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Outline

= Development of Prioritized Pedestrian Network

= Use of Network

= Study Approach




Development: Pedestrian Prioritization

= Pedestrian Priority Areas
m Within 1 mile of a school (except rural schools in Cecil Co.)
= Within ¥ mile of a transit stop
= Within a municipality




Pedestrian Priority Areas
WILMAPCO Region

Pedestrian Priority Area

Criteria
- Within a municipality

- Within 1 mile of a school®

- Within .25 mile of a bus stop

*Excliiden schaoks withhn Rural Trampottation vmtmient Areas in Cocll County
Sources: DART, OE Dept. of Edochtion. WiLMAPCD




Development: Pedestrian Prioritization

= Added more nuance with the 2030 RTP

= Pedestrian generators
= Where should infrastructure receive more priority?

= Method

m Used the road network as a base
m Scored segments based on specific criteria




Development: Pedestrian Prioritization




Development: Pedestrian Prioritization

= Segment Criteria
» Developed through the NMTWG

= 1 point awarded for segments within
= A municipality
= 1 mile of a school (except rural schools in Cecil Co.)
» ¥, mile of a transit stop, commercial zone, community center,
library, park
* Dense (poptemp) TAZ
= EJ Area
= TJ Area
» 5> mile of an existing/planned greenway
* Hometown Overlay Zone (only in NCC)




Development: Pedestrian Prioritization

* 1 - 4 points awarded for segments within:
= A high pedestrian crash area (only in NCC)
» Pedestrian Facility Needs (only in Cecil County)

= Segments of expressways automatically a O




Development: Pedestrian Prioritization

= Within 1 mile of a School = 1 point
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Development: Pedestrian Prioritization

School:
Transit:
Municipality:
' Commercial;
EJ_High:

TJ_High:
Hometown_Owerlay:
Pop_Emp_Density:
Library:

Greenway:

Park:

CommunityCir:

- Safety:
Final_Sscering:
Modified:
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Prioritized Pedestrian Network
WILMAPCO Region

Segments within:

« & Mumicipality

= 1 mite af & schaal®

+ 5 mite of & transit stop

| / i « A demn (popeempl TAT
- « A Envirenimenial Justice Area
Mew Castle County - Scoring ' 3

- # Tranuportation Justice Area
d ) g I ; o 5 mile of & Greenway
10to 16 T

y « +25 mile of a commerical Tone

: & | .23 mile of & comenunity cenfes
8to10 f 213 » 1% milke of & library
6to 8 :

" - « .25 mifle of a park
J « & Homelewt Overlay Tone™
Oto 6

+ & Safety Improvement Target

Cecil County - Scoring

Tto12
S5to 7
3to 5
Oto 3

4 Excludes sehoals with(n Rurkl Transportation Investment Aresd in Cecll County
" Only In Mew Cintle Colnty

souroed: DART DE Depts of Education, WILMAPCD




Tool Use

» Used as a planning tool by staff
» NMTWG’s priority project selection
* Prioritized infrastructure improvements in Southbridge
» EJ walkability survey prioritization

= Current Study
= Take this work further
= |dentify “top priority” segments, regionally
= Assess pedestrian environment
= Priorities for infrastructure upgrades




Study Approach

» Introduction &

» Update Network &

* |dentify Top Segments @

= Segment Profiles
= Narrative/photos
» Map of recommended improvements
» Cost estimates

= Path forward
= Matrix of potential funding sources
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Pedestrian Segments

List of Top Priority Pedestrian Segments

Top Priority

WILMAPCO Region

Wash, S, (B7E 315t B Matson)] Market St. (B0t 30th & 3TEh)

- Wash. 5t b/t 102 & 2Tthi; SR 302 (b/t Wash. & Yand. j;

Market SE (B/E Vand, 1 J0th)
‘Walmut St (/L Btk B 13tN)

- Walnirt St {b/t £th B Bthi; Sth 50 (b/t Walnot B Lombard;

dth St b/t Walnat & Spruce]
ath Sk (b0 defloron & King): West S8 (bt 4th & 3nd);
Joed 5L b /E West B Tatnall)
&th SL b/t Jackaon & Jeffersan); 3ed St (b0L 195 & Monroe);
Ind SE (bit -5 B Admmsl; Addsers S5 (B0t 48 B Atk
Monroe St (B/L Jed B dth)
dth St B S48 (bt Hodney B 1-95); &th 55 1Bt Van Buren B 1-95%);
Adami SL (bt 6th & Teh)
dth 5L & S 48 (/1 Unlon St & Bodney 510

- SR 48 b/t Badley MU Plaza B Cowrt)

S 1 bt Geeenbank & 41)

Dielaware Ave. (bt Hadnes S8 & 731

SH T (bt Delaware b 271)

SRITY b/t YMCA B 113)

SRHIF b/t 317 B GElgin; Elkton Bivd, (671 Bratton & 213);
SR 113 (it 379 & Elkton)

Mabn 51 (BJL Landing B 213); US 40 (bre Jeffers & Landing|;
SR-I111 (blt Etkton & Howardl; Landing Lo, (bt Main & 489

SR 211 ibJt Howard i Walter Boulden)

SR 211 b/t Walter Bowlden & Whitehall j

SH 168 (bt Hentmere & Railroad)

Mam 5t [bit 213 B Southi] S8 268 (bt Radbroad & Maknk

Mabn 5t (B South B Cond): Delaware Ave. (b1 Main B Howard]
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Add ADA Curbis); |
Add Ped Signage 8

Recommendation

@  Intersection Improvement

Repair/Add Sidewalk

Other Features
4+  Pedestrian Crash ('08-"10)

: Mark Crosswalks; |5 _-':~_. & _'-:3‘ Vi »  BusStop
7 aa | Add ADA Curbis) N 4 ;

High Priority Segment

gl Add Ped Signage Lo Pui g YORE. 2 ple ' 7 = >
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Segment 1

Field Survey Recommendations

Wilmingten, Delaware

Add ADA Curbis)

Add ADA Curbis)

-

~ Recommendation

3

. Intersection Improvement
Repair/Add Sidewalk

Other Features
+  Pedestrian Crash (08-10)
Bus Stop
High Priority Segment

Edgemonn Resenvair

Segment’s PPN Score: -
Ped Crashes, '06-'08: 8
Rough Cost Est.: *




Next Steps

» NMTWG (February) &

= TAC (March) Q

= Council (May) @&
= Field work (May-June) &
» Report Preparation (July - November)

= Committee presentations (October - December)

= Adoption (January)







