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Pros & Cons

+ No cost
- No improvements for
pedestrians or bicycles

Other?

+ More pedestrian space
+ Traffic-calming effect
+ Better tree conditions
- Some parking lost

- Narrower travel lanes

Other?

+ Traffic-calming effect

+ Balanced use of street

+ More civic interaction

- Potential confusion with
right-of-way

- Some parking lost

- Motorists may divert route

Other?

5 Union Street Corridor Study oy

+ More pedestrian space
+ Maintains lane widths

- No parking

- Reduced buffer between
sidewalk and travel lane

- May encourage speeding

Other?
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