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- How often do we think about
pedestrians in work zones:




7 Background

Vi UTCD
. GS 136 30 NC General Statues:

and C 3 ontrol devices placed on
- a hlghway In the Sate highway system must conformto

_ the Uniform Manual.

M UTCD revision in late 2003 added more emphasis on
— _;. = ADA requirements

— The needs and control of all road users (motorists,

- bicyclists, and pedestrians within the highway, including
persons with disabilities in accordance with the Americans
with Disabilities Act of 1990 (ADA), Titlell, Paragragh
35.130) through a TTC zone shall be an essential part of
highway constructl on, utility work, maintenance operations,
and the management of traffic incidents.

WZTCU isthe owner of Chapter 6




. Background

hy we started a committee?

|ssues started to arise on projects
MUTCD does not provide for flexibility
Lack of documentation

TCPs could not ssimply have all the
answers

Projects could have been delayed

We had to start thinking about how to
addressthisissue




T Timeine

ended workshops to learn about national
rspectives
hway Administrator requested a Task Force
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sathered stakeholders in Spring 2007

Planning, Design, Construction, Civil Rights,
Attorney General, Bike and Peds, FHWA

Formed Technica Committee
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Technical Committee M embers
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- Stuart Bourne, WZTCU
~_Joseph Ishak, WZTCU

blfad A0S, FAVVA
- Ron Hancock, Construction Unit
Jay Bennett, Highway Design

Keith Raulston, Division Construction Engineer

Tris Ford, Community Studies
Karen Capps, PDEA

Bucky Galloway, TEB

Jeff Cox, DBP

Jennifer Portanova, WZTCU
Mitch Hendee, ADU




" Initial Concerns

- Impacts to cost of project
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'FHWA s concern with NCDOT slack of
- documentation

=

= Fears of anew policy

= Not in compliance with the MUTCD

In reality, we needed to do some fact finding and
define problem befor e prescribing solutions




Solution
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~ Plan for pedestrian accommodations
ogign to provide such accommodations
~ Construct projects according to plan
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W e also concluded :

Providing accommodations does not
necessarily mean

Project becoming more expensive
A new policy

Guiddinesdistributed June 2008
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L essons L earned
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~ Public transportétion IS an asset

| onsider pedestrian whe UOSi_ng

- preferred alternate

ncrease awareness and understanding of
pedestrian needs during construction

P0ssi bly phase construction in order to
maintain existing accommodations. (build

sidewalks first)

Provide detalled Traffic Control Plans for
how to maintain pedestrian traffic

Overall, it was easier than we thought




“Where Are We Now?

= |mplementation Phase

. Education Plan
~ Workshopsin November

Conferences (MPO, ACEC, NCSITE, WTS,
etc..)

Coordinators from Committee Members
Pedestrian Task Force
Panel of expertsto oversee

Assist when ssmple answers are not
available




Pedestrian Task Force

Stuart Bourne, WZTCU
Ron Hancock, Construction Unit

Jay Bennett, Roadway Design
= Division Construction Engineer
Missy Dickins, PDEA

Jeff Cox, DBP
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How are you affected?
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Jpcomi ng worksnops in November
TE Input at the scoping meeting is critical
‘Find ways to emphasize pedestrian saf ety

Temporary signals may be affected
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Review your existing procedures and make
changes







