TRAFFIC COMMISSION
City Hall—Council Chambers, 590 40th Ave NE
Tuesday, April 19, 2022
6:00 PM

AGENDA

ATTENDANCE INFORMATION FOR THE PUBLIC

Members of the public who wish to attend may do so in-person, by calling 1-312-626-6799 and
entering meeting ID 840 6139 3233 and passcode 788632 or by Zoom at
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/82840475149?pwd=dDZMQkY1RkIXTO9PS3hUZmEI1WHN6QT09. For
questions please call the Public Works Department at 763-706-3700.

CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL
GUEST SPEAKER
Sara lon, City Council Secretary / City Clerk

Sara is attending one meeting with each of the boards/commissions to present a brief refresher on
meeting attendance/open meeting laws for board/commission members.

CHAIRPERSON APPOINTMENT
APPROVE MINUTES
1.  ACCEPT MARCH 15, 2022 MINUTES

OLD BUSINESS
2. CONTINUE DISCUSSION ON TRAFFIC AND PEDESTRIAN SAFETY
REVIEW OTHER ITEMS DISCUSSED AT MEETINGS AND WORK SESSION

NEW BUSINESS
REPORTS
City Engineer
3. Central Avenue Traffic Signal Replacement and LRRB Studies
Police Chief
Commissioners

ADJOURNMENT

Auxiliary aids or other accommodations for individuals with disabilities are available upon request when the request is
made at least 72 hours in advance. Please contact Administration at 763-706-3610 to make arrangements.



https://us02web.zoom.us/j/82840475149?pwd=dDZMQkY1Rk1XT09PS3hUZmE1WHN6QT09

TRAFFIC COMMISSION item 1,

City Hall—Council Chambers, 590 40th Ave NE
Tuesday, March 15, 2022
6:00 PM

UNAPPROVED MINUTES

CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL
The meeting was called to order by Chairperson Schluender at 6:00 p.m.

Members present: Commissioners Ciesynski, Davis, Finkelson, Nekora, Schluender
Staff present: Kathy Young, Assistant City Engineer

Staff absent: Captain Markham, Police

Council Liaison: Connie Buesgens (for Amada Marquez Simula)

APPROVE MINUTES
Motioned by Davis, seconded by Ciesynski, to approve the minutes of February 15, 2022 as presented.
Motion passed unanimously.

OLD BUSINESS

CONTINUE DISCUSSION ON TRAFFIC AND PEDESTRIAN SAFETY

At the February meeting Commissioners agreed to continue the discussion on traffic and pedestrian safety.
Commissioner Finkelson has recommended two motions for consideration, the first being updating the
Traffic Commission page on the city website and the second to reduce the speed limit on city streets to 20
mph.

Finkelson would like to update the city website to make the process for traffic control requests clearer and
easier for residents. Some residents are unsure of how to submit a request and of the process that follows.
He would like the website to explain this in more detail. He would also like to add links to appropriate
resources that will provide requesters with other options for traffic calming measures besides stop signs.
Currently residents ask for a stop sign and it’s either approved or denied per the MUTCD guidelines.
Ciesynski feels the city’s website is difficult to navigate. Davis agrees with providing residents with better
access to information. It would be helpful if the website was more user-friendly.

Commissioners would like a link placed on the Traffic Commission webpage to the Report a Concern form
with an explanation that the resident will receive a response and instructions once the form is reviewed by
city staff. Commissioners would also like a list of all communication from residents, even if the items do not
make it to the agenda. They would like this information included in the agenda packet. They would like a
link to the Report a Concern form as well as links to the bicycle and city trails, maps, etc. placed on the Traffic
Commission webpage. They feel including more information on the Traffic Commission page will make it
easier for residents. Davis stated the sidewalk and trails map was last updated in 2011. Young thinks the
trails map was updated more recent than 2011 but the date wasn’t changed—she will check on it. The
bicycle map was updated in 2019. Young advised that staff can add the links to the Report a Concern form
and maps on the Traffic Commission webpage. However, commissioners should check what the City Council
is going to support before posting links to sections of the 2040 Comprehensive Plan. If there’s a traffic

calming option listed in the plan that the council is not going to support, it would be a disservice to residen )
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to present that option. Finkelson asked how they are supposed to know what the council is going to support.
Young advised she would leave those items as recommendations directed toward the City Council.
Schluender feels it would be useful to link to the 2040 Comprehensive Plan transportation section because
it’s already on the website.

Finkelson stated that when the Traffic Commission recommended changing the speed limit on Stinson Blvd
to the beach it was in the minutes but there was no follow up by the City Council. His understanding is that
recommendations from the Traffic Commission first go to the City Manager and then the City Manager
decides what is placed on the agenda. He feels this recommendation was pocket-vetoed by the City
Manager. Young advised that the City Council wants to have a broader discussion regarding the speed limit
and that this recommendation will then become part of that broader discussion.

Councilmember Buesgens explained that sometimes things take a long time. The council will be discussing
the Traffic Commission at the next work session. Commissioners cannot participate but they can email items
to councilmembers of things they want to see changed. She would like to see the Traffic Commission
transformed into a more multimodal commission and that will be up for discussion. She advised that
sometimes the City Manager will put items on her list if she knows a discussion is coming up down the road,
which sometimes may take years. This is usually due to staffing limitations, time constraints, etc. There are
many different reasons why an item may be addressed later. Things don’t always get done quickly. She
strongly suggests they all come to hear what the council has to say about the Traffic Commission. Davis
asked about the timeline for addressing the speed limits. Councilmember Buesgens is not sure. Young
advised the discussion she’s aware of is that they plan to address the speed limits when they discuss 37t
Ave and if Columbia Heights is interested in lowering the speed limit to 25 mph. The discussion will take
place later this year or early next year and then they will plan what to do citywide.

Davis suggested posting items on the website that the council supports within item c (the link to the MnDOT
best practices documents, Minnesota’s Best Practices for Pedestrian and Bicycle Safety) to assist residents
making requests. Young advised this may be part of a discussion with the City Council. Schluender feels
their recommendations are broad enough that they can follow up at the next meeting and see what’s
happening with the links on the website. There is enough detail in the minutes for people to see what’s
being discussed. The motion does not have to be specific as long as they can follow up at the next meeting.

Motioned by Finkelson to adopt Item (1) requesting the Traffic Commission page of the city website be
updated to make the request for traffic-related improvements process clearer for residents and provide links
to the Report a Concern form and appropriate resources. Seconded by Schluender. Motion passed
unanimously.

Finkelson feels we should reduce the speed limit in Columbia Heights citywide. His understanding is that
there are two options. You have either a blanket 25 mph limit, which is what St. Anthony did, or you can
implement a tiered limit where minor and residential streets are 20 mph and collectors are 25 mph. He
personally favors the 20 mph. He would like to register the Traffic Commission’s opinion regarding the speed
limits with the City Council. Per the minutes the council wants to be consistent with the speed limits and
the goal is to increase safety. The Traffic Commission heard from Ethan Fawley of Vision Zero that
Minneapolis has seen good results with their speed limit reduction. Finkelson would like to make a motion
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to recommend the City Council take a tiered approach of 20 mph on minor and residential streets and 25
mph on collector streets such as 37t Ave.

Davis opposes. He feels any road designed for truck traffic should stay at 30 mph. Because 37 Ave is the
main east-west route from Central Ave to I-35W he feels it’s important to keep it at 30 mph. He would
support residential roads being at 25 mph but there are certain roads that should remain at 30 mph. These
are roads that have a yellow centerline. Some of these are county roads so the speed limit may not change
anyway. You do want to encourage the use of certain roads and avoid others. Some speed limits should
remain at 30 mph to prevent heavy traffic in residential areas. There needs to be a balance and speed limits
should be considered reasonable by most people. He would prefer more discussion before passing a motion.

Schluender feels one benefit of lowering the speed limit is that it sets a baseline expectation for the
neighborhood roads. These are expectations where residents are not expecting through traffic. There
should be justification for major roads versus residential roads. He agrees this needs additional discussion.
A lower speed limit long-term is beneficial because it helps with redesigning the streets. You do not want a
speed limit of 20 mph on 40™ Ave with four lanes and parking. Staff should compare St. Anthony and
Minneapolis speed limit changes to see how they’re working. He would like to see more information.

Davis asked if 30 mph is a choice with the tiered approach. Finkelson will need to check. There are still a
couple of city roads in Minneapolis that have a higher speed limit than 20 mph so there are exceptions. The
real restriction is that you can’t make every city road 20 mph but you can always increase the limit. Nekora
agrees with contacting St Anthony and Minneapolis. Davis would like to table this for discussion.

Motioned by Davis to table reducing the speed limit on city streets until the next meeting. Seconded by
Schluender. Motion passed unanimously.

REVIEW OTHER ITEMS DISCUSSED AT FEBRUARY MEETING

A representative from MnDOT will attending the City Council Work Session on April 4" via Zoom. MnDOT
will be updating the council on the PEL Study (Planning and Environmental Linkage) for TH 47 and TH 65.
Opportunities for comment are provided on the MnDOT website:
https://www.dot.state.mn.us/metro/projects/hwy47andhwy65study/index.html

Comprehensive Plan: Review and analyze high traffic crash locations on a biannual basis.

The 2040 Comprehensive plan talks about analyzing high traffic crash locations. Staff has not done a
formal review on TH 47 and TH 65, but MnDOT does inform us of the locations they’re concerned about.
There are opportunities for residents to approach staff and council about areas of concern. These are:

=  Email and phone

=  Traffic Commission

= Listening sessions with council and staff

=  Annual city picnic

=  Annual Public Improvement Hearings

Davis asked if there will be more traffic signal replacement along Central and University Avenues within the
next year or two. Young will need get back to him. There are four signals that will be painted, so those will
not be replaced. Minneapolis wants to replace one signal on 37t Ave as part of the 37™ Ave project.



https://www.dot.state.mn.us/metro/projects/hwy47andhwy65study/index.html
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Finkelson asked about the listening sessions with council and staff. Buesgens advised these took place when
they held the city expos, these were held on a Saturday. He also asked about the annual improvement
hearings. Young explained that the majority of street projects are assessed, so as part of that process staff
will host at least two informal meetings with the affected residents. Residents then can bring up both
construction issues and issues they’ve seen on their street.

NEW BUSINESS
None

REPORTS

City Engineer

37TH AVENUE CONSTRUCTION

At the last meeting the 37™ Ave plans were part of the discussion so the City Engineer included these at
this meeting for commissioners to go over.

Davis stated there have been a few changes since the last review and asked where this input came from.
The first change he noted is that there are quite a few crosswalk islands. Young advised those were
generated by Minneapolis. Davis understands Polk St but is questioning the others. Young explained these
were part of the agreement to move forward with the project.

Parking will be limited on 37™ Ave, buses will stop in the traffic lane which is a safety request by the transit
company.

Davis stated that on the north side of 37" west of Buchanan St. there is a row of houses that face 37" Ave.
Can a second parking bay put into that section? Young explained parking bays were reviewed based on the
driveway lengths and this would have had to have been brought up during the open houses with staff. Davis
feels residents were unaware of the open houses as many are rental properties. He would like to see the
parking reconsidered.

Davis is also concerned about the pedestrian bays because of what he saw on in Minneapolis on Johnson St,
where the road curves throughout, especially with truck traffic having to meander through. He feels this is
problematic, especially because it’s a narrower road with no parking which leaves nowhere to go. Starting
at Central Ave there’s a tiny jog that goes in between there and Polk St. Can the median be kept a little
wider so it’s not going in and out—it gets wide, then narrow, then wide, etc. Young stated that when driving
it will seem fairly straight. Davis did not find that when driving on Johnson St and he does not want to see
the same thing on 37™ Ave. He would like a more detailed map.

Davis asked the width of 37™ Ave on the west side of Central where the parking was removed to add the
trail and if the east side will be the same width or will it be narrower? Young will need to check the distance
between the curb and centerline stripe on the east side compared to the west side. She advised for the
most partit’s 13’, an 11’ lane and 2’ curb reaction. Davis would like her to let him know that west of Central
will be designed the same as east of Central to make sure the lanes are both the same width.

Finkelson likes the pedestrian islands. Currently 37t" Ave is difficult to cross. He likes the way it weaves a
little because this will slow people down and the pedestrian islands will make it safer to cross. Young advised
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part of that was at the request of Minneapolis. Because the bike trail is on the north side they want their
residents to be able cross from the south side to the north side.

Davis stated there are some pedestrian areas that are rather close. Polk St to Central Ave in particular and
between Johnson St and Buchanan St. Young advised the medians will not be removed. Davis does not
want them removed but he feels the geometry is wrong. He would like to see these areas stay wide rather
than narrow and then widen so it’s not so extreme for truck traffic. It would make more sense to keep these
wider through those sections. He would like more width to deal with the traffic. Young advised that other
than at Central Ave, the lanes going in both directions are essentially 13’ feet wide, an 11’ lane with 2’
reaction before you get to the vertical part of the curb. Davis stated with snow it’s essentially 11’.

He also asked if the chokepoint at Hayes St could be created so there’s not such a significant jog between
the north and south side of Hayes St. The boulevard on the south side could be wider on the left instead of
the right so there’s less of a jog between the north and south side. Cross traffic now must veer at more of
a diagonal.

Davis questioned Hart Blvd becoming narrower when traffic already is coming in at an angle at that spot.
Young explained this definitely will force vehicles into one lane in each direction, but this makes it much
safer for pedestrians to cross the street. It was done this way to try to square it up so it’s at more of a 90
degree angle with 37t Ave.

Finkelson asked about Anoka County doing work on 40™" Ave. Young advised they’ve applied for a couple of
grants and so far, have been unsuccessful. The work will not be done without grant money because of the
costs. She provided the costs we have to date for 37™ Ave to give commissioners an idea of the financial
impact for this type of construction. Originally the project started at $11 million but as the design progressed
the cost increased. They are looking for more funding sources. For example, they plan to approach the
Mississippi Watershed Organization for the green infrastructure such as the stormwater type projects. New
signals have been added at both Central Ave and Johnson St as part of the project.

Davis asked if there will be a change of configuration with the new signals. At one point he had suggested a
change to the signals at 37t and Central Aves. He had suggested a green arrow for the westbound dedicated
right turn lane onto northbound Central Ave. The lane is signed no turn on red. The green arrow for
southbound traffic on Central Ave turning left (eastbound) onto 37t Ave follows the green light for the right
turn lane onto northbound Central Ave and westbound traffic on 37t Ave. Davis had suggested having the
green arrow for the dedicated right turn lane onto northbound Central Ave and the left turn signal for
southbound Central Ave turning east on 37 Ave cycle at the same time. He feels this would allow a lot
more traffic to go through and alleviate backups in the dedicated right turn lane during rush hour. There
would still be the protection that no turn on red provides but it would allow more traffic to flow.

Councilmember Buesgens stated she was liaison on the Traffic Commission several years ago and she has
seen a change in the commission since then. This commission is taking more initiative and more interest in
being involved. She will bring this up to the city manager, council, and staff. Hopefully the council will allow
the Traffic Commission to be more self-initiating and find a more formal way for them to bring items to the
council. She strongly recommends zooming in or attending the April 4™ work session at 7:00 pm. They meet
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at the Public Safety building in the downstairs training room. She strongly recommends if anyone has ideas
or suggestions about transforming this commission to send them to the council.

Police Chief
None

Commissioners
None

ADJOURNMENT

Motioned by Davis, seconded by Schluender to adjourn the meeting at 7:29 p.m. Motion passed
unanimously.
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COLUMBIA TRAFFIC COMMISSION

_HEIGHTS_ AGENDA SECTION OLD BUSINESS
REPISCOVER THE HEIGHTS MEETING DATE APRIL 19, 2022
ITEM: Continue Discussion on Traffic and Pedestrian Safety
DEPARTMENT: Public Works BY/DATE: Kathy Young/April 13, 2022

BACKGROUND: At the February meeting commissioners agreed to continue the discussion on traffic and
pedestrian safety at the March 15" meeting. At the March 15" meeting a motion was passed requesting the
Traffic Commission page of the city website be updated to make the process for traffic-related improvement
requests clearer and provide links to the Report a Concern form and appropriate resources. Another motion
to table reducing the speed limit on city streets until the next meeting was also passed. Below are the items
for continued discussion.

A.  Website update: Items 1.a. and 1.b. are included in the attached draft for website update for your
review and comment.

The Columbia Heights Traffic Commission recommends the Columbia Heights City Council take the
following actions:

1. Update the Traffic Commission page of the city website to make the request process clearer. The
Traffic Commission page should include the following:

a. Make it clear that residents can ask the Traffic Commission to consider requests for traffic-
related improvements.

b.  Provide instructions for making a Traffic Commission request and describe the process and
next steps, perhaps create a web form for making requests.

c. Alink tothe MnDOT best practices documents, Minnesota’s Best Practices for Pedestrian and
Bicycle Safety to assist residents making requests
https://www.dot.state.mn.us/stateaid/trafficsafety/reference/best-practices-ped-bike-
safety.pdf

d. The pedestrian crossings and safety improvements listed in the Columbia Heights 2040
Comprehensive Plan (6-141) to assist residents making requests.

B: Traffic speed discussion: This discussion was tabled at the March meeting.
Below are other items discussed at meetings and the work session.

Minutes of the work session of April 4™ are not yet available. Items of past interest are listed below, however,
commissioners may want to delay this discussion to a future meeting.

A. Stop Sign Policy

Is the Commission interested in proceeding with a city-wide stop sign policy for 4-way
intersections, assigning traffic control in either north/south or east/west directions at each

intersection? The stop sign map with uncontrolled intersections marked is attached for



https://www.dot.state.mn.us/stateaid/trafficsafety/reference/best-practices-ped-bike-safety.pdf
https://www.dot.state.mn.us/stateaid/trafficsafety/reference/best-practices-ped-bike-safety.pdf
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reference. If interested, staff will review traffic control at each 4-way intersection and prepare a
draft policy for Traffic Commission review.

B. MnDOT PEL Demonstration Projects
The temporary PEL demonstration projects for improved pedestrian safety are scheduled to be
installed this summer. Opportunities for public comment will be available after the

demonstration projects are in place.

C. Other items

RECOMMENDED MOTION(S):

MOTION: None

ATTACHMENT(S): Draft Website Update
Stop Sign Map
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TRAFFIC COMMISSION

OVERVIEW
This commission studies and investigates all matters relating to the regulation of traffic within the city on its own initiative or as referred to the
commission by the City Council. The Columbia Heights Traffic Commission is made up of five citizens appointed by the City Council. The City

Engineer and the Chief of Police serve as ex-officio members of this commission.

INSERT:
Property owners and residents can request the Traffic Commission review pedestrian, bicycle, and other traffic matters.
Please use Report a Concern form (LINK) or email the staff contact listed below. Engineering or Police Department staff will

contact you to decide the next step.

MAPS

The following City Maps are available:
Sidewalks and Trails (LINK)

Recommended Bike Route Network (LINK)
Street and Address (LINK)

MEETINGS
s Gpm
« Third Tuesday of the month, unless otherwise noted

« Meetings are held in the Council Chambers at City Hall

AGENDAS, PACKETS, & MINUTES

Agendas and Packets are available prior to the meetings and can be found here. Minutes are also available following approval.

TRAFFIC COMMISSION MEMBERS
« Joe Schluender, Chairperson
« Allen Ciesynski, Commission Member
o Adarm Davis, Commission Member
s Jared Finkelson, Commission Member
« Stacy Nekora, Commission Member

« Amada Marquez Simula, Council Liaison

STAFF CONTACT
Assistant City Engineer Kathy Young (7463) 706-3704 | Email

®
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Item 3.

-HEIGHTS - AGENDA SECTION | CITY ENGINEER REPORT
REPISCOVER THE HEIGHTS MEETING DATE APRIL 19, 2022

ITEM:

Central Avenue Traffic Signal Replacement and LRRB Studies

DEPARTMENT: Public Works BY/DATE: Kathy Young/April 13, 2022

Below are informational items from the City Engineer.

TH 65 Traffic Signal Replacement

The following traffic signals are scheduled for painting and will not be replaced with the next 10 years:

44t Avenue 49t Avenue
45t Avenue 52" Avenue
47t Avenue

Staff anticipates only 40" Avenue will be replaced within the next 10 years.

LRRB Studies Underway

Studies of the following topics are currently underway by the Local Road Research Board (LRRB). The Local

Road Research Board is supported by Minnesota Cities participating in the Municipal State Aid Street system.

Topics are suggested and voted on by member cities.

These studies address many of the items being discussed by the commission. A summary for each study is
attached. These began in 2020 or 2021. | anticipate reports will be available in 2023 or 2024.

e Guidelines for Safer Pedestrian Crossings: Understanding the Factors that Positively Influence Vehicle
Yielding to Pedestrians at Unsignalized Intersections (Started 2020)

e Impact of Speed Limit Changes on Urban Streets (Started 2020)

e Guidelines for Determining Speed Limits on Municipal Roadways (Started 2021)

e Best Practice Guidelines for Intelligent (Active) Warning Devices (Started 2021)

e Designing and Implementing Maintainable Pedestrian Safety Countermeasures (Started 2021)

ATTACHMENT(S): Guidelines for Safer Pedestrian Crossings

Impact of Speed Limit Changes

Guidelines for Determining Speed Limits on Municipal Roadways (Started 2021)
Best Practice Guidelines for Intelligent Warning Devices

Designing and Implementing Maintainable Pedestrian Safety Countermeasures
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LRRB

Search Projects

Browse by:
Year
Category.
Researcher(s)

Technical Liaison(s)

GUIDELINES FOR SAFER PEDESTRIAN
CROSSINGS: UNDERSTANDING THE FACTORS
THAT POSITIVELY INFLUENCE VEHICLE YIELDING
TO PEDESTRIANS AT UNSIGNALIZED
INTERSECTIONS

Status: Active
Project Start Date: 07/22/2020

Summary:

Stopping sight distance and a driver's ability to perceive a pedestrian are negatively
impacted by the speed of the vehicle. The study will examine driver compliance with
Minnesota crosswalk laws when traveling at various speeds on roadways with varying
road designs and/or types of treatments. Road design components could include number
of lanes, turn lanes, channelized turn lanes, medians, or curb extensions. Treatments
could include marked crosswalks, signs, advanced stop lines, Rectangular Rapid Flash
Beacons, or Pedestrian Hybrid Beacons.

Item 3.
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LRRB

Search Projects

Browse by:
Year
Category.
Researcher(s)

Technical Liaison(s)

IMPACT OF SPEED LIMIT CHANGES ON URBAN
STREETS

Status: Active
Project Start Date: 07/22/2020

Summary:

A change in state law allows Minnesota cities to establish speed limits without conducting
an engineering or traffic investigation. Researchers will evaluate the impact of new speed
limits on driver behavior in locations where they have been enacted and develop
guidance for cities and counties on when speed limit changes are likely to achieve their
desired effect.

Item 3.
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LRRB

Search Projects

Browse by:
Year
Category.
Researcher(s)

Technical Liaison(s)

GUIDELINES FOR DETERMINING SPEED LIMITS
ON MUNICIPAL ROADWAYS

Status: Active
Project Start Date: 03/30/2021

Summary:

State law changed in 2019 to allow municipalities to set their own speed limits for city-
owned roads. The standard speed limit for Minnesota city streets was previously 30 miles
per hour. Agencies need a documented process that can be followed to conduct their
own study prior to requesting an official speed zone study from MnDOT. MnDOT State
Aid is facilitating a statewide conversation to develop a unified, system-wide approach for
setting speed limits. This project will assist that effort by creating a quick reference guide
for setting speeds on local roads and answering some questions related to the changes
in state law. Another LRRB study, Impact of Speed Limit Changes on Urban Streets, is
evaluating the impact of new speed limits on driver behavior in locations where they have
been enacted and developing guidance for cities and counties on when speed limit
changes are likely to achieve their desired effect.

Item 3.
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LRRB

Search Projects

Browse by:
Year
Category.
Researcher(s)

Technical Liaison(s)

BEST PRACTICE GUIDELINES FOR INTELLIGENT
(ACTIVE) WARNING DEVICES

Status: Active
Project Start Date: 04/05/2021

Summary:

Local agencies receive requests for various intelligent safety technologies (active warning
devices) like Rectangular Rapid Flash Beacon (RRFB), Speed Radar Signs, LED Stop
Signs, etc. With these devices being relatively new, agencies are looking for guidance on
whether they are effective, when and where to install, what protocols/guidance are
available, what are other agencies experiences, etc. Deliverables anticipated for this
project include: « A reference guide that addresses the issues/questions listed above for
each of the various intelligent warning devices, which could be a combination of a quick
reference guide/matrix and a one-page fact sheet for each device that could be used to
help respond to residents and others who ask for these tools. « A matrix for engineers to
use in making decisions on where to install.

Item 3.
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LRRB

Search Projects

Browse by:
Year
Category.
Researcher(s)

Technical Liaison(s)

DESIGNING AND IMPLEMENTING MAINTAINABLE
PEDESTRIAN SAFETY COUNTERMEASURES

Status: Active
Project Start Date: 06/04/2021

Summary:

In Minnesota, one challenge with installing safety countermeasures for people walking
and ensuring year-round access to pedestrian infrastructure is winter maintenance.
Specific pedestrian safety and accessibility treatments introduce real and perceived
challenges to traditional snow removal operations and winter maintenance plans.
Snowplows may have difficulty removing snow from around curb extensions, median
refuge islands, speed humps, and narrower lanes. Furthermore, roadway snow removal
often blocks curb ramps or even results in piles of snow atop curb-tight sidewalks. These
issues negatively affect pedestrian mobility and accessibility in winter and complicate
efforts to install such safety treatments. This project seeks to identify best practices for
designing and implementing pedestrian safety countermeasures that ensure year-round
maintainability.

Item 3.
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