville-C/to-83" Ave NE 818 1,076 2,069 3,964

A -3 67AVWNE 1527 St NE-te-SR-531 1944 1536 4917 8397

A NR-+  68"-Ave-NW-Extension 280" St NW-te-Woodland-Re 729 1530 1-844 4-104

A AS-48  74AVNE Sunnyside-Blvd/SoperHill-Re—to 1338 1973 3-384 6-695
440 SENE

A AS-2  80MAvNW Stanwoot-CA{284"-St-NW)-to 827 1,745 2,092 4.633
YGAHne

A AS-47 95" AveNE BurA-Re-to-200"-St-NE 765 654 1782 3-140

A NR-15 95" Ave NE-Extension 200" SENE-to-212"- St NE/AFveit 1-466 2328 3-708 75603
Re

A AS-50 E-Sunnyside-ScheelRd 83" Ave NE-to-SR9 1645 789 2566 4369

A AS-5  FortyFiveRd SR531t6-23" Av-NE 3-313 2928 8377 14618

A AS14  Sunnyside—Beulevard Marysville C/L to 717 Ave. NE 1670 Eovacas 4223 46060

Transportation Element B-8
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Arteria-System-ErkaRcerments

A AS—4 Weedland-Read/64"-Ave-NW SR 532-to-Stanwooed-S/ 1568 2-064 38143 +325

B AS-25 103" Ave-SE S—take-Stevens-Re—te-32™ 1016 4935 2569 5519
StSE

B NR-20 12%St-SE 79" t0-83 Ave—SE 487 879 1232 2598

B AO/-1r 20M-StSE S—take-Stevens-Re—to-Williams 2365 3977 5981 12323
Re

B NR-24 24" St SE Extension 79" Ave SEto-SRO 1912 2792 4835 9539

B AS-28 4% StSE 81% te-83" - Ave—SE 146 375 369 890

B NR-19 4™ St SE Extension easterly terminus to 917 Ave. SE 543 1257 1374 334

B AS-20 4" StreetNE 92" Ay NE-+6-99" Av-—NE 375 1523 947 2845

B AS-22 4" Street SE SR-9-t6-99"-Av—SE 404 789 1,021 2213

B NR-21  79%-Ave SE-Extension 20" St SEto24" St SE 447 727 1130 2305
Extension

B AO-9  79"-Ave-SE 20" St-SEto-8"-St-SE 1338 2-045 3-384 6768

NR-3 79" Ave-SE/4"- St SE/81%Ave: 8th-St—SE-te-SR204 811 2326 2051 5-188
SE

B NR-22 83" Ave SEExtension 20" St SEto24" St SE 447 709 1130 2287
Extension

B AS-26 83" Ave-SE 20" St SEto4"-St-SE 1501 2-404 3795 7760

B AS-27 8"St—SE 79" Ave—SE—to-91% Ave—SE 1185 1794 2996 5974

B AO-8  91%AW-SE 20"-St-SE—to-Market Pk 2200 3-968 5564 11732

B AO/-6 91 Ave NE/SE Market-Place-te-Vernon-Re 624 2025 1579 4228

B NR-23  91% Ave—SEExtension 20"-St SE-to-Stake-StevensRe 1242 1633 3141 6-016

B AS-19 92" AvNE SR204-to-4"-St—NE 439 404 1110 1954

Transportation Element B-9
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o |
B AO-13  99™-AvNE 4" 5t NE-to-Chapel-Hill-Rd 680 1,076 1,719 3,475
B AO-12  99™-Ave SE 20"-St-SE-to-Chapel-HillRel 2,200 3,207 5.564 10,972
B AO-6  Callow Roat SR-92-to-Lake View Drive 1,205 3,186 3,047 7:438
B AS-21  ChapelHill-Road DaviesRd—t6-99"-Av-—SE 953 1,617 2,409 4,979
B AS23  MachiasCut-off Wﬁ% 955 1,052 2415 4422
B AO-4  Soper Hill Rd SR 9to 717" Ave. NE 2,302 2,024 5.820 10,145
B AO-5  SoperHil-Read SR-9—to-LundeenParkway 1,008 2457 2.549 6,014
B AO-10  South Lake Stevens Road SR 9 to 20" St. SE 997 1,463 2,520 4,980
B AS-18  VernonRead LunteenPark-Way-to-Davies Rek 1,409 4580 3563 9,551
B AS-#  VernenRead SR-9-te-tLundeenParkway 1166 2543 2;948 6,658
B AS-24  Williams Road 20" St SE 1o Machias Cutoff 779 1,054 1,970 3,804
€ AS-29 107" Av-SE-(Park-Av) 56" St-SE-to-Snohomish-C/k 300 489 757 1,546

Gold-Bar-C/A{415" Ave-SE)-to
€ AS-54 164" St SE/419" Ave SE northern terminus of 419" Ave 767 973 1,939 3,678
SE
€ AS-32  179"-Av-SE/ Rebinhoodtane  SR-2-to-TrombleyRd 2:614 4,061 6,610 13284
€ AS-53 339" Ave SE SultanCfLto 132" St SE 517 624 1,308 2,449
€ NR25 419" Ave SEExtension W 974 1324 2:463 4761
€ -6 56"StSE WHQMEM 1017 367 2,572 6,660
€ AS30 88".StSE/92".St SE EB-SR-2-On/Off Rammps-to AR 735 1029 1.859 3.623
€ AC-7  Biekforc-Avente US-2te-Snohemish-C/k 1,501 1180 3795 6:475
Transportation Element B-10
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Arteria-System-ErkaRcerments

c AS55  May-CreekRd Geld—Bg-l’—GﬁI_—te—A&Qm—Ave—SE 921 243 2308 3090
€ JP-5 Old Owen Road US 2 to Cathoun Rd 432 310 1,093 2,436
€ AS-9  Roosevelt Road Monroe C/t to Trombley Rd 2,089 2,343 5,283 9,715
B AS-36 146" Street SE/SW Meadow-Re-to-Caseadian-Way 683 1,366 1,727 3777
D NR26 156"™StSEExtension Wmm 678 1424 1,713 5515
D AS37 156™StreetSE 35"-Avente SE-to-easterly 2022 3.216 5413 19,352
AC-24 417 Avenue SE 1487 10 156" Street SE 959 2,374 2,425 5,759
NR-7 507 Drive SE 1567 St SE to 152™ Place SE 395 238 999 1,632
D AO-17  Admiralty Way Manor Way to Airport Rd 928 1,920 2,346 5,194
D AO-21 ;Wmm*hk SR-96-to Everett CfL 1348 2,571 3;468 327
D AO0  LincolWay W 1602 4892 4050 16.543
AO-20  ManorWay 156™ St-SW-to-148"-St-SW 833 2,813 2,106 5.752
B AC-18  Manor-Way 156™-St-SW-to- 1647 St-SW 999 2,493 2,527 6,019
=) AS35 L ithcy oromd ot ' b Meridian Ave Sto 164" St SE 3,271 6,863 8,270 18,404
D AO-23  Meadow Rd/Meadow PlL-SW 164"-St-SW-to-Meridian Av.S 2,844 6,433 7,192 16,469
D/E  AS38  SunsetRoad gﬁwﬂq&e& 2442 2784 6:475 14,401
D/F AS-B6  196"-St SE/Grannis Rl SR527 to-35"Av SE 1,889 4,353 4,776 11,017
Transportation Element B-11
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Arteria-System-ErkaRcerments

E AS-39b  169"-St-SEAN-nterurbanBivd  Sunset-Readto-51°-Ave-SE 1085 900 2743 4728
125 feet-west-6f-37"-Dr-SE-to
th
E NR-11  188"stSE 51 Ave SE 1,574 2.626 3.979 8179
E NR-12 104"t SE 35" Ave SEte-51% Ave-SE 2045 6925 5171 14141
E AS-43  42"StsE 39" Ave SEto-45"-Ave-SE 547 761 1382 2689
th SI I6| 9“"5| |-weed|||\1|lle Rd te

E AO-24 240"-StSE 2 pce of 2061 1519 5211 8790
E AS-45 240" St SE/47M Ave SE 45" Ave SE to-King-County-Line 534 557 1,349 2,440
E AS-41 43" AveSE 188" St SEto-196"-St-SE 749 560 1818 3-097
E AS-42 43" AveSE 200" St SEto-SR524 539 281 1363 2183
E NR-10 43" AveSE 196" St SEto200"-St-SE 465 285 1176 1926
E NR-9 43" Ave SEExtensien 180" St SEto-188"-St-SE 1094 1247 2765 5-106
E AS-44 45" AveSE 242" 5t SF 9 240" St SE 2531 4-068 6400 12999
E AS-57 51%AveSE Wnterurban-Blveteo196"-St-SE 2673 1290 6-759 10722
E NR-28  51% Ave SEExtension 196th-St- SE-to-SR524 1546 1510 3908 6964
E AS-46  Echetake Re/131™ Ave SE SR-522te-King-Ceunty-tine 3,923 2;68% 9,920 16,524
F AC-40  CypressWay Lareh-Way-te-SR-524 1359 3612 3436 8406
F AO-26  LocustWay SR-524-to-Larch-Way 2213 4938 5596 12748

)

Transportation Element B-12
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APPENDIX B

Summary of State Projects within Snohomish County

Appendix B details projects that are consistent with the constrained plan component of the
Transportation 2040 investments project list and are used in support of the county’'s comprehensive
plan. These projects seek to provide roadway improvements that involve the addition of
interchanges, freeway lane capacity and capacity enhancements to state highways within
Snohomish County. The projects presented in Appendix B would improve the capacity and
operations for highways designated as HSS (highways of statewide significance) and non-HSS
(regionally significant state highways).

Key to project listing columns

COLUMN DESCRIPTION

Title Investment title, usually with the facility name first.

Project Limits (From - To )  The starting location for a project to the ending location of a project

Description Description of the project outcomes

Sponsor Agency that will take the lead in implementation

T2040 Status The Planning Status of the project

T2040 Completion Date The year in which the sponsor expects the project to be completed.
Transportation Element B-14
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Appendix B — Transportation 2040 - State Route Investments

Summary of State Projects Within Snohomish County

State Projects

Title Project Limits Sponsor

T2040 Status

T2040
Completion

[From-To, Description

Date

US 2: Trestle Widening - Stage 1 1-5 to SR 204 Build a new westbound US-2 WSDOT
structure over Ebey Slough for the

future configuration of 2 general
purpose lanes and 1 HOV lane.
Realign the westbound SR 204 to
westbound US-2 on-ramp utilizing the
new westbound structure, improving
the weaving conditions for the

interchange.

US 2: Monroe Bypass - phase 1 North of the SR 522 Construct a two lane SR 522 WSDOT
I/C-to extension to the north and terminate
at Chain Lake Road that connects to
the local street system

US 2: Monroe Bypass - phase 2 & (West of) SR 522 to Construct a four- lane, limited access WSDOT
3 Monroe east City bypass around Monroe on new
limits alignment to the north of the city.
This project could be constructed in

two stages.

I-5 HOV to HOT lane Conversion: |-405 to US 2 Convert HOV lanes to HOT lanes. WSDOT
1-405to US 2 Assume existing HOV conversion and

shoulder for dual HOT lanes. Cost

does not include shoulder prep.

Candidate

Candidate

Candidate

Candidate

2020

N
o
N
o

N
o
—
a1

Transportation Element B-16
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State Projects

Project Limits 12040
Title [From-To, Description Sponsor 12040 Status Comolgc;r;
-5: 220th St. SW to 44th Ave W  220th St SW to 44" Construct a northbound auxiliary WSDOT Candidate 2025
Ave W lane.

I-5/44th Avenue Interchange 196th St SW to 220" st Completion of existing half diamond Lynnwood Candidate 2020
improvements w interchange by adding access to the

north. Project includes two braided

ramps.
I-5 @ 196th St (SR 524) I-5 @ 196th St This project adds a braided ramp NB WSDOT Candidate 2030
interchange Nortbound Braided at the I-5/ 196th St I/C
Ramp project
I-5 @ SR 96 /128th St SW SR 96/128th St. SW I/C  Reconstruct interchange. Current WSDOT Candidate 2035

concept is for a SPUI
I-5 @ 100th and Everett Mall: SR 527/South Construct a new crossing under I-5 at WSDOT Candidate 2030

South Everett interchange
improvement

Broadway I/C to SB I-5;

100th St and provide NB and SB HOV

7th Avenue SE

access south of SR 526/SR527/South
Broadway interchange. This entails a
new on-ramp from NB ever mall way
to SB I-5 Undercrossing at 100th St.
SE which terminates at E side of
freeway. This involves an arterial
under I-5 then surface on W side of I-

5. Those arterial improvements
extend on that side up to 7th. NB
Everett mall way to SB I-5 (on
collector distributor on W side of |-5)
starts from 526 to SB I-5 - on ramp
traffic will connect

Transportation Element
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State Projects

Project Limits 12040
Title (From-To) Description Sponsor 12040 Status Comolgc;r;
I-5 @ 41st Street I/C access Colby to 3" Ave 41st St Interchange improvement, Everett Candidate 2009
improvement improvement of arterial approaches
and connections
I-5 @ 88th St. N interchange I-5 @ 88th Street NE Reconstruct interchange to a SPUI WSDOT Candidate 2015
1/C configuration
I-5 @ 116th ST NE interchange 5429 1-5 (at 116th ST Reconstructs an existing diamond Tulalip Candidate 2015
improvements NE Interchange) interchange into a Single Point Urban Tribes
Interchange with greater capacity
(more lanes on the ramps and on
116th ST NE across I-5) and less delay
for improved mobility and increased
safety
SR 9 Widening: 212th St. SE to 212 St SE to 176th St Widen SR 9 to 4/5 lanes WSDOT Approved 2015
176th St. SE SE
SR 9 Widening: SR 522 to 212th SR 522 to 212th Widen SR 9 to 4/5 lanes WSDOT Approved 2011
st SE
SR 9 176" St SE to SR 96 Widen to four/ five lanes. WSDOT Candidate 2030
SR 9 Marsh Rd to Sno River Widen to 4 lanes and intersection WSDOT Candidate 2030
bridge improvements at Marsh Road
SR 9 Snohomish River Bridge Sno River bridge Replace bridge with new 4-lane WSDOT Candidate 2030
bridge across river. Also, new 4-lane
overflow bridge south of Snohomish
River with ramp and interchange
improvements.
SR 9 Sno bridge to US 2 Widen to 4 lanes and intersection WSDOT Candidate 2030

improvements

Transportation Element
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State Projects

Title [From-To, Description Sponsor  T2040 Status Comolgc;r;
SR 9/US 2 interchange SR9 @ US2 Reconstruct the SR 9/US 2 1/C WSDOT Candidate 2030
SR 9 US 2 to Market PL Widen to 4/5 lanes from US-2 to Lake WSDOT Candidate 2035
o Stevens Road
SR 9/ SR 204 intersection SR9 /SR 204 Widen SR 9 for both northbound and WSDOT Candidate 2020
improvement Intersection southbound to provide one additional

through lane at the SR 9/SR 204

intersection. A grade separated

option is also being evaluated.
SR 9 Market PL to Lundeen  Add third NB and third SB through WSDOT Candidate 2015
o lanes
SR 9: Lundeen Pkwy to SR 92 Lundeen Parkway to This project adds new northbound WSDOT Approved 2013

SR 92 and southbound SR-9 through lanes,

improves or adds the left and right

turn lanes on northbound and

southbound SR-9 as needed, adds a

left turn lane and extends the right

turn lane on SR 92, and upgrades

illumination and signal systems at

Lundeen Parkway, Soper Hill Rd and

SR 92 intersections. The project will

treat and detain new impervious

stormwater runoff.
SR 99/Evergreen Way. 148th st 148th Street SW to Construct BAT lanes on Evergreen Candidate 2020
sw to airport rd Airport Road Way / Highway 99 from 148th Street

SW to airport Road.
SR 99/Evergreen Way 115" Street to Airport  Widen Evergreen Way from 5 to 7 WSDOT Candidate 2012

Road

lanes, with curb, gutters and
sidewalks and drainage

improvements.

Transportation Element B-19
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State Projects

i Project Limits . 12040
Title [From-To, Description Sponsor  T2040 Status Comolgc;r;
NE 195" to SR 527 (a) Add 2 lanes NB and SB, except 1 WSDOT Candidate 2030
1-405 Corridor: SR 522 to I-5 lane NB between NE 195th St. and SR
(widening between NE 195th St 527 where NB lane previously built,
to SR 527) resulting in 5 lanes (1 HOV & 4 GP or
2 HOV & 3 GP) in each direction.
Includes the 4 ft. managed lane
buffer.
SR 522 @ Paradise Lake Road Paradise Lake Road Construct a new grade separated WSDOT Candidate 2020
Interchange diamond interchange.
SR 522 @ Paradise Lake Road to  Paradise Lake Roadto _Add two lanes converting a two lane  WSDOT Candidate 2020
Snohomish River - Widening Snohomish River highway to a four lane divided
highway. Complete construction of
the Fales/Echo Lake Interchange.
SR 522 (Nickel Snohomish River This project will widen SR 522 from WSDOT Approved 2020
bridge to US 2 the existing two lanes to four lanes
with median separation from the
Cathcart Road vicinity (Snohomish
River Bridge) to US 2. The proposed
action evaluated in this EA includes a
new bridge across the Snohomish
River, a wildlife crossing near
milepost 22, improvements to the
164th St. SE (W Main St) interchange,
and a new ramp connection and
improvements to the US 2
interchange.
Transportation Element B-20
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State Projects

. Project Limits — M
Title From-To Description Sponsor 12040 Status Completion
(From-To) Date
SR 524 (196th St SW) Widening 48" Ave W to 37th Ave Increase capacity of existing major Lynnwood Candidate 2012
W east-west 5 lane arterial by increasing

roadway section to 7 lanes, curb,
gutter and sidewalk (12 feet). The
City of Lynnwood is proposing BAT
lanes on this corridor but this is still
subject to public process.
SR 524 24" Ave to SR 527 Widen to five lanes adding two WSDOT Approved 2015
general purpose lanes and a wo-way-
left-turn-lane.
SR 529 - Ebey Slough Bridge MP 6.21 to MP 6.35 This project will replace the existing WSDOT Approved 2010
529/25 Replacement Ebey Slough Bridge, 529/25, with a
new fixed span structure and remove
the existing bridge structure. The
bridge will be widened from two to
four lanes to match the four-lane
roadway sections immediately before
and after the bridge.
SR 529 Interchange SR 529 to -5 Complete the current half Marysville Candidate 2018
interchange by constructing a new
Interstate 5 northbound off-ramp
onto SR 529 and new southbound on-
ramps from SR 529 to Interstate 5
SR 531 43" Ave to SR 9 Four-lane widening with intersection ~ WSDOT Candidate 2030

improvements

Transportation Element B-21
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APperahet
Sumrary-of-coststor-County-Read-Projects

2005-Adjusted Delars(thousands)
PrejeetLimits Readhway category S8R | “ogo5 pg1a| po13 025 | Prefesteest
ﬁ;ﬁeﬁ&&% N 116" Street NE | Majortmprevement | S $2,:262.000 $0 $2.262.000
Street Arterial-Total | $2,262.000 $6| $2,262:000
g;-meﬁue-% . 132" Street NE Majortmproverent | L $2.936.000 $2.936.000
152" Street NE Major-tmprovement E $2,936;000 $2,936,060
7" B—— . 108" Street NE Majortmprovement $2,262,000 $0 $2,262;000
) 100" Street NE Major-tmprovement $2,262,000 $0 $2,262;060
Arterial-Total | $4:524.000 $0| $4:524.000
83" -Avente-NE Soper Hill Road Minor Improvement | L $1:468;000 $1468;000
Soper-HiilRoed to- SR 526 44" Street NE Minertmprovement b $1,468,000 $1:468,000
60" Street NE Miror Improvement £ $3,468,000 $1,468,000
200" StreetNE No-Key-tntersection | M $635,000
53" Avente-NE-to-67"-AverueNE _ ,
%*W“%Nw No ey ntersection £ $794,000
Arteriat-Fotal $734:000
Transportation Element C-2
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Arteriat-Fotat $635:000
Shoutes-Road/ 00" Street-NE Ne-Key-Htersection $734;000
State Avenue (o 108™ Street NE
Arteriat-Fotat $734-600
267 Street SE Majertmprovement $3-309:366 - $3,309,306
T Vernon-Roat Majertmprovement $2:262:000 $0 $2,262;600
99" Avenue NE Minor-tmprovement $1;468;000 $1;468;060
Transportation Element C-3
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164" SR9 Major-tmproverment $6|  $2/540,600 $2,540.000
-Street-SEto-SR9 P
164"-Street-SE# .

Elliot Read $0 $2,540,000 $2,540,000
tewell-LarimerReadto-SR9
Breadway-Avende-to-Airportiay
4" Avente-W 108" Street SW Major tmprovement $2,262,000 $2,262;600
112" Street SW-to-Everett €/ .

112" Street SW vETy WiRor ,

tmprovement $565:500
28" Avenue-W SR 525 On/Ofl- .
164" Street- SW-to-SR-525-Off-Ramp Ramps $H134000 $H134000
36" Avente WA 35" Avenue W Ne-Key-tnterseetion
156™-Street SW-to- 148" -Street SW

Arterial-Fotat $0

52" Aventie-W 148" Street SW Minortmprovement $0|  $1270.000 $1.270.000
byanwood-CH—to-Bevery-Park-Reoad

BeveryPark .

E s Read $0 $1,270,000 $1,270,000
+16"-Street-SE 35%_Aventie-SE Minortmprovement $1.468.000 $1.468.000
Everett-C/L-to-35" Avenue SE
148" StreetSE Seattle HiftRoad | Minortmprevement $0|  $1:468:000 $1.468,000

o Hil .
Transportation Element C-4
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ProjectLimits Readway 206052042 260432025 Y
17T Stroet S Maple-Roac arch-Way Majortmproverment $2,936:000 $2,936;000
Lareh-Way-to-Ash-Way
+86"-Street SE Nekey-tnterseetion $565;500
Broek Blve—te-25" Avenue-SE

Arteriat-Fotat $565;560
180" Street SE o
25%_t0-35"-Aventie-SE 29 Brive Sk tmpreverment $565:560

Arteriat-Fotat $565;560
3’—';?*'5*"96{—95 . SunsetRead Major-Hraprovement $0|  $2,936,000 $2.936,000

-Avende-SEto-51-Avenue-SE
18O Stroet SR Snohomish-Avenue | Majortmprovement $2,262,000 $2,262;000
517 Avenue-SE-to-Snohomish-Avenude
180" Street SE . SR9 MirertHrprovement $0 $1,276,000 $1,276,000
Snehemish-Avenuet6-83"-Avenue-SE
83" Avenue SE Minotmprovement $6 $+276:600 $+276:600
iefde*"'—s-'t-Fee{—S-E Broadway-Avente | Majortmprovement $0 $2,540,000 $2,540,000
83" -Avenue-SEto-Broadway-Avenue
177" Place-SWY .
164" Street SW-to-MapleRead MapteRead $0|  $5270,000 $+276,600
EEES‘EEEEMrHef—m%pFevemeH{ 210, 219,

52" Avenue-W-to-Picnic-PointRoadf Road $5270,000 $5270,000
Transportation Element C-5
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ProjectLimits Readway 28052042 26432025 7
Ash-Way-to-Atrport Read/ 128" -Street | Way $6|  $2:540,000
SW N i
128" -Street-SW ;
I $0 $635,000
SR-99-te-Ash-Way
SR-99-teJeffersen-Way
Maner-Way th 148" Street-SW Major-Hmproverment $0 $2,936,000 $2,936,000
Jefferson-Way-te148"-Street SW
"'e';h'd"a“ rrvenue Sﬁ;,’ Meadow-Place-SW | Majortmprovement $0 $2,546:600 $2,540,000
130" -Street SEA3"-Avenue-SE " -
Meadew-Place-S\W-to-SR-96-(128" 3 Avenue-SE MajorHmproverment $0 $2.540,000 $2.540,000
228"-Street SE Ne-Key-trtersection $565;560 $0
39" t6-45" Avenue-SE
Arterialtotal $565;500 $0
ﬁf’% SR9 Minertmprovement $1-131.000 $6 $3:231.600
-Avente-SEte-SR9
Bestian-Reag/224"-Street SE/ No-key-tntersection $0 $734,606
#5* Avenue SE
Parad R to-King-Cotnty-Line ArterialFotat $0 $+34;000
SR-522-te-UGA-Beundary
ArterialFotat $9 $635;000
Transportation Element C-6
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ProjectLimits Reachway 20652012 | 26432625
BamsenRead/N-BDamsen-Read teganRead Majortmprovement $0 $2,936;060 $2;936;000
SR 524 totogan-Rond N-DamsonRoead Major-tmprovement $0 $2;,936;000 $2;936;000
212" Street SW-to-Cypress-Way teg) || Majortmprovement $0|  $2546:000|  $2:540:000
28" Avenue W Major-tmprovement $6 $2,546,000 $2,546,060
Lareh-Way Major-tmprovement $0 $2;546;000 $2;546;000
areh-Way No Key littersection $0
Eypressto-tocust ArteralFotal $9
toganReasd No Key littersection $0
Leeust-Way-to-Damsen-Read ArtorialTotat 50
Two-Way-teftFuratanesTotal | $38;000;000
FotalALOStH | $165:474306
)
Transportation Element C-7
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APPENDIX C

Supportive City Street Improvements

Various cities are proposing to enhance capacity and traffic flow on city streets by significantly
widening lanes, adding through and/or turn lanes, adding walkways, improving positive guidance and
implementing traffic control revisions. The primary intent of these improvements is to enhance
existing street capacity in order to safely and efficiently handle existing and future traffic on city
streets. A secondary benefit to Snohomish County is that many of these city street improvements
will help handle traffic generated by the county’s planned land use and the associated growth.

Appendix C presents various improvements to city streets to serve the city’s planned land use and
that are supportive of the county’s comprehensive plan. The list of city projects was developed by
selecting projects from the 2013-2018 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and long range
transportation plans for each jurisdiction. The projects had to meet the criteria of having lane
capacity expansions, new roads, or street extensions to be placed on the list. Appendix C also
includes four tribal road improvement projects.

Key to project listing columns

COLUMN DESCRIPTION

City Name of jurisdiction

Project The title of the project

From The starting point of the project
To The ending point of the project
Description Details about the project
Transportation Element C-8
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Appendix C
Summary of City Projects Within Snohomish County

City Projects

City Project From To Description

Preliminary planning complete,

working on design pending

additional funding(Widen to 5 lanes
Arlington WSDOT - SR 531; 43rd Ave to 67th Ave 43rd Ave NE  67th Ave NE in '08 TE) (4 lanes)

Work with WSDOT on preliminary

planning activities - widen to 4

lanes, 6' sidewalk on the south and

an 8' nonmotorized path on the

north connecting to the Centennial

Trail at the intersection of 67th and
Arlington WSDOT - SR 531: 67th Ave to SR 9 67th Ave NE SR9 SR 531

(See attached project map) Planning
and coordination with West
Smokey Point Blvd 200th St NE to SR 530 Arlington Plan to Determine
Arlington PLANNING (Widen to 3 lanes) 200th St NE SR 530 Improvements (Widen to 3 lanes)

(See attached project map) Planning
and coordination with West
Arlington Plan to Determine

Smokey Point Blvd 175th Pl to 200th St NE Improvements (Widen to 5 Lanes
PLANNING (Widen to 5 Lanes 175th to 188th 175th to 188th then 3 lanes 188th
Arlington then 3 lanes 188th to 200th) 175th Pl 200th St NE to 200th)
Arlington Cemetery Rd — 47th Ave to 67th Ave 47th Ave 67th Ave Widen to 3 lanes
Transportation Element C-10
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City Projects

City Project From To Description
New 3 lane industrial standard road
Arlington Valley Road - 67th Ave NE to 204th St connecting 67th Ave NE to 204th St
Arlington NE 67th Ave NE  204th St NE NE. Low impact design
(See attached project map) Seeking
funding for Phase Il. New Arterial
Airport Blvd - Extend 51st Ave to 188th Street extending from SR 531 North to
(PHASE | & 11) (5lanes from South City limits to 188th Street. (5 lanes from South
176th where it curves NW) (3 lanes from 176th City limits to 176th where it curves
Arlington to 188th) SR 531 188th St NW) (3 lanes from 176th to 188th)
Arlington 63rd Ave NE — SR 531 to 188th St NE SR 531 188th St NE Widen to 3 lanes
Arlington 59th Avenue NE — SR 531 to 195th SR 531 195th st Widen to 3 lanes
3 lane road extension (verify
Arlington 59th Ave — 195th St to Cemetery Rd 195th St Cemetery Rd possibility with Airport)
Arlington 51st Avenue NE — SR 531 to 164th Street NE SR 531 164th St NE Widen to 3 lanes
Arlington 47th Ave NE - 188th St NE to Cemetery Rd 188th St NE Cemetery Rd Widen to 3 lanes
Arlington 43rd Ave —172nd St to 162nd St 172nd St 162nd St New 3 lane connection
Smokey
Arlington 188th St NE — Smokey Point Blvd to 47th Ave Point Blvd 47th Ave Widen to 3 lanes
Arlington 188th St NE - 59th Ave NE to 67th Ave NE 59th Ave NE  67th Ave NE Widen to 3 lanes
New 2 lane connection with
sidewalks both sides. The total
project estimate is S5M and was
prepared by Snoh. County. The
Arlington 186th St NE - SR 9 to City Limits SR9 City Limits City's portion (SR 9 to CL) is $2M

Transportation Element C-11
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City Projects

City Project From To Description
Arlington 180th St NE — 59th Ave NE to 67th Ave NE 59th Ave NE  67th Ave NE Widen to 3 lanes
Arlington 172nd St NE - SR 9 to 91st Ave SR 9 91st Ave Widen to 3 lanes
Smokey
Arlington 162nd St - Smokey Point Blvd to 63rd Ave Point Blvd 63rd Ave 3 lanes road extension (ECON DEV)
Road widening to a 5 lane
configuration with intermittent
Bothell Way (Formerly SR 527) Widening: NE median landscaping where feasible.
Bothell 188th Street SE to 240th Street SE NE 188th St 240th St SE Due
Add a third southbound lane as well
as provision for nonmotorized and
SR 527: SR 524 to 1-405 SB Lane and access management enhancement
Bothell Intersection Improvements SR 524 1-405 along the corridor.
Bothell Way (Formerly SR 527) Widening: 240th Street  228th Street
Bothell 240th Street SE to 228th Street SE SE SE Widen to 5 lanes
Additional lane eastbound, lane
westbound, & center turn lane on
228th Street between 19th Avenue
228th Street widening from 19th Avenue SE to SE and 39th Avenue SE. (Total 5
Bothell 39th Avenue SE 19th Ave SE  39th Ave SE lanes)

Transportation Element C-12
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City Projects

City Project From To Description
Building a roadway with a collector
designation to connect 20th Ave SE
in the Canyon Park Business center
20th Ave SE Extension Feasibility Study (SR-524 north to the Maltby Road (SR 524).

Bothell to 214th) (2 lanes) SR 524 214th St SE (2 lanes)

Bothell 35th Ave SE 240th St SE 228th St SE Widen to 3 lanes
Widen to three lanes with curb,
gutter, and sidewalk (as per Pine

Edmonds 238th Street SW, SR104 - 84th Avenue W SR 104 84th Ave W Street Ferry Access Study)
Construct connection of 228th
Street SW between SR 99 and 76th
Avenue W (Three lanes)
lanes with curb, gutter, and
sidewalk). Install traffic signal at
228th Street SW and SR 99. Install
median on SR 99 to prohibit SB LT
movements at 76th Ave W.

Edmonds 228th Street SW, SR99 - 76th Avenue W SR 99 76th Ave W SR 99.
Widen the Trestle to 3 lanes in each

Everett US-2 Trestle widening from I-5 to SR 204 I-5 SR 204 direction (2 GP & 1 HOV)

Everett SR-527 widening: 112th to 132nd 112th St SE 132nd St SE Widen to 5 lanes

Transportation Element C-13
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City Projects

City

Project

From

To

Description

Everett

Everett

Everett

Everett

Everett

SR 526/ Hardeson Road Interchange

South Broadway: SR 526 to 41st Street

SE Everett Mall Way (SR 99 to SR 526)

Riverfront (Simpson) Site Access Improvements

(Street) (2 new lanes)

East Marine View Dr.: |-5 to Broadway

SR 99

41st St

Broadway

Only for Boeing peak direction (SEE
ATTACHED DRAWING) (Half
Diamond) WB off-ramp to 80th St
SW & EB on-ramp lanes - one from
Hardeson Rd & another one from W
Casino Rd

Adds capacity by adding additional
lanes from current 2 to a 3 lane
configuration with improved LT
handling at key intersections. Adds
bike lanes and sidewalks for
nonmotorized capacity.

Adds Capacity by extending a NB RT
pocket into a full length auxiliary
lane.

(See attached project map) New
access and capacity to mixed use
development site. (This is the main
access to the Riverfront
Development site.) 2 new lanes

Project Complete; added lane
capacity, improved truck access and
nonmotorized capacity. Already
completed, increased from 2 lanes
to: 3 lanes north of 16th and 4 lanes
south of 16th

Transportation Element C-14
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City Projects

City Project From To Description
(See attached project map)
Conversion of informal gravel access
road to full design collector street.
(2 lanes)Provides lane capacity (2
new lanes )to new development
Chestnut St. /Eclipse Mill Road. Improvements site. (This is the north end access to
Everett (Pacific to 36th) Pacific Ave. 36th Street the Riverfront Development site.)
Would add capacity by adding lanes,
going from 2 to a 3 lane
configuration and adding LT lanes at
key intersections. Adds
Broadway Corridor Improvements (SR 529 to nonmotorized capacity by providing
Everett SR 526) SR 529 SR 526 facilities for peds and bikes.
Project Complete; Added to
East of Smith capacity to serve development.
Everett 41st Over BNSF to Riverfront / Simpson Ave Riverfront Added 2 new lanes
New section of roadway in
unopened R/W. Adds capacity and
92nd Street grid connectivity. Would add 2 new
Everett 3rd Avenue SE Improvements (Street) SE 95th Street SE  lanes and nonmotorized capacity.
Project Completed this summer;
added additional lanes from 4 to 5
112th Street SW-SE Street Improvements (I-5 lane configuration with additional
Everett to SR 527) Interstate 5 SR 527 turn capacity at SR 527
Transportation Element C-15
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City Projects

City Project From To Description
Would add capacity by adding lanes;
100th Street SW Street Improv. (4th Ave. W. to going to a 3 lane configuration
Everett Airport) Airport Road 4th Ave. W Increase from two to three lanes
100th Street SE Improvements (SR 527 to 7th Would add new lanes and capacity
Everett Ave SE) SR 527 7th Ave SE New alighment, 3 lane capacity
100th Street SE Improvements (7th Ave to Evergreen Would add new lanes and capacity
Everett Evergreen) 7th Ave SE Way New alighment, 3 lane capacity
20th St SE- Phase Il - roadway widening, new
sidewalks, improved access (Hwy 2 to 91st Ave Roadway widening (4 lanes), new
Lake Stevens SE) Hwy 2 91st Ave SE sidewalks, improved access.
New/Expanded Road - Poplar Extension Bridge Alderwood
Lynnwood (196th St SW to AMB) 196th St SW  Mall Blvd New connection 5 lanes
Alderwood
New/Expanded Road - Maple Road Extension Mall
Lynnwood (AMP to 32nd Ave W) Parkway 32nd Ave W New connection 3 lanes
New/Expanded Road - 52nd Ave W (168th St
Lynnwood SW to 176th St SW) 168th St SW  176th St SW Add two way center turn lane
not much new capacity; conversion
of 4 way stop at 172nd to a
roundabout; extend existing five
lane section currently ending just
south of maple road to the north
New/Expanded Road - 36th Ave W (Maple side of maple road; align maple with
Lynnwood Road to 164th St SW) Maple Road  164th St SW 189th (currently an offset “T”)
New/Expanded Road - 33rd Ave W Extension
Lynnwood (Maple Road) Maple Road Maple Road New Extension 3 lanes

Transportation Element
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City Projects

City Project From To Description
New/Expanded Road - 33rd Ave W Extension
Lynnwood (33rd Ave W to 184th St SW) 33rd Ave W 184th St SW New Extension 3 lanes
New/Expanded Road - 33rd Ave W Extension Alderwood
Lynnwood (184th St SW to AMP) 184th St SW  Mall Parkway New Extension 3 lanes
New/Expanded Road - 204th St SW (68th Ave
Lynnwood W to SR 99) 68th Ave W SR 99 New connection 3 lanes
Increase from 3 lanes to 5 ONLY
New/Expanded Road - 200th St SW (64th Ave between Scriber Lake Road & 64th
Lynnwood W to 48th Ave 