City of Richland Resolution No. 100-20 temporarily designates virtual locations for all municipal meetings. This meeting
will be conducted remotely via Zoom. Members of the public may attend this meeting remotely by selecting the Zoom
link or by calling the phone numbers provided.

Agenda
Parks and Recreation Commission Meeting
Thursday, June 10, 2021
Join the Zoom meeting here
Richland  pyblic Meeting Access: (206) 337-9723 or (253) 215-8782
/ Meeting ID No. 814 1092 7563

Commission Members: Chair Gutierrez, Vice-Chair Buelt and Members Aldous, Andrews, Arnquist, Brooks,
Henry, Mason and Sloughter

Liaisons: Council Liaison Kent
Staff Liaison: Parks and Public Facilities Director Schiessl

Regular Meeting - 6:00 p.m. (Via Zoom)

Welcome
Pledge of Allegiance

Roll Calli

Approval of Agenda: (Approved by Motion)

Approval of the June 10, 2021 Parks and Recreation Commission Meeting Agenda

Approval of Minutes: (Approved by Motion)

Approval of the May 13, 2021 Parks and Recreation Commission Meeting Minutes
Council Liaison Report:
Recreation Report:
Parks & Public Facilities Report:
Public Comments:
Presentations:

I. 2020 Park Partnership Program Project Update
- Pauline Schafer

Unfinished Business:
New Business:

I. 2022-2027 Transportation Improvement Program


https://cityofrichlandwa.zoom.us/j/81410927563

- Pete Rogalsky, Public Works Director

2. Badger Mountain Park Wall Ball Proposal
- Joe Schiessl, Parks & Public Facilities Director

Commission Comments:

Adjournment

The next Parks and Recreation Commission Workshop is Thursday, June 24, 2021
The next Parks and Recreation Commission Meeting is Thursday, July 8, 2021

This meeting is broadcast live on CityView Channel 192 and online at ci.richland.wa.us

Richland City Hall is ADA accessible. Requests for sign interpreters, audio equipment, and/or other
special services must be received 48 hours prior to the meeting by calling the City Clerk’s Office at 942-7389.



MINUTES

Richland Parks and Recreation Commission Meeting
Thursday, May 13, 2021 ~ 6:00 p.m.
Remote Meeting via Zoom

CALL TO ORDER:
Vice Chair Buelt called the remote meeting to order at 6:00 p.m.
ATTENDANCE:

Vice Chair Buelt and Commissioners Andrews, Aldous, Arnquist, Mason, Sloughter and
Brooks were present.

Chair Gutierrez and Commissioner Henry were absent.

Also, in attendance were Parks and Public Facilities Director Schiessl, Parks and
Recreation Manager Jackson and Council Liaison Kent.

APPROVAL OF THE MAY 13, 2021 AGENDA:

Commissioner Andrews moved to approve the May 13, 2021 Parks and Recreation
Commission meeting agenda. Commissioner Mason seconded the motion. The
motion carried 7-0.

APPROVAL OF THE MARCH 11, 2021 MEETING MINUTES:

Commissioner Andrews moved to approve the March 11, 2021 Parks and
Recreation Commission meeting minutes. Commissioner Sloughter seconded the
motion. The motion carried 7-0.

PUBLIC COMMENTS:

None

UNFINISHED BUSINESS:

None
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NEW BUSINESS:

1. Trail Speeds and E-Bikes
Joe Schiessl, Parks and Public Facilities Director

Over the past year the City of Richland Parks and Recreation Commission has been
considering the growing use of electric bicycles and scooters on Richland's streets,
sidewalks, paved and unpaved pathways. The Commission is considering a
recommendation for maximum speed limits (15 mph) on all paved, shared-use pathways
(such as Keene Road Pathway, Riverfront Trail, Bypass Shelterbelt Trail, Urban
Greenbelt Trail, Sacagawea Trail, and the Vantage Highway Trail) in addition to additional
reduced speed limits (5 mph) along congested portions of paved, shared-use pathways
such as in Howard Amon and Leslie Groves Parks. The Commission is also considering
the use of electric assist bicycles on unpaved, soft-surface trails in the parks system
including WE Johnson Park, Bateman Island, Amon Natural Preserve, Columbia Point
South, Yakima Delta, and other locations.

The State of Washington currently prohibits electric assist bicycles on unpaved "natural
tread surfaces" (in Richland's case meaning dirt or sand trails in various locations) and
allows electric assist bicycles on other unpaved soft surface trails improved with improved
"tread surfaces" (in Richland's case meaning trails improved with gravel or wood chips in
various locations). The State permits local governments to allow for electric assist
bicycles on all unpaved trails, and without such an affirmative action, the RCW prohibits
electric assist bicycles on "natural tread surfaces." The Parks and Recreation
Commission is considering a recommendation to prohibit electric assist bicycles on
unpaved soft surface trails.

There are three defined categories of electric assist bicycles and the State of Washington
currently prohibits the most powerful Class 3 electric assist bicycles on "shared use
paths." The Parks and Recreation Commission is considering allowing all classes of
electric assist bicycles, including Class 3, on shared use paths subject to speed limits.

This is an opportunity for the Parks and Recreation Commission to hear from interested
persons and groups regarding the pros and cons of trail speed limits, and the
appropriateness of electric assist bicycles on natural surface trails and other soft surface
trails in Richland. Staff will overview the various issues and share images, aerial
photography, and maps as an introduction to the subject. Each member of the public will
have an opportunity to provide up to a three-minute comment on the issues, and the Parks
and Recreation Commission will discuss the matter in a workshop setting and consider
the feedback received. The Parks and Recreation Commission will not be making a formal
recommendation on this subject at the meeting but will engage in dialogue and
conversation on the issue.

The State Legislature recently took up this matter and directed the Washington State
Department of Fish and Wildlife and the Department of Natural Resources to undertake
studies and to receive public input for lands managed by these State departments. Benton
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County has also begun a process to hear from area stakeholders on this issue related to
County park land. While not necessary, it could be beneficial to develop a consistent
approach on this subject throughout the Tri-Cities.

Discussion only, no recommended motion.
PUBLIC COMMENT - TRAIL SPEEDS AND E-BIKES

William Bennett, 712 Riverside Drive, West Richland
W. Bennett expressed his concerns with safety on allowing E-Bikes on soft surface
trails and would like the commission to consider E-Bikes as motorized vehicles.

Mary Bennett, 712 Riverside Drive, West Richland
M. Bennett expressed her concerns with E-Bikes on soft surface trails and explained
the challenges of allowing motorized vehicles the soft surface trails. Mrs. Bennett would
like for the commission to consider not approving E-Bikes on soft surface trails.

Dori Luzzo Gilmour, 2051 Howell Avenue, Richland
Luzzo Gilmour provided her support of E-Bikes on all trails including soft surface trails.
Ms. Luzzo Gilmore believes there will not be conflict with E-Bikes on soft surface trails
and also that there would be no way to enforce speed limits.

Nancy Doran, 1516 Johnston Avenue, Richland
Doran commented on E-Bike and E-Scooter use on mixed-use trails and strongly
suggests speed limitations on the trails. Doran considers E-Bikes an electric vehicle
and would also suggest keeping E-Bikes off soft surface trails and would like to see
police officers on bikes assist with patrolling and educating those that the trails.

David Beach, 8107 West Imnaha Avenue, Kennewick
Beach, Board of Directors representative for Bike Tri-Cities organization voiced the
organizations interest in assisting the city and other jurisdictions with developing fair,
workable, uniform, and consistent policies for E-Bike users. Beach stated that generally
Bike Tri-Cities suggests that most bicyclist be treated the same, whether human
powered or E-assisted on shared-use trails.

Michelle Ellis, 901 Birch Avenue, Richland
Ellis owner of an e-bike spoke on behalf of her family and their use of all the local trails
including soft surface trails to commute. Ellis believes that pedal assist is comparable
to a regular bike. Ms. Ellis believes that limiting e-bikes and imposing a speed limit is
short-sided and not the approach that should be considered for the city on becoming a
“bike-friendly” community.

Parks and Recreation Commission Meeting Minutes May 13, 2021 Page 3



The following individuals submitted comments to be read aloud by staff liaison:
(Comments attached)

Francesca Maier, 2146 Hudson Avenue, Richland

Doug Wedsworth, 1935 Hetrick Street, Richland

Cindy Faith, 25206 South Finley Road, Kennewick

Carl Berkowitz, 554 Franklin Street, Richland

Laila Krowiak, 1523 Haines Avenue, Richland

Dana Ward, 10112 Maple Drive, Pasco

Margaret Shearer, 218 West Kennewick Avenue, Kennewick
Maggie Vincent, 2512 West Klamath Avenue, Kennewick
Dirk Peterson, 2107 Rainer Avenue, Richland

Amy Smull, 200 West 43 Place, Kennewick

Kurt Maier, 2146 Hudson Avenue, Richland
ADJOURNMENT:

Meeting adjourned at 7:50 p.m.

Reviewed by: Joe Schiessl, Parks and Public Facilities Director

Prepared by:

Patty Roe, Administrative Assistant Il

Approved by:

Chair Maria Gutierrez, Richland Parks and Recreation Commission
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City of Richland

2021 Meeting Dates

I wish to comment using the

Public Comments to be read aloud
by staff at the meeting:

Full Name

Address:

Email

2021 PRC Meeting Comment Card Submitted On:

May 10, 2021 4:17pm
America/Los_Angeles

May 13, 2021

Online Form - comments to be read aloud by staff during the public comments portion of the

meeting

| oppose setting speed limits on shared use trails. Most people, especially children, do not have
speedometers on their bicycles. When | talked with a Richland police officer, he felt it was
impossible to enforce a speed limit on a trail. Such code will not achieve the intended outcome,
which is: shared use paths that are safe and pleasant for all to use! Our code should be
enforceable and easy for people, especially children, to comply with, e.qg. yielding to
pedestrians, passing distances. The RPD officer suggested instead that we install better trail
etiquette signage. Shared electric scooters like Lime or Bird have speed-limiting technology that
can limit speeds within a geofence. This is used in places like Santa Monica, CA. | fully support
good trail etiquette, but do not believe speed limits to be a useful tool to achieve that outcome.

Francesca

Maier

2146 Hudson Avenue, Richland, WA, USA



2021 PRC Meeting Comment Card Submitted On:

City of Richland

Richland

2021 Meeting Dates

1 wish to comment using the

Public Comments to be read aloud
by staff at the meeting:

Full Name

Address:

Email

May 12, 2021 1:47pm
America/Los_Angeles

May 13, 2021

Online Form - comments to be read aloud by staff during the public comments portion of the

meeting

My name is Doug Wadsworth, | am a middle-aged North Richland Resident. | would comment
verbally, but | am required to work late this evening. | commute daily on my bicycle from North
Richland, along the paved pathways that follow along the river, and then up through South
Kennewick to my workplace. | am opposed to a 15 mph cycling speed limit along these paved
paths. Obviously, anytime there is any congestion or slow-moving cyclists or pedestrians on the
pathway, | slow down drastically to ensure maximum safety for everyone. However, many of
these paved pathways are dedicated for cycling, and are completely empty of any other users
95% of the time. A 15 mph speed limit is much too low to be consistent with a time-effective
cycling work commute for me. In addition, it is uncommon for cyclists to have speedometers,
and it would be distracting to try to read the tiny numbers on the ones that do exist, without
contributing to distracted cycling accidents, not to mention the problem with the enforceability of
cycling speed limits. | request that a 15 mph cycling speed limit is not enacted on Richland's
paved pathways. Thank you.

Doﬁg
Wadsworth

1935 Hetrick Street, Richland, WA, USA



City of Richland

Richiand

2021 Meeting Dates

I wish to comment using the

Public Comments to be read aloud

by staff at the meeting:

Full Name

Address:

Email

2021 PRC Meeting Comment Card Submitted On:

May 12, 2021 9:22pm
America/Los_Angeles

May 13, 2021

Online Form - comments to be read aloud by staff during the public comments portion of the
meeting

1. All e-bikes should be recognized as Motorized Vehicles (E means electric Motors)

2. Everyone should have a place to ride, play, walk, without pushing existing users off the trails.
How will the City of Richland work to accomplish, this.... including looking at data? ? Wait? What
data? Who will collect it? Data on accidents/Injuries/deaths?

3.What about a family with young children, kids running ahead on a trail that has poor sight
lines. Bikes at if there is a speed coming downhill could cause a bad incident; especially if it is a
soft surface trail.

4.Education and awareness of other users on trail, signage, etc. is critical. Why can't we push
back and make the ebike manufacturers help with that too.

The technology is changing rapidly and in Washington state the category of bike is not
immediately recognizable. How will enforcement be accomplished if Class 1 is allowed, but 2 is
not, and 3 cam go up to 28 mph?

Cindy
Faith

25206 South Finley Road, Kennewick, WA, USA



City of Richland

2021 Meeting Dates

I wish to comment using the

Public Comments to be read aloud
by staff at the meeting:

Full Name

2021 PRC Meeting Comment Card Submitted On:

May 13, 2021 9:28am
America/Los_Angeles

May 13, 2021

Online Form - comments to be read aloud by staff during the public comments portion of the
meeting

I would like to offer the following comments for your consideration as you recommend policies
for the use of electric bicycles and scooters on Richland’s paved shared-use pathways and
unpaved soft-surface trails. | will argue that these motorized bikes are not compatible with

pedestrian and other non-motorized activities on our paved and unpaved trails.

E-bike enthusiasts have many reasons for their support of mechanical assist. Many of their
arguments are reasonable for the elderly, disabled or those who, for legitimate reasons, cannot
ride for any distance or keep up with their fellow riders. However, these arguments overlook the
impact of e-bikes on pedestrians and other non-motorized users of both our paved and soft

trails.

I've observed that a characteristic speed for a non-assisted bicycle is of the order of 10 miles
per hour, with a range typically of +/- 5 mph. | think it reasonable to say that with e- bikes, the
average speed will increase by at least 5 mph, pushing it to ~15mph, with a range of +/-5mph.
While this may work well for the e-bike riders, it bodes very poorly for pedestrians (including the
disabled) and slower non-assisted cyclists.

One solution proposed to resolve the conflict between the faster moving e-bikes and
pedestrian/non-motorized vehicles is posting speed limits. | question the efficacy of this
approach for either paved or soft trails. Joe Schiess| may recall discussions he and | had with
our local police chiefs in which they made clear that policing the trails for speed infractions was
not considered a wise use of their resources. Unless this situation has changed, it seems naive
to post speed limits on the trails and expect compliance with such rules. Many bikes don’t have
cyclometers so riders wouldn't even know if they're exceeding a posted speed limit.
Alternatively, if posted signs are there to limit liability to the city for accidents associated with
exceeding posted speed limits, then their intent is clearly other than facilitating use and

enjoyment of the paths.

As motorized bicycles/scooters are encouraged, | anticipate they will have a growing negative
impact on pedestrians and other non-motorized users. As an alternative, | propose that the
Parks and Recreation Commission recommend policy that encourages, where possible, all
motorized bicycles/scooters to use side streets adjacent to our paved paths and to preclude
their use altogether on unpaved soft-surface trails (both natural tread and improved). This would
allow pedestrians, disabled individuals, joggers, photographers and other passive users to
continue enjoying scenery and natural features without the additional worry of being struck by a

vehicle moving faster than those already on the trails.

Thank you for considering this alternative perspective regarding motorized bikes and scooters

on a system of trails designed for the use of non-motorized users.

Carl Berkowitz
Richland, WA

Carl



Berkowitz

Address: 544 Franklin Street, Richland, WA, USA

Email \



City of Richland

2021 Meeting Dates

I wish to comment using the

Public Comments to be read aloud
by staff at the meeting:

Full Name

Address:

Email

2021 PRC Meeting Comment Card Submitted On:

May 13, 2021 1:20pm
America/Los_Angeles

May 13, 2021

Online Form - comments to be read aloud by staff during the public comments portion of the
meeting

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed bicycle regulations. Please consider
accessibility and inclusivity of users of all ages and abilities in your policy.

I am a middle aged mother with a toddler and a bad knee. My family enjoys living in downtown
Richland because of its relative connectivity by foot and bicycle. We rarely have a need to drive
our car. My bad knee limits my ability to walk and bicycle long distances or carry extra weight.
Having a class | electric assist bicycle makes running errands and getting around with a 2yr old
possible for me. Class | ebikes are pedal assist bicycles that top out at 20mph, effortlessly
riding at 10-15mph, as a good road bike does. | hope to continue bicycling as a form of
transportation and recreation as my son grows.

This spring | discovered the joy of bicycling from our home through Columbia Point and Chamna,
regularly patronizing the Amethyst Creamery along our route. The gravel and soft trails allow us
access to the natural beauty of these open spaces. Having an electric assist bicycle makes it
possible for us to bicycle the three miles there. The weight and design of my bicycle is heavier
and less maneuverable than an analog mountain bike, limiting my trail speed considerably.

We get around town on low stress back roads and separated paths, adjusting our speeds
appropriately to route conditions. Unfortunately there are many places where sharing streets
with vehicles is unsafe. Sharing congested multiuse paths with pedestrians becomes our only
safe option. | suggest that instead of discouraging and restricting bicyclists, the city look to
encourage bicycling by providing more alternative safe bicycle routes. Providing bicyclists with
attractive and safe options encourages bicycling for users of all ages and abilities. Data from
the 20th century has made it abundantly clear that auto traffic speeds greater than 20mph are
inappropriate and unsafe in urban and residential areas. | encourage the city to focus on making
walking and bicycling safer instead of discouraging it through restrictive policy.

Laila

Krowiak

1523 Hains Avenue, Richland, WA, USA



City of Richland

2021 Meeting Dates

I wish to comment using the

Public Comments to be read aloud

by staff at the meeting:

Full Name

Address:

Email

2021 PRC Meeting Comment Card Submitted On:

May 13, 2021 2:07pm
America/Los_Angeles

May 13, 2021

Online Form - comments to be read aloud by staff during the public comments portion of the
meeting

LOWER COLUMBIA BASIN AUDBON SOCIETY
PO BOX 1900, RICHLAND, WA 99352

The Lower Columbia Basin Audubon Society (LCBAS) appreciates the opportunity to provide
comments about e-hikes and e-scooters on unpaved soft trails, both natural tread and
improved. Many of the City's soft trails are in areas that are Preserves or natural areas, e.qg.,
Amon, Bateman, Chamna, Columbia Point South, Little Badger, WE Johnson, and the Yakima
Delta. According to the City’s Parks & Rec Master Plan 2019-2025, trails in these areas are
“designed to reduce impacts to the natural environment.” Like many in the community, LCBAS
members use the City’s unpaved trails for walking/strolling and for birding or generally enjoying
nature. These areas and uses are incompatible with e-bikes and e-scooters which allow and
encourage the riders to travel at higher speeds. As a result, they are inappropriate on trails
already well used by pedestrians (adults and children) and other non-

motorized users. They also have a negative impact on wildlife in these natural areas.

Some non-motorized bicyclists already ride at dangerous and inconsiderate speeds on both
paved shared-use paths and soft trails. We anticipate it will become worse if e-bikes/e-scooters
are permitted, thereby encouraging people to go even faster. And since these bikes are heavier
than traditional bikes, we expect they will have a greater impact on both people and trails.
Speed limits are unnecessary for considerate bike riders and, while they might remind some to
slow down, unenforced and unenforceable speed limits on the trails are worthless for safety

purposes.

We strongly support use of e-bikes for transportation and encourage the City to improve the

safety of our streets for both non-motorized and motorized bicyclists/scooter riders.

Sincerely,

Dana Carl Ward

Conservation Chair, LCBAS

Dana
WARD

10112 Maple Drive, Pasco, WA, USA



City of Richland

2021 Meeting Dates

I wish to comment using the

Public Comments to be read aloud

by staff at the meeting:

2021 PRC Meeting Comment Card Submitted On:

May 13, 2021 3:21pm
America/Los_Angeles

May 13, 2021

Online Form - comments to be read aloud by staff during the public comments portion of the

meeting

Wheelhouse Bike Community, 501(c)3

A Was hington Non-Profit Bicycle Advocacy Organization

218 West Kennewick Avenue, Kennewick, WA 99336 (509) 820 - 3047

Dear Richland Parks and Recreation Commission,

We at Wheelhouse Bike Community commend you on your efforts to make accessibility and
safety of those using active transportation a priority. We have continued to enjoy Richland’s
robust support for safe, equitable, and diverse options for transportation options throughout the
City.

As a community of over 300 bicycle enthusiasts, we have concerns about the process used to
propose the E-Bike and Bicycle Speed Limit policies as recently contemplated by the City. In
cases of multi-use public facilities, the issues are complex. Bringing experts and
representatives from the key stakeholders together to collaborate would provide solutions
based on facts, creativity, and investment of the users, thereby providing for a more equitable

and well assessed solution.

As the contemplated proposals are being looked at as a template for other governmental
organizations in our community we feel that it is imperative that the City lead by example in
soliciting robust fact-based public input and explore all impacts, positive and negative, prior to
making these policy decisions.

While we as a bicycle advocacy organization are not even familiar with all of the
recommendations or solutions, we believe some of the comments and contemporaneous
concerns shared thus far about these policies are based in emotional, situational, and
experiential bias. We believe some of this bias has been extrapolated into policymaking, and
may unintentionally prohibit, limit, or deny access to underrepresented and financially insecure
members of our community.

Below we've catalogued a few of the misconceptions or situational biases we've heard from this
process and our brief, albeit incomplete, response we feel you should consider before moving

forward.
Bias: “E-Bikes Destroy Trails.”
Response: E-Bikes, like other modes of transportation have impacts on trail resiliency and

degradation. However, motororized or non-motorized, a majority of bicycles can be ridden at the

same speeds, have the same weight, tire size, tire tread regardless of their propulsion and



Full Name

Address:

have little variation in their ability to ‘degrade’ a surface. Propulsion of electric motor bicycles

Bias: “E-Bikes are noisy.”

Response: An e-bike, by virtue of the ‘e’ are electric motors, which are virtually silent
electromagnetic motors. Other single and dual track vehicles with customized internal
combustion engines are noisy due to movement of internal components and exhaust, but that

isn't what is being contemplated by these policies.

Bias: “E-Bikes go too fast.”

Response: The highest class (3) of e-bikes can go 28 miles-per-hour; however, this is with
throttle assist. Most Class 1 and Class 2 e-bikes are limited below 20 miles-per-hour or less to
conserve available energy from limited size on-board batteries. While it is possible to limit
speeds, this is not practical in practice. Most Class 1 e-bikes do not come with a speedometer,
and requiring one adds too great a cost to someone that may already have barriers to access
affordable and efficient transportation.

Bias: “Bicyclists go too fast in congested areas.”

Response: Again, many self-propelled bicycles can achieve the top speed or more of an e-bike or
e-assist bicycle depending on the user, and this is an ineffective measure to derive policy from.
Bicyclists should be required to adhere to common sense traffic flow and density requirements
and cycling behavior should be reinforced through education and trail etiquette. Deriving policy
from automobile enforcement practices is not an apples-to-apples comparison and the
equipment required by an operator is not an equitable expense considering there is no proof

that accurate measurement of compliance is achievable,

Further, we ask you to consider these practical applications that extend and expand usage of
public facilities with equity and diversity in mind:

National Parks allow all classes of e-bikes on trails; “...those e-bikes must be pedaled like
standard Class 1 e-bikes while on national park trails.” https://electrek.co/2019/09/02/electric-
bicycles-allowed-in-national-parks/

American with Disabilities Act revised to permit electric bicycles, by including reasonable use or
power-driven “mobility devices” upon public facilities to improve access of physically disabled.
https://electricbikereport.com/americans-with-disabilities-act-revisions-open-bike-paths-and-rails -
to-trails-to-cyclists-with-dis abilities/

The accessibility and safety of vulnerable users is in question as we look at enforcement of
these proposals. Please convene a collaborative group to explore these very complex issues
and consider methods that work for all user groups and assess the true impact to trail integrity
throughout the area.

Sincerely,

Wheelhouse Board of Directors
Margaret Shearer, President

Margaret

Shearer

218 West Kennewick Avenue, Kennewick, WA, USA



City of Richland

Richland

2021 Meeting Dates

I wish to comment using the

Public Comments to be read aloud
by staff at the meeting:

Full Name

Address:

Email

2021 PRC Meeting Comment Card Submitted On:

May 13, 2021 3:25pm
America/Los_Angeles

May 13, 2021

Online Form - comments to be read aloud by staff during the public comments portion of the
meeting

Dear Richland Parks and Recreation Commission,

I am coming to you about the E-Bike and Bicycle Speed Limit proposals. As a certified bicycle
safety educator, | am concerned about the ambiguity created for bicycle riders by these
proposals.

It is difficult for new riders to understand bicycle safety based on national, state, and local rules.
Adding rulings that are ambiguous and difficult for bicycle riders to understand and comply with
adds to non-compliance.

Trying to determine which trails are "soft trails" is very confusing, particularly since many of the
favored riding spaces include both types.

To determine speed on conveyances that have do not come with a speedometer ensures
confusion and sacrifices safety for riders. It is inequitable to expect that all riders on Parks and
Recreation facilities must upgrade their bicycle with a speedometer/computer in order to comply.
This puts riders at risk of non-compliance without intent.

Please consider the impacts. complexity, cost, and enforceability of these proposed rules before
you chose to implement them. There are better ways to ensure all users of facilities are
comfortable and safe.

Sincerely,

Margaret Shearer Vincent, LCI

Maggie
Vincent

2512 West Klamath Avenue, Kennewick, WA, USA



2021 PRC Meeting Comment Card Submitted On:

May 13, 2021 3:45pm

City of Richland America/Los_Angeles
Richland
2021 Meeting Dates May 13, 2021
1 wish to comment using the Online Form - comments to be read aloud by staff during the public comments portion of the
meeting

Public Comments to be read aloud
by staff at the meeting:

Call-in Public Comments - Please
share the topic to which you

would like to provide comment on:

Full Name Dirk
Peterson
Address: 2107 Rainier Avenue, Richland, WA, USA

Email R



PO Box 2002
Richland, WA 99352
www.tapteal.org

May 13, 2021

Tapteal Greenway believes that E-bikes should not be allowed on soft surface trails. Soft surface trails by
our definition include any trail not composed of concrete or asphalt, such as gravel and dirt trails. We
are fortunate to have numerous soft surface trails in our area. It should be noted that these trails are
mostly found in parks and preserves designated as natural open space with a primary function of
preserving the natural habitat. These venues allow visitors to experience and enjoy the natural setting
while engaging in low impact forms of recreation.

We recognize the value of e-bikes as an alternative mode of urban transportation. E-bikes are bicycles
with an added motor. We consider them to be essentially motorized vehicles, which are already
prohibited on most soft surface trails in our parks and natural areas. They are heavier than traditional
bikes and can attain higher speeds. This makes them both more of a safety hazard to other trail users as
well as potentially more destructive to the trails themselves.

The safety issues with E-bikes are of particular concern. These vehicles can go as fast as 28 mph. Many
of the trails in our area such as in Chamna and WE Johnson have sections that are curvy and brushy with
limited lines of sight. E-bikes could come upon pedestrians and equestrians very suddenly and cause
accidents such as collisions or spooking in the case of horses which could result with the rider being
bucked off. We believe this issue by itself should preclude allowing E-bikes on our soft surface trails.

As mentioned, we are also concerned about E-bikes having a negative effect on the trails themselves.
Tapteal Greenway spends a lot of time and money maintaining many of the local trails, which is already
a challenge with pedestrians, equestrians, and mountain bikes all using the same trails. Adding a more
destructive vehicle to the mix will make it even harder.

Finally, we question whether E-bikes are really compatible with the spirit of why we have these trails.
Our nature trails are intended to be for quiet, slower recreation to appreciate the amazing outdoors
experience that our area has to offer. E-bikes racing up and down these trails would destroy the
ambiance of the trail experience.

We strongly recommend that E-bikes be banned on soft surfaced trails.

Sincerely,
Wé“‘—
Dirk Peterson
President, Tapteal Greenway



2021 PRC Meeting Comment Card Submitted On:

City of Richland

Richland

2021 Meeting Dates

|1 wish to comment using the

Public Comments to be read aloud
by staff at the meeting:

May 13, 2021 3:54pm
America/Los_Angeles

May 13, 2021

Online Form - comments to be read aloud by staff during the public comments portion of the
meeting

My name is Amy Smull and | have been a resident of Tri cities for the last 8 years. | wanted to
provide comment on the use of electric bikes on shared pathways and soft unpaved areas as
myself and my family are users of these areas and are owners of both class 1 and class 3
electric bicycles.

| ask that you please permit the use of class 3 (and all electric) bicycles on the shared use
paths that are currently banned by the state. While the class 3 ebikes are capable of a higher
speed limit they are still a pedal assist and this requires the rider to be the primary source of
power with the bicycle only “assisting” up to what the rider is exerting with a max at 28mph. My
bicycle is a class 3 and was purchased from a local store here in Tri cities, | commute from
south Kennewick weekly for work via Bob Olson and | can honestly attest to the only time | have
ever hit the 28mph is when | was trying to keep up with a good pace while traffic was passing at
a rate of 45mph or more. Having a bicycle that can go that fast does not mean that the cyclist
will constantly take it to its max abilities, just as a driver will rarely take their car to its max MPH.

I want to point out that a common misconception of electric bicycles is that they will perform like
a dirt bike or scooter. | ask that you please understand that there is a major difference between
pedal assist (class 1&3) and a throttle powered vehicle like a scooter and that it's important not
to group them together in a blanket statement. | do understand that class 2 electric bikes have a
throttle but | cannot provide any comment or reference as | haven't used one. Both class 1 and
3 are pedal assist, key word being “assist” where the user has to provide the force to move the
bike with the motor assisting force after. As a person growing up with dirt bikes and ATVs |
assumed that electric bikes would be more like the dirt bike | knew, but | was completely wrong
once | actually rode and tested them out. | ended up with an ebike because of an injury limiting
my mobility in one leg and it allows me to still exercise and get assistance when my handicap

prevents full range of motion.

| ask that you please do not ban the use of electric bicycles on the soft paths like Bateman,
Chamna, and other such soft surfaces. | ride these paths with my toddler in her bike seat and
don’t take any ridiculous burnouts or do any more damage than a regular bike does on the
paths. My more powerful motor on my class 3 does not mean | fly around corners or skid to
stops. | mostly keep it turned off and turn it on for assist up hills and such. | understand the
concern that ebike use can erode the surfaces more than regular bikes but it comes down to the
user not vehicle, I've been passed countless times by people on regular bikes going off path or
being incredibly more damaging to the trail than we are.

In closing | ask again for you to allow all 3 classes of electric bicycles on the shared paths in
your public network. That you allow the use of electric bikes on soft paths in your region, and to
not classify electric bikes as something more powerful like a scooter when they are something
that are completely different. | love being a resident of the Tri Cities but by no stretch of the
imagination would | ever consider the Tri cities to be a pedestrian friendly area near the major
roadways for commuting but rather an area that is rather dangerous to be a pedestrian in either
very small bike lanes and sometimes none at all. The shared pathways that are paved and soft
are areas where people like myself and my family can safely not ride next to traffic and the

electric assist helps people with mobility issues like myself to be on a bicycle and enjoying our



amazing areas.

I am happy to provide further comment and get involved with anything to help educate the
community to allow more people to enjoy bicycling with an electric or non electric bike.

Thank you
Full Name Amy
Smull
Address: 2000 West 43rd Place, Kennewick, WA, USA

Email
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To the Parks and Recreation Commission, greetings:

I am a Richland resident, father of two children, and veteran of the United States Army. | am
living with certain disabilities which arose from previous injuries. For people like me, electric-
assist bicycles can be the difference between being able to make use of "off-road" bicycles trails
(referred to in the packet as "natural" and “"improved" tread surfaces") and not being able to ride
on them at all. Class 1 and 2 electric-assist bicycles do not make a rider faster; they merely
reduce the effort required to ride at normal speeds. The bikes are no louder than regular
bicycles and no heavier than the typical range of different weights among adults. For example,
my wife riding the heaviest electric-assist bicycle is lighter than | am on the sveltest of manual-
powered high-tech racing bike. Thus, these e-bikes are no more damaging to the terrain than
regular adult cycling. Part of the fun of these trails is the hills and variation of the terrain; some
of us could never make it up some of those steeper grades without a little help from the bike.
When riding on unpaved surfaces it has been my experience that | rarely even approach the 'cut-
off speed’ for the electric assist; younger, fitter cyclists without battery power frequently leave
me in the dust. Cycling with my family is something | enjoy, and barring these bikes from these
trails would close the door on a whole class of riding together for our family.

Speaking of riding with families, | do not support the idea of a 15mph speed limit on the paved
trails. 15mph in a non-congested area is almost comedically low; my nine-year-old child has a
higher 'cruising speed' than this. As most bikes are not equipped with speedometers, it would
be difficult for a rider to know whether they are in violation at any given moment. Enforcement of
the limit would then fall entirely upon our already-overburdened police department; | urge the
Commission to consult with RPD to find out if the police officers consider patrolling our extensive
trail network with radar guns to be the best use of their time. The congested-area speed limit
might be more appropriate, but enhanced, targeted enforcement of existing rules may go a long
way toward alleviating any anxiety parkgoers may feel concerning bicyclists.

Thank you for your attention,
Kurt H Maier

Kurt

Maier

2146 Hudson Ave, Richland, WA, USA



PARKS AND RECREATION COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM COVERSHEET

Meeting Date: 6/10/2021 Agenda Category: New Business

Prepared By: Pete Rogalsky, Public Works Director

Subject:
2022-2027 Transportation Improvement Program

Department:
Public Works

Recommended Motion:
Parks and Recreation Commission recommend that Council approve the 2022-2027 Transportation Improvement
Program as proposed by staff.

Summary:

Washington State Law requires the City to prepare a six-year Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) each year.
The City’s TIP is integrated into regional and state Transportation Improvement Program’s in an effort to assemble
an integrated multi-jurisdictional system plan. The TIP’s primary functions are to: |) publicly establish the City’s
transportation system improvement goals for the coming six-year period; and 2) support management of state and
federal funds applied to transportation system improvements. The TIP preparation schedule is dictated by a state-
wide schedule of program preparation and adoption and requires that the City adopt its contribution to the TIP, by
Council resolution, by July |Ist of each year.

The City conducts a very thorough public involvement program each year to support the Council’s TIP adoption
process. By State regulation, the City is required to conduct one public hearing in its process. The City typically
conducts three public meetings during its process, one each at the Planning Commission, Parks and Recreation
Commission, and one that is run as a formal public hearing at City Council.

The Parks and Recreation Commission’s consideration of the TIP is not mandated by the State or the municipal
code. The Commission’s duties, as defined in Richland Municipal Code (RMC) Section 2.18.040, guide the
Commission’s role with regard to the TIP. RMC 2.18.040 E speaks to the Commission advising Council by
completing a “Review, comment and make recommendations on the annual city long range transportation plan with
respect to bicycle lanes, trails and multi-use trails." Staff will be seeking the Commission's recommendation to City
Council regarding the bicycle lanes and trail elements presented in the proposed TIP.

The proposed TIP materials are posted on the City's web site at https://www.ci.richland.wa.us/departments/public-
works/traffic-and-streets/transportation-planning.

Fiscal Impact:
Core Focus Area 2 - Manage & Maintain Infrastructure & Facilities

Attachments:
1. 2022-2027 TIP - Draft
2. 2022-2027 TIP Map - Draft



https://www.ci.richland.wa.us/departments/public-works/traffic-and-streets/transportation-planning
https://www.ci.richland.wa.us/departments/public-works/traffic-and-streets/transportation-planning

A
Washington State
';’ Department of Transportation

Agency: Richland

County: Benton

Six Year Transportation Improvement Program

From 2022 to 2027

MPO/RTPO: BFCG Y Inside N Outside
m
. 3
5 > 3 e 3 2| 2
- 5 A. PIN/Project No. B.STIP ID 3 o 2| = ) 3 =
5 = C. Project Title - > e} =y o) g L g. 2
o :_32._ S E Sga_d l;‘alrznedoTr Number 2 _§ s S =l 9 5 o -]
23 = . Begin nd Termini = =3 2 > < = a < =
n L ] F. Project Description G. Structure ID Q@ o = o @ n = ® o
02 1 WA-12909(06/15/21 06/15/21 03 0.570|CE No
SR240/Aaron Interchange Improvements
SR240
SR240 EB Ramp to I-182 EB Ramp
Construct grade separated eastbound ramp from EB SR240 to EB 1-182.
Reconstruct existing SR240/Aaron Dr intersection.
Funding
Status Phase Phase Start Year (YYYY) Federal Fund Code Federal Funds State Fund Code State Funds Local Funds Total Funds
P PE 2024 OTHER 1,600,000 1,600,000
P CN 2025 OTHER 28,200,000 28,200,000
Totals 29,800,000 29,800,000
Expenditure Schedule
Phase 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th & 6th
PE 0 0 1,600,000 0
CN 0 0 0 29,800,000
Totals 0 0 1,600,000 29,800,000
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Downtown Connectivity Improvements
George Washington Way
to
Add active transportation connectivity and safety improvements.
Funding
Status Phase Phase Start Year (YYYY) Federal Fund Code Federal Funds State Fund Code State Funds Local Funds Total Funds
P PE 2022 0 0 1,051,440 1,051,440
P RW 2023 0 0 231,600 231,600
P CN 2024 0 TIB 4,000,000 8,091,560 12,091,560
Totals 0 4,000,000 9,374,600 13,374,600
Expenditure Schedule
Phase 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th & 6th
PE 1,051,440 0 0 0 0
RW 0 231,600 0 0 0
CN 0 0 12,091,560 0 0
Totals 1,051,440 231,600 12,091,560 0 0
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South George Washington Way Intersection Improvements
George Washington Way
1-182 to Comstock Street
Upgrade and reconfigure George Washington Way(GWW) including the
intersections of GWW/Columbia Point Drive/Adams Street and GWW/Comstock
Street to provide improved safety, capacity, and mobility. Also includes modifying
the WB 1-182, NB SR 240, and SB SR 240 ramps to improve safety.
Funding
Status Phase Phase Start Year (YYYY) Federal Fund Code Federal Funds State Fund Code State Funds Local Funds Total Funds
S RW 2022 STP(UL) 389,250 0 60,750 450,000
P CN 2023 STP(UL) 1,323,754 TIB 3,309,385 1,985,631 6,618,770
Totals 1,713,004 3,309,385 2,046,381 7,068,770
Expenditure Schedule
Phase 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th & 6th
RwW 450,000 0 0 0 0
CN 0 6,618,770 0 0 0
Totals 450,000 6,618,770 0 0 0
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South George Washington Way Pedestrian Access & Safety Improvements
George Washington Way
Aaron Way to Columbia Point Drive
Improve pedestrian access and safety crossing George Washington Way by
constructing a grade-separated pedestrian crossing.
Funding
Status Phase Phase Start Year (YYYY) Federal Fund Code Federal Funds State Fund Code State Funds Local Funds Total Funds
P PE 2023 TAP(UL) 106,090 0 106,090 212,180
P CN 2024 TAP(UL) 763,851 TIB 254,617 763,851 1,782,319
P CN 2024 0 Ped/Bike Program 763,851 0 763,851
Totals 869,941 1,018,468 869,941 2,758,350
Expenditure Schedule
Phase 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th & 6th
PE 0 212,180 0 0
CN 0 0 2,546,170 0
Totals 0 212,180 2,546,170 0
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Vantage Highway Pathway - Phase 2
Saint Street
Hagen Road to Stevens Drive
Construct a new, separated Hot Mix Asphalt multi-use pathway connecting the
Vantage Highway Pathway Phase 1 with the Stevens Drive Pathway.
Funding
Status Phase Phase Start Year (YYYY) Federal Fund Code Federal Funds State Fund Code State Funds Local Funds Total Funds
S CN 2022 STP(UL) 232,092 0 0 232,092
S CN 2022 TAP(UL) 295,459 0 0 295,459
P CN 2022 0 CWA 300,000 300,000 600,000
Totals 527,551 300,000 300,000 1,127,551
Expenditure Schedule
Phase 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th & 6th
CN 1,027,551 0 0 0 0
Totals 1,027,551 0 0 0 0
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Center Parkway North Extension
Center Parkway
Gage Blvd to Tapteal Dr
Construct new 3-lane roadway with bike lanes, curb, gutter and sidewalk on both
sides. Construct a signalized/gated at-grade crossing of the Port of Benton R/R
track.
Funding
Status Phase Phase Start Year (YYYY) Federal Fund Code Federal Funds State Fund Code State Funds Local Funds Total Funds
P CN 2022 0 TIB 360,420 1,425,000 1,785,420
Totals 0 360,420 1,425,000 1,785,420
Expenditure Schedule
Phase 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th & 6th
CN 1,785,420
Totals 1,785,420
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Center Parkway South Extension
Center Parkway
Leslie Rd to Clearwater Creek
Construct a 2-lane rural collector with bike lanes, separated pathway, and storm
drainage on both sides of the street. Left turn lanes will be constructed where
needed.
Funding
Status Phase Phase Start Year (YYYY) Federal Fund Code Federal Funds State Fund Code State Funds Local Funds Total Funds
P CN 2022 0 0 1,995,000 1,995,000
Totals 0 0 1,995,000 1,995,000
Expenditure Schedule
Phase 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th & 6th
CN 1,995,000
Totals 1,995,000
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Gage Boulevard Improvements
Gage Boulevard
Penny Royal Ave to Morency Dr.
Add curb, gutter, sidewalks, bike lanes, street lights, storm drainage on Gage
Boulevard.
Funding
Status Phase Phase Start Year (YYYY) Federal Fund Code Federal Funds State Fund Code State Funds Local Funds Total Funds
P PE 2023 0 0 124,800 124,800
P RW 2023 0 0 52,000 52,000
P CN 2024 0 0 1,575,600 1,575,600
Totals 0 0 1,752,400 1,752,400
Expenditure Schedule
Phase 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th & 6th
PE 0 124,800 0 0 0
RwW 0 52,000 0 0 0
CN 0 0 1,752,400 0 0
Totals 0 176,800 1,752,400 0 0
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Van Giesen and Shelterbelt Trail Improvments
VanGiesen St
SR240 to Birch Ave
Re-stripe existing pavement to add additional signal que storage. Re-route pathway
to signalized intersection. Install Rapid Flash Beacons at Birch Crossing.
Funding
Status Phase Phase Start Year (YYYY) Federal Fund Code Federal Funds State Fund Code State Funds Local Funds Total Funds
P PE 2022 12,700 12,700
P CN 2022 152,300 152,300
Totals 165,000 165,000
Expenditure Schedule
Phase 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th & 6th
PE 12,700 0 0 0 0
CN 152,300 0 0 0 0
Totals 165,000 0 0 0 0
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Wright/Swift Intersection Improvements
Swift Blvd
Wright Ave to Wright AVe
Reconstruct the intersection of Swift and Wright as a single lane roundabout.
Funding
Status Phase Phase Start Year (YYYY) Federal Fund Code Federal Funds State Fund Code State Funds Local Funds Total Funds
P PE 2023 0 0 70,000 70,000
P CN 2024 0 0 616,030 616,030
Totals 0 0 686,030 686,030
Expenditure Schedule
Phase 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th & 6th
PE 0 70,000 0
CN 0 0 616,030
Totals 0 70,000 616,030
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Jadwin Pedestrian Crossing at Catskill
Jadwin Ave.
Catskill St to Catskill St
Install pedestrian safety enhancing equipment at the crossing of Jadwin Avenue at
Catskill Street.
Funding
Status Phase Phase Start Year (YYYY) Federal Fund Code Federal Funds State Fund Code State Funds Local Funds Total Funds
P PE 2023 HSIP 12,480 1,352 13,832
P CN 2024 HSIP 166,504 0 166,504
Totals 178,984 1,352 180,336
Expenditure Schedule
Phase 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th & 6th
PE 0 13,832 0 0 0
CN 0 0 166,504 0 0
Totals 0 13,832 166,504 0 0
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Street Light Retrofit
City Wide to City Wide
Retrofit the City street light system with full LED implementation.
Funding
Status Phase Phase Start Year (YYYY) Federal Fund Code Federal Funds State Fund Code State Funds Local Funds Total Funds
P CN 2022 0 0 2,000,000 2,000,000
Totals 0 0 2,000,000 2,000,000
Expenditure Schedule
Phase 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th & 6th
CN 2,000,000
Totals 2,000,000
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Queensgate Drive Extension - Phase 1
Queensgate Drive
Shockley Rd to Keene Rd
Construct a 3-lane street with curb, gutter, bike lanes, sidewalk, street lights and
drainage facilities on both sides. Modify the Keene Road/Queensgate Drive traffic
signal to accommodate the new south leg of Queensgate Drive.
Funding
Status Phase Phase Start Year (YYYY) Federal Fund Code Federal Funds State Fund Code State Funds Local Funds Total Funds
P PE 2024 0 0 80,100 80,100
P RW 2024 0 0 598,790 598,790
P CN 2025 0 0 267,000 267,000
Totals 0 0 945,890 945,890
Expenditure Schedule
Phase 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th & 6th
PE 0 0 80,100 0 0
RW 0 0 598,790 0 0
CN 0 0 0 267,000 0
Totals 0 0 678,890 267,000 0
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Island View to Vista Field Trail Active Transportation Network Improvements
Georgia Ave
to Columbia Park Trail
Construct separate dedicated active transportation links and on-street active
transportation features to overcome barriers to active transportation travel. This will
include a bridge over SR240, a crossing or bridge over the Columbia Irrigation
District canal, a bridge over Columbia Center Boulevard, pedestrian/ bicycle trail
from Steptoe east to Center Parkway, crossing of Steptoe traffic control and
pedestrian crossing safety improvements and additional at-grade intersections.
Funding
Status Phase Phase Start Year (YYYY) Federal Fund Code Federal Funds State Fund Code State Funds Local Funds Total Funds
P PE 2023 STP(UL) 250,000 OTHER 250,000 2,000,000 2,500,000
P RW 2024 TAP(UL) 300,000 OTHER 300,000 2,400,000 3,000,000
P CN 2025 STP(UL) 1,050,000 OTHER 1,050,000 8,400,000 10,500,000
Totals 1,600,000 1,600,000 12,800,000 16,000,000
Expenditure Schedule
Phase 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th & 6th
PE 0 2,500,000 0 0 0
RwW 0 0 300,000 0 0
CN 0 0 0 10,500,000 0
Totals 0 2,500,000 300,000 10,500,000 0
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Duportail/Kennedy Intersection Improvements
Duportail Street
Kennedy Road to Kennedy Road
Reconstruct intersection.
Funding
Status Phase Phase Start Year (YYYY) Federal Fund Code Federal Funds State Fund Code State Funds Local Funds Total Funds
P PE 2023 0 0 50,000 50,000
P CN 2024 0 0 450,000 450,000
Totals 0 0 500,000 500,000
Expenditure Schedule
Phase 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th & 6th
PE 0 50,000 0
CN 0 450,000
Totals 50,000 450,000
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16 16 WA-11974(06/15/21 06/15/21 85-20 03 0.050|CE No
Duportail/Driveway Intersection Improvement
Duportail Street
Driveway to Driveway
Reconstruct intersection.
Funding
Status Phase Phase Start Year (YYYY) Federal Fund Code Federal Funds State Fund Code State Funds Local Funds Total Funds
P PE 2025 0 50,000 50,000
P CN 2025 0 450,000 450,000
Totals 0 500,000 500,000
Expenditure Schedule
Phase 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th & 6th
PE 50,000
CN 450,000
Totals 500,000
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14 17 R02906/15/21 06/15/21 85-20 03 |sSW 0.230|CE Yes
Steptoe Street / Tapteal Drive Intersection Improvements
CID Canal to Canyon Street
Realign Tapteal Drive and Steptoe Street intersection by constructing a new
intersection. Also includes sidewalks, street lights, fully signalized and gated at-
grade railroad crossing, traffic signal and storm drainage.
Funding
Status Phase Phase Start Year (YYYY) Federal Fund Code Federal Funds State Fund Code State Funds Local Funds Total Funds
P CN 2026 0 0 1,475,840 1,475,840
Totals 0 0 1,475,840 1,475,840
Expenditure Schedule
Phase 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th & 6th
CN 1,475,840
Totals 1,475,840
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16 18 WA-11173]06/15/21 06/15/21 85-20 03 PS 0.110|CE No
Dallas Rd/Trowbridge Blvd I/S Improvements
Trowbridge Blvd
Dallas Rd to Dallas Rd
Reconstruct intersection for additional capacity.
Funding
Status Phase Phase Start Year (YYYY) Federal Fund Code Federal Funds State Fund Code State Funds Local Funds Total Funds
P PE 2024 0 0 65,000 65,000
P CN 2025 0 0 435,000 435,000
Totals 0 0 500,000 500,000
Expenditure Schedule
Phase 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th & 6th
PE 0 65,000 0
CN 0 435,000
Totals 65,000 435,000
Page 20

Report Date: May 12, 2021




A
Washington State
';’ Department of Transportation

Agency: Richland

County: Benton

Six Year Transportation Improvement Program
From 2022 to 2027

MPO/RTPO: BFCG Y Inside N Outside
m
]
g' g é c — E 3
- e A. PIN/Project No. B. STIP ID z 3 el = o) 3 =
5 = C. Project Title - > e} =y o) g L g. 2
of | 5|2 oname s tomter i | ¢ - : e g | 52
§ E_> 5 F.. Prog}ect Description G. Structure ID é g % _g ;B § % ;B é
12 R034|06/15/21 06/15/21 85-20 28 1.750|CE No
Vantage Highway Pathway - Phase 3
SR 240
Twin Bridges Road to Kingsgate Way
Construct a separated multi-use pathway on the north side of SR 240.
Funding
Status Phase Phase Start Year (YYYY) Federal Fund Code Federal Funds State Fund Code State Funds Local Funds Total Funds
P PE TAP(UL) 56,774 0 0 56,774
P CN TAP(UL) 624,509 0 0 624,509
Totals 681,283 0 0 681,283
Expenditure Schedule
Phase 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th & 6th
PE 56,774 0
CN 0 624,509
Totals 56,774 624,509
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16 20 WA-11174]06/15/21 06/15/21 85-20 03 0.110|CE No
Dallas Rd/Ava Way I/S Improvements
Ava Way
Dallas Rd to Dallas Rd
Reconstruct intersection for additional capacity.
Funding
Status Phase Phase Start Year (YYYY) Federal Fund Code Federal Funds State Fund Code State Funds Local Funds Total Funds
P PE 2023 0 0 67,600 67,600
P CN 2024 0 0 452,400 452,400
Totals 0 0 520,000 520,000
Expenditure Schedule
Phase 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th & 6th
PE 0 67,600 0
CN 0 452,400
Totals 67,600 452,400
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11 21 WA-11177]06/15/21 06/15/21 85-20 03 PS 0.410|CE No
Dallas Rd/I-82 WB Ramp I/S Improvements
Dallas Road
1-82 to I-82
Reconstruct ramp and intersection for added capacity.
Funding
Status Phase Phase Start Year (YYYY) Federal Fund Code Federal Funds State Fund Code State Funds Local Funds Total Funds
P PE 2024 0 0 81,120 81,120
P CN 2025 0 0 542,880 542,880
Totals 0 0 624,000 624,000
Expenditure Schedule
Phase 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th & 6th
PE 81,120 0
CN 0 542,880
Totals 81,120 542,880
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11 22 WA-11178]06/15/21 06/15/21 85-20 03 PS 0.410|CE No
Dallas Rd/I-82 EB Ramp I/S Improvements
Dallas Road
1-82 to I-82
Reconstruct ramp and intersection for added capacity.
Funding
Status Phase Phase Start Year (YYYY) Federal Fund Code Federal Funds State Fund Code State Funds Local Funds Total Funds
P PE 2024 0 0 81,120 81,120
P CN 2025 0 0 542,880 542,880
Totals 0 0 624,000 624,000
Expenditure Schedule
Phase 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th & 6th
PE 81,120 0
CN 0 542,880
Totals 81,120 542,880
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16 WA-11171]06/15/21 06/15/21 85-20 03 PS 0.720|CE No
Dallas Road Widening
Dallas Road
City Limits to 1-82
Widening Dallas Road from 2-lanes to 4-lanes with curb, gutter, sidewalk, bike lanes,
streets lights and storm drainage facilities.
Funding
Status Phase Phase Start Year (YYYY) Federal Fund Code Federal Funds State Fund Code State Funds Local Funds Total Funds
P PE 2025 285,240 285,240
P CN 2026 950,800 950,800
Totals 1,236,040 1,236,040
Expenditure Schedule
Phase 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th & 6th
PE 0 0 0 285,240 0
CN 0 0 0 0 950,800
Totals 0 0 0 285,240 950,800
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17 24 WA-11159]06/15/21 06/15/21 85-20 01 |OP 0.600|CE Yes
Gage Boulevard Extension
Gage Boulevard
Morency Dr. to Queensgate Blvd.
Construct a 3-lane street with curb, gutter, sidewalk, bike lanes, street lights and
drainage facilities.
Funding
Status Phase Phase Start Year (YYYY) Federal Fund Code Federal Funds State Fund Code State Funds Local Funds Total Funds
P PE 2024 0 0 200,117 200,117
P RW 2024 0 0 1,023,058 1,023,058
P CN 2025 0 0 856,055 856,055
Totals 0 0 2,079,230 2,079,230
Expenditure Schedule
Phase 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th & 6th
PE 0 0 200,117 0 0
RwW 0 0 1,023,058 0 0
CN 0 0 0 856,055 0
Totals 0 0 1,223,175 856,055 0
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17 25 WA-11166|06/15/21 06/15/21 85-20 01 |OPSW 0.600|CE Yes
Shockley Rd Extension
Shockley Rd
Keene Rd to S of Badger Valley Way
Construct a new 2-lane street with curb, gutter, sidewalk, bike lanes, street lights and
storm drainage facilities
Funding
Status Phase Phase Start Year (YYYY) Federal Fund Code Federal Funds State Fund Code State Funds Local Funds Total Funds
P PE 2025 0 0 51,770 51,770
P RW 2025 0 0 295,170 295,170
P CN 2026 0 0 280,800 280,800
Totals 0 0 627,740 627,740
Expenditure Schedule
Phase 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th & 6th
PE 0 0 0 51,770 0
RwW 0 0 0 295,170 0
CN 0 0 0 0 280,800
Totals 0 0 0 346,940 280,800
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16 26 WA-11169(06/15/21 06/15/21 85-20 01 |OPSW 1.090|CE Yes
Trowbridge Blvd
Sol Duc Ave to Gage Blvd
Construct a new 2-lane street with curb, gutter, sidewalk, bike lanes, street lights and
storm drainage facilities.
Funding
Status Phase Phase Start Year (YYYY) Federal Fund Code Federal Funds State Fund Code State Funds Local Funds Total Funds
P PE 2024 0 0 360,615 360,615
P RW 2024 0 0 1,262,665 1,262,665
P CN 2025 0 0 1,202,055 1,202,055
Totals 0 0 2,825,335 2,825,335
Expenditure Schedule
Phase 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th & 6th
PE 0 0 360,615 0 0
RwW 0 0 1,262,665 0 0
CN 0 0 0 1,202,055 0
Totals 0 0 1,623,280 1,202,055 0
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17 27 WA-11172]06/15/21 06/15/21 85-20 01 |OPSW 0.630|CE Yes
Bella Coola Ln
Bella Coola Ln
Copper Mountain Apartments to Gage Blvd
Construct a new 2-lane street with curb, gutter, sidewalk, bike lanes, street lights and
storm drainage facilities.
Funding
Status Phase Phase Start Year (YYYY) Federal Fund Code Federal Funds State Fund Code State Funds Local Funds Total Funds
P PE 2024 0 0 266,783 266,783
P RW 2024 0 0 927,578 927,578
P CN 2025 0 0 889,274 889,274
Totals 0 0 2,083,635 2,083,635
Expenditure Schedule
Phase 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th & 6th
PE 0 0 266,783 0 0
RwW 0 0 927,578 0 0
CN 0 0 0 889,274 0
Totals 0 0 1,194,361 889,274 0
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16 28 WA-11179(06/15/21 06/15/21 85-20 03 |PS 0.110|CE No
Gage Blvd/Trowbridge I/S Improvements
Trowbridge Blvd
to
Reconstruct intersection for additional capacity.
Funding
Status Phase Phase Start Year (YYYY) Federal Fund Code Federal Funds State Fund Code State Funds Local Funds Total Funds
P PE 2025 0 0 67,600 67,600
P CN 2026 0 0 452,400 452,400
Totals 0 0 520,000 520,000
Expenditure Schedule
Phase 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th & 6th
PE 67,600 0
CN 0 452,400
Totals 67,600 452,400
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16 29 WA-11167(06/15/21 06/15/21 85-20 01 |OPSW 0.880|CE Yes
Gage Blvd - Badger Mountain South Improvements
Road B-C
Corvina St to Queensgate Dr.
Construct a new 2-lane street with curb, gutter, sidewalk, bike lanes, street lights and
storm drainage facilities.
Funding
Status Phase Phase Start Year (YYYY) Federal Fund Code Federal Funds State Fund Code State Funds Local Funds Total Funds
P PE 2025 0 0 169,156 169,156
P RW 2025 0 0 1,264,536 1,264,536
P CN 2026 0 0 563,867 563,867
Totals 0 0 1,997,559 1,997,559
Expenditure Schedule
Phase 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th & 6th
PE 0 0 0 169,156 0
RwW 0 0 0 1,264,536 0
CN 0 0 0 0 563,867
Totals 0 0 0 1,433,692 563,867
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14 R016|06/15/21 06/15/21 85-20 28 |CPT 2.250|CE No
Stevens Drive Pathway
Stevens Drive
Spengler St to Horn Rapids Rd
Construct a separated multi-use pathway on east side of Stevens Drive.
Funding
Status Phase Phase Start Year (YYYY) Federal Fund Code Federal Funds State Fund Code State Funds Local Funds Total Funds
P PE 0 0 74,260 74,260
P CN 0 0 933,590 933,590
Totals 0 0 1,007,850 1,007,850
Expenditure Schedule
Phase 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th & 6th
PE 74,260 0
CN 0 933,590
Totals 74,260 933,590
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00 31 WA-13464(06/15/21 06/15/21 28 3.210|CE No
Vantage Highway Pathway - Phase 4
Twin Bridges Rd. to W City Limits
Construct a separate multi-use pathway on the north side of SAr240
Funding
Status Phase Phase Start Year (YYYY) Federal Fund Code Federal Funds State Fund Code State Funds Local Funds Total Funds
P PE 2026 0 0 135,383 135,383
P CN 2027 0 0 1,489,217 1,489,217
Totals 0 0 1,624,600 1,624,600
Expenditure Schedule
Phase 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th & 6th
PE 135,383
CN 1,489,217
Totals 1,624,600
Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total Funds
Grand Totals for Richland 5,570,763 40,388,273 98,907,423 144,866,459
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City of Richland

Project List

SR240/Aaron Interchange Improvements
Downtown Connectivity Improvements
South GWW Intersection Improvements

South GWW Pedestrian Access and Safety Improvements

Vantage Highway Pathway Phase 2

Center Parkway North Extension

Center Parkway South Extension

Gage Boulevard Improvements

Van Giesen and Shelterbelt Trail Improvements
Wright/Swift Intersection Improvements

) Jadwin Pedestrian Crossing at Catskill

Street Light Retrofit (City wide)

Queensgate Drive Extension - Phase |

Island View to Vista Field Trail
Duportail/Kennedy Intersection Improvements

Duportail/Driveway Intersection Improvements

Steptoe/Tapteal Intersection Improvements
Dallas Rd/Trowbridge Blvd I/S Improvements
Vantage Highway Pathway Phase 3

Dallas Rd/Ava Way I/S Improvements

Dallas Rd/I-82 WB Ramps I/S Improvements
Dallas Rd/I-82 EB Ramps I/S Improvements
Gage Boulevard Extension

Dallas Rd Widening

Shockley Rd Extension

Trowbridge Blvd - Sol Duc Ave to Gage Blvd
Bella Coola Ln - East Copper Mtn. Apts to Gage Blvd
Gage Blvd/Trowbridge Blvd I/S Improvements

9)

Gage Blvd-Badger South Improvements

30 Stevens Drive Pathway

31) Vantage Highway Pathway Phase 4

Partner Project List
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PARKS AND RECREATION COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM COVERSHEET

Meeting Date: 6/10/2021 Agenda Category: New Business

Prepared By: Joe Schiessl, Parks & Public Facilities Director

Subject:
Badger Mountain Park Wall Ball Proposal

Department:
Parks & Public Facilities

Recommended Motion:
Move to ask staff to amend the Badger Mountain Park Master Plan for the purpose of beginning a public participation
process.

Summary:

The Richland Lacrosse Club is proposing to donate one or more concrete walls to be used for Lacrosse practice in
Badger Mountain Community Park. The Parks and Recreation Commission (PRC) heard the latest proposal from the
Club at the May workshop. Tonight's meeting is an opportunity to review a diagram (provided at the meeting)
showing the preferred location prior to engaging the public. A master plan revision will return to the PRC for a
future recommendation and City Council approval.

Fiscal Impact:

Attachments:

1. Badger Mountain Wall Ball Locations (Site Plan)
2. Wall locations 1

3. Wall locations 2




Badger Mountain Community Park Site Plan

N Acceptable Wall Ball Location

Scale: N/A

Richiand
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Wall Ball Courts

Scope:

Install large 14' tall wall balls in segments
of 6'-6". The number of segments is to

be determined but will vary from 2-3 at
each location.

General Notes:

1. See EXHIBIT A for dimensions of wall
ball segments.

2. See EXHIBIT B for visual of what wall
call segments will look like.

3. See EXHIBIT C for installation
procedure example.

4. Parks & Facilities staff is concerned
about the level of maintenance the wall
balls will bring. The concerns are SOD
replacement will be continuous at these
locations, graffiti/'vandalism will occur,

& sprinkler re-orientation will be required.
These concerns/risks will exist regardless
of where walls are placed in the park.

5. COR Public Parks & Facilities question
if these wall balls belong in the park from
an aesthetic perspective.
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Scope:
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Exhibit A
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=y SCITUATE ARSHFIELD, WA 02050
PHONE 1-800—-440-0009
COMPAN' ES FAX # 7#81—837—4320

-1 11/18”

CONTRACTOR: JOB NAME:

C. J. SCoTT

DATE:01,/09/2019 |APPROVED BY: DRAWING BY:

SCP STANDARD T—WALL

DESIGN NOTES:
1. CONRETE 4,000 PSI @ 28 DAYS
2. REINFORCING PER ASTM AB15 GRADE 60 OR GREATER

3. WEIGHT 17,500 LBS.
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Precast.... The Concrete Solution.
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