Welcomel

Welcome to the 3rd Open house for the Lawrence Bikes Plan Update.

At this open house we invite you to review proposed Lawrence Loop alignments
and share your teedback. Your input will be shared with the Lawrence Bike Plan
Update Steering Committee to help guide their final reccomendations for the
plan.

Review the content presented and share your feedback through online or
paper comment forms.
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Funding the Loop

The Lawrence Loop is a critical part of the ‘ ' . | l 1 . 1
larger bikeway network plan for the City of A NROR: J SR R I
Lawrence. E J '
This process is designed to identify alignments -

to close gaps in the loop that are feasible 3 l

and can be constructed with local funds and !

Transportation Alternative grants from KDOT.
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The Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) is the City
of Lawrence’s multi-year plan for funding major
infrastructure projects, such as streets, utilities,
and trails. Lawrence Loop segments rely
largely on CIP funding and must compete with =77
other citywide needs, so progress depends on
budget priorities, available funds, and grant
support.

The CIP currently has
$884,000 allocated to the
Lawrence Loop in 2028

—— Bike Boulevard — Shared Use Path
| 1 Miles Bike Lane - =+ Marked Shared Lane Lawrence Loop
0 1 2 Buffered Bike Lane ~  =-=--- Future Bikeway

DISCLAIMER NOTICE

To read the CIP, scan here! :

The map is provided “as is” without warranty or any representation of accuracy, timeliness or completeness. The burden for determining accuracy, completeness, timeliness, merchantability and fitness for or the
appropriateness for use rests solely on the requester. The City of Lawrence makes no warranties, express or implied, as to the use of the map. There are no implied warranties of merchantability or fitness for a
particular purpose. The requester acknowledges and accepts the limitations of the map, including the fact that the map is dynamic and is in a constant state of maintenance, correction and update.




Previous Loop Studies

In 2017, The Lawrence Loop Alignment Study was conducted to analyze alternative alignments for two incomplete segments of
the Lawrence Loop shared-use path: Sandra Shaw Trail to Peterson Road, and Burroughs Creek Trail to Constant Park.

Since, the City has pursued implentation of the preferred routes and has been unsuccessful at finding a financially feasible and

implementable alignment. Strongest public
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To read the full study, scan here!




Current Lawrence Loop
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DISCLAIMER NOTICE \ e . ‘ ¥

The map is provided “as is” without warranty or any representation of accuracy, timeliness or completeness. The burden for determlmng accuracy,jcompleteness, timeliness, merchantéblllty and fitness for ~|

{ the appropnatené& for dse rest‘s solely on the requester. ‘THe CKty of Lawrerﬁe makes no warranties, express or lmplled as to the
use of the map. There are no implied warranties of merchantaility orfltness for a particular purpose: The requester acknowledgesand accepts the limitations of the.map, including the fact thatthe map isldynamic and is in a Qnstant state of maintenapce correction and Update!
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Proposed Loop Alignment
P

2a @3b
@b

1.a

@ Existing Shared Use Path

Fm $ Standard Construction
f‘ | ) $$ Modified Construction
%ﬂ £ - $$% Advanced Construction
Alignment Estimated $$$ Street Adjac:ar;:‘;r Separated Easement needed? Street Parking Impacted? Addict:i::;hgrant?zr:sction
1 $ Street Adjacent No Yes None
1.a $% Separated Path Yes N/A None
2.a $ Both Yes No Grading and Retaining Wall
2.b $ Street Adjacent No Yes None
2.c $ Street Adjacent No Yes None
3.a $ Both Yes No Grading and Retaining Wall
3.b $ Street Adjacent No Yes None
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Proposed Loop Alignment
@bib @»5b

4.c @ 6.3
a&-- 6.b

Standard Construction
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Modified Construction
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Advanced Construction
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Alignment Estimated $$$ Street Adjac:a:th?,r Separated Easement needed? Street Parking Impacted? Addi(t:i::;:j(;:ant?;r:sction
4.b $% Separated Path Yes N/A Bridge
4.c $% Separated Path Yes N/A Tree removal
5.a $% Street Adjacent No No Bridge, Park Impacts
5.b $ Street Adjacent No No None
6.a $ Separated Path Yes NA None
6.b $59% Separated Path Yes NA Bridge, Grading and Retaining
Wall, Tree removal




Proposed Loop Alignment

Northwest Corner Connection
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@ Existing Shared Use Path 1% o
A a
AT 2 $ Standard Construction
| $$ Modified Construction
| $$$%  Advanced Construction
Alignment Estimated $$% Street Adjacent or Separated Easement needed? Street Parking Impacted? Addltlona.l Conftructlon
Path? Considerations
7.a $ Both Yes N/A None
8.a $% Separated Path Yes N/A Bridge
8.b $ Street Adjacent Yes N/A Grading




Alignment Estimated $$% Street Adjac:ar;thgr Separated Easement needed? Street Parking Impacted? Addi(t:i::;LI(eZ:;:(t)r:sction

1 $ Street Adjacent No Yes None

1.a $% Separated Path Yes N/A None

2.a $ Both Yes No Grading and Retaining Wall

2.b $ Street Adjacent No Yes None

2.c $ Street Adjacent No Yes None

3.a $% Both Yes No Grading and Retaining Wall

3.b $ Street Adjacent No Yes None

4.b $% Separated Path Yes N/A Bridge

4.c $% Separated Path Yes N/A ree removal

5.a $% Street Adjacent No No Bridge, Park Impacts

5.b $ Street Adjacent No No None

6.a $ Separated Path Yes NA None

6.b 553 >eparated Path ves NA Retal?r:iicrj\ge\/lvcj\r\?flzrigg fenr:ova\

7.a $ Both Yes N/A None

8.a $% Separated Path Yes N/A Bridge

8.b $ Street Adjacent Yes N/A Grading

$
$$
$$$

Standard Construction

Modified Construction

Advanced Construction




Public comments will be shared with the I

Bike Plan Update Steering Committee as
they make a recommendation about what
alignments should be included in the Bike

Plan. The final plan that will be presented for Bike Plan Update Steering

approvals will have a 15-day public comment Committee Recommendation
period as part of the approval process.

Take the survey now!
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Lawrence Bike Plan Update Website

15 day
comment

neriod Lawrence- Douglas County
MPO Technical Advisory
Committee Recommendation

Connected City/ Parks,
Recreation & Culture Advisory
Board Recommendations

Lawrence Loop Website
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Lawrence City Commission
Approval

Lawrence-Douglas County
MPO Policy Board Approval
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