











Case Study E: Route 11 from Middle Road to Kernstown
Commons: Case Study

This case study proposes including pedestrian and bicycle facilities on Route 11
from Middle Road to Kernstown Commons. This section of roadway is currently
non-uniform with varying roadway cross sections. New typical roadway cross
sections are proposed to provide continuous pedestrian and bicycle facilities
throughout the corridor.

The intersection of Valley Avenue/Route 11 and Tevis Street is shown on page
E-3 as an example of how to include pedestrian and bicycle facilities at
intersections along the corridor. The intersection includes 10-foot wide high
visibility crosswalk markings and ADA-accessible curb ramps (including
detectable warnings). Signalized intersections throughout the corridor are
proposed to have pedestrian countdown signals.

Sections A-A and B-B on page E-4 show different cross sections that are present
along the corridor and how those cross sections could be altered to include
pedestrian and bicycle facilities. Currently this corridor has portions with curb
and gutter and portions without curb and gutter (open drainage ditches).
Sections A-A and B-B propose adding curb and gutter, sidewalks, and bike lanes
throughout the corridor. As shown in Section A-A, portions of the corridor
include raised medians. In these locations, the median could be narrowed to
provide more space for bicycle lanes and sidewalks. As shown in Section B-B,
portions of the corridor have existing shoulders. These shoulders provide space
to add designated bike lanes. The roadway would be further widened to add
sidewalks.
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ROUTE 11 FROM MIDDLE ROAD TO

KERNTOWN COMMONS: CASE STUDY
Bicycle & Pedestrian Mobility Plan for the Win-Fred MPO Prepared By:

INTERSECTION DETAIL /A TooleDesignGroup
7/27/07

5
-."..

Perpendicular Ramp

(Typical)

L P

10’ Wide Crosswalk
(Typical)

a

5-._._.-:'_ .
by




SNOILI3S SSOUD 1VIIdAL

80" RIGHT-OF-WAY

24 16’ 24 10’

VARIES, ,VARIES,

-
-
-
-
<=
= ¥
—

o =)

)

i
i

\
/

/

\

H3a7INOHS

NB

H3ATNOHS

[

o]
E\N 4l
NYNL

H3IN3O
H3ATNOHS

SB NB

NVIQInN
H3AINOHS

EXISTING CONDITIONS
EXISTING CONDITIONS

80" RIGHT-OF-WAY

o
o

=]

SN
S=a

e
B

2 Z
] ] o] o) @z ] ]
] u | .y —=m Y u | o
e & @ s & g 4 7 s 252 I R
5] B 2 = 2 i 5] b N > m=g > N =
o o SB u NB 3 O 5 Q 7 g g2 &
g = z
> N 5 = 5 N > m m
[ @) z b4 z @) [y
= L’ & f S =
m m PROPOSED CONDITIONS
PROPOSED CONDITIONS
ROUTE 11 (VALLEY PIKE)
ROUTE 11 (VALLEY PIKE)
SECTION B-B
SECTION A-A SECTION WITH CENTER TURN LANE
SECTION WITH MEDIAN AREA WIDEN TO ADD BIKE LANES & SIDEWALK

DECREASE MEDIAN AND WIDEN TO
ADD BIKE LANES & SIDEWALK
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