Natick

Massachusetts

Natick Main Street Corridor Improvement Study

November 18, 2024
Morse Institute Library, Lebowitz Room
Zoom Meeting ID: 868 7279 2528, Passcode: 084540024
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Morgan Griffiths — Transportation & Economic Development Planner
John Westerling, PE — Director of Public Works

William McDowell, PE — Town Engineer

John Digiacomo, PE — Assistant Town Engineer

Erik Atkins, PE — McFarland Johnson, Inc.
Wing Wong, PE, PTOE — McFarland Johnson, Inc.
Mfcfﬁﬁgé,‘ﬁ[’ Bo Conley — McFarland Johnson, Inc.

@ CAPITAL Nichol Figueiredo — Capital Strategic Solutions

> SOLUTIONS Mike Tusino — Capital Strategic Solutions
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Summary of :
: Design
Public :
Alternatives
Engagement
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How do you feel about Main Street?
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How do you feel about Main Street?

Nobody has responded yet.

Hang tight! Responses are coming in.

Start the presentation to see live content. For screen share software, share the entire screen. Get help at pollev.com/app
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How do you use Main Street?
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How do you use Main Street?

Nobody has responded yet.

Hang tight! Responses are coming in.

Start the presentation to see live content. For screen share software, share the entire screen. Get help at pollev.com/app
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T We are here

PHASE 1: PHASE 2: PHASE 3:

® Assess existing conditions ¢ Procure full design services for ¢ Solicit bids for construction

the preferred design e Construct preferred design

e Conduct public outreach
e Establish preferred design

SUMMER ‘23 - FALL ‘24
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“Improve safety in all travel modes through the
implementation of a Complete Streets design

approach, roadway and intersection improvements,
and proven safety counter-measures.”

“Reduce traffic congestion and improve
accessibility by improving multi-modal access,
including vehicular access, public transit, walking,
bicycling, and ride-sharing.”

“Support a safe and active street life in Natick
Center by investing in sidewalks, crosswalks, bike

facilities, signage improvements and promoting
sidewalk cafes and outdoor spaces.”
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Improve safety for all road users

Improve/expand pedestrian spaces

Mitigate traffic congestion
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Based on recent crash data....

There was The \ERACES

Pedestrian Downtown is end crashes
one :
crashes occur in the top 5% are noted to

destri
along the pegestrian for be due to

: fatality at : :
entire Y pedestrian pedestrians
) Whalen : :
project. crashes in the crossing

Street.
state. unexpectedly.
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chclists riding in areas without bike paths or lanes are \
N - _ ) nearly twice as likely to feel endangered (mostly by
In F't'e_s Fhat are_ building pro’Eected. b!ke lane netw?rks, motorists) as bicyclists with paths or lanes, and more than
cycling '> Increasing, and th? risk of ihjury or death IS four times as likely to be dissatisfied with how their
decreasmg..Palrmg approprlatel}/-scalc.ad blke.share WI.th community is designed for making biking safe. - USDOT
protected bike lanes increases ridership and is essential to Bureau of Transportation Statistics

equity and mobility efforts.” — NACTO
equity y y R/ /
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CStreets that accommodate all users — including cyclists,
pedestrians, and transit riders — mean less traffic
congestion and better quality of life. Not surprisingly,
then, they are also linked to higher commercial property
\values and lower vacancy rates.” — Streetsblog Y
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Bicycle Lane Additions can
reduce crashes up to:

(o)
9%
for fotal crashes on urlbban

4-lane undivided collectors
and local roads.’

(o)
0%
for total crashes on urban

2-lane undivided collectors
and local roads.”

Source: https://highways.dot.gov/safety/proven-safety-countermeasures

& McFARLAND JOHNSON

A

S Department of Tonsporiation

Federol Highway Administration

Safety Benefits:
Converting traditional or flush
buffered bicycle lanes to a
separated bicycle lane with
flexible delineator posts can
reduce crashes up to:

ED0/

o1 picycle/vehicle crashe it

Bicycle Lane Additions can
reduce crashes up fo:

()
49%
for total crashes on urban

4-lane undivided collectors
and local roads.”

30%

for total crashes on urban
2-lane undivided collectors
and local roads.”

-—

e lone In Washing
x Baco, Washingt
As

and other FHWA Proven Safety
Countermeasures, please visit

https://highways.dot.gov/

measures and https://high
ways.dot.gov/sites/fhwa.dot.

fhwasal8077.
FHWA-SA-21-05

OFFICE OF SAFETY

Proven Safety
Countermeasures

Bicycle Lanes

Most fatal and serious injury bicyclist crashes occur at non-intersection locations.
Nearly one-third of these crashes occur when motorists are overtaking bicyclists'
because the speed and size differential between vehicles and bicycles can lead
to severe injury. Many people are not comfortable riding a bicycle because of
their fear that this type of crash may occur. To make bicycling safer and more
comfortable for most types of bicyclists, State and local agencies should consider
installing bicycle lanes. Providing bicycle facilities can mitigate or prevent
interactions, confiicts, and crashes between bicyclists and motor vehicles, and
create a network of safer roadways for bicycling. Bicycle Lanes align with the
Safe System Approach principle of recognizing human wulnerability—where
separating users in space can enhance safety for all road users.

Applications

The FHWA's Bikeway Selection Guide
and [ncorporating On-Road Bicycle
Networks into Resurfacing Projects

assist agencies in determining which
facilities provide the most benefit in
various contexts. Bicycle lanes can be
included on new roadways or created
on existing roads by reallocating
space in the right-of-way through
Road Diets. Separated bicycle lanes,
WQich use vertical elements—such

as\ exible delineator posts, curbs, or
veg tation—between the bicycle
lane | nd motorized traffic lanes

provi¢ » additional safety benefits 2°
For a | arked bike lane without vertical
elem¢ s, alateral offset with marked
buffetcan help to further separate
bicytists from vehicle traffic.

C( isiderations
In order to maximize a roadway'’s
suitability for riders of all ages
and abilities, bicycle lane design
should vary according to roadway
characteristics (number of lanes,
motor vehicle and truck volumes,
soeed, presence of fransit), user needs
(current and forecasted ridership,
types of bicycles and micromobility
devices in use within the community,
role within the bicycling network), and
land-use context (adjacent land uses,
types and intensity of conflicting uses,
demands from other users for curbside
access). Separated bicycle lanes are
recommended on roadways with
higher vehicle volumes and speeds,
such as arterials.

« City and State policies may require
minimum bicycle lkane widths,
although desirable bicycie lane widths

can differ by agency and functional
classification of the road, current
and forecasted bicycle volumes,
and contextual athributes such as
topography.

« Studiies have found that roadways did
not experience an increase in crashes
or congestion when travel lane widths
were decreased to add a bicycle
lane*

« Studlies and experience in U.S. cities
show that bicycle lanes increase
ridership and may help jurisdictions
better manage roadway capacity.

* In rural areas, rumble strips can
negatively impact bicyclists” ability to
ride if not properly installed. Agencies
should consider the dimensions,
placement, and offset of rumble strips
when adding a bicycle lane.*

« Bicycle lanes should be considered on
roadways where adjacent land use
suggests that tips could be served by
varied modes, particularly to meet the
safety and travel needs of low-income
populations likely to use bicycles to
reach essential destinations.®

ZERN:ET
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* Studies have found that roadways did
not experience an increase in crashes
or congestion when travel lane widths
were decreased to add a bicycle
lane

¢ Studies and experience in U.S. cities
show that bicycle lanes increase

ridership and may help jurisdictions

better manage roadway capacity.

A

US Department of Torsporiation

Federol Highway Administration

Safety Benefits:
Converting traditional or flush
buffered bicycle lanes to a
separated bicycle lane with
fiexible delineator posts can
reduce crashes up to:

[+)
53%
for bicycle/vehicle crashes.®

Bicycle Lane Additions can
reduce crashes un to:

* Bicycle lanes should be considered on
roadways where adjacent land use
suggests that frips could be served by
varied modes, particularly to meet the
safety and travel needs of low-income
populafions likely to use bicycles to
reach essential destinations.®

OFFICE OF SAFETY

Proven Safety
Countermeasures

Bicycle Lanes

Most fatal and serious injury bicyclist crashes occur at non-intersection locations.
Nearly one-third of these crashes occur when motorists are overtaking bicyclists'
because the speed and size differential between vehicles and bicycles can lead

to severe injury. Many people are not comfortable riding a bicycle because of
their fear that this type of crash may occur. To make bicycling safer and more
comfortable for most types of bicyclists, State and local agencies should consider
installing bicycle lanes. Providing bicycle facilities can mitigate or prevent
interactions, confiicts, and crashes between bicyclists and motor vehicles, and
create a network of safer roadways for bicycling. Bicycle Lanes align with the
Safe System Approach principle of recognizing human wulnerability—where
separating users in space can enhance safety for all road users.

Applications

The FHWA's Bikeway Selection Guide
and [ncorporating On-Road Bicycle
Networks into Resurfacing Projects

assist agencies in determining which
facilities provide the most benefit in
various contexts. Bicycle lanes can be
included on new roadways or created
on existing roads by reallocating
space in the right-of-way through
Road Diets. Separated bicycle lanes,
which use vertical elements—such

as fiexible delineator posts, curbs, or
Vegetation—between the bicycle
and motorized traffic lanes

jovide additional safety benefits.2?

a marked bike lane without vertical

ents, a lateral offset with marked
gifer can help to further separate
clists from vehicle traffic.

iderations

order to maximize a roadway’s
ability for riders of all ages
abillifies, bicycle lane design
Id vary according to roadway

s presence of fransit), user needs
Current and forecasted ridership,

h of bicycles and micromobility
vices in use within the community,
fole within the bicycling network), and
context (adjacent land uses,

and intensity of conflicting uses,
from other users for curbside
cess). Separated bicycle lanes are
fecommended on roadways with

0o vebicle volumes and speecs
Source: https://highways.dot.gov/safety/proven-safety-countermeasures aoities 2022071

’\’\\> McFARLAND JOHNSON
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» City and State policies may require
minimum bicycle lane widths,
although desirable bicycie lane widths

can differ by agency and functional
classification of the road, current
and forecasted bicycle volumes,
and contextual attributes such as
topography.

not experience an increase in crashes
or congestion when travel lane widths
were decreased to add a bicycle
lane*

I+ Studiies and experience in U.S. cities

show that bicycle lanes increase
ridership and may help jurisdictions
better manage roadway capacity.

* In rural areas, rumble stips can

negatively impact bicyclists” ability to
ride if not properly installed. Agencies
should consider the dimensions,
placement, and offset of rumble strips
when adding a bicycle lane.*

I* Bicycle lanes should be considered on

roadways where adjacent land use
suggests that trips could be served by
varied modes, particularly to meet the
safety and fravel needs of low-income
populations likely to use bicycles to

i T
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2024

Met with property
owners

Online survey

Developed
Alternatives

Tonight’s presentation
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Who participated?

2%
9%

pif

H 18-24
ici 25-34
50% of participants are .
0 il 35-44
of 35-54 years 19% 29%
45-54

’ B 55-64
H 65+

24%

Of participants residing within ;2 miles of
Main Street, 87% own their residence.

)y McFARLAND JOHNSON Natick Main Street Corridor Improvement Study
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How frequently do participants visit? ————> For what reasons?

ﬂ Shopping or Restaurants — 66%

Daily
Weekly I Wl ibrary-63%
Monthly I @ Commuting or Other — 40%
Yearly
% Doctor—14%
0% 20% 40%
y School or Religious Services — 8%
Other:

How do they get there

@ 90% - Drive alone 'a' 19% - Carpool/Vanpool
T e
63% - Walk o0 19% - Bicycle/E-Scooter

)y McFARLAND JOHNSON Natick Main Street Corridor Improvement Study
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Get rid of angled parking, it’s hard to see More parking, better
pedestrians or bikes, too much traffic pedestrian accomodations

and visibility

| More trees! |

Mitigate gridlock\

from southbound

cars turning left

onto Common [ Allow right turn on red! ]
\ Street. /

Outdoor seating, more
benches and planters

Better and more sidewalks
with flashing crosswalk lights

Need more public, — Remove parking by Pond
accessible parking Street, it’s too narrow

Natick Main Street Corridor Improvement Study
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Critical Issues Project Type Ranked by Importance
Vehicular Congestion NN 285 intersection Improvements I 194
angerous Vehicular Traffic Calming Measures [ 182
. 272
Croneisincions D
Public Parking I 177
Traffic Blockages of
Intersection/Driveways I 246 Secondary Roadways to Reduce "t 177
Main St. Traffic
Absence of Bike Lanes 200 Street Trees and/or Landscaping S 151
Improvemeg
Walkability/Bikability 184 Bicycle Lanes 127
0%  20%  40%  60%  80%  100% D I D L

M 1st ®2nd 3rd ' 4th

N 1st m2nd 3rd © 4th

Participants believe that by prioritizing these project types the major critical issues will be mitigated allowing Main Street
Corridor to achieve its greatest potential while encouraging a greater sense of community and vibrancy within the town of Natick.

\} MCFARLAND JOHNSON Natick Main Street Corridor Improvement Study
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What type of projects should the Town invest in to improve the Main Street Corridor?
Select your top 5 issues, 1 being the most important & 5 being the least important.

27%
. 200
. 194
: il 177 177 174
28% - : :: e 4 4% 160 . . 151
: : : . 127
. : 120 ] is
®
35% . 46% %0 80
: 2 3 ]
1 40
Segment I
0
Segment 1 [Cottage Street to Family Farms Convenience Store] 06“"’ 6\)&9 Vo‘"’ 4{5\"’ é,és\ foé\o% é‘é, 4@13 ’6906’
Segment 2 [Family Farms Conveneince Store to Common Street] 0&6\ @0’0 e&& o'bb g obé' *&\' ‘_}bz ‘&‘)
Segment 3 [Common Street to Pond Street] \@é (‘.‘\(& . \QQQ Q‘*% A ° 6\"b g <\Q“’f,
Segment 4 [Pond Street to East Central Street] ,.oo° & Q$° °o°6 é&"’ & 3 ‘}f;@
Segment 5 [East Central Street to South Avenue] & & ° e,bz N ¥
& '\@ bQ e Q%
& e,"’(\ ‘_),60
What Segment(s) Need Most Attention Q¥

M 1st ®m2nd 3rd ™ 4th M 5th

\} MCFARLAND JOHNSON Natick Main Street Corridor Improvement Study
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What future opportunities do you see along the Main Street Corridor?

Rest t
Green Space estaurants Luxury Shopping Grocery Stores

. . Small Busineses Hardware Stores
Park Benches Fine Dining

Participants believe that Main Street Corridor can restore its vibrance and community-
oriented atmosphere by prioritizing safety measures for roadway users
and by investing in the quality of downtown destinations.

\} MCFARLAND JOHNSON Natick Main Street Corridor Improvement Study
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Lo Y

L rL' \";ﬂ j‘-_‘ o
No Dedicated Bike AW 5 W T
%/ Accomodations”™ ¥y Poor Sightlines

Y 4 ; -]

, Unsafe Crosswalks = R ~ a B e
s > Fatia 5 r‘z-, : 14 et Limited space '
“ High Vehicle Speeds ’ T et e for outdoor 1
b ,

- Vs i aEf - ()
ﬁ i = @_‘ ‘ ! e place aklng A A
3 . - e . . . : a1 - W T

N —

* Main Street has a “Medium Potential for Everyday Biking” according to MassDOT 2022 data

* Anticipated to increase to “High Potential for Everyday Biking” when Rail Trail is complete and
North Main Street added
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» Overhead utilities
» Sidewalks on each side
» No on-street parking

» No dedicated bicycle
accommodations

» Unsignalized crosswalks

&) McFARLAND JOHNSON

EXISTING
/ CENTERLINE
7.5' SIDEWALK

7' SIDEWALK

3' GRASS BUFFEK —“\

11.5' 10.5'

B——l} -

SB LANE NB LANE

r 2' SHOULDER 2.5' SHOULDER ‘x \

Natick Main Street Corridor Improvement Study
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45'

5 | -l
- g
: S
< EXISTING PROPOSED %
- CENTERLINE / BASELINE -
= — [ 15 =
- 10' 100 o -
S SIDEWALK | SIDEWALK % 7. X
o 2' SHOULDER — | x
® 2' SHOULDER | %
10.5' 10.5'
gk B —
SBLANE | NBLANE

MAINTAIN EXISTING CURB LINE
EXTEND SIDEWALK BY 2.5'

’\/\\> McFARLAND JOFINSON
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} F‘r' TN ¢

EXISTING PROPOSED
CENTERLINE / BASELINE

—_—  —— 15

— =t SIDEWALK |SIDEWALK \\

/ /— 5' BIKE LANE | 5' BIKE LANE
et -

10.%' 10.5'
Bl o B |
SB LANE NB LANE

L ‘Eﬂ
REDUCE SIDEWALK BY 3' —/
REDUCE SIDEWALK BY 0.5'

’\/\\> McFARLAND JOFINSON
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» Overhead utilities
» Sidewalks on each side

» On-street parallel parking on
the west

» No dedicated bicycle
accommodations

» Gas station pumps are close
to road

&) McFARLAND JOHNSON

EXISTING 115"

CENTERLINE SIDEWALK ]
7.5

SIDEWALK
8' PARKING 1.5
SHOULDER

11" 10.5' *
—— o - i = B T

SB LANE NB LANE

EXISTING CROSS SECTION

Natick Main Street Corridor Improvement Study
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NOTES:
Bikes and cars share the road EXISTING PROPOSED
Reduce travel lanes CENTERLINE BASELINE 15
Maintain 2’ shoulders SIDEWALK
10' o [
PROS: SIDEWALK
¢ New ADA-compliant sidewalks 7.5 PARALLEL 2'
_ o , PARKING SHOULDER
& Sidewalk widths increased on the west side
& |Improved crosswalks with bump-outs - - e 105 | 105 - -
o , SB LANE NB LANE
& Maintains parallel parking
CONS:
'® Does notinclude a dedicated bike lane
'® Sidewalk width decreased on the east side -
e i '
Dges no’F follow Mgssachusetts gwd.al.wce for streets \ EXTEND SIDEWALK BY 2.5
with a High Potential for Everyday Biking

REDUCE SIDEWALK BY 2'
'® Utility relocation required

) MCFARLAND JOHNSON Natick Main Street Corridor Improvement Study
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NOTES:

Bikes are separated from cars
Reduce travel lanes
Utilities need to be relocated

PROS:

¢ New ADA-compliant sidewalks

& Provides full 5' bike lane (unbuffered)

& |Improved crosswalks with bump-outs

¢ Portions of sidewalk widened on west

& Maintains parallel parking

CONS:

'® Reduces sidewalk on both sides

'"® Does not follow Massachusetts guidance for streets
with a High Potential for Everyday Biking

'® Utility relocation required

/\/\\> McFARLAND JOHNSON

EXISTING PROPOSED
CENTERLINE BASELINE
5.5 —’

5.5' R B S SIDEWALK
SIDEWALK
8' PARALLEL
PARKING
5' BIKE LANE | 5' BIKE LANE —\
A _ 105 | 105 N |

"SBLANE | | NBLANE
- ' .
\ REDUCE SIDEWALK BY 6' —

REDUCE SIDEWALK BY 2'

Natick Main Street Corridor Improvement Study



I

N
nro
=

o

\ . & i : f-: a REE LEERE
.I ‘ ‘ N— . -“.A . - E

VVVI
\AAJ

AAA

e : 7
3 -
— - i
| g i
o 2 o,
‘ g ‘.P* ‘- e ___\ ‘—__ “é ki,.
: A F ’ ,’1
N (s




Natick

Massachusetts

» Street trees both sides

» Sidewalks on each side o5

» Wide travel lanes CENTERUNE  \
2 10
» Parallel parking on each SIDEWALK
2 ' 8' PARKING
Slde / 8' PARKING
» No dedicated bicycle . L .12 VARES'

. SB LANE NB LANE
accommodations

» Long, unsignalized %
crosswalks ;

1

)y McFARLAND JOHNSON Natick Main Street Corridor Improvement Study
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NOTES:

Bikes and cars share the road
Reduce travel lanes

PROS:

e
e
e
e
e

New ADA-compliant sidewalks

Sidewalk widths increased on both sides.
Improved crosswalks with bump-outs
No tree removal anticipated

Maintains parallel parking

CONS:

L
I

Does not include a dedicated bike lane

Does not follow Massachusetts guidance for streets
with a High Potential for Everyday Biking

&) McFARLAND JOHNSON

EXISTING
/ CENTERLINE
12" 14'

SIDEWALK SIDEWALK
7.5' PARALLEL 7.5'" PARALLEL
PARKING PARKING
[ 105" 10.5' |
SB LANE NB LANE

\— EXTEND SIDEWALK BY 2' EXTEND SIDEWALK BY 5.5' —/

Natick Main Street Corridor Improvement Study
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NOTES:

Bikes are separated from cars
Reduce travel lanes

Utilities need to be relocated

PROS:

¢ New ADA-compliant sidewalks

& Provides full 5' bike lane (unbuffered)
¥ Trees on east are not impacted

& |Improved crosswalks with bump-outs
& Maintains parallel parking

CONS:

'® Reduces sidewalk on west side.

'®* Does not follow Massachusetts guidance for streets
with a High Potential for Everyday Biking

&) McFARLAND JOHNSON

EXISTING
CENTERLINE

7.5'
SIDEWALK

PROPOSED
_\ / BASELINE

. . 0-5| 85’ =

7.5 PARALLEL

SIDEWALK
7.5' PARALLEL

PARKING PARKING
5'BIKE LANE | 5'BIKE LANE
B L __/j_ 105' 105 i\__ n .
- N | | SBLANE | NBLANE | | R -

= 1§

11

]_L REDUCE SIDEWALK BY 2'

MAINTAIN EXISTING CURB LINE —/

Natick Main Street Corridor Improvement Study
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What is your preferred option and why?
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What is your preferred option and why?

Nobody has responded yet.

Hang tight! Responses are coming in.

Start the presentation to see live content. For screen share software, share the entire screen. Get help at pollev.com/app
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What is your concern with each option?
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What is your concern with each option?

Nobody has responded yet.

Hang tight! Responses are coming in.

Start the presentation to see live content. For screen share software, share the entire screen. Get help at pollev.com/app
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What enhancements can be made to your
preferred alternative?
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What enhancements can be made to your preferred alternative?

Nobody has responded yet.

Hang tight! Responses are coming in.

Start the presentation to see live content. For screen share software, share the entire screen. Get help at pollev.com/app



Natick

Massachusetts

» Congestion at Pond
Street

» High crash rate

» Sidewalks on each side
» Wide travel lanes

» 2 parallel spaces on west

» No dedicated bicycle
accommodations

» Long crosswalks

/\/\\> McFARLAND JOHNSON

[ SIDEVRLE - EXISTING
OUTSIDE ROW BASELING
VARIES FROM
57065
— SIDEWALK
| INSIDE ROW 11" —
VARIES SIDEWALK
| FROM 8' PARALLEL \
7.5"TO 9 PARKING
B | 12 | 120 12' L 12'
SB LANE TURN LANE NB LANE TURN LANE

Natick Main Street Corridor Improvement Study
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NOTES:

Bikes and cars share the road
Reduce travel lane widths

PROS:

" SOENK i PROROSED
- H i JTSIDE W
New ADA-compliant sidewalks UARIES FROM | BASELINE \ CENTERLINE

5 70 6.5' 4= I

¢ Sidewalk widths increased on both sides. Provides [ SIDEWALK o3 SIDEWALK
- s i INSIDE ROW ‘\
opportunities for placemaking and streetscapes. | VARIES FROM :
1Y TO 125 \
& Curb bump-outs at Pond and West Central improve VARIES FROM
17.5'TO 10.5'

pEdeStrlan Sl o TURN LANE | NB LANE TURN LANE

& Do Not Block Markings reduce gridlock at Pond
% |Improved crosswalks é; % % %

CONS: N EXTEND SIDEWALK BY 3.5 EXTEND SIDEWALK BY 10' —

'®* Does notinclude a dedicated bike lane

SB LANE

'® Eliminates 2 parallel spaces

'® Does not follow Massachusetts guidance for streets
with a High Potential for Everyday Biking

) MCFARLAND JOHNSON Natick Main Street Corridor Improvement Study



Natick

Massachusetts

» Reduce crosswalk lengths
(improved safety and
operations)

» Do Not Block

» Improved sight lines at Pond
Street with parking changes

» NTOR Blank out signs
» Signal timing optimization

» Operations in 10 years are the
same as they are today

PN~ L tum W
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NOTES:

Bikes and cars are separated
Reduce travel lane widths

PROS:

1)
1)

1

1

1

17

New ADA-compliant sidewalks

Separated cycle track at sidewalk grades provide
significant safety improvements.

Follows Massachusetts guidance for streets with a
high potential for everyday biking

Provides opportunities for placemaking and
streetscapes.

Curb bump-outs at Pond and West Central improve
pedestrian crossings

Do Not Block Markings reduce gridlock at Pond

&) McFARLAND JOHNSON

SIDEWALK

PROPOSED

EXISTING
VARIES FROM BASELINE N
5708658 ™ ~—— 6 5' BIKE LANE -
— SIDEWALK 5' BIKE LANE ,
\ INSIDE ROW ‘ 3' STREET BUFFER
\\ VARIES 3' STREET BUFFER
| FROM
\ et VARIES FROM
. 1, 17570105 10 105 , 10' ‘ ,
SB LANE TURN LANE NB LANE TURN LANE

> EXTEND SIDEWALK BY 12'

CONS:

'® Eliminates 2 parallel spaces.

REDUCE SIDEWALK BY 0.5'

'® May impact trees on east. Further study is needed.

Natick Main Street Corridor Improvement Study



Natick

Massachusetts

» Reduce crosswalk lengths
(improved safety and
operations)

» Do Not Block

» Improved sight lines at Pond
Street with parking changes

» NTOR Blank out signs

\
)
WK

‘\\

|
|
-
o -
II HER
. ,', 9 -

» =

> =

z = L

o -

o O u

- @ o=

x - - -
~\______._—-——-' y

» Signal timing optimization

» Operations in 10 years are the
same as they are today

&) McFARLAND JOHNSON

Natick Main Street Corrldor Improvement Study
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14.5' EXIST. 13' SIDEWALK
SIDEWALK EXISTING
CENTERLINE
14.5' HEAD-ON 14.5' HEAD-ON
ANGLED PARKING ANGLED PARKING
| 20' S| 20' , . =
SB LANE NB LANE

) MCFARLAND JOHNSON Natick Main Street Corridor Improvement Study
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-

—

EXISTING
— 14.5' EXIST. CENTERLINE
SIDEWALK
17 5' REVERSE 17.5' REVERSE
ANGLED PARKING ANGLED PARKING 19.5" SIDEWALK
R | L . 105 105 L _\ Al
- N D ' | SBLANE = NBLANE | B -

=

EXTEND SIDEWALK BY 7' EXTEND SIDEWALK BY 6.5' —/

/\ McFARLAND JOFINSON . .
“> ‘ OHNSO Natick Main Street Corridor Improvement Study
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215" PROPOSED EXISTING 21!
SIDEWALK BASELINE \ CENTERLINE [ SIDEWALK
05 — -
5' BIKE LANE 5' BIKE LANE
3' STREET BUFFER 3' STREET BUFFER
8' PARALLEL 8' PARALLEL
PARKING PARKING
B 1 _[__ 1 | _\_ N, =
B R B | SBLANE | NBLANE - -
ilﬁ__ g

\ EXTEND SIDEWALK BY 15' EXTEND SIDEWALK BY 16' -~

(\\> McFARLAND JOFINSON
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For Segments 4 and 5, which is your preferred
option and why?

) MCFARLAND JOHNSON Natick Main Street Corridor Improvement Study
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What is your preferred option and why?

Nobody has responded yet.

Hang tight! Responses are coming in.

Start the presentation to see live content. For screen share software, share the entire screen. Get help at pollev.com/app
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What are your concerns with each option?
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What is your concern with each option?

Nobody has responded yet.

Hang tight! Responses are coming in.

Start the presentation to see live content. For screen share software, share the entire screen. Get help at pollev.com/app
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What enhancements can be made to your
preferred alternative?
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What enhancements can be made to your preferred alternative?

Nobody has responded yet.

Hang tight! Responses are coming in.

Start the presentation to see live content. For screen share software, share the entire screen. Get help at pollev.com/app
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2. Present refined SHPIFEEITS CI (Sl Ol

) maghnitude
alternative and — g )
construction cost
select preferred :
estimate
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@ EMERGENC AI_ERT: Outdoor Fire Ban In Effect (Extended Ti

Create a Website Account - Manage notification subscriptions, save form progress and more. Website Sign In

SELEE G t D t t C it I Want T
overnmen epartments ommuni ant To...
NATICK : 4

* Get project updates

e Sign up for email alerts

Property Owner Meeting Home » Departments > Community & Economic Development s PROJECT: Main Street Improvements in Natick Center

zeRr(‘)t:LErCT: Main Street Improvements in Natick . Lea N more 3 bout t he p roj ect

Project Description ]

The Town of Natick is working with engineering firm McFarland Johnson to study possible improvements for e . °
pedestrian and bicycle safety and mobility, as well as general wayfinding, lighting, and streetscape design along Main [ ) O t h e r u S ef u | I n fo r m a t I 0 n
Street (Route 27) in Natick Center from Cottage Street to South Avenue (see map of study area below). This study aims

to close the gap between Natick's South Main Street Reconstruction Project from the Sherborn town line to Cottage

Street and MassDOT's ongoing reconstruction of North Main Street from North Avenue to the Wayland town line.

www.natickma.gov/main-st-study
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To submit a question, comment, or concern use the contact information below:

Morgan Griffiths

Transportation & Economic Development Planner
Natick Community and Economic Development
mainststudy@natickma.org

(508) 647-6400 ext. 6413
www.natickma.gov/main-st-study
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Thank you!
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