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£ 12016 FEICBIFZav7FY—F - 2+ — MESBEE

AU ERP=ZS R
1 Brockton, MA 100.0
1 Missoula, MT 100.0
1 Wenatchee, WA 100.0
2 Hull, MA 98.4
2 Mansfield, MA 98.4
2 Sherborn, MA 98.4
3 Bridgewater, MA 96.8
3 Brookline, MA 96.8
4 Chester, MA 96.0
4 Muskogee, OK 96.0
5 Ayer, MA 95.2
5 Wales, MA 95.2
5 Binghamton Metropolitan Transportation Study, NY 95.2

Hi#l : National Complete Streets Coalition. The Best Complete Streets Policies of 2016 & Y {EAX
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5 P B TIRGE S L U HER L — v O BICAIFTE 2, %< 0. HIRE
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Safe Routes to Public Places

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) program

Surface Transportation Program (STP)

High Priority Projects(HPP)

Transportation, Community, and System Preservation (TCSP)

Program

* National Highway System program

¢ Transportation Investment generating Economic Recovery
(TIGER) program

e Better Utilizing Investments to Leverage Development (BUILD),

* etc

HRIRR

K e—av7)—F - 2tV —rOESTHE

FHTRHRITT S
']
| IR I
A M i L EHBRE
_ & E‘Z ?B Transportation Enhancements program
7B = & & * SafeRoutes to School program
v ' | £
&
£

KEEB A 7" 1 777 2 & L T20094F IC 4R ¥ - 7z Transportation Investment Generating

Economic Recovery Program (TIGER, #FEIL % £ AP TGHEIEE 7T u /7 L) EwH, <




KEIZHITEavTY—+ - R bY—FETIRYEHFDERELRE

The Complete Streets Movement in the United States: Current State of Affairs and Issues 21

NFE—XABGE T Y 27 POEE HIY & L 725 K1,050/7 K F v 0 B4 % 32
MBI 08HD, av 7TV —F - ALY = FEEDO-DITWHL DD HIBERPERIRL

770 JICTIGERMIE &2 S L7227 —F - 2V —bIEHT B T2 27 F ok

L% 310,
KL
600 60%
5097 5080 5048 5008 g . 438.1
500 : 50%
395.0
400 40%
300 30%
227.5
197.3
500 | 1890 186.0 20%
149.3 146.3
97.4
100 82.6 I 10%
0 I 0%
2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
EETOCIIMND
W T|GERBI A& D X #A%E TPz ER —EBREHOEE

7-TIGER IR&#EE L2 v 7Y —F - AP ) -9 53 7uy 27 b

SRR IZAI900 7K F v (§19.9(8) TH V., TIGERZ' B 77 ABIKETE o TH LD
EMTa Yy 7Y —F AP — BT B T 2 7 Ml L TR E N T E 7,

e7uy 7 YA FONFULTERDOEK 131K LTV 55,

b ZOFRICH o TUTDEFL DU ERH7ZLEZTrY 27 b*% 2y 7Y =+ - AP Y= IC




KEIZHFHIVT)—F - XY= BT WY BAHDERE L RE

The Complete Streets Movement in the United States: Current State of Affairs and Issues 22

TIGERZ 1 277 L3 20174FICHE T L 7223, 20184 IcZ Dfib b & L THmA250/7K F v
% X #4f 3 % Better Utilizing Investments to Leverage Development (BUILD, BiF% X v B <%
DIRE TR T L) LS H YR E T e T AR E Nz,

BEEOMRBIELELPLT LA BERERFLETIE ARV, NCSC 2R D Emiko
Atherton Klx, 2 v 7V —1 « 2}V — b OoEERGHMIT, Efiho7aY 27+ 2B
FOBERETOUAILLTIAFE—ZAT oY 27 P LTHFET AL WVWI L THD

LS9, &

il

SRPVETEDILIDDOD, Ll DgHEa v 7 ) —F - A=t Tudx
7 b BRI TEEOUGE L HEEE L — v OB 1T EUER OB L ) K X FTh
5, HlziE, F—F v Fiild 6,000 /K Fv (# 66 &) DT 480km @ [ HEHHY

R L 7208, OB CEndER 2 B G 256, 1km LOEHTE v,

Bd27myc7 b L LTEERR-Z

1. ROHH—-2LLE%FELAZ  TOD, 2 v 7V —F APV —F, ALV - A=}, HigH
Iy b7 — 7 B,

2. WAFE—XALTHY, AEHEESITEZMTEES 5,

*HT BIEYIER (X —IF e R,




RKEIZEHFEIT)—F - A )= MBET MY BAHDEELRE

The Complete Streets Movement in the United States: Current State of Affairs and Issues 23

By 72 2-BERFEIR~DA v vF 47 =¥ Fa—kyIYHoayF Y-t - 2}
V— BB E T w5 A

2016 FlC= ¥ F 2 —+ v VIHDOZGEF (MassDOT) 232 7Y —F « A J—F
&7 a 7o xR L7238, 7a 77 833 eI Tns:
= Fig:av )=t - A+ ) — MBI A0S & BORIERGR
= F2fE:iav7Y—1 - AU — MERRHETER IR
= F3E:iavTY—t - R MY — FEEfERE
MassDOT 137 7 = H—+ (GE1- 2/ ozoics KR FALLE (] 550
JifD, 7ave s v (B3 0o 40 Sk FALIE (84,400 71) B
REZAGT B0 AT 077 LOFIREM L LT, NCSC D BOREHilfiik %2 251
MassDOT DOHEHEIC X 2 80 il ko a vy 7Y =1+ « 2+ U — FBORORIRBHHE L
moTW5, ZOME, £ 1IRLZ 2016 FEFEDa YT —F - XA+ — MMEFH

BERDO EAI5 2a 7D b 9 HiGRB~H Fa—k vy VINICH S

kg (206F)
%V R —F 747k (16fF)
PRI W ZZBOE(59) e
% JRAR X 7= CSERSERTmI (11144F) : I
l#:kfhénf‘7U/17 }~(71f’|) )

massDOT @ - A ﬁ 4'"*
’77#3‘. S N S

° S
Escl, HERE, Garmin, FAD, USGS, NGA, EPA.NPS (o=

B 83 Fa—tyyMayr—t -2t )— BRGS0 MBS
B DBHIREE

Hi#l @ https://masscompletestreets.com/Map 12 & 9 1EAK




RKEIZEHFEIT)—F - A )= MBET MY BAHDEELRE

The Complete Streets Movement in the United States: Current State of Affairs and Issues 24
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Eb, o E LTEITFOND X RBIRFEELRY, L2L, EREEEERE
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DBHEET L LB —HNTH B,

American Association of Retired ‘fi’ﬁ{,ﬂ‘“ } HEFRBUT
Persons (AARP) l

Smart Growth America I BT RS
National Land Institute 1
BEREEFs 77 { T E{E %Brhd' B
% D ONPO %@@@ﬁﬁ%@

X 9—XEEETEIcBIT 3 AT — 27 F A& —BiR
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F14) 7% Planning Complete Streets for an Ageing America (FlMLST 37 AV A D7D
av 7Y —F - RV =LEHEICHZ5T) EvHavyFY—F - 2+ —LFicBHT 3
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FIRFIC, AR L 72 X 902, NCSC 28w v —ihB) b 1T - 7z, EBUFICHT3 % v v —ihH)
DFEHE & L T, 2015 FE D Fixing America's Surface Transportation Act (FAST {5, 7 A U A
EEGBIEERE) e FEXY T A OWRE S ECMY ANSE ZLATER,

Flos MRV LT HBEL SVICHIEH L T 3 HER S FET 2, Fric, DR

AEENE, BEEEBNEFCECTE, BEDESH - THBIRORIEIC X TRE

HefoTwndtwir—235H2 (Kv 272 4),

Ry 7 A 3—AARP & it

350 & B % %2 % American Association of Retired Persons (AARP. KEENE 17
2) IPKREICE T 2 RKOHMEEEIETH 5 34, AARP I3 1958 fFICHILR 2RI L 72
Ethel Percy Andrus [C23EISZ L72NPOTH Y, Iv v a v LTUTDO3RHEED T
W335
» EiREOBEMMEEMREL, B EEPCEMTEI X T L,

» mEiREOLEOEEM BT 2L,
» mEEEO. MRS IR L) NSRS IWEH 2 EET 5 2 &,
2?3y a v iRic LT 1985 SFICHISZ 3 4172 AARP Public Policy Institute (Zv3E
BORWIZEAT) 23, Silind 23ME A2 3 BRI IC B3 2 BYEICBERA I LY fHA T v
5, av 7Y —F ALY =ML TRAFITET <=2 7 AL . NCSC
CHEHELCav Y — b X MY =7 vy 27 FEEiA A4 F (Evaluating Complete
Streets Projects: A Guide to Practitioners) 3 X UV L~ v i 35 1) % BOK O FRIRERIE 77
4 F (Complete Streets in the States: A Guide to Legislative Action) 25tk % 7RV —

NfE LT3
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NZT7 bMicBNThH, HIEHEALREEENN TS 2 LEREZEEH L T 3

A~ v L ERFTCIZ 4R 3,000 A LD D HERH A <Y F 2{To 72 0 HEHM TR
VT INOETONERCTHEE 217720 BEHEEZRCAVEAREOS WX 5 %k
W TOBEEEZRNRICL 724 XY F 2fTo T3, RRIEICE T 72 5EB) O M B

T BRA B RNDRERICFEZENTHWE7ZIT TR, RBZEL 22 T2,
oMMk & HhlF L 708 8), 2B 2T 3 ToA Ry F R RIToTW 5,
OB ZIEL LTIV EOBL AU TOEEIL ) ~OSMEEEHL TH Y,

R AT LELTDAY N7 —20L ) OQEHZERIELTW3,

27. THYLA AL FF14>

HENHE L0 R O B 72 NER.OR 2R g R oM R 2 R0 2 720 7% 4 v H A4
N7 A4 VIFAAIRTH %,70= = — 3 — 7 HizGlRZE B R Janette Sadik-Khan K12 X % &
TS DB AT 5 K & 2 REEIIEEEERET O FHI & TH 2 L E D 12, FIT The Manual
on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUCTD, #t—2Q B Hll2EE(HE) & A Policy on Geometric
Design of Highways and Streets (¥FARiE I 35 X OVETEE O i i&E ek G Ha ) 23 KIE O KX
FPOEHEL 72 o T 2 23, R DBATE - BIEHICP T L WHKERZZEE I, 4
I R—=vaVvEiFb, —J, v=aTAZ0b0 XY, BERo HIYE X 0T o SR
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fif>1C Federal Highway Administration GEEFSE F% #RJ5)) 1C 1 Request for Experimentation
(RFE, FEEHFE) L) FIEAH D, Z OHFEEIC X ) BRI SOEETREE O T % 17
IHMEGL LN TEL, EBRICHz > T, EBRATBR CONRINZIT- R EE
HFICHRE L, HREZ 00N 25 L MUCTD BSRIEENZ 22352 3, LaL, »Y(
LEFHEAFIHTSH > CTHOHRDT 7o —F X0 FlH22 0. RFHTH Y RERD

WAoo T LEoTWnBEEEZLNS,

Manual on Uniform
Traffic Control Devices

2009 Edition

EXPRESS
LANE
ENTRANCE

K 10— KEoO#HKZRICHET s =T

2013 41T National Association of City Transport Officials (NACTO. & E#& iz @ 17 2)
B FEXY T 4 ZH0ICH - 72, Urban Street Design Guide (&l i & ka7 4 V)& H
L7z (K 11), Thid, EE o7z EERZED T2 E~=2T7 e R ), KED
AT O RE I - BEF ORI TR OB ICHE DO W I E oW REE L R T v v v L
Ol EHIRBMELFFOAA FCHY, BFO~=a T 22 THET LI L 2L, &
Sl DEIE MO Z I ANLd o, BBZIIGUCHFEDONA V74 v L OEHE

2B T 35D TH D,
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Click a number for more information

EXISTING

Click a number for more information T { -
{ T : 7 RECONSTRUCTIOI

X 11— Urban Street Design Guide DAY 74 VIRODRAZ Y —v ¥ a v b

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

2015 4, FAST #kic X b usDOT CKEZER) 2EIEREIHEEZER T 2 1CH 2> T
NACTO @ Urban Street Design Guide ~DIELER NI & 7072, T HIT, MDFEHEL Bip o

Th, HEHRR 70 Y 27 P AKXV —Th 2856, REZHRICED 2 LB TE S
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K97 o7 ¥, USDOT ICHI A, K 2 1C/RT X HIC 9. 4 97i & 3NPO 23 Urban Street
Design Guide % #£ L T\» % 15, Urban Street Design Guide IZ /il 2. NACTO %% Urban Bikeway
Design Guide (HEzHLL — Y T ¥ A4 v #' 4 F) & Transit Street Design Guide (2332358 Y

THAVHAF) ZHRL %,

F 2—Urban Street Design Guide % H#E#E L 7= N & O#R T
Urban Street Design Guide Z#£1E L 7=

=  California = Colorado . Delaware

= Massachusetts = Minnesota = Oregon

=  Tennessee = Utah = Washington
Urban Street Design Guide Z#£E L 7-#8tH

= Alexandria, VA = Arlington, VA = Atlanta, GA

= Austin, TX = Baltimore, MD = Bellevue, WA
= Bloomington, IN = Boston, MA = Boulder, CO

= Brownsville, TX = Burlington, VT = Charlotte, NC
= Chattanooga, TN = Chicago, IL = Davis, CA

. Denver, CO . Des Moines, IA . Detroit, Ml

. El Paso, TX . Fort Lauderdale, FL . Hoboken, NJ

. Indianapolis, IN . Los Angeles, CA . Louisville, KY

. Memphis, MN . Nashville, TN . New York, NY
. Newark, NJ . Oakland, CA . Philadelphia, PA
. Phoenix, AZ . Pittsburgh, PA . Portland, OR

. Portsmouth, NH . Providence, RI . Rochester, NY
. Salt Lake City, UT . San Antonio, TX . San Diego, CA
. San Francisco, CA . San Jose, CA . San Mateo, CA
. Seattle, WA . Somerville, MA . Spokane, WA
. St. Paul, MN - Tacoma, WA . Traverse City, Ml
= Ventura, CA = Washington, DC

Urban Street Design Guide Z#£/& L 7= NPO
= Association of bicycleand = Congress for the new = Urban land institute

pedestrian professionals urbanism
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Ry 7 A s—HHEXIRICIE L 727 0 ) ZMOFTHFA v~v=aTr

5 fEfES AT R ERE SR L hoT\wb 7 e ) XL 2014 Fica v 7Y
—bF 2P = FPEEERIRL 72z, 2015 FFIT{ERK L 72 Complete Streets
ImplementationPlan (2> 7°) — b+ « X+ U — FEERHA]) 2B E 2 C 2017 FFic 7
v ) XM OZGEE (FDOT) IEHT YA v~=a 7V 28UEL. K 14D X5 =t
R & 2GERFEZ B RE L 728 L WG o AL 28 A L, kG o k%
BRIC X o TED B Z LT L7z, T DAL Smart Growth X TF New Urbanism @
JBR % BLIC L 72 Smart Code™ DFRIALIC b L 5 23, 7 v U X D BARE) 70 & il

AT 72D DTH B 32,

C1-Natural  C2-Rural C2T-Rural C3R-Suburban C3C-Suburban  C4-Urban C5-Urban C6-Urban
Town Residential Commercial General Center Core

X 14a—FH A4 F 74 vicBlF 3 EmiEE0E UL

H{BiL : FDOT. FDOT Context Classification

2018 £ 1 A 25 FDOT DEHE FICH 2 2T OBEIEBHT~= 2 T VDO R & 7x
5722 LT, HKHEHCB W THE L SNTWAFIRESRERKERDY, ek, &

N1, 2 LCAEEOERM ET 32 e fFENn T3,
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3. FThEKRMDEHE

IREnTcwzavy 7Y —+F - 2+ Y —FOBEEKIX 1,200 iz T 223, ERRICHE
fEh<TEsY, »2odE% EFCO2HHIIMAONIBETH Z, BOROEFICBEL
TA VR 2—%BLCHEARE LT, FAMEL R 3RXNRFLELNT 2,

12HIE, PHEOHKICTH 2, IAHFICKSGFHHEC, MFOERE K& LS X
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TR REIND LI BT FAVRTEINLTHTDH, BEHHLAZY, FEHINSIC
Bohholz) Vo lGEG1H 5,

2OoHICHIED D D EBHEL T, BUA b EMICHEA TV 2, REIFZGHE O & ICH
CIE 10U L2 T 2005 ) EEEZRL L BS 45 500, HEEICK o GEB
N3ER, thoEB IRz E W L 2 ERS 2o Cwb, LizdoT, THEZ
R BICY e oCT, HEL T 2HNOBRIAN AR L2 22350, 2D X5 RGAIC
SEREI N itk bbb, T, HEOMEEC XS RIAKE OFHE O
GEicld, BROERENEET 27210, &< Bk 3542 oNEO R & 72 34
EWHRBHLT 0 LIFLITHEEARD 5 Z 2ick b,

3oHICIE, TROBEAHSIELN AW ERMEE R T —AbdHE, avT
Y=+ - AV = OEZHTARBERILLSTVIOTHEZDDD, WIHSDOBHED
RTOBEHEE A7 72 5. &5\ id, BHGENSD b —HHELY R < & SO fE SRR S
Robnd b, BEIADPKELSRZ2D LAV, LLBEHOROEHIOEL kD
b Ly, RELVoTTROANLLHETT S LIChb, RTOMHAELH 272
Fric, P HBHEICLE o TE~ A FRORREEH - ThH, HRMITIT X VIERDEN S

HWYICRY, BEIAPEZ ZHRIALDEH 5 Lol k) RGATHIHGT 2 DILHFH
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TEDLMEBHBOLNDG ZEBERTL L INT WD 16, 72, sGHTEIICOW TR, HIY
~DT7 7wV T4ty b7 =T A v ABEETHEM R D K E R EE
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— AV T A DEVWHIXOERD KR T 4~ ZFFH(BMI 23 Z 5 ThWHIX X ) K\
HBHE oD %8,

Tl 2 1 BEAFITSE D R DS BORE A DIRHLIC 72 Y 5 2 43, FEFROBERRIR O RUBFIRRRIC
Bao%\v, =a—3—2ICE T 5HCHTHENEOE AT LT, Sadik-kKhan K
[When you push the status quo, it pushes back, hard (B{k &k 5 & BUR2S w84 2, 5@
)W AFIC K > TBHRBN RO LT 281 L 7, BURZ 2L € 2 BORZEA
T2ICH7zoT, ZDBERD AIRE~DRIRZ M > TAERT 5 Dld, FrIfEROMMEE
B2 720 ZIEFICEETH 22, BHECEO IR CHHTE 27— 22 INEL
T 5 HIRERIIRD Tl v,

BEN Ry 7Y —F - A+ ) — FBEROEEICO W T, 37 HIBHSIEL 727 —
2% MW NCSC 2 fTo7=ftic & 3 &, 7vyz 7 b OEfiRikEZ LT FHLTH
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5. BiafEDOREMGERY A 4 DDEH
AiEICBNWT, av 7 Y—1F - AFY— FORIEN LRI Azt L, BOREA~
D FEEE S ONBUREAS R O BIE O BEEIC O W TR 72, AE I TN E L 2 4
HiaRz 3R L BRI 2B A 2R3 2, X 15 ICEH 3 2 Hinlkz R 3,
Littleton, MA
AN 8,924 (2010)
AOEE 1 202.7/km?

s le. WA BEEFEIE 95%
eattle, —a

A0 © 608,660 (2010)
ANOFE : 3,242/km?
B E)EFEREE | 55.9%

B—— Nashville, TN

A0 691,243(2010)
AOEE © 510/km?
BEIEFEEE | 90.3%

m—— Fort Lauderdale, FL
A0 165,521 {2010)
ANOEE © 1993/km?
BEEEFEE  811%

15— AWRICE T 5NRBBREDOEH

5.1. Littleton, MA

A 9,000 AT X 72 \v= 4 F 2 — v VI Littleton AT 1% 2013 Fica > 7Y — b - X
FY— FBOR O EREIR L 72, 2013 £ D NCSC DEFER 7 v ¥ v 7/ Tl 94.4 SN ER L
T1fze7e b 200 AIREZRIR b DT D ARG HRBEN 1B D & FHIH T & 2 & &
RS2 X0 ICERERET R Ll E 2 BIE L 72, £ OFER. I - M - BTS2 A
TEIRE7 Y227 b Bay ) —F - A= FBORICHES Tl iCroTz, 3 I

Littleton BliIc B2 a2y 7YV —F « APV —FOBSES 0 7 4 — A% TRT,
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£ 3—Littleton ETiIc B} 527V —F - APV -+ DBEET 0 74—

B AR AREE 8,924 (2010) * 202.7/km?
B BURESE: Bk (2013)
B OEEIMER T 94.4 5 (2013, % 14L)
' L T - B T -
B EBELLBORER*: > g g Efﬁ ﬁ % j ;E 1@ ﬁ,ﬂ%
* T i 0 B O A 5 2 L
i I = S N IS RS S
H = Y 7 D F I
) & = G/ G TN
+ 7 3R I r
B ~ %
& z
B L
o o o O O o o o - O

m EREEK: MassDOT = 7 U — | « 2 h U — Mhk& 7w 7 J A
MassDOT Chapter 90 Bj %4>
Capital Improvement Plan
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)

Community Development Block Grants (CDBG)

B ERTAFRTA

Massachusetts DOT: Project Design and Development Guidebook
(Y Fa—vyVINRBR TR =7 NTHA U LBHFBETAR)

AASTHO: A Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and Streets
(HEHRIE K 35 L OMET IS 0 ST I RR G HE ST

FHWA: The Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices
(L — A2 I T e {58 )

The Architectural Access Board : 521CMR Rules and Regulations
(Y Fa—t v VMEFET 7 & ZZE B

ADA guidelines
(ADAYET A KT A )

5

S S FEICOWTIE, FICHTE L 72 MassDOT D a2 v 7 ) — F « A+ ) — bR & 7 0

v

2

N

L, BT ey 27 b D MassDOT Chapter 90 Bhi&: & Littleton H] @ Capital

Improvement Plan (2N HLEHZEGTHHE]) O THEHZFIHT 2,



https://ejje.weblio.jp/content/%E5%85%AC%E5%85%B1%E4%BA%8B%E6%A5%AD%E8%A8%88%E7%94%BB

KECHFEHIVTU—k - R b U— BT BT Y A ORRE & R

The Complete Streets Movement in the United States: Current State of Affairs and Issues 38

Imagery ©2018 Google, Map data ©2018 Google 500 m

X 16—Littleton BT DffiZEEE

2016 T MassDOT 2 v 7Y —F « AV =2 Fohl&rHw<Tr7ey 7 b
IR (X 4) ZEBL 72, 2017 4F1C 394,970 K F v (#4371 JTF]) oav 7 ) —
PR MY —MHEIEEEZER L BREL 4007 0y =7 P 2FEf L 72, 2018
Flc7my = 7 MMBIEEHENICHE 5 T 246,268 K Fv (K] 2,726 iF) @a v 7Y —1 - &
FU— I3 JEB R A HEE L 7,

Littleton ATIX A3 ( VRE ARMINC B 2720, B o7 vy = 7 MIHAERS K
UHE THE 72 UK T 20 Th 5, HEHICHT 2 70y 22 b ix, HHE
LB T2 HEREEHL - v 2RI 34 YORBEICRONT WS, HErICEEKO TR
NCSC D FHFEHEITHE - 72 72 0 HBDSE 2> - 7228, BRI AFHEEA 28 TN TEH L T,
HARF I N2 BORANE L I I Ty, X 5100, YINERIRIC X 2 HEE~D K7
23 K LRI R OEE S E D b 7a IR Y . Retkm EUAL, SERTE RS~

WO RNRDGF O N B D HEERITH B,
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£ 4—littleton ETiICB17 52 7Y—F - AV — b Tuy 7 MEEEH

XRIEH
&
A N i &
% p % H % B S
£ 7 B % 8 R &
PADEP A 1 oA F E & H & IR
1. Russell Street CS H&4j O O O 349,480 1,2
= BEEAE - e LE
» EATHR AR
» HERHEL— OYA v
2. HEGE X A O O O O 18,000 1
»  HEESWEE (BET728)
3. Shaker Lane /NFAR D T8 BEAS S5 R i O 16,000 1
. (27— — ) Al
4. Shattuck Street f# KT 4518 ¥ (i O O O 11,490 1,2
= ADATRICHE D iRA T T - ARk
4T ORI A8 B A
5. Goldsmith Street CS #&{j O O O O O 76,000 1,2
6. Foster Street CS (i (5 1)8) O O O O O O 300,000 1,3
7. Jennifer Street CS % {i O O O 150,000 1,2
8. Newton Street f{ 7 4% # fifi O O O 15000 1,2
9. Taylor Street CS fif O O O O O O 650,000 1,3
10. Foster Street CS Z4i (58 2 /&) O O O O O O 1,240,000 13
11. Littleton Common 235 %3 O O O O 550,000 1,3
12. Shaker Lane #%3H #fi O O O 380,000 1,3
13. Harwood Avenue t{EZF I O O O 500,000 1,3

B
1) MassDOT 2> 7' U —k « A kU — LEhaki4:
2) MassDOT Chapter 90 Bhfi% 4=

3) Capital Improvement Plan
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5.2. Seattle, WA

T P 2007 FEIC Yy Y — b R Y — P EBIERIRL 72, NCSC DfF 51T 52.8
HTHY, ZORBUTIEFT T Ao A EFRIRREA T RnEEZLNS
D3, SBNTHE - T 2007 4 (2014 FFICHEPT) ICHEEH 2 &2 — 75 v 21 L 2009 4E (2017
FICHERT) CWHTESRAZ =77 v 2%HEL, Ioici37 vy =7 MMEREHEZEK

T2 (K 17), BEBHZRRY HAar3fTbhTns,

pronty (BESEHE)

Low

i

—— Citywide Network -~~~ Local Connections

BITHE A v T — 2B HiHE Ay F 7= ~RA2—F T v Bh7uy s
K 17—Seattle TiC B} 2 HTERVBEBEAY P/ —I XX =T 5V
Hi#lt: /X - City of Seattle Pedestrian Master Plan  H14[X] - Seattle Bicycle Master Plan

£ [Xl - Move Seattle: 10-Year Strategic Vision for Transportation 23

BEHFEICOWTIE, FIC320&®RHEEH 2 4, 1 oHIF, FEEEEREFMHAL T
9 FEMICH 72 5T 930 Ik F v (8 1 THEH) 23306 1% Levy to Move Seattle TH V) |

ZEFHHNIC 222 3 THEO 27%HUY B L E N2 HRiAATH 5, 2 2HIZ, ¥ 7 FAHio
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R 5—SeattleiCHBF5a2 7Y —F +c ALV —PbOBE T 74—
B AR AREE 608,660 (2010) - 3,242/km?
B BURTEE 4l (2007)
B EORFHER =7 52.8 /& (2007)
. . v 2 Box " 7 #  F S
B BELEERER*: ST % i ﬁ f Ll E %
*=TIERTO D EAIGIE El (D) ] iy ) G
TIERT O BUR ORI H Cow 7 B v T% % &
Yo om0 1 o ik
H x v @ 7 o F I
Y L = G G
F 7 koM C
B ~ %
s N
B &
53
O 0 O O O - 0O O O
B ERESE: Levy to Move Seattle

Leverage funding (JEHE&E4) :
= U hINZIER) (WSDOT) Transportation
Improvement Board Bhjiki4x
»  Puget Sound MUK BT EEEES DBk 4 (PSRC)
= U7 MVHiIRER (SDOT) Bhaké:
VT RO B —H VE 4

B ERTARTA:
AASTHO: A Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and Streets
(FRHIE IS F6 L OMETIE O S (T i 1 3% G 1)
AASTHO: Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities
CRE 42N & 8 A2 i T TBCE s O F HR B R OB A T A )
FHWA: The Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices
(ot — A2 16 ol S 156 )
Institute of Transportation Engineers: Universal Design Recommendations
(RBEFENVT 7 V=T WA TA R)
NACTO: Urban Bikeway Design Guide
(HEE L — 2T YA VA F)
ADA guidelines
(ADAEAT A KT 4 )
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a—ANINA (V) UFL REEMEF L o 2 SRR E) TH O, 3 0HILE
KON DB A (ERES)TH 2, F 6122016 FICH T3> 7 M A OGEE %

AL, R 7ICERLZZERE GEHESR) 2573,

# 6—2016 FEIC BT 3 v 7 P ATHRESE O

EXH (B 100 5K FL)

XHEHE Levy to Move Seattle WHE4S v—h A
g MXTRrY=7 b 0.90 0.20 1.10
% WATHE & BRSO 4 10.10 0.20 1.20
CE P 6.90 0.80 6.80

W& LIS 3.10 4.30 8.90
% S 8.60 2.20 10.20
RTIAR & HEK 2.10 3.30 -
al R—DEL YT ¢ ihE 10.70 8.60 22.70
ﬁé@%ﬁ%@%eU?xﬁé 4.30 0.00 0.00
§§ LRT e 0.60 0.00 0.10
HTHE L HiRH R E 2.50 0.00 2.10

H#E © Levy to Move Seattle: 2016 Annual Report & 0 {ERK

FHEEE IO WTlE, BITE~YRAX =77 v L HIRE~Y R X — 7 J v Ol Jj CTFHiiE
HEED TS, £ 8ITRT X ) ICHHIEEH (X408, AfEHL — v o0& oFo
77y FEF TR L, FHEFEIC X 3 FREEL KRBT OMEER. M
FEHREDSSBITIEAED HNTW 5, DT, 2007 5 S HIZHL — v 205
¥ v 3R S, T T o HEREAIFIE AR B O | BIE ClEE) T HERHE &
FIHT 2 NoEIGIT 41%8 . 2K TIMOFIGOEIT LhoTWw2 2, —F, AN
L 7z Cascade Bicycle Club 25 HERH L — v b 0 022 2 8 L. HERH L — v Dk

R E L Tw B,
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£ 7-2016 Fic BT 2 EF/L2BHE (EHES)

BhmR&%8 (100 5k F

Bhpk& Jal=z7 b )
PSRC Melrose #1&E D BEA LR L — 2 & 3.01
JE—X —BF#E)  neighborhood greenway®
A F B 3.00
A =R/ N N34th Street & RO BHREHEFH L —
WSDOT Rainier Beach fFfii - HIRBENICED B2, & 0.32
WATH - HiGE TOADEDOHAEESR Yy NU—7 FH A
WA=/ N Aurora/Green lane/83rd D A8 74 j5 2240k 3 0.58
Lowell /NS48 D neighborhood greenway 0.44
WSDOT st
. Hamilton HH 521X 0.25
IR T o
S Broadview - Thomson /NFA% 0.70
A AV A N
Rainier Ave S & Graham St. D A3 75 R 2 ik 0.25

HiHL © Levy to Move Seattle: 2016 Annual Report & Y 7EiK

d Neighborhood greenway & |38 T# & HIiH 3B TH Y . HEEFOGHEDL D e

L 2o, ETHET S X9 R{FEXNOEKRTH S,
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£ 8- HEBH~YAX -7 7 v IUVBfTE~X X -7 7 v OFHIER
B A E B SRR HiR
FIHFES  BEERNHEK 2014 4 SRR L0 R
o 4 f5EM
Erae sl HERHEEP O 2014 4 SRR LY 2030 4R
% T 50% Dk
Eﬁ BEREH O T HE 2013 F 2030 £ ¥ TIEL HiK
* Ho e
’; ettt HEZ#E Ry N T —7 2013 4 2035 FFE T
S SRR K NU—2 DR
Z PN Bl Hi R AN 22 VX 2012 4F 2030 4 F THIX £ &
Tricdsd
ETEE 400m i THRH L 2012 4R 2035 4~ F T 100%IZ
RANDT T AN D T 5
HHE R
faeestis AT O HEK 2015 4 : SRR L Y 2030 4R
10 G ANH720 78 FET50 LUK & T
HATH O H R 2015 4 : 53 2030 £ FE THL
FiAEERIZT D
B Btk EEEE Ry NU—2 2015 4F 2035 % T
£ (SR D HERAETEK  EERE R 93%; T bT =7 D5ERL
> s Z Ol 79%
5]7 FREE  BITOFER 2014 4 : 24.5% 2035 4% T 35%
;’ £ THIN
v BATHE 2014 4 ZIRRE LD 2 (539
MfE -2 fE - 48,600;
A TEME 91,200
BATEITHEEE S 2013 4R : 22.7% RIE
FIHT D@7
Hi# : Seattle Bicycle Master Plan, City of Seattle Pedestrian Master Plan X YV 7EAK
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5.3. Fort Lauderdale, FL

Broward County MPO (Broward AR#S i B GH M) <A@ 2 72 ) XD Fort
Lauderdale (% 2013 FiIca v 7V — b « 2+ U — FESEZHIR L. NCSC D %I 89.6
MTHY, 2013 DELBERD 7 v ¥ v /T3t o7z, HERLT I EALTLHIK %
BlmL. 2%, nREECEE I L CRANZ 2 X M2 EEHT 25 Y 714 &
AT LOWEEZHIEL T, 2 ToOMES X UHREZBERONR L LTWw3 5,
1BICRS AR =77 v & FHT %729 Broward A A5#7 1.2 fBK F v (7 132 (&)
I L7295 2 (F 10) 26, 2016 4EIC Fort Lauderdale i % & 4 HiGAR AR L 725 T

1,140 ik Fov (R 12.6 f5F) TIGER B % 15 L 72,

Complete Streets Identification

Project Development
~ oo

Easmisnert MASTER PLAN

Sesilae
— BEfF A Rk =cs7ayYzs b = TIGERIIKE DR 7r Y = 7 b
— fteax A i ek == AT R R — -
- = Bl T € sk fitigg N v B Hi[X — B EER
Broward County Broward County Broward County
av7Y—F-RAFY—} av7Y—F - RAFY—} TIGER Bl & Fl v T 3 %
NRAR—=T TV NV R OVHEX Fav =z b

X 18 —Broward County D2 7Y —+t « XY —t+ 3y b7 —Z7FH
Hi 2 2R - L] http://www.browardmpo.org/index.php/complete-streets-master-plan-development

£I¥ @ TIGER VIII (2016) Grant Application 28
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& 9—FortLauderdale HiicEBIF 32 7Y —t - A+ U — [ BORBE
B AR AREE: 165,521 (2010) - 1,993.39/km?
B BURTEE BUR (2013)
B EEEMERaT 89.6 ;i (2013, % 3{7) ; 85.6 /i (2017)
. R - S SR Sl i -
| : ft * . N N 7
STEMOBROFMER 3 O O % j Ton
" " R 7 By W vy X B W
I S B T
H # v el 7 D % Iz
Y L - GO G T
F 7 B S C
B ~ %
s N
B &
53
o o o o o o o o o O
B ERESR Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP)
Surface Transportation Program (STP)
Business Community Investment Program (BCIP)
Neighborhood Capital Improvement Program (NCIP)
Transportation Improvement Program(TIP)
FDOT Strategic Intermodal System
TIGER grant : Broward MPO Regional Complete Streets Initiative
B ERTAFNTIA:

Broward Complete Streets Guide
(Broward County = > 7' U — 1k « A U — A K)
Fort Lauderdale Complete Streets Manual
(Fort Lauderdale iz > 7' U —h « A AU — h~w=a7 /)
AASTHO: A Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and Streets
(ERHOE B F L O O (TR 1 AR G HE 1)
FHWA: The Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices
(ot — A2 188 A ) 4 (S )
Florida State: Manual of Uniform Minimum Standards for Design, Construction, and
Maintenance for Streets and Highways
(7 1 U ZPNE S K OVl B D% E & B it — SEE(ETD)
Florida DOT: FDOT Plans Preparation Manual, Volume |
(71 ) N 2838 Jmy B )
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Florida DOT: FDOT Design Manual — Development and Processes
(7w ) FNZ@RT A ~=2T V)

Broward County: Final Report on Alternative Roadway Design Guidelines for Broward County
(Broward County fREFHIKERF A N7 A VI ikiE )

ADA guidelines
(ADAETTA R A )

Z NP D E S FFE IO\ TIZFEIT Fort Lauderdale T @D Business Capital Improvement
Plan (AN 3EHHERHE) & 7 0 ) FPNSEROERZHMAL T 2. BHEEAGHTCBI L T
T, BORICHI2SHS 5 & LT 2 FHEEH 2SRIVICED b T %

B REIN T HEHL - VIERE

B BHIN TV EHEDO D 5EIE~NR

B ORI X LT WaE RO DL

B RAFE—XAVTHIHNERTnY =7 F OElE

B FELERIC BT A E

B EARSSETO MY v T

B <LFE—X)VL0S LGE

B BT - HERHIEHTp O HEE L 2 DA E

THFA VAN T4 /IO TIE, Broward County MPO 7% Center for Disease Control
(cDC. IR FHIEH £ v % —) OB % H > T Los Angeles County Model Design Manual
for Living Streets (Los Angeles #i2 I =2 =7 4 KD /=D DET AT A4 v~e=2T L)
ZEHALTMPOHOTHA v A F T4 vEERLAZ B, X5IC, Broward fio a2 v 7
Y=+« AV —=1FHA4 FF4v%&HKICLT Fort Lauderdale TiAMEARIDH A4 FF7 4 v %

ER L7z, 22T, BHRATARZRIOBDH L, ZNIE. AV TA VBT v =7 M%)
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RoOFCHKEDHERD DR LICT — 2 ZBEEHL TV AEETH O, o fLcfi
ZHINIETR VOB RS5NT WS, FFc, 7oy z 7 MEiBOEE, 2B TEOE

TS HHOE R IIET 5 C & A HBES LT B,

# 10—Broward County MPO EE' YV 7 4 + 7B Y x 7 + (Fort Lauderdale 47

Bl S uv=zs b Sl ER CkEL)
H HRH L — Sw 31 $571,526.17
HATE B NW 31 $29,406.07
H iR L— B i NW 31 $1,201,084.94
HATE B A SW 30 $33,574.75

1 AEE SW 28 $117,407.20
HATE B A NW 14,18,22 $104,684.53
HATE B A SW 12 $248,241.08
HATE B A SW 11, NW 9, SW 8 $183,669.04
H HRH L — SW 4 $800,322.49
H HRH L — 3 Andrews Ave. $941,845
A IE A Andrews Ave. $11,407
H iR L— B Andrews Ave. $221,281
H iR L— B Las Olas Blvd. $341,282
H iR L— B Broward Blvd. $421,404
H B L — o H us-1 $2,877,794
H iR L— B Andrews Ave. $4,082,380

o HEBHEL—EE NW 19 $6,433,150
H#RE L — i us-1 $2,303,893
H iR L— B NE 3 $3,061,410
HATE B NW 2 $956,832
H iR L— 8 Old Dixie Highway $1,944,771
H R L — o H SE 3 $5,552,748
B iR L— B NE 3 $3,258,029
B #AHL L — L # i Dixie Highway $3,749,831

E 47 : Broward County MPO Transportation Improvement Program(TIP)

Hi# : Broward MPO mobility projects phases I-1ll
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5.4. Nashville, TN

7 A ¥ — D Nashville i1, 2014 5D NCSC DHITHEEIRIE 7 v F v 7 BITH W T 15
L& 7> Tk H, BHLE. Nashville-Davidson A Tl EEE IR D 81%ICH 75 3,040 F 1T D
BERIENER D B 2 2, ZORILEFZE L, Nashville i 13 2010 Fica v 7 ) — b+ - R
b Y= ORITI S E FEA L7z, BOEIE NCSC IC3B T 60 fi %S L 7225, 2016 FiC#h
IS ZdUE L, 824 HE TEM 572, 2015 FICv L FE—XASGHA v b T — 7 G
)7 L — 27 — 2 [Access Nashville 2040%° | ICRGED LY =2 v %%, 2017 41 2008 4
@ Nashville-Davidson County Strategic Plan for Sidewalks and Bikeways (3% & H¥sHL L — v/

DHRIEIYETE) A FEH L [The WalknBike plan?®] % i€ L 72,

B o Cricaness ERIHBET DT R N\ ( A
B Comphanity Priorities - By E?ﬁj avzy bk N\ \

BREGHE BN

ned Facilities Existing Facilities Greenway, Unpaved

=+ Protected Bikeway —— Buffered Bike Lane Priority Bikeway Projects
---- Bike Lane

Bike Lane Anchor Park
--~- Signed Shared Route —— Signed Shared Route Green network

----- Bike Boulevard Wide Outside Lane Centers

--- -+ Greenway or Multi-Use Path —— Greenway, Paved

BITEAY P72 T ey 2 P Hif#HA Y PV =2~ X =TTV
19— Nashville i X U¥ Davidson County iIZE ) 23 {TEEL o= 7 b &
HEREAY PV -2 X =TTV
HiH#iL: Access Nashville 2040
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#£ 11—Nashville HicBIF 32 7Y)—F « 2+ Y — FBOEMEE

B AR - AREE: 691,243 (2017) * 510/km2
B BURTEE BATd4r (2010, 2016 1ZETIE)
B BOREHMER =7 : 60 & (2010). 82.4 i (2016)
. . [ O i S - S | - -
B BELEERER*: ST % i ﬁ f il E %
*2016 £ D P T4 = 0O 0 R : o m
Rt oM 7 B v B v %X B om
STERMOBROFMEE & B = 4 1 o R
H = ¥ # 7 o F I
3] & = G G TN
¥ 7 R P C
B ~ %
b Z
B &
I
O O O O O O O O - O
B ERESIE: Capital Improvement Funds
Regional Transit Plan (RTP)
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)
TR —INZZiE)E (TDOT) DBIR 4
HAERE B (FHWA) OBk
m ERTAFTAV:

Metro Nashville and Davidson County: Public Works Subdivision Street Design Standards and
Specification
(IR O FHIEYE & H5)
AASTHO: A Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and Streets
(BRHIIE IS F6 L OMETIE O S8 (T i 15 3% T 1)
AASTHO: Guidelines for Geometric Design of Very Low-Volume Local Roads (ADT < 400)
(ECAZ 18 B 7 3 oD S A G R R HHE 1)
FHWA: The Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices
(ot — A2 i T S 5 )
Tennessee DOT: Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction, latest edition
(7 2 2 — M 22380 Ja) DB B Mo OV 92 0D B& fj KL 1)
NACTO: Urban Street Design Guide; Urban Bikeway Design Guide; Transit Street Design Guide
(ARG A R, AESEHE L — VT A N, N RQEEHERE T A F)
ADA guidelines
(ADAEAT A KT 4 )



https://www.weblio.jp/content/%E9%80%A3%E9%82%A6
https://www.weblio.jp/content/%E9%81%93%E8%B7%AF
https://www.weblio.jp/content/%E7%AE%A1%E7%90%86%E5%B1%80
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Nashville ilZ WalknBike T2 7Y —F «+ 2 + U — F DR 2R L, SH1T7E B L UH
BREIC B % X 0 FEA 7 kg % 37 C 72, WalknBike D EHEIC X - T, 5 £ CHEEIZET
BIC BT 285 0BG R BED 1.98%0 b 4%, HInHE OE| G % BIED 0.25%5 5 2.12%
KT B ZHEE LT3, R 12 1T WalknBike i< 5 1F 2 FHHEH %27/~ 37

HEE 2K 5720, Btz ER L, HERICB L <l ErsRrE. Ains iR,
BEAREE R ST ) v 7 a A v P REE L, 145 F o OB HEESA Y P — 2 %2
w7z (¥ 20), #MEMIL 4,100 K F (145 M) ORIABTH 2, HITHEICEL

Tld. B+ AHZGB~D T 7 2 R, FRA~DT 7% A, KA & DR 0 A e
DGR BB LBRTRESTES Y VT =2 2ED -, BEMIZ 46 XN (1

506 {EM) DRAALTH 3,

PRIORITY BIKEWAY
NETWORK (PBN):
CENTRAL NASHVILLE

T4 3T T T A 69 [ UEvd
| ] l

RS A
J"'i'l’ﬂ %/ }5" | %
ﬁHJ'I'?fhé H A& 5
5 7 1A o
D HE Lo Vg

H DN A Q¢
iz E{ 1 H H @

HEFE B

W o
&K L l/‘/i
LR 1] &
I vad v SowE
vl i 5

oy

A ;

%

CITY oF

X 20— Nashville @l_'ﬁfffﬂﬂkiobj' 6155'65%@? v F7—2 (PBN)

Hi# : Nashville-Davidson County Strategic Plan for Sidewalks and Bikeways 2017
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it 22 1< BFL A 72 FHETC & Y | WalknBike 1 35\ CRIF A RE R BURBI LA 7 0 77 T L 3%
FoNTWE 2, BRNAESFESTED b Thiv, £ 2T, R L ZEIEN T
ICK2HREERFET L LI, FHHOT TR, ¥ 7 briliofide i Hv7 Levy to Move
Seattle Z | & L CTHLY LT\ 223, 2018 4F 5 AT, (i N%IC Nashville-Davidson
LB B HECHIEL — v Oz &EA, ZOFECIREZEMIC X oL L5 &5
N HEGHETHIZE TH % [Let’s Move Nashville] ZHERIEZEIC X 2 FRIC» T 728 T 5,

JEEIRN 2Bt & 72 o 72,

£ 12 Nashville T The WalknBike Plan i< 35J 3 SH#iIE H

HE  FHMEEE iR

PEEME ERESEHIXICIT D4E - BERE L — B O SERE 2021 4R E T 100%

Pepitt  mEEHIXICRT D440 - BESHE L — UREH O SERER 2021 4% T 100%

LM BATH - HERE R O SRR 2025 £ F TE R

1AL A N AR A S = B/ A AV ¢ 2L

R HEZBIZLSS LUV - BTHICR S LWnaI == ¢ & L Silver level
TORY “Bicycle Friendly

Community” &
“Walk Friendly

Community” DK
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6. BHYIC

AR TIHEFRCEE L, A FEXY TAICNT2EXHOLMNEEER L
F2av 7Y —1t - XU — OB OBARR RHY M A 2 RIEIICR R, AR S
"z b4 o0 HRKRZEH L L CEAERZRIY A zadidh L7, 2004 225 1,200 %
2RI NA2BOREE 2t T D, BIFOETDOLRULTYALTFEXY 7 4 DK
WAEE o TWVE, LL, FILWoAT X4 2icEonBRIE, fiikbaicEE 2R
T o THRLEES . BICRRNT 2205720, avFY—LF « XY — 0%
RET T OEEDOLEDN D 5, FrICEBHED WEHHN L TBER O VI BRI HIR
RE~DORBICE IZEM L 2%, wTnice X RIANICE 2 2 L RED#ENH > TH MPO
© DOT @ [culture] OZMCBFEROEFEOHICIEDFERZ G525 2 L aWifFah s,

ZLTC, avy 7 V=t A+ Y= OEBHORA L BRI TH S S 5, 2018 4F 4 A
I Nashville #iCHff & 7z lntersections| 552 7Y — b « A b ) — F &I T,
JESERNIC AR - AFHIC X 2 BRI 030\ C & 72 T 3R T ORI FHE P4 I 4%
FEZTELLS, ST TCORBERTAC, T boBKkEa Yy Y —F - X MY
— b, FEhi, FHEEE VLA RA—F Y I BEMLa Y- ala=T g
~ED TV E 72 & Atherton KSR~ 7z,

Bppic, WEHEHE S L OVEREcRE A2 HARCHLTH, a7V —F « A
V-t DEHD»LHND L RIKOLBH LS, CITHATRELIZDOTHDE, %
NIEEWMEZFE B &R O SIRICIS U 72 HEEZEE TN L COEZTTTH 5, EFEHE L
FHIEE DFEF LI X 5 X 0 Xl RZERMOED LA BWREIC R > C&E iz, BifFD~
SaTNMCHHY FES e A, BUTHERNIC HAROYIMERRICIE U B E L ik se

Mlzfid 2 L BfEI N5,
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Davidson County MPO. Strategic plan for sidewalks and bikeways . (2017).
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Nashville 2040. (2015).

FRSERE, EFVET & KRG, B EA4 <Y N IcBb 288 G E o e
H AR 510 R am (e 82, 745-755 (2017).

Florida DOT. FDOT Context Classification. (2017).

Massachusetts Department of Transportation. Complete streets funding program guidance.

(2016).
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&!!I.

&%

ARWFFE L — M ERE NGHRETESET O 1BS 7 z v —v vy FICERAEX TV, HEA
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2010 | State University Complete Streets - City GA 1.49 1.74 86%

of Fort Valley

2010 | US-93/2nd Street Improvements MT 3.50 3.50 100%

2010 | Woodside Boulevard Complete Streets - ID 3.50 4.41 79%
City of Hailey

2010 | Staples North/South Corridor - City of MN 7.65 9.85 78%
Staples

2010 | Fordham Transit Plaza - New York City NY 10.00 19.50 51%

2010 | Warehouse District Complete Streets - IL 10.00 37.40 27%
City of Peoria

2010 | East Bay Pedestrian and Bicycle Network  CA 10.20 43.30 24%

- East Bay Regional Park District

2010 | Steel Point Roadway Improvements - City  CT 11.16 44.72 25%
of Bridgeport

2010 | Razorback Regional Greenway - Benton & AR 15.00 38.50 39%

Washington Counties

2010 | New Haven Downtown Crossing - City of CcT 16.00 31.70 50%
New Haven

2010 | Indianapolis Bicycle & Pedestrian IN 20.50 62.50 33%
Network

2010 | Philadelphia Area Pedestrian & Bicycle PA, 23.00 54.80 42%
Network NJ

2010 | Portland’s Innovation Quadrant—SW OR 23.00 66.53 35%

Moody Street & Streetcar Reconstruction

2010 | Tower 55 Multimodal Improvement X 34.00 91.20 37%
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2011 | Village Center Street, Transit and MO 0.09 0.11 77%
Infrastructure Improvement Planning
Study

2011 | Hull Street Corridor Revitalization VA 0.10 0.32 32%

2011 | Downtown St. Albans Streetscape VT 0.13 0.33 38%
Improvements

2011 | Parkview Gardens: A Sustainable and MO 0.15 0.63 24%
Accessible Neighborhood

2011 | Linking Greenville's neighborhoods to SC 0.24 3.07 8%
jobs and open space

2011 | Saint Paul Complete Streets Plan MN 0.25 0.38 66%

2011 | Bridge Boulevard Corridor NM 0.26 0.26 100%
Redevelopment Plan

2011 | Building Livability in Pontiac: Planning for Ml 0.30 0.44 68%
Connectivity between the Downtown,
Neighborhoods and Transit

2011 | Greater Downtown OKC Transit OK 0.38 0.54 70%
Circulator

2011 | Colorado Sustainable Main Streets co 0.40 3.38 12%
Initiative

2011 | Broad Street Road Diet SC 0.46 0.57 80%

2011 | Owasco River Multi-modal Trail Corridor NY 0.59 1.08 55%
Plan

2011 | Lexington Multi-Modal Transportation NC 0.70 0.78 90%
Station Area Plan

2011 | Ranson-Charles Town Corridor Wv 0.71 1.40 51%
Revitalization

2011 | Saint Paul Complete Streets Plan GA 0.72 0.83 87%

2011 | Allegheny Riverfront Green Boulevard PA 0.83 2.08 40%

Planning
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2011 | Asheville NC East Riverside Sustainable NC 0.85 11.19 8%
Multimodal Neighborhood

2011 | Augusta Sustainable Development GA 0.91 3.27 28%
Implementation Program

2011 | Claiborne Corridor Plan LA 1.07 3.86 28%

2011 | Grand Boulevard: Removing Barriers to CA 1.10 1.70 65%
Livable Communities

2011 | Denver TOD Program - Strategic co 1.16 10.87 11%
Implementation

2011 | Pueblo of Laguna Bike/Pedestrian Trail NM 1.47 1.47 100%

2011 | Aloha-Reedville Study and Livable OR 1.50 3.07 49%
Community Plan

2011 | Canal Crossing NJ 1.96 2.83 69%

2011 | Oakland Army Base Master Plan CA 2.00 9.22 22%

2011 | St. Albans Main Street Reconstruction VT 2.09 2.71 77%

2011 | Newark Station Transit Improvement NJ 2.25 3.03 74%
Plan

2011 | City of American Falls Complete Streets ID 2.30 2.85 81%

2011 | Syracuse Connective Corridor NY 10.00 17.21 58%

2011 | Boundary Street Redevelopment - City of  SC 12.64 30.39 42%
Beaufort

2011 | Buffalo Main Street Revitalization NY 15.00 40.00 38%

2011 | Chicago Blue Line Renewal & City Bike IL 20.00 64.60 31%
Share

2012 | Downtown Clinton Street Improvements 1A 2.70 14.67 18%

2012 | College Road Improvements Wi 4.00 9.18 44%

2012 | Concord Downtown Complete Streets NH 4.71 7.85 60%
Project

2012 | Ranson-Charles Town Corridor WV 5.00 23.50 21%

Revitalization
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2012 | Hartford's intermodal transportation CcT 10.00 21.12 47%
triangle
2012 | Anacostia Bicycle and Pedestrian Project DC 10.00 15.00 67%
2012 | Birmingham Roads to Recovery AL 10.00 30.31 33%
2012 | Southeast Connector Road Project 1A 10.00 50.00 20%
2012 | Link Detroit Multimodal Enhancements MO 10.00 24.83 40%
2012 | Mission Bay/UCSF Hospital Multimodal CA 10.00 46.50 22%
Transportation Infrastructure
2012 | Tampa Downtown Multimodal FL 10.94 15.63 70%
Improvements
2012 | Mercer Corridor West Reconstruction WA 14.00 98.00 14%
2012 | Main Street to Main Street Multimodal TN 14.94 30.00 50%
Connector
2012 | Houston Regional Multimodal TX 15.00 29.89 50%
Connections to Transit
2012 | Fort Lauderdale Wave Streetcar Project FL 18.00 83.20 22%
2013 | State Route 89 Railroad Undercrossing - CA 1.50 11.25 13%
Town of Truckee
2013 | Northeast lowa's Livable Rural 1A 1.65 2.20 75%
Communities
2013 | Missoula To Lolo Trail - Missoula City MT 4.58 5.48 84%
2013 | Foley Transportation Regional AL 4.73 6.33 75%
Infrastructure Pedestrian Plan (TRIPS)
City of Foley
2013 | Walkable Olean: Complete Streets NY 6.50 8.85 73%
Transformation - City of Olean
2013 | Jackson Intermodal Connectivity - Town wy 8.00 52.80 15%
of Jackson
2013 | Apponaug Circulator Improvements - City Rl 10.00 33.59 30%

of Warwick
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2013 | Goldsboro Main Street Revitalization | - NC 10.00 21.90 46%
City of Goldsboro

2013 | Northgate Transfer Center TX 10.30 26.91 38%

2013 | Lee County Complete Streets Initiative FL 10.47 13.21 79%

2013 | University City Prosperity Project - FL 11.40 123.81 9%
Sweetwater Town

2013 | Connect Historic Boston MA 15.52 23.04 67%

2013 | Fulton Mall Reconstruction - City of CA 15.92 19.92 80%
Fresno

2013 | Inner Loop East Reconstruction - NY 17.70 23.60 75%
Rochester

2013 | Southwest Atlanta Beltline Corridor Trail GA 18.00 43.24 42%
- Atlanta

2014 | Land-Use Transportation Connections to TX 0.21 0.30 70%
Sustainable Schools

2014 | Hollister Avenue Complete Streets CA 0.24 0.70 34%
Corridor Plan - City of Goleta

2014 | City of Chattanooga Rail Transit TN 0.40 0.70 57%
Implementation Plan

2014 | East 105th/East 93rd Transportation IN 0.40 0.59 67%
Corridor Plan

2014 | The Pioneer Corridor Plan - Wasatch uT 0.82 1.53 54%
Front Region

2014 | 18th Street Viaduct Planning Project W 1.00 1.34 74%

2014 | Indianapolis Red Line Planning Studies IN 2.07 3.17 65%

2014 | Roosevelt Boulevard Multimodal Study PA 2.50 5.00 50%

2014 | Downtown Dahlonega Complete Streets GA 5.10 9.18 56%
Corridor Improvement

2014 | Fort Meade Multimodal Accessibility MD 10.00 42.09 24%

Project
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2014 | Riverside Drive/Gathering Place oK 10.00 38.56 26%
Multimodal Access Project - City of Tulsa

2014 | Seamless City Revitalization Project SC 10.00 45.61 22%

2014 | InterchangeatUS10/CSAHS83 - MN 10.00 25.80 39%
Anoka County

2014 | Central Corridor Transit Enhancement MO 10.30 12.90 80%
and Job Access Project

2014 | Eastside Access Improvements - Los CA 11.80 17.05 69%
Angeles

2014 | M-1 Fixed Rail Streetcar Project Mi 12.20 135.95 9%

2014 | Flamingo Corridor Improvements NV 13.30 42.00 32%

2014 | Waterbury Active Transportation and CN 14.40 20.40 71%
Economic Resurgence (WATER)

2014 | Asheville NC East of the Riverway VA 14.60 29.20 50%
Multimodal Network

2014 | Champaign-Urbana Multimodal Corridor IL 15.71 34.88 45%
Enhancement

2014 | Washoe County BRT NV 16.00 52.57 30%

2014 | Vision Zero NYC- City of New York NY 25.00 52.80 47%

2015 | Pueblo of Laguna Bike and Pedestrian NM 1.00 3.04 33%
Priority Route Construction

2015 | Native Village of Point Hope AK 2.90 2.93 99%
Transportation Infrastructure and Transit
Improvement Project

2015 | U.S. Route 54 Mississippi River Bridge MO, 10.00 63.20 16%

IL

2015 | Bronx River Greenway: Bridge the Critical ~ NY 10.00 22.63 44%
South Bronx Gap - City of New York

2015 | U.S. 301: Road to Opportunity - City of NC 10.00 18.62 54%
Wilson

2015 | Closing the Gaps - City of Philadelphia PA 10.27 35.02 29%
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2015 | Grand Canal Bike and Pedestrian AR 10.33 15.98 65%
Improvements - City of Phoenix

2015 | Lowell Canal Bridges - City of Lowell MA 13.39 16.74 80%

2015 | Lihu’e Town Core Mobility and HI 13.82 17.81 78%
Revitalization - County of Kaua'i

2015 | Milwaukee Streetcar: Lakefront Line - Wi 14.20 28.40 50%
City of Milwaukee

2015 | Rail to Rail Active Transportation CA 15.00 34.30 44%
Corridor Connector Project - Los Angeles
County

2015 | Tacoma LINK Expansion - City of Tacoma WA 15.00 166.01 9%

2015 | Greening the Gateways - City of Jackson MS 16.50 35.50 46%

2015 | Transforming Dixie Highway Project - KY 16.91 28.91 58%
Louisville Metro

2015 | Main Street Multi-Modal Access and NY 18.00 22.50 80%
Revitalization - City of Buffalo

2015 | Connecting Our Neighborhoods to AL 20.00 39.95 50%
Opportunities

2016 | Goldsboro Main Street Revitalization Il - NC 5.00 6.76 74%
City of Goldsboro

2016 | The Downtown Akron Promenade - City OH 5.00 14.50 34%
of Akron

2016 | Carlisle Connectivity Project - Borough of  PA 5.00 13.68 37%
Carlisle

2016 | Gateway to Oakland Uptown - San CA 6.32 28.67 22%
Francisco Bay Area

2016 | Re-connecting Cleveland: Pathways to OH 7.95 16.45 48%
Opportunity - City of Cleveland

2016 | Bridges to Opportunity: Des Moines' 1A 8.00 22.00 36%

Community Connection - City of Des

Moines
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2016 | Live Oak Streetscape Project - City of Live  CA 10.00 17.29 58%
Oak

2016 | Martin Luther King Jr. Drive Corridor GA 10.00 22.94 44%
Improvement Initiative - City of Atlanta

2016 | North Avenue Rising - Baltimore MD 10.00 27.33 37%

2016 | Connecting Communities - City of TX 10.00 23.81 42%
Brownsville

2016 | Broward MPO Regional Complete Streets  FL 11.44 19.17 60%
Initiative - Broward Metro

2016 | Town Branch Commons Corridor - KY 14.10 20.00 70%
Lexington-Fayette Urban County

2016 | One Mobile; Reconnecting People, Work AL 14.47 21.33 68%
and Play Through Complete Streets - City
of Mobile

2016 | North Interstate 25-1 - Colorado co 15.00 237.00 6%

2016 | Camden Connections for the Future - City  NJ 16.20 25.70 63%
of Camden

2016 | 1-579 Cap Urban Connector Project - PA 19.00 32.00 59%
Pittsburgh and Allegheny County

2016 | Downtown Crossing - City of New Haven cY 20.00 53.50 37%

2016 | Drinking Water Revolving Fund Roadway Ml 20.00 40.49 49%
Reconstruction: Saginaw, Atherton and
Dupont Streets - City of Flint

2016 | First/Last Mile Connections: Improving uT 20.00 75.72 26%
Community Access to Regional
Opportunities - Salt Lake City

2017 | Hightower Road Corridor Project - MS 7.00 9.25 76%
Mississippi State University

2017 | Carson City Gateway: South Carson NV 7.57 18.96 40%

Street Complete Streets - Carson City
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2017 | Frankfort Second Street Corridor Project KY 7.99 12.37 65%
- City of Frankfort

2017 | Downtown Akron Promenade Il - City of OH 8.00 11.06 72%
Akron

2017 | Mill City Downtown Restoration and OR 8.08 9.38 86%
Revitalization Project - Mill City

2017 | Bridging the Trail Gap: Enhancing PA 12.00 36.55 33%
Regional Connections in PA - City of
Philadelphia

2017 | Immokalee Complete Streets: Growing FL 13.13 16.45 80%
Connections to Create Mobility
Opportunities - Collier County

2017 | Beartooth Highway Reconstruction Wi 16.60 30.40 55%
Project

2017 | City of Burlington Downtown/Riverfront 1A 17.00 83.42 20%

Revitalization Project - City of Burlington
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2. City of Seattle complete streets ordinance
3. Florida DOT complete streets policy

4. City of Fort Lauderdale complete streets policy

5. Metropolitan Government of Nashville and Davidson County

complete streets executive order
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Town of Littleton
COMPLETE STREET POLICY

Effective Date December 16, 2013
Expiration Date None
Date Last Revised
Planning Board vote to recommend November 21, 2013
Selectmen vote to introduce policy December 2, 2013
Selectmen vote to adopt policy December 16, 2013

COMPLETE STREETS POLICY

Vision and Purpose:

Complete Streets are designed and operated to provide safety and accessibility for all the
users of our roadways, trails and transit systems, including pedestrians, bicyclists, transit
riders, motorists, commercial vehicles, and emergency vehicles and for people of all ages
and of all abilities. Furthermore, Complete Streets principles contribute toward the safety,
health, economic viability, and quality of life in a community by providing accessible and
efficient connections between home, school, work, recreation and retail destinations by
improving the pedestrian and vehicular environments throughout communities. The
purpose of Littleton’s Complete Streets policy, therefore, is to accommodate all road users by
creating a road network that meets the needs of individuals utilizing a variety of transportation
modes. It is the intent of the Town of Littleton to formalize the plan, design, operation and
maintenance of streets so that they are safe for all users of all ages and abilities as a matter of
routine. This policy directs decision-makers to consistently plan, design, and construct streets to
accommodate all anticipated users including, but not limited to pedestrians, bicyclists, motorists,
emergency vehicles, and freight and commercial vehicles.

Core Commitment:

The Town of Littleton recognizes that users of various modes of transportation, including, but not
limited to, pedestrians, cyclists, transit and school bus riders, motorists, delivery and service
personnel, freight haulers, and emergency responders, are legitimate users of streets and deserve
safe facilities. “All Users” includes users of all ages and abilities.

The Town of Littleton recognizes that all projects, new, maintenance, or reconstruction, are
potential opportunities to apply Complete Streets design principles. The Town will, to the
maximum extent practical, design, construct, maintain, and operate all streets to provide for a
comprehensive and integrated street network of facilities for people of all ages and abilities.

Complete Streets design recommendations shall be incorporated into all publicly and privately
funded projects, as appropriate. All transportation infrastructure and street design projects
requiring funding or approval by the Town of Littleton, as well as projects funded by the state and
federal government, such as the Chapter 90 funds, City improvement grants, Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP), the MassWorks Infrastructure Program, Community Development
Block Grants (CDBG), Capital Funding and other state and federal funds for street and



infrastructure design shall adhere to (comply with) the Town of Littleton Complete Streets Policy.
Private developments and related street design components or corresponding street-related
components shall adhere to (comply with) the Complete Streets principles. In addition, to the
extent practical, state-owned roadways will comply with the Complete Streets resolution,
including the design, construction, and maintenance of such roadways within Town boundaries.

Transportation infrastructure may be excluded, upon approval by the Board of Selectmen, where
documentation and data indicate that:

1. Facilities where specific users are prohibited by law, such as interstate freeways or
pedestrian malls. An effort will be made, in these cases for accommodations elsewhere.

2. Where cost or impacts of accommodation is excessively disproportionate to the need or
probable use or probable future use.

Best Practices:

The Town of Littleton Complete Streets policy will focus on developing a connected, integrated
network that serves all road users. Complete Streets will be integrated into policies, planning,
and design of all types of public and private projects, including new construction, reconstruction,
rehabilitation, repair, and maintenance of transportation facilities on streets and redevelopment
projects.

Implementation of the Town of Littleton Complete Streets Policy will be carried out
cooperatively within all departments in the Town of Littleton with multi-jurisdictional
cooperation, to the greatest extent possible, among private developers, and state, regional, and
federal agencies.

Complete Streets principles include the development and implementation of projects in a context
sensitive manner in which project implementation is sensitive to the community’s physical,
economic, and social setting. The context-sensitive approach to process and design includes a
range of goals by considering stakeholder and community values on a level plane with the project
need. It includes goals related to livability with greater participation of those affected in order to
gain project consensus. The overall goal of this approach is to preserve and enhance scenic,
aesthetic, historical, and environmental resources while improving or maintaining safety,
mobility, and infrastructure conditions.

The Town of Littleton recognizes that "Complete Streets” may be achieved through single
elements incorporated into a particular project or incrementally through a series of smaller
improvements or maintenance activities over time.

The latest design guidance, standards, and recommendations available will be used in the
implementation of Complete Streets including:
e The Massachusetts of Department of Transportation Project Design and Development
Guidebook
e The latest edition of American Association of State Highway Transportation Officials
(AASHTO) A Policy on Geometric Design of Highway and Streets
e The United States Department of Transportation Federal Highway Administration’s Manual on

Uniform Traffic Design Controls (2009).




e The Architectural Access Board (AAB) 521CMR Rules and Regulations

o Documents and plans created for the Town of Littleton, such as bicycle and pedestrian
network plans.

Complete Streets implementation and effectiveness should be constantly evaluated for success
and opportunities for improvement. The town will develop performance measures to gauge
implementation and effectiveness of the policies.

Implementation:

The Town shall make Complete Streets practices a routine part of everyday operations, shall
approach every transportation project and program as an opportunity to improve streets and the
transportation network for all users, and shall work in coordination with other departments,
agencies, and jurisdictions to achieve Complete Streets.

Town shall review and either revise or develop proposed revisions to all appropriate planning documents
(master plans, open space and recreation plan, etc.), zoning and subdivision codes, laws, procedures,
rules, regulations, guidelines, programs, and templates to integrate Complete Streets principles in all
Street Projects on streets. A committee of relevant stakeholders designated by the Town Administrator
will be created to implement this initiative.

The Town shall maintain a comprehensive inventory of pedestrian and bicycle facility
infrastructure that will prioritize projects to eliminate gaps in the sidewalk and bikeway network.

The Town will reevaluate Capital Improvement Projects prioritization to encourage
implementation of Complete Streets implementation.

The Town will train pertinent town staff and decision-makers on the content of Complete Streets
principles and best practices for implementing policy through workshops and other appropriate
means.

The Town will utilize inter-department coordination to promote the most responsible and efficient
use of resources for activities within the public way.

The Town will seek out appropriate sources of funding and grants for implementation of
Complete Streets policies.
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ORDINANCE 122 >¥6

AN ORDINANCE relating to Seattle’s Complete Streets policy, stating guiding principles and
practices so that transportation improvements are planned, designed and constructed to
encourage walking, bicycling and transit use while promoting safe operations for all
users.

WHEREAS, the City Council, with the Mayor concurring, adopted Resolution 30915 that defines
the Complete Streets policy; and

WHEREAS, City policy as stated in the Transportation Strategic Plan and the Seattle
Comprehensive Plan is to encourage walking, bicycling and transit use as safe,
convenient and widely available modes of transportation for all people; and

WHEREAS, Seattle's Complete Streets guiding principle is to design, operate and maintain
Seattle's streets to promote safe and convenient access and travel for all users ---
pedestrians, bicyclists, transit riders, and people of all abilities, as well as freight and
motor vehicle drivers; and

| WHEREAS, other jurisdictions and agencies nationwide have adopted Complete Streets

legislation including the U.S. Department of Transportation, numerous state
transportation agencies, San Francisco, Sacramento, San Diego, Boulder, Chicago and
Portland; and

WHEREAS, the Seattle Department of Transportation (SDOT) will implement Complete Streets
policy by designing, operating and maintaining the transportation network to improve
travel conditions for bicyclists, pedestrians, transit and freight in a manner consistent
-with, and supportive of, the surrounding community; and

WHEREAS, transportation improvements will include an array of facilities and amenities that
are recognized as contributing to Complete Streets, including: street and sidewalk
lighting; pedestrian and bicycle safety improvements; access improvements for freight;
access improvements, including compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act;
public transit facilities accommodation including, but not limited, to pedestrian access
improvement to transit stops and stations; street trees and landscaping; drainage; and
street amenities; and

WHEREAS, SDOT will implement policies and procedures with the construction, reconstruction
or other changes of transportation facilities on arterial streets to support the creation of
Complete Streets including capital improvements, re-channelization projects and major
maintenance, recognizing that all streets are different and in each case user needs must be
balanced; NOW, THEREFORE, '

Form Last Revised on December 16, 2006 |
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BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF SEATTLE AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. SDOT will plan for, design and construct all new City transportation
improvement projects to provide appropriate accommodation for pedestrians, bicyclists, transit
riders, and persons of all abilities, while promoting safe operation for all users, as provided for
below.

Section 2. SDOT will incorporate Complete Streets principles into: the Department's
Transportation Strategic Plan; Seattle Transit Plan; Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plans;
Intelligent Transportation System Strategic Plan; and other SDOT plans, manuals, rules,
regulations and programs as appropriate.

Section 3. Because freight is important to the basic economy of the City and has unique
right-of-way needs to support that role, freight will be the major priority on streets classified as
Major Truck Streets. Complete Street improvements that are consistent with freight mobility but
also support other modes may be considered on these streets.

Section 4. Except in unusual or extréordinary circumstances, Complete Streets principles
will not apply:

e to repairs made pursuant to the Pavement Opening and Restoration Rule (SDOT

Director's Rule 2004-02);
¢ to ordinary maintenance activities designed to keep assets in serviceable condition

(e.g., mowing, cleaning, sweeping, spot repair and surface treatments such as chip

seal, or interim measures on detour or haul routes);

Form Last Revised on December 16, 2006 2
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SDOT Complete Streets ORD
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e where the Director of Transportation issues a documented exception concluding that
application of Complete Street principles is unnecessary or inappropriate because it
would be contrary to public safety; or

e where other available means or factors indicate an absence of need, including future
need.

Section 5. Complete Streets may be achieved through single projects or incrementally
through a series of smaller improvements or maintenance activities over time. It is the Mayor's
and Council's intent that all sources of transportation funding be drawn upon to implement
Complete Streets. The City believes that maximum financial flexibility is important to implement

Complete Streets principles.

Form Last Revised on December 16, 2006 3
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Section 6. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force thirty (30) days from and after
its approval by the Mayor, but if not approved and returned by the Mayor within ten (10) days
after presentation, it shall take effect as provided by Municipal Code Section 1.04.020.

Passed by the City Council the 3 Oi\)day of —A{Mb— 2007, and signed by me in open

4 .
session in authentication of its passage this 30 _ day of , 2007.

ity

L of the\Clty Council

Filed by me this _  _day of YY\a.ur, 2007,

Ci erk
(Seal)

Form Last Revised on December 16, 2006 4
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FISCAL NOTE FOR NON-CAPITAL PROJECTS
Department: | Contact Person/Phone: DOF Analyst/Phone:
Seattle Department of Barbara Gray, 615-0872 Stephen Barham, 733-9084
Transportation

Legislation Title AN ORDINANCE relating to Seattle’s Complete Streets policy, stating
guiding principles and practices so that transportation improvements are planned, designed and
constructed to encourage walking, bicycling and transit use while promoting safe operations for
all users. ‘

Summary of the Legislation: This Council Bill states that “Complete Streets” principles
(see Resolution 30915) will be incorporated, to the maximum practicable extent, in all
new City transportation improvement projects on arterials to provide appropriate
accommodation for pedestrians, bicyclists, transit riders, and disabled persons while
promoting safe operation for all users. Additionally, these Complete Streets principles
will be incorporated into (The Seattle Department of Transportation’s) Transportation
Strategic Plan, Seattle Transit Plan, Pedestrian Master Plan, Bicycle Master Plan,
Intelligent Transportation System Strategic Plan, and other SDOT plans, manuals, rules,
regulations and programs as appropriate. SDOT will implement Complete Streets policy
by designing, operating, and maintaining the transportation network to improve travel
conditions for bicyclists, pedestrians, transit and freight in a manner consistent with and
supportive of the surrounding community. Street and sidewalk lighting, pedestrian and
bicycle safety improvements, access improvements for freight, access improvements in
accordance with ADA requirements, public transit facilities accommodation, street trees,
landscaping, and street amenities are all components of the Complete Streets program.

Background: (Include brief description of the purpose and context of legislation and
include record of previous legislation and funding history, if applicable):

Resolution 30195, relating to Bridging the Gap, includes support for the principles of
“Complete Streets” and states that all Bridging the Gap projects will provide appropriate
accommodation for pedestrians, bicyclists, transit riders, and disabled persons while
promoting safe operation for cars and trucks. Additionally, these Complete Streets
principles will be incorporated into SDOT’s Transportation Strategic Plan, Seattle Transit
Plan, Pedestrian Master Plan, Bicycle Master Plan and other SDOT plans, manuals, rules,
regulations and programs as appropriate. The Resolution states that the City Council will
work with SDOT and the Mayor to assess the feasibility of legislation adopting Complete
Street principles. This Ordinance results from that statement.
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e Please check one of the following:

This legislation does not have any financial implications.

X This legislation has financial implications.

There is no way to forecast the financial impacts of this Council Bill because the projects and
improvements have not yet been determined. The Council Bill states that Complete Streets
may be achieved through single projects or incrementally through a series of smaller
improvements or maintenance activities over time. It also states that Complete Streets
principles will not apply when the cost of complying exceeds approximately 20% of the
overall project cost. Maximum financial flexibility is important to implement Complete
Streets principles. All sources of transportation funding could be drawn upon to implement
Complete Streets; however, at this time SDOT does not anticipate requesting additional
funding from the City’s General Fund for Complete Streets work.
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COMPLETE STREETS

It is the goal of the Department of Transportation to implement a policy that promotes
safety, quality of life, and economic development in Florida. To implement this policy,
the Department will routinely plan, design, construct, reconstruct and operate a context-
sensitive system of “Complete Streets.” While maintaining safety and mobility,
Complete Streets shall serve the transportation needs of transportation system users of
all ages and abilities, including but not limited to:

e Cyclists e Motorists e Transit riders
e Freight handlers e Pedestrians

The Department specifically recognizes Complete Streets are context-sensitive and
require transportation system design that considers local land development patterns
and built form. The Department will coordinate with local governments, Metropolitan
Planning Organizations, transportation agencies and the public, as needed to provide
Complete Streets on the State Highway System, including the Strategic Intermodal
System.

This Complete Streets Policy will be integrated into the Department’s internal
manuals, guidelines and related documents governing the planning, design,

construction and operation of transportation facilities. gM(}

Ananth Prasad, P.E.
Secretary







CITY OF FORT LAUDERDALE
COMPLETE STREETS PoOLICY

The City of Fort Lauderdale intends to create a mobility system for its neighbors that will realize long-term
cost savings in terms of improved public health, reduced fuel consumption, reduced demand for single
occupancy motor vehicles, and increased public safety through the implementation of this Complete
Streets Policy. Complete Streets contribute to walkable, livable neighborhoods which can build community
and create a sense of community pride and improved quality of life.

The City will plan for, design, construct, operate and maintain appropriate facilities for pedestrians,
bicyclists, motor vehicles, transit vehicles and transit riders, freight carriers, emergency responders, and
adjacent land users. All users will experience a safe, functional, and visually appealing environment while
traveling safely and conveniently on and across all surface roadways in Fort Lauderdale. This policy will
apply to all development and redevelopment in the public domain.

CONNECTIVITY

(A) The City of Fort Lauderdale will ensure the transportation network in the city is designed, operated
and maintained to provide a connected network of facilities and services accommodating all
modes of travel and all users.

(B) The City will actively look for opportunities to repurpose rights-of-way to enhance connectivity for
pedestrians, bicyclists, and transit riders.

(C) The City will focus non-motorized connectivity improvements on access to transit, services,
schools, parks, civic uses, regional connections and commercial uses.

(D) The City will require new developments and redevelopment projects to provide interconnected
internal street and path networks with small blocks, as appropriate.

(E) The City will review existing regulations which may impact the successful implementation of
Complete Streets and propose necessary revisions to promote multimodal-oriented development.

JURISDICTION

(A) This Complete Streets Design Manual is intended to cover all development and redevelopment in
the public domain and all street improvements within Fort Lauderdale, and will also focus on
regional connectivity.

(B) Every street within the City of Fort Lauderdale, regardless of the jurisdictional ownership or
agency responsible for its maintenance and operation, shall be subject to the Design Manual.

(B) Every City Department including Transportation & Mobility, Public Works, Parks & Recreation, and
Sustainable Development will follow the Design Manual.

(C) The City requires all developers and builders to obtain and comply with the Design Manual.

(D) The City requires those agencies that it has permitting authority over, including, but not limited to,
utilities and service contractors to comply with the Complete Streets Manual.
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(E) The City will leverage the resources of other agencies, including, but not limited to, Federal
agencies, Broward County Government, Broward County Transit (BCT), Florida Department of
Transportation (FDOT), Broward Public School District, Florida Department of Health in Broward
County, South Florida Regional Transportation Authority (SFRTA), and the Broward Metropolitan
Planning Organization (Broward MPO) to achieve Complete Streets.

APPROACH
The City of Fort Lauderdale will apply this policy to all roadway projects. This includes projects involving
new construction, reconstruction, retrofits, repaving, rehabilitation, or changes in the allocation of
pavement space on an existing roadway, as well as those that involve new privately built roads and
easements intended for public use. Complete Streets elements may be achieved through single projects or
incrementally through a series of smaller improvements or maintenance and operation activities over time.
(A) The City will complete the Multimodal Transportation Plan to illustrate the needed transportation
improvements in accordance with the Complete Streets Policy.
(B) The City will review and modify the Transportation Element of its Comprehensive Plan and its
Unified Land Development Regulations (ULDR) to ensure consistency with the Policy and Manual.
(C) The City shall coordinate its infrastructure investments with the Broward MPO Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) and the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP), agency work
programs, the BCT Transit Development Plan (TDP), SFRTA TDP, and adjacent municipalities to
increase the coordination of Complete Streets implementation.

EXCEPTIONS

The City of Fort Lauderdale will pursue Complete Streets elements in all corridors. Complete Streets
principles and practices will be included in street construction, reconstruction, repaving, and rehabilitation
projects, as well as other plans and manuals, except under one or more of the following conditions:

(A) A project that involves only ordinary or emergency maintenance activities designed to keep assets
in serviceable condition such as mowing, cleaning, sweeping, spot repair, concrete joint repair, or
pothole filling, or when interim measures are implemented on temporary detour routes.

(B) A project that is deemed excessive and to have a disproportionate cost according to Federal
Highway Administration regulations.

(C) Unless otherwise determined by the City Commission, the Transportation & Mobility Department
will determine if certain Complete Streets projects/features are not feasible or cost effective to
implement.
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DESIGN

The City will use the Complete Streets Design Manual to guide the design of new and modified streets in
Fort Lauderdale while ensuring a context sensitive approach to unique circumstances of different streets
and communities. All relevant City plans, manuals, rules, regulations and programs will incorporate
Complete Streets Design Principles.

The City will also:

(A) Provide well-designed pedestrian accommodations on all streets and crossings. Pedestrian
accommodations can take numerous forms, including, but not limited to, traffic signals, access
management, lighting, enhanced crosswalks, roundabouts, bulb-outs, curb extensions, sidewalks,
buffer zones, shared-use pathways, and perpendicular curb ramps, among others.

(B) Provide well-designed bicycle accommodations along all streets. Bicycle accommodations can take
numerous forms, including, but not limited to, the use of bicycle lanes, sharrows, shared use
paths, slow speeds, education, enforcement, bicycle storage, traffic calming, signs, and pavement
markings, among others.

(C) Where physical conditions warrant, landscaping shall be planted or other shading devices installed
whenever a street is improved (such as the addition of medians or wider sidewalks), newly
constructed, reconstructed, or relocated. An emphasis shall be placed on the addition of native
trees that provide shade for pedestrians.

(D) Provide transit amenities when transit services are provided on the corridor including shelters, bus
bulb-outs, safe pedestrian and bike access, benches, and bike racks, etc. An emphasis shall be
placed on provided connectivity between transit stops and destinations.

CONTEXT SENSITIVITY

In accordance with Smart Growth Principles, the City of Fort Lauderdale will plan its streets in harmony
with adjacent land uses and neighborhoods and promote walkable, livable communities through the design
of a strong street network.

The City will solicit input from local stakeholders during the planning process and will design streets with a
strong sense of place that will integrate natural features, such as beaches and waterways, into design of
streets and use architecture, landscaping, street furniture, public art, signage, etc. to reflect the community
and neighborhood. In and along retail and commercial corridors, the City will coordinate street
improvements with merchants to develop vibrant and livable districts.

#13-1179
Exhibit 1
Page 3 of 4



PERFORMANCE MEASURES
The City will evaluate policy implementation using the following performance measures:
2. Total miles of on-street bikeways defined by streets with clearly marked or signed bicycle
accommodation.
Total miles of streets with pedestrian accommodation.
Number of missing or non-compliant curb ramps along City streets.
Percentage of new street projects that are multi-modal.
Traffic counts for major streets.
Transit trips on services provided in the City.

N A

Multi-modal Level of Service improvements.
10. Number and severity of pedestrian-vehicle and bicycle-vehicle crashes.

IMPLEMENTATION

(A) Lead Department: The Transportation & Mobility Department shall lead the implementation of this
policy and coordinate with other impacted departments to ensure a comprehensive adoption of
the Design Guidelines.

(C) Inventory. The City will maintain a comprehensive inventory of the pedestrian and bicycling facility
infrastructure integrated with the City's database and will prioritize projects through the
Multimodal Transportation Plan to eliminate gaps in the sidewalk and bikeways networks.

(D) Capital Improvement Project Prioritization. The City will reevaluate Capital Improvement Project
prioritization to encourage implementation of bicycle, pedestrian, and transit improvements.

(E) Revisions to Existing Plans and Policies. The City will reference and modify the Transportation
Element of its Comprehensive Plan and any other existing plans related to the design of the public
right of way to ensure consistency with the Design Manual.

(F) Public Official and Staff Training. The City will train (through online tools such as webinars and brief
videos) pertinent leaders and staff on the content of the Complete Streets principles and best
practices for implementing the policy.

(H) Coordination. The City will utilize inter-departmental project coordination to promote the most
responsible and efficient use of fiscal resources for activities within the public right of way.

(I) Funding. The City will actively seek sources for public and private funding to implement Complete
Streets. Furthermore, the City shall attempt to coordinate its infrastructure investments and
Complete Streets implementation with the Broward MPO Transportation Improvement Program
(TIP) and Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP), Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT)
work programs, and the Broward County and SFRTA Transit Development Plans.
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" THE METROPOLITAN GOVE‘RNMENT OF NASHVILLE AND DAVIDSON
COUNTY

KARL F. DEAN, MAYOR

EXECUTIVE ORDER NO. 40

SUBJECT: Complete Streets Policy.

I, Kar! Dean, Mzgjor of the Metropolitan Government of Nashville and Davidson Connty, @/ virtne of
the power and authority vested in me, do bereby find, direct, and order the following:

L The Metropolitan Government desires to support and encourage a transpottation
system that is safe and convenient for all users, regardless of age, ability, or mode of
transportation through the development of Complete Streets.

II.  Public Ways ate public streets, roads, alleys, sidewalks, greenways and similar
infrastructure.

III.  Complete Streets are Public Ways that include some combination of appropriate
facilities, as determined by the surrounding context, that accommodate all modes of
transpottation, including private vehicles, mass transit, walking, and bicycling.

IV.  The Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee, Green Ribbon Report on
Environmental Sustainability, the Nashville Livability Project Report, and the Healthy
Nashville Leadership Council have all endorsed or recommended Complete Streets
because of their mitigating impact on ait pollution, greenhouse gas emissions, and public
health problems such as obesity and asthma, and traffic hazards for pedestrians and
bicyclists. -

1. Policy. In conjunction with projects relating to the design, planning, construction,
reconstruction, rehabilitation, ot maintenance of Public Ways, departments, boards
and commissions of the Metropolitan Governiment shall:

a. Give full consideration to the accommodation of the transportation needs
of all users, regardless of age or ability, including those traveling by private
vehicle, mass transit, foot, and bicycle;

b. Review all current Public Way plans, guides, tegulations and standard
drawings to comply with this Executive Order.



2. Exclusions. Apptoptiate justifications for excluding accommodations for specific
transpottation needs include, but are not limited to, findings that:

a. Specific Complete Streets principles are prohibited by law, such as bicycle
and pedesttian facilities within interstate highway cotridors;

b. The cost of complying with this Policy on a particular project would
substantally exceed the public value to be realized, taking into
consideration the need and probable use of the project;

c. A scatcity of population or other factors such as the physical character or
context of the built environment sutrounding the Public Way area indicates
an absence of current or future need; or

d. Compliance with this Policy would substantially impair unique
characteristics of great public value, such as historical importance.

3. Implementation. A decision to exclude accommodations for specific transpottation
needs made after approptiate consideration under this Policy shall be documented
with suppotting data that indicate the basis for the decision.

ORDERED, EFFECTIVE AND ISSUED:

(< o | T Dorr

Karl F. Dean
Metropolitan Mayor

Date:

ot & w/o
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