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Vision

Provide a safe, efficient, and balanced comprehensive
pedestrian network that promotes local and regional
connectivity, maximizes community benefit, and
establishes pedestrian facilities as an equal component of
the regional transportation network. This system should
provide for residents’ daily transportation, recreation,
and everyday walking uses.
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Goals
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Connectivity: Create a regional network of convenient, connected, and well-
designed sidewalks and paths throughout the Central Indiana region.

Safety: Create a safe and inviting sidewalks and paths network throughout
the MPA.

Wellness & Quality of Life: Create sidewalks and paths that promote walking,
increase opportunities to walk, and connect people to meaningful destinations.

Community Benefit: Recognize and develop projects that provide additional
community benefit beyond just the benefits of walking.

Collaboration & Education: Communities should work together, across
municipal and county boundaries, to support sidewalks and paths that are
enjoyable, useful, and have an impact on the most people’s lives.



Perspective

%' Plan uses regional priorities to recommend investments

% May not match local priorities

% Plan does not propose what communities should do or build
* data-driven analysis
* resource for local pedestrian planning and implementation

* Communities are encouraged to adapt the methodology to their own
needs and apply their own priorities to this analytical process
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Identify Gaps

Rather than proposing
projects, identify gaps

"Gaps" are missing segments
of the pedestrian network

Gaps create barriers between
neighborhoods, public
facilities, and people

Gaps identification did not
include neighborhood streets
or interstates.
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Existing Pedestrian Network & Gaps
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EXISTING PEDESTRIAN NETWORK & GAPS


https://d16db69sqbolil.cloudfront.net/mpo-website/downloads/Regional/Regional-Bike-Walk/Regional-Pedestrian-Plan-2020.pdf#page=25

Gather Data

' Block/Block Group data for

* youth, older adults, non-white,
poverty households, zero-car
households, population

% InfoUSA data for employment

% Points for

* parks and recreation,
healthcare facilities,
educational facilities

M Po egPEDESTRIi\\Il\I

Crash Data (ARIES -
Automated Reporting
Information Exchange System)

Lane Widths
Traffic Volumes (AADT)
Speed Limits



PRIORITY INVESTMENT AREA INDICES

PEDESTRIAN SAFETY

Prioritize investment in high-crash or likely risk
areas to improve pedestrian safety.

Measures of Pedestrian Safety:

1. Density of Pedestrian/Vehicular Collisions
2. Existing Pedestrian Infrastructure Network

3. Lane Widths
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PRIORITY INVESTMENT AREA INDICES

Prioritize investment where people may be
more dependent on walking or public transit
for the majority of their trips.

Measures of Equity:

Densities of Youth

Densities of Older Adults
Densities of Minority Populations
Household Poverty Levels
Zero-Car Households
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PRIORITY INVESTMENT AREA INDICES

WELLNESS

Prioritize investment where the pedestrian
environment can negatively impact the health
of residents.

Measures of Health:

1. Lack of access to Parks and Recreational Opportunities
2. Lack of access to Healthcare Facilities

3. Density of Pedestrian/Vehicular Collisions
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PRIORITY INVESTMENT AREA INDICES

PEDESTRIAN DEMAND

Prioritize investment in areas with higher
pedestrian demand (the average volume of
pedestrians on the pedestrian network).

Measures of Pedestrian Demand:
1. Population Density

2. Employment Density

3. Locations of Educational Facilities
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PRIORITY INVESTMENT AREA INDICES

WALKING COMFORT

Prioritize investment in areas where the level
of walking comfort (the level of comfort people
feel that the street provides for their mental
and physical needs) can be improved.

Measures of Walking Comfort:

1. Traffic Volumes (AADT)

2. Speed Limits

3. Existing Pedestrian Infrastructure Network
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FINAL COMPOSITE MPO

!' Composite 1
v

% Prioritization results are as follows:
* Pedestrian Safety
* Equity
* Wellness
* Pedestrian Demand
* Walking Comfort

Tier 1 Priority Investment Area
Tier 2 Priority Investment Area
Tier 3 Priority Investment Area
Tier 4 Priority Investment Area

M/P_?) %eg;‘g%élm Tier 5 Priority Investment Area
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!' Gap Tiers
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%' Process:

.
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5-tier grid
Cross-referenced with gap
network

Non-intersecting gaps were
not assigned a tier

Individual county maps

Tier 1 Priority Project
Tier 2 Priority Project
Tier 3 Priority Project
Tier 4 Priority Project
Tier 5 Priority Project
Not Tiered Priority Project

PRIORITY PEDESTRIAN INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS:

CENTRAL INDIANA

Figure 7-1. | Priority Pedestrian Infrastructure Improvement Projects: Central Indiana
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Gap Tiers

" Process:
* 5-tier grid
* Cross-referenced with gap
network

* Non-intersecting gaps were
not assigned a tier

* Individual county maps

Tier 1 Priority Project
Tier 2 Priority Project
Tier 3 Priority Project
Tier 4 Priority Project
Tier 5 Priority Project
Not Tiered Priority Project
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Perspective

%' Plan uses regional priorities to recommend investments

% May not match local priorities

% Plan does not propose what communities should do or build
* data-driven analysis
* resource for local pedestrian planning and implementation

* Communities are encouraged to adapt the methodology to their own
needs and apply their own priorities to this analytical process
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Data Limitations

Limited to data applicable to the entire MPA

Incomplete data sets that excluded one or
more county were not used to reduce bias

* Fixed transit service
* Health department data

Local streets were left out for scale

Communities and organizations with specific
boundaries are encouraged to apply data
that was left out of the regional analysis
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Get more people walking

% Examine factors that affect how
and where people are walking

% Examine concerns and challenges
related to pedestrian connectivity

' Examine ways in which pedestrian
infrastructure can impact the
options and outcomes of walking
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!' Pedestrian Safety Measures
v

% Along the Roadway
* Multi-Use Paths
* Paved Shoulders
* Sidewalks
* Pedestrian Amenities

.
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Multi-Use Paths

Multi-use paths, or shared-use paths, are wide, paved facilities that support non-
F p F P
ths are kocated along

moorized sers such as pedestrians, cydlists, and skaters. These
or away from the roadwery and may be found in fransifional areas be i,
commercial, and rural uses, They connect our communities and serve as regional
recreafion desfinations (FHWA, 2013)

wean res

21%- ; Paved Shoulders

Paved shoulders are emergency stopping lanes for motorists. Shoulders are not intended
for use by through traffic, and may he used by pedestrian and cyclists in areas without
sidewalks or multi-use paths (FHWA, 2013). In rural areas, extra-wide shoulders
separated from traffic with rumble strips may be appropriate. They may also be enhanced
with colored or textured pavement fo increase visibility.

Sidewalks

Sidewalks are exclusive, paved facilifies for people to walk, run, and play away from
molorized vehicles, They are the fundamental building blocks of the regional pedestrian
system and provide access o high demand destinafions such as employment centers,
educafional facilifies, public transit, medical services, grocery stores, entertainment,
and for exercise. Sidewalks may be kocated on one or both sides of the street and
are commonly located in residential and commercial areas. Sidewalks offer safety and
walking comfort for peclestrians in the regional transportation network {FHWA, 2013)

Pedestrian Amenities

Well-dasigned pedestrian environments may include pedestrian amenities such as
benches, street trees, lighting, trash receptacles, and bus shelters fo increase pedesrian
comfort. Pedestrian amenifies not only provide a place for pedestrians ko stop, rest, and
interact with others, they can also serve as protective barriers batwaen the sidewalk and
the sireet. Areas with pedestrian amenities should be maintained to prevent collection
of debris, overgrowth, and potential tripping hazards to protect pedestrian mobility
(FHWA, 2013)




Pedestrian Safety Measures

Across the Roadway
* Accessible Curb Ramps
* Automated Pedestrian Detection
* Pedestrian Signalization
* Crossing Islands
* Curb Extensions
* Raised Pedestrian Crosswalks
* Marked Crosswalks
* Pedestrian Overpasses/Underpasses
* Advance Stop/Yield Lines
* Road Diet

* High-Intensity Activated Crosswalk Beacon
(HAWK)

* Rectangular Rapid Flash Beacon (RRFB)

.
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Policies & Procedures

(I Y Policies & Procedure | Regional,
i PEDESTRIAN
“WPLAN

COMPLETE STREETS POLICIES

%t Complete Streets Policies
Funding Policies
Planning Policies

Design Policies
Maintenance Policies

Complete Streets: Policy Typologies

Funding Policies

o

Planning Policies
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Policies & Procedures

% Support Policies
* Parking Policies
* Encouragement Policies
* Transit Integration Policies
* Safety and Enforcement Policies
* Education Policies

.
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SUPPORT POLICIES

Parking Policies
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Full Plan:
* tinyurl.com/ulo2a8v

Prioritization Maps:

* tinyurl.com/u9me64d
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https://tinyurl.com/ulo2a8v
https://tinyurl.com/u9m64da

