Neighborhooed Traffic Management
Plans
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Figure 1 - Traffic Calming Process

Plan Initiation Plan Developmemnt Plan Support Plan Implementation TO d ay
Citizen Request: A Noticing to Neighborhood | Distribute Neighborhood Suriey® |
P Stating perceived problem and afiscted area  [rom e 4 regarding inent to develop a plan {one per address)
(official request via formal letier). ! _ Residents City Council
¢ i 8 - Whulti-unit dwellings Intent to Approve and o
g i Meighborhood Meeting: - Business ownars Allocate Funds 1 -
Resident Survey! ; - Owerview of process .
City sends survey to directly aflected residents of problem arsa. i - Reviaw of issues Return o Plan
Mo |Minimum regponse = 10 returned surveys in support of City action i - Set goals . 3 Development, step D,
: - Neighborhwod traffic management tuional L and modify plan {once).
Ln ; - Review traffic data B Yes
Yes - Request fram an irstivtion tschool, drurch - ldentify cifizen commities paricipants Required Neighborhood Support:
oin ) gomempt from sy mquismeet. 1o form Neighborhood Traffic Commitiee (NTC) (Etudy a=a) Environmental Review, Deaign, and Notification: B2
~ - Budgel for plan Mini he - - Perform emvirenmental eview (if necessary)
Initizte Focused Action, such) C.2 A'"P;:;T Ha;p??}e% - - Prepare enginesring drawings
as enforoe ment, education, PP - Ird:-rr_n public and gﬂeced agencies of
maintenance, monitoring, ] C pending construction )
trafiic operations, etc. Diata Rewiew : - Educ_ale USErS On proper Maneuvering af
City staff and NTC review data and formulate pending devices
ideaE to address problemas. +
¢ Determine General Public Support: Funding: c
o F“‘_r‘g";rdtplan? adﬁn‘;‘ rli;phqr; ”“l'"th'_E" a"fj"j's’ Determination and collection of resident contribution, if
. emai ot opinions of modorists not living within joct exceads City allocation.
Traffic Caming s I':;‘WD‘? m"‘"i‘::‘;“l‘r:; ';Ifes sccordng o neighiborhoad (nol receiving neighbarhacd survey). e fy @llocshen
" 4 -
me Study Area sireet fype, subject to device elighility guidelines For information arly, no treshalds. v
# (with staff guidance). Inifal plan to indude (55 e . D
irtrusive devicas only. _ Consiruction: et
Callect Traffic Data on Identified Streets: | © Determine appraximate cost of plan and meident| 3 Temparary or pamanent devi
- Traffic Speeds contribution {amaount excesding Gity allocation). ; +
- Traffic Volumes = | ~ ) E
- Theee Year Collision Histary ¢ = DISCI.IS-G.. 5urv\_egr Results with ODII'I“IIIEE.: Monitoring:
E 8 Staff tallies neighborhood and affected parties a . X
+ Affectad Agency Input: = responses [general public support noled separately). Staff collects data 3-6 monthe after implementation.
Solicitinput from local service providers (FD, 3
Evaluate Identified Streets (see Priority Rating Sheet): PD, transit agencies, school district, Waste E
Staif will review and prioritize all requests annually. Managsment) and adjacent cities. 5
Reviss plan as approprige. r-4
* City Staff
& and Committes
Staff identifies number of areas that can be treated in Meighborhood Meeting: F Determine Mext Step Based
given year based upon budget and staff resources. - Review draft plan on Community
- Gather final input Feedback
- Educate residents on survey process
- Refine plan as appropriaie
./_ G Return fo Plan G.2
Development and
._J_.. Leave Plan As-ls medify plan {once],
}‘71 -12 maonihs depanding on timing of mquest 3-4 months: - 1-2 monfh including poieniial
|—-l removal of devices.

1. Sumvays sant 1o all edom E5a8 On sinaal{s) ideniliad Dy requast and s1aM. A rasponsa is sant o avary cilizen who made a mquast informing them of the course of action.

apa

[0} WoLld you oppose a traflic calming device SUjaE Nt 10 your proparty?  (c) W ould you support funding, if &ny, of the requasted neighoorhood plan?

Study & a 10 include all steats that may experience a significant change in {ralfic dua % e atmant and will generally be bounded by arkerials, freaways, geographic alues, eic.
. Surveys distriouled within study aree. Mulit-unit dwsllings' esponse does not count ioward the minimum response rele. Surveys include thnea questions: (2} Would you support the proposed plan?

. Temporary devices ane consirucied &l siall discration basad on previous expariance. Temparary devicas can ba corveried to parmenent devices afer 4-8 monins of eccapiable parlomance.

¢ & manins bo implemant
end 3- months to manitor
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SINEIghborhood “C”
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*Please note that we received quite a few requests pertaining to
installing a STOP sign on Euclid Street between Capella Avenue and
Stevens Avenue. STOP signs are outside of the scope of the traffic
calming program and so we will be studying this separately
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NETFIoIMeed “C” Survey Results

JuiciINUMBERGISurvey Properties: 403
IeicifNUmBER L SUVey Responses: 203
letal NUmMEr eirSurvey in Approval: 153

Respoense Rate: 50.4%

AllBRESponses/Total Properties
203/403)

ﬁ\r proval Rate: 75.4%

Total Yes/All Responses
(153/203)



NETEReeed “A” Survey Results

JuiciINUMIBERGISUrvey Properties: 117
JociSNUmberR el Suvey Responses: 61
jetal NUmer offSurvey In Approval: 52

Respoense Rate: 52.1%

AllBRESponses/Total Properties
(61/117)

ﬁ&r oroval Rate: 85.2%

Total Yes/All Responses
(52/61)



RECOmmended Action

IAPPIEOVENNEIGhEIMeeEC Inaiiic Management Plan and direct staff
LONIIECEEURVItIRHENCESTgfandiconstruction of traffic calming devices
asyeicatediontherNeighbomeedC" Traffic Management Plan.

. AppreverNeignbomoed A" '@ﬁ > Management Plan and direct staff
l0/ prececdniimRiiierdesignrand construction of traffic calming devices
as indicatedienrtherNeighborhoeod “A” Traffic Management Plan.
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