Bicycle/Pedestrian Advisory Board
May Meeting

Meeting at DOT Headquarters, Newington

Room 2141

Thursday 05/19/2011
1:00 – 3:00

Attending:  Ray Rauth (Chair), Al Sylvestre (Vice-Chair), Jason Stockmann (Secretary), Rod Parlee, Richard Stowe, Neil Pade, Tom Gutman, Tom Harned, Charlie Berestain

Guests:  Francis Pickering

DOT Guests: Colleen Kissane, David Head, Kate Rattan

1.0 
Preliminaries

1:00 PM 

1.1
Chair’s Remarks, and Call to Order
· Ray attended the East Coast Greenway meeting in Simsbury

1.2 
Approval of Agenda. 

· Motion to add Tom G’s sidewalk safety initiative to the agenda.  Motion Passes.  

· Motion to elevate Richard’s Bike Hook update on the agenda.  Motion Passes.

1.3
Approval of April Minutes

· Minutes were not circulated to all board members, so they will be approved next month.

2.0 
Reports (1:10)

2.1 
Kate Rattan, David Head, DOT Projects and News.

· M-8 bike hook prototype should be finalized very soon.  Metro North will install two hooks soon for trial by cyclists.  Press released has been issued.  $100,000 commitment on the part of the DOT.  Includes around $40K for Metro North to conduct a study on the effectiveness of the hook design.  Still unsure about funding to procure of hooks for the whole fleet.

· HB 6126 authorizes cyclists to cross the Housatonic at grade in Milford.  Waiting in the Senate committee.

· HB 6557 Liability for Recreational Use of Lands.  Passed by House, headed to Senate.

· SB 730 Vulnerable Users Bill ( died in committee (“held”)

· Red Light Camera Bill died in judiciary committee 

2.2
Update on Route 34 Boulevardization) & Tomlinson (Tom Harned) 

· Large project that hasn’t received a lot of attention.

· Replace a few blocks of the highway with “urban boulevards.”  

· Can become an asset to the city instead of a liability.

· $16 from Federal government, $8 million from the state, and additional money from the city.

· Committed developer for medical office building fronting College St.

· City predicts a mode shift from 73.7% single-occupancy vehicles to 65.5%.

· Good features:

· DOT and City of New Haven have been very good on outreach.  

· Local, state, and federal backing.  Also some private funding.

· Bad features:

· Current design includes 4 lanes of pavement in each direction along with a bike lanes that is shared with the sidewalk, creating the potential for conflict between cyclists and pedestrians.

· Philosophy that “we need to move the traffic” is what we’ve used since World War II.  Why not try a new approach?   Establish a baseline for bicycle and pedestrians, instead of trying to make driving as easy as possibly, ultimately increasing the amount of driving and traffic.  

· Who is in charge of this project?  The city?  The state?  It is both a transportation and economic development project.  

· Recommendations of the Coalition:

· Reduce number of lanes from 4 lanes to 2 or 3.  What about 2 lanes with a peak hour lane that is usually parking?  If there are enormous backups, land could be reserved for adding lanes in the future.

· Some congestion is going to be inevitable at peak hours.  We have never been able to build our way out of congestion.  The more lanes we add, the less appealing walking and cycling become.

· ElmCityCycling proposes using 3 vehicle lanes, reducing the crossing distance, with a level-separated bicycle lane.

· Proposed Board actions: Write a letter stating support of the project.  Solicit ideas using the Board’s Facebook page.  

· What about using modern roundabouts?  Traffic volume is too high.

· MOTION: Write a letter to the Governor and Commissioner expressing the Board’s interest in the project and our desire that the project accommodate cyclists and pedestrians in its context-sensitive design.  

· Discussion: Include the context of connecting streets in the design scope.

· Endorsement from Bike Walk Connecticut?

· Tom is willing to draft a letter.

· Letter should include the fact that this is the State of Connecticut, so this project could serve as a model for other sites in the state.

· Motion Passes.
3.0
Old Business (1:40)

3.1
CBPAB internal policies

· Half the Board is currently connected to the Facebook page.  Everyone should join up!
· All Board members can now access Google Docs.  DOT staff do not have general access, but can be granted access to specific documents on an as-needed basis.
 3.2
Legislative Update.  What next? (Charlie) (Goal 1, 2, 4) 

Covered by DOT representatives, (see above).

3.3
Complete Streets Law. (Status of meeting with Governor). (Goal 1) (1:55)


Ray contacted governor’s staff. They will contact appropriate staff for meeting.
3.4
Bike Map/Trouble Reporting System (Charlie)
· Bicycle Issue Reporting Tool

· Should Ben Berkowitz come up and lead a discussion of SeeClickFix?

· It might be too soon for SeeClickFix.  People might see issues reported without a DOT response, and it would cause frustration.

· Sometimes the public is not well-informed about an issue when they report it on SeeClickFix.  Particularly in small towns, issues could sit unaddressed for years.  

· In the longterm, SeeClickFix could help with funding and staffing.  The public could see that unresolved issues need to be funded, leading to greater public acceptance of funding increases.

· How can we make the DOT Reporting Tool more usable?  Add the ability for public comment on each issue?  

· The issue preventing the DOT from responding isn’t the reporting tool, it’s the DOT staffing levels.

· Can RPO’s be copied on reported issues residing within their Watch Areas?

· Jason will collect board member ideas on ways to improve the DOT Reporting Tool, and provide this input to David Head.  
3.5
Meeting Times & Dates. Issue to be reopened summer of 2011.

3.7
State Traffic Commission.

· At shopping malls and other development sites, pedestrian safety does not seem to be adequately considered.  The STC has input on projects once they get through zoning.  STC issues a “Certificate for traffic generator”
· Development proposals are reviewed, and then circulated to the relevant division within the DOT.  If the division says the proposal is fine, the STC usually approves it.  So the DOT Division of Traffic is the most important party to meet with, not the STC itself.
· How are Complete Streets design guidelines taken into consideration?  The STC doesn’t seem to address these issues unless they are pushed by the local municipality. 

· Do RPO’s get a say in new projects?    
· Get the Complete Streets review process incorporated into local municipalities’ design system, on a case-by-case basis.  

· It’s hard to mandate things.  For instance, it would be hard to force the STC to review for bicycle and pedestrian design features.  
3.8
Funds to publish copies of the Annual Report (Harned) (Goal 1) (2:30) 


Drop, deadline passed.
3.9
Cross State Bike Routes (Ray)

· Ray would like to have a discussion about what a cross-state bike route on the road should look like.  Signage, kiosks, amenities, etc.  These routes are already marked on the bike map.

· After discussion regarding the proper way to implement, Neil will do some more research and pick up the topic at the next meeting.

4.0       New Business.

4.1       Sidewalk maintenance and safety (Tom G) 

· Sidewalks in the West End of Hartford have been the site of injuries to pedestrians.  

· St. Francis hospital has seen 69 trauma patients who fell on (outdoor) sidewalks and streets.

· Article in Business Week states that seniors who fall outdoors are generally younger than those who fall indoors.  Findings suggest that falls do not necessarily indicate poor health or frailty.  

· Prevention programs don’t take into account the causes of outdoor falls, such as poor sidewalk conditions. 

· Walking provides utility and recreation to seniors, particularly those without cars.  There are various bus stops in the West End of Hartford.  Among the worst sidewalks are those under the maintenance of the UConn Law School.  

· Tom would like to identify the sites of the 69 accidents that St. Francis has reported.  Look for patterns.  Find ways for the board to remediate the situation.

· MOTION: Within the mandate of the Board, authorize a study of the occurrence of pedestrian falls on sidewalks and streets in Hartford, and display the results on a map.

· Discussion:

· Use of DOT STP funds to build and remediate sidewalks under the new DOT guidelines.  Let’s do the study first, and then recommend that the DOT use these new funds if the findings of the study are conclusive.  

· Some of the sidewalks are concrete, some are slate, and some are blacktop.  What are the use of pervious pavement to reduce winter icing during freeze-thaw temperature cycling?

· Maybe bring a GPS-enabled camera with us during the study, geo-tagging photos of current sidewalk conditions.

· Motion Passes.

4.2
Bike Hooks on M-8 cars (Richard)

· New M-8’s are starting to enter service.  Popular with passengers.  

· Rows are 3/2 combinations.

· 3-seat side has two sets of fold-down seats that are able to fold up to accommodate disabled passengers.  Original plan was to use this area for bike hooks.  But these seats appear to be very popular with non-disabled passengers.

· Richard proposes to include the 2-seat side and the 3-seat side in the scope of the bike hook study.  This might make bicycle stowage easier in the event that the 3-seat side of the aisle is occupied by non-disabled passengers.  Disabled passengers will always have priority over cyclists.  

· MOTION:  Encourage DOT and Metro North to include the 2-seat side in their study. No discussion.  Motion Passes.

· Federal Highway Administration is offering grant opportunities, deadline June 3.  Richard proposes applying for funding for bike hook installation.  

· How does FHWA funding apply to a railroad?  Answer: This funding applies specifically to bicycles.

5.0
Next Agenda, Meeting Time/Date, Adjournment
Meeting 1:00 to 3:00, DOT HQ, June 16, Room 2141 

Goals
1) To advance the inclusion of non-motorized transportation design elements in state and municipal road building projects as well as in both public and private development and redevelopment projects
2) Support and encourage pedestrian and bicycle connections between neighborhoods, commercial areas, employment centers, schools, state and municipal parks, and other designations serving the community
3) Integrate and connect the pedestrian and bicycle system with other transportation systems (roads, rail, bus, etc)

4) Support government policies and funding initiatives that favor transit and non-motorized transportation

