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City of Menlo Park
Willows Area-Wide Traffic Study

Community Meeting #3

November 18, 2010
7:007 9:00 p.m.



Welcome!
Meeting Agenda
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A 7:00i 7:45 Open House
A 7:457 8:00 Project Development

A 8:007 9:00 Walk-Through of Draft Plan
Questions/Comments




gié,Purpose of T o d

A Review project process

A Discuss draft proposal for traffic calming
A Gather community feedback

A Next steps



Project History

A Early 1990s i Study, traffic calming
| some restrictive measures not implemented

A Early 2000s 7 Additional calming
iImplemented after University Circle project

A 2007 i Willows Traffic Task Force
conducted series of community meetings

I Recommended new traffic study



* Project Goals

ARK

1. Identify areas of concern for residents

2. Clarify parameters and metrics for traffic
study (e.qg., traffic speed, volume)

3. Develop appropriate
traffic calming plan
with neighborhood
consensus




Project nGi v

Stuldy boundary: ’[he 0 N Area Wide Neighborhood Map
residential area ~
between US 101, Willow , A Cut t hr ougho| tr

Road, Middlefield Road,  traffic generated outside

Woodland Avenue and " the project area and

Manhattan Avenue, traveling through to a

Including area in East destination outside of

Palo Alto. the project area. 8/
St S—— R v i

Implementation of any traffic calming measures will
comply with the Neighborhood Traffic Management

Program (NTMP), including the community outreach
process.
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Study Process:
Technical Requirements

A Project staff worked closely with City staff
A Reviewed data from previous studies

A Gathered and updated traffic volume, speed and
cut-through data

Cut-Through Routes




* Community Feedback Process
A Online survey of residents
A Interviewed businesses and schools
A Community Meeting #1
A Meeting-in-a-Box
A Community Meeting #2

A Community feedback is divided.
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Community Meeting #1
and Meeting-in-a-Box

A Community Meeting #1
gathered community :
feedback on: 3

I traffic volume threshold
I traffic speed threshold

‘.m&'.

Meeting #1

Area for Community
Discussion - Speed

30 mph

e =k
= =

I types of traffic calming
A Meeting-in-a-Box consistent

with earlier feedback

What is an acceptable amount of traffic on
your street and throughout the
neighborhood? (cars/day)

Meeting-in-a-box

A Neighbors often had differing
perspectives on traffic calming

"1.500 2.000 2,500 N/A




Community Meeting #1.:
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PARK pee resno
Community Meeting #1 Meeting-in-a-Box
Area for Community What is an acceptable spee(_j threshold for your street
: _ and throughout the neighborhood? (MPH)
Discussion - Speed
What do you think is an acceptable threshold 10r sp?cd7 2 s

\s the speed threshold
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— | 25 26 27 28 29 30 N/A

A Community Meeting #1 and Meeting-in-a-Box reviewed
speed threshold preferences

A N/A = No Response



Community Meeting #1.:
Volume Threshold
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Community Meeting #1 | Meeting-in-a-Box |
'-‘\'v‘ Uz

: i What is an acceptable amount of traffic on your
Areas for Community street and throughout the neighborhood? (cars/day)

Discussion - Volume

What is an acceptable threshold for volume of cars per day?

* As the volume threshold decreases *  Most streets currently fall

35

more cars will divert to other streets below the 2,500 carsiday
Maxirm m

* A higher volume threshold
justifies fewer traffic calming

* Traffic measures to reduce volumes
also will impact emergency
response times

measures
® : 8
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1,500 cars/day 1,750 2,000 2,500 cars/day 10

Examples of the traffic calming
measures available; a complete
list can be found in the NTMP

1,500 2,000 2,500 N/A

A Community Meeting #1 and Meeting-in-a-Box reviewed
volume threshold preferences

A N/A = No Response
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Community Meeting #2:
Draft Alternatives

A Community Meeting #2 asked for community
feedback on three draft alternatives of
l ncreasing ntraffic cal

AEmergency vehicle access
ADesire for additional stop signs
ATimeline and approval process
AEffectiveness of elements like speed lumps, gateway treatments

ACirculation changes with proposed left-turn restrictions and one-way segments
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Community Meeting #2:
Public Feedback

Ranking Activity

Please note your order of preference for Levels | - |||
1. Green = First Preference

= Second Preference
3. Red = Third Preference

Level | Level Il Level lll

o000 %0 0900

A Neighbors often had differing perspectives on
traffic calming
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Community Meeting #3.
Proposed Plan

Project Goals 1 Proposed Plan

|dentify areas of concern for  Identifies:
residents Aspeeding
Acut-through traffic
Aspecific locations of concern

Clarify parameters and Responds to speed and volume
metrics for traffic study parameters

Develop appropriate traffic Responds to mixed public feedback
calming plan with and applies best engineering
neighborhood consensus practices
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Walk-Through of the Plan

A Please follow along
using a printout
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IMPROVEMENTS FOR SPEED:

-Raised Intersections:

- Pope St./EIm St.

- O’Connor St./Elliott Dr.
-Four Way Stop:

- Central Ave./Walnut St.

- Pope St./Gilbert Ave.
-Speed Feedback Signs:

- Chester St.
- Gilbert Ave. I
- O’Keefe St.
-Woodland Ave.
- Speed Lumps:
- O’Keefe St. I
- Gilbert Ave.

- Re-Design Existing Dip on Gilbert Ave. I

Improvements for
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IMPROVEMENTS FOR SPEED:

-Raised Intersections:
- Pope St./EIm St.
- O’Connor St./Elliott Dr.
-Four Way Stop:
- Central Ave./Walnut St.
- Pope St./Gilbert Ave. .
-Speed Feedback Signs:
- Chester St.
- Gilbert Ave. I
- O’Keefe St.
-Woodland Ave.
- Speed Lumps:
- O’Keefe St. I
- Gilbert Ave.
- Re-Design Existing Dip on Gilbert Ave. I

Improvements for Speed
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Railsed Intersections
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IMPROVEMENTS FOR SPEED:

Responds to: Concerns about
speeding near schools

-Raised Intersections:
- Pope St./EIm St.
- O’Connor St./Elliott Dr.

-Four Way >top:

-Central Ave. WalnutSt. - o Benefits: Pedestrian visibility;
- Pope St./Gilbert Ave.

-Speed Feedback Signs: acceptable for emergency
(Chester 2t vehicle access; aesthetics
- Gilbert Ave. I

- O’Keefe St.
-Woodland Ave.
- Speed Lumps:
- O’Keefe St. I
- Gilbert Ave.
- Re-Design Existing Dip on Gilbert Ave. I

Trade-offs: Driver comfort; cost
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IMPROVEMENTS FOR SPEED:

Railsed Intersections

}/

-Raised Intersections:
- Pope St./EIm St.
- O’Connor St./Elliott Dr.

-Four Way Stop:
- Central Ave./Walnut St.
- Pope St./Gilbert Ave.
-Speed Feedback Signs:
- Chester St.
- Gilbert Ave. I
- O’Keefe St.
-Woodland Ave.
- Speed Lumps:
- O’Keefe St. I
- Gilbert Ave.
- Re-Design Existing Dip on Gilbert Ave. I
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Niikio Four-Way Stops

IMPROVEMENTS FOR SPEED:
_ , Responds to: Concerns about
-Raised Intersections: .
- Pope St./Elm St. speeding and safety
- O’Connor St./Elliott Dr.
-Four Way Stop: )
- Central Ave/WalnutSt. g Benefits: Safety where the
- Pope St./Gilbert Ave. - . .
-Speed Feedback Signs: traffic volume on |nterseCt|ng
- Chester St. . ..
- Gibert Ave. [ roads is similar; reduced

- O'Keefe St.
-Woodland Ave.
- Speed Lumps:

- O'Keefe St. . .
cibert ave. Trade-offs: Noise: increases

- Re-Design Existing Dip on Gilbert Ave. I Stopping and Starting in front O.I:
homes

speeding; pedestrian safety




