TRAFFIC ADVISORY COMMITTEE
MINUTES BITNOY IS PH 2:25
MARCH 9, 2017

The TAC was provided a power -point presentation by Paul Roberts, a resident of 54
Cross Street and a Town Meeting Member.

Mr. Roberts advised the TAC that Cross Street is 30 feet wide; that itis used as a
“cut-thru,” and that he believes there are problems with speeding and safety.

He had gathered 50 petition signatures from neighbors on Winn, Cross and Oliver
Road who are concerned about the safety of Cross Street. He believes that there are
more cars, which contributes to greater speed. It was suggested that WAZE may be

redirecting traffic thus contributing to the speed.

At the same time Mr. Roberts suggested that there are more children in the
neighborhood citing 2 bus stops for the Middle School, Cross/Alexander and Dean
Streets. Mr. Roberts proposed raised crosswalks as the solution to the problem.

Glenn Clancy reported on accident data from the Belmont Police Department and
recommended a speed and volume traffic study for Cross Street. He also suggested
that the TAC look at a possible 4 way stop at Alexander.

Proposal: More raised crosswalks

Cross street residents in attendance offered comments, including: a large turning
radius at Cross and Brighton, also a hedge which obscures driving vision,
pedestrians must actually cross 3 lanes because of the road’s large turning radii and
hedge. Traffic from Route 60 also contributes to the problem as it turns on
Alexander on its way to turn right on Cross Street.

Mr. Clancy addressed the turning radii concern stating that it needed to be built for
Trucks and Fire equipment.

One resident reported that attempting to cross Cross Street at Farnham while in the
cross walk, cars still raced through ignoring his crossing. He was advised to report
the license plate to the Police Department so that they can follow up.

Waterhouse Road resident asked that the TAC please consider unintended
consequences of traffic pattern changes.

A TAC member stated that the Winn Brook Principal has, over many years, never
acknowledged the need to engage with TAC regarding traffic issues on Waterhouse

and Sherman despite being repeatedly informed.

Burbank School Update. Proposal for TM. Install improvements on School Street
including sidewalks, curbing. pedestrian-activated sidewalk crossing light. Cost to
the Town: $38K. Mr. Clancy expects TM will approve this expenditure.



Brighton Street: Resident Camille Fuleihan offered the TAC his letter and pages of
supporting petitioner’s signatures. He reported on the massive volume of cars
suggesting that the WAZE App is the cause of the volume as drivers seek to get off
Route 2 to avoid the Rotary atits end. He suggested that we need to cut down the
traffic by blocking Route 2. Exit into Belmont in the morning.

Mr. Fuleihan offered several suggestion including Belmont resident stickers,
Transponders and Turn restrictions

Peter Curro, TAC member, and neighbor of Brighton Street offered that Cambridge
is the problem. He reminded the TAC of the 1976 truck ban on Brighton Street
requiring that trucks stay on Route 2. He also suggested that Belmont needs to halt
cars from Route 2 going onto Brighton and Munroe.

Other resident suggestions included more and better signage as well as instituting
no Left turns all the way on Rt 60 to Trapelo Road.

The Traffic light at Blanchard and Concord is also problematic, but Mr. Clancy
advised that that signal is under Cambridge purview. It was also noted that London
and Singapore have a Congestion charge. (In London it is $14/day)

Residents conveyed their concern that this congestion was an environmental
concern and a health hazard for students walking to the High School on Brighton
Street. Tomi Olson(TAC) noted that there exists real need for personal mass transit.

Selwyn Road/Chenery Middle School: Principal McAllister has reiterated t to the
teachers the "parking plan." Yet, Teachers are ignoring the DO NOT ENTER sign on
Oakley. Buses are going down Selwyn. Teachers are parking in front of driveways.
Sgt Maillot and Principal McAllister need to come up with parking ideas for this
problem Neighbors were asked return to a future meeting of TAC

Uniform Speed Limits:
It will be proposed at Town Meeting that all Belmont Roads become 25 mph since all
of Belmont is "thickly settled”

Mill and Concord; Concord and Winter: VHB has provided a proposal to develop
traffic solutions at these locations. The committee will be holding hearings in the
future to solicit resident input.

It has been proposed that the speed limit around all schools be 20 mph.

Respectfully submitted,

Tomi Olson, Secretary.



Trafhic Advisory Committee
TOWN OF BELMONT

19 Moore Street
Homer Municipal Building
Belmont, Massachusetts 02478-0900
Telephone: (617) 993-2650 Fax: (617) 993-2651

Laurence Macdonald, Chair Peter Curro
Dana Miller, Vice Chair Donald Mercier
Linda Nickens
Tommasina Olson
Elizabeth “Sue” Pew
Date: March 3, 2017 Matt Sullivan
To: Members — Traffic Advisory Committee
From: Glenn R. Clancy, Committee Liaison
Subject: Agenda for Meeting on Thursday, March 9, 2017 at 7:00 PM in Town Hall Conference

Room 2. If you cannot attend the meeting, please contact me via e-mail.

;/4)0 ~7:05  Minutes (December 8, 2016)

v7:05 — 8:00 Cross Street Neighborhood Petition (Paul Roberts, Resident)
e Request to Install Raised Elements on Cross Street

\/8:00 -8:10 Selwyn Road Update (Belmont PD) "MAAR/C Flow ~—
8:10 - 8:20 Discuss New State Speed Limit Law — 25 mph limit

8:20 - 8:25 Old Business
e  Other (No Known Items)

8:25-8:30 New Business
e Brighton Street - Request to Limit Traffic Volume (Camille Fuleihan, Resident)
v'e_ Update on Burbank School Proposed Improvements (Glenn Clancy)
e  Future Intersection Redesign Hearing Process (Glenn Clancy)
vo Concord Avenue at Mill Street and Winter Street
“e  Other (No Known Items)

8:30 Adjourn

Note: Times are tentative depending on the flow of the meeting, the time of any particular item may deviate ten to
fifteen minutes from the schedule.

Cc: Board of Selectmen — Jim Williams
David Kale, Town Administrator
Glenn R. Clancy, Town Engineer
Sgt Ben Mailhot, Belmont Police Department
Richard McLaughlin, Belmont Police Chief
Jay Marcotte, Director, Department of Public Works
Karl Haglund, Planning Board
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=€Speeding on Cross St.

Request {or speed calming features FPACT March 9, 2017

Agenda

+ Who we are

+ Qur concerns

- Understanding the problem
+ Our request

- Why now?

+ Next steps...




Who are we?

+ Presenter: Paul Roberts
« Cross Street resident since 2005
+ Three children: 16, 15 & 12
+ TMM P8 (4% term)

+ Also: Cross Street residents and other Winn Brook neighbors
- Petition signed by 50+ residents
+ New residents and longtime residents alike
© Others in audience who have not signed petition (intro)?

Our Concerns...

+ Vehicle speed is a problem on Cross Street
« Wide, flat avenue promotes speeding
+ Cut through from Brighton Street/Route 2 to poinis elsewhere (Concord Ave,
Waltham, Watertown, ete.)

- Vehicle traffic on Cross Street has increased
© Waze, Google Maps and other GPS enabled smart phone apps steer cars around
high traffic areas
* Belmont a “cut through” community to Boston/Cambridge. etc.
' ’(l:own Center improvements have restricted travel lanes there, pushing more cars to
ross
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Our Concerns...

+ Changing neighborhood

= Growing school age population in Winn Brook and CMS

« Increased walking traffic and 2x bus stops with morning/pm pickup and drop off

+ Changing use/transportation patterns

+ Qyeling (transit to Fitchburg Cutoff Path to Alewife)

- Walking/Jogging, etc.

Table 5: Total Elementary Enrollment, (K<) 2010, 2015, 2020

2010-10% Z0T5-T020 | 2010-2020 |

2010 2015 Change 2020 Change Change
Burbnk ES 37 342 4,9% 329 =11 6%
Butler ES 361 163 0.6 375 41 477
LEVAS ]in_uﬂh‘ﬁu‘x JECY 334 -4 in ) L85 ‘:?1‘\ 148 3365
:!—‘Mz‘uﬂinmklﬁ CoME g e L BT AL A0S A
District 1 otal G R LR YA 497

Understanding the problem

+ Speed is a factor in accidents and also severity of injury sustained

+ Speed calming features can reduce both aceidents and injuries resulting

from accidents that do oceur
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Speed = accidents, injuries

1m,{7‘._¢ O — =—ry
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e /’ {1 = '~ - Hannawaid & Kavar (2004)
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Figure 1. The fatality rate of pedestrians in crashes with passenger cars as function of the collision
spaed (Fom Rosen et af, 20711},

30 mph =48.3 km/h
45 mph = 72.4 km/h

Understanding the problem

+ Cross Street and surrounding neighborhoods the site of frequent aceidents
+ Average of just over 10 per year for 2012-2016
+ Median is 10

+ Major intersections are typical locations
+ Brighton and Cross
+ Alexander and Cross
* Channing and Cross

« Lake and Cross

« Minor intersections, also:
« Winn Brook area a common location
© Waterhouse and Cross
* Prost & Munroe

+ One fatality in last 10 years close to Alexander and Cross intersection

3/9/17
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Thoughts...

+ Already in use on Cross Street (at Winn Brook)

« Inexpensive and effective at reducing speed/accidents
- Police enforcement is expensive (per hour) and intermiitent

+ Breaks up Cross Street “straight away” discouraging motorists from
“flooring it”

+ Increases safety, esp. around Winn Brook school zone

+ Increasingly common response to “Waze effect” and changing traffic flows

, ] ]
Everyone’s doing it!
- 5 i “Using crosswalks, wider sidewalks and
traffic lights, these transportation

@ USATODAY engineers aim to make neighborhood
s e [ - o traffic slow, safe, and friendly for
Waze and other traffic dodging spps prompt cilies to £ pedestrians — not send frustrated
game the algorithmis K 5 »
= commuters barreling down side roads.
-- USA Today
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Date: 2/28/2017

To:  Traffic Advisory Committee, Belmont MA
Homer Municipal Building, 2" Floor
19 Moore Street, Belmont MA 02478-0900

Need to limit Brighton Street Traffic during rush hours...

Over the last few years, and in order to avoid the route 2 rotary, commuters have started using the
Route 60 and Lake Street exits to come down Brighton Street on their way to and from work. As a
result, rush hour has turned our beautiful neighborhood into a parking lot full of fumes.

The situation has become quite dire and we need to do something about it soon: pollution has caused
all flowers, plants, trees and houses to be filled with soot, no one dares to open their window for fresh
air, the rush-hour traffic jams are causing all sorts of problems on Brighton Street for pedestrians,
and drivers, including being a major factor in the tragic train accident that took place recently.
Ironically, most of that traffic is for commuters passing through Belmont to Cambridge and Boston,
and therefore has nothing to do with our town. Limiting traffic on state routes may involve state
legislators, but Brighton Street is strictly a town street, rather than a state route, and therefore it
should be the prerogative of the town to limit access to abutters only during rush hours.

The simplest solution, and the one that can be implemented promptly without the need for state
legislation, is to place “no turn signs except for abutters during rush hours”. This is best done by
tackling the problem right at the source near Route 2 for the morning rush hour and near concord
Avenue for the afternoon rush hour. This will dramatically reduce traffic on Brighton Street, and will
not increase other traffic in Belmont because the alternative Belmont detours will not make it easier
for commuters that have been using Brighton Street to avoid the route 2 rotary.

There are other more comprehensive approaches that would help such as restricting the
exit/entrance ramps from Route 2 to Belmont during rush-hours, or imposing a “Congestion Charge”
on traffic going through Belmont during rush-hours (except for abutters and possibly HOV and low
emission vehicles), as is done in central London to limit commuter traffic. However, these other
approaches would possibly require state legislation and the expansion of the project to involve other
neighboring towns, and would be costly and take a very long time to achieve.

The simplest solution outlined above is the most appropriate at this point, with others possibly being
considered for the future. Note that the need is very dire, and that the side-streets that currently have
signs stopping traffic during rush-hours are contributing to making things worse for Brighton Street
traffic! The simple signs we envision near route 2 and near Concord Avenue would solve the traffic

problems for Brighton Street as well as all the nearby side-streets.

Thank you,

T——t———_

Camille F. Fuleihan, PhD
3 Sandrick Rd, Belmont MA
Tel: (617) 489-0818; Email:cammouli@comcast.net

*Supporting signatures on following pages.
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W.L. Chenery Middle School: Weekly Staff Bulletin
Monday, January 23, 2017

(M)  2:30-3:30 SEL Steering Committee Meeting (Preparation for 2/8)
(M 2:30-3:30 BEA Joint Labor-Management Meeting

(W)  2:30-3:30 PLT Meeting

(Th)  7:00pm CMS Fine & Performing Arts: CMS Honors Concert
(F) All Day Last Day of Quarter #2
(F) 7:00pm CMS Student Council: Ice Skating Night

Parking: | am working with Lt. Ben Mailhot of the Belmont Police Department's Traffic Division,
as well as the town’s Traffic Advisory Committee, on creating a new parking plan for Chenery
Teachers. As someone who occasionally has to leave mid-day for a meeting and returns to find
no spots left in the lot, | know how frustrating it can be to find alternative parking. | also know
what it is like to be yelled at by a neighbor for parking along a side road. Looking forward, we
will be engaging the neighborhood -- an extension of the work we have done thus far working
with abutters on the modular classrooms -- to try to have a better relationship and establish a
more clear parking and sharing conversation. Until then, please note the following limitations

which are already in existence:

Please do not park on Branchaud Road. That road is classified as a “non-conforming”
road and any extra cars causes a lot of difficulty on such a narrow road.

Please be aware of where you park on Selwyn Road; if possible, please do not park
near a driveway (or opposite of a driveway, as it can be difficult to back out).

Please remember to display your parking badge on your rearview mirror.

Please do not pull your car up onto a curb or sidewalk.

Planning for 2017-2018: Although it seems early in January, it is already time to start thinking
about next year. Specifically, there are three big topics on our collective docket:

Team Structure: Which teachers will be joined to make a team? This is the first question
that must be answered in terms of planning for next year. As such, it should be
answered by May at the latest.

Team Location: What classrooms will team teachers be assigned to? It is important to
consider how room locations impact our students’ learning experiences. These
decisions should be made long before we depart for summer, not in June or July.

Class Placement: | would like to have students -- at very least all of our specific
populations (IEP, 504, ELL, METCO, Opportunities Program, etc) -- placed before we
leave for the summer.

A few points worth noting before we begin tackling these topics in earnest:

1.

| understand that these are big issues and, as such, they may be anxiety provoking.
Therefore, they will not be done quickly nor thoughtlessly. Teacher input will be central

to the process.



5.

I understand that these topics have not been annual topics of conversation for Chenery.
It is my belief -- and my experience as a school leader -- that these should be a
conversation that we engage in every single year. It is a hallmark of what good schools
do.

Our goal is not to simply “shake things up” nor to make “change for the sake of change.”
In fact, the net result of our conversations may be that no change is necessary. If that is
the case then we are perfectly fine with that, so long as we can say with a straight face
that we have had the conversation, thought of all the different the options, and made as
informed a decision as possible.

No decision has yet been made on any of these topics. In fact, Torrance, Jon, and |
have strictly avoided coming up with a plan ahead of time. Instead, all of our
conversations have been on the same topic: What is the most effective way to accept
feedback from teachers?

Our guiding question for all of these conversations will be the same: Can we organize
ourselves in a way that would be better for students?

I know these three items have been topics of conversation at recent grade-level meetings with
Jon and Torrance, and they will continue to have a more-or-less permanent place on GLM
agendas moving forward. We will begin reaching out to teachers starting this week to schedule
conversations on all three of these topics.

Looking Ahead/Save the Date:

Grade 7 Presentation: On Wednesday, 2/8/2017 @ 8:40-9:40 (Session 1: Students from
7-1 and 7-2) and 10:40-11:40 (Session 2: Students from 7-3) in the Auditorium the
Chenery PTO will sponsor an assembly on “Heat and Temperature” through the Museum
of Science

Grade 8 Assembly: On Tuesday, 2/28/2017 @8:30-9:15 in the Auditorium students will
participate in a Course Selection Introduction Assembly for BHS.

Grade 6 Presentation: On Wednesday, 3/29/2017 @ 9:30-10:15am in the Auditorium the
Chenery PTO will sponsor an assembly entitled, “Mythmasters.” Teams to be
determined after next grade level meeting. Extended Homeroom will be postponed for
the first group.

Grade 8 Presentation: On Wednesday, 5/3/2017 @ 8:05-9:05 (Session 1: Students from
8-1 and 8-3) and 9:15-10:15 (Session 2: Students from 8-2) in the Auditorium the
Chenery PTO will sponsor an assembly on “Music for Social Change” by Alastair Moock.
Grade 8 Presentation: On Wednesday, 5/24/2017 @ 8:05-9:05 (Session 1: Students
from 8-1 and 8-3) and 9:15-10:15 (Session 2: Students from 8-2) in the Auditorium the
Chenery PTO will sponsor an assembly on “The Trial of Anthony Burns.”

Grade 5 Presentation: On Wednesday, 5/31/2017 @ 8:30-9:15 and 9:30-10:15 in the
Auditorium the Chenery PTO will sponsor an assembly on Ben Franklin

From your Lower School Assistant Principal:

On Tuesday, 1/24/2017 @ 8:00-8:45 in the Auditorium the Chenery PTO will sponsor an
assembly for the entire grade entitled, “Simple Machines Made Fun.” Follow-up “break
out sessions” will follow on January 24, 26, and 27. Grade 5 teachers have been given a
schedule for breakout sessions. It will be re-sent. Due to the number of breakout
sessions needed we regret that we could not avoid scheduling the first session during
UAtime. An email describing the details of the 8:00am assembly will be sent separately.



From your Upper School Assistant Principal:

e Grade-Level (8th) Meeting This Week: We will meet on Friday, 1/27 during F1 in Room
322. The agenda and updated minutes will be posted later in the week. Feel free to add
items to the agenda when it is ready.

e Middle-Level Learning: As we begin our middle-level learning discussions during our
“Planting a Seed” Series at grade-level meetings, feel free to peruse, read, and research
the Association of Middle Level Education (AMLE) website when you have some time.
Go to www.amle.org. On the left-hand column, choose “Browse by Topic” and find a
wonderland of middle-level learning topics. See me in person if you have any
questions—and stay tuned for more information in the coming weeks.

Thank you.



Clancx, Glenn

From: McAllister, Michael <MMcAllister@belmont.k12.ma.us>
Sent: Thursday, March 09, 2017 12:40 AM

To: 'mary_gorman@comcast.net’

Cc ‘bmailhot@belmontpd.org’; Clancy, Glenn

Subject: RE: Selwyn/Hurd Rd parking

Attachments: StaffBulletin_WeekOf1.23.2017 pdf

Hi Mary Beth,

Thanks for this communication. | regret that it has taken me so long to get back to you. Considering the importance of
your inquiry, you deserved a more timely response.

I met with Sgt. Mailhot (CC'd here so that he is in the loop) of the BPD Traffic Division on Monday, January 9™, to do a
“drive through” of the entire neighborhood. From that meeting, we agreed to do two things:

1. Sgt. Mailhot agreed to map out a more specific site plan for our teachers.

2. lagreed to communicate more clearly with my teachers about the parking expectations throughout the Chenery
neighborhood, which I have done several times in our weekly staff bulletins. A sample of one of those
communication is attached to this message for your reference (see item #1).

We are in the process of completing those two tasks currently.

As for a follow-up meeting, | am assuming that you are referring to a Traffic Advisory Meeting (rather than a Chenery-
based meeting of neighborhood residents). If that is the case | am unaware of the TAC’s schedule moving forward. |
reassured Glenn Clancy and Sgt Mailhot that | would be willing to attend any future TAC meetings if | can be helpful. If
you hear of any upcoming meetings please let me know. | think your decision to check with Glenn about that meeting is
the right one. To ensure that both men are in the loop | am CC'ing them here.

Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns.

Respectfully,
Mike

From: mary gorman@®comcast.net [mailto:mary gorman@comcast.net]
Sent: Wednesday, March 01, 2017 9:24 AM

To: McAllister, Michael

Subject: Selwyn/Hurd Rd parking

Good morning Mr. McAllister, | am a Hurd Rd. resident and am reaching to you as a result of the lack
of follow up from a traffic/parking advisory board meeting that | and several residents of Selwyn and
Hurd Rd attended in December 2016 . | understand that process takes time however we were
informed that we would have a follow up meeting in February and as of today, it is my understanding
that one has not yet been scheduled. | understand that the police department was going to meet with
you and provide you with summary of our December 2016 meeting that included some very good
suggestions on how to remedy the overflow of Chenery Staff parking on Selwyn and now Hurd which
is very disruptive to the residents basic needs of pulling in and out driveways as well as parking in
front of our own homes. The issue of non enforcement of the traffic laws due to the change in shift of
the police department in the morning were also discussed. To this day this has not yet been resolved
as staff and parents and school bus drivers continuously take a left hand turn out of the staff parking
lot and drive down Selwyn and/or Hurd to either park or simply get on with their day.

1



| left a voice mail for Glenn Clancy this morning and | am hoping that between the two of you, the ball
will get moving on this issue. | suggested to Mr. Clancy that all residents of surrounding streets be
notified of the next meeting so we can speed up the process and come to a resolution as soon as

possible.

| thank your for your anticipated cooperation.

Mary Beth Gorman

35 Hurd Rd.

Belmont Ma 02478

H 617 489 3373

C 617 932 9246
mary_gorman@comcast.net




Stephanie Pollack, Secretary & CEO Massachusetts Department of Transportation
Thomas J. Tinlin, Administrator Hfghrway Div?slon “

Charles D. Baker, Governor ’) P -
Karyn E. Polito, Lieutenant Governor < Nrsis dSnB
-

October 17, 2016

Dear Municipal Official:

I 'am pleased to provide the attached information/guidance relative to the recent passage of
Sections 193 and 194 of Chapter 218 of the Acts of 2016 regarding changes to the Speed
Limit Regulations under Chapter 90, Sections 17 and 18 that was signed by Governor Baker
on August 9, 2016. The new statutes become effective on November 7, 2016.

In preparing this guidance it is MassDOT’s goal to present a consistent approach on the
local implementation of these statutes with respect to the most recent traffic engineering
recommendations of MassDOT, the 2009 Federal Manual on Uniform Traffic Control
Devices (MUTCD), and The Massachusetts Amendments to the MUTCD (2012). It is our
opinion that it is imperative to create a uniform implementation by municipalities that
decide to adopt these statutes which will ultimately increase their effectiveness on a
statewide basis. These recommendations have been made and are hereby presented as the
Official Standards of MassDOT, as authorized by Chapter 85, Section 2 of the Massachusetts
General Laws. MassDOT will, upon the request of local authorities, advise municipalities on

all aspects of these regulations.

Attached please find a series of Frequently Asked Questions regarding the new legislation
and speed zoning in general. The MassDOT Speed Limit website will keep the FAQs up to
date based upon feedback and also has a comprehensive explanation of all things speed

limit related in Massachusetts. Please visit it at:

Sincerely,
[signature on original]

Neil E. Boudreau
State Traffic Engineer

Encl.: Speed Limit FAQs



Frequently Asked Questions on Speed Limits

Q1. What are the laws and regulations that govern speed limits in
Massachusetts?

Al. Section 17 and Section 18 of Chapter 90 of the Massachusetts General
Laws (MGL c. 90 §§ 17 and 18) dictates the requirements for establishing
posted speed limits and the statutory speed limits on all other streets and
highways. In addition, MassDOT and all municipalities are required by MGL c.
85 § 2 to follow the standards stated Manual on Uniform Traffic Control/
Devices (MUTCD) for the posting of speed limit signage.

Q2. What is a regulatory speed limit?

A2. With certain exceptions noted below, a regulatory speed limit is one that
has a Special Speed Regulation and speed limit signs posted per MGL c. 90
& 18. A special speed regulation is established by conducting an engineering
study, having the authority responsible for legislating municipal traffic code
approve the proposed speed zones (city- and town-owned ways, only),
submitting the study and proposed speed zones to MassDOT, having a
special speed regulation duly approved by the MassDOT Traffic and Safety
Engineering Section and the Registry of Motor Vehicles, and, lastly,

erecting standard speed limit signage.

The Section 2B.13 of the MUTCD also states that, "Speed zones (other than
statutory speed limits) shall only be established on the basis of an
engineering study that has been performed in accordance with traffic
engineering practices. The engineering study shall include an analysis of the
current speed distribution of free-flowing vehicles." To comply with this
statement, MassDOT has established Procedures for Speed Zoning, where all
of the details for the required engineering study may be found.

Q3. How does a municipality create a Special Speed Regulation on a
city- or town-owned way?

A3. Full details on the procedure for creating Special Speed Regulations may
be found in the MassDOT Procedures for Speed Zoning. The following is a
summary of the process:

1. Request sent by city/town to MassDOT District Office.
2. MassDOT will meet with city/town for detailed explanation of procedures (if

requested).

Speed Limits: Frequently Asked Questions
https://www.massdot.state.ma.us/highway/Departments/TrafficandSafetyEngineering/SpeedLimits/FrequentlyAskedQuestions.aspx



3. City/town will submit proposed speed zones along with engineering
justification and backup data.

4. Submittal reviewed by MassDOT District Office and Traffic & Safety
Engineering Section.

5. If approved by MassDOT, special speed regulation prepared by MassDOT
Traffic & Safety Engineering Section.

6. Regulation approved by city/town body that governs the municipal traffic
code.

7. MassDOT Traffic & Safety Engineering Section and Registry of Motor Vehicles
signs off on approved regulation.

8. Speed limit signs are erected by city/town. Speed limit is now enforceable.

Q4. What is a statutory speed limit?

A4. Statutory speed limits exist in the absence of special speed regulations
and official posted speed limits. MGL c. 90 § 17 requires that drivers operate
motor vehicles at a rate of speed that is no greater than reasonable and
proper with regard to the use of the road and safety of the public.
Reasonable and proper speeds are defined as:

= 20 mph in a school zone;

= 30 mph in thickly settled or business district for at least 1/8 of a mile;

= 40 mph on an undivided way outside of a thickly settled or business district
for at least 1/4 of a mile; and

= 50 mph on a divided way outside of a thickly settled or business district for

at least 1/4 of a mile.

Section 2B.13 of the MUTCD does not require an engineering study to
establish a statutory speed limit since they are set based upon geographic
criteria in the absence of a speed regulation. However, with the exception to
the types noted in Question 8, statutory speed limits do not include posted
signs.

Q5. What is a thickly settled or business district?

A5. MGL c. 90 § 1 of the MGL defines a thickly settled or business district as,
"the territory contiguous to any way which is built up with structures
devoted to business, or the territory contiguous to any way where dwelling
houses are situated at such distances as will average less than two hundred
feet between them for a distance of a quarter of a mile or over."

Q6. How does the new speed limit legislation passed in 2016 affect
my town?

Speed Limits: Frequently Asked Questions
https://www.massdot.state.ma.us/highway/Departments/TrafficandSafetyEngineering/SpeedLimits/FrequentlyAskedQuestions.aspx



A6. Sections 193 and 194 of Chapter 218 of the Acts of 2016 creates two
new sections to Chapter 90 of the MGL:

Section 193 allows the municipality to opt-in to MGL ¢. 90 § 17C, thereby
reducing the statutory speed limit from 30 mph to 25 mph on any or all city-
or town-owned roadways within a thickly settled or business district. The
legislation also requires cities and towns to notify MassDOT of these changes.
Section 194 creates MGL c¢. 90 § 18B, allowing municipalities to establish
regulatory 20 mph safety zones. Since this creates a regulatory speed limit,
the MUTCD requires an engineering study prior to the establishment of the
the safety zone and it should conform to the guidance found in the MassDOT

Procedures for Speed Zoning.

Q7. If a city or town opts-in to Section 193 of Chapter 218 of the
Acts of 2016, will that supersede any existing posted speed limit?

A7. No. This legislation only affects streets that are currently governed by a
statutory speed limit. If an existing special speed regulation is in place, it will
continue to govern.

Q8. Can cities and towns post their own speed limits?

A8. Standard speed limit signs may only be posted upon the establishment
of a regulatory speed limit per MGL c. 90 § 18 and the MassDOT Procedures
for Speed Zoning. However, there are other speed-related signs that cities
and towns may elect to post upon completion of proper engineering studies:

Municipalities that opt-in to Section 193 of Chapter 218 of the Acts of

2016 on a city- or town-wide basis may post Thickly Settled Speed Limit 25
Unless Otherwise Posted (MassDOT code MA-R2-9A or MA-R2-9B) signs at
jurisdictional boundaries. MassDOT recommends that, if a city or town is
considering opting-in to this legislation, that it is done so for the entire
municipality to avoid potential confusion for drivers.

Municipalities that opt-in to Section 193 of Chapter 218 of the Acts of

2016 on a street-by-street basis may post Thickly Settled District 25 MPH
(MassDOT code MA-W13-4) signs at the upstream ends of street.

School Zone speed limits may be posted if established under the standards of
the MA Amendments to the MUTCD.

Safety Zone speed limits may be posted and should follow MassDOT
guidelines, as described in Q9.

Q9. What is the process for establishing Safety Zone speed limits?

Speed Limits: Frequently Asked Questions
https://www.massdot.state.ma.us/highway/Departments/TrafficandSafetyEngineering/SpeedLimits/FrequentlyAskedQuestions.aspx



Safety Zone speed limits are the only regulatory speed limits that
municipalities can adopt without prior approval from MassDOT. Safety Zones
cannot, however, be placed on State Highway without MassDOT approval.

Speed limits within a Safety Zone must be set at 20 mph and are intended
to be used in areas where vulnerable road users are likely to be present.
Examples of such areas are: parks and playgrounds, senior citizen housing
and centers, hospitals or other medical facilities, high schools and higher
education centers, and daycare facilities. Note that Safety Zones should not
be used in place of School Zones for streets adjacent to grades 1-8 schools.

To establish a Safety Zone, MassDOT has developed the following minimum
criteria:

« The street should be adjacent to a land use that is likely to attract vulnerable

road users.

= The Safety Zone should contain one or more areas that have potential
conflicts between motor vehicles and vulnerable road users that warrant a
reduction in speeds such as crosswalks, driveways, or side streets.

» The minimum length of the Safety Zone should be at least 1/4 of a mile and
it should not extend more than 500' beyond a side street unless an applicable
land use continues along the adjacent block.

Regulatory speed limit signs are required to conform to the MUTCD, per MGL
c. 85 § 2. Therefore, an engineering study must be performed to validate
the posting of signage. The engineering study shall include an analysis of the
current speed distribution of free-flowing vehicles.

In an area where a legal Special Speed Regulation has been enacted, the
Safety Zone should be terminated with a Speed Limit (MUTCD code R2-1)
sign that corresponds to the regulatory limit shown in the regulation. If the
Safety Zone is in an area that has no Special Speed Regulation, it should be
terminated with an End Speed Zone (MassDOT code MA-R2-7) sign.

Cities and towns are also responsible for modifying their Municipal Traffic
Code to reflect the locations of all Safety Zones prior to the posting any

signage.

Q10. Can speed limits be added or modified on city or town ways
that have been constructed or reconstructed through a Federal Aid

Project?

A10. All Federal Aid Projects in Massachusetts should have an executed
Traffic Control Agreement signed between the municipality and MassDOT.
The Traffic Control Agreement requires the city or town to maintain all traffic

Speed Limits: Frequently Asked Questions
https://www.massdot.state.ma.us/highway/Departments/TrafficandSafetyEngineering/SpeedLimits/FrequentlyAskedQuestions.aspx



control devices, including signage, in accordance to the approved plans for

that project. Any modifications, including the addition of new signage, must
be approved in advance by MassDOT. To request a modification to a Traffic
Control Agreement, please contact:

Massachusetts Department of Transportation
Highway Division - Traffic & Safety Engineering
Attention: Regulations Engineer

10 Park Plaza, Room 7210

Boston, MA 02116

Q11. Are design drawings available for fabricating speed limit signs?

A11. MassDOT has created the following sign face drawings:

» MA-R2-7 (End Speed Zone);
= MA-R2-8 (Safety Zone Speed Limit 20);
» MA-R2-9A or MA-R2-9B (Thickly Setting Speed Limit 25 Unless Otherwise

Posted); and
» MA-W13-4 (Thickly Settled District 25 MPH).

Other MassDOT standard sign designs may be found on the Traffic & Safety

Engineering's Signs page. All other sign designs may be found in
FHWA's Standard Highway Signs and Markings book.

Speed Limits: Frequently Asked Questions
https://www.massdot.state.ma.us/highway/Departments/TrafficandSafetyEngineering/SpeedLimits/FrequentlyAskedQuestions.aspx



