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CITY OF CLAWSON DOWNTOWN BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN PLAN   

WEB SURVEY  

DOCUMENTATION OF INPUT 
 

Overview 

A web survey was available for two weeks in July and August 2012 for the public to provide 
input on the City of Clawson Downtown Bicycle & Pedestrian Plan.  219 people began the 
survey and 185 completed the entire survey.   

The survey begins by collecting general information about the survey respondents to help 
gauge the survey sample.  It then asks questions regarding road crossing improvements, 
streetscape enhancements and potential bicycle facilities.  

The following pages document the results of the survey.  
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OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY) 
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CROSSING LOCATION A: W 14 MILE AT WASHINGTON 
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CROSSING LOCATION B: W 14 MILE BETWEEN WASHINGTON & MAIN 
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CROSSING LOCATION C: W 14 MILE AT RENSHAW 
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CROSSING LOCATION D: W 14 MILE AT FLORENCE ST/PARE ST 
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CROSSING LOCATION E: W 14 MILE AT HIGH ST/BELLEVUE 
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CROSSING LOCATION F: N MAIN STREET AT BROADACRE AVE 
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CROSSING LOCATION G: N MAIN STREET AT BOWERS AVE 
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CROSSING LOCATION H: S MAIN STREET AT JEFFERSON AVE 
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CROSSING LOCATION I: S MAIN STREET AT MADISON AVE/GARDNER 
AVE 
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CROSSING LOCATION J: S MAIN STREET BETWEEN MADISON AND 
TACOMA 
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BIKE ALTERNATIVE 1: SHARED LANE MARKINGS 

 
 Bicycle would share the outside lane with motor vehicles 

 Bicycle would be located throughout the downtown in front of buisnesses 
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BIKE ALTERNATIVE 2: CYCLE TRACK 

 
• Add 5’ pavement to existing sidewalk for cycle track 
• Bicycle encouraged to travel in one direction with the flow of motor vehicle traffic 
• Cycle track would be highlighted where conflicts occur with motor vehicles at driveways 
• Bike parking would be located at the edge of the commercial core and bicycle would be 

encouraged to park there and then walk to their final destination 
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BIKE ALTERNATIVE 3: BACK ALLEY BIKE ROUTES 

 
• Signed bike routes would guide cyclists to the back entrances of the buildings 
• Bike parking would be located behind the buildings 
• Bicycles would be discouraged from riding on the sidewalks along 14 Mile and Main 

Street in the Downtown 
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CITY OF CLAWSON DOWNTOWN BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN PLAN   

ALTERNATIVES PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE 

DOCUMENTATION OF INPUT 

 

List of Figures 

Public Input 

An Alternative Public Open House was held on August 13, 2012 from 7:00 PM to 9:00 PM for the City of 
Clawson’s Downtown Bicycle & Pedestrian Plan.  Fifteen people attended.  The workshop began with an 
overview of best practices and web survey results. Then alternatives for crossing improvements, bicycle 
facilities and streetscape enhancements were presented. Following the presentation, stations were set-up 
around the room where participants could agree or disagree with a particular alternative and provide 
comments and feedback as well. 

The following pages document the input that was collected during the workshop on the following items.  

1. Mid-Block Crossing Alternatives 

2. Bicycle Facility Alternatives 

3. Enhancements to the Pedestrian Environment 

4. Overview Map 

5. Comment Cards 
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Mid-Block Crossing Alternatives 

Alternatives for 5 potential locations for mid-block crosswalk were developed based in input from the web 
survey.  Participants were asked to select if they “Agree” or “Disagree” with the alternatives for each 
crosswalk location and provide comments.  They were also asked to provide input regarding additional 
enhancements to the crossing, such as landscaping.   

 

8 People Agreed with Alternative A 

2 People Disagreed with Alternative A 

 3 People Agreed with Alternative B 

6 People Disagreed with Alternative B 

Additional Comments for Alternative A:  Additional Comments for Alternative B: 

Agree – Like Closer to Downtown on Main  Agree – Like this idea to break traffic with 

landscaping, could be very visual presentation 

along with safety 

Disagree – Remove Parking  Disagree – Too congested 

Disagree – Bad location for Fire Response, 

vehicle use center lane to by-pass traffic 

 Disagree – Business access 

 

Potential Enhancement for Alternative A: 
 *No Feedback Regarding Potential 

Enhancements for Alternative B 

1 Vote for against Landscaping in Median   

  

  

WEB SURVEY RESULTS (185 PARTICIPANTS) SHOWED THAT 69 PEOPLE THOUGHT  

ALTERNATIVE A WAS IMPORTANT AND 72 PEOPLE THOUGH ALTERNATIVE B WAS 
IMPORTANT 
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3 People Agreed with Alternative A 

2 People Disagreed with Alternative A 

 3 People Agreed with Alternative B 

2 People Disagreed with Alternative B 

Additional Comments for Alternative A:  Additional Comments for Alternative B: 

Agree – More Natural Crossing for the school  Agree – Closer to downtown, less traffic to dodge 

will make easier to park across the street 

Disagree – Don’t like this idea, not needed, too 

close to light 

 Disagree – Don’t think this one is necessary as 

light is just a few yards up 

 

*No feedback regarding Potential Enhancements  for Alternative A or Alternative B  

 

  

WEB SURVEY RESULTS (185 PARTICIPANTS) SHOWED THAT 72 PEOPLE THOUGHT  

ALTERNATIVE A WAS IMPORTANT AND 59 PEOPLE THOUGH ALTERNATIVE B WAS 
IMPORTANT 
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0 People Agreed with Alternative A 

3 People Disagreed with Alternative A 

 8 People Agreed with Alternative B 

3 People Disagreed with Alternative B 

Additional Comments for Alternative A:  Additional Comments for Alternative B: 

Disagree – I think there should only be one 

crossing by Belluve 

 Agree – More synchronized with business 

locations on both sides of 14 Mile (connects to 

higher density easier) 

Disagree – Too busy with open drives  Agree – I like this idea better but would ACO 

work with us? 

Disagree – Bad location for Fire Response, 

vehicle use center lane to by-pass traffic 

 Agree – Preferred, makes large area for bike 

island, a lot of change for ACO? 

  Agree – As long as we can do Bellevue also 

  Disagree – Needs to be moved east 

  Disagree – Stacking Issues 

 

*No Feedback Regarding Potential Enhancements 

for Alternative A  

 Potential Enhancement for Alternative B: 

  1 Vote for Landscaping in Median 

1 Vote against Landscaping in Median 

  1 Vote against Landscaping in Bump-out 

  

  

WEB SURVEY RESULTS (185 PARTICIPANTS) SHOWED THAT 87 PEOPLE THOUGHT THAT 
THIS CROSSING LOCATION WAS IMPORTANT 
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1 Person Agreed with Concept Plan 

7 People Disagreed with Concept Plan 

  

Additional Comments:  Potential Enhancement 

Agree – Crossing should be further east to capture 

the natural 4-way intersection at Bellevue and 2 

schools where children cross 

 1 Vote for Landscaping in Median 

1 Vote against Landscaping in Median 

Disagree – High Street Conflict  1 Vote against Landscape in Bump-out 

Disagree – To be moved to the east  1 Vote for Gateway Treatments 

1 Vote against Gateway Treatments 

Disagree – Move east   

Disagree – Use Guardian Angels School Crossing   

Disagree - Needs to be closer to where light was   

Disagree - Move to east closer to schools   

Disagree – move it east   

 

*Only one 
alternative 
for this 
location 

WEB SURVEY RESULTS (185 PARTICIPANTS) SHOWED THAT 64 PEOPLE THOUGHT THAT 
THIS CROSSING LOCATION WAS IMPORTANT 
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9 People Agreed with Concept Plan 

1 Person Disagreed with Concept Plan 

  

Additional Comments:  Potential Enhancement 

Agree – Worried about the left hand turning  1 Vote against Landscaping in Median 

Agree – Most important to keep pedestrians safe  2 Vote for Gateway Treatments 

1 Vote against Gateway Treatments 

Agree – Need to be careful with restricting left turning 

traffic 

  

Agree – Removing the light was very hard on a lot of 

people 

  

Disagree – Good area but need to move   

Location west to avoid Washington   

Conflict   

Restricted left turn onto S. Main St from same 

Neighborhood 

  

 

*Only one 
alternative 
for this 
location 

WEB SURVEY RESULTS (185 PARTICIPANTS) SHOWED THAT 115 PEOPLE THOUGHT THAT 
THIS CROSSING LOCATION WAS IMPORTANT 
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Bicycle Facility Alternatives 

Since Bike Lanes cannot be added to the main roads in the near-term and the web survey showed that a 
majority of the respondents would be comfortable on a cycle track, this exercise focuses on separated 
pathways along the 14 Mile Road and Main Street.  Two alternatives were presented, a cycle track and a 
wide sidewalk.  Participants were asked were asked to select if they “Agree” or “Disagree” with the 
presented alternatives. There was also an area for participants to provide other suggestions.   

 

5 People Agreed With Alternative A: Cycle Track 

2 People Disagreed with Alternative A: Cycle Track 

Additional Comments: 

 Agree - Separate walkers with earphones from cyclists coming from behind 

 Agree – Shows sidewalk shared, safer for bikers and noticeable different for vehicles 

 Agree Should be augmented by signage at driveways with blind spots; either warn bicyclists to 

watch for cars , or cars to watch for bicyclists or both 
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3 People Agreed With Alternative B: Wide Sidewalk 

3 People Disagreed with Alternative B: Wide Sidewalk 

Additional Comments: 

 Agree – Large, clean looking, better for drivers. Safer! 

 Agree – Change ordinance 

 Disagree – Crosswalk lines too often disregarded by cars 
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Enhancements to the Pedestrian Environment 

Based on feedback from the web survey, the following streetscape enhancements were presented. 
Participants were asked to select if “Like” or “Dislike” the presented alternatives.  There was also an area 
for participants to provide other suggestions.  The following documents the number of “Likes” and 
“Dislikes” along with other suggestions. 

 

  

5 

Votes 

0 

Votes 

3 

Votes 

0 

Votes 

1 
Votes 

0 
Votes 

“High Maintenance, 

garbage under seats” 
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0 
Votes 

1 
Votes 

3 

Votes 

0 

Votes 

1 
Votes 

0 
Votes 
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4 

Votes 

0 

Votes 

6 
Votes 

1 
Votes 

2 

Votes 

1 

Votes 
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2 
Votes 

0 
Votes 

5 

Votes 

1 

Votes 

0 
Votes 

3 
Votes 

“Too hard for some 

people to use” 
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1 
Votes 

2 
Votes 

1 

Votes 

2 

Votes 

7 
Votes 

0 
Votes 

“These will walk away” 

“These will walk away” 
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“Bike racks need a place to put child bike trailers. 

What about winter and snow removal?” 

“Love the temporary “seasonal” bike racks as art” 

“Set up apart from our neighbors, welcome 

pedestrians and bikers” 

“If there are tables/chairs they better be bolted 

down or they will be stolen at some point” 

X 
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Overview Map 

A map of Downtown Clawson was provided for participants to provide any additional comment.  The 
following information was provided. 

1. Crossing should be provided in this area closer to schools, bus stop, and natural 4-way 
intersection that formally had light 

 
 
2. Strollers, roller-skates and bikes are not compatible with brick pavers, we need a flat path 

through them 

   

1 

2 
2 

2 
2 
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Comment Cards 

Participants were given the opportunity to share any additional information regarding the project on 

comment cards.  The comments are posted below. 
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CITY OF CLAWSON DOWNTOWN BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN PLAN   

PRELIMINARY PLAN PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE  

DOCUMENTATION OF INPUT 

 

List of Figures 

Public Input 

A Preliminary Plan Open House was held on August 30, 2012 from 7:00 PM to 9:00 PM for the City of 
Clawson’s Downtown Bicycle & Pedestrian Plan.  Seventeen people attended.  The workshop began with 
a presentation of the preliminary plans for crossing improvement, bicycle facilities and streetscape 
enhancements. Following the presentation, stations were set-up around the room where participants 
could provide feedback and agree or disagree with other participant’s comments to help build a 
consensus.  A prioritization worksheet was provided to each participant as well to rank the 
recommendations in order of priority. 

 

The following pages document the input that was collected during the workshop on the following items.  

 Prioritization Exercise 

 Road Crossing Improvements 

 Pedestrian Street Enhancements 

 Bicycle Improvements 
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Prioritization Exercise 

A prioritization worksheet was provided to each participant and they were asked to select if they 
“Generally Agree”, “Need Some Improvements” or “Disagree” with the recommendations at each station 
around the room.  They were also asked to rank the preliminary plan recommendations in order of 
priority. The following is a summary of the input. The table lists the recommendations in order of priority 
and provides a tally of the number of participants who “Generally Agree”, “Need Some Improvements” 
and “Disagree” with the recommendations. 

Rank in Order 
of Priority 
(1 highest) 

Preliminary Plan Recommendation 
Generall
y Agree 

Need Some 
Improvement

s 

Disagre
e 

1 
Crossing Improvements at E 14 Mile at 

Washington 
10 4 1 

2 Crossing Improvement at 14 Mile at Bellevue 10 1 4 

3 Crossing Improvement at S Main at Jefferson 9 2 2 

4 Bicycle Improvements 10 3 1 

5 
Crossing Improvement at 14 Mile at 

Florence/Pare 
10 3 2 

6 
Crossing Improvement at E 14 Mile at 

Church/Renshaw 
10 2 2 

7 
Pedestrian Streetscape Enhancements East 

Side of S Main St 
12 2 0 

8 
Pedestrian Streetscape Enhancements South 

Side of E 14 Mile Rd 
9 3 1 

9 
Pedestrian Streetscape Enhancements West 

Side of S Main St 
9 3 1 

10 Crossing Improvements at N Main at Bowers 8 1 5 

11 
Crossing Improvements at E 14 Mile between 

Washington & Main 
5 3 6 

 

Additionally, comment sheets were provided at each station where participants were asked to provide 

specific comments regarding that stations recommendations. Participants were then asked to “Agree” or 

“Disagree” with other people comments to help built a consensus.  

In order of priority, the following pages give an overview of the recommendations and summarize the 

input for each station.  



A70 
 

   



A71 
 

CONCEPTUAL DESIGN: 

 
 

Overall Priority Rank (1 highest, 11 lowest):  

1 

 

Participants reactions to recommendations:  

Generally Agree  Need Some Improvements Disagree 

10 4 1 

 

Participants Comments: 
Number of 
Participants that 
AGREED 

Number of 
Participants that 
DISAGREED 

Need a crossing island at this location 4 1 

Don’t Like Decorations on a Safety Device 0 1 

Good Location, need to be Staggered Design 2 0 

Define need for a safe crossing (seniors) 2 0 

Good Concept 3 2 

Need to link to Main/14 Mile Light with required 
delay to keep reasonable traffic flow 

0 0 

Most important serves students and seniors entry 
gateway to downtown 

3 0 
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Crossing Improvement:  E 14 Mile and Bellevue 
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CONCEPTUAL DESIGN: 

 
 

Overall Priority Rank (1 highest, 11 lowest):  

2 

 

Participants reactions to recommendations:  

Generally Agree  Need Some Improvements Disagree 

10 1 4 

 

Participants Comments: 
Number of 
Participants that 
AGREED 

Number of 
Participants that 
DISAGREED 

This crossing is very important to the church school 
and day care and is about half-way between lights 

3 1 

This looks like left turns to Bellevue are Prohibited 2 1 

Overhead lighting is definite improvement 2 0 

Excellent solution for this location, then one of the 
Florence/Pare/Renshaw becomes other crossings east 
of Main St 

3 1 

Best Location for a Pedestrian Island, Important for 
school crossing and speed reduction 

3 1 

People speed through here and this would slow them 
down 

0 0 
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Crossing Improvement: S Main St and Jefferson Ave 
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CONCEPTUAL DESIGN: 

 
 

Overall Priority Rank (1 highest, 11 lowest):  

3 

 

Participants reactions to recommendations:  

Generally Agree  Need Some Improvements Disagree 

9 2 2 

 

Participants Comments: 
Number of 
Participants that 
AGREED 

Number of 
Participants that 
DISAGREED 

Would be beneficial for downtown pedestrian traffic 3 1 

Great improvement for our walking citizens 1 0 

Restricts traffic in an already congested area 0 0 

Without an island, how will traffic slow and protect 
people in crosswalk 

0 0 
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Bicycle Improvements 
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Overall Priority Rank (1 highest, 11 lowest):  

4 

 

Participants reactions to recommendations:  

Generally Agree  Need Some Improvements Disagree 

10 3 1 

 

Participants Comments: 
Number of 
Participants that 
AGREED 

Number of 
Participants that 
DISAGREED 

Reminder signs regarding no sidewalk riding needed 
at bike racks.  Where are the seasonal racks stored 
when not in use? 

2 0 

Need to link Clawson Bike Route to Troy and Royal 
Oak routes, need bike traffic into Clawson 

2 0 

Clawson Bike Riders already know where to ride and 
park 

0 2 

Not interested in on-street bicycle parking 0 2 
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Crossing Improvement:  E 14 Mile and Florence/Pare 
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CONCEPTUAL DESIGN: 

 
 

Overall Priority Rank (1 highest, 11 lowest):  

5 

 

Participants reactions to recommendations:  

Generally Agree  Need Some Improvements Disagree 

10 3 2 

 

Participants Comments: 
Number of 
Participants that 
AGREED 

Number of 
Participants that 
DISAGREED 

This should be replaced with location east of 
Bellevue, do not need both this and Renshaw, pick 
one 

3 1 

The Bellevue Location is more Beneficial 2 1 

Gateway and Bike Route 3 0 

Only reason this location in bike route which could be 
changed 

0 0 

Do Bellevue or Pare 0 0 
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Crossing Improvement:  E 14 Mile and Church/Renshaw 
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CONCEPTUAL DESIGN: 

 
 

Overall Priority Rank (1 highest, 11 lowest):  

6 

 

Participants reactions to recommendations:  

Generally Agree  Need Some Improvements Disagree 

10 2 2 

 

Participants Comments: 
Number of 
Participants that 
AGREED 

Number of 
Participants that 
DISAGREED 

Good location and concept 3 0 

Definite crossing at this location 2 0 

Good location, need stagger crossing 2 0 

Good location for pedestrian traffic 2 0 

Need only one crossing not 3 in 2 blocks 1 0 
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Streetscape Enhancement:  East Side of S Main St 
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CONCEPTUAL DESIGN: 

 
 

Overall Priority Rank (1 highest, 11 lowest):  

7 

 

Participants reactions to recommendations:  

Generally Agree  Need Some Improvements Disagree 

12 2 0 

 

Participants Comments: 
Number of 
Participants that 
AGREED 

Number of 
Participants that 
DISAGREED 

The space is available at this area for planters 6 0 

This is a good gathering place and convenient for 
movie night and car show 

0 2 

Who is sitting here? Add seating then there is activity 0 0 
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Streetscape Enhancement:  South Side of E 14 Mile 
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CONCEPTUAL DESIGN: 

 
 

Overall Priority Rank (1 highest, 11 lowest):  

8 

 

Participants reactions to recommendations:  

Generally Agree  Need Some Improvements Disagree 

9 3 1 

 

Participants Comments: 
Number of 
Participants that 
AGREED 

Number of 
Participants that 
DISAGREED 

Not required, maintenance issues for snow removal 1 1 

Okay if inexpensive 3 0 

Will enhance some of our older buildings 1 0 

Good improvement, needs lots of landscaping 2 0 

Planters on outside of sidewalk 1 0 
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Streetscape Enhancement:  West Side of S Main St 
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CONCEPTUAL DESIGN: 

 
 

Overall Priority Rank (1 highest, 11 lowest):  

9 

 

Participants reactions to recommendations:  

Generally Agree  Need Some Improvements Disagree 

9 3 1 

 

Participants Comments: 
Number of 
Participants that 
AGREED 

Number of 
Participants that 
DISAGREED 

Do not feel this is worth parking loss 0 2 

There is plenty of parking in town 3 0 

Good Concept 4 0 

Who need to sit here? 0 0 

Who is going to maintain? 0 0 

Don’t like to lose parking spot for planter 0 1 
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Crossing Improvement:  N Main St at Bowers 
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CONCEPTUAL DESIGN: 

 
 

Overall Priority Rank (1 highest, 11 lowest):  

10 

 

Participants reactions to recommendations:  

Generally Agree  Need Some Improvements Disagree 

8 1 5 

 

Participants Comments: 
Number of 
Participants that 
AGREED 

Number of 
Participants that 
DISAGREED 

I think this is bad for traffic and too close to the light 
crossing 

2 3 

Would disrupt traffic flow, too close to light 1 1 

Provides additional crossing point for high school and 
middle school students from east of Main St 

1 0 
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Crossing Improvement:  W 14 Mile between Washington and 

Main 
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CONCEPTUAL DESIGN: 

 
 

Overall Priority Rank (1 highest, 11 lowest):  

11 

 

Participants reactions to recommendations:  

Generally Agree  Need Some Improvements Disagree 

5 3 6 

 

Participants Comments: 
Number of 
Participants that 
AGREED 

Number of 
Participants that 
DISAGREED 

Not required that this location 3 2 

Okay if low cost 4 0 

Will be needed in future 1 0 
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OVERVIEW OF SELECTED TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES 

RECTANGULAR RAPID FLASH BEACON 

 
 

Description: 

Actuated Rectangular Rapid Flash Beacons are high 
intensity LED flashers that are paired with crosswalk 
signs.  The LED flashers alternate and get motorists 
attention when activated. They can be passively or 
push-button activated and are sometimes linked to 
advanced warning signs. Various manufacturers have 
solar powered models that significantly reduce the cost 
of installation and operation. 

Application: 

These systems are best located at pathway and major 
road intersections or mid-block crosswalks on major 
roadways where pedestrian traffic is sporadic.  Passive 
activation works best when there is a long pedestrian 
approach such as pathway. 
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OVERVIEW OF SELECTED TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES 

PEDESTRIAN HYBRID BEACON 

 
 

Description: 

The Pedestrian Hybrid Beacon, also known as a HAWK signal, is a beacon used to help 
pedestrians cross mid-block where a traditional pedestrian crosswalk signal would be 
inappropriate.   The pedestrian hybrid beacon is similar to an emergency beacon in that the 
signal’s purpose is clearly signed adjacent to the signal.  The signal is kept dark at its resting 
state.  When a pedestrian activates the crossing button, a flashing yellow signal is displayed to 
motorists.  This is followed by a steady yellow then a solid red at which time the pedestrian is 
displayed a walk signal.  During the clearance interval (flashing red hand) motorists see an 
alternating flashing red signal.   Motorists may then proceed if the pedestrian or bicyclist has 
already crossed the road. 

Application: 

These systems work best at mid-block crosswalk locations where there are poor sight lines, 
infrequent usable gaps and/or inability to install a crossing island make an unsignalized crossing 
unsafe.  There generally not installed at or within 100 feet of an intersection. 
 
 
  

Dark Until 
Activated 

Flashing 
Yellow 

Steady Red 
during Walk 

Interval 

Alternating Flashing Red During 
Pedestrian Clearance Interval 

Steady 
Yellow 

Pedestrian Hybrid Beacons are shown to provide up to a 69% reduction in pedestrian crashes 
and up to a 29% reduction in total roadway crashes 
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OVERVIEW OF SELECTED TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES 

CROSSING ISLAND 

 

Description: 

Raised areas that separate lanes of opposing traffic 
and eliminate the need for pedestrians to cross more 
than one direction of traffic at a time. Crossing islands 
increase the visibility of the crosswalk to motorists and 
reduce pedestrian crossing distances.  Crosswalks can 
be staggered to direct the pedestrian views towards 
oncoming traffic and provide more space in the 
median. 
 

Application: 

Crossing islands should be considered for all 
unsignalized marked crosswalks that traverse three or 
more lanes where suitable gaps to cross both 
directions of traffic in one movement are infrequent. 
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