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Draft Networks
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Discussion Question 1: Bike Network Spine and
Supporting Gonnections.

Recognizing that committing to a spine network is a
big step for the Gity, and that the size of the network
is reflective of implementation redlities - What do you
like and what do you feel is missing? Do you have
any comments about the network structure, the
exact streets/corridors included, etc.?
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Question 2: g Traffic Safety
Recommendations in Rochester's Social Gontext

The Gity is currently grappling with a wide range of
issues affecting quality of life, with public safety
concerns in particular emerging as a consistent and
strong theme in public engagement for this project.
Traffic safety is a oritical piece of overall public
safety, but the kinds of built investments that will
Gome out of this action plan do not address the
public focus on crime. How can we ensure that
visible investments in traffic safety in
neighborhoods facing elevated crime rates. und

Discussion Question 3: Prioritizing Bike Network
Projects

Typically, the prioritization process involves
identifying scoring criteria for projects, scorlng them
using data-based and qualitative methods,

using those scores to determine the upproxlmute
order in which they should be implemented. We have
already received feedback from the public that help
guide how projects should be prioritized. With this
in mind, what oriteria feel most important for
prioritizing bike network projects, and the
pro]em that make up the spine network in

other public safety issues do not
of Gity and G

How can this action plan best hold that tension,

and do something productive with it?
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Where do need to be
mudl first? What else should we be thinking
about?

DISCUSSION:

- factors look right; prioritizing safety especially on
larger roads with a lot of traffic and where there are a
lot of potential crashes; safety at intersections
specifically

- location type - where people rely on
walking/biking/taking the bus also overlaps with some
of the other location types provided. could combine all
of those categories into one, makes it clear where
people would like to see improvements

- frustrating that some crosswalks you have to press
the button and others you don't. the automatic ones
are best - engineers refer to vehicle traffic needs. walk
signs feel safer on a bike too. some intersections are a
nightmare to cross with turn lanes. want to promote.
more automatic recall phases, not "asking for
permission"

Gommon Prioritization Factors

GCrash History  Prediotive Grash Modeling Priority Populations
Nearby Destination Types (parks, employers, schools, bus stop, etc.)
Projects that improve both walking and biking

Network Importance (projects with larger impacts on connectivity)

Gost and complexity

Most Important Project Type

1 low-ncome Pecple Ko Car Households g Disabled People

Most Important Location Type
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Discussion Question 1: Bike Network Spine and
Supporting Gonnections.

Recognizing that committing to a spine network is a
big step for the Gity, and that the size of the network
is reflective of implementation redlities - What do you
like and what do you feel is missing? Do you have
any comments about the network structure, the
exact streets/corridors included, etc.?
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Question 2: g Traffic Safety
Recommendations in Rochester's Social Gontext

The Gity is currently grappling with a wide range of
issues affecting quality of life, with public safety
concerns in particular emerging as a consistent and
strong theme in public engagement for this project.
Traffic safety is a oritical piece of overall public
safety, but the kinds of built investments that will
Gome out of this action plan do not address the
public focus on crime. How can we ensure that
visible investments in traffic safety in
neighborhoods facing elevated crime rates. und

Discussion Question 3: Prioritizing Bike Network
Projects

Typically, the prioritization process involves
identifying scoring riteria for projects, scoring them
using data-based and qudlitative methods, an

using those scores to determine the approximate
order in which they should be implemented. We have
already received feedback from the public that help
guide how projects should be prioritized. With this
in mind, what oriteria feel most important for
prioritizing bike network projects, and the
pro]em that make up the spine network in

other public safety issues do not
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DISCUSSION:
- network connectivity feels the most important
- After connectivity, destinations that connect people to
core services and opportunities.
- Intersections feel so important - they interrupt the
connectivity if they are not adequate. Need appropriate
crosswalks, LPIs, lights, etc.
- Culver is a great example - bike lanes disappear at
intersections to make room for turn lanes
- Projects that improve both - intersections may be the
most tangble example of that. If you improve

it's often a highly for

both modes
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