


























D7. A resident wanted the City of Edina to retime pedestrian signals on York Avenue to prevent people
from ending their crossing in the street. After collecting numbers of crossings and an approximate
percent who would require additional crossing time, the data was forwarded to the county with
suggested pedestrian improvements in the area. The county controls the signals in the locations
specified.

D8. A resident had guests who received tickets for parking too near a fire hydrant, and wished to know
if someone could show where the fire hydrant’s no parking zone extends to. This was done with pink
survey paint

D9. A resident was concerned with delays at 56t Street and France Avenue as the 54t Street bridge
was being reconstructed. The queues described have reduced in length, and not presented themselves
to staff. The Traffic Safety Coordinator will continue to monitor the situation until the bridge is
reopened.

DI0. A driver asked for York and Edinburough to be investigated as she was in an accident in the
intersection. The crosswalk pedestrian signage appears to be a stop sign was the concern. This was
forwarded to the county, and work is progressing on a warrant analysis of the crash diagrams.

DIl A driver requested information on when signs were placed at the Edina Liquor parking lot,
prohibiting left hand turns onto Gus Young Lane, the new signs’ placement date was provided, as was an
observation that although records were not found for previous years, a 2008 Google Streetview image
clearly showed the sign.

DI2. A resident wanted to ensure that an accident report had been filed and check actions taken
subsequently, for an accident the requestor had witnessed in Edina. The police report was not available
for public release, but details were provided for the report.

DI3. A requestor noted that the signal was mistimed in the Centennial Lakes district, along France
Avenue. After some discussion, it was determined that the loop detector was not functional at this time,
and the requestor was referred to the county’s website, which has an online form specifically for broken
detectors.

DI4. A requestor asked for reclassifying lanes on 69t Street at its intersection with York Avenue, such
that there would be a right turn only lane. The county was consulted on this issue and did not
recommend that it move forward due to peak hour through volumes and the smaller number of right
turns that were seen in their analysis.

DI5. A requestor asked the sign shop for the removal of a deaf child sign, this sign was placed in 2013,
and the contacts for its placement responded to contact in January and indicated that the sign was still
important and needed. Therefore, the sign was not removed.

D16. A requestor asked for stop signs to control speeders on Tracy Avenue between 66t and 70t
Streets. An explanation of why stop signs are ineffective in this regard and other ways to address the
issue led to the requestor not wishing for continuation of the request until a later reconstruction.

DI17. A resident wanted the signs of the crosswalk on 55t and Xerxes to be double sided such that they
will highlight the other side of the road more. This was forwarded to the county for their consideration
as Xerxes is a county road.

Traffic Safety Committee Report of August 5, 2015
Page 9 of 12




D18. A previous requestor called in to ask that a deaf child sign in place since 2000 be removed. The
daughter who is deaf is now 16, driving and both she and her parents no longer see any need for the
sign to remain in place, as she is not in the street playing, nor do they see other situations where this
would be applicable. This sign and others from previous correspondence were sent to the sign shop for

removal.

D19. A requestor reported a broken push button at 78t Street and Bush Lake Road, this was forwarded
to the county, who controls the signal in this location. The county will look into fixing the pedestrian

push button and indicator.
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Appendix A:
Crosswallkk Warrants

A. Marked crosswalks are placed at locations that are unusually hazardous or at {ocations not
readily apparent as having pedestrian movement.

B. Marked crosswalks will only be placed in an area that has 20 or more pedestrian crossings in a
two-hour period.

C. Marking for crosswalks will be established by measuring the “Vehicle Gap Time”". This is the total
number of gaps between vehicular traffic recorded during the average five minute period in the
peak hour. Criteria for markings are:

1) More than five gaps — pavement marking and signage only.
2) Less than five gaps — add actuated pedestrian signals.

D. Crosswalks will not be placed on arterial roads or roads with a speed limit greater than 30 mph
unless in conjunction with signalization.

E. Other conditions that warrant crosswalks:

1) Routes to schools
2) Locations adjacent to libraries, community centers, and other high use public facilities.
3) Locations adjacent to public parks.
4) Locations where significant numbers of handicapped persons cross a street.
5) Locations where significant numbers of senior citizens cross a street.
F. Crosswalks will only be placed at intersections.
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Appendix B:
Stop Sign Warrants

When it is determined that a full stop is always required on an approach to an intersection a
STOP (R1-1) sign shall be used.

At intersections where a full stop is not necessary at all times, consideration should first be
given to using less restrictive measures such as YIELD signs.

The use of STOP signs on the minor-street approaches should be considered if engineering
judgment indicates that a stop is always required because of one or more of the following conditions:

A. The vehicular traffic volumes on the through street or highway exceed 6,000 vehicles
per day;

B. A restricted view exists that requires road users to stop in order to adequately observe
conflicting traffic on the through street or highway.

C. Crash records indicate that three or more crashes that are susceptible to correction with
the installation of a STOP sign have been reported within a 12-month period, or that five
or more such crashes have been reported within a 2-year period. Such crashes include
right-angle collisions involving road users from the minor street failing to yield the right-
of-way to traffic on the through street or highway.

Additional warrants from the city of Edina list that:

1. Ifan intersection experiences five (5) or more right angle accidents in a three (3) year period, stop
signs should be considered.

2. If the presence of a sight obstruction is contributing to accidents at an intersection, removal of the
sight obstruction should be sought before considering a stop sign.

3. If the 85th percentile speed on any leg of an intersection is more than five (5) MPH over the posted
speed limit, a stop sign should be considered for the intersecting street.

4. If traffic volumes exceed 1,000 vehicles per day on each of the intersecting streets, stop signs should
be considered.

5. Residential stop signs shall not be installed in an attempt to control speed.

6. Residential stop signs shall not be installed in an attempt to control volume,
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MINUTES OF
CITY OF EDINA, MINNESOTA
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
COMMUNITY ROOM
August 20, 2015
6:00 P.M.

ROLL CALL Answering roll call were members Bass, Boettge, LaForce, Loeffelholz, Nelson, and Olson.
ABSENT lyer, Janovy, Rummel and Spanhake

APPROVAL OF MEETING AGENDA

Chair Bass requested to add the May 21 minutes to the agenda for discussion.

Motion was made by member Olson and seconded by member LaForce to approve the amended meeting agenda. All
voted aye. Motion carried.

Traffic Safety Reports of August 5, 2015
A.1 & A.2 Sgt. Conboy is going to reach out to the school. Chair Bass suggested talking with the PTO to see if they could raise
funds.

A.3 Interlachen Blvd is not currently scheduled for reconstruction.
B.2 Planner Nolan said this request was submitted by member Janovy and was denied a second time.

Motion was made by member Nelson and seconded by member Olson to forward the August 5, 2015, TSC report to the
City Council.

All voted aye.

Motion carried.
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