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Please accept these comments on behalf of the Coalition for Smarter Growth (CSG). The Coalition for 

Smarter Growth is the leading organization working locally in the Washington, D.C. metropolitan region 

dedicated to making the case for smart growth. Our mission is to promote walkable, inclusive, and 

transit-oriented communities, and the land use and transportation policies and investments needed to 

make those communities flourish.  

 

We are pleased to speak today in support of CB-86-2015, a bill that establishes urban street design 

standards and criteria for designated centers. We strongly support this addition to the Prince George’s 

roadway standards to appropriately address the needs of transit districts and local centers, as identified in 

the Plan Prince George’s 2035 Approved General Plan (dated May 6, 2014). This is a well-considered set 

of standards that will bring the county into the good company of many of its neighbors, and national best 

practices for urban streets. The bill also helps expedite implementation of the county’s Complete and 

Green Streets Policy, which was adopted in 2012. 

 

Truly walkable, transit-accessible places are in high demand. By adopting these urban street design 

standards for our Metro station areas, and other designated traditional town and neighborhood centers, we 

can help to foster thriving business districts and walkable communities.  

 

The bill is the culmination of a thoughtful discussion that we have had over the past several months. One 

highlight was a community forum held at the Prince George’s Plaza Community Center on the evening of 

June 24, 2015. At this well-attended event, Council Members Taveras, Lehman, and Glaros were able to 

discuss with members of the public, transportation experts and County transportation staff the merits of 

updated urban street designs that are now a common best practice among competitive jurisdictions. We 

discussed how these updated urban standards create multimodal environments that enhance safety, 

transportation choices, and help relieve the burden of traffic congestion. We also considered how 

multimodal designs are catalysts for economic development.  

 

The bill has benefited from the input of two transportation experts testifying before this committee in 

July. Appearing before the committee were Karina Ricks, a national transportation consultant, and a 

former senior official with the DC Department of Transportation, and Larry Marcus, currently in charge 
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of engineering for Arlington County’s transportation division. They provided helpful input to the 

committee’s discussion on why these urban street design standards are needed and how they are working 

in other communities.  

 

The basis of these design standards is the National Association of City Transportation Officials – or 

NACTO, and NACTO’s Urban Street Design Guide. NACTO urban street design guidelines are widely 

used across the country. While on the whole the bill and proposed standards are excellent, we wish to 

make a few suggestions on how the bill and standards can be strengthened.  

 

The bill’s narrow focus on urban centers, as identified in the Plan Prince George’s 2035 Approved 

General Plan is appropriate, but we suggest language that clarifies this (see attached). Specifically, the 

language in the Plan Prince George’s 2035 General Plan adopted the categories of “Regional Transit 

Districts” and “Local Centers.” Outside of these areas, the current roadway standards will still apply.  We 

suggest allowing the County to apply the new standards to other areas at its discretion, but the designated 

centers is a good place to start for default standards.  

 

Also, the exceptions process will remain the same. As explained in DPWT’s Specifications and 

Standards for Roadways and Bridges, exceptions are allowed where circumstances warrant them, and 

where they can be justified. This is a good approach to flexibly applying standards. Exceptions will 

always be needed as an option given that specific circumstances vary. This bill appropriately relies on the 

current exceptions process.   

 

Attached please find the proposed revision to the attachment in the bill. We have made minor edits and 

clarified that only the proposed standards in the table should to be adopted into law, rather than the 

comparison table of existing and proposed.  

 

One substantive change we recommend is the design speed standard for an arterial road. We recommend 

this be changed from the proposed “25-40 mph” to “25-30 mph.” In general, if a center is served by an 

arterial road, it should be a multimodal road that supports walking and driving. Design speeds above 30 

miles an hour do a poor job of supporting a walkable environment due to increased risk of severe injury 

crashes. The NACTO urban street design guide suggests that streets should be designed: “using target 

speed, the speed you intend for drivers to go, rather than operating speed. The 85th percentile of observed 

target speeds should fall between 10–30 mph on most urban streets.”  

 

While the NACTO guide recommends a maximum target speed of 35 mph for urban arterial streets, we 

suggest that this maximum speed be implemented as an exception rather than the standard for an 

environment that is supposed to be supporting walking and bicycling. NACTO notes that: “s[S]ome 

urban arterials may fall outside of built-up areas where people are likely or permitted to walk or bicycle. 

In these highway-like conditions, a higher target speed may be appropriate.”i In these cases, we suggest 

relying on the existing exceptions process.  

 

With these minor changes, we believe that this bill promises to greatly aid the County in fostering high-

quality transit-oriented development, and creating great walkable centers. These urban street standards 

are an important step to putting in place the everyday practices needed to catalyze thriving, walkable, 

transit-oriented business districts and communities.  

 

Thank you for the opportunity to speak. I am happy to answer any questions.  
 

                                                           
i http://nacto.org/publication/urban-street-design-guide/design-controls/design-speed/ 

 



Coalition for Smarter Growth  

Proposed revisions to CB 86-2015 (Proposed DR-2) in yellow highlight replacing current language. 

 

An ACT concerning 

 Roads and Sidewalks – Design and Construction Standards and Requirements for the purpose of 

incorporating urban road and sidewalk standards and design criteria for Regional Transit Districts and 

Local Centers as designated by the Plan Prince George’s 2035 Approved General Plan. 

 

DIVISION 3. DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION STANDARDS AND REQUIREMENTS. 

Sec. 23-146. Urban Roads and Sidewalks for Regional Transit Districts and Local Centers 

Urban road and sidewalk standards and design criteria shall be applied within Regional Transit Districts 

and Local Centers as designated by the Plan Prince George’s 2035 Approved General Plan, dated May 6, 

2014. The standards and design criteria are set forth in Appendix [ ] hereto, and incorporated as if stated 

fully herein.  The County may apply the standards and design criteria in Appendix [ ] to other areas at its 

discretion. 

 



Coalition for Smarter Growth proposed revisions to Attachment A 

 

Appendix [ ] Prince George’s County Roadway Specifications and Design Criteria within Regional Transit Districts and Local Centers 

These specifications and criteria in this table shall be applied to roadways in Regional Transit Districts and Local Centers as designated by the Plan Prince George’s 2035 Approved General Plan or at the discretion of the County.  

* For use with hiker/biker trail or bike lane application (both sides) 

[ ] for 5-lane road 

Road Classification ROW (ft) Travel Lane (ft) Median (ft) Bike Lane (ft) Sidewalk Zone (ft) Parking Lane (ft) 

Minimum Curb Radii 

(ft) 

Design Speed 

(MPH) 

Urban  (excluding gutter)     (effective)  

Arterial Road 120 (130)* (No minimum number of 
lanes required) 

10 - 11 

Recommended 

8 - 10 

Permitted 

6 min 

Required 

8 buffer 

8 sidewalk 

Generally permitted off-peak 

8’ 

25 - 30 25 - 4030 

Major Collector 100* (No minimum number of 
lanes required) 

10  

Optional 

4 min 

Permitted 

6 min 

Required 

8 buffer 

8 sidewalk 

Generally permitted (off peak) 

8’ 

10 - 15 25 - 30 

Collector 80 (90)* (No minimum number of 
lanes required) 

10 

Optional 

4 min 

Recommended 

5 - 6 

Required 

6 buffer 

8 sidewalk 

Permitted 

7 - 8 

10 - 15 25 

Commercial 70 10 - Recommended 

5 - 6 

Required 

12 

Expected 

7 - 8 

10 - 15 25 - 30 

Industrial 70 10 – 12 - Permitted 

5 - 6 

Required 

8 

Permitted 

7 - 8 

20 - 50 25 - 30 

Primary Residential 60 (70)* 10 - Recommended 

5 - 6 

Required 

8 buffer 

6 sidewalk 

Expected 

7 - 8 

10 - 15 25 

Secondary Residential 50 10 - Permitted Required 

8 buffer 

6 sidewalk 

7 - 8 10 - 15 25 


