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&;enda

0 Introductions

O Project Overview

» Purpose and Goals
» Stakeholders
» Study Background

O Study Area Review

o0 Next Steps/Discussion

O Project Team Contacts



Study Overview

O Review existing conditions
0 Define future conditions (2045)

o Conceptual Design Review, Development, and
Refinement
» Evaluate the preferred alternatives from the 2018 Complete Street Concept Plan
» Refine and develop additional concepts per segment as needed

» Develop Implementation Plan

o Coordinate with stakeholders (throughout process)



Project Stakeholders
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Project - —
LAlNers

Team

o EDOT o City of Clearwater ~ © Elected Officials o Pinellas County School District
o WSP o Forward Pinellas o Sheriffs Department o Downtown Bike Group
o Pinellas County o Community Development Board o Hispanic Outreach Center
o PSTA o Clearwater Regional Chamber of Commerce o Student Representative
& Clearwater Beach Chamber o Skycrest Elementary School
o Clearwater Regional Chamber - Public o Neighborhood Groups:
Policy/Business Development » Clearwater Neighborhoods
Coalition

o American Automobile Association (AAA)
Clearwater
o Trucking Industry

» North Greenwood Neighborhood
» Downtown Community

» Countryside Neighborhood

» South/East Clearwater

» Beach Community
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Study Area €9 i FDOTY "'gs,',':;sgi!

o Drew Street from N Osceola Avenue to US 19
0 4.3-mile corridor
o 3 segments/jurisdictions: City of Clearwater, FDOT, Pinellas County

N Osceola Ave
to Myrtle Ave
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Study Background

o Complete Street Concept Plan completed in 2018
» ldentified preferred alternatives for 3 segments of Drew Street

» Conducted stakeholder and public engagement

» ldentified corridor challenges: U/
* Safety '

* Narrow sidewalks

Narrow travel lanes

Lack of trail connectivity

Left-turn lane conflicts

Lack of mid-block crossing and landscaping
Lack of lighting

Dangerous intersections

Complete
Drew Street Concept Plan

Drew Street Corridor Study and Concept Evaluation



D_ata Collection

o Planning context and data collected:
» Complete Street Concept Plan (completed in 2018)
» SR 60 Corridor Study
» Imagine Clearwater Master Plan
» SR 590 Drew Street Sidewalk Concept Plans (E Missouri to Betty Lane)
» City of Clearwater Complete Streets Implementation Plan

» SR 60 Corridor Multimodal Implementation Strategies

0 Other data needs:
» Right of way/survey data

» Pedestrian counts

Drew Street Corridor Study and Concept Evaluation



Existing Population per Acre
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Population per Acre
0.404138 - 0.618130 | 1.366346 - 1.946876
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Existing Employment per Acre
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Employees Per Acre 2015
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Future Land Uses
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Major Attractions

o Downtown Clearwater o Churches and Schools

» Clearwater Academy International

o Pinellas Trail & Duke Energy Trail

» St. Pete College-Clearwater
0 Coachman Park » Church of Scientology

o City of Clearwater Public Library > Delphi Academy
» Skycrest Elementary School

o Clearwater Country Club » Florida Spine Institute
o0 Joe DiMaggio Sports Comp|ex » Skycrest Christina School

O Spectrum Field

Drew Street Corridor Study and Concept Evaluation



Existing Trails and Bike Paths
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Schools within the Study Area
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Existing Transit Services (PSTA & Jolly Trolley

o o
e (o]
o]
o
o
3 ?
o o
(o]
end = 3
Ei‘ 8 & =
< o o = 2
N < S 8 & o
c_al (o] Iilll lo) = o
[ w
3%  oF z
S0 g @ Y 8
— Z A wn =
°
. (o] ._')3'-”-' W 'V © SN o 2N WL ©, W © SSNNNY W ©./ W © 2 G W © VN © NN VNN © o Y © 2 WA © 20 © MY W © WS © DREW ST

._" . d ® O ® 9 O g0 o_° (@ (] ol e 4® o) o0 o o
\ oo ¢ 3
ie Q
» )
o
L0 (Y41 6 O
LEGEND t N OmmOryme Qs Qs Omn Qe Qe mp OO mrms Qs ry Q)
=== Study Corridor 5 Mile Buffer Water GULF TO BAY BLVD
Daily Boardings PSTA Routes ’
o
o 1-31 18 oo 61 67 98 — F O
® -3 52 w65 76 e JTTS o
O 772 - 2,513 60 cm— 6L — T8 c— JTWA e \' °
O i
0
C
®

Data Source: FOOT, Forward Pinellas, Pinellas County, City of Clearwater, Pinellas Suncoast Transit Authority, Florida Geographic Data Library

) %)

662

US HIGHWAY 19 N

o

(o o)

)

Q Oo ©Oo

oo




Existing Traffic Level of Service
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Corridor Safety

o 1,432 crashes within the most recent 5-year crash
history (2015-2019)

» [47 total injuries

» 69 serious injuries

» 9 total fatalities (1 with a pedestrian, 4 with bicyclists
involved)

o Crash types:

» 40% rear end crashes
» 22% angle crashes

» 11% sideswipe crashes
» 11% left turn

» 2% head on

» 4% bike/pedestrian

» 3% fixed object

FDOT D7 Crash Data Management System Database 18



Corridor Safety

o High crash locations:
» 81% at intersections
» Top 5 intersection: US 19, Belcher, Old Coachman, Myrtle Ave, Keene Rd

* US 19 majority were rear end and sideswipes

* 44% of crashes occurred at the top 5 intersections
» Segment 2 has the highest rate of pedestrian crashes (11) followed by Segment 3 (9)
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C_ontext Classification

0 C4 Urban General: well connected roadway network with small
blocks and a mix of uses

o Allowable design speed: 30-45 mph
o Multimodal accommodations: bicycle, pedestrian, transit

o Mix of Land Uses: single family, multi-family residential, institutional,
neighborhood scale retail, and/or office

o Employment density: Greater than 20 jobs per acre

o Population density: Greater than 20 persons per acre

20



N Osceola Avenue to Myrtle Avenue
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N Osceola Avenue to Myrtle Avenue
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N Osceola Avenue to Myrtle Avenue
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Complete Street Concept Plan Preferred Alternative



N Osoeola Avenue to Myrtle Avenue

N KEENE R
> US:HIGHWAY

N OSCEOLA AVE

For discussion:

» Separate cyclists from pedestrians (3 ft needed for delineators) for consistency with FDOT Design Manual e

g
==  Context classification recommends 6-ft sidewalks; preferred alternative shows 5-ft

» Pavement up to face of curb vs edge of pavement

* Preferred shows 40 ft to edge of pavement, but true edge of pavement is only 37 ft; if preferred alternative is constructed, 3 ft of
widening is required

 Considerations for utility relocations if widening

» Importance of parking (18 spaces recommended in Segment 1 from N Osceola Ave to Myrtle Ave)
» Imagine Clearwater includes trail on south side of Drew Street; preferred alternative shows trail on north side

» Options for bus stops/pull-offs

» Utility strip/planting area should be 5 ft for consistency with FDOT Design Manual vs the 4 ft shown

4



Myrtle Avenue to Keene Road
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Myrtle Avenue to Keene Road
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‘Myrtle Avenue to Keene Road
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‘Myrtle Avenue to Keene Roa
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Myrtle Avenue to Keene Road
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For discussion:
» Sidewalk gaps should be addressed with FDOT project
» Property access
» Capacity for bus stops

» Right of way/widening
* Limited space with abutting properties (see pictures)

» Mid-block crossing locations (schools, intersection crash locations)

» Roadway and median widths

Utility strip/planting area should be 5 ft per FDOT Design Manual vs the 2 ft shown

Complete Street Concept PIan Preferred Alternative
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Keene Road to US 19

NHIGHLAN
N KEENE R

DREW ST

N OSCEQLA AV
o oAl USHIGHWAY
| ]

= CLEVELAND ST

= PINE[2[=AS TR L=

(V8 )
=
o
o
(&)
=
e
o
)
T
e
=)
~T1

" Edge of Pavement

".

Existine bnditions



Keene Road to US 19
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‘Keene Road to US 19
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Keene Road to US 19
r;'/_——————"’/

NHIGHLAN
N KEENE R

DREW ST

N OSCEOLA AVE

|
o oL USHIGHWAY

CLEVELAND ST

NLAKE DR

UTHER KING JR'AVE

\- ——
Enhanced Iandscaprng

ﬁu Mid-block crossrng
/ ‘& -

nt \ v

; 1.-__-—-. - R Bike lane markrngs & :
5“ \
e W o |

N
) N\ \SHRRE N

#Com nlete Street Concept Plan Preferred Aiter.native



‘Keene Road to US 1
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l For discussion:

» Property access

» Mid-block crossing locations (schools, high intersection crash locations)

» Consideration for widening bike lane from 4 ft to 5ft by reducing the median from 14 ft to 12 ft
(discussed but not shown from Complete Street Study)

e‘ » Typical section shows 5 ft sidewalk; context classification calls for 6 ft
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Discussions/Next Steps

O Discussions:
» Stakeholder direction
» Areas of concern along the corridor
» Challenging pedestrian/bicycle crossing areas

» Access management

O Next Steps:
» Complete future conditions

» Complete design review and coordination

Drew Street Corridor Study and Concept Evaluation
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Schedule

— 13-Jul 20-Aug 27-Sep 4-Nov 12-Dec 19-Jan 26-Feb 5-Apr 13-May 20-Jun 28-Jul  4-Sep

Project Management

Existing Conditions

FINAL Comidor Existing Conditions Report
Future Conditions

FINAL Future Conditions Summary Report
Stakeholder Group Meeting #1

Conceptual Design Review & Development

Interdepartment Coordination on Concept
Design/Standards

Stakeholder Group Meeting #2

Concept(s) Advancement/Next Steps

FINAL Conceptual Design Review and Development
Report and Implementation Action Plan

FINAL Executive Summary

[|
ﬂlﬂ{l ‘

Stakeholder Presentation #3

I Study Task
[ petveravie Drew Street Corridor Study and Concept Evaluation

=22 Engagement and Coordination Restart Schedule Update March 2021



C_ontacts

o FDOT Project Manager: Brian Shroyer Brian.Shroyer@dot.state.fl.us

o Consultant Contacts:

» Project PM: Christina Kight Christina.Kight@wsp.com

» Planning and Design Team:

* Eric Heinz Eric.Heinz@wsp.com
* Jennifer Straw Jennifer.Straw@wsp.com

* Daniel Jenkins Daniel.Jenkins@wsp.com
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