Neighborhood Traffic Management
Plan
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Context within the City’s Process

Figure 1 - Traffic Calming Process

Plan Initiation Plan Development Plan Support Plan Implementation | O (] ay
Citizen Request: A Noticing to Neighborhood | Distriburte Neighborhood Survey® |
Sla_lir_lg pemened problem and affected area  [ooremeneee 1 regarding intent to develop a plan {one per address)
(official request via formal letier). i - Recidents City Council
i ¢ i i - Muiti-unit dwelings Intent to Approve and e
’ i MNeighborhood Mesting: - Business owners Allocate Funds 1
Resident Survey: ! - Owerview of process - i
City sends survey to diectly aflected residents of problem arsa. i - Review of issues Return fo Plan
Mo |Minimum response = 10 returned surveys in suppor of City action i - Set goals g . Development, step D,
: - Neighborhwood traffic management tuional L and modify plan {once).
d : - Review traffic data B Yes
Yea iy Fequest fram an instistion lschod, church, - ldentify cifizen committee paricipants Required Neighborhood Support:
ein ) goempt from sy mquismernt. 1o form MNeighborhood Traffic Commities (NTC) (Etudy a=a) Environmental Review, Deaign, and Notification: B.2
2 3 - Budgel for plan s Fre T - Perlorm environmental eview (if necessary}
Iritiste Focused Action, such) C.2 A'"P;\':';T Ha;p??}e% m - Prepare enginesring drawings
as enforce ment, education, A e - Ird:-Hrjr_n pulblic and gﬂmd agencies of
maintenance, monitoring, T pending construction !
traffic operations, etc. Diata Rewiew : = Educ_ale USErs o proper Maneuvering af
City staff and NTC review data and formulate pending devices
ideaE to address problems. +
C
¢ Determine General Public Support: Funding: e
i Fﬂﬂ'_fiﬂf;rd place adﬁn‘;‘m phone "U"Fh_ﬁ'f el Determination and collection of resident contribution, if
5 \ - email io ot opinions of motorists not living within project exceeds City allocation.
Tratlic: Caltaing b’ l'::" _Da;;!_oprmm iy MAE i neighborhood (not receiving I'E'IghbD"hDOd survey).
Define Study Area iy o I T i s cooring ) For information only, no threshaolds, +
etrest type, subject to davice =hgiility guidelines
* (with siaff guidance). Inifal plan to indude iess el c _ o
intrusive devices only. et )
Callect Traffic Data on Identified Streets: | © Defermine appraximate cost of plan and meident| 3 Tesmiplony 1l i f it
- Traffic Speeds contribution {amaount excesding Gity allocation). | £ +
- Traffic Volumes E X % 3 D E
- Theee Year Collision Histary ‘ ¢ Dlscusg Surv\_eq Results with Omrlnmeel: Monitoring:
E2 Staff tallies neighborhood and affected parties o A i
+ Afiectad Agency Input: = responses fgeneral public support noled separately). Staff collects data 3-6 manths after implementation.
E Solicitinput from local service providers (FD, 3
Evaluate Identified Streets (see Priority Rating Sheet): PD, transit agencies, school district, Waste E
Statf will review and prictitize all requests annually. Managzment) and adjacant cities. 5
Reviss plan as approprige. r
+ £ City Staff
G & 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
./_ e Hé'mm o Plan "\'(‘._2
Development and
Leave Plan As-ls medify plan {oncs),
}‘71 -12 maonths depanding on timing of mquest ..]... 3-4 months: ,.|... 1-2 man including poiential
remaval of devioes_‘".'
1. Surveys sant o 2il B0 E5E8 ON Saal{s) identlied Dy requeast BNd S18M. A rasponsa is sant 1o every cilizan Wno Mads 3 requast iNorming them of the courss of action. 3.5 manthe bo imolement
2. Study ema ko inciude all steets ihal may experience a significant change in iraffic due i = atment and will generally be bounded by arlerials, ireewsys, e 0graphic lalum s, eic. . i '";’ o
3. Survays distrioued within siudy ares. Mulil-uni dwellings’ msponss does Nol count ioward the MINIMUM r@sponsa ree. Surveys include three questions: (2} Wouid you suppord the proposed plan? I MR R S

{1} WioLid you opposa a treffic calming device BORCEN 10 your propary? (o) W ould you suppor funding, if &ny, of the requasied neighbormnood pen?
4. Temporery devices ame consinucied & stalf discration based on previous expariance. Temporary devicas can De comweried bo parmanant devices afer 4-6 monins of accaptable parlommanca.
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0od “E” Survey Results

- _
of Survey Properties: 304

| ber of Survey Responses: 155
Jotal Number of Survey in Approval: 131

. esponse Rate: 50.99%

All Responses/Total Properties
(155/304)

Approval Rate: 84.52%

Total Yes/All Responses
(131/155)




ommended Action
—

1. Approve thood “E” Traffic Management Plan and direct staff

to proceed with'the design and construction of traffic calming devices
as indicated on the Neighborhood “E” Traffic Management Plan.




