Walkable Urban Streets Act

Implementing
Complete Streets Policy (2012)

Prince George’s Urban Street Design
Standards (2017)

Benefits:

» Safer, low-speed, people-friendly
streets

e (Catalyzes transit-oriented economic
development

Source: NACTO


https://nacto.org/publication/urban-street-design-guide/intersections/major-intersections/

Speed kills - urban places should be 25 MPH




Pedestrian Fatalities, 2015 to 2020
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DPW&T's 2017 Urban Street Design Standards
- for Regional Transit Centers & Local Centers

Elements: Engineering standards for new urban
d  Slower speeds street types:
3 Shorter crossing 1. 25 mph design speed
distances 2. 2-4travel lane maximum
A Reduced corner radii 3. 10'travel lane widths (11' for bus
3@  Wider sidewalks routes)
O More bicycle 4. 15" minimum corner turning radius
facilities 5. Buffered sidewalks & bike facilities

A Pedestrian amenities



Roads designed for speed not safety
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Walkable Urban Streets Act

e Codifies & requires
implementation of urban
street design standards

e Annual reporting

e 10 year plan for
compliance around
centers
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Walkable Urban Streets Act

e Determine size of
roadway -- number of
travel lanes (2,3, or 4) --
based on traffic
volumes for urban
traffic flow standards

e Over-designed roads
increase speed and
crossing distance




Walkable Urban Streets Act

e Tighter corner turning radius of 15

feet to be a maximum rather than
minimum

® Prohibits slip lanes (high speed right
turn lanes) and multiple left turn
lanes

Source: NACTO


https://nacto.org/publication/urban-street-design-guide/intersections/major-intersections/

Walkable Urban Streets Act - bus lane option to be added
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MAY BE WIDER
AT STOPS

Transit Priority Mixed Use Boulevard 4-Lane cross-section to be added
Source: NACTO


https://nacto.org/publication/transit-street-design-guide/transit-lanes-transitways/transit-lanes/shared-bus-bike-lane/

Walkable Urban Streets Act -
One more important change needed

Curtail unlimited,
unaccountable authority by
DPW&T and Department of
Permitting, Inspections, &
Enforcement (DPIE) to depart
from standards




Learn More
Walkable Urban Streets Act

advocacy resources:

www.smartergrowth.net

Smart Growth America:

Whv safe’gv and vehicle speed are
incompatible goals for street design

Contact: Cheryl Cort

Coalition for Smarter Growth,
cheryl@smartergrowth.net

@ws @OO RISE
MRS asimenon A PRINCE GEORGE'S

Walkable Urban Streets Act
WHAT YOU NEED TO KNOW

Council Bill 69, and Council Resolutions 67 and 68

Cr\nnd

Watch on 3 Youlube

Safety


https://smartergrowth.net/maryland/prince-georges-county/resources-for-walkable-urban-streets-bill-prince-georges-county/
https://smartergrowth.net/maryland/prince-georges-county/resources-for-walkable-urban-streets-bill-prince-georges-county/
http://www.smartergrowth.net
https://youtu.be/Ii4fXlCNh8k
https://youtu.be/Ii4fXlCNh8k

Appendix - Urban Street Design
Standards



Summary of Existing Standards and Urban Street Standards

The following table summarizes the key design and strest di ions for the county’s current r y types and comp: them to the [prepesad] streat !

descnbed above and corr ding urban street d The addmonal urban strest standards shall be used in Regional Transit Districts and Local Centers, t may be
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Urban Arterial Rood 120°(1307  50mph 11412 24' (267) &' [5) 5 noneL5" bike lane)
Urban Major Collector Road 100° 40 mph 4 11-12" 20167} 8 (67} none 5 none /5" bike lane)
Urban 4-Lone Collector Road 80" 40 mph 4 1112 none 11° (5} none 5 noneL5" bike lane)
Urban 5-Lone Collector Rood 80 (907 40 mph 5 m none 5 none 5 none /(5" bike lane)
Urban Commercial and Industriol Road 70 35 mph 4(2) 1 (12) none L3 ) 5 none
Urban Primary Residential Road 60" [70) 35 mph 2(3) ) none 7 7 (8) 5 none /(5" bike lane)
Urban Secondory Residential Road 2(n) 1 (12) 5
Addifional Urban Street Type* Total # of Phinimum] ) Bike Facility
_-ﬂ-- el I O
Mixed Use Boulevard (A} -2 Travel Lanes 99 (89)(8%) 25mph 2 10°(11"if bus route}] 16" (6340’ g 4 6.5 separated bike lane
Mixed Use Boulevard (B) -2 Travel Lanes 92 (82)(76) 25mph 2 10° (11" if bus route) 16 {6} (0) 6 15 g g 5 bike lane
Mixed Use Boulevard (A} -4 Travel Lanes 119 (109) 25 mph 4 10°(11"if bus route) 16" (67) L3 15 -3 g 6.5" separated bike lane
Mixed Use Boulevard (B) - 4 Travel Lanes 116' (106 25 mph 4 10° (11" ifbusroute)  16(67) & 15 g g 5" bike lone with 2*
painted buffer
Mixed Use Boulevard — Transit Priority — 4 19 (1091 25 mph 2-4 10 (11 ifbuslane) 16467 s 15 g g 6.5 separated bike lane
Lones™*
Mixed Use Boulevard (A} — Center Tum Lane 93 25 mph 2 10° (117 if bus route) none & 15 g g 6.5 separated bike lane
Mixed Use Boulevard (B) — Center Tum Lane 86" 25 mph 2 107 (11" if bus route} none 6 15 & 2 5" bike lane
Neighborhood Connector (A} 83 (757 20-25 mph v 10 none & 15 g g 6.5 separated bike lans
Neighborhood Connector (B} 66" (587 20-25 mph 2 10 none 6 15 g 8" Option to add 5° bike lane
Neighborhood Residential 60" (537) 20 mph 2 10 none L) 15 7 6 Option to add 5’ bike lone
Industrial Street 48 (577) 20 mph 2 n none - 15 %) & none
Shared Street 50 10 mph 2 10 none L3 15 none g none
Alley 20" 10 mph 1 10 none none 15 none none none

* Streets in Regional Tronsit Districts ond Local Centers

** For cdditional honzomul and vertical demg\ oons'rulms relevent to these designs speeds, refer to AASHTO: A Policy on Geometric Design of Highways ond Streets
*#% Figures in p ith indicare related to reduction in medion width or opti on-street parking shown in the dard details.

#3%* Slip lones ond multiple left turn lones ﬂbned #4¥ Transit Priority cross-section to be determined by DPWAT, ‘and NACTO scurces




Cross section with buffered, protected bike lane

Example Mixed-Use Boulevard Cross Section: Two Travel Lanes
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Source: 2017 Urban Street Design Standards, Prince George’s Department of Public Works and Transportation (DPW&T)



Curb extension with parking lane

Parking Travel
Lane Lane
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Source: 2017 Urban Street Design Standards, Prince George’s Department of Public Works and Transportation (DPW&T)




Walkable Urban Streets Act

10’ travel lane widths
11’ for bus routes

- Convert to maximum from
minimum

Source: NACTO



https://nacto.org/publication/urban-street-design-guide/street-design-elements/lane-width/

Vision Zero Prince George’s
High Injury Network for
Pedestrian and Bike Crashes

The High Injury Network (HIN)

represents one-mile corridors in Prince
George's County with the greatest frequency
and severity of bike and pedestrian crashes.

Adepta

The HIN is divided into two categories based Py
on the ownership of roadway. It includes

the 10 corridors with g crash ity
for all roadway types and the 10 corridors
with greatest crash severity for County
maintained roadways. The HIN is calculated
based on 2015 - 2018 crash data provided by the
State Highway Administration.
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Tool: Transportation Performance Measures

Vehicle Level of Service
(LOS)-A,B,C,D, E
report card

Pedestrian Level of Service
(LOS)

New measures of success:
safety, mode share,
economic goals




