CITY OF NEWTON

IN CITY COUNCIL

TRAFFIC COUNCIL REPORT

THURSDAY, JANUARY 19, 2023

Voting Members Present: Captain Doucette, (Police), Councilor Downs, Mitchell
Fischman (resident), David Koses (DPW) and Isaac Prizant (DPW)

Also Present: Councilors Baker, Greenberg, Grossman, Ryan, Laredo, Jeremy Freudberg,
Alternate Resident Traffic Council Member

City Staff: Jason Sobel, Director of Transportation Operations, Danielle Delaney, Committee
Clerk

Mr. Koses provided a PowerPoint presentation, attached to this report.

TC61-22 COUNCILOR BAKER, LAREDO AND GROSSMAN, requesting to review and
potentially change parking restrictions on Suffolk Road along the curve east of
Kingsbury Road to facilitate safe maneuvering. (Ward 7) [11/27/22 @ 5:42 PM]

ACTION: APPROVED 5-0. Approved the language of TPR 854. TPR 854 creates a
parking prohibition east of Suffolk Road in these areas: North side from
Hammond Street to a point 380 feet westerly; North side, from a point 880
feet west of Hammond Street, 80 feet westerly; and South side, from
Kingsbury Road to a point 160 feet easterly. Two-hour limit remains in
other sections of this stretch of Suffolk Road. This item may be appealed
through the close of business February 8, 2023

NOTE: Council members were provided with a location map, site photos and a
recommendation.

Mr. Koses stated that this area of Suffolk Road is between Hammond Street and Kingsbury Road
but closer to Kingsbury Road. There is a two-hour parking restriction on both sides of the street
in the Traffic and Parking Regulations (TPR). The two-hour limit signs are not posted on the
north side but are posted on the south side. One sign is posted on the north side indicating no
parking, except Sundays and holidays, this is not an official sign in the TPR and will be
removed. There is a duplication on one section of Suffolk Road indicating parking is prohibited
Monday through Saturday, north side from Hammond Street opposite the church including
Saturdays from 7:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. which will be corrected.

The recommendation is to maintain a two-hour parking limit in safe areas. We are
recommending removing parking at all times on the south side near the intersection of Kingsbury
Road, and north side near the church driveway and fire hydrant to open up the difficult sight
lines making it safer.
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Mr. Prizant added that he met with Councilor Baker and created this recommendation.

Sightlines and maneuvering around the curve is difficult. The recommendation will maintain
existing utility poles and existing signposts for new signs.

Councilor Baker stated that this item was docketed due to safety concerns raised by residents.
This portion of Suffolk Road is narrower than 24 feet. The problem is sightline difficulty.
Drivers have been parking on the curves and near the church driveway, which have restricted
visibility and easy access.

Councilors Laredo and Grossman both stated that they support this docket item being approved.

Public Comment

A resident stated that she supports approving this item because it has been an incredible, unsafe
situation for many years. She recommends implementing prohibiting the most parking in this
area as possible. It is difficult to exit driveways. The curves on either side of the church
driveway are incredibly unsafe because of the blind curve.

Mr. Koses stated that if this item is approved, we can always docket an item in the future if we
see that the problem continues to perhaps implement additional parking prohibitions.

Mr. Fischman stated that he supports approving this item. He asked if striping would be
appropriate alerting drivers not to park in the proposed areas. Mr. Koses answered that the
signage should be sufficient. We don’t tend to paint road curves different colors.

Without further discussion, Mr. Koses made a motion to approve this item. Council members
agreed 5-0. Mr. Koses stated that this item may be appealed through the close of business on
February 8, 2023.

TC64-22 COUNCILORS KALIS, LIPOF AND RYAN, requesting to review and possibly
to expand the parking restriction on the section of Greenwood Street between
Brandeis Road and Dudley Street, to help improve safety. (Ward 8) [12/12/22 @
12:27 PM]

ACTION: APPROVED 5-0. Approved the language of TPR 855. TPR 855 expands the
parking prohibition to between 8am and 4pm on school days on the south
side of Greenwood Street between Brandeis Road and Dudley Road. This
item may be appealed through the close of business February 8, 2023.

NOTE: Council members were provided with a location map, site photos and a
recommendation.

Mr. Koses stated that many students park in this area there are issues when cars park on this
section of Greenwood Street making it difficult for buses and other vehicles to traverse the area.
There is a restriction on Greenwood Street, from 8:00 a.m. to 10:00 a.m. school days, but it only
extends from Brandeis Road to about 205 feet up on the south side. Brandeis Road is 26 feet
wide. The road gets narrower heading towards Dudley Road. When cars are parked, it makes it
difficult for buses and cars to get through after 10:00 a.m.
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Two emails were received in support, on file.

The recommendation is to approve this item by expanding and extending the parking restrictions
on school days, extending it from Brandeis Road to Dudley Street from 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m.,
school days.

Councilor Downs asked whether, if approved, this recommendation would remove all parking
from this block. Mr. Koses answered no, only on the south side. Parking on the north side
would remain.

Councilor Ryan stated that after a site visit, even with cars parked on one side, it was still
difficult to travel through the street. The road narrows when it gets up a little further where the
sidewalks stop. She wondered whether restricting just one side would be enough, especially
when it snows. During school times, cars park on both sides of Greenwood Street causing
difficulty for passing vehicles. She stated that she supports approval, but that we may have to
revisit the street in the future. Councilor Ryan then asked why 10:00 a.m. was chosen as the
ending time of the current restriction, and subsequently stated that the three Ward 8 Councilors
support prohibiting parking on both sides of the street.

Mr. Koses stated that Traffic Council generally tries to approve the least restrictive safe
measures first, and if safety issues remain, Traffic Council could revisit it in the future. He
recalled 10:00 a.m. being chosen in hopes of deterring all-day students parking.

Public Comment

A resident stated that he was appreciative that that sign went in but at the time said that it
wouldn't work and it has not worked. The issues have grown. Some days, you have cars parking
on both sides, and vehicles traveling in both directions including commercial vehicles which use
Dudley Street as a cut-through street. The resident supports the recommendation but was not
sure whether the restriction is enough. Drivers are blocking driveways making it difficult to exit
and are blocking fire hydrants. He stated that he would appreciate the police paying attention to
the number of citations that take place on the north side of the street. He stated that he heard his
neighbors that officers regularly issue violations to those parking illegally, including too close to
peoples’ driveways, and fire hydrants. Data would be useful to see whether this behavior can be
resolved.

Mr. Koses stated that parking too close to driveways is an issue, and it happens on many streets,
particularly on streets located near a school. The Traffic Division is well aware of this behavior,
and many tickets issued for parking to close to driveways or fire hydrants. However, this
behavior is not unique, to Greenwood Street.

A resident stated that people still park in the restricted area. Cars are parking too close to the
large intersection. It is difficult to travel when cars are parked and recommends no parking,
either side between east of Brandeis Road to Dudley Street. If people continue to park in the
area it will continue to be too congested.



TRAFFIC COUNCIL REPORT

Thursday, January 19, 2023

page 4

A resident stated that it's it's fairly difficult to handle traffic especially when you have service
vehicles with no place to park and supports restricting parking on both sides.

A resident stated that traffic has gotten much worse and supports restricting parking on both
sides.

Mr. Koses stated that we've heard similar complaints from streets all around the school, not only
on Greenwood Street, because more students are parking on streets around the school. Traffic
Council tends to restrict parking on one side of these streets. However, the more you restrict
parking on one street, the more vehicles simply shift to another street nearby. Safety is of course
the most important consideration but there are some advantages to having some level of parking
on street. Parked cars are natural traffic calming measures.

Mr. Fischman asked whether sidewalks are located on both sides. Mr. Koses answered that
sidewalks are installed on both sides of the first block, the wider section and closer to the school.
The block is the one which is closer to the High School

Mr. Prizant stated that if parking is restricted on both sides it may result in increased driver
speeds.

Councilor Downs stated that she supports the recommendation, and revisit this item in the future,
if necessary.

Without further discussion, Mr. Koses made a motion to approve this item. Council members
agreed 5-0. Mr. Koses stated that this item may be appealed through the close of business on
February 8§, 2023.

TC65-22 DAVID KOSES, TRAFFIC COUNCIL CHAIR AND ISAAC PRIZANT,
TRAFFIC ENGINEER, on the suggestion of the Newton Fire Department,
requesting to restrict parking on both sides of the narrow section of Troy Lane, as
well as around the cul-de-sac, in order to ensure access for trash, recycling and
emergency vehicles. Parking would not be restricted on either side of the wide
section of Troy Lane. (Ward 5) [12/16/22 (@ 10:24 AM]

ACTION: HELD 5-0. This item was held for a long-term trial of the following: Parking
prohibited on Troy Lane, all days, west side, from a point 185 feet south of
Fuller Street, to and including the cul-de-sac. Parking prohibited on Troy
Lane, all days, east side, from a point 300 feet south of Fuller Street, to and
including the cul-de-sac.

NOTE: Council members were provided with a location map, site photos and a
recommendation.

Mr. Koses stated that Troy Lane is a dead-end street with a cul-de-sac. There are no parking
restrictions on either side of the entire street. Troy Lane is 28 to 29 feet wide and then it gets
very narrow to 15 or 16 feet wide. If there's a car that's parked along the narrow section of Troy
Lane, it is possible that emergency, trash and recycling vehicles would not be able to get
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through. The Recycling and Trash Division of DPW has informed the Traffic Council that it

becomes difficult to service Troy Lane when vehicles are parked in the narrow section or around
the cul-de-sac.

Mr. Koses stated that his recommendation is to allow as much legal parking as possible, but
safety is the most important factor. The recommendation is to restrict parking at the approach to
the narrow section all the way to and including the cul-de-sac. Parking would be prohibited, all
days, west side, from a point 185 feet south of Fuller Street, to and including the cul-de-sac, both
sides. Parking would also be prohibited, all days east side, from a point 300 feet south of Fuller
Street, to and including the cul-de-sac, both sides.

Two emails were received in support, on file.

Public Comment:

A resident stated that tenants have probably less connection to City regulations and expectations
about parking, trash removal days, etc. Part of the problem reported by Waste Management is
that the same car parks every week, on the same time blocking the cul-de-sac. Each Tuesday, we
hear the air horn of the trash trucks trying to make their way. The recommendation to limit the
parking on the narrow part of the street will impact residents, visitors and service providers. He
stated that he believes that parking on the east side allows room for trucks and fire trucks to pass,
and suggested limiting any parking in the cul-de-sac because it's not a parking lot. He requested
not to limit parking in the narrow part because cars will start parking on the wider part of the
street.

A resident stated that he has seen more issues with trash trucks and it is not always tenants
parking in the cul-de-sac. He preferred to implement no parking on trash days, rather than no
parking at all in the cul-de-sac. Residents park up on the curb to allow more space. If a parking
restriction is implemented, the wider section will get more congested. In the warmer months,
there are many more cars than the photos in the presentation depict. It is difficult to accept that
residents can’t even park on their own street if a parking prohibition were to be approved.

Mr. Fischman asked whether two cars can pass without going over the curb. A resident
answered yes, sometimes landscapers park on the street, and it's still possible to pass depending
on the size of the car. If a truck does not park close to the curb, at times you have to drive up on
the curb.

Mr. Fischman suggested implementing a trial of no parking during the hours of trash pickup one
day, a week, similar to street cleaning restrictions. If two cars can pass, why can’t a fire truck
pass?

Mr. Koses stated that the Fire Department is concerned about parking on the street and their
ability to access the street in an emergency. It is necessary to balance various concerns, but the
most important issue is for an ambulance, fire trucks, street sweepers and trash trucks to get
through without difficulty.
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Mr. Prizant stated that he could support a trial. The trial would allow us to return to receive

additional feedback. In the meantime, he stated that he would coordinate, take photos and test

access with a fire ladder truck, but he anticipates finding an issue. In the PowerPoint with one car
parked, it shows 8-9 feet remaining. A fire ladder truck is approximately 10 to 10 1/2 feet wide.

Mr. Koses stated that Traffic Council could approve the item as recommended or implement a
trial before permanent changes are made. Mr. Koses briefly described the appeals process.
Councilor Downs stated that she could support a trial and let residents try the proposed
recommendation. If it doesn't work, we return to amend the trial or make it permanent.

Mr. Koses stated that he could support a trial. If Traffic Council approves a trial, we don't have
to wait 20 days to put up the new signs to restrict parking.

Captain Doucette stated that every house on that street has a driveway and has off-street parking.
People enjoy the benefit of parking in front of their homes, but safety is necessary for a fire
engine, ambulance, or police car to adequately get down the street. He also stated that we've had
a light snow this winter so far, but if there were two-foot snow, vehicles couldn't park, never
mind emergency vehicle access. He stated that he would support a trial.

Without further discussion, Councilor Downs made a motion to hold this item. Council members
agreed 5-0.

TCI1-23 DAVID KOSES, TRAFFIC COUNCIL CHAIR, requesting to prohibit u-turns on
Watertown Street, in both directions, between Edinboro Street and Albemarle
Road. (Ward 2) [01/12/23 @ 10:00 AM]

ACTION: APPROVED 5-0. Approved the language of TPR 856. This item may be
appealed through the close of business February 8, 2023.

NOTE: Council members were provided with a location map, site photos and a
recommendation.

Mr. Koses stated that this area abuts the new Newton Early Childhood Program (NECP). The
NECP opened in the old Horace Mann building several weeks ago. This short block of
Watertown Street has one-hour parking on one side and 15-minute zone on the opposite side.
We see U-turn movements happening. It is not safe to have vehicles making U-turns in the
middle of a congested little block, especially with many children nearby. Approving this item
will allow us to install “no U-turn” signs on this block of Watertown Street between Albemarle
Road and Edinboro Street.

Councilor Downs stated that we're seeing a lot of bad behavior on the street. Perhaps additional
safety measures are necessary.

Without further discussion, Mr. Koses made a motion to approve this item. Council members
agreed 5-0. Mr. Koses stated that this item may be appealed through the close of business on
February 8, 2023.
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TC67-22 COUNCILORS DOWNS, GREENBERG, BOWMAN, OLIVER AND LEARY,
requesting that Traffic Council rescind a portion of the existing regulatory speed
limit on Washington Street and Tremont Street in the areas of existing 35 mph
speed regulations between Newton Corner and the Boston City Line. If approved
by Traffic Council, the City Clerk’s office would notify MassDOT of the official
action taken, and MassDOT would subsequently issue a modified Special Speed
Regulation to reflect these changes. If the existing 35 mph Special Speed
Regulations are rescinded in these areas, the statutory speed limit of 25 mph
would be in effect. (Ward 1) [12/21/22 @ 11:23 AM]
ACTION: APPROVED 5-0. Approved the language of TPR 857. This item may be
appealed through the close of business February 8, 2023.

NOTE: Council members were provided with a location map, site photos, current speed
limits for Tremont and Washington Streets as approved by MassDOT, the City and a
recommendation.

Mr. Sobel stated that Washington and Tremont Streets heading westbound, entering the City,
have standard signs indicating thickly settled, speed limit 25-mph citywide, unless posted
otherwise. Signs are posted on about all our major roads when entering the City to inform
drivers of our statutory speed limit of 25-mph in thickly settled areas, which is the case in
Newton because essentially the whole City is a thickly settled area.

In addition to the citywide statutory 25-mph statutory signs at the City boundaries, there are
existing special speed regulations on both Washington and Tremont Streets. For this segment of
both Washington and Tremont Streets, closest to Newton Corner and the Boston City line, the
regulatory speed is 35-mph. As with every regulatory speed limit, the 35-mph regulation
supersedes and takes precedent over the statutory speed limit of 25-mph.

Mr. Sobel provided the current speed limits for Tremont and Washington Streets as approved by
MassDOT and the City. This docket item does not rescind the entire speed regulation but only
the 35-mph regulatory speed limit, maintaining 25-mph.

MassDOT has jurisdiction over all regulatory speed limits. Any new or change in regulatory
speed limit needs to be approved by both MassDOT and the RMV. Newton also needs to
approve and accept any regulatory speed limit. Although speed limits were approved and
previously accepted by the City, the City has the option to rescind a portion of any special speed
regulation and doesn't need MassDOT approval for that action. MassDOT is just notified of that
action and then issues a modified special speed regulation.

The recommendation is for Traffic Council to vote to rescind the 35-mph zones on Washington
and Tremont Streets.

Mr. Koses stated one email was received in support, on file.
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Public Comment

A resident stated that she has been hoping this item would come to fruition. There are schools
in the area with many students crossing which is dangerous even with crosswalks. Drivers speed.
I support rescinding the 35 mph on both Tremont and Washington Streets. If approved, I

recommend enforcement to ensure drivers are abiding by the new lower speed limit.

A resident stated that the conflict between the 25-mph in Boston and 35mph in Newton which is
-‘nuts’. I recommend rescinding the speed regulation on Washington Street, east of the Mass
Pike. The 25-mph regulatory speed limit should be removed because the speed limit no longer
has any effect because it's redundant of the statutory speed limit. It would clarify the Traffic and
Parking Regulations (TPR) by removing the 25-mph sections.

Mr. Sobel stated the statutory speed limits are governed by a different section of state law than
regulatory speed limits. There are differences about how statutory speed limits versus regulatory
speed limits are enforced. The difference in state laws is that if we rescind any regulatory speed
limit, we cannot post a standard regulatory speed limit sign. We would post a sign that says “end
speed zone” and that would notify the public and the police that there is no regulatory speed
limit. We cannot post a 25-mph regulatory sign at that location because it's the statutory citywide
25-mph speed limit. Heading westbound on Washington and Tremont Streets there are statutory
signs that say 25-mph citywide. We would take down the 35-mph regulatory signs but leave up
those statutory signs at the City border for westbound vehicles entering the City. If Traffic
Council maintains the 25-mph regulatory speed limit through Newton Corner, then those existing
25-mph regulatory signs could remain. That is the consequence of rescinding the 25-mph
regulatory speed limit, which he stated that he would not recommend, at this time. If it were
rescinded, we would need to take down those regulatory speed limits as well.

Mr. Koses stated that for vehicles exiting off the Mass Pike into Newton Corner, we want to
have the sign that says, the speed limit is 25-mph. The only way to keep that sign is to keep this
this section of 25-mph as a regulatory speed regulation.

A resident stated that he is not convinced that that's true. Brookline has removed all of their
regulatory speed limits and they have speed limit signs other than at the town border. He stated
that he thinks that MassDOT procedures for speed regulations, speed limit signs are really
confusing. There are 27 roads in the City that have 25-mph regulatory speed limits only. There
are seven non arterial roads that have 30-mph and 35-mph which is ‘nuts’. He stated that he
hopes that Traffic Council will discuss regulatory speed limits until all of the ones more than 25-
mph have been removed from the TPR. It is a step in reducing speeds and making our City
safer.

A resident stated the problem with the speeding is after school hours because traffic is backed up
from Oak Square to the Mass Pike. It would be beneficial to have solar radar speed signs. He
stated that he supports approving a 25-mph speed limit.

Mr. Koses stated that putting in the radar or any type of traffic calming could be a very good
idea, but it's not within the jurisdiction of Traffic Council, all that Traffic Council can do is make
changes to the TPRs, including the speed limit.



TRAFFIC COUNCIL REPORT

Thursday, January 19, 2023

page 9

Mr. Prizant added that DPW does install and maintain radar signs. They have been installed

typically at traffic calming priorities, and areas where speed limits change. We follow the

MassDOT criteria and guidelines. He stated that he thinks that this area could certainly be a

consideration for radar signs. Washington and Tremont Streets are in our traffic calming
evaluation. Reducing the speed limit can go a long way.

A resident asked when, if approved, we will see the 35-mph signs removed. Mr. Koses answered
that we do not know, because we need to follow this process, and this is the first time that we
will be rescinding a regulatory speed limit. We can't remove signs until the steps are followed.

Mr. Freudberg asked what the current speed data is on Washington and Tremont Streets. Mr.
Prizant answered in the report dated 2021, Washington Street between St. James Street and the
town line, had an 85th percentile speed of 34 mph. Tremont Street had an 85th percentile speed
of 29 mph. If this item is approved and we remove the 35-mph signs, that would be an
appropriate time to collect new data because there would have been an official change to
evaluate.

Councilor Greenberg stated that she supports approval of this item and supports the suggestion of
a flashing light once the 35-mph signs are removed alerting drivers there is a speed limit change.

Councilor Downs stated that she strongly supports this and suggests reviewing all 35-mph
locations. People have the tendency to speed. Washington and Tremont Streets have been
heavily burdened with cut through traffic. It is necessary to educate drivers with flashing speed
feedback signs advising them of a new speed limit.

Captain Doucette stated that they can put those speed flashback signs out. The issue is that in the
winter, the battery life dies due to lack of sunlight. In the spring, absolutely.

Mr. Koses asked Captain Doucette how long are the speed flashback signs left at a site. Captain
Doucette responded that it depends and can range between two weeks to a month, and sometimes
longer. It is necessary to find the proper spot where they get enough sunlight so that they will
charge and work properly.

Without further discussion, Councilor Downs made a motion to approve this item. Council
members agreed 5-0. Mr. Koses stated that this item may be appealed through the close of
business on February 8, 2023.

TCI15-19 JASON SOBEL, DIRECTOR OF TRANSPORTATION OPERATIONS,
requesting review and potential change to the mix of long-term and short-term
metered parking spaces along Washington Street in the vicinity of Harvard Street.
(Ward 2) [04/08/19 (@ 10:05 AM]

HELD 4-0 on 04/11/19. Held for a trial to allow for the commissioner of
DPW to assess and make changes to meter time restrictions in the vicinity of
the Washington Street/Harvard Street intersection.

ACTION: APPROVED 5-0. Approved the language of TPR 858. TPR 858 creates five
two-hour parking meters, located between a point 40’ east of Harvard Street
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and a point 150’ east of Harvard Street, south side. This item may be
appealed through the close of business February 8, 2023.

NOTE: Council members were provided with a location map, current parking conditions
and a recommendation.

Mr. Koses stated that this item was discussed in 2019, before the pandemic, the same time that
Garden Remedies opened and there was concern about parking and traffic in the immediate
vicinity before they had their own parking lot.

In 2019, the north side of Washington Street had been two-hour meters and the south side were
all long-term meters. After the traffic signal was installed, four meters were removed east of
Harvard Street on the south side and were converted from long term to short term meters. Since
2019, we revised and updated the Traffic and Parking Regulations (TPR) on Washington Street
matching the existing signage.

The recommendation is to update our TPR to match the four existing short-term meters, located
to the east of Harvard Street, on the south side, meter numbers 6796, 6797, 6798 and 6799 and to
convert meter number 6962 from long term to a short-term meter.

Councilor Downs asked if the bus stop was relocated and supports adding an additional 2-hr
meter. Mr. Koses answered yes, the bus stop was relocated.

Councilor Downs suggested monitoring the twelve-hour meters to make sure that if we get to
100% occupancy, then we may want to convert a few more meters to 2-hr meters for shoppers.

Without further discussion, Mr. Koses made a motion to approve this item. Council members
agreed 5-0. Mr. Koses stated that this item may be appealed through the close of business on
February 8, 2023.

TC63-22 ISAAC PRIZANT, CITY TRANSPORTATION ENGINEER, requesting to add a
‘No Turn on Red’ restriction facing the Perkins Street northbound approach at
Washington Street. (Ward 3) 112/12/22 @ 11: 16 AM]

ACTION: HELD 5-0. This item was held to continue to examine the functioning of the
signal at the intersection of Perkins Street at Washington Street.

NOTE: Council members were provided with a location map, site photos and a
recommendation.

Mr. Koses stated that drivers on Perkins Street at that light, eastbound in Washington Street
traffic are making the choice to either go onto the Mass Pike or continue on Washington Street.
At the Perkins Street intersection, there's a traffic signal where vehicles could take a left or right.
The sightlines are very difficult. From Washington Street, traffic is supposed to be continuing
either onto the Mass Pike or around Washington Street. The recommendation is to approve the
item by inserting a new sign no turn on red for safety.
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One email was received expressing concern about the detection sensor, often not working
properly, on file.

Public Comment

A resident stated that the sight lines when exiting Perkins Street are difficult because of the
bushes. The light at Perkins and Washington Streets frequently does not work properly. It is not
uncommon to be sitting on Perkins Street waiting for a light change for 6 or more minutes.
Drivers won’t wait and cross over traffic to get to the Mass Pike. Drivers are making illegal left
turns. Removing the right on red will help but a larger problem is that it's very common to see
cars heading the wrong way on Washington Street. The intersection needs attention especially if
a no turn on red restriction is approved.

Mr. Koses asked whether any sort of pattern was observed in terms of the signal not giving the
green ball to Perkins Street traffic. The resident answered no, the time varies.

In response to comments from the public, Mr. Koses stated that he would have a discussion with
the traffic superintendent regarding any changes that could be made to signage or paint, to help
direct eastbound Washington Street vehicles from traveling to the left of the island, just past the
Perking Street signal.

Mr. Prizant stated that this signal continues to be monitored. Previously, we had looked at this
issue and thought that it was fixed. Yesterday, we cleaned the camera lens, adjusted the visor
and changed sensitivity settings. He stated that he is hopeful that the issue has been resolved.
The priority is to ensure that the intersection is safe. If a full camera replacement is necessary,
that will be done. If people continue to see issues it would be helpful to know the time of day.

Mr. Koses asked how is the signal supposed to operate — whether it is on a cycle, or whether it is
triggered by a waiting vehicle. Mr. Prizant answered that the signal needs to be triggered by a
waiting vehicle. The point of vehicle detection is to optimize the signal and reduce delays.

Mr. Koses asked Traffic Council members if they desire to hold this item to see if improvements
can be made to the signal.

Councilor Downs suggested holding this item. Mr. Fischman agreed to hold it for 30-60 days.
Mr. Prizant stated that he would agree if it was a very consistent issue, but it seems to be
intermittent. The signal works the majority of the time. He does not think that this is a reason to
hold the item, but he said that he understands the concern.

Without further discussion, Councilor Downs made a motion to hold. Council members agreed
5-0.

TC66-22 DAVID KOSES., TRAFFIC COUNCIL CHAIR, requesting to update Sec. TPR-
146. Flashing warning light locations, to match current conditions. (All Wards)
[12/16/22 @ 10:24 AM]

ACTION: APPROVED 5-0. Approved the language of TPR 859. This item may be
appealed through the close of business February 8, 2023.
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NOTE: Mr. Koses stated that this request is to update the Traffic and Parking Regulations

(TPR), Section 146, pedestrian signals, to help make the descriptions of the RRFB more

consistent and to fix various errors. Nothing will be changed in the field, only cleaning up the
TPRs. Mr. Prizant stated that docket items will be filed once more lights are added.

Councilor Downs asked when the additional RRFBs will be installed. Mr. Prizant answered that
there are three in the process: Centre and Paul Streets; Centre and Cushing Streets; and Centre
and Clark Streets. Homer and Pleasant Streets are being installed.

Without further discussion, Mr. Koses made a motion to approve. Council members agreed 5-0.
Mr. Koses stated that this item may be appealed through the close of business on February 8§,
2023.

Respectfully submitted,

David Koses, Transportation Coordinator
Traffic Council Chair



