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U.S. Round Trip Commute Times

(Aug 2007)
m 16 % < 30 minutes
m 28% 30 - 60 minutes
m 36% 60 - 90 minutes
m 17% 90 minutes to 2 hts
m 9% 2 hours or more
m 3% No answer
m Mean (w/0) 45.6 mins.
m Mean (w/o 0) 48.1 mins.
m Median (w/ 0) 30 mins.

Source: Gallup.com



Public Land Survey System

m Township: 6 miles x 6 miles
m Section: 1 mile x 1 mile
m School: placed 1n Section 16 (middle of Twp)

m Arterial roads: placed on section lines and
generally reserved for automobile traffic

m Max dist to town square is 6 miles = 90 min. on
foot (4 mph), 30 on bike (12 mph), 15 by car (25
mph).
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Poor Parmeability

=meqgeonal Shopping Cantne
High Streal Shapping

S Rl

Rasidandia

iCar Parking Area

Major Road

Good Permeaability Secondary Road




Old vs. New Thinking

m Right of Way: Road = Public

B Roads: Vehicles = All Users

m Congestion: Widen road = Alt route / mode
m Connectivity =2 Cul-de-sac = Connectivity
m Single Use = Multi-use = Form based

m High Level of Service = High Quality of Life

m Destinations = Places



estination

Source: enspirepllc.com



Source: Project for Public Spaces



What’s the difference?

m[ . ivable Streets
B Context Sensitive Solutions

mComplete Streets



Livable Streets Alliance

m Boston based alliance

m Focuses on a transportation system that
balances transit, walking, and biking with
automobiles.

m [t promotes safe, convenient, and affordable
transportation for all users in the urban area and
believes. Streets that are enjoyable to use will
better support neighborhoods and business
districts



Livable Streets Initiative

m Web based community

m Believes people make a city great and that too much
of a city’s precious, limited public space (its streets)
are dedicated to motor vehicles rather than people.

m Works to redesign our communities around public
transportation and walkable, bikeable streets,
transforming parking lots into public plazas, busy
intersections into town squares, and congested
highways into bike paths and taking back our cities,
one street at a time.



Context Sensitive Solutions

m Context sensitive solutions (CSS) is a collaborative,
interdisciplinary approach that involves all
stakeholders 1n providing a transportation facility
that fits its setting. It 1s an approach that leads to
preserving and enhancing scenic, aesthetic, historic,
community, and environmental resources, while
improving or maintaining safety, mobility, and
infrastructure conditions.

—Results of Joint AASHTO/FHWA Context Sensitive Solutions Strategic
Planning Process Summary Report, March 2007



CSS continued

m Calls on transportation professionals to
consider the needs of all road users--motor-
vehicles, transit, as well as pedestrians and
cyclists. Consideration ot pedestrians,
bicyclists, and transit requires special design
features and elements be incorporated into

the design of the facility.



CSS Core Principles

Apply to transportation processes, outcomes, and
decision-making.

Strive towards a shared stakeholder vision to provide a
basis for decisions.

Demonstrate a comprehensive understanding of
contexts.

Foster continuing communication and collaboration to
achieve consensus.

Exercise flexibility and creativity to shape effective
transportation solutions, while preserving and
enhancing community and natural environments.



Complete Streets

m Complete streets are designed and
operated to enable safe access for all
users. Pedestrians, bicyclists, motorists and
transit riders of all ages and abilities must
be able to safely move along and across a
complete street.



Comparison

m [ivable Streets— Balanced system focusing on
transit and use of right of way as public space

m CSS — Process to balance the needs of all road
users and make sure facilities fit into the
surrounding land use & environment

m Complete Streets — Safe access for all users
regardless of mode, age or ability



Complete Streets Elements

m Cyclists — bike lanes, wide outside lanes or shared use

paths

m Pedestrians — sidewalks with buftfer strip, curb ramps,
refuge islands, enhanced crossings

m Transit — bus pads, benches, shelters, pull outs, transit
priofity
m Travel lanes — 11° or even 10’ lanes, 3 lanes vs. 4 lanes.

m Interchanges — high speed free movements are
eliminated.



“This is the end of favoring motorized transportation at
the expense of non-motorized.” —Ray LaHood 3/15/10

Key recommendations for state DOTs and communities:

m Treat walking and bicycling as equals with other
transportation modes.

m Hnsure convenient access for people of all ages and
abilities.

Go beyond minimum design standards.

Collect data on walking and biking trips.

Set a mode share target for walking and bicycling.

Protect sidewalks and shared-use paths the same way
roadways are protected (for example, snow removal)

m Improve non-motorized facilities during maintenance
projects.



November ’09 Election

Support the
candidates

who support ’ ,
Complete %
Streets!




November ’09 Election

Save Our Complete
Streets!

15 Supporter,

1E PEOPLE

Please support the candidates who
support Complete Streets

Mayor Virg Bermnero

At-Large Councilmember Kathie Dunbar
2nd Ward Council Candidate Tina Houghton
4th Ward Council Candidate Jessica Yorko

REMEMBER TO VOTE NOVEMBER 3!



http://www.lansingmi.gov/mayor/index.jsp

Lansing Non-Motorized Plan

m Plan being prepared by consultant team (JJR,
[SL., LAP and Greenway Collaborative)
m JJR/LSL - City’s Master Plan consultant
m LAP - City Parks & Recreation Master Plan

consultant. Completed plans for surrounding
jurisdictions

m Greenway Collaborative - Recently prepared East
[Lansing’s non-motorized plan



Other Planning Efforts

m City Master Plan

m Greening Mid-Michigan

m Heart of Michigan Trails

m [Land Use and Health

m TCRPC 2030 Transportation Master Plan
m Parks & Recreation Master Plan

B Stormwater Ordinance Revisions



Plan Elements

m Off Road Facilities (River Trail)

m Bike [Lanes

m Signed Bike Routes

m Crossing Improvements

m Shared Lanes

m Widened Sidewalks

m Bike Boulevards & Tratfic Calming



Draft Non-Motorized Plan
Presented March 18, 2010

Plan Section - SW area of Lansing



Next Steps

m Begin prioritizing 2011-2015 projects
m Finalize and adopt Non-Motorized Plan
m 2010 Projects

m Reconstruct/reconfigure 2 miles of low volume, 4
lane arterials as 3 lane roadway with bike lanes

® Begin design of shared use pathway on 1.75 mile
stretch of high volume 4 lane arterial

m Widen existing 3 lane roadway to create bike lanes
for entire project limits



Engineering Challenges

m Roads infrastructure can last up to 50 years
before needing to be replaced

m | evel of Service and air quality standards

m Additional width for non-motorized elements
may not be available

m High cost to change current infrastructure

m [ack of resident support?



Cost of Non-Motorized

Improvements
Facility / Project Type Cost
4 to 3 lane conversion (w/ mill & resutrface) $4k — §8k per mile

(could include bike lanes)

4 to 3 lane conversion (w/o road work) $20,000 per mile
Oftf-road two-way path (10°) (Trail) $340,000 per mile
On-road bike lane (5’ x 2 directions) $550,000 per mile

(Cost for additional pavement, striping, and signs)

Sidewalk installation $185,000 per mile/side



Opportunties

m FEnact Complete Streets ordinance

m Target use of 1% MTF funds for projects in
areas w/ public support

m Cooperate with public health agencies

m Use grants and other targeted funds (safety,
enhancement, CMAQ, CDBG, ARRA)

m Convert roads with excess capacity (road diets)



See Click Fix

m Internet reporting tools which uses Google

Maps.

m Allows anyone to report and track non-
emergency issues via the internet

m Alert is sent to anyone that has created a watch
area to follow issues.

m Professional version adds filtering and reporting
capabilities



See Click Fix
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Thank You

Questionsr?
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