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Dallas TSP

Figure 7-1
Proposed Roadway
Classification
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Dallas TSP

Potential Roadway
Transportation
System Improvements

Figure 7-7: Alternative 2A
Added Connectivity with
Additional Intersection
Capacity along Dallas Rickreall

Dallas, OR
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Dallas TSP

Figure 7-8: Pedestrian
Network Recommendations

Dallas, OR
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Dallas TSP

Figure 7-9: Bicycle Network
Recommendations

Dallas, OR
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FIGURE 7-2
Typical Major Arterial Street Design Standard Criteria (Diagram shows 100" ROW, 5-lane confit
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FIGURE 7-4
Typical Major Collector Street Design Standard Criteria (Diagram shows 74' ROW, 3-lane configuration)

5 § & 12 " 12
\P!anier Vsigewand Bike tane | Teavel Lane Center Lane Travel Lane ! Bike tane 'Sidewatk T planter
1 ; |
50
1 1

\1‘ ROW =74 Total i:_




FIGURE 7-5
Typical Minor Collector Street Design Standard Criteria (Diagram shows 70° ROW, 2-lane configuration)
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FIGURE 7-6
Typical Local Street Design Standard Criteria (Diagram shows 50' ROW
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