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Eddington Blvd. Realignment

History

Revised PUD; MDOT confirmed
RH realigning Eddington; Dexglgate/ TIA study of Discussion
] el realigned private traffic study Edd-reallgned th RCc;crI:iedsgir with CC as
oroject to Yorktowne to determine if signal | |r:g o:.as ¢ € confirme’d to Next
or ($250,000) is warranted on ;’Ig‘;‘;"; (';’)r(‘) of VIS8 e Steps
5000 2003 2010 o 5015  5/2015

2002 2003 11/2013 4/2015
Office prc:ject ;nade Rez;](ligned PUD expired SC mailed
a realigne Yorktowne ini
Yorktowne a priority could not meet 8/2014 Oﬁgn:;?fescli;\:jey
I conditions or CC created SC to evaluate, held mtg to hear residents”
signal, Eddington  warrants for from residents & discuss alternatives (May 4 due date)
S [y ' signal suggested by land owners (15 ppl attend)

CC = City Council SC = Sub Committee TIA = Transportation Improvement Association
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393 information

packages

mailed to
residents
potentially
Impacted by a

realigned
Eddington
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97 qualified =

responses

returned

(required name &
address)
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30%
24.7% response rate
25%
20% -
M Participation
Rate
15% -
10% -

Survey 2011
Mayoral
Election
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Is Eddington Blvd your M YES W NO
80%

primary road to enter &

leave your neighborhood? S

60% -

= 73.2% Yes 0%

40% -

= 26.8% No el

20% -

10% -

0%
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i Survey Results Summary

Do you avoid the Eddington
Blvd/Rochester Rd
Intersection - safety

concerns / delays?

* 56.3% “avoid” due to
“safety concerns...long

delays...”

» 73.2% say Eddington is their

“primary” entry/exit road

80%

70%

60%

50%

40%

30%

20%

10%

0%

M YES M NO

Primary

Avoid




Eddington Blvd. Realignment

= Survey Results Summary
Scale of 1 to 10 describe

M Easy (1) M1, 2o0r3
exiting Eddington Blvd onto ©8,90r10 M Unsafe (10)

Rochester Rd 00%

= 24.7% rated a “10...very 50%

challenging; long waits; take

some unsafe risks”

= 6.2% rated a “1..relatively 30%

easy, no waiting” 0%

= 5]1.6% rated an 8,9 or 10
10%

= 186Wratedal,2or3
gﬁ'-'?'uts 2 £ O %

Exiting
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Scale of 1 to 10 “...how M Not Important (1) ® 1, 2, or 3
important is a traffic lightata ~ "8?90r10 ez (110)
realigned Eddington / 60%

Drexelgate to you?”
50%

= 56% scored importance of a
traffic light at 8, 9 or 10;

26% scored at 1,2 or 3 30%

40%

= 36% scored traffic light at 50%

“10” Important;
10% -

19% at “1” not important

0%

Light
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-.'Z-.

On ascale of1to
10, how important

Is a traffic light at a |
realigned
Drexelgate/
Eddington to you?

60 important -_

-5 i g £
T

|mp0rtant -4[ & ol
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= Survey Results Summary

: M Ranked #1
“..pleaserank fom1to 7in e
order of importance...”
30%
= 29.58% ranked traffic light #1;
44% ranked in top 3 25% -
= 20.24% ranked cohesive 20% -
development design #1;
15% -

51% in top 3

= 14.12% ranked setback distancesl0% -

from residential #1; 50% in top 3 B

= 15.58% ranked preservation of
#1; 57% in top 3

0% -

Traffic Dev'| Setbacks Berms
Light Design
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