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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Story Behind the Plan
Much of the development on the plateau has occured prior
to Sammamish becoming a city in 1999. Prior to incorporation, oversight of development activity on the Plateau fell
under the jurisdiction of King County. The only documents
addressing the subject of trails, bikeways, paths were a
Regional Trails Plan and a Non-Motorized Plan. Both of
these plans emphasized a regional vision over a local one,
and as a result,the local trails were constructed by private
developers, as individual, unrelated efforts rather than as
part of a cohesive system.

EXECUTIVE
SUMMARY

To begin the process of developing a localized plan, the
City of Sammamish began work on the Trails, Bikeways
and Paths Plan in spring of 2002. This document has been
developed in coordination with many other planning efforts undertaken by this young city. Some of these planning
efforts include the Comprehensive Plan (adopted in September, 2003); the Parks, Recreation, and Open Space Plan
(planned for adoption Spring, 2004); and the Transportation Element of the Comprehensive Plan. The Trails,
Bikeways and Paths Plan is intended to provide the untilnow missing vision for a local system, as well as look for
opportunities to make regional connections where appropriate.
The long-range plan contained in this document is a result
of much hard work by City staff and citizen participation.
This two-year planning effort was driven by the Trails,
Bikeways, and Paths subcommittee made up of local residents and city staff. Countless volunteer hours and tireless
efforts were spent attending subcommittee meetings,
inventorying and photographing existing trails, coordinating and attending public meetings, distributing surveys,
assisting with corridor mapping, and reviewing and editing
draft documents which are part of the plan. Numerous
community members also spent several evenings attending
public meetings, filling out surveys, and commenting on
the draft plan. Many citizens involved in this process to
date are visionaries who understand that trails, bikeways,
and paths are vital “threads” that help form the fabric of a
vibrant community. These individuals will continue to
assist in guiding the development of trails, bikeways, and
paths in Sammamish to improve the quality of life for the
community as a whole.
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Overview of the Plan
The Trails, Bikeways and Paths Plan is a comprehensive
planning document for the City of Sammamish addressing
a 20-year vision for development of recreational trails and
non-motorized transportation facilities within the city. The
dual focus on recreational trails and public right-of-way
non-motorized facilities is an intentional effort to create a
well-integrated system for pedestrians, bicyclists,
equestrians, and other trail users in the city. The title of
the plan is also a reflection of the desire for an integrated
system. “Trails, Bikeways and Paths” is a melding of
terminologies to de-emphasize the differences between
recreation-based and transportation-based facilities, and to
underscore the common themes and the benefits of an
integrated system.
A vital aspect of the plan and a key part of the message is
that this vision is for an integrated system. It was decided
early on to pursue a system that avoided the historical, but
somewhat arbitrary, distinctions between a non-motorized
and a trails plan. This more holistic approach will provide
additional flexibility in implementing the overall vision to
connect key destinations that in many instances may not be
possible to connect using one type of route or the other. It
will also provide opportunities for interdepartmental
coordination and will bring a greater efficiency to the
effort. The benefits far outweigh the inconveniences of
developing the plan in such a manner. The resulting
system will be greatly enhanced as a result of this
integrated approach.
This vision has been developed through a concentrated
community outreach effort and through consistent dialogue
and involvement of a citizen advisory committee called the
Trails, Bikeways and Paths (TBP) Subcommittee. This
advisory committee was formed to assist in guiding the
development of this plan and reports to the Parks and
Recreation Commission regarding the progress of the plan.
In addition, community input was gathered at multiple
points during the planning process and through the review
and adoption process by the City Council.
The development of a vision for the future required an
extensive effort to document existing trail and nonmotorized facilities to provide a current picture and
identify gaps in the system. An existing conditions
inventory was completed for all trail and non-motorized
facilities in the city, including private trail systems.
Documentation of private trail systems was done to
provide an understanding of how a proposed public system
could integrate with private neighborhood facilities. In

ES2

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
addition, key challenges and obstacles were identified to
assist in developing proposed system improvements.
Key survey data was collected from the public regarding
use of trails, destinations, locations, intensity of use, etc.
This information, along with feedback from the TBP
Subcommittee and guidance from state and regional policy
on non-motorized facilities, provided the basis for the
development of TBP goals and policies. Then, basic overall
trail corridors were identified to provide for east/west and
north/south connectivity through the city.
With consideration of state, regional, and local design
standards a hierarchy of pathways and trail types, as well
as bicycle facility types, was created to specifically address
the needs and conditions on the Sammamish Plateau. Each
facility type description includes detailed information on
facility width, height clearances, appropriate location, and
surfacing.
The pathway and trail facility types range from paved
multi-use trails to primitive soft surface trails, and also
include all of the standard sidewalk facilities along streets
and roadways. The bicycle facility types are consistent
with state and regional standards for signed and striped
bike lanes, designated shared bike routes, and multi-use
shared paths.
Next, the identified corridors and field conditions were
taken into consideration in assigning the hierarchy of
facility types to all of the proposed routes. Considerations
in this process included existing right-of-way and
obstacles, topography, community destinations, and types
of potential users. This process resulted in a 20-year
pathways and trail system plan and bicycle system plan.
The overall vision is a direct reflection of the community’s
desire to use trails, bikeways, and paths for travel and
recreation purposes.
After developing and articulating the vision, came the task
of crafting an implementation strategy. The initial step in
the development of the implementation strategy was the
identification and prioritization of projects. The system
plan vision was compared to the existing conditions to
determine specific implementation of trails, bikeways, and
paths projects. This project identification process included
field research, preliminary project scoping, and planninglevel cost estimating. The identified projects were then
divided into transportation-based and recreation-based
project lists to correlate the projects with anticipated
funding sources.
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For each category, specific evaluation criteria were selected
to prioritize projects in each category. A short list of high
priority projects was generated for incorporation into a sixyear capital improvement plan for recreational trails and
non-motorized transportation projects. In addition, a
detailed list of funding sources and recommended
implementation strategies were provided to guide the City
toward completion of the 20-year Trails, Bikeways and
Paths Vision.
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Summary of Plan Recommendations
There are many aspects to the recommendations of this plan,
but the basis for all of the recommendations is the vision of a
complete, continuous network of trail and non-motorized
facilities throughout the city. The vision is the ultimate
destination we wish to reach, while the facility types, design
standards, project prioritization, and implementation
strategies are part of the roadmap to reach the vision.
The vision is best described as an integrated approach to
providing system connectivity and varied recreational
opportunities through development of trails and nonmotorized facilities in the City of Sammamish. The vision
includes a hierarchy of facility types which provide varied
recreational experiences and allow users mobility throughout
the city. The pathways and trail facility types range from
primitive nature trails to paved shared use paths equivalent
to the Sammamish River Trail. The bicycle facilities also
include shared use paths to shared bike routes along local city
streets.
With all of these facility types are specific design standards
for minimum widths, height clearances, surface treatments,
etc., which are consistent with state and national guidelines.
This consistency will provide the greatest opportunity for
gaining funding through various grant programs. The
backbone of the plan for short-term development of the vision
is the project prioritization. Through a prioritization process
established specifically for the City’s needs, a list of high
priority projects was generated to begin the implementation
process.
The final project list for consideration as part of the City’s
Six-Year Capital Improvement Plan includes a variety of
projects over all portions of the city. These high priority
projects reached this status by scoring high based on the
evaluation criteria, which originated from the TBP goals
and policy statements.
The recreation-based projects include trails within existing
undeveloped parks such as Sammamish Commons, Ebright
Creek Park, and Evans Creek Preserve. The highestranking project is the final development of the Laughing
Jacobs Creek Trail within the city limits. In addition, the
project list includes trails accessing Evans Creek Preserve
and Section 36 Park, and nature trails within the Beaver
Lake Nature Preserve and the State Department of
Natural Resources property at the south end of the city.
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Also included is a connection trail off of NE 16th Street to
provide better access to East Lake Sammamish, a soft
surface trail upgrade at SE 34th Street, and a connection
trail and bike route on 244th Avenue SE across the frontage
of Beaver Lake Park down to SE 32nd Street.
The transportation-based projects include the Laughing
Jacobs Creek Trail improvement and the 244th Avenue SE
improvement projects, which overlap with the recreationbased project list since both provide recreation and
transportation functions. A number of relatively
inexpensive bike lane striping projects made the high
priority list and include bike lanes on NE 37th Way, 205th
Place, and NE 12th/NE 14th/NE 16th Streets.
Other projects include a school sidewalk project at NE 22nd
Street, another school sidewalk project at NE 16th Street,
and a sidewalk project filling a gap which connects Pine
Lake Park with the Pine Lake Shopping Center and transit
access. Also included is a project completing the NE 24th
Street pedestrian and bicycle improvements located east of
the currently programmed project. An intersection
crossing treatment of East Lake Sammamish Parkway at
SE 33rd Street is also a high priority and will provide direct
access to the East Lake Sammamish Trail when accessible
to the public.
These projects are proposed to be included in the City’s
Capital Improvement Plan. The recommendations also
include reevaluating projects on a yearly basis due to
changing conditions relating to development, safety and
funding availability.
In addition to yearly reviews of projects, there are several
other key implementation strategies which are recommended
to successfully progress toward completion of this plan. These
strategies cover a variety of areas including staff and public
involvement in facility development as well as financing and
funding strategies.
Two very important recommendations, which will assist in
institutionalizing trails and non-motorized facilities as a key
consideration in the everyday operation of the City, are the
establishment of a Technical Review Committee and a Citizen
Advisory Committee.
The Technical Review Committee could include citizens, but
usually is made up of staff from various City departments
who will play key roles in the implementation of trails and
non-motorized facilities within the city. This committee will
review the technical aspects of all capital projects and
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development applications to ensure the vision is being
implemented and the projects meet the goals of the TBP plan.
They would also be tasked with further development of public
trails-related design guidelines, including the establishment
of acceptable standards for ancillary features such as fencing,
site furnishings, and trail heads. The Citizen Advisory
Committee would be made up of interested citizens and
advocates of trails in the community. This committee would
also review capital projects and major development projects
to provide public input and guidance to staff in the
implementation of the TBP Plan.
Other important implementation recommendations include
the further analysis of critical trail alignments through more
detailed corridor studies. These studies would provide more
specific guidance on trail alignments through areas with
difficult constraints such as steep slopes, wetlands, and land
ownership issues. The trail alignments shown in this plan are
intended to be studied further at the time of trail
implementation and are indicated on the maps as a
representation of a potential alignment to provide
connectivity to key destinations. The corridor map is the
strongest representation of the City’s intentions for
connectivity throughout the community, and becomes the
basis for defining specific trail corridors for further study.
Establishment of code, to implement and enforce the vision of
the TBP Plan through areas such as the development review
process, is a key implementation strategy. Also important is
providing a process to citizens and applicants to contribute to
the implementation of the plan through concomitant
agreements and incentive plans, which allow for the exchange
of property rights and funding of future trail improvements.
These strategies along with yearly reviews of funding
opportunities will be instrumental in the process of fully
implementing the TBP Plan.
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INTRODUCTION

Benefits of Trails, Bikeways and Paths
Trail and bike facilities provide a variety of benefits to
members of a community. The provision of health, social,
transportation, environmental, heritage and economic
benefits are some of the important reasons for a
community to emphasize use of trails. More specific
aspects of these trail benefits are described below.

INTRODUCTION

Health Benefits
Use of trails for varying recreational activities including
walking, jogging, inline skating, horseback riding, and
bicycling provide exceptional health benefits for
community members. Some of the most livable
communities in the country have put an emphasis on trails
and have promoted the positive health benefits which are
provided by their use.
Trails encourage physical fitness and healthy lifestyles for
all age groups in the community. For the most part, trail
development is an inexpensive method to encourage
regular exercise for the general citizenry, since all age
groups are avid users. Most communities see a large
increase in people exercising when access to trails is
provided.

Social Benefits
Trails foster community involvement and pride in addition
to providing an opportunity to interact with people of
varying backgrounds and experiences. Trails also help
build partnerships among private companies, landowners,
neighboring municipalities, local government, and
advocacy groups. When residents are encouraged to be
involved in a community project, like a trail project, they
feel more connected to the community.

Transportation Benefits
Trails, bikeways and paths provide a more walkable and
bikeable community and greatly improve safety for
pedestrians and bicyclists. Trails and paths can provide
safe transportation options for those without driver’s
licenses while increasing transportation options for all
residents in the community. Trails and non-motorized
facilities can make transportation more economical and
reduce vehicle trips within a city.
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Environmental Benefits
Trails provide enjoyable and safe transportation options,
that help reduce air pollution. Trails also can be hands-on
environmental classrooms by providing environmental
education and interpretive opportunities. People of all
ages can experience for themselves the unique natural
environment in which we live.

Heritage Benefits
Trail corridors often provide opportunities to preserve
historical and cultural resources associated with a local
community. Some examples include the preservation of
historic sites, historic rail corridors, canal paths, and
Native American trails. The preservation and
commemoration of these types of historical features
creates a sense of place and a sense of identity for a
community.

Economic Benefits
Like parks, properly designed trails can enhance the
property values of surrounding properties. In addition,
heavier volume regional trail facilities can bring economic
benefits by generating visits from members of neighboring
communities creating positive economic benefits to
businesses in the local community.
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An Integrated Approach to Trails and
Non-Motorized Facilities
The Trails, Bikeways and Paths (TBP) Plan is a unique
document that integrates planning for recreational trails
and non-motorized transportation facilities in one plan.
Traditionally, recreational trails planning and non-motorized transportation planning have been completed in
separate processes and, ultimately, separate documents.
Often, these separate documents reference each other, but
do not fully provide the integration that would be possible
through a comprehensive process that includes both aspects and is summarized in one document.
In an effort to address needs for both recreational trails
and non-motorized transportation facilities, the City of
Sammamish approached the planning process for these
facilities in a comprehensive and integrated fashion. The
critical aspect in this process was maintaining the integrity and goals for each category of facility. Non-motorized
transportation facilities still must be planned based on
transportation goals and policies, but also must truly be
integrated with the recreational trail facilities in the city.
The same is true for recreational trails.
The Parks and Recreation staff took the lead on this
project and have been the driving force behind the strategic planning, comprehensive project approach, and successful completion of the plan. The Parks staff and consultant
team consistently obtained guidance and input from other
participating City departments during the process. This
approach provided a collaborative process by which all
participating City departments could embrace the plan.
To successfully establish a framework for this planning
process, the City staff brought together representatives
from various departments including Parks and Recreation,
Planning and Development, and Public Works to participate in the preparation of the TBP Plan. Participation by
these representatives along with a group of interested
citizens, allowed the establishment of the Trails, Bikeways
and Paths Subcommittee. This subcommittee provided
guidance throughout the planning process.
The integration of these planning efforts allows for an
efficiency in establishing dual use corridors serving both
the recreational and transportation needs of the community. Providing connectivity through the community can be
provided at times through more recreational trails, while
some non-motorized transportation facilities may also
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provide opportunities for recreational experiences. This
integrated approach was applied throughout the planning
process. The result, is a comprehensive plan that addresses the needs of pedestrians, bicyclists, equestrians,
and other recreational users.
As mentioned previously, the critical considerations of
both recreational and non-motorized transportation facilities were preserved. This is best illustrated through the
project identification process in which non-motorized
facilities and recreational trail facilities were evaluated
based on different criteria. In addition, the resulting high
priority projects were also separated between the two
categories. Since recreational and transportation projects
are usually funded from different sources, the separated
project lists help define which category of funding is appropriate for each project.
Ultimately, this integrated approach brings employees and
citizens of different interests together to improve the
livability of the community through the development of the
Trails, Bikeways and Paths Plan.
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COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT & ADOPTION PROCESS

Community Involvement
The development of a citywide plan called for an extensive
and diligent community outreach plan. For the Trails,
Bikeways and Paths (TBP) planning process, an outreach
plan was prepared in the early project stages to ensure
community input was obtained throughout development of
the plan.
The Sammamish community was engaged several times
during the process through public meetings, workshops,
surveys, advisory committee meetings, newsletter articles,
and council briefings. The following is a summary of the
outreach activities:

COMMUNITY
INVOLVEMENT
& ADOPTION
PROCESS

Trails, Bikeways and Paths Subcommittee
This committee was established by the Parks and
Recreation Commission as a citizen-based advisory
committee to provide guidance during the development of
the TBP Plan. The committee was engaged at the inception
of the project and actively involved on almost a monthly
basis during the entire development of the plan. The
committee members participated in the collection of
inventory data through field documentation at the onset of
the project.
The committee also provided review and comments on the
development of goals and policies, trail and bicycle facility
types, pathway and trail system and bicycle system plans,
project evaluation criteria, and project prioritization.

Initial Community Meeting
The introduction to the public of the Trails, Bikeways and
Paths planning process and initial inventory work was
conducted on July 9, 2002 at Skyline High School. The first
half of the meeting was an open house style with
information stations for public review focused on
description of the planning process, completed inventory
work, benefits of trails, and types of trail facilities.
The second half of the meeting was a brief presentation to
all attendees and small group discussions on goals and
desires of the community for consideration during
development of this plan. In addition, an information
worksheet/survey was handed out to all participants and
completed by a majority of the attendees. The comments
and survey data from this meeting were helpful in defining
goals and policies for the plan.
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Informational Survey
The same informational worksheet/survey that was
distributed at the initial community meeting was
forwarded to several homeowner’s associations
throughout the city and garnered an additional 148
responses for a total of 170 responses community wide.

Council Briefings
The early drafts of the pedestrian and bicycle system
plans were presented to the City Council on March 18th
and April 1st, 2003 at a study session for comment and
input on the recommended community outreach process
from that point forward.

City Quadrant Meetings
The draft system plans were presented at four different
meetings in four different quadrants of the city to ensure
a focused discussion on trails, bikeways and paths that
directly affect the residents in that portion of the city.
These meetings were held on the evenings of March 10th
and May 21st, 28th, and 29th, 2003.
The community survey results, draft goals and policies,
trail types, and draft system plans were presented at the
beginning of the meeting. Small group sessions were then
conducted to discuss the system plans and to elicit
comments on the specific trail alignments as well as
priorities of specific projects indicated on the system
plans.

Newsletter Articles
Articles in the City’s newsletter were used as a means to
inform the public about the progress of the Trails,
Bikeways and Paths Plan, as well as to notify residents
about upcoming meetings.

Parks and Recreation Commission Meetings and City
Council Meetings
The Draft Plan was presented at one regularly scheduled
meeting of the Parks and Recreation Commission in
January 2004, and at three City Council meetings in
February and March 2004 as part of the adoption process.
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Plan Adoption Process
Upon completion of the Draft Plan in the spring of 2004,
the TBP Subcommittee and City staff reviewed the
document and provided comments, which were
incorporated into the Plan. The Plan was then provided to
the Parks and Recreation Commission and eventually the
Planning Commission for their review. After having been
updated on the progress of the Plan for the previous two
years, the Parks Commission voted on October 25, 2004 to
forward the Draft Plan on to the City Council for their
consideration.
In addition to incorporating Parks Commission comments
into the Plan, the draft was also sent to the Planning
Commission for review. The Draft TBP Plan was heard at
the August 26th, October 21st, and November 4th Planning
Commission meetings. The Planning Commission members
provided review comments which were incorporated into
the Plan prior to a final recommendation of approval to
Council at the November 4th meeting. As part of the
Planning Commission review, a public hearing was
conducted on October 21st to allow formal public comment
on the Draft Plan.
The City Council took up consideration of the Draft Plan
for the first time at the November 16th City Council
meeting. The first reading and subsequent public hearing
on the adoption of the Plan was conducted at the
November 16th City Council meeting. The second reading
and continuation of the public hearing was conducted at
the December 7th meeting. Council adoption is expected
before the end of the year.
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EXISTING FACILITIES INVENTORY
The City of Sammamish has been on a course of developing
plans, standards, and guidelines for all aspects of capital
improvements and development projects in the city. As a
result, this plan is one of many that are being developed
concurrently. In addition, the City is actively documenting
existing conditions to clearly understand the capital assets
and facilities owned by the City.
This section is an inventory of existing trails, bikeways and
paths in the City of Sammamish. This sections also
analyzes other aspects of non-motorized travel in
Sammamish including types of users, destinations, travel
routes, challenges to connectivity, and safety. This
information will assist the City in planning and developing
for future non-motorized projects.

EXISTING
FACILITIES
INVENTORY

Existing Conditions Inventory and
Analysis
The existing conditions data includes a thorough inventory
of existing trails, paths, and bikeways within the city
limits. The City of Sammamish currently has a limited
range of public trails, paths, and bikeways. Most trails in
the city are private and owned predominately by
homeowners associations. These trails are typically shortdistance trails with very little connectivity throughout the
city. This underdeveloped system is extremely fragmented,
incomplete, and lacking connectivity via publicly accessible
trail corridors. The existing facilities inventory identifies
all the trail segments. This was done in effort to analyze
the current segments and begin creating a citywide trails,
bikeways, and paths system.
The inventory also includes documentation on private
trails, primarily under ownership of numerous
homeowner’s associations. These trails were inventoried to
understand connectivity down to a neighborhood level. The
existing conditions inventory map identifies all facilities by
location, type, width, length, surface type, and landowner.
The facilities documented include trails, bikeways and
paths both outside and inside public rights-of-way. The
existing conditions inventory helped determine where
gaps exist and where improvements are needed in the
City’s non-motorized system. This chapter contains the
Existing Conditions Inventory Approach followed by the
Analysis of Existing Non-Motorized Facilities in Public
Rights-of-Way.
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Existing Conditions Inventory Approach
The existing conditions inventory was completed using
data collected and compiled from a variety of sources. A
non-motorized public right-of-way inventory including
sidewalks, shoulders, and bikeways was completed in 2002
by BWR, Inc. Facilities in the public right-of-way were
classified in accordance with the following categories:
•

Sidewalk, 0-5 feet (in width)

•

Sidewalk, 6 feet or wider

•

Shoulder, 0 to 2 feet

•

Shoulder, 2 to 4 feet

•

Shoulder, 4 to 6 feet

•

Shoulder, 6 feet or wider

•

Bike lane

Trail facilities located outside of the public right-of-way
were inventoried by the Trails, Bikeways and Paths (TBP)
Subcommittee members and the consultant team.
Committee members and consultant team members were
given a map of a designated area and an inventory sheet
(see Appendix A) to identify and record data on any trail or
path found in their area. Participants also took
photographs to visually document the trails and paths
found.
Once the inventory was completed, all the information was
compiled and the trails and paths were mapped using a
Geographic Information System (GIS). For each trail and
path mapped in GIS, an associated table was created
listing the following information from the inventory data
sheets:
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•

Trail location (by street intersections)

•

Trail width (in feet)

•

Surface type – crushed rock, asphalt, earth, grass,
mulch, concrete, or a combination of any of these types

•

Firmness – firm, moderate, not firm

•

Ground obstacles – even or uneven

•

Vertical passage – clear or obstructions

•

Slope – flat, slight, moderate, severe, or a combination

•

Cross slope – none, slight, moderate, severe, or a
combination

•

Obstruction – no or yes (branches, rocks, steps, roots,
trees, water, vines, weeds, logs, etc.)

EXISTING FACILITIES INVENTORY
•

Access – one end or both ends of the trail

•

Signage – no or yes

•

Amenities – no or yes (restrooms, benches, trash
receptacle, tables, basketball, playground, shelter, etc.)

•

Trail experience – rated 1 to 5 (5 being the best
experience)

•

Wet – no or yes

•

Parking – available on-street, no, or yes (number of
spaces listed)

•

Property owner – public (City of Sammamish, King
County, etc.) or private (homeowner association,
developer, etc.)
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Existing Non-Motorized Facilities In
Public Rights-of-Way
The City of Sammamish’s existing pedestrian and bicycle
network in public rights-of-way consists of sidewalks,
pathways, bike lanes, and shoulders along existing roadways
and streets. To date, the City has documented existing
facilities on primary arterials, minor arterials, and collector
arterials. Figure 3.1, at the end of this section, shows each
facility by classification (i.e. sidewalk - 6 feet or wider, etc.).
Since this area developed primarily as a rural area under
the jurisdiction of King County in the 1980’s, many of the
road and street improvements were built to rural road
standards with no sidewalks or bike lanes. As a result, there
are more shoulders than sidewalks along arterial streets in
the city.

Existing Pedestrian Facilities
Most of the streets in Sammamish include a sidewalk or
shoulder on at least one side of the street. The
overwhelming majority of existing sidewalks in the city are
5 to 6 feet in width. Only one street, 228th Avenue between
SE 8th and NE 4th, has a Class I Shared Use Path that is 10
feet in width and adjacent to the street. There are many
gaps between sidewalk facilities throughout the city. These
deficiencies will be highlighted in this section.
An example of a sidewalk deficiency is NE 25th Way which
begins with a sidewalk at 228th Avenue NE, turns into a 2 to
4 foot shoulder for about 800 feet, and then returns to a
sidewalk until 236th Avenue NE. There are also primary
arterials that have intermittent facilities, such as Inglewood
Hill Road and Issaquah/Pine Lake Road. Both of these minor
arterials have sections of the roadway with sidewalks, 0 to 2
foot shoulders, 2 to 4 foot shoulders, 4 to 6 foot shoulders,
and shoulders wider than 6 feet. Several arterial streets,
including 212th Avenue, Thompson Hill Road, SE 32nd
Street, Duthie Hill Road, SE 24th Street, SE 20th Street,
and 244th Avenue have a 2 foot shoulder or less, not
adequate for safe pedestrian travel.
Gaps and inconsistencies in the pedestrian system make it
difficult for safe and convenient pedestrian travel. Existing
on-street pedestrian facilities help link neighborhoods to
schools, parks, and commercial centers. While shoulders
provide a place for pedestrians to walk and are appropriate
on rural, low-volume roadways, these facilities are not as
safe as sidewalks. Shoulders do not provide the same
established pedestrian space or the necessary barrier to a
vehicle as a sidewalk with curb and gutter or separated
planter strip.
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Existing Bicycle Facilities
The City of Sammamish’s existing bicycle network consists
of striped and signed bike lanes and informal shoulders
along existing roads and streets. The shoulders are used
for both bicyclists and pedestrians. As shown on the map in
Figure 3.1, there are very few striped bike lanes in the city.
Bike lanes are located on a portion of NE 8th Street, on
216th Ave NE between NE 16th Street and Inglewood Hill
Road, portions of 228th Avenue, a portion of SE 8th Street,
and a small portion of Issaquah/Pine Lake Road near Pine
Lake Middle School. Several gaps exist in the current onstreet bike system.
Bicyclists also use the roadway shoulders for travel. As
stated before, where there are streets that lack sidewalks,
pedestrians use the shoulder roadways for travel as well.
This creates a potential for conflict between cyclists and
pedestrians. Many of the shoulders in the city are 2 feet or
less in width, a dangerous width for cyclists. Oftentimes,
cyclists travel in the automobile travel lane, creating a
potential conflict with the motorists. While bicycle travel
in the auto lane is legal, it is discouraged for safety
reasons.

ExistingTrail System
The City of Sammamish’s existing trail system includes
trails and paths located in public parks, along public
easements, on public property owned by either King
County or the City, school property, homeowners’
association properties, and private property. See Figure
3.2 for the location of the City’s existing trails by
ownership. Table 3.1 shows the breakdown of trail
ownership by category.
As seen in the table, the largest group of existing trails in
the city are owned by private homeowners’ associations.
While some of the City’s existing trails are accessible to all
residents, the majority are exclusively for residents of the
private community associations that own and maintain
most of these trails. Table 3.1 illustrates the need for more
public trails, throughout the city, that are accessible to all
residents.
Some areas of the city have very few trails or lack them
altogether. The western portion of the city between 212th
Avenue and East Lake Sammamish Parkway contains the
fewest trails in the city. This area contains some of the
most undeveloped land in the city, with some of the
steepest slopes. While there are trails located in park and
school properties, there are few trails to access them. Most
of the remaining opportunities for trail connections
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throughout the city would likely occur in the public rightof-way via a sidewalk or shoulder, although many options
still remain for separated trail facilities along utility
easements, sensitive area tracts such as steep slope areas,
and remaining undeveloped property in the city.

Table 3.1 – Trail Ownership by Category*
Lake
Washington
School District
9%
ROW
5%

City of
Sammamish
16%

public/private
5%
other public
2%

Private
17%

Homeowners
Association
34%

Not Available
6%
King County
6%

*This table is based on numbers of individual trails per
category, in comparison to the total number of trails identified in the city.
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Types of Users
Trails in the City of Sammamish serve a variety of users,
including walkers, joggers, in-line skaters, hikers,
recreational bike riders, and equestrian users. According
to an informal survey of City of Sammamish residents
participating in early community meetings about trails,
paths, and bikeways, 89% of the respondents use trails
primarily for walking. Also, 79% of respondents would use
trails for bicycling. See Survey Results in Appendix B for
additional information on survey data.

89% of survey respondents use
trails primarily for walking

While there are no trails designated only for equestrian
users, several trails are used primarily by equestrians.
Trails within the Rock Meadow Farms subdivision, located
off of 212th Avenue SE, are primarily used as equestrian
trails. Many of the residents in Rock Meadow Farms own
horses and have developed the trail system to serve their
needs. Equestrian users in the city also make use of some
of the Hazelwolf Wetland trails, located near Section 36
Park on the east side of Sammamish.
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Community Destinations and Attractions
There are many destinations and attractions visited by
community members as pedestrians, bicyclists, or through
some other means of non-motorized travel. Some of these
destinations are listed below:

Parks
•

Beaver Lake Park

•

Pine Lake Park

•

Bill Reams East Sammamish Park

•

Northeast Sammamish Neighborhood Park

•

Section 36/Soaring Eagle Regional Park

•

Klahanie Park

•

Hazel Wolf Wetlands

Schools

When survey respondents
were asked “which type of

•

Eastlake High School

•

Skyline High School

•

Inglewood Junior High School

•

Beaver Lake Middle School

•

Pine Lake Middle School

•

Blackwell Elementary

•

Challenger Elementary

•

Christa McAuliffe Elementary

•

Discovery Elementary

•

Margaret Mead Elementary

•

Samantha Smith Elementary

•

Sunny Hills Elementary

destinations would you like to
see trails connect to within the
city?” 76% responded

Regional Trail System and
73% responded Schools

Civic Facilities
•

Sammamish Library

•

Sammamish City Hall

Commercial Centers
•

Sammamish Highlands Shopping Center

•

Saffron

•

Pine Lake Shopping Center

•

East Lake Sammamish Neighborhood Shopping Area (East
Lake Sammamish Parkway & SE 33rd Street)

Other Attractions
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•

Local churches

•

Community centers

•

Private clubs

EXISTING FACILITIES INVENTORY

Non-Motorized Travel Routes
The lack of appropriate non-motorized facilities often does
not deter pedestrians and bicyclists from using favorite
travel routes to reach specific destinations or provide
connectivity within the community. The level of use of these
travel routes varies by location, perceived safety,
topography, and connectivity to destinations and
attractions. Table 3.2 identifies primary non-motorized
travel routes within the City of Sammamish.
Table 3.2 Primary Pedestrian & Bicycle Travel Routes
228th Avenue

Thomps on Hil Road

East Lake Sammamish Parkway

SE 4th Street

NE 8th Street*

SE 20th Street

Inglewood Hill Road

SE 24th Street*

NE 16th Street/NE 12th Place*

SE 244th Avenue

NE 14th Street*

SE 32nd Street*

216th Avenue NE*

Issaquah-Pine Lake Road*

205th Plac e NE*

SE 28th Street

NE 37th W ay*

SE 30th Street

NE 20th W ay*

SE 34th Street

NE 25th W ay

Issaquah-Beaver Lake Road*

236th Avenue NE*

W es t Beaver Lak e Drive

NE 22nd Street*

East Beaver Lake Drive

SE 8th Street

Beaver Lake W ay SE

Main Street

266th Avenue SE

212 Avenue SE

Trossac hs Boulevard SE

* Designated W alk to School Routes
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FIGURE 3.1: EXISTING PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-WAY FACILITIES BY TYPE

FIGURE 3.2: EXISTING TRAILS BY OWNER

SECTION 4
Challenges to Connectivity

CHALLENGES TO CONNECTIVITY

There are always challenges to the implementation of any
long-term plan, but the circumstances surrounding the
existing conditions in Sammamish create even more potential challenges to overcome. These challenges are simply
obstacles along way, but may slow down the process of
attaining the ultimate vision for trails, bikeways and paths
in the city. In order to better understand these potential
challenges, each obstacle has been identified and described
for consideration during future corridor planning efforts
and specific trail design projects.

CHALLENGES
TO
CONNECTIVITY

The challenges that have been identified include existing
land use conditions, existing roadway conditions, private
property concerns, sensitive areas, slope and accessibility,
funding, and City staffing. All of these challenges will
require a diligent approach to overcome and must be
addressed early in the implementation process.

Physical Challenges
Many of the identified challenges relate directly to obstacles in the field in implementing a safe and accessible
trail, bikeway or path facility. All of these challenges have
a solution, but often require additional time, effort and cost
to successfully implement. To meet these challenges, an
understanding of the issues and a committed effort towards achieving the visions of this plan is a necessary
requirement for success.

Sensitive Areas
Many of the remaining undeveloped properties in the city
have yet to be developed because of constraints relating to
sensitive areas. Therefore, development of trails in association with future development projects, or through capital
projects initiated by the City on undeveloped parcels, will
often involve working within the constraints of sensitive
areas and associated buffers.
To comply with sensitive area requirements, adjustments
to the design and mitigation related to impacts may create
additional costs and extended design, permitting, and
construction schedules. It is often desired, if not necessary,
to consider locating trails within sensitive areas and buffers via soft surface nature trails and boardwalks, in order
to allow the public an opportunity to experience the beautiful natural environment in the city.
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Slope and Accessibility
In many areas of the city and especially in the transition
area from the Plateau down to Lake Sammamish are steep
slope sensitive areas and slopes exceeding typical standards for accessibility. Facility designs that exceed ADA
minimum slope standards will be unavoidable in these
areas. Selecting specific alignments to ascend these steep
slope areas will be a critical element in designing a
useable and functional connection between key destinations within the city.

Table 4.1 Challenges to Pedestrian and Bicycle Travel
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Roa d/Loca tion
NE 16th Street – W est of 216th Avenue

Obsta cle
Narrow shoulder on south side (no sidewalk)

NE 25th W ay – Eas t of 228th Avenue NE

Narrow shoulder between areas of sidewalk

NE 37th W ay – W es t of 228th Avenue NE

Narrow shoulder on south side (no sidewalk)

Inglewood Hill Road – W est of 216th Avenue NE

Narrow shoulders on both sides (no sidewalk)

236th Avenue NE – North of NE 14th Street

No shoulder or sidewalk on eas t side

NE 8th Street

Intermittent fac ilities (bike lanes , sidewalks and shoulders)

Thompson Hill Road

Narrow shoulders on both sides (no sidewalk)

212th Avenue SE

No shoulders on both s ides (no sidewalk)

SE 4th Street

No shoulders or sidewalks on either side

SE 8th Street – W est of 218th Avenue SE

No shoulders or sidewalks on either side

SE 20th Street
SE 24th Street – W est of 212th Avenue SE

No shoulders on south side, narrow shoulder on north s ide
(no sidewalk)
No shoulders or sidewalks on either side

SE 24th W ay

No shoulders or sidewalks on either side (most of the way)

SE 24th Street – East of 228th Avenue SE
W est Beaver Lake Drive SE

Narrow shoulders on both sides (no sidewalk ex cept east
end)
No shoulders or sidewalks on either side

Eas t Beaver Lake Drive SE – North of Beaver Lake W ay SE

No shoulders or sidewalks on either side

244th Avenue SE – South of SE 24th Street

Intermittent shoulders on both s ides (no sidewalk)

SE 32nd Street – East 241s t Avenue SE

Narrow shoulder on north side (no sidewalk)

266th Avenue SE – East of B eaver Lake W ay SE

Narrow shoulders on both sides (no sidewalk)

Issaquah-Pine Lake Road – South of SE 32nd Street

Intermittent shoulders on both s ides (no sidewalk)

SE 28th Street – W est of 228th Avenue SE

Intermittent shoulders on both s ides (no sidewalk)

Duthie Hill Road – E ast of Is saquah-Beaver Lake Road

Intermittent shoulders on both s ides (no sidewalk)

CHALLENGES TO CONNECTIVITY
Existing Roadway Conditions
Because the Sammamish area developed under the King
County regulatory process, many of the developments and
public right-of-way improvements,now within the city
limits, were built to rural standards and often do not
include trails, bikeways, and paths. As a result, many
roadways do not have adequate facilities for safe pedestrian or bike travel. Some conditions are worse than others, requiring strong consideration for upgrades to the
roadway for non-motorized uses alone. Table 4.1 identifies
roadways with insufficient pedestrian or bicycle facilities,
which ultimately create challenging circumstances for nonmotorized users to travel.
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Other Challenges Relating to
Implementation
Some challenges involve land ownership, reduced opportunities, funding, and capital project prioritization. These
projects have varying degrees of influence over the success
of a project, but often are a factor in implementing the
vision for trails, bikeways, and paths in the City of
Sammamish. A more thorough description of these challenges is described below.

Reduced Opportunities
This challenge relates to the fact that Sammamish is approximately 80% built-out, therefore providing connectivity through the city will be limited in the future. These
circumstances will require the city to be flexible and creative in providing new public trails, bikeways, and paths
that successfully allow citizens to move easily through the
city. Use of existing roadway corridors for connectivity
becomes much more important and requires creative
solutions for a more rural, aesthetic treatment of trails and
paths along roadway corridors.

Private Property
In association with the reduced opportunities throughout
the city is the consideration of private property rights in
establishing and developing trail corridors. Sammamish
residents have particularly strong feelings about private
property rights, but have also indicated a strong desire for
an improved trails, bikeways, and paths system in the city.
There must always be a balanced approach to the development of trails and consideration of adjacent and nearby
property owners. A commitment to the plan and an honest
approach to solving property rights issues will advance
elements of the plan and show the success of individual
projects, easing future concerns in this area.

Staffing and Maintenance
An increase in facilities always brings added operations
and maintenance costs. An understanding of these costs
will be essential in gaining the commitment of the public,
staff and City Council to implement elements of the plan
on a consistent basis. In addition to maintenance costs is
the administrative effort in the planning, design and construction stage to guide development of projects initiated
by the City.
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Funding
The public sector at all levels of government is struggling
with funding issues. It is expected that this will be the case
for years to come and therefore becomes a major challenge
in implementing this vision. This plan also combines both
recreational trail projects and transportation-based nonmotorized facilities, thereby increasing the overall costs of
the plan. This requires a long-term approach and a commitment to work the plan.
The key will be to continue to prioritize projects in the
coming years and slowly but diligently implement identified projects, always being aware of other opportunities
that arise in our ever-changing environment that may
allow implementation of additional programmed projects.
Sammamish must build itself out of a deficit in these types
of facilities. An overall stewardship of the plan by the City
staff, appointed boards, interested user groups, and the
City Council will help assure the successful implementation of the plan.
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GOALS & POLICIES

Review of Existing Plans and Policies
The following is a review of all applicable state, regional,
and City policies regarding trails and non-motorized
facilities. The TBP goals and policies were developed to be
consistent with the state and regional policies in order to
provide better opportunities for obtaining grants through
these entities.

GOALS &
POLICIES

Washington State Bicycle and Pedestrian Policy
The development of a non-motorized transportation plan
should have a significant level of consistency with the
adopted policies of the Washington State Department of
Transportation (WSDOT). Consistency with the design
standards adopted by WSDOT is an important prerequisite
to securing grant support for new projects.
The City of Sammamish has adopted design standards for
developing local and collector streets which are consistent
with regional standards. As the city grows and
expectations of residents change, the adoption of standards
and policies consistent with regional and state practice
allows a necessary level of design flexibility while
retaining the ability to secure approvals and funding for
major projects.
WSDOT has made significant efforts in recent years to
update and improve the policies and design standards
governing the development of non-motorized
transportation facilities. These design standards have a
direct impact upon the construction of state highways
within municipalities, and represent critical guidance to
the approval of grants and projects funded in cooperation
with WSDOT and the Transportation Improvements
Board.

Regional Policies
For local governments in the process of making physical
improvements to their transportation infrastructure,
icluding non-motorized facilities, the Puget Sound
Regional Council (PSRC) has become a significant resource
by providing planning guidance on non-motorized
transportation policy.
Puget Sound Regional Council (PSRC) 2030 Non-Motorized
Implementation Strategies
In 2002, PSRC adopted their first comprehensive nonmotorized transportation policies. This work directly
impacts the identification and prioritization of local
projects for funding under the Enhancements Programs
and other Surface Transportation Program provisions of
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the Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century (TEA21), which are administered by PSRC.
VISION 2020 is the long-range growth management,
economic, and transportation strategy for the central
Puget Sound region encompassing King, Kitsap, Pierce and
Snohomish counties. It combines a public commitment to a
growth management vision with the transportation
investments and programs, and economic strategy
necessary to support that vision. VISION 2020 also
identifies the policies and key actions necessary to
implement the overall strategy.
The encouragement of efficient, multi-modal
transportation systems (including non-motorized
transportation) is a central feature of Vision 2020. The
development of PSRC’s non-motorized implementation
policies is a significant element of the regional
implementation for Vision 2020, and it depends heavily on
local adoption of consistent local non-motorized
transportation plans, policies, and projects to help it meet
its goal of implementing the Washington State Growth
Management Act.
By adopting a non-motorized transportation plan
consistent with these regional documents, the City of
Sammamish is increasing the likelihood that it will
compete effectively for transportation revenues managed
by PSRC as a part of TEA-21 and future transportation
funding packages.
As a summary of PSRC’s key non-motorized transportation
policies can be found in Appendix D.

Local Plans & Policies
Since Sammamish incorporated in 1999, a review of
previous King County trail plans for the area is included
along with a review of the Transportation and Parks,
Recreation, and Open Space Elements of the
Comprehensive Plan, adopted by the City in September
2003.
King County Trail and Non-Motorized Transportation Plans
Over the past twenty years, King County has been active in
the development of plans, projects, and programs intended
to promote safe non-motorized travel in unincorporated
communities and coordinated trail development on a
regional level. King County first adopted a regional trail
plan in 1971, and has revised this plan on several
occasions, most recently in 1992.
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These documents established the long-range vision of a
system of trails that connect the incorporated cities and
unincorporated communities of the County with a number
of facilities that provide a variety of experiences for the
user. King County’s Regional Trails System has become a
national model, providing over 200 miles of developed
facilities with another 200 miles in various phases of
development.
These regional planning efforts have had a significant
influence on trail planning activities in Sammamish. Some
of the trails included in the King County Plans include the
East Lake Sammamish Trail, BPA Trail, and Laughing
Jacobs Creek Trail, along with local facilities connecting
Section 36 Park to adjacent neighborhoods.
On-road, non-motorized transportation planning in King
County emanated from the King County Bicycle Plan Focus
2000 document published in 1975, which emphasized the
physical development of shared-use paths and on-street
bikeways. In 1993, the King County Non-Motorized
Transportation Plan (NMTP) was adopted. This document
outlined a comprehensive program to integrate bicycling
and walking as essential components of a regional and local
transportation system; and specified programs, policies, and
projects designed to make non-motorized travel a seamless
part of commuting, utility trips, and recreational journeys.
The plan also addressed the needs of equestrians in
unincorporated areas where horseback riding on trails and
roads is still a common activity, and proposed facility
standards to accommodate these activities. The NMTP
emphasized the need to design the developing
infrastructure of the Sammamish Plateau to better
accommodate both bicyclists and pedestrians through
sidewalk and bikeway design, support of proposed trail
projects, and preserving equestrian access in the Pine Lake
and Beaver Lake neighborhoods.

City of Sammamish Comprehensive PlanTransportation
Element
Developed in 2003, the Transportation Element of the City
of Sammamish Comprehensive Plan was created to establish
goals and policies that will guide the development of
surface transportation in the City of Sammamish in a
manner consistent with the overall goals of the
Comprehensive Plan. Among a number of elements
mandated by the Washington State Growth Management
Act, the Transportation Element addresses non-motorized
transportation in the context of establishing policy for
general transportation system development, and for
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existing and future improvement of transportation
programs and facilities.
The Transportation Element references the Trails,
Bikeways and Paths Plan as a work in progress, and thus
does not include references to projects, policies, or other
initiatives related to non-motorized transportation as a
stand-alone element. By referencing the TBP Plan, the
Transportation Element is a vehicle to incorporate the
adopted Trails, Bikeways and Paths Plan part of the
Comprehensive Plan.
The Transportation Element does reference the effect of
bicycle and pedestrian facilities in the calculation of Level
of Service for motorized traffic, although there is no
reference to the development of either an integrated or
stand-alone LOS that calculates a level of service for either
bicyclists or pedestrians. Similarly, the Neighborhood
Traffic Management Program cites the existence or lack of
non-motorized transportation facilities as an element in
the prioritization of general transportation projects, but
again does not attempt to use this information to identify
or prioritize specific non-motorized projects.
Recommended projects in the Transportation Improvement
Plan (TIP) do reflect non-motorized facilities as an element
of each project through the project descriptions and cost
estimates. Only one stand-alone non-motorized project is
identified in the TIP. This project is the SE 24th Street
walkway improvement, which is in design and programmed
for construction funding in 2004. This element of the
Comprehensive Plan relies upon completion and adoption
of the TBP Plan to identify other specific non-motorized
and trail needs for the community.
A summary of the specific non-motorized transportation
policies incorporated into the Transportation Element of
the Comprehensive Plan can be found in Appendix D.

City of Sammamish Comprehensive Plan – Parks,
Recreation, and Open Space Element
The City of Sammamish Comprehensive Plan contains
preliminary goals and policies for the development of a
trail network pending adoption of a formal Parks,
Recreation, and Open Space Plan. As with the
Transportation Element, this document envisions the
adoption of this document as the Comprehensive Plan
functional element governing paths and trails.
A summary of specific policies on trail planning and
development from the parks, Recreation, and Open Space
Plan can be found in Appendix D.
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Trails, Bikeways and Paths – Goals and
Policies
The Trails, Bikeways and Paths Subcommittee provided
the primary direction for the development of goals and
policy statements reflecting the vision of the community
regarding non-motorized transportation and recreational
trails in the city. These goals and policies are the basis of
the TBP Plan and create the foundation for future
improvements to the City’s trails, bikeways, and paths.
These goals and policies were used to develop several
aspects of this plan including:
•

Formulation of the Pathway and Trail System Plan and
Bicycle System Plan

•

Development of the Trails, Bikeways and Paths
classifications

•

Development of evaluation criteria for prioritizing
projects

The goals and policies cover a variety of issues and
concerns regarding the proper planning and
implementation of a successful non-motorized
transportation and recreational trail system. These goals
are not listed in order of importance but are a
comprehensive list of statements guiding the development
of the plan.

Goal One – ProvideTrails, Bikeways and Paths for All Users
TBP 1.1
Provide for the Mobility Needs of all Citizens
Trail and non-motorized transportation planning shall
take into account the mobility needs of the public which
are defined both by the need to access specific
destinations in a safe and convenient manner and by the
variety of purposes for which these trips are taken. All
designs for non-motorized facilities in the city should
strive to emphasize safety, convenience, and quality of the
trip.
TBP 1.2
Provide for Seniors and Active Adults
Trail and non-motorized planning shall take into account
the needs of seniors, particularly in areas near retirement
communities. Trail and pedestrian crossings of roadways
shall take into account the specific design needs of seniors
and those with disabilities.
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TBP 1.3
Provide for Children
Trail and non-motorized planning shall take into account
the specific needs of children, particularly in areas near
parks and schools. Trail and pedestrian crossings of
roadways shall be designed to accomodate, where possible,
the specific needs of children.
TBP 1.4
Provide for the Physically Challenged
The trails, bikeways and paths system of the City of
Sammamish shall take into account the needs of the
physically challenged through the consideration of
applicable guidelines in the Americans with Disabilities
Act and the Washington State Building Code regulations
when designing and implementing trail projects.
TBP 1.5

Support Development of Facilities for Specialized
Non-Motorized Travel Modes Where Appropriate
The City of Sammamish should accommodate, where
feasible, wheelchairs, skates, skateboards, scooters, and
similar types of conveyances on existing facilities or
explore the feasibility of incorporating them into new
facilities. Existing equestrian trail opportunities should be
preserved where possible, and conditions enhanced for
those who ride horses.

Goal Two – Promote Safe Trail Use and Safety for
Pedestrians, Bicyclists andTrail Users
TBP 2.1

Develop Trail and Non-Motorized Information and
Promotion Efforts for the Public
The City of Sammamish should develop a comprehensive
and integrated public education program highlighting
topics and available programs relating to trail use, nonmotorized transportation benefits and safety. The program
should educate the public about the health, recreational,
financial and transportation benefits of non-motorized
transportation and trail use. Such programs should be
coordinated with local school districts and transit
providers. Other efforts should include:
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•

Promoting the physical and mental health benefits of
physical activity;

•

Developing a guide/map to local trail facilities;

•

Participating in regional transit fairs and forums;

•

Development of promotional articles about walking and
bicycling in City publications.

GOALS & POLICIES
TBP 2.2
“Share the Trail” Co-Existence Effort
The City should promote a multi-use approach to its trail
system through the promotion of simple guidelines to good
trail behavior, with the goal of reducing user conflicts.
TBP 2.3

Design Trails That Consider Emergency Response
Time and the Ability to be Patrolled
Design consideration shall be given to the requirements of
public safety personnel to adequately patrol, monitor, and
respond to incidents that may occur on the trail system.
Coordination at the design phase with those responsible
for public safety is an important element of any project’s
eventual success.
TBP 2.4

Develop and Enforce Adequate Safety Expectations
and Ordinances
The City should create safety programs and ordinances to
promote safe use of trails and non-motorized facilities in
the City of Sammamish. Safety programs and ordinances
shall be developed and enforced in conjunction with the
Police Department, neighborhood groups, homeowners
associations, and any other interested parties.

Goal Three – Emphasize RecreationalTrail Experiences
TBP 3.1
Provide a Variety of Trail Experiences for Users
The trails, bikeways and paths system for the City of
Sammamish should provide experiences for the entire
community. The system should provide opportunities for a
variety of modes, including, but not limited to, bicyclists,
equestrians, runners, walkers, and skaters.
TBP 3.2

Provide a Variety of Trail Types Within the Trail
System
The trail system should provide a variety of trail types for
use by varied user groups. This can be accomplished by
providing trail types with varying surfaces, gradients,
widths, visual experiences, and environmental
surroundings.
TBP 3.3

Consider Opportunities for Educational
Experiences on Trails
The incorporation of environmental interpretation with
the development of off-street recreational trails should be
considered where appropriate.
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Goal Four – Plan, Design, Develop, and Administer the
System as a Welcome and Contributing Element of the
Community
TBP 4.1

Preserve Process and Sensitivity in the
Compensation and Acquisition of Private Property
The City should establish and closely follow procedures for
the acquisition and development of private property for
public trail, bikeway and pathway use. These procedures
should address such considerations as land dedication,
concomitant agreements, fee simple acquisition, public
easement acquisition, and condemnation.
TBP 4.2
Design to Protect Privacy of Adjacent Residents
The City shall design trail, bikeway, and path corridors to
maximize the protection of privacy for adjacent property
owners and to minimize potential trespassing
opportunities as much as practical.
TBP 4.3

Design to Minimize Physical Impacts on Adjacent
Property
The design of trails, bikeway,s and paths shall integrate
measures to protect adjacent property from visual and
noise impacts, unwanted trespass, littering, or other
intrusions.
TBP 4.4
Design With Sensitivity to the Environment
Thc City shall design trails, bikeways, and paths with
sensitivity to the critical natural features of the community
such as wetlands, lakes, streams, significant trees, and
steep slopes.
TBP 4.5

Consider Topography and Other Physical
Challenges in Planning and Design of the Trails
and Non-Motorized Network
Development of trails, bikeways, and paths should
consider the sensitivity of non-motorized users to changes
in gradient, and attempt to use system development as a
means of providing alternative routes to existing corridors
with steep grades.
TBP 4.6

Provide Appropriate Support Facilities for Trails,
Bikeways and Paths Based on Facility Type
The City shall provide appropriate support facilities and
furnishings for trail, bikeway, and path projects with
consideration of specific intended use of the completed
project, and the context in which the project is being developed. Some examples of amenities that may be considered
include directional signage, interpretive signage, seating,
waste receptacles, pet waste-bag dispensers, trailhead
parking, and restrooms. Where practical the City will
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leverage use of existing parking and restroom facilities at
public parks as trailhead locations to access the TBP
system.
TBP 4.7

Design and Develop a Community Trail System That
Supports But Does Not Assume Responsibility for
Existing Private Trail Networks
The development of this plan should increase the utility of
local private trails to residents by linking to a neighborhood,
municipal, and regional trails system.
TBP 4.8

Encourage the Use of Special Events to Promote
Use of the Trail and Non-Motorized System
The City should coordinate special events such as fun runs,
walk-a-thons, and fundraisers to promote the benefits of
trails, bikeways, and paths and establish the facilities as a
part of the community’s identity.
TBP 4.9

Identify and Develop a Hierarchy of Trail, Bikeway
and Path Types
The City shall identify and develop a range of facility types
for implementation, while balancing the different needs of
this system. Trails should range from local and passive
recreational facilities to larger, more developed corridors
that serve a variety of users and which connect key
community facilities. Bike facilities should range from
shared routes along roadways to separate shared use path
corridors.

Goal Five – Promote High Standards for the Design and
Maintenance ofTrails Bikeways and Paths
TBP 5.1

Adhere to Adopted Local, State, and National
Design Standards
The City should adopt standards based upon the American
Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials
(AASHTO) and the Washington State Department of
Transportation Design Manual which are consistent with
the requirements of funding organizations such as the
Puget Sound Regional Council (PSRC) and the State
Transportation Improvement Board (TIB). These standards
should be applied to all public projects, when feasible, and
all projects developed by the private sector requiring
public approval.
TBP 5.2

Design and Construct Appropriate Pedestrian/Trail
Crossing Treatments (Facilities/Crossings)
AASHTO and State of Washington design standards for
crossing treatments should be met at street intersections
through the design of pedestrian crosswalks, and midblock trail crossings with additional attention paid to the
types of users and their particular needs.
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TBP 5.3

Develop and Uphold High Maintenance and Safety
Standards
The City should adhere to the federal design standards for
trail, bikeway, and path facilities, whenever feasible, to
ensure ease of maintenance and to maintain a high degree
of user safety within the trails, bikeways and paths system.
TBP 5.4
Provide Adequate Maintenance Resources
The City shall strive to provide increased maintenance
funding and resources for City-owned and/or managed
trails and non-motorized facilities. Maintenance of trail
facilities can also be provided through an “adopt a trail”
program that encourages community organizations to
assist with general maintenance of trails.
TBP 5.5
Budget for Interim Improvements
The City shall consider the construction of innovative
lower cost interim sidewalks, paved walkways, and trails
as a means of providing connectivity and/or recreation
when there is demonstrated demand, but when funding for
the desired or ideal facility is not yet available.
TBP 5.6

Minimize and Control Construction Impacts on
Trails and Pathways
The city shall minimize the duration and extent that
construction activities impact trails, bikeways, and paths.
The City shall develop permit conditions and other means
to minimize the disruption of these facilities, provide for
safe travel of all users during this disruption, and to
eliminate the unnecessary staging of equipment, materials
or signs impacting trail, bikeway or path facilities.

Goal Six – Develop theTrails, Bikeways and Paths Network
Strategically
TBP 6.1

Coordinate Development of Right of Way and OffStreet Opportunities
The City shall seek to maintain an appropriate balance
between providing the efficiencies of multi-use paths
located in the right-of-way, and advocating for
opportunities outside of the right-of-way that have a clear
recreational purpose and emphasis.
TBP 6.2
Emphasize Access to the Regional Trail Network
The City shall promote pedestrian and bicycle facilities
that connect to adjacent communities as well as regional
destinations and businesses via a regional trail network.
The City shall plan for connections to the proposed East
Lake Sammamish Trail corridor and other significant
regional trails.
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TBP 6.3

Connect to Other Identified Local & Regional
Destinations
The City shall utilize development of the City trail and
non-motorized system to connect neighborhoods to
significant destinations as feasible, including schools, civic
facilities, commercial areas, residential areas, and parks.
TBP 6.4

Emphasize Primary North/South and East/West
Access Corridors
The City should focus major trail development on primary
east/west and north/south corridors as defined in Fig. 5.1.
These corridors should be developed to connect priority
destinations as defined in this plan, including schools,
parks, regional trails, civic facilities and commercial
centers.
TBP 6.5
Develop Greenways (Green Streets)
The City should pursue projects that convert existing city
streets into greenways. Treatments should include the
addition of planter strips, planted medians, and traffic
calming. Rather than closing the street to traffic, the goal
is to reorient the street to the perspective of the
pedestrian. The Public Works Department and Parks and
Recreation Department should work together, along with
the Parks Commission, City Council, and the public, to
identify streets appropriate for Greenway Treatment. New
streets of all classifications should be designed in a
manner consistent with these principles.
TBP 6.6
Provide Localized System Access Improvements
The City of Sammamish should consider the development
of a line item in the Capital Improvement Program with a
budget for making minor capital improvements to existing
trails to enhance local safety and remove obstacles within
trail corridors.

Goal Seven – Coordinate Trail and Non-Motorized
Transportation System Development with General
Transportation andTransit Development
TBP 7.1

Ensure Local Access to Transit Centers and Bus
Stops
The City shall consider pedestrian and bicycle access from
trails, bikeways, and paths to nearby transit system
stations and bus stop locations.
TBP 7.2

Link Pathway and Trail Development to the
Provision of Safe Route to School Development
The City should integrate trails, bikeways, and paths into
the identification and promotion of required Safe Route to
School programs conducted by local school districts.
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Consider the general safety of the environment near both
streets and pathways, including lighting, access, traffic
volumes, and the ability to keep “eyes on the facility” as it
is used by students.
TBP 7.3

Utilize Trail Corridors as an Element of Community
Transportation Planning & Program Development
Planning for the local trail system shall consider the
potential for linkage to transportation-oriented
destinations and facilities.
TBP 7.4

Integrate Trails, Bikeways and Paths Development
in New Transportation Projects as Supported by
This Plan
Non-motorized facilities should be integrated into all new
transportation projects and existing street improvement
projects. Ensure both on and off-street systems work well
together to provide the quality of access desired by the
public. Such integration opportunities shall be built into
the process of planning new roadways with recreational
trail facilities, taking into account cost effectiveness, rightof-way requirements, linkages to trail trip origins and
destinations, and the quality of the proposed route.
TBP 7.5

Promote Consistency in On-Street Facility Design
and Designation
The City should emphasize adherence to adopted state and
federal design standards for non-motorized use in all roads
projects, with specific emphasis on bicycle, pedestrian and
ADA requirements. The City should ensure that on-street
facility designation (signing and striping) is consistent
with adopted state and regional practice.

Goal Eight – Ensure Plan Remains Relevant and Current
TBP 8.1
Update the Plan Regularly
The City should review the trails element of the Capital
Improvement Program annually and update on an annual
basis. Amendments to the TBP Plan may be implemented
annually as needed. The entire TBP plan should be
reviewed and updated every seven years.
TBP 8.2
Address New Issues in a Timely Manner
The City should bring important new issues, as they arise,
to the appropriate board, commission or other body for
discussion between plan updates.
TBP 8.3
Prioritize Trail, Bikeway and Path Projects
The City should use project evaluation forms to prioritize
capital trails, bikeways and paths projects and review on
an annual basis. The evaluation forms allow scoring of
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candidate projects based on factors such as cost, plan
consistency, system continuity, impact, and users served.
TBP 8.4
Manage Existing and Future ROW
The City shall manage existing trail rights-of-way. The
City of Sammamish should take the following measures to
maintain information about rights-of-way and ensure that
private obligations are being met:
•

Continue gathering data on trail, bikeway and path
facilities and entering into the City of Sammamish
Geographic Information System database.

•

Include paved trail facilities that are the maintenance
responsibility of the City as part of the City’s pavement
management system

•

Research past development conditions, perform title
searches as necessary to confirm past easements and
seek enforcement of un-met conditions

•

Inspect public access easements and condition(ed)
access annually to ensure that access requirements are
being fulfilled.

TBP 8.5

Develop an Acquisition Process for Needed
Right-of-Way
Sammamish should take the following measures to develop
a process to acquire right-of-way or public easements for
trail use:
•

Acquire and/or condition public easements for trail and
other non-motorized transportation improvements
through the development review and rezone processes
when the need is supported by policies adopted in this
plan.

•

Establish uniform processes to acquire public trails and
paths through donation, tax deduction and exemption
programs, development condition or purchase. The City
should also consider using the assistance of
organizations such as land trusts in obtaining property.

•

Develop an information database for granted easements
that identifies the key components relative to trail and
non-motorized access. The checklist should include
width, description, recording date, surface type, type of
improvement, management/maintenance responsibility,
surveying, staking and signing.
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TBP 8.6

Encourage Public/Private Partnerships in Implementing
and Maintaining Trails, Bikeways and Paths
The City should encourage the implementation of TBP
projects through partnership agreements with private
parties and incentives for developers in an effort to strategically develop new segments of a City-wide public system.
These partnerships are intended to encourage development of TBP facilities beyond those required as dedicated
improvements.
TBP 8.7
Integrate Citizen Participation
Continue to encourage active citizen and user group
participation during the planning and design of trail,
bikeway and path facilities. In instances where facilities
are being constructed or furnished by agencies other than
the City, the City should seek opportunities for active
citizen involvement in the planning and design of such
transportation facilities.
TBP 8.8
Coordinate with Other Jurisdictions
Coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop a regional
network of trail and non-motorized transportation
facilities. The Puget Sound Regional Council is supportive
of the development of trails planning and development
efforts as embodied by this plan and seeks to serve as a
resource for City of Sammamish. Sammamish should
pursue inter-jurisdictional coordination activities
including:
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•

Work with surrounding jurisdictions to coordinate
regional trail facility development.

•

Work with the Puget Sound Regional Council,
Interagency Council on Recreation, and other agencies
to identify funds to assist with the implementation of
this plan.

SECTION 6
Design Standards & Planning Guidelines

DESIGN STANDARDS & PLANNING GUIDELINES

Trail and Non-Motorized Design
Standards
Currently, the City of Sammamish utilizes road design
standards developed specifically for the needs of the City
and adopted by the City. When incorporated, the City
originally adopted existing King County Road Standards,
and since has revised the standards to serve the needs of
Sammamish.

DESIGN
STANDARDS &
PLANNING
GUIDELINES

Bicycle facility design standards must conform to the
Washington State Department of Transportation Design
Manual, which in turn is based in large measure on the
American Association of State Highway and
Transportation Officials (AASHTO) Guide for the
Development of Bicycle Facilities. The AASHTO document,
most recently updated in 1999, is the most comprehensive
document available for the design and development of
paved, multi-use trails.
Adherence to these guidelines is often a requirement for
securing project funding support from Federal sources
such as the Transportation Enhancements programs of the
Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century (TEA-21),
which currently is being reauthorized by Congress. The
bicycle facility design standards described in this section
conform to the WSDOT Design Manual as well as AASHTO
standards.
Guidelines and standards for pedestrian facilities in public
rights-of-way and soft surface recreational trails tend to be
more diverse than those for bicycle facilities. In 1997,
WSDOT and the Puget Sound Regional Council published
the Pedestrian Facilities Guidebook: Incorporating
Pedestrians into Washington’s Transportation System.
This guidebook covers issues ranging from subdivision and
commercial area design to intersections and crossing
design, accessibility considerations, school zone and walk
route planning, and traffic calming approaches along with
a wide variety of resource listings. This guidebook is the
most comprehensive pedestrian and trail facility design
resource available and can be applied as a guide to all
pedestrian and trail design projects in the city.
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Walk to School Routes
The safety of students walking to and from school is a
major concern of parents, teachers, schools, public works,
law enforcement, and the general community. Since 1982,
when Washington State began funding student
transportation, school districts have been responsible for
deciding which students walk to school and which will ride
a bus. School Districts are required by law (WAC 392-151025) to develop walk routes for students who walk to
school, usually those living within a 1-mile radius of their
school.
The responsibility for student pedestrian safety goes well
beyond the task of developing published “safe walk routes”
by school districts. Preparing walk route plans is only part
of the overall process. This was underlined in 1995 by the
state when it renewed its emphasis of having schools work
with public works agencies to mitigate walk route
deficiencies. The reasoning of the state was that if
hazardous walking conditions could be improved, more
students would walk to school, reducing ever-escalating
transportation costs, reducing traffic issues in
neighborhoods near schools, and at the same time making
walkways safer for the community at large.
This plan addresses only a portion of the range of topics
covered in the State School Walk Route regulations. While
this document addresses the physical development of
walking facilities that connect schools to neighborhoods,
similar efforts by the school districts must be paid to
consider the optimal location of schools for student access,
the layout of the school facility relative to roads, walkways,
trails and bus loading zones. Attention also must be paid to
the design and implementation of active traffic safety
programs such as speed control, traffic crossing guards,
and traffic safety outreach programs for students and
adults alike.
Ongoing communication between the City and the Issaquah
and Lake Washington School Districts will ensure that
capital project planning and this plan are consistent with
the planning of safe walk routes by the school districts.
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ADA and Trails/Pathways
Congress passed the Americans with Disabilities Act in 1990.
Since that time, considerable discussion has occurred and
thought has gone into how to apply ADA requirements to
sidewalks and trails. ADA Accessibility Guidelines (ADAAG)
were published in 1991. ADAAG sets forth accessibility requirements for Title II (public facilities) and Title III (facilities
open to the public) and has been considered the source document for applying ADA requirements to sidewalks and trails
for many years. In December, 2001, the US Department of
Transportation (US DOT) through the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) published Designing Sidewalks and
Trails for Access, a document that does a very good job of
setting forth design requirements, criteria and suggestions for
designing sidewalks and trails to comply with accessibility
needs.
In December, 1999, the Access Board established the Public
Rights-of-Way Access Advisory Committee to develop additional ADAAG provisions and special applications sections to
apply to public right-of-way. Their work was published January 10, 2001 in Building a True Community, and is the basis for
establishing a rule on accessibility requirements for the public
right-of-way (an ongoing process).
Essentially, ADA requires that accessibility be provided for
sidewalks and trails except in exceptional situations. Where it
is not technically feasible to meet ADA standards, designers
are instructed to do the best they can to provide accessibility.
For sidewalks adjacent to roadways, grade restraints for
accessibility are waived and sidewalks can follow the grade of
adjacent roadways, but accessible features (i.e. curb ramps,
detectable warning surfaces, and accessible pedestrian signals)
should be provided wherever feasible.
Trails should be designed to meet accessibility requirements
to the extent possible. Where specific locations of trails
present topographic constraints, making it not feasible to meet
accessibility requirements, the designer should try to achieve
as much accessibility for that location as practical, even if it
doesn’t specifically meet all elements of ADA requirements.
Many primitive trails will not meet accessibility requirements,
although comparable experiences for the disabled should be
provided where possible.
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There is a significant amount of information providing
guidelines for designing accessibility into sidewalks and
trails. The US Access Board (www.access-board.gov, 202-2720080), Washington State Pedestrian Facilities Guidebook,
and Pedestrian Information and Walking Center
(www.walkinginfo.org) provide comprehensive information
on ADA and sidewalks and trails. The Washington State
Pedestrian Facilities Guidebook is one of the most
comprehensive pedestrian and trail facility design
resources available, and can be applied as a guide to nearly
all pedestrian and trail design projects in the city.
One type of trail that is only lightly covered in the
guidebook is the wilderness, or primitive, recreation trail.
While this type of trail will make up a portion of the
overall system in Sammamish, its recreation value is
significant. There are no regulatory standards for
primitive trails however, there are three US Forest
Service publications (1 – the Trail Management Handbook,
2 – the Standard Specifications for Construction and
Maintenance of Trails, and 3 – the Trail Construction and
Maintenance Notebook) that are available as a reference to
the City to aid in the design and construction of these more
primitive recreation trails.
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Pathway and Trail Type Designations
The pedestrian and trail facility type designations were
developed through the assistance of the TBP Subcommittee
and through early public comment. These facility types
were defined to meet the specific needs of the community.

Paved Class I Shared Use Path
Intended for the use of a broad cross-section of the public,
the Class I Shared Use Path (referred to locally as
“Regional Trails”) serve, both a recreation and
transportation use in the community. The paved surface is
designed to a standard that accommodates bicycle use as
well as other recreational users such as walkers, runners,
and inline skaters.
The need to accommodate multiple users requires a width
of 10 to 14 feet, with 2-foot shoulders and a minimum 10foot height clearance. Right-of-way widths can vary
between 30 and 80 feet, although many examples can be
identified locally of successful facilities with widths both
narrower and wider than this recommended range.
Per state and national standards, these facilities are
designed to accommodate travel speeds of 20 MPH,
although county-wide trails are regulated with a 15 MPH
speed limit. This is consistent with highway design
practice to provide turn radius, stopping sight distance
and other design geometry that encourages safe use of the
facility. Many of these facilities also incorporate parallel
soft surface paths for use by equestrians, pedestrians and
runners.

Shared Use Soft Surface Trail
A less developed version of the regional trail calls for a
softer, unpaved trail surface. Many regional trails are
designed as soft surface facilities, with 6 to 10-foot trail
widths, and intended for predominantly recreation use.
Transportation funding can be applied to some soft-surface
facilities, but usually these trails are developed with
recreation-related funds.
Minimum standards for vertical clearance (10 feet) are
retained for access by equestrians. A variety of surfaces
can be used on the facilities, such as limestone or crushed
gravel. A firm surface that accommodates limited wheeled
use (such as mountain bikes, strollers, and wheelchairs) is
highly desirable.
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Local Soft Surface Trail
Some local trails that serve areas with a less or intensity of
use can accommodate a less intense design standard.
Intended to preserve the natural setting in which it is
located, local soft surface trails are narrower and have
somewhat tighter design clearances, appropriate for
pedestrian and limited mountain-bike use.

2

These are intended to be casual, if not primitive,
recreation trails and often preserve pre-existing trails and
local use. Trail widths can range from 2 to 6 feet, with
lower (8-foot) height clearance.

Local Paved Path
Paths that serve neighborhoods and park connections are
sometimes paved to support use by kids on wheeled
vehicles and those with disabilities. While often narrower
(4 to 6 feet) than a typical Class I trail, these facilities are
intended to have the same general design specifications for
shoulders, grade, and sight distance as other paved
facilities.
If possible, the design of these facilities should allow for
eventual expansion to the “regional” standard as the
volume and intensity of use increases.

Hillside ConnectionTrail
In Sammamish, the desire to connect trails and paths
sometimes is difficult due to existing steep terrain and the
lack of adequate right-of-way to develop traditional multiuse trails. In these areas, connection trails can be
developed which provide access for pedestrians on
narrower facilities (3 to 6 feet) with gravel or wood mulch
surfaces.
Due to steeper grades, these paths may not be suitable for
persons with disabilities or for all types of bicycles.
Intended to provide access to primary destinations within
the community, design clearances may be tighter on these
predominantly recreational facilities. The construction of
these facilities may create accessibility problems due to
slope, potential for stairs and the primitive nature of this
type of trail.
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Neighborhood Path
Intended for locations alongside roadways, the
neighborhood path can be either a paved or soft-surface
facility, and provides continuity and linkages where
completely separated right-of-way may not be available.
Generally not intended for bicycle use, these facilities
should have at least a 5-foot lateral separation from the
roadway, although more is much preferred.
In rural settings, neighborhood paths are often set at the
outside edge of the road right-of-way, behind drainage
swales, planter strips or some other physical separation. If
intended for equestrian use, these facilities should have a
gravel surface course and have a minimum 10-foot vertical
clearance. When planning new pedestrian facilities in the
right-of-way on non-classified arterials, it is the
recommendation of this document that the neighborhood
path standard be considered the preferred approach where
practical.

Sidewalks and Walkways
Sidewalks are an important but sometimes overlooked
element of the overall pedestrian and trail plan for a
community. While the roadside environment may not
provide the same recreational experience as a separated
pathway, sidewalks represent a fundamental component of
pedestrian access and mobility within the community.
Indeed, the proper design and location of sidewalks will
support the overall success of a pedestrian and trail
system by creating an environment where walking is a
normal and recognized part of community life.
The use of sidewalks as adjunct bicycle facilities is strongly
discouraged in state and national design standards and
guidelines. The use of sidewalks for these purposes is
usually limited to situations where no other acceptable
means of moving bicyclists around a barrier is available.
There are many important design considerations for
sidewalks, including accessibility, appropriate design of
intersections and other road crossings, and separation
from traffic. Even with a curb and gutter section, a five-foot
minimum separation from travel lanes on heavier traffic
volume roads is an important element in making the
sidewalk not only a safe, but also a desirable place to walk.
With a planter strip in place, sidewalk widths should be a
minimum of 6 feet wide. Sidewalk widths should be
expanded in situations where the sidewalk is immediately
adjacent to the curb on heavier traffic volume roads. Bike
lanes and on-street parking can also serve to buffer the
sidewalk from adjacent traffic.
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In Sammamish, current arterial road standards (2000
Interim Public Works Standards) call for a six-foot
minimum sidewalk on road sections with a landscape
buffer. This width is reduced to a minimum of five feet
when the sidewalk is located on a local street. Joint
pedestrian and bicycle facilities (Class I Shared Used
Path), when located in the right-of-way, are set at a
minimum of twelve feet in width, with sixteen feet
desirable.

Marine/WaterwayTrail
A type of trail worth noting for its recreational value is the
marine waterway trail. Usually accessed by launch
facilities at designated public properties on the shoreline,
these trails provide an additional recreational opportunity
for the public. The design of launch facilities should
provide adequate parking and other support amenities,
including pedestrian access from the parking area to the
beach, protected sand beach, and functional park elements
such as signing, seating, and waste receptacles.
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Bicycle Facility Designations
Class I Shared Use Path
Also referred to locally as “Regional Trails” these facilities
are often considered the centerpiece of regional bicycle
facility networks. While the on-street network of facilities
provides far greater access to destinations, Class I shareduse paths are very popular among a broad cross-section of
bicyclists for commuting, recreational and utility trips.
Accordingly, regional trails and shared use paths must be
carefully designed to accommodate a variety of user skills,
speeds and expectations. Specific design guidelines are
described in great detail in the AASHTO Guidelines for
the Development of Bicycle Facilities and the WSDOT
Design Manual.
Facility design considerations for bicyclists include
maximizing separation and minimizing conflict with
motorized traffic, limiting sudden grade changes wherever
possible, and designing at-grade road crossings in a
manner that integrates trail user movements with traffic
control devices in a visible and predictable manner.
The paved surface is designed to a standard that
accommodates most bicycle use. In practice this calls for a
width of 10 to 14 feet, with 2-foot shoulders and a minimum
10-foot height clearance. Specific widths within this range
are adjustable for anticipated volumes of use and diversity
of user types. Most trails in this region have moved from a
10-foot standard to a 12-foot basic width.
Right-of-way widths can vary between 30 and 80 feet,
although many examples can be identified locally of
successful facilities with widths both narrower and wider
than this recommended range. Per state and national
standards, these facilities are designed to accommodate
travel speeds of 20 MPH, although county-wide trails are
regulated with a 15 MPH speed limit.
This is consistent with highway design practices which
provide turn radius, stopping sight distance and other
design geometry that encourages safe use of the facility.
The City of Sammamish currently identifies a width
standard of 12 to 16 feet for shared pedestrian and bicycle
facilities within the road right-of-way.
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Class II Bike Lane (Signed and Striped)
As mentioned above, most bicycle travel occurs not on
trails, but on local streets. Effective non-motorized
transportation systems combine the best attributes of both
trails and on-street bikeways to provide access throughout
the community.
Design standards and considerations for Class II bicycle
lanes have become much more consistent nationally in the
past twenty years. Bike lanes are most frequently utilized
on arterial and collector streets with higher volumes and
speed of motorized traffic. The current Sammamish
standards call for lane widths of five feet – one foot wider
than AASHTO minimums.
A key to the successful design and management of bike
lanes is the consistent application of signing and marking
standards as published by the WSDOT in the Design
Manual. Bike lane design at intersections must consider
the potential for unintended conflicts between cyclists and
right-turning motorized traffic. Well-designed bike lanes
have the benefit of reducing the need for very wide
driveways by providing additional sight distance and
maneuvering room for turning motorists. Pedestrians also
benefit from having additional separation from adjacent
traffic.

Class III Bike Route (Shared Route)
While all streets can be considered “shared routes” (as all
roads are open to bicyclists unless specifically prohibited),
communities can improve conditions for local bicycling on
surface streets without a signed and striped Class II bike
lane facility.
Usually, shared routes involve a combination of a wide
curb lane (13-14 feet in width) and designation as a bicycle
route. If a travel lane is fifteen feet wide, consideration can
be given to narrowing the traffic lane to ten feet and
including a city-standard bike lane. An alternative would
be to keep the travel lane at 11 feet and sign and stripe a
narrower, yet AASHTO compliant, bike lane of four feet
wide. Streets with curb lanes wider than fifteen feet
should generally be signed and striped with a standard
bike lane.
Designation of bicycle routes without specific
improvements to the road for the use of bicyclists is not an
approved practice, as it creates an impression of safety
that may not be justified by roadway conditions.
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Trails, Bikeways and Paths System Plan

TRAILS, BIKEWAYS AND PATHS SYSTEM PLAN
The trails, bikeways and paths system is a system of
continuous interconnected non-motorized transportation
facilities and recreational trail facilities proposed within
the community to be used by pedestrians, bicyclists, and
recreational trails users. This proposed system of
transportation and recreation corridors was developed
through ongoing coordination with City staff, the TBP
Subcommittee and interested citizens.
The community provided comments on the proposed
pathway and trail system plan and bicycle system plan in
March and April of 2003. These comments have been
addressed in the subsequent revisions to the TBP Plan. A
summary of the community’s comments are included in the
appendix of this plan.

TRAILS,
BIKEWAYS &
PATHS
SYSTEM PLAN

Primary Recreational Trail Corridors
The first stage in developing the pathway and trail system
plan and bicycle system plan was to define primary eastwest and north-south travel corridors. To provide
connectivity throughout the city, a system of primary
corridors was considered essential. The primary
recreational trail corridors are depicted in Figure 7.1 and
are described in detail below.

East Lake Sammamish Corridor
This corridor is a primary north/south corridor running
along the western edge of the city and generally following
East Lake Sammamish Parkway. Currently, King County is
proposing a regional trail facility along the corridor which
will generally follow an abandoned railroad right-of-way
and eventually connect to the cities of Redmond and
Issaquah. With a future multi-use regional trail project in
process along this corridor, connections to this proposed
trail are very important in providing Sammamish residents
the opportunity to directly access the region’s major trails.
In addition to connecting to the regional trail system, this
corridor will provide access to destinations such as Lake
Sammamish State Park and Sammamish’s East Lake
Sammamish Waterfront Park which is currently undeveloped. Some obstacles must be overcome to successfully
access the corridor including the need to address safe
crossing solutions on East Lake Sammamish Parkway for
trails feeding into the regional trail from the east.
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Evans Creek Corridor
This corridor provides a connection between the Utility
Corridor and the East Lake Sammamish Corridor in the
northern portion of the city. This will be more of a rugged
trail corridor due to the extensive steep slope considerations. The corridor provides a connection from the northern neighborhoods in the city to the proposed East Lake
Sammamish Trail and Waterfront Park. In addition, the
corridor provides access to the Evans Creek Preserve
property.

Utility Corridor
The utility corridor is a north/south corridor stretching
from the Klahanie community to the south up through the
city connecting to the Evans Creek Corridor on the north
end. This corridor follows an existing gas line easement
and overhead utility line easement. It is one of the very
few opportunities for a major multi-use trail through the
community and provides connections to many destinations
in the city. These destinations include Evans Creek Preserve, Beaver Lake Park, Klahanie Park and several
schools adjacent to the corridor.
The corridor is well suited for a multi-use trail, but does
have some obstacles that would need to be addressed in a
corridor planning process. There are some areas where
land use along the utility easements is controlled by private ownership, making the process of obtaining rights for
trail easements more difficult. A few other areas have
slope constraints, but are manageable with a wide enough
corridor and added expense for construction. The corridor
planning process will also need to address the many street
crossings along the corridor and solutions for providing
safe crossing treatments for trail users.

East Sammamish Greenway Corridor
This corridor is a small piece of a larger regionally focused
corridor that will connect several large open space tracts
as it runs north/south along the eastern portion of the
Sammamish Plateau. Eventually this corridor may connect
to the Redmond Watershed Park to the north and the open
spaces in Issaquah Highlands to the south.
Within Sammamish the corridor generally follows
Trossachs Boulevard, connecting Duthie Hill Park with
Soaring Eagle Park which are both currently King County
Park properties. This corridor will eventually connect
some of the largest open spaces in central King County.
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Inglewood Hill Corridor
This corridor provides a primary east/west connection in
the northern half of the city and generally follows
Inglewood Hill Road. Most portions of the current roadway
corridor are not bicycle or pedestrian friendly and will
require improvements to become a primary non-motorized
corridor. Although Inglewood Hill Road is a steep ascent
from East Lake Sammamish (ELS) Parkway onto the Plateau, it is still a more gradual ascent than can be provided
at most other east/west connection points to the ELS
Parkway and Trail. The corridor provides a direct connection to one of the two primary commercial areas on the
Plateau at NE 8th Street and 228th Avenue. In addition, it
provides connections to other primary corridors, Eastlake
High School, 228th Avenue, and a proposed King County
trailhead for the East Lake Sammamish Trail.

Commons Corridor
The Commons Corridor runs east/west through the heart of
the city and connects some very important community
destinations. These destinations include Soaring Eagle
Park (Section 36), Hazel Wolf Wetlands, Skyline High
School, Sammamish Commons site, Ebright Creek Park
and a connection point to the East Lake Sammamish Trail.
The corridor runs through a mix of developed and undeveloped areas, requiring that the trail change configuration
through the corridor to provide successful connectivity.
Some of the corridor will include trail sections outside the
public right-of-way and some sections within the right-ofway of streets such as SE 8th Street and Main Street.

South Pine Lake Corridor
This corridor is another east/west corridor connecting
Beaver Lake Park, Pine Lake Shopping area, Pine Lake
Park, and the East Lake Sammamish Trail. The corridor
will provide connectivity to some key destinations in the
southern portion of Sammamish. Most of the improvements
in this corridor will be associated with existing road
rights-of-way since many areas have already developed.
The transition down from the Plateau to the East Lake
Sammamish Trail may be the most difficult obstacle due to
land ownership and steep slopes.
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Beaver Lake Corridor
The Beaver Lake Corridor is the shortest proposed trail
corridor, but may also be the most scenic. This corridor
connects Beaver Lake Park, Hazel Wolf Wetlands, Beaver
Lake Preserve and Soaring Eagle Park. The corridor runs
through an area with a rural character and many beautiful
natural qualities. There are many opportunities to implement trails within this corridor with the proper
funding.Very few obstacles exist relating to land ownership and right-of-way that would limit the ability to implement trails connecting the destinations along this corridor.

Laughing Jacobs Creek Corridor
This corridor may be the corridor nearest to completion at
least within the City of Sammamish corporate limits.
Within the city limits, the trail right-of-way has already
been established with a portion recently constructed with
asphalt surfacing and the remainder as a gravel surfacing.
This corridor connects the neighboring community of
Klahanie with the East Lake Sammamish Trail. This corridor has the most gradual slope of any of the corridors
transitioning off of the Plateau. The primary obstacle at
this time is obtaining public access through the private
community of Provident Point to the west of the city and
completing the west end of the trail corridor as it terminates at the East Lake Sammamish Trail.
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Primary Transportation Corridors
In addition to the primary recreational trail corridors,
each of the primary transportation corridors were analyzed
and considered as opportunities to provide connectivity
throughout the city. The major transportation corridors
within the city are depicted in Figure 7.2 and are described
below.

East Lake Sammamish Parkway Corridor
This transportation corridor is one of two primary arterials running north/south through the City of Sammamish.
The existing parkway is primarily a two-lane, rural road
section with 5’ shoulders that serve as bike lanes and are
occasionally used by pedestrians. The corridor is quite
scenic with views to the west of Lake Sammamish from
most areas along the route. This public right-of-way corridor parallels the East Lake Sammamish Trail Corridor, but
will still provide important road bicycling opportunities
due to its fairly level topography and limited intersections.

228th Avenue/Sahalee Way Corridor
This corridor is the other primary arterial running north/
south, but is located in the heart of the city. This corridor
has the heaviest traffic volumes in the city, and has recently been improved along a stretch of 228th Avenue. The
improved roadway includes 4 lanes with left turn lanes,
curb and gutter, sidewalks, bike lanes on both sides, and
landscaped medians and planter strips. A portion of the
improved roadway includes a multi-use trail along the
eastside of the roadway. This corridor will continue to be a
primary transportation corridor and distribute vehicles,
bicyclists, and pedestrians throughout the community.

Inglewood Hill Road/NE 8th Street Corridor
Inglewood Hill Road and NE 8th Street are classified as
minor arterials and provide the primary east/west connections in the northern portion of the city. Most of this corridor has a two-lane, rural road section except for areas
developed more recently near the intersection of
Inglewood Hill Road, NE 8th Street, and 228th Avenue NE.
These areas have urban sections with curb, gutter, and
sidewalks. This is an important corridor for bicyclists and
pedestrians, now and in the future.

212th Avenue Corridor
This collector arterial is located in one of the areas of
Sammamish likely to see substantial growth and development over the next several years. Although pockets of lowdensity residential use may remain, which will require
consideration of equestrian as well as pedestrian and

53

TRAILS, BIKEWAYS AND PATHS SYSTEM PLAN
bicycle connectivity along the corridor. 212th Avenue is
currently a two-lane, rural road section with intermittent
shoulders. Improvements including bike lanes, sidewalks,
and a soft surface path would provide a significant benefit
for this portion of the city.

Issaquah-Pine Lake Road Corridor
This transportation corridor now provides a direct connection to the Interstate 90 South Plateau Access Ramp. This
connection will increase traffic counts and make this corridor less pedestrian friendly, but will provide another
option for bicyclists trying to commute from the Plateau to
Issaquah. The corridor will continue to provide direct
access from the southern neighborhoods in the city to 228th
Avenue and the Pine Lake Shopping Center.

SE 32nd Street/Issaquah-Beaver Lake Road Corridor
This corridor is classified as a minor arterial and provides
connections between several neighborhoods, schools, and
the Pine Lake Shopping Center. This public right-of-way
will continue to be heavily traveled, often creating safety
concerns with the elementary and middle school sites
along the corridor. It will also be used for connections to
other recreational trail corridors.
To illustrate the complexity of both the recreational trail
corridors and the transportation corridors, Figure 7.3 was
developed as a composite overlay of all of the corridors.
This overlay was used to analyze opportunities for more
specific trail alignments and to develop draft system plans.
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Pathway and Trail System Plan
The next stage of developing the proposed plans involved
selecting specific trail alignments and defining the type of
facility appropriate to the specific location. The pathway
and trail system plan is one which incorporates off-road
trails and pedestrian facilities along roadways.
The proposed pathway and trail system plan is depicted in
Figure 7.4 and was developed through documenting
existing use patterns, locating non-motorized destinations
within the community, incorporating community input and
providing connectivity throughout the city. The pathway
and trail system plan is depicted by trail type representing
the location and alignments of an overall system vision
through the year 2025.
Implementation of the system would provide much-needed
improvements to existing roadway corridors and expand
recreational trail opportunities throughout the city.
However, implementation of this system is not going to be
an easy task. Implementation would require retrofitting
and expanding an existing system within the context of an
already well developed city which is continually growing in
population. Much community ivolvement, coordintaion
with homeowner associations, time, and funding is needed
to implement a sucessful trails network; and bring the
system up to an expected level of service for the
community.
Key aspects of the plan include the following:
•

Provide safe access to schools in the form of sidewalks
rather than roadway shoulders where feasible

•

Provide connectivity along arterial road corridors and
utility corridors

•

Provide a variety of trail and pedestrian facility types
to enhance recreational opportunities

•

Provide a significant increase in recreational trail
opportunities within the city

•

Provide better access to parks, commercial areas,
transit and civic spaces

•

Provide access to the future East Lake Sammamish
Trail (regional trail)
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Bicycle System Plan
The bicycle system plan was developed concurrently with
the pathway and trail system plan and generally follows
primary transportation corridors through the city. The
bicycle system plan is comprised of primarily bicycle
facilities on public roadways, but does include a few Class I
Shared Use Paths outside or inside of public rights-of-way.
The bicycle system plan is depicted in Figure 7.5. The
bicycle system plan is depicted by the type of facility and
represents a vision for the city’s bicycle system in the year
2025.
The bicycle system plan incorporates routes for both
bicycle commuters as well as recreational bicyclists. Most
of the commuter facilities are along primary and minor
arterial roadways, while the recreational facilities are
along collector and local streets along with some off-road
facilities. Accommodation of bicycle facilities is already
reflected in the City’s roadway standards and will be an
element of all future road improvement projects.
Some key elements of the plan include the following:
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•

Provide safe access to schools in the form of Class II
bicycle lanes

•

Provide connectivity along arterial road corridors and
utility corridors for commuter bicyclists

•

Provide facilities which also enhance recreational
biking opportunities

•

Provide better access to parks, commercial areas,
transit and civic spaces

•

Provide access to the future East Lake Sammamish
Trail (regional trail)

•

Provide safe routes and facilities to manage
topographic conditions on the plateau
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Project Identification and Prioritization
Based on the development of the system plans, project
identification was conducted through researching existing
conditions and defining the scope and extent of specific
facility improvements proposed in the plans. The
consultant team identified projects for review by the TBP
Subcommittee and submittal to the Parks and Recreation
Commission and City Council for approval.
The project identification was comprehensive and included
all projects necessary to complete the system plans. The
entire list of projects with specific descriptions of the
project scope is included in Tables E.1 and E.2 (Appendix
E).
Table E.1 is the Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP)
project list which includes non-motorized transportation
facilities as part of the overall roadway improvement
projects.
Table E.2 is the Trails, Bikeways and Paths project list
that includes all proposed TBP projects not already
identified in the TIP project list. All recreational trails and
some sidewalk, pathway, and bike facility projects are
included in this list.
Figure E.1(Appendix E) is a Project Identification Map
depicting all of the proposed improvement projects which
are part of the Trails, Bikeways and Paths Plan. Figure E.1
correlates directly to Tables E.1 and E.2.
Once identified and documented, the projects were
evaluated. Evaluation criteria were used to score each of
the projects in relation to the goals and policies
established early on in the planning process. Since the
project list includes both transportation-based projects and
recreation-based projects which are funded from different
sources and could be evaluated based on differing goals
and policies, two sets of evaluation criteria were
developed.
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Transportation-Based Evaluation Criteria
Transportation-based projects include all sidewalk and
bicycle facility projects along roadways that are primarily
funded through Transportation Improvement Board (TIB)
funding, gas tax revenues, etc. Some Class I Shared Use
Paths can also be considered transportation-based projects
since travel and connectivity are key aspects to the
projects. Based on the goals and policies developed for this
plan, a set of evaluation criteria were developed to
prioritize transportation-based pedestrian and bicycle
projects and is depicted in Table 7.1.
Table 7.1 Transportation-Based Project Evaluation Criteria
Evaluation Criteria
Project improves an identified pedestrian/bicycle safety concern
(3 extra points for a safe route to school project)

Weight
Factor
3

Project completes a significant gap in the overall network

2

Project provides a direct link to the East Lake Sammamish Trail

2

Project provides significant pedestrian/bicycle improvements at a low cost

2

Project can be accomplished without fee simple land acquisition or easement

1

Project completes a portion of the primary east/west and north/south corridors

1

Project provides access to significant destinations
(i.e. parks, civic areas, and commercial centers)

1

Project provides access to transit

1

In addition, there is quite a bit of overlap in these projects
with the projects already identified as part of the
Transportation Element of the Comprehensive Plan and
prioritized in the City’s Six-Year Transportation
Improvement Plan. An evaluation of the non-motorized
elements of the projects already identified in the
Comprehensive Plan was completed and is included in
Table F.3 (Appendix F).
For the purposes of developing a strictly Non-Motorized
Transportation Improvement Plan, the overlapping TIP
projects were not included in the final evaluation since
these project will likely be funded based on the importance
to improve vehicular traffic flow on these primary
roadways. All of these projects identified in the TIP
incorporate non-motorized improvements consistent with
the proposed pathway and trail system plan, and the
bicycle system plan.
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Recreation-Based Evaluation Criteria
Recreation-based projects are primarily funded through
Interagency Council on Outdoor Recreation (IAC) funding,
although transportation funding sources may be an
alternative source for funds. These projects include all
recreational trail facilities outside road rights-of-way
including Class I Shared Use Paths.
Some Class I Shared Use Paths can also be considered
transportation-based projects since travel and connectivity
are key aspects to the projects. Based on the goals and
policies developed for this plan, a set of evaluation criteria
was developed to prioritize recreation-based pathway and
trail projects and is depicted in Table 7.2.
Table 7.2 Recreation-Based Project Evaluation Criteria
Evalua tion Crite ria
Project provides an important aes thetic recreational experience

W e ight
Factor
3

Project completes a significant gap in the overall network

2

Project provides a direct link to the Eas t Lake Sammamish Trail

2

Project provides a strong recreational experience at a low c ost

2

Project provides recreational opportunities for a variety of users

1

Project can be accomplis hed without fee simple land acquisition or easment

1

Project provides an alternative safe route to school (middle or high sc hools )

1

Project provides ac cess from neighborhoods to significant park destinations

1

59

TRAILS, BIKEWAYS AND PATHS SYSTEM PLAN

High Priority Recreation-Based Trail
Improvement Projects
Through an evaluation of all the recreational trail
projects, a list of the highest scoring projects was developed. Table 7.3 is a list of the high priority recreationbased projects to be considered for inclusion in the City’s
Six-Year Capital Improvement Plan. These projects were
evaluated based on criteria described in Table 7.2. and
were reviewed by the TBP Subcommittee and submitted
to the Parks and Recreation Commission and City Council
for approval. The full project evaluation matrix for recreation-based trail projects is depicted in Table F.1 (Appendix F).
Table 7.3 High Priority Recreation Based Trail Projects
Project Description
Laughing Jacob Creek Trail
118 from City limits/Providence
Point to 232nd Avenue SE

Project Type

Year 1

Paved Class I
Shared Use
Path

$428,000

General Revenues/
Grant

$189,000

General Revenues

Shared Use
Ebright Creek Park Trail
220 from 212th Avenue SE to the Soft Surface
northwest corner of the park Trail

Year 3

Year 4

Year 5

Year 6

Funding Source

SE 34th Street Soft Surface
234 Trail from 204th Avenue SE
to 212th Avenue SE

Shared Use
Soft Surface
Trail

$304,000

General Revenues

Recreation Trail at NE 16th
214 Street from 211th Avenue
NE to 205th Avenue NE

Local Soft
Surface Trail

$229,000

General Revenues

228

Recreation Trail through
DNR Property from SE 43rd
Way to south end of 219th
Avenue NE

Hillside
Connection
Trail

General Revenues/
Grant

$416,000

Nature Preserve Trail from
238 West Beaver Lake Drive SE
to Section 36 Park

Shared Use
Soft Surface
Trail

$220,000

General Revenues/
Grant

Nature Preserve Trail from
239 West Beaver Lake Drive SE
south into Preserve

Shared Use
Soft Surface
Trail

$133,000

General Revenues/
Grant

Recreational Park Trail from
202 Sahalee Way to Evans
Creek Preserve

Hillside
Connection
Trail

$300,000

General Revenues/
Grant

Local Soft
Surface Trail

$225,000

General Revenues/
Grant

203

Recreational Park Trail from
west end of Evans Creek
Preserve to east end of
Evans Creek Preserve

Recreational Trail from east
end of Evans Creek
204
Preserve to Gas Line
Corridor/NE 28th Street

Hillside
Connection
Trail

$197,000

General Revenues/
Grant

244th Avenue SE from SE
237 32nd Street to SE 24th
Street

Class III Bike
Route/
Neighborhood
Path

$820,000

General Revenues/
Grant

Yearly Totals
Total Six Year Cost
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Year 2

$617,000
$3,461,000

$533,000

$416,000

$353,000

$525,000

$1,017,000

TRAILS, BIKEWAYS AND PATHS SYSTEM PLAN

High Priority Transportation Based
Non-Motorized Improvement Projects
Through an evaluation of all the non-motorized
transportation projects, a list of the highest scoring
projects was developed. Table 7.4 is a list of the high
priority transportation-based projects to be considered for
inclusion in the City’s Six Year Capital Improvement Plan.
These projects were evaluated based on criteria described
in Table 7.1 and were reviewed by the TBP Subcommittee
and submitted to the Parks and Recreation Commission
and City Council for approval. The full project evaluation
matrix for transportation-based projects is depicted in
Table F.2 (Appendix F).
Table 7.4 High Priority Transportation Based Non-Motorized Projects
Project Description

Project Type

Year 1

Laughing Jacob Creek Trail
118 from City limits/Providence
Point to 232nd Avenue SE

Paved Class I
Shared Use
Path

Year 2

Year 3

Year 4

Year 5

Year 6

Funding Source

$428,000

General Revenues/
Grant

NE 37th Way from
302 intersection with NE 37th
Way to Sahalee Way

Class II Bike
Lanes

$37,000

General Revenues

NE 16th Street/NE 14th/12th
Bike Lanes from
Class II Bike
307 approximately 100' west of
Lanes
220th Place NE to 228th Ave
NE

$46,000

General Revenues

East Lake Sammamish
109 Parkway Crossing at SE
33rd Street

Intersection
Crossing

$140,000

General Revenues/
Grant

NE 22nd Street from
approximately 300' east of
209
236th Avenue NE to the
west edge of school

Local Sidewalk

$168,000

Sidewalk Program

SE 24th Street from 244th
110 Avenue SE to 248th Avenue
SE

Class II Bike
Lanes/Local
Sidewalk

226th Avenue SE and SE
29th Street from 227th
Local Sidewalk
229 Avenue SE to north end of
226th Avenue SE (Pine Lake
Park)
NE 16th Street Bike Lanes
304 from 212th Avenue NE to
216th Avenue NE

General Revenues/
Grant

$498,000

$423,000

Class II Bike
Lanes

General Revenues

$42,000

General Revenues

NE 16th Street Pedestrian
Improvements from 211th
Local Sidewalk
213
Avenue NE to 216th Avenue
NE

$400,000

General Revenues/
Sidewalk Program

205th Place NE Bike Lanes
303 from 100' south of NE 19th
Place to 206th Way

Class II Bike
Lanes

$53,000

General Revenues

244th Avenue SE from SE
237 32nd Street to SE 24th
Street

Class III Bike
Route/
Neighborhood
Path

Yearly Totals
Total Six Year Cost

$820,000

$511,000

$308,000

$498,000

$423,000

$495,000

General Revenues/
Grant

$820,000

$3,055,000
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Transportation Improvement Plan
Projects Incorporating Non-Motorized
Facilities
As previously mentioned, the City of Sammamish
Comprehensive Plan includes programmed general
transportation projects which include non-motorized
transportation facilities. Table 7.5 lists projects that have
been programmed into the 2004-2009 TIP for the City of
Sammamish which include non-motorized improvements.
The full project evaluation matrix for TIP projects
incorporating non-motorized facilities is depicted in Table
F.3 (Appendix F).
Table 7.5 Transportation Improvement Projects with Non-Motorized Faciliteis
Project Description
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Non-Motorized Facilities

Program Year

Total Project Cost

1 East Lake Sammamish
Parkway – Inglewood Hill to
NE 26th

Bike Lanes – both sides
Sidewalks – east side

2004-2006

$9,560,000

2 244th Avenue NE – SE 8th
to NE 8th

Bike Lanes – both sides
Sidewalks – both sides

2004-2005

$9,300,000

3 SE 20th Street – 212th
Bike Lanes – both sides
Avenue SE to 228th Ave SE Sidewalks – both sides

2005-2007

$4,200,000

4 NE 8th Street – 228th Ave
NE to 244th Ave NE

Bike Lanes – both sides
Sidewalks – both sides

2005-2007

$4,400,000

5 SE 24th Walkway –
Audobon Park SE to 236th
Ave SE

Class III Bike Route
Trail/Sidewalk – north side

2004

$500,000

Class III Bike Route
6 Issaquah-Pine Lake Road
Extension – 228th Ave SE to Sidewalk – both sides
224th Ave SE

2004

$2,000,000

Bike Lanes – both sides
7 East Lake Sammamish
Parkway – NE 26th to 196th Sidewalks – east side
Ave NE

2006-2009

$9,025,000

8 East Lake Sammamish
Parkway – 196th Ave NE to
187th Ave NE

Bike Lanes – both sides
Sidewalks – east side

2006-2009

$11,257,000

9 Sidewalk Projects

Sidewalks

2004-2009
($200,000/year)

$1,200,000

FIGURE 7.1:TRAILS,BIKEWAYS AND PATHS & RIGHT-OF-WAY CORRIDOR OVERLAY

FIGURE 7.2: PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-WAY PRIMARY CORRIDORS

FIGURE 7.3: TRAILS, BIKEWAYS AND PATHS PRIMARY CORRIDORS

FIGURE 7.4: PATHWAY AND TRAIL SYSTEM PLAN

FIGURE 7.5: BICYCLE SYSTEM PLAN

SECTION 8
Implementation & Funding

IMPLEMENTATION & FUNDING
The funding and development of transportation projects in
general and non-motorized projects in particular have in
recent years represented a significant challenge for
municipalities. There are, however, a number of programs
and strategies available to communities that are designed
to assist in the development of stand-alone non-motorized
transportation projects.

IMPLEMENTATION
& FUNDING

The adoption and application of consistent design
standards, along with the careful evaluation and
conditioning of new development, is the most cost-effective
approach to financing and constructing new facilities.
Such an approach can develop many miles of new facilities,
and help to prioritize the best uses of limited grant funds
for new or connecting projects.
Funding sources have been identified in this plan to ensure
that recommendations outlined can be realized.
Implementing all recommendations over a short period of
time would be cost-prohibitive. Thus, priorities have been
established for the gradual development, promotion,
enforcement, and maintenance of non-motorized and trail
facilities.

Implementation Strategies
Examples from Other Communities
Communities in our region have developed a variety of
techniques and approaches to implementing adopted trail
and non-motorized transportation policies. Those
communities that have most successfully developed trail
and on-street systems have some common characteristics
that have made the process of turning policies into projects
more efficient and effective.
Institutionalization is a phrase frequently used to describe
an approach to plan implementation that has been very
effective in completing projects and accomplishing nonmotorized transportation plan goals. In essence, the
jurisdiction makes a comprehensive effort to integrate the
needs of bicyclists and pedestrians throughout the
planning, programming, and maintenance of all relevant
facilities on an on-going basis as a normal part of doing
business. This approach, first defined by the City of
Seattle and subsequently applied in jurisdictions such as
King County and Redmond, makes effective use of citizen
input and seeks to implement plan and project goals
through both programmatic as well as capital project
efforts.
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Project review can involve these committees and
commissions, but usually starts with staff. Redmond
utilizes a Technical Commission to identify issues and
ensure review of non-motorized and trail elements as
identified in the City Development Guide. For such a
review to be effective, staff and advisory committees rely
on a solid and specific plan, and adopted design standards
that are consistent with state and national practice.

Overview of General Implementation Methodology
The process of implementing general trails and bicycle/
pedestrian plans start with adoption of the plan itself.
Adopted plans establish a critical and legally necessary
linkage between a broad public desire to create trails and
the requirement that jurisdictions demonstrate the
relative benefits of the project to those who live near or
may be asked to contribute to the project.
Benefits are relatively easy to describe for bicycle and
pedestrian facilities, whether on or off-street. Creation of
a network of facilities by which citizens may move about
their community without fear of motorized traffic, with
convenient travel lines from and to common trip origins
and destinations, and which provide a pleasant
environment for the user are common and legally relevant
rationales for developing trails and pathways.
Making the jump from designating general trail corridors
in a community-wide plan to designating specific routes
and designs entails more work, work that is shaped by the
desired goals associated with the specific project. Many
communities in this region have been very effective at
creating on-street networks of bicycle and pedestrian
facilities through the attachment of specific design
standards to the construction of new or rehabilitated roads
and streets. In some cases, these new facilities have been
called out in the community plan, while in other instances
the design is derived from a careful, project specific design
review and project mitigation process.
For facilities such as local pathways not located in
contiguous rights-of-way, the process can become more
involved. Most community-wide plans are too general to
allow project-level decisions on specific alignments to be
defined. Usually, a jurisdiction will address the specifics
of alignment in a separate corridor analysis effort, or will
incorporate that analysis in a general design study.
In either case, timing becomes an important consideration.
In the case of trails located in utility rights-of-way or other
existing linear properties, a jurisdiction will make specific
decisions on alignment at the same time as overall project
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design is conducted, as long as the underlying property is
not in danger of development or other reconfiguration. If
the pathway is to be located on currently undeveloped
property, a more focused pre-design effort should occur.
In a corridor analysis, thought should be given to what
characteristics (such as origin and destination points, most
desired alignments, adjacent access requirements, etc.)
would result in a completed project that best fulfills the
vision of the Comprehensive Plan and the Trails, Bikeways
and Paths Plan.

Specific Implementation Strategies
The development of an effective, safe, and efficient nonmotorized transportation system involves far more than
the design and construction of trails, pathways, sidewalks
and bike lanes. Indeed, this physical development is only
the first step to managing an effective non-motorized
network. The process of making the trail and pathway
system a part of the culture and identity of the community
requires an on-going effort in operations, administration,
and promotion.
Project-level implementation can occur in a number of
different ways, with funding sources and review processes
usually keyed to the type of project and its location. The
following list indicates common techniques used to
effectively implement projects and promote trail
development identified in local plans:
Technical Committees
Intra-departmental staff meetings intended to screen
submitted development or subdivision applications can
identify issues relating to trails and non-motorized
transportation early in the review process. Such
committees can ensure close review by both staff and
public advisory committees prior to general public review,
affording the applicant an opportunity to refine a potential
project to better implement the goals of the adopted Plan.
Advisory Committees
Public participation and input is critical to the
institutionalization model of plan implementation. This is
frequently accomplished through the establishment of
standing advisory committees that have specified
responsibilities to review and comment on new capital
projects, planning efforts and major developments
proposed within the jurisdiction. Advisory committees
from other neighboring communities have been very
successful in providing continued public input on overall
planning of non-motorized and recreational facilities
within the municipality.
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Most of these types of committees review major
subdivisions and transportation capital improvement
projects for consistency with the adopted trails or nonmotorized plan. Such a review is a key mandate of most
public grant programs for non-motorized transportation,
including allocation of federal transportation revenues
through the Transportation Improvement Board or the
Puget Sound Regional Council.
CIP Planning & Prescriptive Inclusions
On-street facilities (bike lanes, sidewalks, crosswalks,
transit access) are mostly easily implemented through the
application of inclusive design standards to new public
project designs initiated by the City or through a
development application. This could be a design for a new
roadway or one for a rehabilitated design. Preservation of
existing bicycle and pedestrian access in the approval of
any other required transportation mitigation associated
with a proposed project is a necessity as well.
Most transportation CIP projects on an adopted
Transportation Improvement Plan will have had to
undergo some level of public review prior to list adoption.
The adoption of the TIP often afford advisory committees
the opportunity to provide a check against the adopted
Trails, Bikeways and Paths Plan and policies for
consistency with the desires of the community prior to
submittal of a grant application.
Corridor Studies
Most trail proposals in this plan contain only broad
descriptions of the alignment and little specific design
elements of the proposed trail. Most trails developed in
this region undergo some sort of pre-design analysis
intended to answer detailed questions relating to the
location, alignment and potential impacts of a trail. In
many instances, these studies precede preparation of a
SEPA checklist, and serve to guide the designation of
properties required when new right-of-way must be
assembled for a trail.
For facilities located upon an existing linear property such
as a railroad or utility corridor, such studies tend to come
later in the process and address more detailed design
questions. In either instance, the completion of planning
activities is often a prerequisite of grant-based funding
programs for trails in this state and region.

66

IMPLEMENTATION & FUNDING
Code Requirements
Many communities define the design requirements and
performance expectations of trail and pathway facilities
through the Development Code. These documents build
upon the policies adopted in the functional plan to define
dimensions, materials, and other expectations (ADA
access, signing, etc.) that should be incorporated in the
review of either a specific trail project or the review of
trail and pathway elements required as a component of
new development.
Subdivision Review
The review of subdivision applications and site
development projects affords a particularly valuable
opportunity to define the location, design elements and
function of whole pathway systems. This review typically
addresses access within the proposed development as well
as the relation to community or regional systems located
on or adjacent to the proposed development. Such reviews
also allow for flexibility in design.
Project Mitigation
Many communities use the environmental review process
of SEPA to identify needed trail and pathways associated
with new development. Such mitigation requires
identification of need through instruments such as the
Trails, Bikeways and Paths Plan, to meet legal tests of
relevance to the needs of the community attributable to the
proposed development.
Concomitant Agreements
The City of Sammamish could establish a process by which
trails, bikeways and paths are developed through the use
of concomitant agreements. With this system,
redeveloping property owners contribute to a fund for
eventual or deferred compensation for frontage or trail
improvements associated with their property. These
improvements may then be completed when other nearby
properties redevelop. The City should establish this
system and seek other ways to match private sector
initiated trails improvements to the goals of this plan.
Incentives
Sometimes, jurisdictions and property owners can
negotiate independent agreements to transfer easements
for a desired trail linkage in exchange for either a payment
or other incentive. Many trail easements are eligible for
current-value taxation, reducing the tax assessment for the
overall host property of the trail easement.
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Plan Updates
Finally, the plan itself should undergo periodic and timely
updates to maintain relevance and current information.
Updates every seven years allows for lessons learned from
previous projects to be formally applied to planning, design
and implementation of future efforts, while taking
advantage of new or anticipated opportunities. These
updates should be coordinated to support Comprehensive
Plan updates or other major initiatives in the community.
The CIP program for the TBP should be reviewed and
updated annually to address changes in funding and
priorities.
Education
On trails or on-street, the topic of education of nonmotorized travelers has received significant attention from
both advocates and facility administrators alike.
Pedestrians and bicyclists are not required to attend
classes or secure licenses to move about and, as such, an
important opportunity to educate users of their rights and
responsibilities is lost. Bicycle organizations and safety
advocates within government (Washington Traffic Safety
Commission, Harborview Injury Prevention and Research
Center, WSDOT, King County among others) have
attempted to fill in the gap by providing materials and
programs to reach non-motorized users.
These programs include:
•

Helmet awareness and subsidy programs;

•

Adult bicycle safety and skills classes;

•

Elementary school safety assemblies and curriculum
modules;

•

School assembly programs;

•

Safety brochures;

•

“Walk Your Child To School” program support

•

Motorist information programs.

Of course, enforcement of existing traffic laws and
regulations is a form of education, and a number of
communities make attendance at a safety/skills class a
sentencing option for non-motorized traffic violators.
Whatever the program, successful local education
programs share in common a desire to promote nonmotorized transportation and recreation while at the same
time reinforcing the need to enjoy this activity responsibly
and knowledgeably.

68

IMPLEMENTATION & FUNDING
Enforcement
Critical to public acceptance and utilization of any trail
system is the adoption and promotion of basic expectations
of user behavior. One of the administrative difficulties of
having a system designed for both transportation and
recreation purposes is the widely differing expectations
from users as to how one is supposed to behave.
On a road or street, traffic regulations create common
expectations and standards of behavior that maintain
safety through the establishment of shared expectations
and responsibilities. Many trail managers are somewhat
leery of creating so many rules that citizens lose the sense
of “recreating” on a given trail or path. As these facilities
gain in popularity, however, it has become uniformly
necessary to at least create basic expectations of safe trail
conduct.
On the King County Regional Trail System, these needs
resulted in the establishment in 1990 of a Model Trail
Users Code of Conduct. For the most part, the Code
sought to document common sense behavior – to establish
common expectations. The Code includes:
•

Walk or ride to the right

•

Pass on the left

•

Use voice or bell when passing

•

Keep animals on a leash

•

Obey all posted traffic signs and signals

In addition, the Code established guidelines for enforcing
safe trail behavior, including the adoption of a speed
regulation. All County trails are posted with a 15 MPH
“speed limit”. Exceeding this limit is considered evidence
of negligent trail use. As the code is written, the speed
limit is to be enforced when the speed of the user presents
a danger to other trail users. A violation of the code is a
parks infraction, and is not considered the same as a
general traffic citation.
While trails administrators would prefer that these
regulations are self-enforcing, at some point most
communities find it necessary to reinforce the regulation
with some form of enforcement. The use of “trail hosts”
who remind violators of the presence of the regulations is
often considered a solid first step towards more formal
enforcement with sworn personnel.
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Encouragement and Promotion
Trail managers and non-motorized advocates alike view
encouragement and promotion to be a sort of “twin” of
education and enforcement programs. Establishment of
safe norms of behavior is simplified through the growth in
new participants in walking, bicycling, and horseback
riding. By encouraging people to use trails, support for
new trails grows, as does a civic sense of responsibility to
maintain, improve and respect the facilities that already
exist.
Common approaches to encouraging trail use include the
promotion of special events on the system – Walk Your
Child to School Day and National Trails Day have both
been popular means of introducing the value of trails to a
broader audience.
Other special events – Walk-a-Thons, running races,
Volksmarches, high school cross-country races, and similar
events – enable organizations within the community to use
trail resources to support other community efforts and
causes. By encouraging such activities, the City can
readily weave these new trails and paths into the cultural
fabric of the community – building a sense of identity and
stewardship among the general public that will ensure the
success of the trails program for years to come.
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Overview of Funding Sources
Funding for the facilities recommended in this plan is
available from a number of federal, state, and local sources.
These are summarized in the following pages. Since 1992,
the principal funding source for non-motorized
transportation in Washington State has been the
Transportation Enhancement Program funded through
federal ISTEA and TEA-21 legislation and administered by
the Washington State Department of Transportation
(WSDOT).
For off-street facilities where recreation or environmental
education are key project elements, the Washington
Interagency Committee for Outdoor Recreation (IAC)
administers several grant programs funded by state and
federal sources. Major funding sources at IAC include the
Land and Water Conservation Fund (LWCF), the NonHighway and Off-Road Vehicle Activities program (NOVA),
and the Washington Wildlife and Recreation Program
(WWRP). These sources of funds, particularly the WWRP,
are key instruments to successfully implement trails and
other recreation-based projects in the City.
However, competition for state and federal funds is on the
rise as more communities compete for limited funds. The
ongoing debates over the economic priorities, taxes,
government efficiency and the costs and benefits of growth
and development have helped bring about an overall
reduction in the amount of funds available from most
agencies. For this reason, and in view of the fact that
nearly all grant programs require local jurisdictions to
assume a substantial share of project costs for planning
and grant match, local funding mechanisms must also be
considered.
Local sources can include bond issues and special levies,
and revamping of the distribution of county road funds.
Other local options include increasing the percentage of
state motor vehicle fuel tax proceeds dedicated to paths
and trails, sale of surplus properties, and the assessment
of impact fees on new development.
Some of these funding sources require the City to have an
updated capital facilities plan in place to qualify a project
for funding.
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Potential funding sources in the private sector also exist
and should not be overlooked. Donations of land,
easements or right-of-way, as well as contributions of
expertise, labor, and materials by businesses,
organizations, land conservancies, trail groups, and
individuals have helped some communities raise critical
funds for matching grants.
The following pages include a summary of specific federal,
state, and local funding sources.
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Federal Funding Sources
ISTEA/TEA-21
A variety of transportation-related grants and funding
programs under TEA-21 (formerly the Intermodal Surface
Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991, amended as the
Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century) has
provided significant sources of funds for non-motorized
transportation projects in the Central Puget Sound Region.
The act requires states to spend a portion of the federal
transportation dollars they receive on facilities and
enhancements that go beyond simply building new roads or
motor vehicle lanes. Grants are administered through
WSDOT.
The most promising source of funding for Sammamish is
the Surface Transportation Program (or STP, that includes
funding for “transportation enhancements”) which
supports non-motorized modes.
The transportation enhancement grant program under
STP, though somewhat limited compared to other capital
construction programs for roads and highways, is one of
the more readily available funding sources for nonmotorized transportation. Funds are distributed through
WSDOT and may be used for projects like rail-trails,
bikeways, pedestrian facilities, rail corridor acquisition,
scenic and historic preservation and for other
transportation-related purposes. TEA-21 also established
a National Recreational Trails Trust Fund which, although
underfunded currently, has the potential to become a
meaningful resource in the future.
The state is required to distribute at least 10 percent of the
funds allocated in the Surface Transportation Program
(STP) on enhancements; and local jurisdictions must
provide a minimum 20 percent match on enhancement
grants for bicycle, pedestrian, or equestrian facilities.

Transit Enhancement Program
A program in TEA-21, the Transit Enhancement Program,
is a set-aside program specifically targeted to improve
bicycle and pedestrian access to public transportation,
including trails, parking, on-board accommodations and
other programs designed to increase the number of people
who walk or ride as part of a multi-modal trip.
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This program can provide up to a 95 percent federal match
for qualifying programs. Locally, these funds can be used
to improve access for pedestrians and bicyclists to transit
facilities, including the development of trails serving such
locations.

Status of “TEA” Funding
At the time this plan was being developed, available
enhancement funds in Washington State already have been
assigned and allocated to projects statewide. Washington
and other states are currently awaiting the outcome of
federal re-authorization of the “TEA” transportation
program.
Specific programs related to the reauthorization
legislation are currently being defined, but funding for
non-motorized transportation facilities will likely continue
to be a part of the federal funding package. State oversight
and selection of local projects administered by WSDOT
may be subject to some change in procedures with the
coming reauthorization, but neither WSDOT or the PSRC
(Puget Sound Regional Council) commitment to
enhancement projects is expected to change.

Other Federal Funding Programs
Land & Water Conservation Fund (LWCF)
The LWCF comes from federal appropriations
administered in Washington State by the Inter-Agency
Committee for Outdoor Recreation (IAC). Funding levels
are well below what was once envisioned by Congress but
significant funds could become available in the future for
land acquisition and trail development.
Direct Appropriations
Congress occasionally appropriates money directly for
certain projects, such as the Centennial Trail in Spokane.
Health Grants
Small grants are available under a variety of federal
programs that can help pay for facilities which benefit
public health.
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State Funding Sources
Motor Vehicle Fuel Tax (RCW 47.30) – Paths & Trails Fund
Administered locally but established under state
legislation, this fund supports the construction, operation
and maintenance of local transportation projects. A total
of 22.78 percent of fuel taxes collected by the state are
disbursed to counties (roughly twice what is allotted to
cities). These funds can be supplemented through a local
option fuel tax which can also be applied to policing roads.
A minimum of one half of one percent must be dedicated to
paths and trails. See Paths & Trails Reserve Fund under
Local Sources.

Transportation Improvement Board
Pedestrian Safety & Mobility Program (PSMP)
The Pedestrian Safety & Mobility Program (PSMP) was
established by the TIB in 1994 to enhance and promote
pedestrian mobility and safety as a viable transportation
choice by providing funding for pedestrian projects that
provide access and address system continuity and
connectivity of pedestrian facilities. Selection criteria
includes safety, pedestrian generators, convenience, public
acceptance and project cost.
The PSMP is on an annual cycle. Applications for funding
are requested in November, due in January, and selected
by the Board in March. Funds for this program are
provided from the Arterial Improvement Program (AIP)
and Transportation Partnership Programs (TPP) and are
distributed regionally.
Arterial Improvement Program (AIP)
The AIP program was established in 1967 to fund city and
urban county arterial road and street projects to reduce
congestion and improve safety, geometrics, and structural
concerns. The AIP program is on an annual cycle.
Applications for funding are requested in November, due
in January, and selected in March. Project selection
criteria include pavement condition, pavement and
roadway width, traffic, accidents, and people carrying
capacity. Projects can receive a maximum of 80 percent
reimbursement depending on agency population.
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Until 1987, the projects were funded by bond sales and
excess revenues. The program is now on a pay-as-you-go
basis with the majority of the fuel tax revenue currently
used to make payments on the $360 million in AIP bonds
sold since 1967. The AIP receives approximately one and
one-half cents from the state motor vehicle fuel tax
annually.

Other State Programs and Resources
Washington Wildlife and Recreation Program (IAC)
The WWRP is a major source of recreation and habitat
conservation money made available by the state legislature
through the governor’s capital budget request. The
program funds trail acquisition and development and other
projects such as parks and water access that may include
trails.
NOVA (IAC)
NOVA funds are appropriated from a portion of the motor
vehicle fuel tax and off-road vehicle permit fees, and are
available under certain circumstances for acquisition and
development of pedestrian and equestrian trails, as well as
off-road vehicle (ORV) trails and facilities. Up to 100
percent funding may be available.
Public Works Trust Funds
The PWTF provides state-administered low interest loans
for public works projects.
Aquatic Lands Enhancement Account (WDNR)
Administered by the Washington Department of Natural
Resources, these funds are available for the acquisition and
development of water-oriented recreation or public access
projects including trails. A 25 percent local match is
required.
Community Economic Revitalization Board (CERB)
CERB offers grants and low interest loans to jurisdictions
wishing to develop transportation projects related to
private development.
Direct Appropriations
The State Legislature occasionally appropriates money
directly for certain projects, such as the Centennial Trail
in Snohomish County and a number of projects funded by
WWRP.
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Cooperative Agency Funding
Cities, counties, districts, state, federal, tribal agencies,
nonprofit, and private organizations and businesses may
work together creatively to generate funding for a variety
of uses.
WSDOT provides technical support for bicycle safety and
education programs, and facility design and construction.
The department also provides general information on
programs, funding, technical resources, and agency and
organization contacts.
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Local Funding Sources
General Funds
General funds are those appropriated by local
governments and include property taxes, local option
sales taxes, utility taxes, general state-shared
revenues, business license fees, public works trust
funds, andspecial purpose district revenues.
General funds may be used for a variety of purposes
including public transportation and recreation. In an
era when TEA-21 and other grant programs are offering
new opportunities for facility development, an effective
use of general fund revenues is as dedicated match for
stand-alone capital projects eligible for federal and
state transportation grants.

Development Impact Fees
Impact fees may be imposed on development activities
for improvements that are related to a proposed
development and which reflect the project’s impact or
cost to public facilities or infrastructure. The use of
impact fees requires thorough research and discussions
if such an approach is appropriate for this community.
As an example, Skagit County is currently developing
its approach to impact fee assessment in conjunction
with the comprehensive planning process. Fees may be
collected for transportation or recreation-related
impacts and could be applied to needs that are
identified in the Non-Motorized Transportation Plan.

Development Permits/Impact Mitigation (SEPA)
Non-motorized facilities or financial contributions may
be required as a condition of approval of development
permits to ensure compliance with public policies and
regulations, or to mitigate transportation and
environmental impacts associated with the project. In
many instances, specific conditions can be negotiated to
better serve the needs of the developer and the public.
(Impact fees are closely related and are addressed
above.)
Linear developments such as roads, utility lines and
other projects fronting streams and water bodies
should be carefully reviewed for trails-related
opportunities. They may offer significant corridors for
local and regional non-motorized travel. Land use
regulations and development standards may impose
requirements for access, circulation, bicycle parking
and other non-motorized improvements.
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Conservation Futures Levy
Under RCW 84.34.210, the City may levy as much as 6.25
cents on every $1,000 assessed valuation, without voter
approval, to generate a modest amount of revenue for land
acquisition, including parks, recreation and open space
areas. The levy can be short or long term but may not be
used for development.

Bond Measures
Bonds are either voter approved or passed by the local
legislative body. Voter approved bonds increase property
taxes in order to pay the debt incurred and usually require
60 percent voter approval.
Revenue bonds are normally paid from funds generated by
an income producing activity rather than by taxes.
Councilmanic bonds, authorized by the legislature, do not
increase taxes. There are no limitations on the use of this
type of bond. Bond issues can be structured to be collected
over a short or long period of time.

Real Estate Excise Tax (REET)
REET is a tax on the sale of property (up to one-half of one
percent) which can be used to pay for projects identified in
the capital facilities plan.

Special Levies
These include the acquisition of funds through taxation
usually involving property taxes. A special levy could be
proposed for trails, bikeways, and paths projects in the
City. The approval of 60 percent of the voters is normally
required to pass a special levy.

Paths & Trails Reserve Fund
RCW 47.30 requires local jurisdictions to reserve at least
one-half of one percent of fuel tax revenues for
transportation-related bicycle, pedestrian and equestrian
facilities. Some jurisdictions have elected to increase this
amount to two percent or more to provide a reliable source
of local matching money for grants. The money is not only
available for construction, but also for planning and design
services.

Transportation Benefit District
Two or more jurisdictions may cooperate as a district to
levy a voter-approved property tax to fund transportation
projects.
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Special Assessment Debt
Bonds can be financed through Local Improvement
Districts (LID) or Road Improvement Districts (RID),
which collect fees from developers based on the level of
benefit realized.
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FIGURE 3.1: EXISTING PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-WAY FACILITIES BY TYPE

FIGURE 3.2: EXISTING TRAILS BY OWNER

FIGURE 7.1:TRAILS,BIKEWAYS AND PATHS & RIGHT-OF-WAY CORRIDOR OVERLAY

FIGURE 7.2: PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-WAY PRIMARY CORRIDORS

FIGURE 7.3: TRAILS, BIKEWAYS AND PATHS PRIMARY CORRIDORS

FIGURE 7.4: PATHWAY AND TRAIL SYSTEM PLAN

FIGURE 7.5: BICYCLE SYSTEM PLAN

FIGURE E.1: PROJECT IDENTIFICATION MAP

FIGURE E.2: PROJECT IDENTIFICATION MAP WITH TBP CORRIDOR OVERLAY

Appendices

Appendix A – Comments Received Through
Community Outreach

SAMMAMISH TRAILS, BIKEWAYS, AND PATHS
MASTER PLAN COMMENTS
Spring Quadrant Meetings
1a. Do the Trails Plan and Bike Plan adequately meet your needs for public trails and
bikeways in your quadrant?
Yes (none checked)
1b. If no, how could it be improved?
The City is quickly moving into passing ordinances on all plans. The default is King
County ordinances which are totally unsatisfactory. Have you identified the award
winning ordinances in the state; which ones attract to you the most monies, the highest
commitment to trails, the best results to meet your plans? You may be behind the power
curve as of now. I cannot evaluate your plans until they are translated into specific laws.
It needs to show connection between some of only remaining equestrian trails in the City:
Beaver Lake Park and Section 36. These need to be soft and not on main thoroughfare.
Concern that Vintage will become the busy hub on a trail “super highway”.
Some public-access equestrian trails are not identified; some publicly-owned dedicated
open space have soft path possibilities.
Additional pedestrian trails or paved paths are necessary to connect neighborhoods and
neighborhoods to retail centers and to regional trail systems. NE 16th St from ESP to the
Parkway, separate trail along Inglewood Hill Road.
But I believe you should investigate acquisition of easement along 248th for soft shared
use trail to connect Hazel Wolf with Beaver Lake Park.
Plans along main corridors and busy side streets that one is forced to use do not have
family and child friendly/safe lanes.
Need access from plateau to future ELS Trail somewhere between Inglewood Hill Road
and north City limits. City codes allow trails on steep slopes. Route across
undevelopable land may be a possibility. Switchbacks are a reasonable approach.
More or less without a map in front of me its hard to tell – I should have written this up at
the meeting.
Do not bisect lakefront properties with King County Trail! King County is extremely
damaging and cruel to Sammamish residents with this proposal.
Need more trails – particularly to access the Sammamish trail.
2. Of the trails and bicycle facilities indicated on the Plan for your quadrant, which
three do you believe should have a higher priority?
East Lake Sammamish/228th
Around Pine Lake/SE 20th/around SE 8th and SE 4th area/RockMeadow Equestrian
Inglewood Hill Road neighborhood path (best to continue al the way up to
228th)/Inglewood Hill bike lanes/Bike lanes
Beaver Lake to Hazel Wolf via 248th/Soft shared trail across West Beaver Lake
Dr./Connect Beaver Lake to Pine Lake with safe shoulders.
Bike lanes with curb on 228th – NOT like Skyline High area/Paved shared use

Bike lane on 212th to Ebright Park and then connect to Sammamish Commons/Widen for
bikes to ride around Pine Lake/Route down to East Lake Sammamish Trail/Also can we
connect DNR property down to parkway?
Haro-Rundle community plan alignment alternative for ELS Trail/Class III or II bike/trail
on ELS Place SE is needed now/Sign the bike lanes on ELS Parkway and stencil
pavement.
225th/Worry about developing gas line corridor.
3. Of the trails and bicycle facilities indicated on the Plan for your quadrant, which
three do you believe should have a lower priority?
No paved gas line corridor through Vintage.
There are actually very few trails in this quadrant (SW)
Disagree that gas pipeline is best site for all uses – maybe for bicycles and sidewalk
walking but not for horses and other walking experience.
Child family highest class safety bike trail
Put nature trails at Ebright, not ball field.
Do not allow properties to be damaged by bisecting them with King County’s ridiculous
railroad-only alignment for ESL Trail!
Gas line corridor
4a. Are there any concerns associated with private property, privacy, or development
constraints for the proposed trails and bikeways in your quadrant?
4b. If yes, please explain.
Proposed class I right behind condos in Vintage – north off of SE 8th
But – my understanding is there will be a long range plan to work with land owners either
at time of sale or development.
The nature of the trails needs to match their surroundings. Rural roads – soft shared use.
ELS Trail proposed by King County is extremely damaging and invasive and intrusive to
properties that are bisected! Please use the Haro-Rundle community alignment
alternative.
No (5 boxes checked – only one comment)
Everyone uses our trails anyway.
5a. Does the proposed Trails Plan and Bikeways Plan meet your expectations of
connectivity within the City?
Yes (1 box checked)
5b. If no, how could it be improved?
Too much – we’d rather stay a little isolated. Fear of roaming bands of teens.
See answer #1
Doesn’t connect Beaver Lake Park and Hazel Wolf Wetlands – Section 36, two major
destinations points for hikers, walkers and equestrians.

Too many high traffic areas (by Mead, Smith, etc) have planter strips instead of a bike
lane. NO SHARED sidewalks please! (Like Skyline area)
See 1b. Overall, however, an excellent starting point for refinement.
Would like to see loops where I could safely bike on the plateau from my house. I am
angry that despite input from last July’s meeting and countless emails to Council that the
plan is to not put bike lanes but put a sidewalk on 228th. With the steep hill, just not safe
to mix bikes and walkers. Its not the same as a rail trail.
See answer 8b.
It’s a start but it would be great to have a system like City of Redmond that connects
shopping areas, parks and river trails.
6a. Do the trail types presented in the Plan adequately provide the variety of trail
environments needed in the City and o the Plateau in general?
6b. If no, what types of facilities should be added and where?
Need equestrian trails and equestrian facilities (areas for loading and unloading); would
appreciate more trails/paths outside road right of way.
Forces bike riding residents to fight with traffic or run over pedestrians on “sidewalks”.
Yes
I won’t use it, if I’m going downhill that steep, cannot keep bike at 10 mph and if a little
kid doesn’t know to stay on one side (they don’t!) I will ream them! Not good.
7a. Does the proposed Plan meet your expectations of ease of use an access in the City?
Fully meets expectations (1 checked)
Somewhat meets expectations (5 checked)
7b. If not at all, how could it be improved?
Need better access to ELS Trail and from Quadrant to Saffron (for kids).
Meets for bicycles and sidewalks but, unfortunately, that isn’t all uses – most seem to be
within road rights of way and want more that are not.
Inglewood and H.S. kids should be able to bike – not possible per plans along main
corridors.
8a. Does the proposed Plan provide sufficient access to the East Lake Sammamish Trail
and other regional trails?
Fully meets expectations (1 checked)
Somewhat meets expectations (6 checked)
8b. If not at all, how can access be improved?
Provide multiple avenues to ELST to encourage use and alternative transportation.
Really need to rework Inglewood Hill feeder streets – too many planters and not enough
real bike lanes.
See 1b.
It will be hard to connect given geography. This is why re-opening Laughing Jacobs
Trail is so important. I was pleased to hear that at Councils joint meeting with Issaquah
that this trail was brought up and a joint letter sent to King County. I have had no luck

getting a response from the County. Thank you for taking this up. It is the only easy
grade I can see off the Plateau.
Need sidewalks and bike lanes on all streets coming down to East Lake Sammamish
Parkway. Need stop lights and crosswalks at all main intersections (such as SE 24th St.,
Thomsen Hill Road, Inglewood Rd., SE 32nd and 212th) with pedestrian islands where
necessary. Use Haro-Rundle Community plan alternative alignment for better access to
ELS Trail! People need to be able to walk and bike safely along and across ELS
Parkway to access regional trail.
There is a big void in the Southwest quadrant.
9a. Does the proposed Plan adequately leverage use of existing community trails
(private or public?)
More than adequately (none checked)
Adequately (3 checked)
Somewhat (1 checked)
Not enough (1 checked)
9b. If not enough, please explain.
248th is a private road (with underlying potential for public easement) that would connect
Beaver Lake Park to Section 36 – has been left out. Would be good soft surface trail
connector.
Saffron area (behind) – big improvement needed to get from back area to Sammamish
Highlands.
10a. Do the proposed Trails Plan and Bikeways Plan adequately address the needs of
individual user groups (mountain bikers, equestrians, walkers, children,
commuters, etc)?
Yes (2 checked)
No (4 checked)
10b. If no, what group appears underprovided?
Puts bikers on sidewalks too often in busy areas.
Equestrians
Equestrians; probably mountain bikers too. Horses should not be permitted. To messy
and possibly dangerous. Extremely few Sammamish residents would benefit.
Commuters need bike lanes on 228th.
We walk the Klahanie trails and walk on roads to access them from East shore Beaver
Lake at SE 28th.
Lacks equestrian trails
11a. Does the proposed Plan provide access to specific destinations you would like to
reach?
Yes (4 checked)
No (none checked)

11b. If no, what destinations have no connections?
Inglewood access needs to be safer.
Section 36 and Beaver Lake Park
Make sure schools and shops are served well with sidewalks and bike lanes.
Would like to go to Beaver Lake Park from SE 28th near E.Shore Beaver Lake Road.
Shorter than walking to West Shore Beaver Lake Road.
New park on 212th with west from there. More access to Sammamish Park trail.
12. How often would you use the trails presented in the proposed Plan?
Daily (4 checked)
Weekly (5 checked)
Monthly (1 checked)
Rarely (2 checked)
Never (none checked)
13. Do you have any other comments regarding this plan?
Don’t do a multi-use trail again like in front of Skyline H.S.
Great idea for certain sections of the City. Major concerns about giving up our privacy
and desirable isolation. What about private trails? Gangs roaming trails. Can we
connect public to HOA private. No Horses.
Not enough trails in Gally Farm and Beaver Lake Nature Preserve.
TB&P plan should be coordinated with the Transportation element of the Comp Plan.
Roadway segment projects and TB&P facilities should be integrated in planning, costing
and prioritization. The two should not be done in isolation as now seems to be occurring.
NE Quadrant: yes, use gas powerline corridor. I was concerned at that meeting about
people not wanting it as they were scared about kids loitering. If we worry about such
things we will never have any trails at all. City should promote benefits of trails and true
statistics on crime – read the “Rail-Trails & Safe Communities” report on Rails to Trails
Conservancy’s web site. They did a study of 372 trails across the country and found the
more they were used by the community the less the crime. An abandoned trail had
problems while active ones did not. SE Quadrant: Reconnect Laughing Jacobs – top
priority. I would like to see a safe bike route from Pine Lake Middle School to Beaver
Lake Middle School and back to Pine Lake Park. Also would like a bike route from Pine
Lake Middle School to Beaver Lake Park and connect to Section 36. Iss-Pine Lake Road
has shoulders in some spots but not in others – too scary to ride as is. Too much traffic.
We appreciate the great job the City is doing to provide better infrastructure and
amenities to citizens of the city. King County was so neglectful to this area and the city
is working rapidly and well to make up for the County’s neglect. Thank you for the
respect you show toward the citizens while you plan the future, etc. Thank you for
keeping taxes under control while you do the work too!
Thanks for your efforts and thanks for seeking input – but hurry up and get something
going!

DRAFT SAMMAMISH TRAILS, BIKEWAYS, AND PATHS MASTER PLAN

Comment Sheet
Please complete the following comment sheet on the Draft Trails, Bikeways and Paths Master Plan

Questions related to your Quadrant
1a. Do the Trails Plan and Bike Plan adequately meet your needs for public trails and
bikeways in your quadrant?
❑ Yes
❑ No
1b. If no, how could it be improved?

2.

Of the trails and bicycle facilities indicated on the Plan for your quadrant, which three do
you believe should have a higher priority? Please be specific (ex. bike lanes on 228th or
paved shared use path along the gas line corridor). List in order of highest priority.
1)
2)
3)

3.

Of the trails and bicycle facilities indicated on the Plan for your quadrant, which three do
you believe should have a lower priority? Please be specific (ex. bike lanes on 228th or
paved shared use path along the gas line corridor). List in order of least priority.
1)
2)
3)

4a. Are there any concerns associated with private property, privacy, or development
constraints for the proposed trails and bikeways in your quadrant? (Check one)
❑ Yes

❑ No

4b. If yes, please explain.
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DRAFT SAMMAMISH TRAILS, BIKEWAYS, AND PATHS MASTER PLAN

Comment Sheet
Questions related to the Citywide Draft Trails, Bikeways, and Paths Plan
5a. Does the proposed Trails Plan and Bikeways Plan meet your expectations of connectivity
within the City? (Check one)
❑ Yes

❑ No

5b. If no, how could it be improved?

6a. Do the trail types presented in the Plan adequately provide the variety of trail
environments needed in the City and on the Plateau in general? (Check one)
❑ Yes

❑ No

6b. If no, what types of facilities should be added and where?

7a. Does the proposed Plan meet your expectations of ease of use and access in the City?
(Check one)
❑ Fully meets expectations

❑ Somewhat meets expectations

❑ Not at all

7b. If not at all, how could it be improved?

8a. Does the proposed Plan provide sufficient access to the East Lake Sammamish Trail and
other regional trails? (Check one)
❑ Fully meets expectations

❑ Somewhat meets expectations

8b. If not at all, how can access be improved?
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❑ Not at all

DRAFT SAMMAMISH TRAILS, BIKEWAYS, AND PATHS MASTER PLAN

Comment Sheet
9a. Does the proposed Plan adequately leverage use of existing community trails (private or
public? (Check one)
❑ More than adequately

❑ Adequately

❑ Somewhat

❑ Not enough

9b. If not enough, please explain.

10a. Do the proposed Trails Plan and Bikeways Plan adequately address the needs of
individual user groups (mountain bikers, equestrians, walkers, children, commuters,
etc)? (Check one)
❑ Yes

❑ No

10b. If no, what group appears underprovided?

11a. Does the proposed Plan provide access to specific destinations you would like to reach?
❑ Yes

❑ No

11b. If no, what destinations have no connections?

12. How often would you use the trails presented in the proposed Plan? (check one)
❑ Daily

❑ Weekly

❑ Monthly

❑ Rarely

❑ Never

13. Do you have any other comments regarding this plan?

Please complete comment sheet by MARCH 17, 2003
Drop-off or mail to:

City of Sammamish
Attn: Hope Gibson
486 228th Avenue NE
Sammamish, WA 98074

If you have any questions, please contact: Hope Gibson, City of Sammamish, ph: 425.898.0660, e-mail:
hgibson@ci.sammamish.wa.us
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Meeting Minutes
Meeting:

117 S. Main Street, #400

Project No.:

Sammamish Trails Master Plan
Community Workshop
30198

Meeting Date:

July 9, 2002

Meeting Time:

7:00 p.m.

Location:

Skyline High School, Sammamish

Attendees:

Hope Gibson, Delora Kerber, Chad Weiser, Joseph
Gellings, Jodie Vice, Trail Subcommittee Members
and General Public
Chad Weiser

Seattle, WA 98104
Phone (206) 224-7221
Fax (206) 224-9230

Minutes By:
Group 1

Wish list
• Consult with owners and neighbors
• Central place to find out about trails
• Less urban feel
• Destination trails
• Trails coupled with wildlife corridors
• Some separate use – bike only, people only, horse only
• Segregate different uses by different surfaces
• Take out 4' of concrete at 228th, 12' sidewalk/surface for joggers, etc. – with soft
surface/gravel
• Make public trails a priority in development and planning and before development
occurs if possible
• Preservation of existing trails on private land
• Open East Lake Sammamish Trail
• Poop scoop list – educate and explore (unanimous)
• Preservation of what trails we have now
• Waste baskets with plastic bags for dogs
• Parking at schools, parks and commercial areas
Where Trails Should Go
• Library, Sammamish River Trail and other trails
• Laughing Jacobs Trail to boat launch and waterfall
• Schools – away from roads
• Trail system to provide circular with crossing N-S and E-W
• Something you don’t have to drive to
• Parks
• Business area
• Trails should connect to each other and be accessible and regional and beyond
• Athletic fields and public places
H :\ Pro ject\30100\30198\ Reports\ Sammamis h Trails \Decem ber 04\ Appen dices\ 070902pu blic meetin gmin utes .doc
Architects

Engineers

Landscape Arc hitec ts

Planners

Scientists

Surveyors

Urban Des igners

How We’d Use Trails
• Adults – exploring, getting to know City and area
• Horses
• Walking dogs
• Going to coffee
• Jogging
• Bicycling, rollerblading, strollers
• Serious cycling, mountain biking
• Walking
• Making shoulders safe for bikers – pave with barriers, etc.
Favorite Trails and Features
• Adjacent area trails
• Section 36 – Beaver Lake Preserve, Hazel Wolf Wetlands
• Bicycle shoulders on East Lake Sammamish Parkway
• Equestrian use, wildlife, woods, quiet
• Beaver Lake Park – secluded trails away from autos, nature appreciation
• Trail behind Saffron – great destination trail, kids, etc.
• Rock Meadows – mix equestrian with pedestrian
• Powerline Trail – goes forever, nooks into Hazel Wolf Wetlands
• Trail behind Hampton Woods
• Adequately plan trails
Don’t Like
• 228th – lack of bike lane, lack of equestrian trail, no jogging shoulder
• Lack of information for identification of trail locations – need map, no central place to
identify where trails are
• Recreational trails shouldn’t be next to roads
Group 2
Comments
• No connected trail system – connect to regional trails
• Not signed or well known
• No formal parking
• Connect to sidewalk system
• Klahanie trail system is good
• Destinations – Safeway, Civic Campus, QFC
• Understand trails bordering City
• Natural setting is important
• City should prepare a map of existing trails
• Trails increase property value
• Destinations – commercial centers, schools
• Alternatives to driving your car – trip reduction (cars) for development projects, good for
business
• Trails at Redmond Town Center are nice trails
• Make use of utility corridors
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Uses
• Walking
• Bicycling
• Equestrian
• Running
• Kids – not easily accessible
Favorite Trails
• Sammamish River Trail
• City owned steep slopes – informal trails
• Tiger Mountain
Negative Experiences
• Dog doo-doo
• Some conflicts with pedestrians and bikes
• Disappearing trails
• Bike lanes on roads – 228th
• Waiting for East Lake Sammamish Trail to happen
• Slope down to East Lake Sammamish Trail is a barrier
Group 3
Fears
• Trails are disappearing
• Not easy to get around by bike
• Not bike-friendly
• Connectivity
• Sidewalks are not trails
• Not following through on good plans
Hopes
• More trails
• Identify and maintain trails and access
• Bike lanes/dedicated trails
• Connect to major areas/destinations
• Travel out of City off road
• Trail arterials
• Bike lane on 228th
• Guidelines/criteria for trails – other cities have these
• Bike/pedestrian review committee
• Chicago/Bellevue models
• Public needs reassurance or proof (guidelines and policies) to buy into park/trail bond or
larger plan
Favorite Trails
• Mercer Slough – pretty/away from houses, accessible but isolated, many loops
• Redmond Watershed – equestrian/bike/multi-use
• Burke-Gilman – attractive/well-maintained, access to parks, accessible

H :\ Pro ject\30100\30198\ Reports\ Sammamis h Trails \Decem ber 04\ Appen dices\ 070902pu blic meetin gmin utes .doc
Architects

Engineers

Landscape Arc hitec ts

Planners

Scientists

Surveyors

Urban Des igners

Group 4
Vision
• Cycling –central corridor trail, protected and contiguous
• Bike lanes on main arterials
• Distinction between family/walking and higher speed use (bikes, skates)
• Designated equestrian trails
• Hiking to enjoy nature, not paved
• Formal/informal trail system to connect communities, schools, shopping
• Safe and convenient
• Sammamish trails should connect with trails from other cities/King County
• Well designed network of trails – interconnected
• Environmental – concern for degrading drainage basins, lakes, wetlands, tree cuttings.
• Concern about creating night time gathering spots (potential trouble), no parking
• Facilities – trash, occasional bathroom
• Trailhead parking and bathroom (trail hubs)
• Integrate park & ride with trails
• Integrate bus route with trails
• Integrate section 36 with trails
• New community trail requirements for developers
• Create trail maps – mark trails
• Ongoing planning group for trails
• Hazel Wolf Wetlands
• Beaver Lake Park
Issue Date:

July 24, 2002

By:

Chad Weiser
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Appendix B – Public Survey Data

Which trails do you use regularly within the City of Sammamish?

Not Aware of Any
No Response/None
Beaver Lake Park Trails
Hazel Wolf Wetlands
Klahanie Trails
Saffron Trail
E. Lake Sammamish Pkwy, Shoulder
Soaring Eagle Park/Section 36 Trails
Timberline Ridge
Sahalee Streets/Trails
Neighborhood Sidewalks
Rock Meadows Trails
Pine Lake Park Trails
Laughing Jacobs
Heritage Hills
Beaver Lake to Trossachs
228th Bike Lane/Shoulder

% of Total Responses

Other Trails Identified

0

5

10

15

20

25

Which types of destinations would your family like to see trails connect to within the City of
Sammamish?

Regional Trail System
Schools
Other Neighborhoods
Commercial Centers
Municipal Facilities
Lakes/Wetlands
Other Destinations
Identified

% of Total Responses
0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

What specific destinations would your family like trails to connect to within the City?

East Lake Sammamish Trail
Pine Lake Park
Safeway Complex/Saffron
Beaver Lake Park
Library
Section 36
Beaver Lake Connected to Hazel Wolf
Beaver Lake Connected to Pine Lake
QFC Store
Other Specific Destinations

% of Total Responses
0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

18

20

How would your family use trails within the City of Sammamish?

Walking
Bicycling
Jogging
Hiking
Mountain Biking
In-Line Skating
Horseback Riding
Walking the Dog
Other Trail Uses

% of Total Responses
0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

90

100

What area of the City best describes where you live?

South of NE 8th & East
of 228th

South of Inglewood &
West of 228th

North of Inglewood &
West of 228th

North of 8th & East of
228th
% of Total Responses
0

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

How many adults are in your household? How many children?

Adults

Children

Average
0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

Why does your family participate in trail activities?
General Family
Recreation
Maintain Personal Health
Experience Outdoors
Transportation
Dog Exercise
Horseback Riding
Keep the Kids Happy
Other Reasons Given

% of Total Responses
0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

What level of difficulty of trail are you most comfortable with in your community?

Very Easy

Easy

Difficult

Very Difficult
% of Total Responses
0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

Please rank the following trail uses in order of importance to best improve recreational opportunities
within Sammamish. Please rank each in a sequence of 1 to 7, with 1 being the most important and 7
being the least important.
Average (1-most; 7-least)

Walking
Bicycling
Jogging
Hiking
Mountain Biking
In-Line Skating
Horseback Riding
0

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

If a trail ran near your property, would you feel that the trail provides a benefit to your family?

Yes

No

Maybe
% of Total Responses
0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

90

100

Often trails are built with extra amenities such as restrooms, benches, water fountains, and trash
receptacles. Recognizing that these increase the cost of trails and could lessen the extent of trail
development based on cost, are these amenities worthwhile?

Yes

No

No Response
% of Total Responses
0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

Which amenities should be a priority if so desired?

Trash Receptacles
Restrooms
Benches
Water Fountain
Well-Maintained Trails
Parking
Other Types of
Amenities

% of Total Responses
0

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

SAMMAMISH TRAILS, BIKEWAYS, AND PATHS MASTER PLAN

PRIORITIES QUESTIONAIRE
Please complete the following questionnaire concerning your priorities for the development of a trails
system in Sammamish.
•

Which trails do you use regularly within the City of Sammamish? What is it that you
like about these trails?

•

Which types of destinations would your family like to see trails connect to within the
City of Sammamish? (Circle all that apply)
Schools

Regional Trail System

Municipal Facilities (ie City Hall, Library)

Commercial Centers

Other Neighborhoods

Parks

Other

•

What specific destinations would your family like trails to connect to within the City?

•

How would your family use trails within the City of Sammamish? (Circle all that apply)

•

•

Walking

Jogging

Mountain
Biking
The Kiosk:

Horseback Riding

Hiking

Bicycling

In-line Skating

Other

What area of the city best represents where you live?
North of NE 8th St and East of 228th Ave

North of Inglewood Hill and West of 228th Ave

South of NE 8th St and East of 228th Ave

South of Inglewood Hill and West of 228th Ave

How many adults are in your household? How many children?
Adults

•

Children

Why does your family participate in trail activities?
General Family Recreation

Maintaining Personal Health

Transportation Connection to Destinations

Experience the Outdoors

Other

SAMMAMISH TRAILS, BIKEWAYS, AND PATHS MASTER PLAN

PRIORITIES QUESTIONAIRE
•

What level of difficulty of trail are you most comfortable with the general use of trails in
your community?
Easy

•

•

Moderate

Difficult

Very Difficult

Please rank the following trail uses in order of importance to best improve recreational
opportunities within Sammamish. Please rank each in a sequence of 1 to 7, with 1 being
the most important and 7 being the least important.
Walking

Jogging

Mountain Biking

In-line Skating

Hiking

Bicycling

Horseback Riding

Other

If a trail ran near your property, would you feel the trail provides a benefit to your family?
Yes

•

(cont.)

No

Explain

Often trails are built with extra amenities such as rest rooms, benches, water fountains,
and trash receptacles. Recognizing that these increase the cost of trails and could lessen
the extent of trail development based on cost, are these amenities worthwhile?
Yes

No

•

Which amentities should be a priority if so desired?

•

Please feel free to use the room below for any general comments.

If you have any questions, please contact:
Hope Gibson
City of Sammamish
486-228th Ave. NE
Sammamish, WA 98074
Phone 425.898.0660
Fax 425.898.0669

Appendix C – Sample Inventory Data Sheet

Trail Assessment Sheet
City of Sammamish Trails Master Plan
Please circle the appropriate description in the list below.
• Trail Identification Number (e.g. A1, A2, A3) ________
(Please use ID number reference on map)
• Trail Location
Trail Beginning Location (cross streets)

_______________________________________________________

Trail Ending Location (cross streets)

_______________________________________________________

• Trail Surfacing
Asphalt Concrete Crushed rock Mulch/Bark Earth Other_____________________________________
• Trail Firmness

Firm

Moderately firm

Not firm

• Approximate Tread Width
3’ 4’

5’ 6’

8’

10’

Width varies from ______ to ______

• Tread Obstacles
Even surface

Uneven surface

Description ____________________________________________________

• Vertical Passage (Tread width vertical to 12’)
Clear

Obstructions

Description ____________________________________________________________

• Trail Slope
Flat (<3%)

Slight (4-7%)

• Trail Cross Slope

Slight

• Trail Obstructions/Steps

Moderate (8-14%)

Severe (>15%)

Moderate Severe
Yes

No

Number & Description _____________________________________

• Accessibility from Public ROW

Yes (Both ends)

• Any Signage?

Description ______________________________________________________

Yes

No

Yes (One end)

No

• Any Existing Trail Amenities?
Bench

Table

Waste receptacle

Other ____________________________________________________

• Quality Level of Experience

(Low)

• Is Trail Seasonally Wet?

Yes

No

• Parking Availability Nearby

Yes

No

How many spaces? ________

• Apparent Ownership of Land

Public

Private

Describe__________________________________

1

2

3

4

5

(High)

• Other Comments _________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________________

Appendix D – Existing Goals and Policies
Reference Data

Existing Goals and Policies Reference Data
Puget Sound Regional Council (PSRC) Key Non-Motorized Transportation Policies
Capital Investments
Objective #1 — Roadway Design
Provide safe and convenient bicycle and pedestrian access in all new and improved
transportation projects, unless exceptional circumstances exist (as recommended by the
2000 FHWA Policy and Design Guidance).
Objective #2 — Maintenance and Preservation
Maintain and preserve bicycle and pedestrian facilities to ensure that existing assets
continue to function properly and that public safety is protected.
Objective #3 — Barriers and Missing Links
Achieve greater system continuity for bicycle and pedestrian travel by removing deterrents
and barriers, creating better walking and biking links to public transit, and filling gaps in
regional and local networks.
Objective #4 — Location of Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities
Strategically locate new bicycle and pedestrian facilities where existing or planned
development patterns offer the greatest opportunity for high use.
Objective #5 — Bicycle and Pedestrian Facility Design
Build all bicycle and pedestrian projects according to regionally endorsed design standards
to increase travel options and safety for all system users.
Education and Encouragement
Objective #6 — Education and Encouragement
Educate the general public and public officials about the economic, transportation system
performance, environmental, health, and social benefits of biking and walking; and develop
improved programs to encourage increased levels of biking and walking. Teach smart
biking and walking skills to create safer conditions for cyclists, pedestrians, and motorists
alike.
Enforcement
Objective #7 — Enforcement
Increase enforcement of bicycle and pedestrian safety laws equally among bicyclists,
pedestrians, and motorists to increase safety and create mutual respect among all system
users.
Transportation and Growth Planning
Objective #8 — Regional Planning
Through collaborative regional planning, develop and refine the regional bicycle and
pedestrian network so that all parties understand, incorporate, and proceed to implement
their respective components of system.
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Existing Goals and Policies Reference Data
Objective #9 — Comprehensive and Transportation Plan Development
Foster pedestrian-oriented development patterns and plan for appropriate bicycle and
pedestrian transportation facilities through the development and refinement of local
comprehensive plan transportation elements, sub-area plans, and state transportation
plans.
Objective #10 — Comprehensive Plan Review & Certification Process
Utilize the comprehensive plan review and certification process to encourage and
coordinate local bicycle and pedestrian transportation planning that supports the
development of both regional and local networks.
Project Funding and Approval
Objective #11 — Enhanced Revenues
Build coalitions to support new revenues for the region’s transportation system, assuring
that any revenue enhancements support greater investment in bicycle and pedestrian
transportation projects and programs.
Objective #12 — Project Selection
Effectively link project funding and approval decisions to priorities identified in the bicycle
and pedestrian components of local, regional, and state transportation plans; and encourage
consideration of bicycle and pedestrian access in all transportation projects.
Objective #13 — Regional Council’s “Candidate to Approved” Process
Use the Regional Council’s “Candidate to Approved” process as a tool to assure that
proposed transportation projects seeking “Approved” status have incorporated the bicycle
and pedestrian components consistent with local, regional, and state transportation plans,
and Destination 2030’s policies.
Analytical Tools
Objective #14 — Develop Objective Analytical Tools and Methods
Use to measure levels of biking and walking, estimate potential use of future
improvements, and document the costs of projects and programs. Use the data to better
document the real benefits and costs of bicycle and pedestrian transportation systems,
gauge the effectiveness of existing facilities and programs, and plan for future
improvements.
Monitoring Progress
Objective #15 — Destination 2030
Monitor the progress of the implementation of Destination 2030’s regional bicycle and
pedestrian system plan, and assess the effects of investments made.

2

Existing Goals and Policies Reference Data
City of Sammamish Comprehensive Plan, Transportation Element – NonMotorized Transportation Policies
Goal TG-6
Create desirable, safe, and convenient environments that are conducive to walking and
bicycling and other non-motorized transportation use.
TO-6.1:

Pedestrian Facilities – Safe and attractive pedestrian facilities are considered
essential elements of the City’s circulation and recreation system.

TP-6.1.1 The City should create a walkway program to fund walkway improvements that
address life and safety issues.
TP-6.1.2 The City should develop a walkway plan that addresses pedestrian needs and
provides for travel throughout the City as well as connections to local parks and
activity centers.
TP 6.1.3

Pedestrian facilities should be required on both sides of principal and minor
arterial streets, on at least one side on collectors, and on at least one side of other
existing streets where safety concerns are an issue.

TP 6.1.4

Pedestrian pathways should be encouraged in new and existing neighborhoods.

TP 6.1.5

Connections for non-motorized access between adjacent neighborhoods and
streets should be encouraged.

TP 6.1.6

In the design of new pedestrian facilities, the City should ensure that curb cuts
and ramps are constructed to comply with the programs and procedures of the
Americans with Disabilities Act.

TP 6.1.7

Pedestrian facilities except for those designed for primarily recreational use
should be constructed of hard-surface, all weather materials.

TP 6.1.8

Variations in surface materials may be allowed, and should be consistent with
community character.

TP 6.1.9

Objects located on or near pedestrian facilities including but not limited to poles,
benches, planters, bike racks and awnings should not impede pedestrian traffic.

TP 6.1.10 Pedestrian facilities should be lighted where nighttime use is common.
TP 6.1.11 Pedestrian facilities should be located to take advantage of views or other
amenities.
TP 6.1.12 Pedestrian safety should be a high priority in areas frequented by children, such
as near schools, playgrounds, and parks. Pedestrian facilities should be provided
in these areas at every opportunity.
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Existing Goals and Policies Reference Data
TP 6.1.13 Separation of pedestrian facilities from traffic should be incorporated in City
design standards.
TP 6.1.14 Grade separated walkways may be considered in areas where pedestrian safety
issues exist.
TO-6.2

Bicycle Facilities – Safe bicycle facilities are integral to the City’s street and
recreation plans.

TP 6.2.1

The City should develop a bikeway plan that addresses commuter and
recreational bicyclist needs, and provides for travel through out the City as well
as connections to local parks and recreational facilities.

TP 6.2.2

Design standards should provide for safe bicycle operation on arterial roads.

TP 6.2.3

Bicycle routes should be clearly marked and signed.

TP 6.2.4

Bicycle racks should be provided in commercial and recreational areas.

4

Existing Goals and Policies Reference Data
City of Sammamish Comprehensive Plan, Parks, Recreation, and Open
Space Element
PRO-P 1.4.c. Encourage Planning, Development and Full Use of Trails and Greenways
1. Plan non-motorized trail systems for pedestrian and bicycle access to existing and new
parks as an alternative to automobile access. Also, plan multi-use trail systems that
link adjoining communities leading to rural or natural areas through regional trail
linkages.
2. Develop specific trail plans to be used as guides in creating coordinated recreation and
transportation systems for pedestrian and all non-motorized vehicles and forms of
transportation.
3. Establish public awareness programs for the use, safety and maintenance of trails.

5

Appendix E – Trails, Bikeways and Paths
Project List

TABLE 5.1
CITY OF SAMMAMISH – TRAILS, BIKEWAYS AND PATHS PLAN
Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP) Project List
TBP
ID Project Name

From

To

TBP
Corridor

Project
TBP
Length Project Type Category

Project Description

Existing
Pavement
Width
Utilities Right-of-Way Wall Type Other

1

East Lake Sammamish NE 187th Ave
Parkway Widening

196th Ave NE

East Lake
Sammamish
Parkway

4900'

Cl. 2 Bike
Lanes/Local
Sidewalk

Transportatio Widen roadway with 5-foot bike lanes,
n
curb, gutter, and sidewalk. Sidewalk on
east side only. Flexible design standards.

32'

2

East Lake Sammamish 196th Ave NE
Parkway Widening

NE 26th Place East Lake
Sammamish
Parkway

4000'

Cl. 2 Bike
Lanes/Local
Sidewalk

Transportatio Widen roadway with 5-foot bike lanes,
n
curb, gutter, and sidewalk. Sidewalk on
east side only. Flexible design standards.

32'

3

East Lake Sammamish NE 26th Place Inglewood Hill East Lake
Parkway Widening
Road
Sammamish
Parkway

4300'

Cl. 2 Bike
Lanes/Local
Sidewalk

Transportatio Widen roadway with 5-foot bike lanes,
n
curb, gutter, and sidewalk. Sidewalk on
east side only. Flexible design standards.

32'

4

East Lake Sammamish Inglewood Hill Thompson Hill East Lake
Parkway Widening
Road
Road
Sammamish
Parkway

2500'

Cl. 2 Bike
Lanes/Local
Sidewalk

Transportatio Widen to 3 lanes (10'-12'-10') with 5-foot
n
bike lanes on both sides, curb and gutter
on both sides, and retaining walls where
required. Sidewalk on east side only.
Flexible design standards.

32'

5

East Lake Sammamish Louis
Parkway Widening
Thompson
Road

SE 8th Street

East Lake
Sammamish
Parkway

4900'

Cl. 2 Bike
Lanes/Local
Sidewalk

Transportatio Widen to 3 lanes with 5-foot bike lanes,
n
curb, gutters, and sidewalk. Sidewalk on
east side only.

32'

6

Sahalee Way Widening City Limit

220th Ave NE

N/A

5500'

Cl. 2 Bike
Lanes/Local
Sidewalk

Transportatio Widen to 3 lanes with 5-foot bike lanes,
n
curb, gutter, and sidewalk.

30'

7

Sahalee Way Widening 220th Ave NE

NE 25th Way

N/A

4000'

Cl. 2 Bike
Lanes/Local
Sidewalk

Transportatio Widen to 3 lanes with 5-foot bike lanes,
n
curb, gutter, and sidewalk.

30'

8

228th Ave NE
Widening

NE 25th Way

NE 12th Street N/A

4000'

Cl. 2 Bike
Lanes/Local
Sidewalk

Transportatio Widen to 3 lanes with 5-foot bike lanes,
n
curb, gutter, and sidewalk.

30'

9

244th Ave NE

NE 20th

City limit

N/A

3700'

Transportatio Widen to 3 lanes with 5-foot bike lanes,
n
curb, gutter, sidewalk, and left turn lane.

22'

10

244th Ave NE

NE 8th Street

NE 20th

N/A

3900'

Cl. 2 Bike
Lanes/Local
Sidewalk
Cl. 2 Bike
Lanes/Local
Sidewalk

Transportatio Widen to 3 lanes with 5-foot bike lanes,
n
curb, gutter, sidewalk, and left turn lane.

22'
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11

East Lake Sammamish/ NE 8th Street
244th Ave Corridor

SE 8th Street

SE 8th Street

5600'

Cl. 2 Bike
Lanes/Local
Sidewalk

Transportatio Widen to 3 lanes with 5-foot bike lanes,
n
curb, gutter, sidewalk, medians, and left
turn pockets where required.

22'

12

NE 8th Street
Widening

228th Ave NE

244th Ave NE

Inglewood Hill

5300'

Cl. 2 Bike
Lanes/Local
Sidewalk

Transportatio Widen to 3 lanes with 5-foot bike lanes,
n
curb, gutter, and sidewalk.

30'

13

Inglewood Hill Road
Widening

216th Ave NE

228th Ave NE

Inglewood Hill

4400'

Cl. 2 Bike
Lanes/Local
Sidewalk

Transportatio Widen to 3 lanes with 5-foot bike lanes,
n
curb, gutter, sidewalk, medians, and left
turn pockets where required.

30'

14

Inglewood Hill Road
Widening

East Lake
Sammamish
Parkway

216th Ave NE

Inglewood Hill

5200'

Cl. 2 Bike
Lanes/Local
Sidewalk

Transportatio Widen to 3 lanes with 5-foot bike lanes,
n
curb, gutter, sidewalk, medians, and left
turn pockets where required.

30'

15

SE 8th/218th/4th

212th

228th

SE 8th Street

6600'

Cl. 3 Bike
Route/Local
Sidewalk

Transportatio Widen to 3 lanes with curb, gutter,
n
sidewalk, and left turn lane.

16

Thompson Hill Road

212th Ave SE

East Lake
Sammamish
Parkway

N/A

4000'

Cl. 3 Bike
Route/Local
Sidewalk

Transportatio Widen to 3 lanes with curb, gutter, and
n
sidewalk.

22'

17

212th Way SE

SE 35th Street Thompson Hill SE 8th Street
Road

9300'

Cl. 2 Bike
Lanes/Local
Sidewalk

Transportatio Widen existing lanes with 5-foot bike
n
lanes, curb, gutter, and sidewalk.

22'

18

212th Way SE (Snake
Hill)

East Lake
Sammamish
Parkway

19

22-24'

212th Ave
(Snake Hill)

N/A

4200'

Cl. 3 Bike
Route/Local
Sidewalk

Transportatio Widen existing lanes with curb, gutter,
n
and sidewalk. Sidewalk on only one side.

22'

East Lake Sammamish SE 24th Way
Parkway Widening

212th Avenue
SE

East Lake
Sammamish
Parkway

6336'

Cl. 2 Bike
Lanes/Local
Sidewalk

Transportatio Widen to 3 lanes with 5-foot bike lanes,
n
curb, gutter, and sidewalk. Sidewalk on
east side only.

32'

20

East Lake Sammamish 212th Ave SE
Parkway

City limit

2500'

Issaquah Pine Lake
Road Extension

Cl. 2 Bike
Lanes/Local
Sidewalk
Local Sidewalk

Transportatio Widen to 3 lanes with 5-foot bike lanes,
n
curb, gutter, and sidewalk. Sidewalk on
east side only.
Transportatio 3 lane road section with curb, gutter, and
n
sidewalk.

33'

21

East Lake
Sammamish
Parkway
224th Place SE Pine Lake

228th Ave SE

750'

22'
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22

228th Ave NE
Widening

Issaquah Pine
Lake Road

City Limit

N/A

2000'

Cl. 2 Bike
Lanes/Local
Sidewalk

Transportatio Widen to 3 lanes with 5-foot bike lanes,
n
curb, gutter, and sidewalk.

30'

23

SE 20th Street
Widening

212th Ave SE

228th Ave SE

N/A

5300'

Cl. 3 Bike
Route/Local
Sidewalk

Transportatio Widen to 3 lanes with curb, gutter,
n
sidewalk, and left turn lanes where
warranted. Install traffic signal at SE
20th Street and 212th Ave SE.

26'

24

SE 24th Walkway

Audubon Park 236th Ave
SE

Pine Lake

3400'

Cl. 2 Bike
Lanes/Local
Sidewalk

Transportatio Widen shoulder on north side with bike
n
lanes, curb, gutter, and walkway.

25

Issaquah Pine Lake
Road Widening

SE 32nd Way

SE Klahanie
Boulevard

N/A

4900'

Transportatio Widen to 3 lanes with 5-foot bike lanes,
n
curb, gutter, and sidewalk.

30'

26

Issaquah Pine Lake
Road

Klahanie
Boulevard

SE 48th Street N/A

3200'

Cl. 2 Bike
Lanes/Local
Sidewalk
Cl. 2 Bike
Lanes/Local
Sidewalk

Transportatio Widen to 3 lanes with 5-foot bike lanes,
n
curb, gutter, and sidewalk.

26'

27

Beaver Lake Drive
Upgrade

SE 24th

SE 18th

Beaver Lake

2000'

Cl. 3 Bike
Route/Local
Sidewalk

Transportatio Widen existing lanes with curb, gutter,
n
and path.

28

Trossachs Boulevard
Connection

Trossachs
Boulevard SE

Beaver Lake
Drive SE

N/A

600'

Cl. 2 Bike
Lanes/Local
Sidewalk

Transportatio 2 lane road section with curb, gutter, and
n
sidewalk. Developer will make
improvement.

22'

29

Duthie Hill Road
Widening

Issaquah
Beaver Lake
Road

Trossachs
Boulevard

N/A

5500'

Cl. 2 Bike
Lanes/Local
Sidewalk

Transportatio Widen to 3 lanes with 5-foot bike lanes,
n
curb, gutters, and sidewalk.

30'

No
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To
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100 NE 55th Pl/190th Pl NE 187th Ave NE

51st St

Evans Creek

101 NE 16th St Bikelanes
and Pedestrian Imp.

From

216th Ave NE

102 Gas Line Corridor Trail NE 25th Way

Project Description

1700'

Cl. 3 Bike
Route/
Neighborhood
Path

Transportation Project Description: Widen roadway to
30' width for on-street Class 3 bike route
and pedestrian use. Enclose ditch on one
side of road (probably east side). Modify
existing barricades at NE 51st Street to
improve bike and pedestrian passage.

25'

Approx. 100' W N/A
of 220th Pl NE

1400'

Cl. 2 Bike
Lanes/Local
Sidewalk

Transportation Project Description: Widen pavement 2'4' for bike lanes on both sides, add
curb/gutter/5' sidewalk and storm drain
on north side, relocate signal pole at NW
corner of intersection with 216th.

30

NE 8th St

Gas Line/
Power Line

6000'

Paved Cl. 1
Shared Use
Path

Transportation Project Description: Construct 10'-12'
/Recreation wide Class 1 shared-use path, including
minor grading, and storm drainage.
Provide landscape screening.

N/A

Gas Line/
Power Line

100'

Intersection
Crossing

Transportation Project Description: Provide road
/Recreation crossing using aggressive pedestrian
safety features. Sight distance requires
review. Crossing to include pedestrianactivated signal.

N/A

~E Main Street Gas Line/
Power Line

2800'

Paved Cl. 1
Shared Use
Path

Transportation Project Description: Construct 10'-12'
/Recreation wide Class 1 shared-use path, including
approx. 900' boardwalk through
wetland. Provide landscape screening
through neighborhood.

Easement will
be required

Easement will
be required

103 Gas Line Corridor Trail At crossing of
Crossing
NE 8th St near
237th Pl NE

104 Gas Line Corridor Trail NE 8th Street

Project
TBP
Length Project Type Category

Existing
Pavement
Width
Utilities Right-of-Way Wall

105 Gas Line Corridor Trail ~E Main Street SE 8th Street

Gas Line/
Power Line

2800'

Paved Cl. 1
Shared Use
Path

Transportation Project Description: Construct 10'-12'
/Recreation wide Class 1 shared-use path, including
switchback to climb approx. 100'
vertical. Provide landscape screening
through neighborhood.

106 Gas Line Corridor Trail At SE 8th St
Crossing

Gas Line/
Power Line

100'

Intersection
Crossing

107 Sammamish Commons Lancaster Way 228th Avenue
Trail
SE
SE

SE 8th Street

3200'

Paved Cl. 1
Shared Use
Path

108 187th Ave NE

Evans Creek

1300'

Paved Cl. 1
Shared Use
Path

Transportation Project Description: Provide road
/Recreation crossing using aggressive pedestrian
safety features. Sight distance requires
review. Crossing to include pedestrianti t d i
l
Transportation Project Description: Construct 10'-12'
/Recreation wide Class 1 shared-use path at site of
new City Hall and park. Trail may
require switchback to climb approx. 75'+
ti l
Transportation Project Description: Construct 10' paved
trail through open space parallel to
187th Ave, on south side, through
existing pedestrian underpass, to East
Lake Sammamish Trail.

NE 51st Street East Lake
Sammamish
Trail

Ex. U/G

Type

Other

Modular
block

Alternate project s/w on n. side with
storm and 220' x 12'
high wall, COR

May require
acquisition

Easement or
acquisition
required from
HOAs

N/A

May be
necessary

N/A

1300' x 20'
4' x 1000'
acquisition or
easement
through ex. open
space
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109 E. Lake Sammamish
Parkway Crossing

At SE 33rd
Street

110 SE 24th Way

244th Avenue
SE

To

TBP
Corridor

Project
TBP
Length Project Type Category

Project Description

Existing
Pavement
Width
Utilities Right-of-Way Wall

East Lake
Sammamish
Parkway

200'

Intersection
Crossing

Transportation Project Description: Provide road
crossing using aggressive pedestrian
safety features. Appears to have good
sight distance. Crossing to include
pedestrian-activated signal.

N/A

248th Avenue
SE

Beaver Lake

1300'

Cl. 2 Bike
Lanes/Local
Sidewalk

Transportation Project Description: Widen pavement
for Class 2 bike lanes, both sides. Add
curb/gutter, storm drainage, sidewalk
and planter strip on north side and
stripe bike lanes on both sides.

~26'

111 214th Avenue NE/Main SE 8th Street
Street

218th Avenue
SE

N/A

4000'

Cl. 3 Bike
Route/Local
Sidewalk

Transportation Project Description: Widen pavement to 214th: 28' to
minimum 30' for bike lanes. Add
40'; Main: 20'
curb/gutter and 5' sidewalk one side
to 25'
(east and south to tie into existing
sidewalk segments).

112 E. Beaver Lake Drive
SE

Beaver Lake
Way SE

IssaquahBeaver Lake
Road

N/A

2700'

Cl. 3 Bike
Route/ Local
Sidewalk

Transportation Project Description: Widen pavement
approx. 5' for distance of ~1700'.
Construct curb/gutter, storm drainage,
sidewalks both sides for full 2700'.

113 266th Avenue SE

Duthie Hill
Road

~ 100' west of
260th Pl SE

N/A

3100'

Cl. 3 Bike
Route/
Neighborhood
Path

Transportation Project Description: Restripe to provide
Class 3 bike route and construct paved
path, adding storm drainage to close
ditch on one side. Overhead utilities
may need to be undergrounded. Costs
not included in this estimate.

~30'

114 W. Beaver Lake Drive
SE

Entrance of
Beaver Lake
Park

~300' north of
SE Belvedere
Way

Beaver Lake

7700'

Cl. 3 Bike
Route/
Neighborhood
Path

Transportation Project Description: Widen pavement on
north side to provide minimum 30'
pavement width for Class 3 bike route.
Add storm drainage to close ditch.
Construct separated gravel path on
north side.

115 Trail on unopened right- S. end of paved N. end of paved N/A
of-way 218th Avenue
road (~SE 2nd road (~SE 3nd
NE
Street)
Street)

300'

Paved Cl. 1
Shared Use
Path

116 212th Avenue SE

800'

Cl. 2 Bike
Lanes/Local
Sidewalk

800' N. of SE
20th

SE 14th Place

N/A

Other

6' x 100' and Rockery
4' x 200'
(Cut)

Existing sidewalk
segments = 300' +
250' approx. Future
sidewalks by
developers?

6' x 300'

Fill wall

Approx. 1 block of
existing sidewalk on
one side.

6' x 100'

Fill wall

~26'

8' x 150'

Rockery

Transportation Project Description: Construct 10'-12'
wide Class 1 shared-use path, elevated
to work with natural drainage.
Topography is relatively flat.

N/A

N/A

Transportation Project Description: Widen 10'
pavement for Class 2 bike lanes and
construct curb/gutter, sidewalk on west
side. Extend length to culverts (3), and
provide wetland mitigation (18'x 800').

26'

3' x 700'

~ 26'

Check right of
way on Main

Type

30'

Overhead
utilities
may need
to be
undergrou
nded

Rockery
w/geogrid
reinforceme
nt
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E. Lake
Sammamish
Parkway

212th Avenue
SE

Pine Lake

7700'

Cl. 2 Bike
Lanes/Local
Sidewalk

Transportation Project Description: Construct
sidewalks, curb/gutter and Class 2 bike
lanes on both sides. Storm drain
required full length. West of 200th,
roadway has steep grade. (sidewalk one
side only).

~25'

Overhead Right of way
utilities to acquisition may
be
be needed.
undergrou
nded

118 Laughing Jacobs Creek City limits/
Trail
Providence
Point

232nd Avenue
SE

Laughing
Jacobs Creek

2300'

Paved Cl. 1
Shared Use
Path

Transportation Project Description: Pave 10-12' wide
/Recreation existing gravel trail.

N/A

Land ownership
to be verified

200 Recreation Trail

East Lake
Sammamish
Parkway

201st Ave NE

Evans Creek

3000'

Hillside
Connection
Trail

Recreation

Project Description: Construct a 4'-6'
wide soft surface trail to connect to the
East Lake Sammamish Parkway.
Vertical climb 400' +.

N/A

Private Land
(Developer)

201 Recreation Trail

201st Ave NE

City Limits/NE Evans Creek
41st St

2000'

Local Soft
Surface
Trail/Hillside
Connection
Trail

Recreation

Project Description: Construct a 3'-4'
wide soft surface trail for recreational
use. Some timber stairs may be
required.

N/A

Easement
through open
space tracts
required

202 Recreational Park Trail Sahalee Way

Evans Creek
Preserve

Evans Creek

2800'

Hillside
Connection
Trail

Recreation

Project Description: Construct two 3'
wide soft surface trails to access the
Evans Creek Preserve. Primitive stairs
and switchbacks will be necessary.

N/A

203 Recreational Park Trail West end of
Evans Creek
Preserve

East end of
Evans Creek
Preserve

Evans Creek

3000'

Local Soft
Surface Trail

Recreation

Project Description: Construct a 4'-6'
wide soft surface trail through Evans
Creek Park.

N/A

204 Recreational Trail

East end of
Evans Creek
Preserve

Gas Line
Corridor/NE
28th St

Evans Creek

2100'

Hillside
Connection
Trail

Recreation

Project Description: Construct a 3' wide
soft surface trail to access the Evans
Creek Preserve from the gas line
corridor. Primitive stairs and
switchbacks will be necessary.

N/A

205 Recreational Trail

Gas Line
Corridor
Trail/NE 28th
St

West of NE
31st Way

N/A

2550'

Hillside
Connection
Trail

Recreation

Project Description: Construct a 3' wide
soft surface trail to access the northeast
neighborhoods of the city from the gas
line corridor. Primitive stairs and
switchbacks will be necessary.

N/A

Easement
through open
space tracts
required

206 Recreational Trail in
open space adjacent to
NE 31st Way

239th Ave NE

NE 31st Way

N/A

900'

Local Soft
Surface Trail

Recreation

Project Description: Construct a 3' wide
soft surface trail to access the northeast
neighborhoods of the city from the gas
line corridor.

N/A

Easement
through open
space tracts
required

207 Gas Line Corridor Trail NE 28th St

NE 25th Way

Gas Line/
Power Line

1000'

Shared Use Soft
Surface Trail

Recreation

Project Description: Construct an 6'-8'
wide soft surface trail on gently sloping
topography.

N/A

Easement or
acquisition from
HOA

208 NE 25th Way

Approx. 100'
N/A
east of 231st Pl
NE

1100'

Local
Sidewalk/Cl. 3
Bike Route

117 SE 24th Way

229th Ave NE

Transportation Construct curb/gutter/sidewalk and
storm drain both sides of roadway to
match road section at either end of
j t

36'

Type

Walls range 4 larger cut
in length
walls, 2 fill
between
walls
100' to 150'

Possible
walls

Possible
walls

Other
Ex sidewalk on
north side ~ 600'
194th to 400' east of
28th. Stop light
proposed eventually
@ E. Lk. Samm.
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209 NE 22nd St

300' E. of 236th W. edge of
Ave NE
school

N/A

400'

Local Sidewalk Transportation Project Description: Construct
curb/gutter/sidewalk and storm drain
both sides of roadway to match road
section at east end of project.

210 236th Ave NE

NE 17th Pl

NE 20th St

N/A

1000'

Local Sidewalk Transportation Project Description: Construct east half
of street with curb/gutter/sidewalk and
storm.

Possible r/w
acquisition

211 236th Ave NE

NE 15th Pl

Approx. NE
16th

N/A

300'

Local Sidewalk Transportation Project Description: Construct east half
of street with curb/gutter/sidewalk and
storm.

Possible r/w
acquisition

212 Recreation Trail

NE 18th Pl

223rd Pl NE

N/A

2300'

Local Soft
Surface Trail

213 NE 16th St Pedestrian
Imp.

211th Ave NE

216th Ave NE

N/A

1600'

Local Sidewalk Transportation Project Description: Add curb/gutter/5'
sidewalk and storm drain on south side.
(May be combined with 304).

214 Recreation Trail at NE 211th Ave NE
16th St

205th Ave NE

N/A

2900'

Local Soft
Surface Trail

Recreation

Project Description: Construct 4'-6'
wide, soft surface trail with stairs or
switchbacks as needed to traverse steep
slopes.

N/A

1000' x 20'
easement
through ex. open
space

215 Recreational Trail

NE 29th Ave

NE 19th Pl

N/A

4500'

Hillside
Connection
Trail

Recreation

Project Description: Construct a 3'-4'
wide, soft surface trail through open
space tracts and steep slope areas.

N/A

216 216th/217th/218th
Avenue NE Pedestrian
Improvements
217 NE 4th St./NE 3rd
Place

Inglewood Hill So. end of road
Road
(~SE 2nd
Street)
50' west of
222nd Avenue
221st Avenue NE
NE

Inglewood
Hill

3000'

Neighborhood
Path

Transportation Project Description: Construct 5'
separated asphalt walkway on west side.

Easement
through open
space tracts is
necessary
Check south of
Main

Inglewood
Hill

650'

Neighborhood
Path

Transportation Project Description: Construct 5'
asphalt walkway on north side, adjacent
to roadway.

218 Recreation Trail
(Approx. NE 4th St.)

222nd Avenue
NE

228th Avenue
NE

Inglewood
Hill

2100'

Local Soft
Surface Trail

Transportation Project Description: Construct 4'-6' wide
/Recreation gravel surface trail for pedestrian use,
along creek connecting to 228th near
Eastlake High School entrance.

N/A

Private land
N/A
(Developer
driven, but
partial
acquisition may
be necessary)

219 Recreation Trail

228th Avenue
NE

244th Avenue
NE

N/A

5500'

Local Soft
Surface Trail

Transportation Project Description: Construct 4'-6' wide
/Recreation gravel surface trail for pedestrian use,
along south side of Eastlake High School
and Treefarm neighborhood north of
wetland area.

N/A

Private land
Easemant or
acquisition will
be required

Recreation

Project Description: Construct 4'-6' wide
soft surface trail with minor grading and
storm drainage.

Varies

N/A

Type

Other
Add 0' to 5' pave
n.side. Remove 5'
pavement s. side

1700' x 20'
easement or
acquisition
through HOA

See 304

~24'

Possible
walls
N/A

N/A

N/A

Move ditches
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220 Ebright Creek Park
Trail

212th Avenue
SE

NW corner of
park

SE 8th Street

1500'

Shared Use Soft
Surface Trail

Recreation

Project Description: Construct 4'-6' soft
surface trail in conjunction with
development of park.

221 Recreation Trail
Connection

NW corner of
Ebright Creek
Park

Eeast end of SE SE 8th Street
8th Street

3400'

Hillside
Connection
Trail

Recreation

Project Description: Construct 4'-6' soft
surface trail, including log stairs and
handrails as needed.

~SE 16th Street Gas Line/
Power Line

2300'

Local Paved
Path

Transportation Project Description: Construct 6' wide
/Recreation paved trail, along alignment of existing
gravel path. Topography is flat.

223 245th Avenue SE

~SE 16th Street SE 24th Street Gas Line/
Power Line

3100'

Local Paved
Path/
Neighborhood
Path

Transportation Project Description: Construct approx.
/Recreation 700' of 6' wide paved trail through
undeveloped property. Widen 5' of
pavement on one side of 245th on
existing gravel shoulder.

224 E. Lake Sammamish
Parkway

SE 24th Way

SE 8th Street

East Lake
Sammamish
Parkway

7700'

Cl. 2 Bike
Lanes/Local
Sidewalk

Transportation Project Description: Construct
curb/gutter, storm drain, 6' sidewalk on
east side. Sections of guardrail to be
relocated. Extend stream culvert. Mark
pavement for bike lanes both sides.
Overhead utilities to be undergrounded.

225 SE 32nd Street

212th Ave SE

Approx. 150'
west of 214th
Place SE

Pine Lake

700'

Local Sidewalk Transportation Project Description: Construct sidewalk,
curb/gutter and storm drain on south
side to match into existing sidewalk.

~33'

226 219th Place/220th Ave
SE

South end of
SE 32nd Street
219th Place SE

3400'

Neighborhood
Path

~25'

227 Recreation Connection
Trail

E. Lake
Sammamish
Parkway

S. End of 204th Pine Lake
Avenue SE

3100'

Hillside
Connection
Trail

Recreation

Project Description: Construct 4'-6' soft
surface trail, including log stairs and
handrails as needed. Upper portion of
trail is relatively flat.

228 Recreation Trail
SE 43rd Way
through DNR Property

South end of
219th Ave NE

4300'

Hillside
Connection
Trail

Recreation

Project Description: Construct two 4'-6'
soft surface trails, including log stairs
and handrails or switchbacks as needed.

229 226th Avenue SE and
SE 29th Street

North end of
226th Ave SE
(Pine Lake
Park)

1700'

Local Sidewalk Transportation Project Description: Add curb/gutter
and sidewalk one side (east and north
sides to tie into existing sidewalk
segments).

222 Gas Line Corridor Trail SE 8th Street

227th Ave SE

Pine Lake

Transportation Project Description: Construct 5'
asphalt path on one side of roadway.
Close ditch with storm drain piping.

Type

Private property
(Developer)

Location - along
easement?

Partial private
land (Developer)

~24' w/gravel
shoulders

Overhead
utilities to
be
undergrou
nded

Check right-ofway

Other

6' x 150'

Fill wall

4' x 400'

Rockery

Private property Walls may
(Developer)
be required.
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230 SE 40th St/230th Pl
SE/SE 37th St/
231st Ave SE

228th Avenue
SE .
230th Pl SE

232nd Avenue
SE .
SE 40th Pl

N/A

3200'

Neighborhood
Path

231 SE 32nd Street

Approx. 150'
east of 214th
Place SE

216th Avenue
SE

Pine Lake

450'

Local Sidewalk Transportation Project Description: Construct sidewalk,
curb/gutter and storm drain on south
side to match into existing sidewalk.

232 Equestrian Trail
Connection

SE 24th Street 212th Avenue
SE

N/A

1200'

Shared Use Soft
Surface Trail

233 SE 8th Street

218th Avenue
SE

Lancaster Way SE 8th Street
SE

800'

Neighborhood
Path

234 SE 34th Street Soft
Surface Trail

204th Avenue
SE

212th Avenue
SE

Pine Lake

3900'

Shared Use Soft Transportation Project Description: Improve and widen
Surface Trail
/Recreation existing soft surface trail to 6'-8' wide on
south side of street.

235 SE 28th Place
Equestrian Trail

West end of
road (approx.
208th Avenue
SE

212th Avenue
SE

Pine Lake

1400'

Shared Use Soft
Surface Trail

Duthie Hill
Road

N/A

8000'

Cl. 2 Bike
Lanes/Local
Sidewalk

Transportation Project Description: Construct
curb/gutter, storm drain, sidewalk and
planter strip on the north side. Add bike
lane markings and signage to both sides.
Transportation Project Description: Widen pavement on
west side to provide minimum 30'
pavement width for Class 3 bike route,
and add storm drainage to close ditch.
Construct path on east side through
utility corridor as possible.

236 SE 32nd Way/Issaquah- 241st Avenue
Beaver Lake Road
SE

237 244th Avenue SE

SE 32nd Street SE 24th Street Gas Line/
Power Line

2800'

Cl. 3 Bike
Route/
Neighborhood
Path

238 Nature Preserve Trail

W. Beaver Lake Section 36 Park Beaver Lake
Drive SE

3000'

239 Nature Preserve Trail

W. Beaver Lake South into
Drive SE
Preserve

1500'

Shared Use Soft
Surface Trail
(west extension
is pedestrian
only)
Shared Use Soft
Surface Trail
(pedestrian
only)

Beaver Lake

Existing
Pavement
Width
Utilities Right-of-Way Wall

Type

Other

Transportation Project Description: Pave existing
shoulders on south and east sides.
Stripe for pedestrian walkway.

Recreation

Project Description: Construct 6' wide
soft surface trail along creek and pond.

Transportation Project Description: Widen pavement
approx. 5' for walkway on north side of
road. Stripe to define pedestrian
walkway.

Recreation

Check right-ofway

Did not appear to
have sufficient room
along west side of
pond.
~22'

Shoulder is wide
enough and gravel.

Project Description: Improve and widen
existing soft surface trail to 6'-8' wide.

Recreation

Project Description: Improve existing
soft surface trail by widening to 6' and
improving surface. Topography is
relatively flat.

Recreation

Project Description: Construct new 6'
wide soft surface trail. Topography is
relatively flat.

~26'

Re-check

Rockery

Check

Fill wall

TABLE 5.2
CITY OF SAMMAMISH – TRAILS, BIKEWAYS AND PATHS PLAN
Trails, Bikeways and Paths (TBP) Project List
TBP
ID Project Name

From

To

240 218th Avenue NE
Pedestrian
Improvements

No. end of road SE 4th Street
(~SE 3nd
Street)

241 E. Beaver Lake Drive
SE

South end of
Beaver Lake
Way SE

242 Power Line Easement E Main Drive
Trail through Plateau G
& CC
243 SE 32nd Street
Crossing

TBP
Corridor

Project
TBP
Length Project Type Category

Project Description

N/A

300'

Neighborhood
Path

Transportation Project Description: Construct 5'
separated asphalt walkway on west side.

North end of
N/A
detention pond
on east side of
road

1200'

Local Soft
Surface Trail

Transportation Project Description: Widen existing
/Recreation separated 1' path to 4' width, soft
surface.

~SE 12th

N/A

3900'

Shared Use Soft
Surface Trail

Gas Line/
Power Line

200'

Intersection
Crossing

Transportation Project Description: Provide road
crossing using aggressive pedestrian
safety features. Crossing to include
pedestrian-activated signal.

N/A

200'

Intersection
Crossing

Transportation Project Description: Provide road
crossing using aggressive pedestrian
safety features. Check sight distance.
Crossing to include pedestrian-activated
signal.

At 244th
Avenue NE

244 SE 32nd Way (Issaquah- At E. Beaver
Beaver Lake Road)
Lake Way SE
Crossing

Recreation

~22'

Project Description: Improve and widen
existing gravel trail to 6' wide.

NE 12th Place

NE 8th Street

N/A

1200'

Shared Use Soft
Surface Trail

Construct 8' wide soft surface trail.

301 SR 202

187th Ave NE

196th Ave NE

N/A

2600'

??

302 NE 37th Way

Intersection
with NE 37th
Way

Sahalee Way
NE

Evans Creek

2400'

Cl. 2 Bike Lanes Transportation Project Description: Stripe existing
pavement for two 11' travel lanes, two 5'
Class 2 bike lanes.

33 - 35

303 205th Pl NE Bikelanes 100' S. of NE
19th Pl

206th Way

N/A

3400'

Cl. 2 Bike Lanes Transportation Project Description: Stripe existing
pavement for two 11' travel lanes, two 5'
Class 2 bike lanes.

33 - 35

304 NE 16th St Bikelanes

216th Ave NE

N/A

1400'

Cl. 2 Bike Lanes Transportation Project Description: Stripe existing
pavement for two 11' travel lanes, two 5'
Class 2 bike lanes, add 200 LF of
pavement 5' wide to south shoulder for
parking.

35

Transportation Project Description: Construct Class 2
bike lanes as part of highway
improvements (by WSDOT).

N/A

Easement may
be required

245 Saffron Access Trail

212th Ave NE

Recreation

Existing
Pavement
Width
Utilities Right-of-Way Wall

N/A

Type

Other
Move ditches

TABLE 5.2
CITY OF SAMMAMISH – TRAILS, BIKEWAYS AND PATHS PLAN
Trails, Bikeways and Paths (TBP) Project List
TBP
ID Project Name

From

To

TBP
Corridor

Project
TBP
Length Project Type Category

Project Description

Existing
Pavement
Width
Utilities Right-of-Way Wall
36' - 44'

305 216th Ave NE

Approx. 150' s. 215th Ave NE
of NE 16th
Street

N/A

1700'

Cl. 2 Bike Lanes Transportation Project Description: Restripe to remove
center turn lane where unnecessary and
provide Class 2 bike lanes. Widen
pavement in areas and reconstruct curb,
gutter, and sidewalk. Reconstruct 3 curb
returns at school entrances.

306 NE 20th Way

215th Ave NE

N/A

1700'

Cl. 3 Bike Lanes Transportation Project Description: Remove striping
and reflector dots.

307 NE 16th St/NE
14th/12th Bikelanes

Approx. 100' w. 228th Ave NE
of 220th Pl NE

N/A

3000'

Cl. 2 Bike Lanes Transportation Project Description: Stripe existing
pavement for two 11' travel lanes, two 5'
Class 2 bike lanes.

32'

308 East Main Street Bike
Lanes

244th Ave NE

5300'

Cl. 2 Bike Lanes Transportation Stripe existing pavement for two 11'
travel lanes and two 5' Class 2 bike
lanes.

32'

309 216th Ave SE/SE
28th/222nd Pl SE/SE
30th/226th Ave SE

SE 32nd Street/ 224th Avenue Pine Lake
225th Ave SE SE/North end
of 226th Ave SE

4100'

Cl. 3 Bike Route Transportation Project Description: Widen one side of
roadway to minimum pavement width of
30' for Class 3 bike route.

~28'

310 E. Beaver Lake Drive
SE

~300' north of
SE Belvedere
Way

1200'

Cl. 3 Bike Route Transportation Project Description: Widen pavement on
west side to provide minimum 30'
pavement width for Class 3 bike route.

~26'

NE 21st Way

Section 36 Park SE 8th Street

Beaver Lake
Way SE

N/A

Type

36', 26' @
bulbouts

Check right-ofway

8' x 100'

Rockery

Other

FIGURE E.1: PROJECT IDENTIFICATION MAP

FIGURE E.2: PROJECT IDENTIFICATION MAP WITH TBP CORRIDOR OVERLAY

Trails, Bikeways and Paths Project List
Introduction
Appendix E includes the Project Identification Map (Figure E.1) and Project Identification
Map with Corridor Overlay (Figure E.2). The maps are followed by the Transportation
Improvement Plan (TIP) and Trails, Bikeways and Paths project lists, which provide
further description of the projects shown on the map. The map and the project lists were
developed through field investigation after establishment of the system plans. Some
portions and segments of trails, bikeways, and paths shown on the system plans are
already constructed and existing, while many more are not. The field investigation was
conducted to determine where the gaps were located and to begin to describe the scope and
extent of each project needed to complete the system plans as envisioned.
The map reflects four project categories. The first category represents Transportation
Improvement Plan (TIP) projects that overlap with the TBP plan. Each TIP project includes
proposed non-motorized facilities. This category of projects is identified by TBP ID numbers
1 to 99.
The second category is comprised of projects that are a combination of trail/pedestrian
improvements and bike facilities not associated with already planned TIP projects. These
projects are identified with a TBP ID number ranging from 100 to 199.
The third category represents recreational trail and pedestrian-only improvement projects
not associated with any TIP projects. This category is assigned TBP ID numbers ranging
from 200 to 299.
The fourth category indicates bicycle only improvements not associated with any TIP
projects. TBP ID numbers 300 to 399 represent this category.
The project lists include detailed information describing each of the projects. The
information includes the TBP ID number, project location, start and end of the facility, type
of facility, brief written description of the facility, and other associated documentation. This
information was also used to generate planning level cost estimates for programming
purposes.

1

Appendix F – Project Prioritization
Matrices

Table F.1
Recreation Based Trail and Path Improvement Project Prioritization
Sammamish Trails, Bikeways and Paths Plan

118
220
234
214
203
228
202
204
238
239
107
221
227
200
205
242
102
105
215
212
104
201
218
219
207
235
241
222
206
223
245
232

2

2

2

1

1

1

Priority Category

Total Project Score

Weighted Score

8. Project provides access
from neighborhoods to
significant park destinations

7. Project provides an
alternative safe route to
school (middle or high
schools)
Weighted Score

Weighted Score

6. Project can be
accomplished without land
acquisition or easement

Weighted Score

5. Project provides
recreational opportunities for a
variety of users

Weighted Score

4. Project provides a strong
recreational experience at a
low cost

Weighted Score

3. Project provides a direct
link to the East Lake
Sammamish Trail

Weighted Score

2. Project completes a
significant gap in the overall
network

Weighted Score

Project List

1. Project provides an
important aesthetic
recreational experience

Evaluation Criteria Scoring

Weight Factor

3

1

Laughing Jacob Creek Trail
Ebright Creek Park
SE 34th St
Recreation Trail at NE 16th
Recreational Park Trail
Recreation Trail
Recreational Park Trail
Recreational Trail
Nature Preserve Trail
Nature Preserve Trail
Park Recreation Trail
Recreation Trail Connection
Recreation Connection Trail
Recreation Trail
Recreational Trail
Power Line Easement Trail
through Plateau G & CC
Gas Line Corridor Trail
Gas Line Corridor Trail
Recreational Trail
Recreation Trail
Gas Line Corridor Trail
Recreation Trail
Recreation Trail (Approx.
Recreation Trail
Gas Line Corridor Trail
Equestrian Trail
E. Beaver Lake Drive SE
Gas Line Corridor Trail
Recreational Trail along
245th Avenue SE
Saffron Access Trail
Equestrian Connection Trail

5
4
4
3
5
5
5
5
5
5
4
4
5
3
5

15
12
12
9
15
15
15
15
15
15
12
12
15
9
15

5
5
5
5
3
3
3
3
2
2
5
5
4
5
2

10
10
10
10
6
6
6
6
4
4
10
10
8
10
4

4
3
3
4
1
3
1
1
1
1
1
5
5
5
1

8
6
6
8
2
6
2
2
2
2
2
10
10
10
2

4
4
4
4
5
4
5
5
5
5
2
2
3
4
5

8
8
8
8
10
8
10
10
10
10
4
4
6
8
10

5
4
4
3
4
3
2
2
4
4
5
3
3
3
3

5
4
4
3
4
3
2
2
4
4
5
3
3
3
3

4
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
1
1
1
3

4
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
1
1
1
3

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
4
1
1
1
1

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
4
1
1
1
1

3
2
2
3
3
3
5
5
5
5
3
4
1
1
4

3
2
2
3
3
3
5
5
5
5
3
4
1
1
4

54
48
48
47
46
47
46
46
46
46
45
45
45
43
42

High
High
High
High
High
High
High
High
High
High
Medium
Medium
Medium
Medium
Medium

3
4
4
5
4
4
5
4
4
4
4
2
2
3
2
2
2

9
12
12
15
12
12
15
12
12
12
12
6
6
9
6
6
6

5
4
4
1
3
4
2
4
4
4
2
4
5
2
4
4
2

10
8
8
2
6
8
4
8
8
8
4
8
10
4
8
8
4

1
1
1
2
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

2
2
2
4
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2

4
2
2
5
3
1
5
2
2
2
4
4
3
3
2
2
3

8
4
4
10
6
2
10
4
4
4
8
8
6
6
4
4
6

4
5
5
3
3
5
3
4
4
3
3
2
4
3
3
3
4

4
5
5
3
3
5
3
4
4
3
3
2
4
3
3
3
4

2
2
2
3
3
2
2
1
1
2
5
5
2
3
2
1
1

2
2
2
3
3
2
2
1
1
2
5
5
2
3
2
1
1

2
4
4
1
4
4
1
5
5
1
1
2
3
1
1
2
1

2
4
4
1
4
4
1
5
5
1
1
2
3
1
1
2
1

5
3
3
2
3
3
1
2
2
5
2
4
2
4
3
2
3

5
3
3
2
3
3
1
2
2
5
2
4
2
4
3
2
3

42
40
40
40
39
38
38
38
38
37
37
37
35
32
29
28
27

Medium
Medium
Medium
Medium
Medium
Future
Future
Future
Future
Future
Future
Future
Future
Future
Future
Future
Future

Table F.2
Transportation Based Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvement Project Prioritization
Sammamish Trails, Bikeways and Paths Plan

Weight Factor
118
109
302
307
110
209
229
304
303
237
213
236
114
210
211
222
243
244
308
116
233
305
107
101
208

Laughing Jacobs Creek
Trail
E. Lake Sammamish
NE 37th Way
NE 16th St/14th/12th
Bikelanes
SE 24th Street
NE 22nd St
226th Avenue SE and SE
NE 16th St Bikelanes
205th Pl NE Bikelanes
244th Avenue SE
NE 16th St Pedestrian
SE 32nd Way/IssaquahBeaver Lake Road
W. Beaver Lake Drive SE
236th Ave NE
236th Ave NE
Gas Line Corridor Trail
SE 32nd Street Crossing
SE 32nd Street Crossing
East Main Street
212th Avenue SE
SE 8th Street
216th Ave NE
Park Recreation Trail
NE 16th St Bikelanes and
Pedestrian Imp.
NE 25th Way

3

2

2

2

1

1

1

Priority Category

Total Project Score

Weighted Score

8. Project provides access to
transit

Weighted Score

7. Project provides access to
significant destinations (i.e.
parks, civic areas and
commercial centers)

Weighted Score

6. Project completes a portion
of the primary east/west &
north/south corridors

Weighted Score

5. Project can be accomplished
without fee simple land
acquisition or easement

Weighted Score

4. Project provides significant
pedestrian/bicycle
improvements at a low cost

Weighted Score

3. Project provides a direct link
to the East Lake Sammamish
Trail

Weighted Score

2. Project completes a
significant gap in the overall
network

Weighted Score

Project List

1. Project improves an
identified pedestrian/bicycle
safety concern – 3 extra points
for a safe route to school
project

Evaluation Criteria Scoring

1

3
4
4

9
12
15

5
5
5

10
10
10

5
5
1

10
10
2

5
4
5

10
8
10

5
5
5

5
5
5

5
3
1

5
3
1

2
2
3

2
2
3

1
1
3

1
1
3

52
51
49

High
High
High

3
4
5
4
5
4
5
5

12
15
18
15
18
15
18
18

5
5
5
4
5
5
4
4

10
10
10
8
10
10
8
8

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2

5
3
4
3
3
5
2
3

10
6
8
6
6
10
4
6

5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5

5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5

2
1
1
2
1
1
3
1

2
1
1
2
1
1
3
1

5
5
3
5
5
3
5
5

5
5
3
5
5
3
5
5

3
4
1
5
1
1
1
1

3
4
1
5
1
1
1
1

49
48
48
48
48
47
46
46

High
High
High
High
High
High
High
High

5
5
4
4
3
5
5
2
4
3
4
1

18
15
15
15
9
15
15
6
12
9
15
4

4
5
5
5
5
4
4
5
5
4
5
5

8
10
10
10
10
8
8
10
10
8
10
10

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
2
1
1
1

2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
4
2
2
2

1
1
3
3
5
5
5
5
2
3
2
3

2
2
6
6
10
10
10
10
4
6
4
6

5
5
5
5
2
5
5
5
5
5
5
5

5
5
5
5
2
5
5
5
5
5
5
5

4
5
2
2
5
1
1
5
4
5
1
5

4
5
2
2
5
1
1
5
4
5
1
5

4
5
3
3
4
2
2
5
3
5
5
5

4
5
3
3
4
2
2
5
3
5
5
5

2
1
1
1
2
1
1
1
1
3
1
5

2
1
1
1
2
1
1
1
1
3
1
5

45
45
44
44
44
44
44
44
43
43
43
42

Medium
Medium
Medium
Medium
Medium
Medium
Medium
Medium
Medium
Medium
Medium
Medium

4
3

15
9

4
3

8
6

1
1

2
2

2
5

4
10

5
5

5
5

2
4

2
4

4
3

4
3

2
3

2
3

42
42

Medium
Medium

Table F.2
Transportation Based Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvement Project Prioritization
Sammamish Trails, Bikeways and Paths Plan

234
230
241
306
224
100
218
219
108
117
223
112
216
217
309
310
103
106
231
225
102
104
105
113
115

2

2

2

1

1

1

Priority Category

Total Project Score

Weighted Score

8. Project provides access to
transit

Weighted Score

7. Project provides access to
significant destinations (i.e.
parks, civic areas and
commercial centers)

Weighted Score

6. Project completes a portion
of the primary east/west &
north/south corridors

Weighted Score

5. Project can be accomplished
without fee simple land
acquisition or easement

Weighted Score

4. Project provides significant
pedestrian/bicycle
improvements at a low cost

Weighted Score

3. Project provides a direct link
to the East Lake Sammamish
Trail

Weighted Score

2. Project completes a
significant gap in the overall
network

Weighted Score

Project List

1. Project improves an
identified pedestrian/bicycle
safety concern – 3 extra points
for a safe route to school
project

Evaluation Criteria Scoring

Weight Factor

3

1

SE 34th Street
SE 40th St/230th Pl
E. Beaver Lake Drive SE
NE 20th Way
E. Lake Sammamish
Parkway
NE 55th Pl/190th Pl NE
Recreation Trail (Approx.
Recreation Trail
187th Ave NE Off-street
SE 24th Way
245th Avenue SE
E. Beaver Lake Drive SE
216th/217th/218th
NE 4th St./NE 3rd Place
216th Ave SE/SE
28th/222nd Pl SE/SE
E. Beaver Lake Drive SE
Gas Line Corridor Trail
Xing
Gas Line Corridor Trail
SE 32nd Street
SE 32nd Street
Gas Line Corridor Trail
Gas Line Corridor Trail
Gas Line Corridor Trail
266th Avenue SE
Trail on unopened right-

2
3
3
3

6
12
9
12

5
3
4
3

10
6
8
6

3
1
1
1

6
2
2
2

4
3
5
4

8
6
10
8

5
5
5
5

5
5
5
5

3
1
3
2

3
1
3
2

3
5
3
5

3
5
3
5

1
4
1
1

1
4
1
1

42
41
41
41

Medium
Future
Future
Future

3
1
2
2
2
4
2
3
3
2

9
3
9
9
6
12
6
12
9
6

5
5
3
3
5
4
5
3
4
3

10
10
6
6
10
8
10
6
8
6

3
5
1
1
5
4
1
1
1
1

6
10
2
2
10
8
2
2
2
2

1
3
4
4
3
1
4
3
3
3

2
6
8
8
6
2
8
6
6
6

5
5
1
1
1
4
3
5
5
5

5
5
1
1
1
4
3
5
5
5

5
4
4
4
4
2
5
2
3
4

5
4
4
4
4
2
5
2
3
4

2
1
5
5
1
2
4
3
3
4

2
1
5
5
1
2
4
3
3
4

1
1
5
5
1
1
1
1
1
4

1
1
5
5
1
1
1
1
1
4

40
40
40
40
39
39
39
37
37
37

Future
Future
Future
Future
Future
Future
Future
Future
Future
Future

2
3

6
12

3
3

6
6

1
1

2
2

3
3

6
6

5
5

5
5

5
1

5
1

4
4

4
4

3
1

3
1

37
37

Future
Future

3
3
3
3
1
1
1
2
1

9
9
9
9
6
6
6
6
3

3
3
4
4
5
5
5
2
3

6
6
8
8
10
10
10
4
6

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2

2
2
3
3
1
1
1
4
3

4
4
6
6
2
2
2
8
6

5
5
5
4
2
2
2
5
5

5
5
5
4
2
2
2
5
5

5
5
1
1
5
5
5
1
2

5
5
1
1
5
5
5
1
2

3
3
3
3
3
3
3
2
3

3
3
3
3
3
3
3
2
3

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
2

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
2

35
35
35
34
31
31
31
29
29

Future
Future
Future
Future
Future
Future
Future
Future
Future

Project List

Weight Factor

240

301
226
111
218th Avenue NE
Pedestrian Improvements

SR 202 Improvements
219th Place/220th Ave SE
214th Avenue NE/Main
Street
3
2
2
2
1
1
1

Priority Category

Total Project Score

Weighted Score

8. Project provides access to
transit

Weighted Score

7. Project provides access to
significant destinations (i.e.
parks, civic areas and
commercial centers)

Weighted Score

6. Project completes a portion
of the primary east/west &
north/south corridors

Weighted Score

5. Project can be accomplished
without fee simple land
acquisition or easement

Weighted Score

4. Project provides significant
pedestrian/bicycle
improvements at a low cost

Weighted Score

3. Project provides a direct link
to the East Lake Sammamish
Trail

Weighted Score

2. Project completes a
significant gap in the overall
network

Weighted Score

1. Project improves an
identified pedestrian/bicycle
safety concern – 3 extra points
for a safe route to school
project

Table F.2
Transportation Based Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvement Project Prioritization

Sammamish Trails, Bikeways and Paths Plan
Evaluation Criteria Scoring

1

2
2
2
6
6
6
3
3
3
6
6
6
1
3
1
2
6
2
3
2
2
6
4
4
5
2
5
5
2
5
1
2
1
1
2
1
2
2
3
2
2
3
1
1
1
1
1
1
29
29
28
Future
Future
Future

2
6
3
6
1
2
2
4
3
3
2
2
2
2
1
1
26
Future

Table F.3
TIP Overlap - Transportation Based Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvement Project Prioritization
Sammamish Trails, Bikeways and Paths Plan

13
14
22
12
23
24
8
17
11
6
7
19
4
21
20
29
3
5
16
1
2
25
10
18
15
26
27
9
28

Weight Factor

3

Inglewood Hill Road
Inglewood Hill Road
228th Avenue SE
NE 8th Street
SE 20th St
SE 24th St
228th Avenue NE
212th Avenue NE/SE
244th Avenue NE/SE
Sahalee Way
Sahalee Way
East Lake Sammamish
East Lake Sammamish
Issaquah-Pine Lake Road Ext.
East Lake Sammamish
Duthie Hill Road
East Lake Sammamish
East Lake Sammamish
Thompson Hill Road
East Lake Sammamish
East Lake Sammamish
Issaquah-Pine Lake Road SE
244th Avenue NE
212th Way SE
SE 8th St/218th Ave/SE 4th St
Issaquah-Pine Lake Road SE
W. Beaver Lake Drive
244th Avenue NE
Trossachs Blvd Extension

5
5
4
4
4
5
4
5
4
4
4
4
4
2
4
4
4
4
4
4
4
3
3
4
3
3
2
2
2

2
15
15
15
15
15
18
12
15
15
12
12
12
12
9
12
15
12
12
12
12
12
9
12
12
9
9
6
6
6

5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
3
5
5
5
5
4
5
5
3
5
4
4
3
3
5
4

2
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
6
10
10
10
10
8
10
10
6
10
8
8
6
6
10
8

4
5
1
1
1
1
1
2
1
1
1
3
3
1
2
1
3
2
5
2
2
1
1
5
1
1
1
1
1

2
8
10
2
2
2
2
2
4
2
2
2
6
6
2
4
2
6
4
10
4
4
2
2
10
2
2
2
2
2

2
2
3
3
3
1
2
3
3
2
2
2
2
4
2
3
1
2
1
1
1
3
2
1
2
3
3
2
4

1
4
4
6
6
6
2
4
6
6
4
4
4
4
8
4
6
2
4
2
2
2
6
4
2
4
6
6
4
8

5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
2
5
5
5
5
5

1
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
2
5
5
5
5
5

5
5
5
5
3
3
5
3
3
5
5
5
5
5
5
3
5
5
3
5
5
3
3
3
2
3
3
3
1

1
5
5
5
5
3
3
5
3
3
5
5
5
5
5
5
3
5
5
3
5
5
3
3
3
2
3
3
3
1

4
3
5
4
5
5
5
4
4
4
4
3
2
5
3
2
2
2
2
2
2
5
3
2
4
4
5
2
2

Priority Category

Total Project Score

Weighted Score

8. Project provides access to
transit

Weighted Score

7. Project provides access to
significant destinations (i.e.
parks, civic areas and
commercial centers)

Weighted Score

6. Project completes a portion
of the primary east/west &
north/south corridors

Weighted Score

5. Project can be
accomplished without fee
simple land acquisition or
easement

Weighted Score

4. Project provides significant
pedestrian/bicycle
improvements at a low cost

Weighted Score

3. Project provides a direct
link to the East Lake
Sammamish Trail

Weighted Score

2. Project completes a
significant gap in the overall
network

Weighted Score

Project List

1. Project improves an
identified pedestrian/bicycle
safety concern – 3 extra
points for a safe route to
school project

Evaluation Criteria Scoring

1
4
3
5
4
5
5
5
4
4
4
4
3
2
5
3
2
2
2
2
2
2
5
3
2
4
4
5
2
2

5
2
5
4
5
5
5
1
2
5
5
1
1
5
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
5
1
1
4
2
1
1
1

5
2
5
4
5
5
5
1
2
5
5
1
1
5
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
5
1
1
4
2
1
1
1

56
54
53
51
51
50
48
48
47
47
47
46
45
45
44
44
43
43
43
41
41
41
40
40
38
37
34
33
33

High
High
High
High
High
High
High
HIgh
Medium
Medium
Medium
Medium
Medium
Medium
Medium
Medium
Future
Future
Future
Future
Future
Future
Future
Future
Future
Future
Future
Future
Future

TBP Project Prioritization Matrices
Introduction
A methodology was proposed to effectively establish a funding prioritization (high, medium,
or future) for projects in the City of Sammamish. In order to address each project’s
eligibility for funding, projects were first categorized as Transportation or Recreation.
Within these categories, projects were evaluated by specific criteria, allowing for funding
competition among similar project types.
Each project was evaluated and scored based on selected criteria. Based on level of
importance, each criterion was assigned a number, or weight factor, from 1 to 3 (low to high
importance). A preliminary score, ranging from 0 to 5 (low to high) was also applied to each
criterion. The preliminary score was then multiplied by the weight factor to determine the
adjusted score. All of the adjusted scores are added together for the final score for the
project. The final score was compared to a score range for high, medium, and future
priorities to finalize the prioritization process. Listed below are the criteria and suggested
weight factors for each category:

Transportation Based Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvement Projects
Evaluation Criteria (weight factor)

1. Project improves an identified pedestrian/bicycle safety concern (3)
– 3 extra points for a safe route to school project
2. Project completes a significant gap in the overall network (2)
3. Project provides a direct link to the East Lake Sammamish Trail (2)
4. Project provides significant pedestrian/bicycle improvements at a low cost (2)
5. Project can be accomplished without fee simple land acquisition or easement (1)
6. Project completes a portion of the primary east/west & north/south corridors (1)
7. Project provides access to significant destinations (i.e. parks, civic areas and
commercial centers) (1)
8. Project provides access to transit (1)
High range – 46 and above

Medium range – 45 to 42

Future – 41 or less

Recreation Based Trail and Path Improvement Projects
Evaluation Criteria (weight factor)
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.

Project provides an important aesthetic recreational experience (3)
Project completes a significant gap in the overall trail network (2)
Project provides a direct link to the East Lake Sammamish Trail (2)
Project provides a strong recreational experience at a low cost (2)
Project provides recreational opportunities for a variety of users (1)
Project can be accomplished without land acquisition or easement (1)
Project provides an alternative safe route to school (middle or high schools) (1)
Project provides access from neighborhoods to significant park destinations (1)

High range –46 and above

Medium range – 45 to 39

Future – 38 or less
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TBP Project Prioritization Matrices
The resulting scores are provided in this appendix for both transportation-based projects
and recreation-based projects. In addition, the TIP projects were evaluated just to
determine the highest priorities for these projects strictly from a non-motorized value
rather than considering the value of improved mobility for motor vehicles.
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Glossary

AASHTO

American Association of State Highway and Transportation
Officials

AIP

Arterial Improvement Program

Arterial

A main travel route which connects major activity centers.

Bicycle Facility

Any facility provided for the benefit of bicycle travel (i.e.
paving, signage, rack, parking, etc.).

Bike Lane

A portion of a roadway, which has been designated by striping,
signage, and pavement markings for the preferential or
exclusive use of bicyclists. The most developed type of bicycle
facility; being paved to a Washington State or AASHTO
standard.

Bikeway

Any paved bike lane, route, roadway shoulder, or shared use
path specifically designated for bicycle travel.

CERB

Community Economic Revitalization Board

Collector Arterial A street designated to carry traffic between local access streets
and arterials.
Corridors

A street or strip of land forming a passageway between (at
least) two destinations.

Element

The Chapter of the City’s Comprehensive Plan that expresses
the goals and policies of the community for the development of
transportation infrastructure in the City.

Encourage

A direction, decision, or action that is desirable but not
required.

GIS

Geographic Information System

Greenways

Corridors preserved for the preservation of vegetation and
sometimes providing pedestrian pathways.

IAC

Interagency Council on Outdoor Recreation

LWCF

Land and Water Conservation Fund

Maintenance

The work of keeping a building, machinery, etc. in a state of
good repair. Specifically, the regular clearing of gravel from
bicycle facilities to promote safe bicycle travel.
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Narrow Shoulder A paved or gravel graded area along a roadway that is less
than the accepted standard of three feet.
No Shoulder
Non-Motorized
Transportation

The absence of paving or gravel beyond the established
roadway.
To travel by means other than a motorized vehicle including by
foot, bicycle, or horse.

NOVA

Non-Highway and Off-Road Vehicle Activities program

ORV

Off-road vehicle

Path

A paved or unpaved non-motorized facility inside or outside of
public rights-of-way and specifically designated for pedestrian
use and in some cases bicycle use.

Paved Shoulder

The paved area between the (striped) motor-vehicle lane and
the edge of pavement.

Pedestrian
Facility

A facility provided for the benefit of pedestrian travel or
recreation (i.e. sidewalks, trails, crosswalks, paving, signage,
etc.) that facilitates or makes pedestrian mobility possible.

Policy

A specific statement giving guidance to decision makers for the
purpose of achieving a goal’s desired result.

PSMP

Pedestrian Safety & Mobility Program

PSRC

Puget Sound Regional Council

Safe

Free from danger, injury, or damage. For this purpose it is the
design and maintenance of non-motorized transportation
facilities (to accepted industry standards) which provide for the
greatest possible degree of freedom from physical harm.

SEPA

State Environmental Policy Act

Shall

When “shall” is used in a policy, such language requires that
the City take steps to accomplish the purpose of the policy.

Shared Facility

A structure (i.e. paving, signage, etc.) that facilitates or makes
non-motorized transportation possible and which is intended to
be used by more than one form of transportation (i.e. bicyclists
and pedestrians).
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Shared Use Path

A path designed by location or construction to accommodate
different modes of non-motorized transportation such as
pedestrian and bicycle travel.

Should

When “should” is used in a policy, such language directs the
City to take steps to accomplish the purpose of the policy
unless specific circumstances justify an alternative direction.

Shoulder

The paved or gravel area contiguous to the travel lane, used for
emergency purposes, non-motorized travel, and lateral support
to the base and surface roadway courses.

Sidewalk

A walkway separated from the roadway with a curb or other
protective barrier and constructed of a durable, hard and
smooth surface designed for preferential or exclusive use by
pedestrians.

STP

Surface Transportation Program

TBP Plan

Trails, Bikeways and Paths Plan

TEA-21

Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century

TIB

Transportation Improvement Board

TIP

Transportation Improvement Plan

TPP

Transportation Partnership Programs

Trail

An unpaved facility primarily provided for the benefit of
(recreational) trail users such as hikers, walkers, runners,
equestrians, and mountain bikers.

Trails, Bikeways
and Paths

A comprehensive document containing the goals, policies,
design standards, and implementation strategy to provide a
continuous network of non-motorized transportation facilities
and recreational trail facilities that make non-motorized travel
and linear recreation experiences a viable alternative
throughout the City of Sammamish.

Travel Route

A formal or informal path for motorized or non-motorized
transportation.

Vision

A description of the community as desired. It serves as the
keystone upon which goals, policies, and objectives are based.

WDNR

Washington Department of Natural Resources
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WSDOT

Washington State Department of Transportation

WWRP

Washington Wildlife and Recreation Program
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