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VFS PED/BIKETEAM’S TOP PRIORITIES

Methods for Reducing Ped/Bike Fatalities and Draft Action Plans Action Plans To

Serious Injuries Completed Be Completed

Enhance crossings (midblock and intersections, LPI,

PHB, RRFB, turning restrictions, no right turn on red,| John, David, Michael L, RRFB, LPI, RTOR Ped Signal

P Kris, Misl
yield to pedestrian signage) * eter, Kris, Misleadys

Bulbouts, Ped
Refuge Islands

Design modifications (curb extensions/bulbouts,

' i Zabrina, DeW
pedestrian refuge island) abrina, DeWayne

Work zone safety for ped/bike (Design and

. James, Lavenia, Nicole v
Construction)
Separated bicycle facilities & District Bike/Ped
* Mary O, Michael S, Michael L v
Master Plans
Set Target Speeds for all projects ™ DeWayne, John 4

Safety Office (Brenda and

Statewide metrics for ped/bike safety Trenda)

>kSingIe Best Ideas presented at Oct. |5 Executive Meeting
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CRITICAL SAFETY NEEDS

US METRO AREA (2019) PEDEISJS'&'\;PDS;\'GER

Orlando-Kissimmee-Sanford, FL 313.3

2 |Deltona-Daytona Beach-Ormond 265.4
Beach, FL

5 Dcksonvile, | 2262

7 Bakersfield, CA 217.7

m Cape Coral-Fort Myers, FL 217.0

Tampa-St. Petersburg-Clearwater, 204.7 GB Smare Growi ae.
F L i merica {Ef) Jr ompl

Source: Dangerous By Design, Smar FLORIDA
10 Jackson, MS 192.0 Growth America. National CFIB@%I'% COMPLETE

P A 350§\IP5:EE{TS
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VITAL FEW SAFETY
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Move the needle!
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SPEED Mlé’d\’lﬂgg g\p/)leEe’c}’s.-’I;esci-’L-@els\-’I;’eE eyc:-rlsan Fatalities

Figure 2.1: Risk of pedestrian fatality calculated using logistic regression from

Ashton and Mackay data

== Ashton data (all ages, front of cars, n = 358)
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Q
TARGET SPEED

The highest speed at which vehicles should operate
on a thoroughfare in a specific context, consistent
with the level of multi-modal activity generated by
adjacent land uses, to provide both mobility for motor
vehicles and a supportive environment for pedestrians,
bicyclists, and public transit users.

- FDM 202.2.1 and FDOT Speed Zoning Manual
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TARGET SPEED

* Target Speed = Speed Limit = Design Speed
* Useful in context classifications with a wide range of acceptable design speeds

* Design = Target Speed may have to occur incrementally over a series of
roadway interventions and projects

.. LETE
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FDOT CONTEXT CLASSIFICATIONS

higher higher Vehicle Target Speed

B i -

oo -,

____________________________

C1- _ /L . C3R- _|]. C3C-
Natural = “~*Suburban = Suburban
Residential Commercial General Center Core
« Context ) = Roadway users

classification

* Transportation

characteristics = Challenges and opportunities of
each roadway user

FLORIDA'S
— FDOT) (Ehie

A 360° APPROACH

> = Regional and local travel demand




WHAT RDB 21-08 DOES

* Recognizes and requires interdisciplinary
effort in the selection of a target speed

* Requires establishment of a target speed
for any project where a design speed is
also required

* Provides some limited guidance on how
target speed should be selected

* Recognizes the district as the final decision
maker on design speed for any project

Table 201.5.1 Design Speed

Limited Access Facilities

(Interstates, Freeways, and Expressways)
Allowable Range (mph) SIS Minimum (mph)

Rural and Urban

Urbanized 50-70 60

Arterials and Collectors

Context Classification

Allowable Range (mph)

SIS Minimum (mph)

Cc1 Natural 55-70 65
c2 Rural 55-70 65
C2T  Rural Town 25-45 40
c3 Suburban 35-55 50
C4 Urban General 30-45 45
Cs Urban Center 25-35 35
Ce Urban Core 25-30 30
Notes:

(1) SIS Minimum Design Speed may be reduced to 35 mph for C2T Context Classification when
appropriate design elements are included to support the 35 mph speed, such as on-street
parking.

(2) SIS Minimum Design Speed may be reduced to 45 mph for curbed roadways within C3 Context
Classification.

(3) For SIS facilities on the State Highway System, a selected design speed less than the SIS
Minimum Design Speed requires a Design Variation as outlined in SIS Procedure (Topic No.
525-030-260).

(4) For SIS facilities not on the State Highway System, a selected design speed less than the SIS
Minimum Design Speed may be approved by the District Design Engineer following a review by
the District Planning (Intermodal Systems Development) Manager.
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RDB 21-08
REQUIRES SETTING

Floridq Depai‘mtem‘ of T ransportatioy
RON DESyNTIg 605 Suwannee Street
GOVERNQR

KEvVIN KA THEB:\I‘LI‘,P.E.
Tallahassee, FL 32399.p450 SECRETaRY
ROADWAy DESIGN By ;1 TIN 2108

S P E E D OFFICE oF E.\T]RON}[E.\'TAL _\L{NIAGEHE.\T BULLE )

TO:
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;'rfrm:mt‘, Parr 3, 3 In addition other chgy,
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TN the
2022 will include
'II:'zg)rl\élet Speed Requirement

Setting Target Speed |

* Multidisciplinary exercise

* Must also consider cost | |
constraints as well as engineering

challenges |
* Will be done project-by-project
* Not a“one speed fits all
situation

Target Speed is the highest Speed at which vehicles shoy|g Operate on g thoroughfare in a
specific context, consistent with the leyel of multi-moda activity 9enerated by adjacent lang
uses, to provige both mobility for motor vehicleg and g sSupportive environment for
Pedestrians, bicyclists, ang public transit users. Determine appropriate Target Speed for
all non-limiteq access projects whera g Design Speed is alsp required. The Target Speed

* Be within the range of design speeds for the Context Classification (see Tapje
201.5.1);

* Reflect the needs of Safety, quality of life, ang economic development of the
Corridor; and

* Be establisheq by a team that includes, but is not limited to, Design, Traffic
Dperations, Safety, Planning, and Program Management offices.

Itis eXpected that initial target speeqd values may be modifieq during project scoping to
achieve the Target Speed as additiona] information is y and project scoping
decisions are made. Sge the FDOT Contexr Cfassiﬁcatian Guide for More information
about determimng approprate Target Speed.

In general, the Target Speed for C1 and C2 roadways shoyig be on the higher end of the
design Speed range, with justification Provided for lower speeds. In C2T through C8,
consider starting with Target Speeds on the lower eng of the range with justification
Provided for higher Speeds.

LETE
TS




Complete Streets
. Coordinator,
Who's Bicycle/Pedestrian
Responsible? Coordinator, DDE, DTOE,
Safety Administrator,
TPO/MPO Liaison

Projects Planning Phase

with Includes Context
Planning Classification
Phase Review
PROCESS
without

Classification
Review

Planning
Phase

Assign Target
Speed
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QUESTIONSTO INFORMTARGET SPEED

What is the Context
Classification (existing
and/or future)?

What is the allowable
design speed range (or
minimum for SIS
facilities) for that
Context Classification?
(FDM Table 201.5.1)

Arterials and Collectors

Context Classification Allowable Range (mph) SIS Minimum (mph

c1 Natural 55-70

65

c2 Rural 55-70

65

C2T  Rural Town 25-45 40
c3 Suburban 35-55 50
c4 Urban General 30-45 45

C5 Urban Center 25-35

35

Cé6 Urban Core

What is the current posted

speed limit and, if available,
current operating speed?

What is the current design speed? What is the source/basis for the
current design speed? (i.e.,Where is this documented?)

Begin at the high end of the
design speed range (Step 2)
and use the following
questions (Step 6) to
Where do | begin in determine/justify a lower
the allowable design target speed.

speed range based

on the Context C2T, C3R, Begin at the low end of the
Classification? C3C, C4, design speed range (Step 2) and
use the following questions
(Step 6) to determinel/justify a
higher target speed.

Answer the following
questions to further inform
the Target Speed.



QUESTIONSTO INFORMTARGET SPEED FOR C2T, C3C, C3R, C4,
C5 AND C6 Are there schools, parks, community

Answer the following facilities, facilities that serve disabled,

questions to further inform aging, zero car households, school age or

the Target Speed: low-income persons or other
pedestrian/bicycle generators located

along (or within 1/2 mile of) the corridor?

Is transit operating
along the corridor?

Yes No

If the answers do not

Yes No Target speed indicate a lower design
should be at the . . speed, consider a target

Consider these questions speed at the upper or

lower end of the .
Target speed Are safety needs allowable design to inform the target speed: mid range of the
*  What is the density of driveways allowable design speed

should be lowest identified for this speed for
allowable design corridor on the context and side streets along the corridor? for the Context
What is the signal density along the Classification.

speed for Safety Needs List L inc ot
context Dashhd wd corridor?
classification. s ‘ L What is the curbside demand (e.g.,
on-street parking, TNC
\SC Yes PR et e Gty Note: For SIS facilities, if the
. ’ b
D - el i el Tl , appropriate target speed is
F Review these AN me?lbers o thedcc;mmunlty lower than the SIS minimum
A needs to requested lower speeds: , (FDM Table 201.5.1),a
D determine the AL GRS ISt GmiEEr e design speed variation
present (trail crossings, etc.)? should be considered

potential
influence on

target speed.



QUESTIONSTO INFORMTARGET SPEED FOR CI/C2

Are there schools, parks, community
facilities, facilities that serve disabled,
aging, zero car households, school age or
low-income persons or other
pedestrian/bicycle generators located
along (or within 1/2 mile of) the corridor?

Answer the following
questions to further inform
the Target Speed:

Is transit operating
along the corridor?

Yes ) L)

Target speed
should be lowest
allowable design

speed for
context
classification.

Are safety needs
identified for this
corridor on the
Safety Needs List
Dashboard?

Review these
needs to
determine the
potential
influence on
target speed.

Yes

Target speed
should be at the
lower end of the
allowable design

speed for
context
classification.

No

Consider these questions

to inform the target speed:
* Are intermodal connections present
(trail crossings, etc.) along the
corridor?
Is there bicycle or pedestrian
activity along the corridor? If so, are
there bicycle and/or pedestrian
facilities (sidewalks/trails, etc.)?
Have members of the community
requested lower speeds?
Is the corridor expected to
change/develop in the future!?

If the answers do not
indicate a lower design
speed, consider a target
speed at the upper or
mid range of the
allowable design speed
for the Context
Classification.

Note: For SIS facilities, if the

appropriate target speed is

lower than the SIS minimum
(FDMTable 201.5.1),a
design speed variation
should be considered.




EXAMPLE PROCESS SLIDE

* Context Classification determines range of allowable design speeds
* Target Speed determines appropriate design speed for project
 FDM 202 provides tools to achieve target speed (but does not provide $$!)

* Final target speed and design speed based on balance of context, project needs, and
available resources

* District must make final decision, and locals play critical role
* Help set the current and future context classification
* Vision and needs for the project area

* In some cases, may also assist with funding

i 5 FLoggle‘l'Fs’LETE
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DESIGN SPEED
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DESIGNING TO A TARGET SPEED
Ideally, the target speed, design speed, and posted
Speed would all be the same. On existing facilities,
these speads may be different from each other, which
can result in inconsistent driver expectation about
the preferrad operaling speed. A roadway may have
been designed at 45 mph, have a pasted speed of 40
mph, but now have a target speed of 30 mph. When
the current design speed does not malch the target
Speed, roadway design and aperation changes are
needed to move the design speed and posted speed
loward the target speed and help the road “read” more
consistently for road users.

Multiple design modifications may be Necessary

lo achieve the target speed (see FDM 202)In

Some cases, additional projects may be needed to
reconfigure the roadway design such that the target
Speed is achisved aver fime. Traffic operations
interventions, as also described in FOM 202, may also
be required in order to achieve the target speed.

When the current posted speed is higher than the
larget speed, the design team may use this feedback-
loop process:

1. Setthe target speed

2. Using the larget speed as the new design speed,
make design and operations interventions to
achieve target Speed. Post the speed limit equal
to the target speed. The Project Manager should
apply as many strategies as are necessary and
can be achieved under the project constraints
recognizing that significant speed changes may
require more than one project over time.

3. Conducta speed study in accordance with the
Speed Zoning Manual to measure the resuiting
operating speed and determine if the target speed
has been achieved:

a. I not achieved, go back to step 2
b, If achieved, proceed to slep 4

4. Continue to monitor the speed over time and
return to step 1 if the conditions change or to
step 2 if the operaling speeds exceed the target
speed

If, after all feasible roadway design and operational
modifications have been tried and the target speed
has not been achieved, the speed limit should be
posted per the FDOT Speed Zoning Manual. The
design team should document the target speed and
the roadway should be prioritized for future projects
to eontinue to work loward the target speed. Other
resources and project types may be needed to firally
achieve the target speed.

SPEED ZONING MANUAL

FDOT Speed Zoning Manual provides guidelines and
recommended proceduras far establishing uniform
speed Zones on state, municipal, and county roadways
throughout the Floriga. The manual encourages the
consideration and implementation of facilities that are
designed and operated to enable safe access for all
users, including pedestrians, bicyelists, motorists and
transit riders of all ages and abilities. Paramount to
this effort includes carefut evaluation (or re-evaluation)
of speed zone locations and proper selection of target
speeds and appropriate posted speed limits.

This manual includes guidelines and procedures for
performing traffic engineering investigations related
to speed Zoning in addition to information on the
philosaphy of Speed zoning and the identification of
some of the factors to be considered in establishing
realistic, safe, and effective speed zones (o which
meaningful enforcement can be applied.
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Tapic #625-000-002
FDOT Design Manual

January 1, 2021

202 Speed Management

202.1 General

hieve desired ¢
- 'he strategies describeq in this cha
Speed facilities and are allowable on arterials an
ntext classification of the roadway.,

per ating speeds
pter are nationaf
d collectors when

consistent with the col

The FDM fecagnizes g range of design Speeds for eac
low speed conditions (35 mph

h context Classification. For very
or less) the context classification design speed range
indicates the upper end of desirable Operating speeds. For instance, the design speed
range for C4 is 30-45 mph, but in conditions where on-street parking is present, a 35 mph
or lower design speed should be used. Additionally, when the current design speed of 5
foadway exceeds the allowable range for the context classification, or exceeds the target

speed for conditions within the foadway, the strategies described in thig chapter can be
Used to achieve a jower Operating speed.

20211  Lape Elimination Projects

Lane elimination Projects (a.k.a., “road diets") are intended to reconfigure the existing
Cross section to allow other uses. Thig type of project typically does not Move existing
Curbs, but with the removal of a travel lane(s) Mmay provide space to implement the speed
Mmanagement strategies discussed in this chapter. Lane elimination alone is not 5 speed
Management strategy but is included here tg facilitate the use of other strategies.

information on lane elimination projects.

2022

Speed Management Concepts

Low speed areas will
centerline horizonta)

typically have charac

teristics where Conventionaj
Curvature, have limite

d applicability, such as:
2T segments, which may b
with limited Possibility for roadway realignment

* CdandC3 segments which are only a few blocks long and where reconstruction
is not planned (such as a RRR project)

* Any project where interventions are part of a RRR project rather than a
reconstruction or realignment, so cyrh lines a5

e assumed to be fixed.
202-Speed Management

controls, such as

* C6,C5andC
be built out,

€ only a few blocks long and Mmay already

January 1, 2021

Topic %25-0[}0'002
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SAFETY MESSAGE

The Right Speed in the Right Place
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Questions?

www.FLcompletestreets.com

DeWayne Carver, AICP
dewayne.carver@dot.state.fl.us
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y Complete Streets? Safety
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Why Complete Streets? Safety

NEWS » News Best Countries Best States Healthiest Communities Cities Elections The Racial Divide Photos Events The Report Q

Home / News / Health News

U.S. Pedestrian Deaths Rose in 2020, Even Though
Driving Declined

March 23, 2021, at 8:03 a.m

Share

By Robert Preidt, HealthDay Reporter

TUESDAY, March 23, 2021 (HealthDay News) - Despite the fact
that Americans have been driving less during the pandemic,
pedestrian deaths per mile in the United States spiked 20% in the
first half of 2020, new research shows.

MORE HEALTH CARE NEWS

NEWS . £
L )

- .. . ’ Healthcare of Tomorrow : |
driving, and other dangerous driving behaviors, researchers said.

[The culprits? Increases in speeding, distracted and impaired

Factoring in a 16.5% reduction in vehicle miles traveled ¥ (HEALTHDAY) NATIONAL NEWS s
nationwide, the rate of pedestrian deaths rose from 1.8 deaths New Health Care Index Shows B
per billion miles traveled in 2019 to 2.2 in 2020, according to the Increased Costs

report from the Governors Highway Safety Association (GHSA).

NEWS

It also said that pedestrians accounted for 17% of all traffic deaths in 2019, compared to 13% in Bl e tiahatinwiiohing .»‘A
2010. Pedestrian deaths have risen by 46% over the past decade, while all other traffic deaths Hospitals
increased by only 5%.




WHY SPEED MATTERS
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Field of vision at 15 MPH

Field of vision at 30 to 40 MPH

A driver's field of vision increases as speed decreases. At lower speeds, drivers can see more of their
surroundings and have more time to see and react to potential hazards.

HIT BY A VEHICLE
TRAVELING AT:

20

MPH
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9 out of 10 pedestrians survive

HIT BY A VEHICLE
TRAVELING AT:

30

MPH
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5 out of 10 pedestrians survive

HIT BY A VEHICLE
TRAVELING AT:

40

MPH
ARRRRE 100

Only 1 out of 10 pedestrians survives

Speed is especially lethal for vulnerable users like pedestrians and people biking. The risk of injury and death

increases as speed increases.



Complete Streets Implementation Plan
Strategic Approaches

« Safety and Maximum Desired Operating Speeds
 Connected Networks of Infrastructure for Each Mode
* Neighborhood Greenways

* Placemaking

« Transit Oriented Development (TOD) & Smart Growth IMPLEMENTATION PLAN
o COMPLETE
 Sustainability STREETS

« Health In All Policies



Complete Streets
Modal Priorities

Established Transit Prioritized Streets and
Vehicle Prioritized Streets

« Transit priorities align with PSTA core routes

« Corridors distributed across the City at roughly
1mi-1.5-mi spacing between prioritized streets;
contextually appropriate for vehicle type

« Emphasis is on providing reliable travel times
at reasonable speeds for the surrounding
context




Complete Streets

Modal Priorities
Established Bicycle and Pedestrian Network ~B ;,>
+ Emphasis on connected network of low stress legend  INEERNIE. /o5 )
infrastructure across City iy il—&
- Infrastructure type varies based on context, s e g
available right-of-way, and other factors DT o=

* Full network comprises 20% of street network
with corridors identified every 4-5 blocks with
enhanced crossings for bicyclists and
pedestrians, and utilizes parallel routes where
feasible




Complete Streets Implementation Plan
Maximum Desired Operating Speeds

For design purposes, the Plan identifles Maximum Desired Operating Speeds as a
Strategic Approach for improved Public Safety

» Departs from traditional approach in which streets are generally designed to
highway standards regardless of land use context which allows for variable speeds
and high speeds

 Determined based on consideration for land use, street type, and modal
priority, and guided by the City’s Complete Streets Committee

« Allows the built environment to be constructed for desired operating speeds
that encourage motorists to drive accordingly

« Essential part of placemaking and safety such that corridors prioritized for people
and storefronts do not have traffic operating at excessive speeds



St. Pete Implementation
Third Street Improvements

« Partnership with FDOT with HSIP funding for oWk
curb extensions and signal modifications on 3rd e
Street and 4th Street (5t Ave S to 5t Ave N)

» Third Street curb extensions completed Fall 2020

 Fourth Street curb extensions to be constructed in
FY23

« Traffic signal modifications following construction

« Leading Pedestrian Intervals of 3
seconds at most intersections

« Timing optimized at posted speed limit of
30mph, moving toward Maximum Desired
Operating Speed referenced in Complete
Streets Implementation Plan



St. Pete Implementation
Dr. MLK Street Lane Reconfiguration

Reduce the frequency and severity of traffic crashes across all modes
Reduce excessive speeds by motorists

Add high-quality crosswalks to connect neighborhood residents and businesses across MLK
Street and increase the number of people crossing the street at marked crosswalks

Add high-quality bike lanes where feasible toprovide access to businesses via mode other than
auto and walking such that the number of people choosing to bicycle along MLK Street N
Increases

Connect high-quality bike lanes with established bicycle infrastructure to increase the bicycle
network and increase the number of people living within a half-mile of a high-quality bike lane

Minimize negative impacts by protecting and improving intersection function where possible
through lane assignments and signal timing

Balance the needs of different modes by maintaining two lanes of through auto travel based on
highest directional demand

Improve travel time reliability for all modes



St. Pete Implementation
Dr. MLK Street Lane Reconfiguration




Dr. MLK Street Lane Reconfiguration
Post — Construction Analysis

Motor Vehicle Volumes Within Southbound Lane Removal

(Typical Weekday)

18,661 19,067 19,077

Motor Vehicle Speeds — Southbound direction

41 mph — 24hr average 35 mph — 24hr average
44 mph — 10pm-11pm 38 mph — 10pm-11pm

* No conclusive improvement in Northbound speeding

« Southbound excessive speeding reduced 41% (10+MPH over) and
severe speeding reduced by 63% (15+MPH over)



Dr. MLK Street Lane Reconfiguration
Post — Construction Analysis

People Accessing the Corridor

« Pedestrians (daylight hours only via video recording)
« 302 pedestrians walking along the corridor on a weekday in April 2019
» 249 pedestrians using new crosswalks in April 2019 (3 of the 5)

 Bicycle users (daylight hours only via video recording)
« 202 on a weekend day in January
« 352 on a weekday in April
« Approximately 2/3 of cyclists in bike lane, 1/3 on sidewalks

« Transit users — 9% increase with fewer stops as stops were
consolidated to locate near x-walks
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 Motor vehicles volumes within the southbound lane elimination
continues an increasing trend line




St. Pete Implementation
Central Avenue Interim Bike Lanes

« Need to provide bicycle infrastructure on
Central Avenue as bike lanes on parallel route
removed to accommodate a Bus Rapid Transit
project

« Completed Speed Zoning Study as part of
capital improvements project

« Considerations:
« Existing conditions
« Applicable planning efforts, including Complete
Streets Implementation Plan
« Scale of the planned roadway modifications




St. Pete Implementation

« 2019 City Micromobility Ordinance
* Prohibited use of motorized scooters on sidewalks
and permitted use on low-speed streets (<30mph)
and within bike lanes
* Required shared scooters to be parked exclusively
In designated corrals

« City designed and installed scooter parking corrals

» Located within generally, previously unused asphalt
space; with access directed to permissible
Infrastructure (bike lanes and low speed streets);
largely avoided placement on sidewalks




Cheryl Stacks, P.E.
Transportation Manager

cheryl.stacks@stpete.org
727-892-5328
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Project Metrics

* 6 lane curb and gutter divided facility

* 1 mile segment from Holden Ave to 34t St
* 40 MPH Posted Speed

» Context Classification C4

» 3 Mid-Block Crosswalks with PHBs

* 12 existing LYNX transit stops

Study, Design &

Ped/Bike Crashes . Construction .
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Speed Management
Techniques

e Deflection
* Engagement
* Enclosure




STA. 32+44

Deflection
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Enclosure




S5TA 35+18.03, 39.66 RT

"B AND GUTTER
CONST. 128 LF TYPE F CURE AND GUTTER
STA. 33+89.51, 39.82 RT CONST. 45 LF
CONC. SIDEWALK CURB
5TA. 34+43.85, 49.42 RT

 CONST. 6" (q
5TA. 33+99
SEE DRIVE SR 500 (ORANGE BLOSSOM TRAIL)
|r:|:_-.:| |q |r"'1-{-4

47+40.95 47+60.96
“— CONST. 4" C 44.34 R 44.10' RT
T4 33480 40 47+34.95 47+66.96

Reduction of Conflict Points



S5TA 35+18.03, 39.66 RT

RB AND GUTTER
CONST. 128 LF TYPE F CURB AND GUTTER

EDNL SIDEWALR LURB

SR 500 (ORANGE BLOSSOM TRAIL)

47+40.95 47+60.96
44.34' R 44.10° RT
47+34.95 47+66.96

Reduction of Conflict Points



S5TA 35+18.03, 39.66 RT

CONST. 128 LF TYPE F CURE AND GUTTER

STA. 33+89.51, 39.82 RT CONST. 45 LF
CONC. SIDEWALK CURB
5TA. 34+43.85, 49.42 RT

RB AND GUTTER

 CONST. 6" (q
5TA. 33+99
SEE DRIVE SR 500 (ORANGE BLOSSOM TRAIL)
|r:|:_-.:| |q |r"'1-{-4

47+40.95 47+60.96

— CONST. 4" C 44.34' R

4442 R 44.04 RT
S
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Reduction of Conflict Points



Summary of Safety Improvements







Questions

Click the (@ to

_ open the panel
box and submit
~aquestion to the
panelists

Want answers? ._

Ask the staff a question

Send

Transportation | Planning | Exchange
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Office of Policy Planning




PANELIST CONTACT INFORMATION

DeWayne Carver Dewayne.Carver@dot.state.fl.us
Florida Department of Transportation

Cheryl Stacks Cheryl.Stacks@stpete.org
City of St. Petersburg

Lori Trebitz Lori.Trebitz@dot.state.fl.us
Florida Department of Transportation

Whit Blanton — Moderator wblanton@-co.pinellas.fl.us
Forward Pinellas

Transportation | Planning | Exchange

FDOT)

Office of Policy Planning —
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THANK YOU FOR
ATTENDING

Please co

up sur‘y
emalil

webinar.

Next Webinar: Post-Crash Care

Friday, October 29, 2021
9:00 a.m. - 10:30 a.m.

Join us as we explore post-crash care as a
critical piece to reducing death and serious
injury.

Office of Policy Planning



THINK AHEAD

You only have seconds to react when approaching
an intersection. Over 30% of all traffic fatalities
occur from intersection-related crashes*. Avoid
distractions and stay alert so you're able to make
a safe decision quickly.

It Could Save Your Life.

*Sourced from the Florida Department of Transportation
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