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1. Introduction

"When we build our landscape around places to go, we lose places to be."

- Rick Cole
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Let's Build Complete Streets

Introduction

Transportation infrastructure that accommodates the needs of all
roadway users is the most tangible aspect of a community that values
“complete streets.” Indeed, each day, the presence (or absence) of
safe, inviting streets and crossings influence how people decide to
run errands, travel to work, or get to school. A community’s approach
to planning, designing, and engineering streets also helps determine
people’s behavior while they are mobile. For example, a posted speed
limit of 25mph will not be enough to encourage slow, careful driving
if the street is designed with wide lanes that enable motorists to
comfortably travel at speeds in excess of the posted speed limit.

Today, America’s most safe, vibrant, and prosperous communities
share one thing in common: well-connected and increasingly
“complete” thoroughfare networks that feature safe and robust
pedestrian infrastructure, bikeway facilities of various types, and
accessible, reliable transit. The road to achieving such results is
never short, but those communities who have invested in such
infrastructure usually began with proactive policies that direct design
and investment decisions to support mobility choices.

This Best Practice Management Guide (BMP) was commissioned

by the Androscoggin Transportation Resource Center (ATRC), with
funding from the Maine Department of Transportation (MDOT). It
offers guidance and design protocols customized for the variety of
thoroughfare and diverse land use conditions found across the Twin
Cities. The goal of this docucment is to assist the cities of Lewiston
and Auburn in the planning, design, and implementation of Complete
Streets. The desired outcomes of using this BMP Guide is for Lewiston
and Auburn to achieve a balanced and complete transportation
system, one that accommodates people of all ages and abilities, no
matter their chosen mode or distance of travel.

How to use this guide

This BMP guide is intended to provide Complete Streets planning,
design, and implementation guidance to ATRC staff, city planning

/ public works departments, MDOT, concerned citizens, business
owners, and civic organizations. This document offers its users
design concepts, dimensions, and application details that re-focus
professional attention on Complete Streets, with a special emphasis
on walking, biking, and transit use, while also prioritizing safety for
those who drive. More specifically, this BMP Guide will help Lewiston-
Auburn implement its joint Complete Streets policy.

The body of the Guide is organized into four distinct chapters, which
include this introduction, an overview of Complete Streets, the
detailing of how Lewiston-Auburn’s unique thoroughfare network

is comprised of 16 thoroughfare types, and a “toolbox” of 38 best
practices, which includes walking, cycling, public space, transit, and
driving infrastructure design techniques. Each infrastructure type

is then described at length, with details about design, application,
and maintenance. Finally, the last chapter concludes with a short
discussion of best operational and implementation practices.

If you are not familiar with Complete Streets, you'll want to read

the next chapter closely. It includes a clear definition of what is and
what is not to be considered a Complete Street and includes an
anatomical breakdown of street components, as well as 9 Complete
Streets design principles. First, we turn to a brief discussion of three
overarching Complete Streets values: Access, Safety, and Equity.

Complete Streets Best Practice Management Guide « Introduction



Access | Safety | Equity

up

Access

The move away from auto-centric planning and the
incorporation of Complete Streets also includes
moving away from the prioritization of a singular
transportation metric that has permeated town
planning for two generations: mobility.

According to Todd Litman of the Victoria
Transport Policy Institute, “Accessibility (or just
access) refers to the ability to reach desired goods,
services, activities and destinations...” In other
words, access, rather than mobility, is the point

of most transportation systems. Shifting to this
perspective underscores that there are multiple
ways to improve transportation and our cities as a
whole. These include changing land use paradigms
to bring destinations closer together, improving
overall mobility choices, and nowadays, eliminating
the need to travel in the first place with the rapid
adoption of digital communication.

i

Safety

No matter the mode of travel, safety must be the
top priority for any transportation system. Yet, each
year, more than 35,000+ people — a population
roughly the size of Lewiston — are killed on
American streets, with thousands upon thousands
more injured. In Lewiston-Auburn, there are more
than a hundred crashes happening each year, which
cause property damage, serious injuries, and even
fatalities. This BMP Guide serves as Lewiston-
Auburn’s call to action: building low-stress, safe, and

complete streets for all roadway users will save lives.

m Complete Streets Best Practice Management Guide « Introduction

Equity

Communities across the country are putting policies
and procedures in place to ensure that underserved
populations are included in the creation of
Complete Streets. The communities of Lewiston
and Auburn should do the same by paying special
attention to the disabled, women, children, elderly,
communities of color, and the poor. This last group
- the poor - includes all of the others. As of 2013,
more than 30.5% and 21% of Lewiston and Auburn
residents lived below the povery line. Part of this
poverty burden is the high cost of transportation.
Transportation costs are considered affordable if
they are 15% or less of household income, or $6,738/
yr for the typical Lewiston-Auburn household. In the
Twin Cities, estimated driving costs for an average
household is $10,397/yr, or 154% more than what is
considered affordable. If Complete Streets planning
meets the needs of these people, then theyll meet
the needs of everyone else.



etting in Gear

Asking the Right Questions

In looking at Complete Streets projects that may change the balance of space allocated to vehicles and people, the question to ask should not be limited to “What
will happen to the traffic?” We should also ask: “What will happen if we provide an attractive, low-stress bikeway in this corridor? What will happen if we make safe
and accessible street crossings for people walking or taking the bus? What are the outcomes for transportation access and choice? Will these changes reduce need
for peak hour traffic capacity or parking?” Yes, when coupled with other land use and urban design policies, Complete Streets improvements instigate a sustainable
cycle of investments that reinforce a safe, low-cost, and healthy transportation system, but they more importantly create wonderful places to live.
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2. Complete Streets

“The vision of the Cities of Lewiston-Auburn is of a community in which all
residents and visitors, regardless of their age, ability, or financial resources,
can safely and efficiently use the public right-of-way to meet their transpor-
tation needs regardless of their preferred mode of travel."

- Lewiston-Auburn Complete Streets Policy



Complete Streets

What's a Complete Street?

Complete Streets are designed and operated to enable safe access for all
users. Pedestrians, bicyclists, motorists, and transit riders of all ages and
abilities must be able to move safely along and across the transportation
network. Complete Streets policies, such as the one passed jointly by
Lewiston and Auburn in 2013, are intended to ensure that transportation
agencies and municipal officials routinely design and operate the entire
right-of-way to enable safe access for all users.

The fundamentals of Complete Streets policy as defined by Smart
Growth America, focus on safety and inclusion of all thoroughfare users
regardless of age and ability. There is no specific formula for Complete
Streets design, as so many complex decisions must be made in response
to built, social, and economic context. Thus, Complete Streets does not
mean simply adding a bicycle lane or a crosswalk where previously there
was none. Instead, Complete Street policies seek to provide meaningful
transportation choices for all people, and in urban areas, to put public
life back into the public realm — as defined as the public space between
private buildings. This approach elevates all users of the street onto an
equitable playing field and changes the way transportation projects are
conceived and delivered.

Complete Streets Characteristics
In short, Complete Streets:

e Ensure thoroughfares create a safe environment for all
users, recognizing that there are different needs for various
transportation modes (walking, cycling, transit, driving, freight etc.);

e Provide pedestrians with a contiguous network of sidewalks that are
wide enough, landscaped, and safe to cross at all intersections;

Complete Streets Best Practice Management Guide « Complete Streets

Support a protected or otherwise low-stress bicycle network that allows
people to commute and/ or exercise safely;

Provide public spaces where neighbors and visitors can gather and enjoy a range
of social and physical activities;

Reduce/mitigate the negative impacts associated with traffic congestion;
Provide Safe Routes to School;
Create physically active communities where public health is valued;

Support a multi-modal transportation system that integrates
Complete Streets planning, design, and best management practices;

Allow greater route choice for pedestrians and bicyclists,
thereby promoting physical activity.

Create streets and public spaces that promote safety, commerce,
and engaging social interactions;

And place a renewed focus on access, safety, and equity.



Incomplete vs. Complete Streets
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"Zipper" Streets

At the street network scale, Incomplete or Complete Streets act as the
“zippers” of a community. In Lewiston and Auburn, decades of designing
thoroughfares primarily for vehicular use has segregrated land uses and
people from each other, making attempts to cross the street, bicycle, or the
experience of waiting for a bus uncomfortable, if not downright dangerous.
The graphic above demonstrates how our transportation planning decisions
can divide a community physically and socially.

Complete Streets Best Practice Management Guide « Complete Streets

Multi-modal thoroughfare design (graphic above, showing walking, cycling,
driving, and public transport) allows for inclusion, efficiency, and social
interaction, while also moving freight, and accommodating regional travel and
public transit. This transportation planning approach can knit a community
together without compromising the need to move people and goods to and
through a given community.
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The Anatomy of a Complete

Street

PRIVATE FRONTAGE

The Private Frontage is the area between the building facades and the
lot line. The private frontage presents many architectural and landscape
variations, which depend on the context.

PUBLIC REALM

The Public Realm is defined by the public space located between the
private lot line and the street edge. It is comprised of various physical
design elements, including:

e The Walking Zone
e The Furnishing Zone
e The Street Edge Zone

VARIABLE CURBSIDE USES

Variable curbside uses include the storage of private automobiles
— which can also protect pedestrians and bicyclists from moving
traffic — on-street bicycle parking, parklets, bus lanes, and other
public uses.

BIKEWAYS

Bicycle Facilities can be implemented in a variety of ways
depending on context. This section shows on-street bicycle lanes.
Streets should always aim to be multimodal in various intensities
and configurations.

TRAVELWAY

The travelway includes the space between the curbs, or the
outside edge of pavement in more rural conditions. It may be
segmented by landscaping, variable curbside uses, medians, transit
facilities, bicycle facilities, etc.

Complete Streets Best Practice Management Guide « Complete Streets




Complete Streets Design Principles

The recommendations in this Guide are based on best practices for safe street design, which are summarized
in the g principles described below.

ACCESS + MOBILITY FOR EVERYONE

Streets should allow people to travel in a safe, dignified, and efficient manner no matter their age, gender, or
level of ability. The focus of this Guide is to not only improve the conditions for walking and biking generally,
but to also prioritize the safety of people driving. Indeed, all city streets must allow for harmony between
multiple modes — allowing for safe and efficient movement of trucks, public transit, and emergency response
vehicles.

ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY

Sustainable streets protect and enhance natural ecosystems with tools like esplanades, pervious pavement,
and bioswales that control stormwater. Street trees are a vital part of sustainable streets: they provide shade,
filter the air, and slow traffic. Street trees have been shown to be associated with lower crime rates and higher
household income, and also increase home values. Integrating ecological considerations into street design can
also ease maintenance costs, as uncontrolled stormwater can damage street surfaces over time.

SAFETY + SECURITY

Streets should be designed to reduce or eliminate traffic-related fatalities or serious injuries. Vehicle speed
is one of the most significant factors in crash severity, so controlling speed has a big impact on street safety
for everyone. Street safety is also closely connected to public life — well-lit streets that encourage walking
and biking throughout all hours of the day provide more “eyes on the street,” and increase people’s sense of
security.

CONNECTIVITY

A connected street network helps make walking and biking viable modes of transportation, and disperses
traffic across the network. Thus, intersection density is one of the most important ways to create slower,
safer streets; high ratios of intersections are associated with fewer fatalities. Cul-de-sacs and dead-end streets
should be avoided; they create indirect routes that cause people to drive longer distances and discourage
walking and biking. Where existing cul-de-sacs cannot be connected to the street grid, multi-use paths should
be used to at least improve connectivity for people walking and biking.

Complete Streets Best Practice Management Guide « Complete Streets




LAND USE CONTEXT

A great land use plan is also a great transportation plan. Indeed, good street design is inherently connected to
land use — compact land use patterns and connected multi-modal streets support transportation options and
reduce demand for drive-alone trips, easing parking pressure and traffic congestion. A Complete Streets focus,
and any transportation plan in Lewiston-Auburn, should also include land use strategies that provide essential
services within walking distances of people’s homes and/or places of employment.

CLIMATE CONSIDERATIONS

Complete Streets should respond to local environmental factors such as climate. Recommendations for
improving walking and biking conditions in Lewiston-Auburn must embrace the city’s winter climate and
integrate best practices for providing safe walking and biking options year-round.

COMFORT

When creating new walk and bike infrastructure, comfort is an important consideration. For example,
sidewalks should be made as wide as practical and retrofitted to be fully ADA accessible. They should feature
amenities such as benches and street trees. Bikeways should allow people cycling to be separated from passing
motor vehicles, and be designed to allow people to pass each other safely and ride two abreast wherever
possible.

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

Complete Streets are an economic asset to cities. Well-designed streets have been shown to generate higher
revenues for businesses, and increase home values. Lewiston-Auburn’s streets should be designed to support a
mix of commercial and cultural activities, and leveraged to attract economic opportunities and talent.

ACTION!

Lewiston and Auburn can start improving safety now with low-cost materials. Chapter 4 of this Guide outlines
how Complete Streets projects may be implemented quickly, with little else than paint. For large projects that
require significant capital planning and investment, Lewiston-Auburn should look for opportunities to use
demonstration and/or “pilot” projects to test options and inform public decision-making before committing to
big ticket infrastructure investments.

Complete Streets Best Practice Management Guide « Complete Streets
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3. Thoroughfare Network

il

"Urbanism works when it creates a journey as desirable as the destination."

- Paul Goldberger



Context-Sensitive Planning

CONTEXT-SENSITIVE PLANNING

The Institute for Transportation Engineers (ITE) describes conventional engineering practice as a process that “prioritizes vehicular mobility and
access using functional classification, design speed, traffic volume, and vehicular level of service as the primary determinants for design criteria—
an approach with limited sensitivity to the surrounding context.”

A counter-approach and recommended practice is what the Federal Highway Administration calls Context-Sensitive Solutions (CSS). CSS
recognizes that thoroughfare design should respond to and positively influence the character of neighborhoods, advancing the community vision
for the future. FHWA describes CSS as “an approach that considers the total context within which a transportation improvement project will exist.”
Thus, applying the principles of CSS in thoroughfare design allows for planners and engineers to integrate Complete Street design principles that
are more consistent with their surroundings and that support the activities of the adjacent or desired land uses and urban form.

The CSS and Complete Streets approach does not abandon conventional traffic measurement tools entirely, but augments them with new user-
oriented considerations that enrich the design decision-making process.

CONTEXT ZONES

There are 6 normative context zones included in the diagram above. The folllowing page includes a more detailed description of each one, from
rural to urban core, and demonstrates how they apply to Lewiston-Auburn.

Complete Streets Best Practice Management Guide « Thoroughfare Network




LEWISTON / AUBURN CONTEXT ZONES
While Lewiston and Auburn are two unique cities, the normative Context Zones described on the previous page may easily be
applied. Below are 6 images that depict how the various context zones relate to the Twin Cities. Can you identify each location?

R - RURAL

The Rural Zone consists
of lands unsuitable for
settlement, or that

are sparsely settled in
an open or cultivated
state. It is inclusive of
woodland, agricultural

lands, or open grasslands.

S - SUBURBAN

The Suburban Zone
consists of low-density
suburban residential
areas with relatively deep
setbacks, large blocks,
and irregular roads that
accommodate natural
conditions.

GU - GENERALURBAN UC - URBAN CENTER

The General Urban Zone
consists of a mixed-use,
but primarily residential,
urban fabric. It has a wide
range of building types;
single-family, sideyard, and
rowhouses, for example.
Setbacks and landscaping
are variable. Streets
typically define medium-
sized blocks.

The Urban Center Zone
consists of higher density
mixed-use building types
that accommodate retail,
offices, rowhouses, and
apartments. It has a tight
network of streets and
buildings set close to the
sidewalk.

Complete Streets Best Practice Management Guide « Thoroughfare Network

Amagery Dute: G27/2014 _44°05

C - URBAN CORE

The Urban Core includes
the highest density

and height, with the
greatest variety of uses,
and civic buildings of
regional importance. It
has a network of streets,
with wide sidewalks,
street tree planting, and
buildings built to the
sidewalk. The Urban Core
is otherwise known as
“downtown,” and serves
as a regional shopping
and employment center.

SD-SPECIAL DISTRICT

The Special District
Zone includes uses
that by their intrinsic
size, function, or
configuration cannot
conform to the five
normative context zones.
These uses include
shopping malls, college
campuses, airports,
business parks, etc.




Lewiston-Auburn Thoroughfare Types

Functional classification is a methodology for categorizing throughfare types according to their ability to move traffic and provide
access to adjacent properties. The three general classes include Local, Collector, and Arterial streets. However, many streets found in
Lewiston-Auburn were built long before functional classification was adopted into the Federal Highway System. As a result, functional
classification is unable to accurately describe the true diversity of land use, urban design characteristics, and roles that streets play
within communities, especially in an older urban area like Lewiston-Auburn. In order to coordinate with state and federal standards, the
table below and the maps on the following pages provide a translation from the 6 types of thoroughfares included in Lewiston-Auburn’s
conventional functional classification nomenclature to a more robust menu of 16 thoroughfare types. Page 25 demonstrates how each
thoroughfare type relates to the 6 normative context zones, and the rest of the chapter includes a typical cross-section for each type
with a table outlining its key characteristics.

FUNCTIONAL CLASSIFICATION
LOCAL COLLECTOR ARTERIAL

THOROUGHFARE TYPE
Rural Highway

Rural Road

Residential Street - Suburban

Residential Avenue - Suburban

Commercial Ave. - Suburban

Neighborhood Greenway
Residential Yield Street - Urban

Residential Street - Urban

Residential Ave. - Urban

Commercial Ave. - Urban

Boulevard

Community Street

Destination Street
Shared Use Path N/A N/A N/A
Commercial Alley
Pedestrian Passage N/A N/A N/A

Complete Streets Best Practice Management Guide « Thoroughfare Network




CONVENTIONAL PRACTICE MAPPED
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RECOMMENDED PRACTICE MAPPED

Rural Highway

Rural Road

Residential Street - Suburban
Residential Avenue - Suburban
Commercial Avenue - Suburban
Neighborhood Greenway
Residential Yield Street - Urban
Residential Street - Urban
Residential Avenue - Urban
Commercial Avenue - Urban
Boulevard

Community Street

Destination Street

Shared Use Path

Commercial Alley - Utility
Pedestrian Passage

Interstate

Other
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Thoroughfare Types In Context

RURAL SUBURBAN GENERAL URBAN CENTER | URBAN CORE SPECIAL
URBAN DISTRICT

THOROUGHFARE TYPE
Rural Highway

Rural Road

Residential Street - Suburban

Residential Avenue - Suburban

Commercial Ave. - Suburban

Neighborhood Greenway

Residential Yield Street - Urban

Residential Street - Urban

Residential Ave. - Urban

Commercial Ave. - Urban

Boulevard

Community Street

Destination Street
Shared Use Path

Commercial Alley

Pedestrian Passage
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Thoroughfare Typology

RURAL HIGHWAY RURAL ROAD

Local Example Outer Main Street (Lewiston) North River Road (Auburn)
Conventional Street Type Principal Arterial Minor Arterial
Context Zone(s) Rural Rural
Travel Lanes 2 Travel Lanes 2 Travel Lanes
Travel Lane Width 12' 22
Target Speed 55 mph 45 mph
Parking None None
Transit None None
Bikeway Type Shoulder None
Walkway Type None None
Curb Type No Curb No Curb
Landscaping Naturalistic Naturalistic
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Lewiston-Auburn Thoroughfare Typology

RESIDENTIAL STREET - SUBURBAN RESIDENTIAL AVENUE - SUBURBAN

Local Example Marsten Street (Lewiston) Central Avenue (Lewiston)
Conventional Street Type Local Collector
Context Zone(s) Suburban Suburban
Travel Lanes 2 Travel Lanes 2 Travel Lanes
Travel Lane Width 9 10'
Target Speed 20 mph 25 mph
Parking Parallel, One Side None
Transit None None
Bikeway Type None Bike Lanes
Walkway Type Sidewalk, One Side Sidewalks
Curb Type Curb and Gutter Curb and Gutter
Landscaping Esplanade, Bioswale Esplanade, Bioswale
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Lewiston-Auburn Thoroughfare Typology

Local Example
Conventional Street Type
Context Zone(s)
Travel Lanes
Travel Lane Width
Target Speed
Parking

Transit

Bikeway Type
Walkway Type
Curb Type
Landscaping

COMMERCIAL AVENUE - SUBURBAN

NEIGHBORHOOD GREENWAY

Outer Lisbon St. (Lewiston)

Pettingill Street (Lewiston)

Principal Arterial

Local

Suburban

Suburban, General Urban

4 Travel Lanes + Median / Center-Turn Lane

2 Travel Lanes

1011

25-30 mph

10'

None

20 mph

Local Bus

Parallel

Super Sharrows

None

Sidewalk

Sharrows or Super Sharrows

Curb and Gutter

Sidewalk

Planting Strip, Planted Median, Bioswale

Curb and Gutter

Complete Streets Best Practice Management Guide « Thoroughfare Network

Esplanade, Bioswale




Lewiston-Auburn Thoroughfare Typology

Local Example
Conventional Street Type
Context Zone(s)
Travel Lanes
Travel Lane Width
Target Speed
Parking

Transit

Bikeway Type
Walkway Type
Curb Type
Landscaping

RESIDENTIAL YIELD STREET - URBAN

RESIDENTIAL STREET - URBAN

Spring Street (Auburn)

Horton Street (Lewiston)

Local

Local, Minor Collector

General Urban

Urban Center, Urban Core

1 Travel Lane, Bi-Directional Traffic

2 Travel Lanes

16' 10'

15 mph 20 mph

Parallel, One Side Parallel, One or Two Sides
None Local Bus, None

None or Sharrows Sharrows, Bike Lanes
Sidewalk Sidewalk

Curb and Gutter Curb and Gutter

Esplanade, Bioswale

Esplanade, Tree Well, Bioswale

Complete Streets Best Practice Management Guide
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Lewiston-Auburn Thoroughfare Typology

Local Example
Conventional Street Type
Context Zone(s)
Travel Lanes
Travel Lane Width
Target Speed
Parking

Transit

Bikeway Type
Walkway Type
Curb Type
Landscaping

RESIDENTIAL AVENUE - URBAN

COMMERCIAL AVENUE - URBAN

Turner Street (Auburn)

Inner Lisbon Street (Lewiston)

Minor Arterial, Collector

Principal Arterial, Minor Arterial

General Urban

General Urban, Urban Center

2 -4 Travel Lanes

2 - 4 Travel Lanes + Median/Center-Turn Lane

10-11 10-11

25 or 30 mph 25-30 mph
Parallel Parallel, None
Local Bus Local / Express Bus

Bike Lanes, Protected Bikeways

Protected, Buffered, Conventional Bike Lane

Sidewalk

Sidewalk

Curb and Gutter

Curb and Gutter

Esplanade, Tree Well, Bioswale

Tree Well, Bioswale
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Lewiston-Auburn Thoroughfare Typology

Local Example
Conventional Street Type
Context Zone(s)
Travel Lanes
Travel Lane Width
Target Speed
Parking

Transit

Bikeway Type
Walkway Type
Curb Type
Landscaping

BOULEVARD

Union Street (Auburn)

East Avenue (Lewiston)

Principal Arterial

Collector, Local

Suburban, General Urban, Urban Center

Suburban

4 Travel Lanes + Median / Turn Lanes

2 Travel Lanes + Median / Center-Turn Lane

10'-11

10'-11"

30 mph 25 mph
None, Parallel None
Regional / Local Bus Local Bus

Shared Path, Buffered / Protected Bike Lane

Shared Use Path, Buffered Bike Lane

Shared Path, Sidewalk

Shared Path, Sidewalk

Curb and Gutter

Curb and Gutter

Esplanade, Bioswale, Planted Median

Esplanade, Bioswale, Planted Median
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Lewiston-Auburn Thoroughfare Typology

Local Example
Conventional Street Type
Context Zone(s)
Travel Lanes
Travel Lane Width
Target Speed
Parking

Transit

Bikeway Type
Walkway Type
Curb Type
Landscaping

DESTINATION STREET

sidewalk

SHARED USE PATH

Main Street (Auburn)

Riverside Greenway (Lewiston)

Minor Arterial N/A

Urban Center, Urban Core Rural, Suburban, General Urban
1 Travel Lane N/A

10'-11 10'

20 mph 12 mph

Parallel, Angled Back-In N/A

Local / Regional Bus N/A

Sharrows, Bike Lanes

Shared Use Path

Sidewalk

Shared Use Path

Curb and Gutter

None

Tree Well

Naturalistic
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Lewiston-Auburn Thoroughfare Typology

COMMERCIAL ALLEY - UTILITY PEDESTRIAN PASSAGE

Local Example Park Alley (Lewiston) Park Street / Lisbon Street Passage
Conventional Street Type N/A N/A
Context Zone(s) Urban Core Urban Center, Urban Core
Travel Lanes N/A N/A
Travel Lane Width 14' 14'
Target Speed 5 mph N/A
Parking N/A N/A
Transit N/A N/A
Bikeway Type N/A N/A
Walkway Type N/A Pedestrian Passage
Curb Type N/A N/A
Landscaping N/A Planters, Tree Wells
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4. Best Practices

=9t

“A hundred years after we are gone and forgotten, those who never heard
of us will be living with the results of our actions."

- Oliver Wendell Holmes



Introduction

This section of the Guide includes an “illustrated toolbox” for implementing
Complete Streets. It includes 38 different infrastructure types organized into
categories for Walking, Bicycling, Public Space, Transit, and Motor Vehicles.
Each type includes a detailed discussion defining the type, a description of
how/where it may be applied, information for how it should be designed, and
any relevant maintenance recommendations. The section also includes more
discussion about operational strategies for building and maintaining streets
that work for all users, including signals, maintenance, and implementation
techniques that support Complete Streets.

Best practices in Complete Streets are changing rapidly. Cities around the
country are trying new types of infrastructure every year and learning

from their success and implementation challenges. In additiion, new 