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Last Name First Name Agency Attendance
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Tuesday, January 30, 2023

Call To Order — Chris Craig, FDOT Traffic Safety Administrator

The meeting was called to order at 1:00 PM by Chris Craig. Chris thanked the City of Orlando for hosting
the Coalition. He noted that we are two years into our five-year plan and highlighted some recent
progress. Chris shared some highlights of the meeting agenda, thanked the Coalition for their commitment
to safety, and welcomed new members and guests.

Welcome — Jim Young, Orlando Special Events Division Manager

Jim Young welcomed the Coalition to Orlando and highlighted the importance of the Coalition. He thanked
members for another year of working hard to reach the Coalition’s goals. Jim shared that safety has always
been his number one priority and that he is an avid walker. He noted the improvements in connectivity
that he’s observed in Orlando over the past few decades and discussed how safety and better planning
on the front end can reduce the response needed on the back end. Jim also highlighted the grant funding
the City recently received from the Safe Streets and Roads for All program and shared how his work in
special events fits into the broader transportation environment.

Meeting Dedication in Honor of Jason Stiteler — Angela Kristiansen, Kittelson & Associates
(see Appendix B for slides)

The meeting was dedicated to Jason Stiteler, who lost his life in a crash while walking in 2021. Jason was
a high school student who wanted to build his career around helping others. He loved video games, sports,
and his pets. Jason’s father, John, joined the meeting and shared that Jason’s Race was founded in his
son’s memory to help teens who struggle with mental health.

Coalition Meeting Announcements — Angela Kristiansen
Angela shared some general housekeeping information and a public meeting announcement.

Introductions — Coalition Members
Coalition members briefly introduced themselves to the group by sharing their organization, role, and
emphasis area.

2024 FDOT Design Manual Updates — Tiffany Gehrke, Complete Streets Coordinator FDOT

(see Appendix B for slides)
Tiffany shared recent updates to the 2024 FDOT Design Manual (FDM). The FDM is updated annually.
Recent updates include:

e FDM 211 - Limited Access Facilities
o Guidance changed from keyhole lanes to shared use paths for bikes crossing
ramps at new interchanges.
e 213 —Modern Roundabouts
o Added new figures and guidance on selecting angled, straight, or offset crossings.
o Added new figure and guidance on separated bike lanes within roundabouts.
e 222 —Pedestrian Facilities
o Updated requirement for sidewalk in C3C (now required instead of optional) and
C3R (now optional instead of required) contexts.
e 223 —Bicycle Facilities



Added bicycle ramps as a bike facility.
Updated terminology and context classification allowance for marked shoulders.
Modified min width of a bike lane adjacent to a 10’ travel lane.
Modified keyhole lane criteria.
Added sidewalk level separated bicycle lanes as an option for separated bicycle
facilities and added new guidance.
Added curb types for separated bicycle lanes.
o Added micromobility definition to glossary (based on the Coalition definition) and
guidance for micromobility & bike parking.
e 224 —Shared Use Paths
o Provide new direction on shared use path widths on bridges.

O O O O O

o

Kim Smith asked for clarification around the new paved shoulder guidance. Tiffany shared that when
shoulders are marked based on the qualifications, they will be considered bicycle lanes.

Emily Bush asked if FDOT expects design variations for the shared use path width on bridges. Emily noted
the challenges with adding facilities to existing bridges. Tiffany explained that anything less than standard
would require a variation.

Kyle Simpson asked if guidance has been added for adding emphasis to crossings at new interchanges.
Tiffany said the document points readers to countermeasures they can consider. She added that much of
the design guidance mimics what is included in the Ohio Multimodal Design Guide.

Alison Moss asked about raised crossings at slip and channelized right-turn lanes. Tiffany shared that
raised crosswalks and raised elements are still developmental at this time.

2024 Traffic Engineering Manual Updates — Mariano Amicarelli, FDOT State Traffic Studies

Engineer (see Appendix B for slides)
Mariano shared recent updates to the Traffic Engineering Manual. In addition to plain language, manual
updates include:

e Updating references to be consistent with the turnpike sign numbering.

e Increasing guidance on flashing arrow modes.

e Updating emergency signal configurations and operations.

e C(Clarifying the APS request review process.

e Adding a requirement for coordination with law enforcement ahead of new installations.

A guest asked what the DOT’s position is on decorative crosswalk markings. Tiffany Gehrke shared that
crosswalks on state roads must be MUTCD compliant and Laura Hardwicke shared that the MUTCD has
updated its guidance on aesthetic treatments. David Hawk clarified that the MUTCD applies to all public
roadways.

Karla Rodrigues Silva shared that her agency is not able to use the macros associated with the excel tools.
She also shared concerns about non-engineers understanding the differences between signal types.
Mariano offered to connect with Karla offline.



Laura Hardwicke asked for clarification on APS applicability at Pedestrian Hybrid Signals and Midblock
Pedestrian Signals. Mariano said he is trying to simplify this guidance in the future to avoid confusion.
Technically, APS would still apply to these locations.

Speed Detection Systems (see Appendix B for slides)

Chief Brett Railey, Mariano Amicarelli, and Matt Fall shared perspectives on speed detection systems.
Chief Railey began with a brief update on the automated enforcement statute and the enforcement of
school bus passing infractions. Mariano then shared an overview of FDOT requirements for speed
detection systems, including the installation of signs. Lastly, Matt shared an example of implementing
automated speed enforcement in school zones in Jacksonville. Chief Railey shared some more thoughts
on information privacy.

Kim Smith shared Brevard County recently passed an ordinance, and she offered to distribute a copy to
coalition members.

Emmeth Duran asked for clarification on the enforcement signage and flashing lights. Mariano
confirmed that ticketing for exceeding the school zone speed will only occur during the hours on the
enforcement signs.

Tiffany Gehrke asked if the ticketing is publicized. The panelists confirmed that the county is required to
conduct a thirty-day public awareness campaigns. Chief Railey said automated enforcement does not
preclude an agency from posting an officer in a school zone and ticketing for any amount over the
posted speed; however, automated enforcement can only be applied to speeds in excess of ten miles.

Lisa Silva asked how Jacksonville is selecting schools for automated enforcement. Matt said the vendor
they are working with will provide a list of prioritized schools.

Kevin Marquez offered that speed data collection can be used to inform where officers may be posted in
addition to automated enforcement.

E-Bike Tip Card Review (see Appendix B for slides)

Emily Bush shared an introduction to the creation of the E-Bike Tip Card by the Communications team.
Angela Kristiansen explained that several of the comments received on Teams have been addressed in
the most recent version. The “No” cells were kept separate to facilitate the use of screen readers. She
then facilitated a discussion on a few remaining comments:

e Relationship to more restrictive municipal codes: Idea to add something more prominent in the
empty space on page 2.

e Helmet use: Idea to add a recommendation for helmet use on page 2.

e Safe Speeds: Option to rephrase this to “safe speeds and distance” to be clearer.

Laura Hardwicke asked if we could dedicate some white space for local agency logos or QR codes so
municipal regulations can be referenced. This way, local agencies can disseminate the materials further
and have some ownership of their materials.

Kim Smith suggested referencing other tip cards through QR codes but Emily shared that those
resources might change and it is best to avoid potentially referencing outdated resources.



Tiffany Gehrke suggested having two versions, one with the “always check local codes” message and
another with a blank space for local additions. However, it makes sense to serve both purposes on the
same card.

There was some discussion about the recommendation to “Use safe speeds.” Alison Moss suggested
“slow your roll.” Curtis Bryant suggested “ride cautiously, especially in shared spaces.” Kyle Simpson
shared that “safe speeds” encompasses the idea of context-sensitive speeds and that he preferred the
phrase. Melissa Wandall shared that this problem came up when working to pass the “right turn on red”
bill. Tiffany agreed that using “safe speeds” gives space for interpretation. Emily confirmed that the
most important thing is slowing in shared spaces, which is noted on the tip card. Jon Askins agreed that
“safe speeds” is best. Tina Russo shared that existing signs on the Coast-to-Coast trail say “use safe
speeds and distance.” The team agreed to use “safe speed and distance.”

Kevin Marquez asked if there is any current proposed legislation that would change the “where can |
ride?” column. Emily was not aware of any.

Poorna Bhattacharya shared that page 2 text in green is misleading: users have rights, not vehicles.
Angela agreed and said this would be addressed.

Implementation Plan Update — Megan Mello, Kittelson & Associates, Inc.
Megan introduced the structure of the breakout sessions.

Breakout: 2024 Emphasis Area Plans and Priorities
Emphasis area teams met to discuss updates to and priorities of their implementation plans.

Urban Mobility Tips, Walkshop Prep — Laura Hardwicke, City of Orlando
Laura shared information regarding the next day’s walkshop.

Public Comment Period

Chief Brett Railey shared that he is participating in a safety effort out of state and one of his contacts is
seeking successful case studies of corridors with pedestrian barriers along medians that encourage
crossing compliance. He asked that coalition members share examples with him if they are aware of any
similar corridors. Terry Corkery and Michael Lewis shared examples in Tallahassee and Pensacola,
respectively.

Chief Railey also requested that the coalition explore how to reconcile Florida Statute 316.1995 with the
use of electric micromobility on paths and sidewalks. Alison Moss shared that e-bikes have the rights and
privileges of regular cyclists (Florida Statute 316.20655). Chief Railey felt that there was still conflict and
that this requires clarifying language, especially since 316.1995 exempts motorized wheelchairs.

Emily Bush asked if anyone had examples for successfully working through the 3R process with FDOT
partners so that safety features are maintained throughout the scoping and design process.

Day 1 Wrap Up
Members and guests were provided with reminders about travel and the optional group dinner.


https://www.flsenate.gov/laws/statutes/2018/316.1995
http://www.leg.state.fl.us/statutes/index.cfm?App_mode=Display_Statute&URL=0300-0399/0316/Sections/0316.20655.html

Wednesday, January 31, 2023

Walkshop — Laura Hardwicke, City of Orlando

Coalition attendees met and walked to City Hall with several stops along the way. Laura Hardwicke
highlighted outcomes of the City of Orlando’s Quick-Build Program along the route, including new green
bike lanes, an intersection mural, and future intersection plans.

Call to Order — Chris Craig, FDOT Traffic Safety Administrator

The meeting was called to order at 9:25 AM by Chris Craig. He recapped the presentation topics from
Tuesday and previewed Wednesday’s topics. Chris mentioned that emphasis area teams would be
focusing on specific tasks identified on Day 1. Chris shared a public meeting announcement and some
general housekeeping information.

Walkshop Recap

Laura Hardwicke recapped the “shoulds” and “shalls” in relation to MUTCD guidance around aesthetic
crosswalk treatments. She discussed what elements should be considered in the planning and execution
of quick-build murals and other aesthetic treatments. Angela Kristiansen opened the floor to questions
and comments from the group. Alison Moss noted it was interesting to see drivers approaching the
quick-build mural apprehensively.

FDOT District Spotlight — District 4 and 7 (see Appendix B for slides)
District 4 (Claudette de los Santos):

Claudette began her presentation with an introduction to the District Four Bicycle and Pedestrian Master
Plan 2.0. She then highlighted the goals and objectives of the Master Plan, including the interactive
functionality and accounting for projects that have been built since the previous master plan. She covered
the timeline and shared that the Plan will be completed in early 2025.

District 7 (Andrew Gray):

Andrew highlighted the enhanced law enforcement engagement program in District Seven. Twenty-five
agencies currently participate in this program. The next step in the program is to implement and analyze
high friction surface treatments at intersections, ramps, and curves. He shared the results from a before
and after study for the new treatments, with improved stopping behavior at intersections. Andrew shared
that FHWA and the Roadway Safety Foundation awarded District 7 for the high friction surface treatment
work at the 2023 National Roadway Safety Awards in Washington, D.C. in November. Andrew shared the
Florida Avenue Raised Crosswalks video analysis and the Pinellas Byway Cycle Track video analysis.

Breakout Rotations: Collaboration & Partnerships

Megan Mello recommended that emphasis area teams use the breakout time to discuss how to approach
tackling tasks in the next quarter. Emphasis area teams tracked progress in their implementation plans
and sent representatives to other partner EAs to collaborate on specific tasks.

Emphasis Area Status Updates — Goal Leaders
e Policy and Programs (Alison Moss):
o Closing Out (October — January):
=  Micromobility definition



=  Amendments to Crash Report form
o Coming Up (January — April):
= Hands Free Legislation
= Side Guards on Commercial Trucks Legislation
= Policy/programs to strengthen Ped/Bike Accommodation during Construction
=  Program showcasing great projects and developments, and the land
Development Regulations that facilitated them
e Alison asked the coalition for examples of great land development
policy language that locals could adopt/implement.
Data, Analysis, & Evaluation (Poorna Bhattacharya):
o Closing Out (October — January):
=  Finalized performance metrics document
=  Draft glossary of terms
= Coordination activities for location of proven safety countermeasure
implementation
=  Geolocation concerns with crash data
o Coming Up (January — April):
= Before/after studies coordination with PDO team
=  Finalize glossary of terms
=  Starting draft of data sources
= Before/after studies for safety countermeasures
=  Map of FHWA proven countermeasures
= Data format for countermeasures that will be effective in evaluating
before/after
Enforcement (Jason Frank):
o Closing Out (October — January):
= |mplementing HVE Surveys for participating and non-participating agencies
=  Continued evaluation of HVE Enforcement materials to ensure the materials
reflect current laws/changes
= Evaluate current implementation plan to eliminate any duplicate tasks and
consolidate where necessary
o Coming Up (January — April):
= Finalize letters to non-participating agency heads to solicit involvement in HVE
activities
= Continue work on app based/web based interactive reference tool for officers
to use while conducting HVE activities
Vision Zero (Josette Severyn):
o Closing Out (October — January):
=  Toolkit finishing touches. Goal to publish end of February.
o Coming Up (January — April):
= LTAP webinar development for promoting toolkit
=  Case Study Collection
= |mplementation Plan Clean Up
e Reassighments



e Task and Deliverable updates
¢ Planning, Design, and Operation (Tiffany Gehrke):
o Closing Out (October — January):
= Manual and policy updates that reflect many items in Implementation Plan
o Coming Up (January — April):
= Continue efforts of evaluation of speed management and safety
countermeasures
= |ncrease FDOT engagement with development community
= Use Al to evaluate and apply predictive analysis and prioritize safety
countermeasures
e EMS (Mandy Robinson):
o Closing Out (October — January):
=  Who reports to EMSTARS
o Coming Up (January — April):
= Continue to look at data gaps with what is reported to FDOT and what is
reported to FDOH (vehicle crash reports vs. EMSTARS vs. hospital data)
=  Research education programs within EMS for pedestrian and bicycle crashes
e Communication (Emily Bush):
o Closing Out (October — January):
= Review existing tip cards
= Create e-bike tip card
=  Support LE’s HVE Survey
o Coming Up (January — April):
= Identify partners pulling resources from PedBike SRC
=  Finish tip card review
=  Start crafting survey for partners

Next Steps
Angela Kristiansen shared that March is Florida Bike Month and asked members to share activities and
events with the coalition. She followed up with housekeeping items.

Public Comment Period
No public comments were received.

Closing Remarks — Chris Craig, FDOT Traffic Safety Administrator

Chris closed the meeting and asked everyone about their experience in Orlando. He proposed extending
the meeting duration by 30 minutes each day, and coalition members agreed. He thanked everyone for
their participation and reminded members of the upcoming meeting location.

Next Meeting Announcement:
The next Coalition Meeting will be held: .
Orlando City Hall
April 23, 2024, 1:00 — 5:30PM 400 S Orange Avenue
April 24, 2024, 8:00AM — 12:30PM Orlando, FL 32801



Appendix A — Meeting Agenda



Florida’s Pedestrian and Bicycle Safety Coalition
Meeting Agenda — January 30 - 31, 2024

Tuesday, January 30, 2024 — General Session 1

1:00-1:05PM Call to Order - Chris Craig, FDOT Traffic Safety Administrator
1:05-1:10 PM Welcome - Jim Young, Orlando Special Events Division Manager, Retired DCOP
1:10-1:20 PM Meeting Dedication in Honor of Jason Stiteler

1:20-1:25PM Coalition Meeting Announcements — Kittelson

1:25-1:40 PM Introductions — Coalition Members

1:40 -2:05 PM 2024 FDOT Design Manual Updates — Tiffany Gehrke, FDOT
2:05-2:15PM 2024 Traffic Engineering Manual Updates — Mariano Amicarelli, FDOT
2:15-2:55PM Speed Detection Systems — Panel and Roundtable Discussion

2:55 -3:05 PM BREAK

3:05 -3:25 PM E-Bike Tip Card Review — Coalition Team

3:25-3:30 PM Implementation Plan Update

3:30-4:30 PM Breakout: 2024 Emphasis Area Plans and Priorities

4:30 - 4:35 PM Regroup: Collaboration Needs

4:35 - 4:45 PM Urban Mobility Tips, Walkshop Prep — Laura Hardwicke, City of Orlando
4:45 - 4:55 PM Public Comment Period

4:55 -5:00 PM Day 1 Wrap Up

Wednesday, January 31, 2024 — General Session 2

10:10-10:20 AM
10:20-11:20 AM

8:00 - 8:15 AM Meet at Home2Suites

8:15-9:15 AM Walkshop - Led by Laura Hardwicke, City of Orlando

9:15-9:20 AM Call to Order at City Hall — Chris Craig, FDOT Traffic Safety Administrator
9:20-9:35 AM Walkshop Recap — Roundtable Discussion of Experiences, Photos
9:35-10:10 AM District Spotlight — Districts 4 & 7

BREAK

Breakout Rotations: Collaboration & Work Session

11:20 - 11:40AM

Emphasis Area Status Updates — Goal Leaders (3 Min Each)

11:40-11:45 AM

Next Steps — Kittelson and IPTM

11:45-11:55 AM

Public Comment Period

11:55AM - 12:00PM

Closing Remarks — Chris Craig, FDOT Traffic Safety Administrator
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Coalition Meeting Announcements 01/30/2024 - 01/31/2024

FLORIDA’S PEDESTRIAN
AND BICYCLE SAFETY
COALITION MEETING

January 30, 2024 CALL TO ORDER

Orlando, FL

\\"“ 104y, Chris Craig
\ FDOT Traffic Safety Administrator

7 N
TN

Wifi: City Guest

PUBLIC MEETING
WELCOME ANNOUNCEMENT

Jim Young January 30, 2024
4:45 - 4:55 PM

Manager, Orlando Special Events Division
January 31, 2024

11:45 - 11:55 AM

= —

In honor of Jason Thomas (JT) Stiteler,
who lost his life in a crash while walking
p in Orlando in February 2021.




Coalition Meeting Announcements

01/30/2024 - 01/31/2024
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COALITION MEETING
ANNOUNCEMENTS

Wifi: City Guest

GET TO KNOW
THE COALITION

INTRODUCTIONS

In 15 seconds or less, share your:

* Name
» Role/Organization

NEW YEAR!

D ]
Fesslulisns:

Drive Safe
Always Buckle my Seatbelt
Put my Phone on Do Not Disturb While Driving
Never Drive Impaired
Speak Up as a Passenger
Keep a Safety Kit in my Car
Obey Speed Limits

BREAK

Until 3:12 PM

r[m{\
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E-BIKE TIP CARD
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Know the Difference: Electric Bicycles & More
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Coalition Meeting Announcements

01/30/2024 - 01/31/2024

Remember that electric bicycles, motorized scooters, segways,
and hoverboards have all the same rights - and must follow all the
same rules - as traditional bicycle users.

Whatever and wherever you're riding, always:
« Use safe speeds, especially in shared spaces.

~ Bevisible. It is always recommended to use light colored clothes, white front lights and
rear red lights when traveling in low light conditions.

« Slow down at corners and make sure you halt before entering and crossing the road.
» Give an audible warning signal when passing others.
- Be courteous to others and always yield to pedestrians.
« Stay to the right, except when passing. *
~ Follow all rules of the road and be predictable.

316.2085, 316.20655, and 316.2068

Remember that electric hicycles, motorized scooters, segways,
and hoverboards have all the same rights - and must follow all the Always Check
same rules - as traditional bicycle users. Local Codes

Whatever and wherever you're riding, always:

< Use safe speedspspecially in shared spaces. municipalities
might adopt

~ Bevisible. It is always recommended to use light colored clothes, white front lights and
rear red lights when traveling in low light conditions. IR (e
rules for devices

~ Slow down at corners and make sure you halt before entering and crossing the road.

» Give an audible warning signal when passing others.

- Be courteous to others and always yield to pedestrians. AT e

« Stay to the right, except when passing. * keep you safe in

« Follow all rules of the road and be predictable. ~ # bicycle crashes,
minimizing the

risk of a
traumatic brain
injury

316.2085, 316.20655, and 316.2068
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IMPLEMENTATION PLAN
UPDATE

1) Take stock of your Implementation Plan

2) Reuvisit priority tasks, with the goal of:
a) Confirming carry-over tasks, and
b) Identifying 2-3 new tasks for 2024

GOAL:
DISCUSS YOUR TEAM’S VISION FOR 2024 AND
UPDATE YOUR IP TO REFLECT THAT VISION

15
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COLLABORATION PREP

» Which tasks require collaboration?

* Who are your task leaders?
+ Who are you sending from your team?

« What Objective, Strategy, and Task #? %
* Who can support you from another @
emphasis area?
* Who do they need to talk to? @

BREAKOUT:
EMPHASIS AREAS

3:45 - 4:30 PM

17

18




Coalition Meeting Announcements

01/30/2024 - 01/31/2024

)
*,@ BREAKOUT LOCATIONS
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Remain in the Fairview Room Richmond Lancaster Fredrica
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| TASK TEAM
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» Goal leader report out
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Planning, Design, and Operations
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URBAN MOBILITY TIPS:

WALKSHOP PREP

Laura Hardwicke
Orlando Department of Transportation, Safe Mobility Manager
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Add your photos
here!
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PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD

4:45 — 4:55 PM
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Coalition Meeting Announcements 01/30/2024 - 01/31/2024

PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLE

TUESDAY aél;I_EI_ThYlGCOALITION

WRAP UP January 31, 2024

Wifi: City Guest

25

PUBLIC MEETING
CALL TO ORDER ANNOUNCEMENT

Chris Craig
FDOT Traffic Safety Administrator

11:45 - 11:55 AM

27 28

s rooT) ZERUD e
BRAKES: CHECK.
SHOULD BE FRM, THEM BEFORE YOU
SQUEEZE THEM Y
E TO BE SURE THEY g e T
Gl Al AL THE HANDLEBARS
(TOO LOOSEI)
Add your photos \ /
WALKSHOP RECAP " BREAK
9:30 - 9:45 AM
CHAIN: MAKE SURE
THE CHAIN IS CLEAN,
WELL OILED AND
SMOOTH MOVING.



Coalition Meeting Announcements

01/30/2024 - 01/31/2024

BREAKOUT:

COLLABORATION & WORK SESSION

10:05 - 11:20 AM

SESSION

« Collaboration Partners — Connect and discuss your collaboration needs
« Everyone else — Take this time to run through the agenda you prepped
yesterday
« Come up with a plan for chipping away at your new priority tasks
over the next quarter
« Assign task leaders and set internal deadlines

* Goal Leaders — Prepare to share status updates

GOAL:
MAKE A PLAN FOR THE NEXT QUARTER

31

32

BREAKOUT LOCATIONS

(.
mﬂﬂﬂ% i
&y B2 \4

Remain in the Fairview Room

Richmond

%

Nona

®E
@}

COLLABORATION L
REQUESTS & » %
LOCATIONS

F Ro Richmond Nona

Shelby Izzy/Mandy

l Be prepared to start report

outs at 11:20am
Q)
mluﬂ AL \
TBD
Objective 5 \[I

Defining “serious injury” across industries

33

34

EMPHASIS AREA
STATUS UPDATES

1. What are you closing out?

2. What is coming up in the next quarter?

35

people walking and _Kevin Walford, Miami-Dade Transportation Planning Oi ization (TPO)
biking.
10
3¢ = Goal Leader members

Strengthen legislation,

fatal and serious injury

POLICY & PROGRAMS

Leilani Gruener, Florida Highway Safety and Motor Vehicles (FLHSMV)¥¢
Alison Moss, Alachua Countyifx’
Libertad Acosta-Anderson, FDOT District Five
Michelle Avola-Brown, Naples Pathways Coalition
regulations, policies ~Ray Gray, Florida Dept. of Education
and programs to Kelly Morphy, Florida Bicycle Association
support the overall  vitor Suguri, FDOT District One
goal of eliminating Lauren Torres, National Safety Council
Stephanie Torres, St. Lucie Transportation Planning Organization (TPO)

Goal:

crashes involving




Coalition Meeting Announcements

01/30/2024 - 01/31/2024

Closing Out (Oct —Jan)
« Micromobility definition
« Amendments to Crash Report form

-

Coming Up (Jan — Apr)

« Hands Free Legislation

+ Side Guards on Commercial
Trucks Legislation

« Policy/programs to strengthen Ped/Bike
Accommodation during Construction

« Program showcasing great projects
and development, and the Land Dev
Regs that facilitated

POLICY & PROGRAMS

Goal:
Increase data literacy
and facilitate the use

of timely, relevant, and
quality data to support
equitable and data-
driven decision-
making to improve the
mobility and safety of
people walking and
biking in Florida.

Poorna Bhattacharya, ASHA Planning Consultancy ¥
Rupert Giroux, FDOT State Safety Office vt

Priyanka Alluri, Florida International University

Jotan Borms, Transportation Data and Analytics (TDA) Office
Mark Brown, Broward MPO

Terrence Corkery, FDOT Central Office

Annely Karron, FDOT District Two

Eric Katz, FDOT Central Office

Karla i Silva, City of Gai

Tina Russo, Pasco MPO

10
X = Goal Leader members]
Jason Frank, Sarasota Police Department ¥
. A Jon Askins, Florida Law Enforcement Liaison (LEL) Program
CIOSIng OUt (OCt _Jan) Comlng Up (Jan - Apr) Abigail Cordle, St Augustine Police Dept
« Finalized performance metrics « Finalize glossary of terms Ientiy, ([3;’3':' 4 [Tommi Lyter, Escambia County Sherf’s Offca
. lentify, develop, ani D
« Draft glossary of terms + Starting draft of data sources implement diverse | Kevin Marquez, FDOT District Five
« Before/after studies coordination with + Before/after studies for safety enforcement Janice Martinez, Florida Law Enforcement Liaison (LEL) Program
PDO team countermeasures strategies in support | chris Miller, Florida Highway Patrol
* Map of FHWA proven countermeasures of Target Zero. Sharon Murchison, Institute of Police Technology and Management (IPTM)
« Data format for countermeasure that will be Kristina Quenneville, Florida Highway Patrol
effective in evaluating before/after Chief Brett Railey, Institute of Police Technology and Mar (IPTM)
Sgt. James Reiser, Tampa Police Department
ichael Teague, Florida Police iefs Association
Michael Te Florida Police Chiefs A iati
12
X = Goal Leader members}
© VISION ZERO
LAW ENFORCEMENT o e i i
Gina Babcock, National Coalition for Safer Roads
I/(,‘[Iou“\\\‘ Loreen Bobo, FDOT District Five
Closing Out (Oct —Jan) Coming Up (Jan - Apr) - = Emme.lh Duran, FDOT District Seven
- Implementing HVE Surveys for - Finalization of etters tonon. - Goal: i e el Plannina Aeney (TP
gg;thccl?gstmg and non-participating ﬁﬁ,’gﬁgg‘g“n 29e\% acet?/it?etso. solicit Eliminate fatalities and | Laura Hardwicke, Ciy of Orlando
. serious injuries for
- Continued evaluation of HVE - Continue work on app based/web people wajlking P T
Enforcement materials to ensure based interactive reference tool for e atherine Kehres. isct Four
the materials reflect current officers to use while conducting HVE biking. William Porth, City of Tampa
laws/changes. activities Ken Reinhardt, AARP Florida
- EValuate Curl’eni Keith Robbins, FDOT District One
|an to e"minate 'an du |icate Lisa Silva, Plan Hillsborough
asks and consolidate where Kyle Simpson, Forward Pinellas
necessary. Kim Smith, Space Coast Advocate
Melissa Wandall, National Coalition for Safer Roads
16
X = Goal Leader members|

41

42



Coalition Meeting Announcements

01/30/2024 -0

1/31/2024

VISION ZERO

Closing Out (Oct —Jan) Coming Up (Jan — Apr)

« Toolkit to be published + LTAP webinar development for promoting

toolkit
« Case Study Collection

« Implementation Plan Clean Up
+ Reassignments
« Task and Deliverable updates

Goal:
Prioritize safety for
non-motorized users
on Florida's
transportation facilities
to encourage
implementation of safe
systems resulting in
safer behavior by and
increased safety for all

PLANNING,
DESIGN, & OPERATIONS

%

Jenna Bowman, FDOT Central Office ¥

Michael Lewis, FDOT District Threeﬁﬁ’

Mariano Amicarelli, FDOT Central Office Y

Kevin Burgess, Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Florida Division

DeWayne Carver, FDOT District Five

Tiffany Gehrke, FDOT Central Office

Jensen Hackett, FDOT District Seven

David Hawk, Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Florida Division

Gevin McDaniel, HNTB Corporation

Tanya Merkle, FDOT District One

L.K. Nandam, FDOT Central Office

road users. Derwood Sheppard, FDOT Central Office
Claudette De Los Santos, FDOT District Four 13
¢ - Goal Leader members
DESIGN, & OPERATIONS O MEDICAL SERVICES
4 David Summers, Injury Prevention Expert ¥t
A Coming U Jan - Apr Isabella Discepolo, HCA Bayonet Point Hospital-Trauma Center
CIOSIng OUt (OCt -Jan) g p ( p ) . Cory Richter, Indian River Fire Rescue
* Continue Efforts of Evaluation of Goal: T ST e TGS
. Speed Management and Safety Improve medical | Jancy FoImaon, Hecth He
» Manual and P0|ICy Updapes Countermeasures response and reduce | Kathy Wall, Safe Kids Paim Beach County
that Reflect Many Items in . mortality and morbidity | Scott Zenoni, Health First
Implementation Plan * Increase Department's resulting from crashes
Engagement with Development involving people
Community walking and biking.
» Use Al to Evaluate and Apply
Predictive Analysis and Prioritize
Safety Countermeasures
6
X = Goal Leader members]
EMERGENCY o COMMUNICATIONS, @
MEDICAL SERVICES OUTREACH, & EDUCATION
Emily Bush, Bike/Walk Central Florida Yo
. . Allison Beaty, FDOT State Safety Office
Closing Out (Oct —Jan) Coming Up (Jan - Apr) coal Curtis Bryant, Creative Fuel LLC
. «+ Continue to look at data gaps with what is oat
Who reports to EMSTARS raported to FDOT and what s reportod to FDOH Develop and deploy clear | 2ana (I:rosby. FDOT Central C?fﬁce
(vehicle crash reports vs EMSTARS vs hospital and targeted Claudia Machado, MADD Florida
data) C°f"'"u2'°a"°"v_°“"ea°hr ie Moss, FDOT District Five
an
+ Research education programs within EMS for campaigns both internally Paul Simpson, University of Florida: Florida PedBike Safety Resource Center
Pedestrian and Bicycle crashes, etc and externally with the | Shelby Villatoro, Space Coast Transportation Planning O (TPO)
goal of increasing Chris Wiglesworth, FDOT Central Office
awareness, facilitating
behavior change for all
road users, and
decreasing fatalities and
injuries to people walking
and biking. 9
3¢ = Goal Leader members

47
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Coalition Meeting Announcements

01/30/2024 - 01/31/2024

COMMUNICATIONS, Q.
OUTREACH, & EDUCATION

Closing Out (Oct —Jan)

* Review existing tip cards
* Create e-bike tip card

* Support LE's HVE Survey

Coming Up (Jan — Apr)

« Identify partners pulling
resources from PedBike SRC

« Finish tip card review
« Start crafting survey for partners

=3

NEXT STEPS

IPTM
Kittelson & Associates, Inc.

49

\\\\\ W,,

SAFETY MESSAGE

51

50

<& MOVE OVER >

v
flhsmv.gov/moveover
FLHSMV (&)

\\\\\ W,,

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD

11:45 — 11:55 AM

\\\“ Wﬂ// . 3

NEXT MEETING

April 23 — 24, 2024
Orlando City Hall

53

54




Coalition Meeting Announcements 01/30/2024 - 01/31/2024

I
2D
>
CLOSING REMARKS In life we eachrun
Oour own races
Chris Craig . .
FDOT Traffic Safety Administrator ourlob Is to help each
other along the way.

55
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2024 FDOT Design Manual Updates 1/30/2024

2024 FDOT Design Manual

FDM 2024
Ped/Bike Updates

Presented by:
Tiffany Gehrke

2024 FDOT Design Manual

FDM 211

Limited Access Facilities

FDOTY) FOOT
January 2024 January 2024
1 2

@ Major Changes to FDM 211 ﬂFDM 211.18 Interchange Areas
Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities

« FDM 211.18 Interchange Areas Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities * New Section for Bicycle and = 0 b
Pedestrian Facilities -‘)
« Shared Use Paths
o Based on Research
o New Interchanges
o Not Required on RRR or

Existing Interchanges
Els 11,181 Il f Bi my Int

2024 FDOT Design Manual

@ Major Changes to FDM 213

« FDM 213.8.2 Bicycle Facilities
+ FDM 213.8.3 Pedestrian Crossings
« FDM 213.10 Signing and Pavement Markings

FDM 213
Modern Roundabouts

FDOT)

January 2024




2024 FDOT Design Manual Updates 1/30/2024

@FDM 213.8.2 Bicycle Facilities @ FDM 213.8.3 Pedestrian
i Crossings

« Relocation of Figures 213.8.1 and « Added New Subsection 213.8.3

213.8.2 from FDM 213 to FDM 223 o Angled Crossings 21383 Pedestrian Crossings
« Complete Overhaul of Original Text o Straight Crossings +_Angled Crossings - Angled 2 e confuratin sscause ey
f . e cratius uhsiis ourh of 18 aniy
o Included Text for On-Road Bicycle o Offset Crossings T T T T T T T T T Ty T
Facilities T —
Iml jht Cry itraight m ing ed when providing ntinuity of
. e m i
o Included Text for Physically e e
Separated Bicycle Facilities sl crusinge]

Beao Rapd
offset crossings, Iocate the approach Lane crosswalk 20 feet from the outside of

e ICD and the exiing lane crosswalk 50 feet ffom (he oulside of the ICD._Thi
desion s intentionally_opposite the similar Z-Crossing” found af_midblock
locations. The longer distance at the exit allows for a 2-car queus between the

crosswalk and roundabout

@ FDM 213.8.3 Pedestrian @ FDM 213.10 Signing and
Crossings Pavement Markings

213.10  Signing and Pavement Markings

+ Added New Figures for Figue 21344 Angled and Sraght Crossings * Modified Text for 213.10
Subsection 213.8.3 ‘ o Change Location of Some J

through the roundabout.
o Figure 213.8.1 Angled and Text Within the Section Use the standard lefium amow with a circular dot on the lsftmost lane of the approach|
Straight Crossings e nun i x ndar

o Text Regarding New Figure
o Figure 213.8.1 Offset

Crossings

. Follow the detads presented in Exhibits 213-3, 213-4, 213-5, and Figure 213.10.1 when|
o Guidance on the Use of developing roundabout signing and pavemen! marking plans ta promote consistency

the jhout the
Green-Colored Pavement sl stte

o lngH\M This f rgm s intios leatues ho ihmm e icluded o i

‘desin of streel crossings.
Additional measures may be needed to induce yieiding to bicyclists and pedestrians ail
ctossing locations of mulliane roundaiouts of roungabiouts whers ext geometry ma

ot faser o spesds and soduced chaness o g by ol Gone

|gevices such a5 a Rapid Flashing Beacon or a Pes o Hybrid Beacon

@FDM Signing and Pavement
Markings

Figurs 213181 Moundabout SLPM it Separated Bicycle Lane.

+ Added Figure 213.10.1 Roundabout S&PM
with Separated Bicycle Lane

FDM 222

Pedestrian Facilities

FDOT)

January 2024

11 12



2024 FDOT Design Manual Updates

Major Changes to FDM 222

« FDM 222.2.1 Sidewalk

13

2024 FDOT Design Manual

FDM 223

Bicycle Facilities

FDOT)

January 2024

15

FDM 223.2 Bicycle Facilities

« Added Bicycle Ramps as a Bicycle Facility

2232 Bicycle Facilities.
|A bicycle facilty accommodates. bicycle travel. Bicycle facilities play an important role is
lsupparting bicycle travel,
Bicycie faciltes include the follawing:
* Bicycle lanes
+ Keynole lanes

« Intersection Bicycle Box and Two-
Stage Bicycle Tum Box

« Paved shoulders.
« Shared use paths

+_ Separaled bicycle lanes
+_Bicycle ramps

17

1/30/2024

FDM 222.2.1 Sidewalk

* Requirement for Sidewalk in C3C Context

Provide sidewalk on high speed curbed and flush shoulder roadways within C2T, C3C,
C4, C5 or C6 context classification; and within C1, C2 or C3R where the demand for use
is demonstrated.

14

Major Changes to FDM 223

« FDM 223.2 Bicycle Facilities

« FDM 223.2.1 Bicycle Lanes

« FDM 223.2.1.1 Bicycle Lane Width

« FDM 223.2.1.3 Keyhole Lanes

« FDM 223.2.4 Separated Bike Lanes

« FDM 223.2.4.1 Type of Separation

« FDM 223.2.4.2 Sidewalk Level Separated Bike Lane
+ FDM 223.2.4.4 Separated Bicycle Lane Widths
« FDM 223.2.5 SBL Curb Types

+ FDM 223.2.6 Bicycle Ramps

« FDM 223.5 Bicycle Parking Amenities

16

FDM 223.2.1 Bicycle Lanes

* Moved 223.2.21 Marked Shoulder Subsection to the 223.2.1 Bicycle
Lanes Subsection

o Modified Context Classification Allowance for Marking Paved
Shoulders as Bicycle Lanes

o Modified Condition 4 to Include Separated Bicycle Lanes as not
being present along Corridor

it best practice to consider other types of faciities for design speeds greater than 30|
‘mph,_such as a separated bicycle lane or shared use path,

<45 mph. Hawever. 7333 3.3 1 Warked Shoulders

Mark paved shoulders as bicycle lanes when all the foliowing are me:

pavermant maskin M 223:2.% as-8-ma

(1) Design speed s 45 moh

@
@

‘Shoulder width 2 S-foot,

Within C21, C4, €5, C. C3C conlex classification. o within CIR when demand|

#a4)

is demonstraled_ and

hared use path or nes are ol present along conidor,

18




2024 FDOT Design Manual Updates

FDM 223.2.1.1 Bicycle Lane
Width

« Modified Criteria Regarding the Placement of a Bicycle Lane Adjacent
to a 10 Foot Travel Lane

[For projects where a bicycie tane is needed and it is not practical to mave the existing
Jeurd (e.5.. RRR). the widih of the bicycle lane depends. on the width of the avaiabie
Imadway pavement. For these types of projscts, the options in the order of priorty are:
(1) 7-toot buffered bicycle tane

[2)  €-foot bufferes bicycie lane

@) 5-foot bicycle lane

I[4)  4-foot bicycle lane

IDo not piace a 4-fos bicycle lane with less than 5 feet of width adjacant to a 10-foot traffic
lane.

19

FDM 223.2.4 Separated Bike
Lanes

+ Added language to support
separated bicycle lanes in
advance of interchange ramps as

h . Iseparated bicycle 25 lnes are one-way or twoway bicycie anes that are adjacent
well as other intersections and 1o and physicaty separated from the vehicuiar lravel lane. - BcYCISts in hess faciies
vo separated fom vehiuar rafhc
roundabouts

[223.2.4  Separated Bicycle Lanes (SBL)

A i be used met;

be oblained,

+ Separation can be maintained between bicycle and motorized traffic through
intersections, and

= Canfict points are minimal and miigated. Cyelists shoukd be given priority al the
driveway and side street crossings.

separated tavel bicycle (aciily transitons
P " for

21

DM 223.2.4.2 Sidewalk Level
Separated Bike Lane

« Added Sidewalk Level Separated Bicycle
Lanes as an option

« Design Criteria for widths and other design
criteria including buffer between sidewalk
and SBL

747 Siewal Lovel Separaied Bicycio Lanes

Figure22322  Example of Sidewalk Levl Bicyel Lano

23

1/30/2024

« Modified Keyhole Lane Criteria

FDM 223.2.1.3 Keyhole Lanes

[223.21.3 Keyhole Lanes.

of Bieycia Ramps at

o \oh the confl
yele lane is provided

|A keyhole lane is a bicycle lane that is placed between a through lane and the adjacent
[right- tum lane,_merge lane, bus bay, or parking lane.

Prov a keypeie laneon cuted roadys i hve a byl lans spproaching s

ot o not have.a hvcyde — appmamrq Toan mlarsaction, ukh & rghtfum lanes

bay, or parking lane. On

but not less th

[Provide 3 keyhole lane on flush shoulder roadways of any design speed where the
lapproaching or departing paved shoulder is of at least & feet in width,

[Provide a 7-foot buflered keyhole lane on curbed roadways: however, when 7 feet is not

[obtainable. provide the greaiest keyhole lane widih possibie, but not less than 5 feet. The

[keyhole lane should mateh the width of the shoulder on flush shoulder and high-speed
5

20

FDM 223.2.4.1 Type of

Separation

* Modified language for clarification

« Point to the new section on curb types

223241 Type of Separation

Tubular markers. islands, on-street parking. and rigid barriers may be used as forms of
separation for the appropriate design speeds as folaws:

.3 ....,nanm Tutudar markees athc ssosraton. eknc, gk baries, o or-
street par use an
istand 1see stgun 223.22)

4045 mph: fic separator, islands, of rigid barriers

Use curb types for separaled bicycle lanes as shown in FDM 223,25 Other forms of

22

Widths of SBLs
« Accounting for curbs

FDM 223.2.4.4 Separated
Bicycle Lane Widths

* More Flexibility in Minimum Lane |Table 223.2.1 Minimum Separated Bicycle Lane Widths

One-Way Facility Width (foet)

Between drop curbs, types E or B curbs, at
sidewalk level, or adjacent o one type F or D curb

5

Between two type F or D curbs

Two-Way Facility Width (feet)

Between drop curbs, types E or B curbs, or at

6

sidewalk level e
Adjacent to one type F or D curb ]
Between two type F or D curbs 10

Notes:

(1) A continuous barrier is treated the same as a type F or D
curb.

24



2024 FDOT Design Manual Updates 1/30/2024

FDM 223.2.5 SBL Curb Types

Figure 223.2.4 SBL Curb Types
| Curb Types ) Description | Figure 22326  Straight Bicycle Ramp Figure 22325  Angled Bicyclo Ramp

FDM 223.2.6 Bicycle Ramps

[

223.2.5 Separated Bicycle Lane (SBL) Curb Types

[

Selecting the appropriate curb type is important when designing separated bicycle lanes
and street buffer zones. Increased risks of bicycle wheel or pedal strikes and crashes
can be influenced by the curb type. The curb angle and curb height can have an impact|
when exiting the bicycle lane, accessing parking, and determining risk of encroachment
by motor vehicles. Figure 223.2.4 illustrates and describes curb types used for separated
bicycle lanes.

Ik

im

nol INcluce a Lirectional ingicaior wnen ) an_on-street bicycle facility to a|
sidewalk level SBL |

orep curp

x 520-001. 520-802
e 37

25 26

FDM 223.5 Bicycle Parking ICyCle Farking

Amenities Amenities
+ Adding “Mcromobility” Given the 35 Bicycle Parking Amenities « Offset Requirement . Spaci_ng Adjaqe_nt to Cars to Allow for
Challenges of Scooter Clutter on e v T ol s « Spacing Between Racks Entering & Exiting

Separation from Parked Cars
Parking Accessible to Bike Facility

« Midblock and Intersection
Micromobility Device

A range of small, lightweight vehicles (typically less than 36" wide and 50 Ibs.) operated
by users personally at speeds between 15 mph and 28 mph. Micromobility devices
include, but are not limited to, electric scooters, electric skateboards, and electric pedal g Bl
assisted (pedelec) bicycles. I’

Figure 22352 On-Stroat Bicyclo Parking (Intersection)

s e s

« Clarified lateral offset requirements . |

PR

v paing
28 30w 1 Figure 22081 and Figuwe 22252

vericls and bicyce parkng Separston

[Figure 2351 hustates onstest Byt PR #l MRSk 4nd Figu 22382
. g 3t an .

27 28

2024 FDOT Design Manual Major Changes to FDM 224

+ FDM 224.4.1 Tunnel and Bridge Width
« FDM 224.7 Horizontal Clearance

FDM 224
Shared Use Paths

FDOT)

January 2024

29 30



2024 FDOT Design Manual Updates 1/30/2024

FDM 224.4.1 Tunnel and
Bridge Width

FDM 224.7 Horizontal
Clearance

« Language supports the changes

« Added Needed Clarification of Criteria on Vehicular Bridges in FDM 224. 4.1
2247 Horizontal Clearance
22441 Tunnel and Bridge Widths Provide a 4-foot clear area adjacent to both sides of the path, including placement of

signs. Maintain a 2-foot-wide graded area with a maximum 1:6 slope adjacent to both
sides of the path. For restricted conditions, bridge abutments, sign columns, fencing and

Clear width for tunnels is the width of the shared use path plus four feet. The geomeltrics
Path ge railing may be located within 4 feet of the edge of pavement

and lighting requirements should be discussed with the Department Project Manager and

the District Pedestrian/Bicycle Coordinator. For Urban Side Paths, the following criteria reflect the lower design speed. Provide a
minimum 2-foot buffer area adjacent to both sides of the path, including placement of

Clear width for £ bicycle Bridges can be found in FDM 266.3. signs. Signs, plantings, or other items must be located outside of the 2-foot buffer.
Maintain a graded area with a maximum 1:6 slope adjacent to both sides of the path within

Clear width for shared use paths on vehicular bridges is the width of the approach facility the 2-foot minimum buffer area.

plus four feet (2-foot wide on each side). The minimum clear width is 12 feet under

constrained conditions Horizontal clearance on standalon trian & bicycle bridges, shared use path

alengside or en vehicular bridges and tunnels is accounted for in the required clear widths
as described in FOM 224.4.1

. .
31 32

FDM 213 Modern Roundabouts

TheEud




2024 Traffic Engineering Manual Updates 1/30/2024

General Updates

Background

Previous Text

What s TEM? « Chapter 1 language updated for the 2023 release.
)
The manual that outlines standards and guidelines for traffic « Chapter 2 updates are anticipated to be completed with O Mty by s
engineering practices in Florida. MUTCD updates. R ——
o e e W e, e
It covers various aspects, including the “'_OP"O" process f‘_’f TEM Website « Applied Plain Language Guidelines and updated Chapters o ot i S ko e e
standards, as well as specific guidelines for highway signs, traffic 3,4,and 5. e e e
signals, markings, and others. E E
. ) « Updated reference links and terminology to be consistent New Text
TEM is updated annually_ on November 1st, and it takes effect on with current practices (e.g., sign panels changes to plagues T T TERSECTION CONTROLBEAGONS S TALLATON—|
January 1st of the following year. where applicable). AND OPERATION REQUIREMENTS
-

Where Can You Find It? Updated references to match current FTP sign numbering. e e

nmmum S e e SR ey e armoaay o ok
O A1 G536 GoSSID STt

Added table/figure cross-referencing.

Eerhriiawtamitemimsg

The manual is available in electronic format.

rasnesareratey e gharerass of s isrsecton cori ol

Chapter 3: Signals Chapter 3: Signals

« Section 3.1.3 - Flashing Mode Applications * Section 3.3 - Scheduling Intersection 4344 SIGNAL AND
313 FLASHING MODE APPLICATIONS Control Evaluations and Funding
Added guidance on when to choose red-red 4 Arrangements e sace .
vs. yellow-red flashing mode. Updated Sinal mit fashing
language to include all turn arrow indications. bl St Updated Traffic Signal Maintenance FEIOENGY UANICES 376 101 Gnlerng (N2 04Ty
Main Street: Flashing yollow during flashing modo, then stoady groon on start-up. and For ignal installations, follow the criteria below, which
* Section 3 1.6 — Intersection Cuntrol Beacons e procedure to match current practice. e basndun the UTCD Seciion 4G, requroments
and Operation Arrow Tur signals: Flasing rod signal arows during yalow ad fashing modo, tion + Provids dual signal faces for each roadway approach. Install a minimum of cne
L . i _ " signal face for or
Updated guidance to clarify the requirements Side Strest: Flashing rod during flashing mode, fhen steady rod on the star-up ie“"_"" 344 " (EJmerggncy Signal the emergency vehicle drivaway
for new beacons. prancs onfiguration and Operation « Ifthe emergancy service i off the main roadway and emergency vohicles access
8 ) by the minor siet, momency sgnals may be instald af ho mlorsacion of
3132 RagRodFlashing Mode Updated Figure 3.4-1 to match d sanal faces on e minr <het,
« Section 3.2 - Guidelines for Left Turn Main Street: Flashing red during flashing mode, then steady green on tha start-up written guidance. on the flashing red mode.
enco + Operall Midblock emergency inals in Tashing YOlkow modo when emergency
Treatment vehuclos are not entering the roadway. Use a three-section foadway Signal head

Added Variable Left-Turn Mode definition and | e mommovmaspasuans ™ " 2 B T o Dovres Sinta oot pHTHN eSS oo pa
display guidance. S amret: Flashing ed durng flashing mode, hen steady red on ha siartup Design signsd operaion t infersection et of ai the niersecion preempled by
s o

Chapter 3: Signals Chapter 3: Signals

+ Section 3.5 — Traffic Signal Mast + Section 3.9 — Installing i 3.94
Arm Support Boundaries 374 APS REQUEST REVIEW PROCESS Signal Backplates of Existing Structures o Em“w st am a0 spon e ﬂmmm e use of FRBS sied 00 the
- N ment's A is cxempt from the el
Updated boundary map description. DTOEs review all requests for APS installations on the State Highway System, either Updated procedure for the use of Flexible ooty snalyass wsaronts. The mmm aopios cnly hon T St 1 bo
directly or through engineering studies. The DTOES consider the needs of all pedestrians Retroreflective Backplates on existing mast | added io an eristing sgnal structure e FREs
+ Section 3.7.4 — APS Request Review | " 1" eV, ot st inose with visual mpaments arm and span wire structures. . A S
Process ‘The iniial review may require site visits to verify field conditions. The Department records ‘"‘ﬂ“*'“"'“'”“ s e i sonaleod = by distict found in pTraffc.
and maintains all data gathered during the initial screening. Reconcile all data and . i _ i
Clarified District Traffic Operati analysis with MUTCD Sections 4E.09 to 4E.13 standards. Although local government Section 3.10 - Flashing Yellow Arrow
N I bl concurrence is desirable, it is not a prerequisite for committing Department resources for Signal Application
Engineer approval on Accessible | an aps instalation. . . When recommending replacing a five-section signal head with a four-section FYA
Pedestrian Signals being required for |\ 0 . vec an APS istalaion e the inial rview, document the reasons, Included background information on the | sgnl head for he et um lane and a hroe-secton signa head for the nside
intersection and midblock signals on i Flashing Red Arrow Signal Application. through lane, the engineer must confirm the Department's structural loading
advise the requestor of the review findings, and provide the local government with a copy. capacity requirements are et

the State Highway System. Clarified installation guidance on replacing
a five-section signal head with a four-
section Flashing Yellow Arrow signal head.
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Chapter 4: Markings

Section 4.1.2 — Crosswalks in Heavy Pedestrian

- 412 MARKINGS
Concentration Areas

0651 CSAKS 35 W e 1<0ATGE WIS NS, Place e 05 6 635 1)

Updated crosswalk width to 10 feet for midblock © foct part al ndorecclons and o ‘“'“‘L” 10 Tool 3y i

locations per Standard Plan Index 711-001. Pl aphs MG 1 Ak L ARl e Sl 5 ped o s
ratorss, 711001 1ot

Section 4.1.3 - End of Pedestrian Crossing Sign 413 SIGNING

Updated sign panel size from 8x3 to 8x4 per - g

Standard Plan Index 700-102 and Speed Zoning e grour= o r rourie Svetrse On a st i o Sean e

Manual. Il 3 FECESTRAN CROSSIVS s (WFK2) wt o AHEAD e .28

mq oA ey pedesitan actiny s

aqinesring Ludgmect 1o CRTBrTInG T 3
ng sn astale dre réacea. e

. elatiye spacing of <rosswalks,
Section 4.2 — Pavement Word, Symbol, and e Ao, and oer fcors. Coal. e EDOY Dasiot Manual (DM
Arrow Markings ok o6 s agoson S pean s o oot (0

g s may sl on 10 PEDESTEIAN CROSSIG s o oy oy s
ifi peosaan J0ne ~asented. Le Anch 2 + 30 panel for ovarran
Clarified steps to complete a Request to Pt o U 1o, e a2 2.8 et S b 9 G S
Experiment for non-standard word or symbol 5

i Standard Plans, lndex_700-102.
pavement markings. S o e L e 0 i 3

pmstely 200l 300 fexl

FDOT)
Feary

Chapter 4: Markings

Section 4.2.3 - Route Shield Pavement | 423 ROUTE SHIELD PAVEMENT MARKINGS
Markings

Route shiekd pavement markings are costly (Figure 4.2-3) and engineers need lo
Clarified District Traffic O i Coorakale wi: the it Hainienange Offics beoe the DTE aproves hek use
Engineer  approval  responsibility onsider publ
regarding route shield applications. Route shiekd pavermnent markings are justified under any of the following conditions:

+ Crashes have increased because Iraffic volumes have worsened the effects of
complex lane assignments such as lane drops, double fane exits with optional
Ianes, gores where crasn cushions are frequently Nit, of UNUSU3] geometries.

« The optional or excess lane Is underuliized and weaving maneuvers may cause
unexpected congeston dentfied by volume/capacily analyses.

Lane assignments are complex or alignment shifts are present

+ An overhead sign structure Is not practical and the tum lane from an arterial 1o a
Nled access 0f-ramp may appear 1o provide access 1o otner destnations

Chapter 4: Markings

Section 4.2.4 — Route Shields for Wrong Way

Treatment 424 ROUTE SHIELDS FOR INTERCHANGE ACCESS
Updated section name to Route Shields for Qa5

- h ed 1o imited acil thei appiication is
In(e(change Access. Updated language description amond iterchanges of w lare(s) are ]
and images related to the E Bearss Avenue and |- | tuing movement i to ba made 12 downsveam vpal Ewmwnmlhm
275 interchange with current markings. earats . concion v spyepae Seomaic desy (45

sigring 9

Section 4.5 — Express Lane Markings Figure 4.2-5 shows belore and afer plan views at the E Bearss Avenve and 1275

divenging iamond interchange. The image to the left shows the before conditions with

. N cual westbound lef-u kings east of the nothbound off-amp. The imags to

Updated definitions for clarity. ight sharms fher Conektions whh el s e n;“1:?gm
ancw pavement markings on the easibound and westbound leflium lanes. These

Section 4.6 — Use of Internally llluminated Raised | is available at the downstream sigaal

Pavement Markers

Included an additional name of Internally
Illuminated Raised Pavement Markers to improve
cross-referencing between manuals.

FDOT!)
Feary

FDOT
Feary

Chapter 5: Specialized Operational Topics

Section 5.1 — Golf Cart Crossing and
Operation on the State Highway System

Revised the definition of State Roadway.

Section 5.2.7.1 - Pavement Markings For guidance on the placement of W11-2 pavement markings similar (o the warning signs
and their alignment wih the posted speed limt. follow Chapter 2C of the MUTCD
Additional guidance on the of Additonally,

W11-2 pavement markings.

Section 5.2.7.2 - Signs Portatie Ghangeeble Message Sign (7GS)
Updated coordination language for New | e P gy omsasenn ara masees ors s sgnsn
Traffic Control Device installations. he ileming i

& Disgiay 0= toloneng satery ressoge e PO
5 NEW SIGNAL XX508
. PREPARETO STOR

erdinae wih Lo Law Erforssmest, Losal Ager
cta L Entomement Liaken, anc Dlirc
e et ot
= Instal 12 PCHIS I mosks srcr and 1ormain n place [or @ memur of ene week
e the Istallaton ot contrel cievloeslmentianes abave.

st PUBIE nrraton
T Conrdncior ba weeks

FDOT)
Foamy

Chapter 5: Specialized Operational Topics

Section 5.2.8 - lam—
Treatment Options ) M - R
Selection Matrix — p— = il —

Revised Midblock

Crosswalk and [ -
Unsignalized " -
Intersection Selection

Guidance Matrix ° “ ° -
(Figure 5.2-13) to T [ollo|E
clarify

applications. ° - ° L

11

10
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SCHOOL ZONE SPEED LIMITS

7
s
» F.S. 316.008(J), 316.0776: County or municipal
governments may use speed detection systems to SCHOOL
enforce speed limits in school zones SPEED

« Active 30 minutes before breakfast program or school session LIMIT
begins until 30 minutes after school session ends

« Can enforce school zone limit or posted speed by time of day 2 0
« May capture photos or videos of rear of vehicle
« Violation: $100 fine for 11+ mph over the speed limit WHEN

« Effective July 1, 2023 FLASHING

* Read more: HE 0657 / SB 0588

SCHOOL

« Enact an ordinance to authorize installation

« Consider traffic data or other evidence to support installation SPEED

« Determine that school zone constitutes a “heightened safety LIMIT
risk that warrants additional enforcement measures”

« Post signs indicating photo enforcement 2 O

» Conduct a 30-day public awareness campaign for first zone

« Report results annually WHEN

FLASHING

FDOT requirements:

« Establish placement and installation specifications by
December 31, 2023

ENFORCEMENT OF SCHOOL BUS
PASSING INFRACTIONS

* F.S. 316.172(1): School districts may install
detection systems on school buses to enforce stop
requirement

« School district may contract a private vendor to install
detection systems on school bus fleet

« Record of violation must be given to local law
enforcement within 30 days of infraction to enforce
violations

« Violation: $200 fine passing left, $400 on loading side
« Effective July 1, 2023
* Read more: SB 766

ENFORCEMENT OF SCHOOL BUS
PASSING INFRACTIONS

School District Requirements:

« Install high-visibility reflective signs on rear of bus to
indicate detection system use

« Conduct a 30-day public awareness campaign
before first use

* Report results quarterly

State Board of Education Requirements:

« Establish school bus infraction detection system
specifications on or before December 31, 2023

School Zone Speed Detection

System (SDS)

* School Zone SDS is an automated system
used for speed enforcement in school
zones. *
* Two types of SDS:
o Portable
o Fixed
« SDS may utilize Radar or LiDAR to capture a |
photograph or video of the rear of a motor
vehicle that exceeds the speed limit. I
FDOT, B
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Collect Necessary Documentation

Submitted application using FDOT’s online permitting system, One Stop
Permitting, or by completing the FDOT Form 850-040-05

\/ Obtain a General Use Permit (GUP) which is valid for five years.

2021 Florida Statutes (Including 2021B Session)

Tisle xoou Chapter 19 SECTION 0776
naToR vemcLES STATE UNFOR TRAFTIC CONTROL | Tratfic nfractin detectars: lacernt and
| estalaton.
| Eatice Chopter
316.0776 Traffic infraction detectors; placement and installation.
(1) Tatfic nfactc ’ e roats when perrikied by or placement ang

Tramsportation. Traffic
under the jurlsdiction of counties or m

FDOT) Taporain. )
£2ary

Permitting Documentation

* Letter from the County or Municipality signed by the Chief Executive requesting the
installation of an SDS.

* A copy of the County or Municipality Ordinance authorizing the SDS, including the
time of day and the speed limits that are to be enforced.
« Site Plans denoting:
o The location of each proposed fixed or portable SDS installation
o Location(s) of the nearby FDOT infrastructure
o Electrical, communication, and Speed Limit Photo Enforced sign assembly details
« Signed and sealed standard structural installation and foundation details.
* A certification statement indicating that the SDS conforms to FDOT SDS Placement
and Installation Specifications.
FDOT} s
-

8

Special Provisions to GUP - Installation

Remove or relocate SDS within 30 days of Coordinate SDS installation with FDOT
FDOT notice. construction to avoid delays.
Comply with Underground Facility Damage Repair FDOT right-of-way damage caused by
Prevention and Safety Act SDS promptly.

Install fixed SDS on standalone pole, not
attached to structures.

Remove SDS within 30 days if permanently
deactivated; notify FDOT.

Ensure electrical and communication SDS must have its own electrical service,
installations meet FDOT specifications. communication system
Present Final As-Built Plans at permit close-out
for adjusted locations.

Changes to FDOT Standards may require new
GUP application.

Valid for five years; may be renewed with
County/Municipality and FDOT approval.

FDOT)

Installation

* The SDS needs to be installed in accordance with FDOT
SDS Placement and Installation Specifications.
« Ground-mounted Speed Limit Photo Enforced signs shall

Speed Limit Photo Enforced Signs

be installed 100 feet prior to the furthest upstream S1-1 SPEED SPEED
school zone warning signs. LiMIT LIMIT
PHOTO PHOTO

o Signs shall meet the requirements of FDOT Standard
Specifications Section 700 and be designed in accordance with ENFORCED | || ENFORCED
FDOT Standard Plans, Index 700-010.

T:30 AM
T03:30PM

o For school zones located along multilane divided roadways
with a physical median, the signs shall be installed on both the
roadside and the median.

9

Implementing Automated Speed Enforcement in School Zones

MATT FALL, BICYCLE-PEDESTRIAN COORDINATOR, CITY OF JACKSONVILLE

10

Snapshot: City of Jacksonville & HB 657

4 Roughly 1M population (949,611 reported in 2020 Census)
4 COJis an FHWA designated Focus MPO Area in a Focus State:
4 6t highest in ped fatalities, 3™ highest in bike fatalities
{ COlJ is largest city in contiguous U.S. = larger area for enforcement

4 COJ implemented speed enforcement cameras 2013-2017

12
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Buy-In & Implementation: Expected Hurdles

« Safety benefits are obvious (easy sell), so get to the logistics
Division of labor, stakeholders, studies, drafting ordinance, installation,

maintenance, public notice, etc. COSTS??
4 Provide relevant case studies & examples
4 Draft ordinance, schedule, partnerships, etc. prior to Council/elected

4 Works most effectively IN-TANDEM with stop arm cameras

14

Duval County schools add
cameras to buses to catch illegal
passing

The law went into effect on July 1

2 —.

MORE THAN 4,300
ILLEGAL BUS PASSINGS

Benefits:
Obvious & Not-
So-Obvious

“Big Brother” effect in
areas where no
cameras installed

Enforcement can screen
for select vehicles

Cities can make existing
school zones more
robust

Vendors: Typical Services Offered

4 Zero cost for physical units (use partial generated revenues)

«{  Conduct required traffic studies (vendor provided methodology)
<« Provide training

4 Branding

4 Acquire permits and coordinate installation

4« Coordinate with schools, enforcement, local jurisdictions, etc.

4« Maintenance, ticketing (citation mailing), and reporting costs

16

Matt Fall
Bicycle-Pedestrian Coordinator
MFall@coj.net

@
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INTRODUCTION

The Department’s mission is to provide a safe transportation system that ensures the mobility of
people and goods.

Fulfilling this commitment requires providing a system that ensures reasonable safety and mobility
for pedestrians and bicyclists.

In 2018, District 4 OMD, completed a first of it’s kind Pedestrian Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan
that will be updated with this Plan.

GOALS AND

* The purpose of this Master Plan is to update the previous plan while also including the following factors:
To make this Master Plan as actionable as possible.
Convert the Static Master Plan to have il i i ity for a web-based experience.

Account for projects that have been built since the previous Master Plan.

Account for the most recent LRTP’s from local planning organizations.

Provide connectivity to premium transit corridors.

Identify needs and opportunities for alternate routes for right-of-way constrained gaps in the FDOT network.

UPDATED

Interactive Functions

State of the art data collection

Walk Scores

Assessments and identification of needs throughout all five counties

Manual Components (latest FDM, MUTCD, NACTO Urban Bikeway Design Guide, etc.)
Many, many more!

TIMELINE

\AAA

Early 2024: Spring 2024: Late 2024: Early 2025:

Finalize Data All Completion
Scope collection deliverables  of Master
begins to be Plan

completed
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THANK YOU!
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Enhanced Law Enforcement
Engagement Program

District 7 Spotlight

Andrew Gray, El, RSP1, Interim Bicycle and Pedestrian Safety
Program Manager

ZERY

= p Comparison of Improper Stopping Behavior Rate
Expected Stopping Behaviors | mproperStoppingBehaviors At Hillsborough Ave & Central Ave

] BEFORE 1 MONTH 9 MONTH 14 MONTH
= Morning ® Afternoon = Night = Overall

2023 National Roadway Safety Award

Tampa Heights Mobility
Project

Raised Crosswalks

440511-8
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Florida Avenue Raised Crosswalks

(@ Raised Crosswalk

ogo Raised Intersection

« Preliminary Meeting with Planning and Traffic Operations
« Coordinate with Transit Agency
» Engineering Review

« Existing Conditions & Planned Developments

« Existing Crosswalk Evaluation

» Speed Evaluation

ZER®

0I/11/2024 07:00234 01/11/2024 O7:03225

Pinellas Bayway Cycle Track

« Public Safety Concerns
« Collected Near Miss Data

Pinellas Bayway Cycle Track
Follow Up & Near Miss Data

4402441

ZERY
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A
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14

Always be alert
for pedestrians.

Safer Drivers

Save Lives




Appendix C —Walkshop Route



FINDING YOUR WAY AROUND

Use this QR

code to upload
pictures from

the walkshop.

m| Below is a map highlighting key areas to help you find your way
around Downtown Orlando. On the morning of January 3lst, the
City of Orlando staff will host a walkshop at 8:15 am starting at the
Home2Suites Hotel Lobby.
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Orlando City Hall Dinner Location: Osphere Neighborhood Grill

Home2Suites Coffee Shops

Existing Quick Build

o
~~" Intersection Projects ‘ Sunrail Train Stations fﬂER'@
[ )

Future Quick Build U.S. Olympic Team Marathon Trial Course P  sewous RS
Intersection Projects (Feb 3rd 2024)
CITY OF
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