
 
City of Prescott 

Pedestrian, Bicycle & Traffic Advisory 
Committee 

 
 

June 10, 2024 | 9:30 AM 
Public Works Conference Room 

433 N. Virginia Street 
Prescott, AZ 86301 

 

 
 

AGENDA 
The following Agenda will be considered by the Pedestrian, Bicycle & Traffic Advisory 
Committee at their meeting to be held June 10, 2024. Notice of this meeting is given pursuant 
to Arizona Revised Statutes, Section 38-431.02. 
 
1. CALL TO ORDER 
2. ROLL CALL 
3. OPEN CALL TO THE PUBLIC 
4. DISCUSSION & ACTION ITEMS 
  A. Approval of the May 13, 2024 Pedestrian, Bicycle & Traffic Advisory Committee 

Meeting Minutes. 
Recommended Action: MOVE to approve the minutes as presented 

  B. Presentation & Discussion Regarding an Update From Central Yavapai 
Metropolitan Planning Organization (CYMPO). 
Recommended Action: This item is for discussion only. No formal action 
will be taken. 

  C. Presentation & Discussion Regarding 2023 Collision Data Review. 
Recommended Action: Possible action regarding recommendations 
related to the review of 2023 Collision Data 

  D. Presentation & Discussion Regarding Westridge Drive Traffic Concerns. 
Recommended Action: Possible action regarding recommendations 
related to information provided by staff 

  E. Presentation & Discussion Regarding Radar Feedback Sign Policy, 
Recommended Action: Recommendations to staff regarding the Radar 
Feedback Sign Policy  

5. GENERAL ANNOUNCEMENTS 
6. ADJOURNMENT 
 
 
Upon a public majority vote of a quorum of the Board, the Board may hold an executive 
session, which will not be open to the public, regarding any item listed on the agenda but only 
for the following purposes: 
 
(1)    Discussion or consideration of personnel matters (A.R.S. §38-431.03(A)(1)); 
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(2)    Discussion or consideration of records exempt by law (A.R.S. §38-431.03(A)(2)); 
(3)    Discussion or consultation for legal advice with the city’s attorneys (A.R.S. §38-
431.03(A)(3)); 
(4)    Discussion or consultation with the city’s attorneys regarding the city’s position regarding 
contracts that are the subject of negotiations, in pending or contemplated litigation, or in 
settlement discussions conducted in order to avoid litigation (A.R.S. § 38-431.03(A)(4)); 
(5)    Discussion or consultation with designated representatives of the city to consider its 
position and instruct its representatives regarding negotiations with employee organizations 
(A.R.S. §38-431.03(A)(5)); 
(6)    Discussion, consultation or consideration for negotiations by the city or its designated 
representatives with members of a tribal council, or its designated representatives, of an Indian 
reservation located within or adjacent to the city (A.R.S. §38-431.03(A)(6)); 
(7)    Discussion or consultation with designated representatives of the city to consider its 
position and instruct its representatives regarding negotiations for the purchase, sale or lease 
of real property (A.R.S. §38-431.03(A)(7)). 
 
 
 
CERTIFICATION OF POSTING OF NOTICE 
 
The undersigned hereby certifies that a copy of the foregoing notice was duly posted at 
Prescott City Hall on 6/6/24 at 11:00 a.m. in accordance with the statement filed by the 
Prescott City Council with the City Clerk. 
 

Sarah M. Siep 

Sarah M. Siep, City Clerk 
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  TO: MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL 
  AGENDA: June 10 Pedestrian, Bicycle & Traffic Advisory 

Committee 
  DATE: June 10, 2024 
  DEPT: Public Works  
  ITEM #: 4.A 

 

  SUBJECT: Approval of the May 13, 2024 Pedestrian, Bicycle 
& Traffic Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes. 

 
ITEM SUMMARY 

This item is for the approval of the May 13, 2024 PBTAC meeting minutes. Staff recommends 
approval of minutes as presented. 

  
BACKGROUND 

None. 
  
FINANCIAL IMPACT 

There is no fiscal impact at this time. 
  
RECOMMENDED ACTION 

MOVE to approve the minutes as presented 
  
ATTACHMENTS 

1. May 13, 2024 PBTAC Minutes 
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City of Prescott
Pedestrian, Bicycle & Traffic Advisory 

Committee
May 13, 2024 | 9:30 AM

Public Works Conference Room
433 N. Virginia Street
Prescott, AZ 86301

MINUTES
1. CALL TO ORDER
 Chair Joe Scott called the meeting to order at 9:29
2. ROLL CALL
 Joe Scott, Chair 

Lou Koven, Vice Chair 
David Fero, Member 
James Fields, Member 
Kent Hart, Member 
George Hotchkiss, Member 
Jim Knaup, Member 

3. OPEN CALL TO PUBLIC
 The Pedestrian, Bicycle & Traffic Advisory Committee (PBTAC) welcomes public 

engagement and residents may comment and address the Committee on matters NOT 
included on the agenda during the Open Call to the Public. 

Barry Weintraub stated that his friend was killed in the crosswalk at Goodwin Street and 
Pleasant Street. He stated that he has written to City Council and the Mayor about the 
issue. He stated that he would like safety measures in place at this intersection and at 
other locations in the city to improve bicycle and pedestrian safety. He mentioned the 
city purchasing a system from Aria which is a light that goes on the rear seat post of 
bicycle. The system could be checked out by citizens from the library.  

Ian Mattingly, Transportation Manager, stated that an item to discuss Mr. Weintraub’s 
concerns can be placed on a future agenda.

4. DISCUSSION AND ACTION ITEMS
 
 A. Approval of the April 8, 2024 Pedestrian, Bicycle & Traffic Advisory Committee 

Meeting Minutes.

MOTION BY MEMBER FERO TO APPROVE THE APRIL 8, 2024 MINUTES; 
SECONDED BY MEMBER KOVEN: (7 - 0)

  
 B. Presentation & Discussion Regarding an Update From Central Yavapai 

Metropolitan Planning Organization (CYMPO).
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CYMPO Planner Bryn Stotler provided updates and information to the committee. 

• ACT-UP public engagement calendar and stakeholder subcommittee 
(ACAC) CYMPO is actively seeking public participation for ACT-UP. 

Bryn Stotler with Central Yavapai Metropolitan Planning Organization (CYMPO) 
gave an update on the project and asked people in attendance to fill out the 
Central Yavapai Active Community Transportation–Unified Plan (ACT-UP) 
survey. She stated that they are looking for gaps where they can improve. Ms. 
Stotler stated that they would like to create something meaningful in Dewey as 
they do not have a need for bicycle lanes. 

Member Jim Knaup asked if the survey can be taken more than once.

Ms. Stotler answered that it can be.

• SR69 CMP public engagement and technical analysis

Ms. Stotler spoke about the SR-69 Corridor plan. She stated that CYMPO has 
been planning for improvements to SR-69 along a 17 mile segment to help with 
congestion and light timing. She stated that there is a survey that they would like 
everyone to fill out at cympo.org/sr69. 

• RTP Kickoff

Ms. Stotler stated that the Regional Transportation Plan must be updated every 5 
years. This is the General Plan for transportation for the Yavapai County region. 
It addresses SR-89 regional needs. She stated that they are working with Kimley-
Horne for the project. She has been at the Farmers market over the last month 
handing out information on the project.

• Dignity Health Congressionally Directed Spending Request

Ms. Stotler stated that CYMPO sent a request to Senator Mark Kelly’s office for a 
$400,000 grant that will look at Dignity Health Campuses for traffic 
improvements. 

Ms. Stotler stated that they are working on an expanded environmental process. 
She has been in discussions with City and Town managers. Chris Hoskin with the 
City of Prescott Recreation Services Department has also been involved. She 
stated that funding will be through the Federal Transit Administration.

Bryn stated that Senator Mark Kelley opens the opportunity every year and that 
they asked for $400,000 to see how traffic is operating around the main campus 
as there are employees walking through the intersection daily. She stated that 
they will also be looking at the Prescott Valley campus and the smaller campuses 
as well. 
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Member Fields asked if the study will mostly involve the employee routes or if it 
will involve public access and surrounding streets.

Ms. Stotler stated that it will analyze the public roadways surrounding Dignity 
Health. They will also be looking at optimizing access points for emergency 
vehicles.

Member Lou Koven asked who would do the study.

Ms. Stotler shared that CYMPO has submitted a request for $400K to undertake 
a feasibility study evaluating the various Dignity Health Hospitals and offsite 
medical offices within the CYMPO boundary to improve pedestrian and vehicle 
safety. She stated that if the request is successful then they will send out 
Request for Proposals (RFP) and choose from the submittals. 

Mr. Mattingly stated that a consultant once hired will look at larger safety issues, 
however, the city has made improvements using striping and signage to make 
things better in the immediate term. 

Gwen Rowitsch stated that CYMPO is looking regionally and the City of Prescott 
is only looking at options within City limits.

Member Koven asked if there have been any resolutions passed on this issue.

Mr. Mattingly indicated that the application did not require a resolution of the 
council as it is being done by CYMPO with Dignity Health. 

Member Koven stated that there will be a big difference between the larger 
hospital and the other offsite locations in what they identify. 

• Regional Trails Plan

Ms. Stotler shared that CYMPO and Trail Coordinator Chris Hoskin have had 
initial discussions about developing a Regional Trails Plan. A future meeting will 
be scheduled. 

This item was for discussion only; no formal action was taken.

  
 C. Presentation & Discussion Regarding Ongoing Project Updates.

• Safe Streets for All (SS4A) Prescott Dexter/Near North Business District 
Vulnerable Road Users Safety Plan Grant Update 

Mr. Mattingly stated there are several grants available. Safe Streets for All 
(SS4A) being one of them. He stated that they will do a more focused study with 
consulting engineers around the Dexter neighborhood which includes Grove 
Street/Miller Valley/Willow Creek from Park Avenue to Gail Gardner Road. They 
will be looking at what facilities vulnerable users have in the area and what 
opportunities there are for improvement. He stated that they will need another 
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grant in the future to get the money to take action. The grant is currently in the 
agreement phase. The safety study has $150K and there is $100K to analyze left 
turn movements. The demonstration portion of the study will look into the existing 
left-turn phasing to see what changes can be implemented to improve safety. 

Member Knaup stated that he is happy that the City is applying for SS4A grants. 
He asked if there is a way to facilitate coordination between the two grants with 
CYMPO.

Mr. Mattingly stated that they will be collaborating with CYMPO on the grants.

• ADOT Transportation Alternatives Program (TA) Highway 89/Deep Well 
Ranch Road Multi-Use Path Planning & Scoping Study

Mr. Mattingly spoke about the Transportation Alternative Program. The grant 
focuses on the construction of a multi-use path along SR89 north of the Deep 
Well Ranch Road roundabout by the airport. This grant will provide a 15% Design 
Concept Report (DCR). The DCR will allow staff to seek grant funding for the 
construction of the pathway. 

• Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) FY24 Grant Application(s) 
Update

Mr. Mattingly provided a summary of the two HSIP grants recently submitted by 
CYMPO. One focused on the purchase of programmatic Radar Speed Feedback 
signs for $3.25 million and one on programmatic Intersection Safety 
Improvements for $2.75 million dollars. If awarded by ADOT later in the year, 
both projects will be designed, and the specific improvement locations will be 
identified. The intersection safety enhancements will be focused on arterial 
roadways at intersections with other arterials or collectors. Things that may be 
used are signing, striping, legends, backplates, enhanced crosswalks, medians, 
and rumble strips, etc..

• Willow Creek Road Micro Seal Paving Project/Striping Update 

Mr. Mattingly stated that the Willow Creek micro seal paving project and striping 
is almost done. He stated that the bike lanes are being widening within the 
project limits as much as possible. The bike lanes were very narrow between 
Black Drive and Gail Gardner Way and adding width to meet current standards is 
the goal.  

This item was for discussion only; no formal action was taken.
 
 D. Presentation & Discussion Regarding Hassayampa Village Lane Pedestrian 

Crossings and Signing.

Mr. Mattingly spoke about Hassayampa Village Lane (HVL) and how it has been 
an issue for a while. He stated that there was a recommendation for the speed 
limit to increase from 25mph to 30mph which was approved. It was taken to the 
board and the HOA is supportive of the increase as well as traffic calming efforts 
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for HVL. Mr. Mattingly pointed out that people are already driving at 30mph. Once 
the new speed limit is in place higher speeds will need to be controlled. City staff 
has reviewed signing and crosswalks along HVL. He stated that they must look at 
each location carefully. 

Mr. Mattingly then presented a map of HVL showing current and proposed 
signage and stated that the road has been cleaned up by adding more signage. 
To the north there is a sign with weight restriction. He stated that approximately 
every quarter mile there are 25mph speed limit signs as well as no parking signs. 
There are also “Watch for Ice” signs. There are bike route signs in both 
directions. There is signage for hidden intersections. He stated that there are 
currently no wildlife signs but it would be appropriate to add them to each end of 
HVL. He stated that adding additional bike route signs is also recommended. 
There is one area where there is a gap in the speed limit signs and one could be 
added to provide continuity. He stated that the speed limit increase will be going 
to City Council in late June. 

Renee Raskin, Hassayampa resident, stated that she is happy with the extra 
signage. She stated that they are most concerned with high speed drivers. 

Bill Blake, HOA Board president, stated that they would be appreciative of the 
wildlife signs. He also asked about radar feedback signs .

Mr. Mattingly stated that the city has applied for a HSIP grant for radar feedback 
signs. He stated that they should know within the next few months about the 
grant. He stated that there is no funding in the budget to pay for these signs 
which is why they applied for the grant, which would fund 100 - 150 signs. He 
stated that the city would monitor speeds before and after the signs are installed.

Ms. Raskin asked how they monitor speeds.

Mr. Mattingly stated that they will do speed surveys and that they can get the 
information without residents knowing. After the first study, they will wait several 
months and then collect data again. He stated that they shouldn’t see a huge 
jump in speed, maybe 1 to 3 mph. 

Greg Raskin, Hassayampa resident, asked about having an officer out there 
regularly.

Mr. Mattingly stated that there are issues with staffing as there is a lot of area to 
cover. The highest priority for officers is arterial streets and HVL is a collector 
street. He stated that public works partners with Citizens on Patrol to use portable 
speed signs which can help discourage speeding. 

Tim Johnson, Police Officer stated that the traffic safety crew is made up of four 
officers plus a sergeant. He stated that they are complaint driven and will go out if 
called. He stated that police officers priority is calls that come in. On busy call 
days, there may not be as much enforcement. He stated that citizens are 
encouraged to call the sergeant and let him know about concerns. He stated that 
continued officer presence is based off of the number of violations they see. He 
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stated that they get calls from citizens who complain about speeding in their 
neighborhood but sometimes the cars are not going as fast as it seems. 

Mr. Blake stated they have called and expressed concerns in the past and asked 
how often they should call.

Mr. Johnson stated that things usually calm down after officer presence and then 
pick back up after a while so call as often as needed. 

Mr. Mattingly presented a map of HVL showing available crosswalk locations. He 
stated that they looked at all areas where crosswalks may be needed with some 
being suitable and others not. Gentle Way has insufficient sight visibility and no 
trail or sidewalk on the west side. Stable Rock has good sight visibility but would 
need an ADA ramp and lighting. Rustic Timbers has insufficient sight visibility. 
Alpine Meadows has good sight visibility but would need ADA ramps and lighting. 
Forest Creek Ln, Woodland Pine Ln, Hassayampa Village Ln, Rustling Oaks Ln, 
Golf Club Ln, Alpine Trail, Carefree Way, and Los Pinos all have insufficient sight 
visibility. 691 HVL, at the UCYC Drive has good sight visibility but would need two 
ADA ramps and lighting. Mr. Mattingly stated that crosswalks should only be 
considered where they will be used and recommended collecting crossing data to 
find out where residents cross. He also questioned if pedestrians currently 
crossing at multiple locations would walk to specific areas where a crosswalk 
would be installed. 

Chair Joe Scott asked what kind of study would be required.

Mr. Mattingly stated that it would be hard to get enough staff to watch the road to 
see where residents cross.

Member Kent Hart asked Mr. Mattingly to define lighting.

Mr. Mattingly replied that a street light would be $5,000 each and ADA curbs are 
$4,000 each. 

Member Knaup asked if utilities are all underground there.

Mr. Mattingly indicated that utilities are underground and added that overhead 
solar street lights have been used and could be considered on HVL if power is 
not available. 

Mr. Blake asked if they could put up flashing lights to let drivers know that there 
are pedestrians.

Mr. Mattingly stated that the roadway could be modified and that in street yield 
signs are approximately $1,500-2,000 each.

Ms. Raskin asked what next steps would be. She also asked about traffic calming 
measures.

Isaac Rodriguez, Traffic Engineering Technician, stated that staff may be able to 

Page 9 of 51



get in touch with the HOA to get resident information to send out a survey on the 
crossing locations. 

Mr. Mattingly asked the Committee if they would support a study. He stated that 
there are some he has identified and that they would get input from community 
members on where they cross HVL to see how they align with any proposed 
locations. 

Chair Scott asked about signs.

Mr. Mattingly stated that signage can be handled separately. He stated that he 
would like to put a wildlife sign close to Thumb Butte Road and one closer to 
Copper Basin Road near the first animal crossing area. 

Chair Scott asked if signage has to be approved by council.

Mr. Mattingly replied that it does not.

Member Hotchkiss stated that Aspen Creek is a natural crossing point for animals 
as they follow the water. He stated that people will cross anywhere even when 
there are crosswalks. He stated that he drove on HVL and had to stop twice for 
animals.

Member Hart asked why the City is against an unmarked car in the area. 

Mr. Johnson stated that having a car parked is not very effective. It has a short 
term effect on traffic behavior.

MOTION BY MEMBER KNAUP TO APPROVE HASSAYAMPA VILLAGE LANE 
SIGN PACKAGE; SECONDED BY MEMBER KOVEN: (7 - 0).

Mr. Blake stated that there is a master association and sub associations for 
condo communities of which there are four or five. He stated that they would 
reach out to everyone in the Hassayampa community. He stated that the homes 
off of Gentle Way are not part of the community and that the HOA would not be 
able to get their information.

Member Hart stated he would like to get something on the agenda about the 
Senator Highway condos that are going to be built at the old drive-in. He stated 
that they would like to have an exit through Tenney Ranch subdivision. He 
mentioned that the road out of the old drive-in is not great. He also spoke about 
Yavapai College purchasing Friendly Pines Camp which will add more traffic to 
Senator Highway. He stated that the college will be allowing fifth wheel trailers to 
park at the camp. 

  
5. GENERAL ANNOUCEMENTS
 
 A. National Bike to Work Day
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Member Knaup stated that Bike to Work Day has been going on since 1956. 
Prescott City Council will be riding with the community. He stated that the public 
should let Council know safe biking is important. The ride will start at Casa 
Sanchez off of Gurley Street and end at City Hall. The ride will be done early 
before commuter traffic is on the road.

  
6. ADJOURNMENT
 There being no further items to discuss, the meeting was adjourned at 10:40

JOE SCOTT, Chairman
ATTEST:

SARAH HILTON, Recording Secretary
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  TO: MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL 
  AGENDA: June 10 Pedestrian, Bicycle & Traffic Advisory 

Committee 
  DATE: June 10, 2024 
  DEPT: Public Works  
  ITEM #: 4.B 

 

  SUBJECT: Presentation & Discussion Regarding an Update 
From Central Yavapai Metropolitan Planning 
Organization (CYMPO).  

ITEM SUMMARY 

CYMPO staff will provide the committee with updates regarding the following: 

• ACT-UP survey recap 
• SR69 CMP survey recap 
• Mobility Hub 

  
BACKGROUND 

CYMPO is the designated Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for the City of Prescott, Town 
of Prescott Valley, Town of Chino Valley, Town of Dewey-Humboldt, Yavapai County and the 
Arizona Department of Transportation. As the regional MPO, CYMPO provides the forum for local 
elected officials and transportation experts to plan multimodal infrastructure within the CYMPO 
Planning Boundary area. 

  
FINANCIAL IMPACT 

There is no fiscal impact at this time. 
  
RECOMMENDED ACTION 

This item is for discussion only. No formal action will be taken. 
  
ATTACHMENTS 

None 
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  TO: MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL 
  AGENDA: June 10 Pedestrian, Bicycle & Traffic Advisory 

Committee 
  DATE: June 10, 2024 
  DEPT: Public Works  
  ITEM #: 4.C 

 

  SUBJECT: Presentation & Discussion Regarding 2023 
Collision Data Review. 

 
ITEM SUMMARY 

Staff will provide a presentation regarding the calendar year 2023 Citywide Collision Data.  
  
BACKGROUND 

Calendar year 2023 citywide collision data will be presented and reviewed. This includes detailed 
information on pedestrian and bicycle crashes and summarized information on vehicle crashes. 

  
FINANCIAL IMPACT 

None  
  
RECOMMENDED ACTION 

Possible action regarding recommendations related to the review of 2023 Collision Data 
  
ATTACHMENTS 

1. 2023 High Traffic Collision Locations - PBTAC 
2. 2023 Bike_Ped Crash Data (PBTAC Presentation Version) All Collisions - PBTAC 
3. PedBikeCollisions_ROG_2023 
4. 2023 Citywide Collision Trend Data Final 
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2023 High Traffic Collision Intersections 

Rank Location Total Vehicles* Total Collision Rate**

collisions (Millions) intersection related

1 SR89 @ Deep Well Ranch Rd. (Roundabout) 28

Intersection related: 26 8.33 3.12

Non intersection related: 2

2 Willow Creek Rd & Willow Lake Rd. 22

Intersection related: 19 10.99 1.73

Non intersection related: 3

3 4-Points 22

Intersection related: 20 13.38 1.49

Non intersection related: 2

4 SR89 @ Willow Lake Rd. (Roundabout) 13

Intersection related: 13 8.16 1.59

Non intersection related: 0

5 Iron Springs Rd & Gail Gardner Wy. 17

Intersection related: 13 10.42 1.28

Non intersection related: 4

6 Willow Creek Rr. & Sandretto Dr. 11

Intersection related: 9 10.27 0.88

Non intersection related: 2

7 Montezuma St. & Sheldon St. 10

Intersection related: 8 9.06 0.88

Non intersection related: 2

8 Whipple St. & Ruth St. 8

Intersection related: 8 9.09 0.88

Non intersection related: 0

9 Gurley St. & Sheldon St. 9

Intersection related: 8 12.22 0.65

Non intersection related: 1

10 SR89 & James Ln. 7

Intersection related: 5 7.77 0.64

Non intersection related: 2

* The vehicles (in millions) is the total traffic entering the intersection from all legs in the calendar year

** The total collision rate is the number of intersection related collisions per one million vehicles entering the intersection.
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BIKE/PED CRASH REPORT # 23-715

STREET CITATION ISSUED None

X-STREET

CITATION DEFINITION

DATE 1/27/2023

TIME 6:19pm

WEATHER Clear/Dry

BIKE/PED CITED No

CRASH SUMMARY REASON FOR CRASH

VEHICLE AT FAULT Vehicle X Enforcement

Engineering/Infrastructure

X Education

REPORT LINK: ..\2021 Reports (catalogued)\21-370.pdf

ACTION NEEDED OR TAKEN

The intersection has existing lighting with two decorative globe street lights (LED) at the SW corner (location of collision) 

and NE corner. The driver of vehicle 1 was at fault and should have been cited. 

S Mt. Vernon

E Goodwin

No citation was issued however the driver failed to yield 

the right-of-way to the pedestrian. 

Pedestrian was crossing S. Mt. Vernon Ave on the south side of 

the interseciton of Goodwin St. Ped entered the crosswalk and 

Driver 1 made a right turn from eastbound E Goodwin onto 

Southbound S Mt. Vernon striking and injuring the Ped.  

Driver said he never saw the pedestrian. Said it was dark 

and he did not see anyone. 
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BIKE/PED CRASH REPORT # 23-880

STREET CITATION ISSUED None

X-STREET

CITATION DEFINITION

DATE February 2, 2023

TIME 7:31am

WEATHER Clear

BIKE/PED CITED No

CRASH SUMMARY REASON FOR CRASH

VEHICLE AT FAULT Vehicle Enforcement

Engineering/Infrastructure

X Education

REPORT LINK:

ACTION NEEDED OR TAKEN

None

Whipple St

Miller Valley Rd

Bicyclist stated they were traveling northbound on the 

sidewalk, pulled off the sidewalk to stop for V1. V1 made a 

right to and "over swung it" and hit the front of his bike, 

knocking him to the ground. Driver did not stop.

Bicyclist was unaware that they weren't supposed to 

ride on the sidewalk or walk their bike through a 

crosswalk. 
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BIKE/PED CRASH REPORT # 23-1352

STREET CITATION ISSUED 28-645A3A

X-STREET

CITATION DEFINITION

DATE February 19, 2023

TIME 4:17PM

WEATHER Clear

BIKE/PED CITED No

CRASH SUMMARY REASON FOR CRASH

VEHICLE AT FAULT Vehicle Enforcement

Engineering/Infrastructure

X Education

REPORT LINK:

ACTION NEEDED OR TAKEN

None.

Willow Creek Rd

Crossings Dr

Failure to stop at a red light

Vehicle 1 was traveling SW on Willow Creek Rd in the #2 lane, 

failed to stop for a red traffic signal at Crossings Dr and 

collided with a bicyclist who was in a marked crosswalk

Driver indicated she as distrcted by a bug crawlng on her 

leg and did not see thered light. 
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BIKE/PED CRASH REPORT # 23-1369

STREET CITATION ISSUED 9-1--16F2

X-STREET

CITATION DEFINITION

DATE February 20, 2023

TIME 2:23pm

WEATHER Clear

BIKE/PED CITED X

CRASH SUMMARY REASON FOR CRASH

VEHICLE AT FAULT Enforcement

Engineering/Infrastructure

X Education

REPORT LINK:

ACTION NEEDED OR TAKEN

Gurley St

Sheldon St

Crossing against a red signal

Pedestrian was running south in the west crosswalk crossing 

Gurley St attempting to get to the south side of the roadway. 

Crossing against the red signal. Pedestrian ran in front of V1 

causing V1 to collide with Ped.

Pedestrian ran against a red signal and caused V1 to 

collide with him. 
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BIKE/PED CRASH REPORT # 23-2327

STREET CITATION ISSUED
X-STREET

CITATION DEFINITION
DATE March 27, 2023
TIME 1:15Pm
WEATHER Clear

BIKE/PED CITED

CRASH SUMMARY REASON FOR CRASH

VEHICLE AT FAULT Enforcement
Engineering/Infrastructure

X Education
REPORT LINK:

ACTION NEEDED OR TAKEN

Schemmer Dr
Miller Valley Rd

Vehicle2 was stopped at Schemmer Dr at Miller Valley Rd in the
right turn only lane. V2 started pulling forward to make the right
and bicyclist collided with front right corner of V2. Bike was an
Ebike going northbound on sidewalk opposite flow of traffic.

The Ebike was going opposite the flow of traffic on the
sidewalk.
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BIKE/PED CRASH REPORT # 23-2856

STREET CITATION ISSUED
X-STREET

CITATION DEFINITION
DATE April 13, 2023
TIME 8:16pm
WEATHER Clear

BIKE/PED CITED

CRASH SUMMARY REASON FOR CRASH

VEHICLE AT FAULT Enforcement
Engineering/Infrastructure

X Education
REPORT LINK:

ACTION NEEDED OR TAKEN

E Gurley St
E Sheldon St

Pedestrian was struck but because of intoxication, cannot
remember where it happened or which vehicle it was. The
vehicle was a hit and run. It is unsure who is at fault.

Unsure because of it being a hit and run and the
pedestrian being intoxicated.
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BIKE/PED CRASH REPORT # 23-4170

STREET CITATION ISSUED
X-STREET

CITATION DEFINITION
DATE May 26, 2023
TIME 11:01am
WEATHER Clear

BIKE/PED CITED

CRASH SUMMARY REASON FOR CRASH

VEHICLE AT FAULT Enforcement
Engineering/Infrastructure

X Education
REPORT LINK:

ACTION NEEDED OR TAKEN

W Aubrey St
S Montezuma St

Bicyclist was travelling downhill on the sidewalk on west side of
Montezuma. He was going NB approaching Aubrey. He tried to
apply his brakes as he was coming to an interesection. They
failed and he collided with the driver door of V2.

Bicyclist collided with a vehicle coming up to a stop at an
interesection.

Page 21 of 51

Isaac Rodriguez_4
Stamp

Isaac Rodriguez_5
Stamp



BIKE/PED CRASH REPORT # 23-4422

STREET CITATION ISSUED
X-STREET

CITATION DEFINITION
DATE June 3, 2023
TIME 10:01am
WEATHER Clear

BIKE/PED CITED

CRASH SUMMARY REASON FOR CRASH

VEHICLE AT FAULT Enforcement
Engineering/Infrastructure

X Education
REPORT LINK:

ACTION NEEDED OR TAKEN

Willow Creek Rd
Pinon Oak Dr

Electric Bike and Motorcycle were both traveling in the same
direction. The bicycle attempted to cross Willow Creek/make a U-
turn. The bike got in front of the motorcycle and caused the
collision.
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BIKE/PED CRASH REPORT # 23-4878

STREET CITATION ISSUED
X-STREET

CITATION DEFINITION
DATE June 17, 2023
TIME 2:40am
WEATHER Clear

BIKE/PED CITED

CRASH SUMMARY REASON FOR CRASH

VEHICLE AT FAULT X X Enforcement
Engineering/Infrastructure
Education

REPORT LINK:

ACTION NEEDED OR TAKEN

N Montezuma St
E Merritt St

Hit and Run collision of a pedestrian in the crosswalk with the
right of way crosswalk indicator light on. Driver of vehicle has not
been found to be contacted

Driver failed to yield to right of way of pedestrian that was
in a marked crosswalk with the indicator light on.

Police need to find the driver of vehicle 1.
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BIKE/PED CRASH REPORT # 23-5655

STREET CITATION ISSUED None
X-STREET

CITATION DEFINITION
DATE July 10, 2023
TIME 7:01pm
WEATHER Clear

BIKE/PED CITED

CRASH SUMMARY REASON FOR CRASH

VEHICLE AT FAULT Enforcement
X Engineering/Infrastructure

Education
REPORT LINK:

ACTION NEEDED OR TAKEN
We might want to look into whether that privacy fence can be an issue with limited sight visibility.

Willow Creek Rd
Flora St

Pedestrian was attempting to cross Rosser at the Flora
intersection. V1 was not speeding, distracted, or impaired.

Pedestrian crossed Rosser in front of a car and might
have not seen it possibly due to limited sight visibility
due to a privacy fence on the south side
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BIKE/PED CRASH REPORT # 23-6627

STREET CITATION ISSUED 28-792A
X-STREET

CITATION DEFINITION
DATE August 9, 2023
TIME 5:57pm
WEATHER Clear

BIKE/PED CITED

CRASH SUMMARY REASON FOR CRASH

VEHICLE AT FAULT x Enforcement
Engineering/Infrastructure

X Education
REPORT LINK:

ACTION NEEDED OR TAKEN

E Gurley St
N Cortez St

Not yielding to a pedestrian in a crosswalk

Pedestrian was crossing Gurley St. V1 was making a right hand
turn from Gurley onto Cortez and did not see pedstrian in the
crosswalk.

Vehicle failed to yield to right of way of pedestrian in a
marked crosswalk.
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BIKE/PED CRASH REPORT # 23-7110

STREET CITATION ISSUED 28-774
X-STREET

CITATION DEFINITION
DATE August 24, 2023
TIME 7:02pm
WEATHER Clear

BIKE/PED CITED

CRASH SUMMARY REASON FOR CRASH

VEHICLE AT FAULT X Enforcement
Engineering/Infrastructure
Education

REPORT LINK:

ACTION NEEDED OR TAKEN

Plaza Dr
Plaza Ct

Failing to yield to the right of way to the bicyclist

Bicycle rider was traveling northwest on Plaza Dr approaching
the intersection. V1 was pulling out of the private drive and
pulled in front of the bicycle causing it to collide with V1

Driver of V1 failed to yield to the right of way of the bicycle
that was already established in the roadway.
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BIKE/PED CRASH REPORT # 23-7149

STREET CITATION ISSUED
X-STREET

CITATION DEFINITION
DATE August 25, 2023
TIME 4:31pm
WEATHER Clear

BIKE/PED CITED

CRASH SUMMARY REASON FOR CRASH

VEHICLE AT FAULT Enforcement
Engineering/Infrastructure

X Education
REPORT LINK:

ACTION NEEDED OR TAKEN

S Montezuma St
W Aubrey St

Bicycle was N/B on the east sidewalk of Montezuma St. He was
approaching Aubrey and went to cross the intersection. At that
point, V2 was in the intersection. Bicycle collided with V2.
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BIKE/PED CRASH REPORT # 23-8470

STREET CITATION ISSUED 28-773B
X-STREET

CITATION DEFINITION
DATE October 5, 2023
TIME 3:53 AM
WEATHER Clear

BIKE/PED CITED X

CRASH SUMMARY REASON FOR CRASH

VEHICLE AT FAULT Enforcement
Engineering/Infrastructure

X Education
REPORT LINK:

ACTION NEEDED OR TAKEN

6th St
Henry St

Failure to stop at a Stop sign

V2 was on 6th St traveling north. A bicycle with a gas powered
helper motor was coming to the intersection from Granite Creek
park. It failed to stop at the stop sign and collided with V2

Bicycle failed to stop at the stop sign.
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BIKE/PED CRASH REPORT # 23-8635

STREET CITATION ISSUED None
X-STREET

CITATION DEFINITION
DATE October 11, 2023
TIME 3:45Pm
WEATHER Clear

BIKE/PED CITED

CRASH SUMMARY REASON FOR CRASH

VEHICLE AT FAULT X Enforcement
Engineering/Infrastructure
Education

REPORT LINK:

ACTION NEEDED OR TAKEN

Glenwood Ave
Park Ave

Bicyclist was stopped at the stop sign. V1 approached and hit
the rear tire, knocking the bicyclist off the bike. There was no
damage to either parties. Cop was called after the fact with
cyclist having neck pain. V1 was contacted and denies this
happening

V1 failed to control vehicle and stop in time to avoid a
collision.
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BIKE/PED CRASH REPORT # 23-8668

STREET CITATION ISSUED None
X-STREET

CITATION DEFINITION
DATE October 12, 2023
TIME 4:04pm
WEATHER Clear

BIKE/PED CITED

CRASH SUMMARY REASON FOR CRASH

VEHICLE AT FAULT Enforcement
Engineering/Infrastructure

X Education
REPORT LINK:

ACTION NEEDED OR TAKEN

Willow Creek Rd
W Rosser St

Motorized bike was crossing Willow Creek Rd. V2 was making a
left turn from Rosser onto Willow Creek Rd. Motorized bike
collided into the turning car.

Bicycle was not seeing and V2 did not yield to bike.
Unsure who's at fault. No citations.
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BIKE/PED CRASH REPORT # 23-8939

STREET CITATION ISSUED None
X-STREET

CITATION DEFINITION
DATE October 21, 2023
TIME 9:30pm
WEATHER Clear

BIKE/PED CITED

CRASH SUMMARY REASON FOR CRASH

VEHICLE AT FAULT X Enforcement
Engineering/Infrastructure
Education

REPORT LINK:

ACTION NEEDED OR TAKEN

Willow Lake Rd
Lakeside Village

Hit and run. Motorized bike traveling on WCR was sideswiped by
a black sedan, causing him to lose control and fall. V1 did not
stop and has not been located.

V1 was unable to control their V1 in a safe fashion that
wouldn't collide with others
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BIKE/PED CRASH REPORT # 23-9715

STREET CITATION ISSUED 28-793C
X-STREET

CITATION DEFINITION
DATE November 15, 2023
TIME 5:37pm
WEATHER Clear

BIKE/PED CITED X

CRASH SUMMARY REASON FOR CRASH

VEHICLE AT FAULT Enforcement
Engineering/Infrastructure
Education

REPORT LINK:

ACTION NEEDED OR TAKEN

E Sheldon St
N Arizona Ave

Jay Walking

Pedestrian was J walking and wearing dark clothing crossing the
street

Jay Walking at night not using a crosswalk
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BIKE/PED CRASH REPORT # 23-10408

STREET CITATION ISSUED 28-4135A
X-STREET

CITATION DEFINITION
DATE December 10, 2023
TIME 1:25am
WEATHER Clear

BIKE/PED CITED

CRASH SUMMARY REASON FOR CRASH

VEHICLE AT FAULT Enforcement
Engineering/Infrastructure
Education

REPORT LINK:

ACTION NEEDED OR TAKEN

E Gurley St
S Rush St

No insurance for vehicle

Jay walker ran out into the street causing a collision with V2.
Pedestrian is believed to be intoxicated by smell of alcohol.

Intoxicated Jay Walker running out to cross street.

Page 33 of 51

Isaac Rodriguez_27
Stamp

Isaac Rodriguez_28
Stamp

Isaac Rodriguez_29
Stamp



BIKE/PED CRASH REPORT # 23-10413

STREET CITATION ISSUED 28-792A
X-STREET

CITATION DEFINITION
DATE December 10, 2023
TIME 10:33am
WEATHER Clear

BIKE/PED CITED

CRASH SUMMARY REASON FOR CRASH

VEHICLE AT FAULT X Enforcement
Engineering/Infrastructure
Education

REPORT LINK:

ACTION NEEDED OR TAKEN

Canterbury Ln
Whipple St

Pedestrian crossing street. V1 turned right at this intersection and
didn't see the ped had crossed into their path.

Vehicle 1 failed to yield to right of way
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2023 Citywide Collision Trend Data

Type of Collision:

Angle     129 15.4%

Head On 18 2.1%

Left Turn  89 10.6%

Other      100 11.9%

Ped/Bike 20 2.4%

Rear End 192 22.9%

Sideswipe 120 14.3%

Single Veh 171 20.4%

839

Injury/Property:

Injury      215 25.6%

Property  622 74.1%

Fatal 2 0.2%

839

Time of Day:

12 - 4AM 28 3.3%

4 - 8AM 62 7.4%

8 - 12PM 217 25.9%

12 - 4PM 252 30.1%

4 - 8PM 134 16.0%

8 -12PM 145 17.3%

838

Citation Issued:

Citation 407 48.6%

None 364 43.4%

Unknown 48 5.7%

Pending 19 2.3%

838

Citation Issued

Citation

None

Unknown

Pending

Type of Collision
Angle

Head On

Left Turn

Other

Ped/Bike

Rear End

Sideswipe

Single Veh

Injury/Property

Injury

Property

Fatal

Time of Day
12 - 4AM

4 - 8AM

8 - 12PM

12 - 4PM

4 - 8PM

8 -12PM

Page 36 of 51



Day of the Week:

Weekday 709 84.6%

Saturday 77 9.2%

Sunday 52 6.2%

838

Season:

Jan. - May 204 24.3%

April - June 185 22.1%

July - Sept. 221 26.4%

Oct. to Dec. 228 27.2%

838

Weekday/Weekend

Weekday
Saturday
Sunday

Season

Jan. - May

April - June

July - Sept.

Oct. to Dec.
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  TO: MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL 
  AGENDA: June 10 Pedestrian, Bicycle & Traffic Advisory 

Committee 
  DATE: June 10, 2024 
  DEPT: Public Works  
  ITEM #: 4.D 

 

  SUBJECT: Presentation & Discussion Regarding Westridge 
Drive Traffic Concerns. 

 
ITEM SUMMARY 

Committee members will receive a presentation from local resident Ron Phillips regarding speeding 
and traffic concerns on Westridge Drive. 

  
BACKGROUND 

Recently several residents have contacted the city (through Council and staff) with concerns over 
the amount and speed of traffic along Westridge Drive and with concerns over the existing traffic 
control at its intersection with Gail Gardner Way. Local resident Ron Phillips has requested an item 
be placed on the agenda to discuss Westridge Drive and these concerns. Some initial traffic data 
has been collected and attached which provides background information on current signing and the 
speeds on the roadway.  

  
FINANCIAL IMPACT 

None at this time.  
  
RECOMMENDED ACTION 

Possible action regarding recommendations related to information provided by staff 
  
ATTACHMENTS 

1. Westridge Dr Sign Inventory With 85th Percentile Speeds 
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85th Percentile
Eastbound
29 MPH
Westbound
29 MPH
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  TO: MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL 
  AGENDA: June 10 Pedestrian, Bicycle & Traffic Advisory 

Committee 
  DATE: June 10, 2024 
  DEPT: Public Works  
  ITEM #: 4.E 

 

  SUBJECT: Presentation & Discussion Regarding Radar 
Feedback Sign Policy, 

 
ITEM SUMMARY 

Staff will provide an overview and discussion regarding a proposed Radar Feedback Sign Policy.  
  
BACKGROUND 

As part of the recommendations of the Citywide Speed and Travel Time Study, Radar Feedback 
signs have been identified as a mitigation tool to address speeding on arterial and collector 
roadways within the city and work is underway to identify funding for their use. Staff, as part of the 
work to implement the signs in a manner that is both effective and responsible and in locations 
where they will have the most impact, desire that a policy be established setting forth criteria for 
their use. This draft policy is being provided to PBTAC to receive input and recomendation.    

  
FINANCIAL IMPACT 

None  
  
RECOMMENDED ACTION 

Recommendations to staff regarding the Radar Feedback Sign Policy  
  
ATTACHMENTS 

1. Radar Speed Feedback Sign Policy - June 2024 PBTAC 
2. RSFS Policy Draft - June 2024 
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Radar Speed Feedback Sign Policy Development

Staff desires to develop and adopt a Radar Speed Feedback Sign Policy that meets the needs 
of the city to promote reduced speeding on its arterial and collector roadways without leading to 
over saturation or installations that will not result in reductions in speeding. This is timely as the 
city, working with CYMPO, has submitted a Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) 
Grant application requesting $3.25 million dollars for a Programmatic Radar Speed Feedback 
Sign Project. This grant project, if approved, will fund the design, purchase, and installation of 
100-150 speed feedback signs throughout the city over the next few years. Specifically the 
policy should provide guidance on:

• Criteria for installation (warrants)
• Sign type and operation 
• Suitable roadway classifications
• Spacing and Location considerations  

The following information is provided to give background on Radar Speed Feedback Signs and 
their use. A proposed policy is provided at the end of this document which will be the focus of 
our discussion on this item at the June 10th, 2024, PBTAC meeting. 

Radar Speed Feedback Sign - Definition

A Radar Speed Feedback Sign (also called a driver feedback sign, or variable message sign) 
(RSFS) is an interactive sign, generally constructed of a series of light emitting diodes (LEDs), 
that displays actual vehicle speed to drivers as they approach the sign (see Figure 1). The 
purpose of this sign is to reduce vehicle speeds by making drivers aware of their speed relative 
to the posted speed limit. Studies have found that a RSFS can be effective in reducing mean 
and 85th percentile speeds in a variety of situations.

Figure 1. Speed Feedback Sign. (FHWA)
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Criteria for installation (warrants)

The MUTCD does not provide any criteria for the installation of a RSFS, however numerous 
studies and agencies have developed recommendations and policies. Theses typically include.  

Speed Criteria

• A RSFS may be considered when the observed 85th percentile speeds at a site exceed 
the posted speed limit by 5 mph or more.

Collisions 

• A RSFS may be considered on streets that have a documented history of “speed 
related” collisions significantly higher than that of similar streets. Within a recent time-
period (ex. 1-3 years).  

Identified by a Study

• Roadway is identified in an adopted study which includes a recommendation for a RSFS 
installation.  (Ex. Citywide Speed and Travel time Study)

Other Conditions 

• If the street has a speed limit of 30 MPH or higher and is adjacent to uses such as 
churches, senior centers, day cares, schools, parks or other high pedestrian generators.

• Experience at least 2,500 vehicles per day if it is a two or three lane road or at least 
5,000 vehicles per day if it is four lane or wider road.

• Council approved projects which include their use. 
• If the street has had other City installed speed reduction measures that did not yield the 

desired speed reduction goals. 
• If there are more eligible locations than available funding, priority will be given based on 

the degree of speeding and collision history.

Sign type and operation

Speed Feedback signs typically operate as follows:

• A blank display is shown when no vehicles are approaching the sign.
• An approaching vehicle's speed is displayed as a solid numeral (non-flashing numeral) if 

the approach speed is at or below the posted speed limit.
• The approach speed is shown as a flashing numeral if the approach speed exceeds the 

posted speed limit by 3 mph (5 km/h) or more.
• Installation shall be in conjunction with a Speed Limit sign (standard or school zone).
• To discourage racing, the sign must be programmed to not display speeds that are well 

in excess of the posted speed limit. In these instances, the sign is most often blank. The 
maximum speed that a Driver Feedback sign may display is outlined in the table below. 
In no case shall the speed be greater than 15 mph above the posted speed limit. 

Posted Speed Limit, mph                                           Maximum Speed Display Threshold, mph 
25 35
30 40
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35 50
45 60
50 65

Table 1. Maximum Speeds to Trigger a Speed Feedback Sign

MUTCD Guidance on Allowable Messages

• The changeable display shall be programmed to go black/no display when the vehicle 
speed exceeds 15 MPH over the posted speed. 

• When activated, the RSFS display shall give drivers immediate feedback on their 
individual driving speed when the posted speed is exceeded without animation, rapid 
flashing, or other dynamic elements. 

• All elements of the RSFS shall conform to the guidelines and standards as outlined in 
the latest edition of the MUTCD. 

Suitable roadway classifications

• All roadways considered for installation of a RSFS, apart from those with a school 
present,  shall be classified as a collector or higher.

Spacing and Location considerations

• Spacing of RSFS along a corridor shall require a minimum spacing of ½ mile between 
signs in a single direction. 

• To install a RSFS a roadway must have an uninterrupted (no signals or stop signs) 
street segment of at least ¼ mile long.  

• When installed in association with school speed zones, the RSFS shall operate only 
when the school speed zone is in effect. Use of RSFS in conjunction with school speed 
zones “when children are present” is not permitted.  

Proposed Radar Speed Feedback Policy – City of Prescott July 2024
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1.  INTRODUCTION

CONTACT INFORMATION

For additional information regarding this policy or any traffic calming related 
question please contact Transportation Services at traffic@prescott-az.gov or 
(928)777-1130.  

PURPOSE 

The purposes of this document are to promulgate policy of the City Council 
regarding the deployment of Radar Speed Feedback Signs (RSFS) on those 
streets for which the City of Prescott has operational jurisdiction and set forth 
uniform installation and operation guidelines.   

RADAR SPEED FEEDBACK SIGN DEFINITION

A Radar Speed Feedback Sign (also called a driver feedback sign, or variable 
message sign) (RSFS) is an interactive sign, generally constructed of a series of 
light emitting diodes (LEDs), that displays actual vehicle speed to drivers as they 
approach the sign (see Figure 1). The purpose of this sign is to reduce vehicle 
speeds by making drivers aware of their speed relative to the posted speed limit. 
Studies have found that a RSFS can be effective in reducing mean and 85th 
percentile speeds in a variety of situations.

     
Figure 1. Speed Feedback Sign. (FHWA)
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STATEMENT OF CITY COUNCIL POLICY ON TRAFFIC CALMING

It is the policy of the City Council to preserve and enhance, where practicable, 
mobility within the community for all modes of transportation, while achieving an 
appropriate balance among traffic circulation, traffic safety, public safety 
response, and quality of life, particularly within residential areas, through 
measures deployed to affect travel routes, traffic volumes, and speeds.  In the 
event of substantial conflict between public safety response and such measures, 
observed or projected, preserving public safety response shall be given priority.

PROGRAM GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

Traffic calming goals of the City of Prescott include:

• creating safer streets for the benefit of affected residents, pedestrians and 
bicyclists

• reducing the adverse effects of cut through motor vehicle traffic on  
residents

• encouraging motorists to use the arterial and collector roadway network as 
the primary through routes, reserving residential and other local streets for  
use by local residents and businesses 

• preserving the quality of life

Traffic calming policy objectives related to the use of RSFS include:

• maintaining response times for emergency vehicles,
• reducing demand for traffic enforcement by the Police Department,
• improving safety and the perception of safety for pedestrians and 

bicyclists who use City streets.

2.  FUNCTIONAL STREET CLASSIFICATION LIST

As a part of the adopted Traffic Calming Policy the City Council acknowledges 
and approves the Functional Street Classification List (2019) for the city street 
system. This list, which is available on the city’s website, shall be consulted in 
determining the suitability for RSFS installations. 

3. RADAR SPEED FEEDBACK SIGN CRITERIA 

This section describes those conditions which must be met to consider 
installation of a RSFS.  
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SUITABLE ROADWAY CLASSIFICATIONS 

All roadways considered for installation of a RSFS, apart from those with a 
school present, shall be classified as a collector or higher.

CRITERIA FOR INSTALLATION 

The following criteria are provided for guidance in determining if a location meets 
the minimum conditions to consider installation of a RSFS. Satisfaction of a 
criteria does not necessarily mean that the location is suitable, as other factors 
must be evaluated to make the final determination.   

Speed Criteria

• The observed 85th percentile speeds at a site exceed the posted speed 
limit by 7 mph or more.

Collisions 

• The street has a documented history of “speed related” collisions 
significantly higher than that of similar streets within a recent time-period 
(ex. 1-3 years). 

Identified by a Study

• The roadway is identified in an adopted study which includes a 
recommendation for a RSFS installation.  (Ex. Citywide Speed and Travel 
time Study)

Other Conditions 

• If the street has a speed limit of 30 MPH or higher and is adjacent to uses 
such as churches, senior centers, day cares, schools, parks or other high 
pedestrian generators.

• Council approved projects recommend their use. 
• The street has had other City installed speed reduction measures that did 

not yield the desired speed reduction goals. 

4. RADAR SPEED FEEDBACK SIGN OPERATION, 
SPACING AND LOCATION REQUIREMENTS

This section describes the guidelines for the operation, spacing and location of a 
RSFS.  

SIGN TYPE AND OPERATION 
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Operation of a RSFS shall meet the following conditions:

• A blank display shall be shown when no vehicles are approaching the 
sign.

• An approaching vehicle's speed shall be displayed as a solid numeral 
(non-flashing numeral) if the approach speed is at or below the posted 
speed limit.

• The approach speed shall be shown as a flashing numeral if the approach 
speed exceeds the posted speed limit by 3 mph (5 km/h) or more.

• Installation shall be in conjunction with a Speed Limit sign (standard or 
school zone).

• To discourage racing, the sign shall be programmed to not display speeds 
that are well in excess of the posted speed limit. In these instances, the 
sign shall be displayed blank. The maximum speed that a RSFS sign shall 
display is outlined in the table below. In no case shall the speed be greater 
than 15 mph above the posted speed limit. 

Posted Speed Limit, mph                                           Maximum Speed Display Threshold, mph 

25 35

30 40
35 50
45 60
50 65

SPACING AND LOCATION  

• Spacing of a RSFS along a corridor shall require a minimum spacing of ½ 
mile between signs in a single direction.
 

• To install a RSFS a roadway must have an uninterrupted (no signals or 
stop signs) street segment of at least ¼ mile long.  

• When installed in association with school speed zones, the RSFS shall 
operate only when the school speed zone is in effect. Use of RSFS in 
conjunction with school speed zones “when children are present” is not 
permitted.  

Page 50 of 51



7

Page 51 of 51


	1. CALL TO ORDER
	2. ROLL CALL
	3. OPEN CALL TO THE PUBLIC
	4. DISCUSSION & ACTION ITEMS
	A. May 13, 2024 Minutes
	PBTAC Memo
	May 13, 2024 PBTAC Minutes

	B. CYMPO Updates
	PBTAC Memo

	C. 2023 Collision Data Review
	PBTAC Memo
	2023 High Traffic Collision Locations - PBTAC
	2023 Bike_Ped Crash Data (PBTAC Presentation Version) All Collisions - PBTAC
	PedBikeCollisions_ROG_2023
	2023 Citywide Collision Trend Data Final

	D. Presentation & Discussion Regarding Westridge Driv
	PBTAC Memo
	Westridge Dr Sign Inventory With 85th Percentile Speeds

	E. Radar Feedback Sign Policy
	PBTAC Memo
	Radar Speed Feedback Sign Policy - June 2024 PBTAC
	RSFS Policy Draft - June 2024


	5. GENERAL ANNOUNCEMENTS
	6. ADJOURNMENT



