CITY OF ALEXANDRIA
TRAFFIC AND PARKING BOARD PUBLIC HEARING
MONDAY, FEBRUARY 27, 2023 7:00 P.M.
IN-PERSON AND VIRTUAL

The February 27, 2023 meeting of the Traffic and Parking Board is being held in person in the
City Council Chambers at 301 King Street, Alexandria, VA and electronically. All the members
of the Board and staff are participating either in-person or from remote locations through a Zoom
meeting. The meeting can be accessed by the public via Zoom through:

Register in advance for this webinar:
https://zoom.us/webinar/register/WN _urydZrogRj2VRThD09aEFw

Or an H.323/SIP room system:
H.323: 162.255.37.11 (US West) or 162.255.36.11 (US East)
Meeting ID: 943 1391 8340
Passcode: 915805
SIP: 94313918340@zoomcrc.com
Passcode: 915805

After registering, you will receive a confirmation email containing information about joining the
webinar.

Public comment will be received at the meeting. The public may submit comments in
advance to Katye North at Katye.North@alexandriava.gov no later than 24 hours before the
meeting or make public comments through the conference call or in person on the day of the
hearing.

For reasonable disability accommodation, contact Jackie Cato at jackie.cato@alexandriava.gov
or 703.746.3810, Virginia Relay 711.


mailto:Katye.North@alexandriava.gov

CITY OF ALEXANDRIA
TRAFFIC AND PARKING BOARD PUBLIC HEARING
MONDAY, FEBRUARY 27, 2023 7:00 P.M.
IN-PERSON AND VIRTUAL

DOCKET
1. Announcement of deferrals and withdrawals.
2. Approval of the January 23, 2023 Traffic and Parking Board meeting minutes.

3. PUBLIC DISCUSSION PERIOD
[This period is restricted to items not listed on the docket]

4. WRITTEN STAFF UPDATES & PUBLIC HEARING FOLLOW-UP

Duke Street & Route 1 Intersection Safety Audits

Safe Streets & Roads for All (SS4A) Grant
King-Callahan-Russell Access to Transit Project Update
Oakville Construction Parking

Fillmore Ave Parking

City Parking Garage Hourly Rate Change

CONSENT ITEMS
5. “No turn on red” (NTOR) restrictions - Patrick & Henry Street corridor

6. Curbside Pick-up and Loading Zone — 500 block of North Henry Street

~

Residential Permit Parking — 700 Block of Bluemont Avenue

8. Disability Parking — 2800 block of Main Line Boulevard

PUBLIC HEARING ITEM

9. Duke Street and West Taylor Run Pilot Extension Request

10.  Right Turn Lane Removal — Enhanced Crosswalk between Hoffman Street & Anchor
Street

11. Residential Permit Parking — Remove Montgomery Center property

12.  Parklets - Parklet Requirements Update



INFORMATION ITEM
13.  STAFF UPDATES
14. COMMISSIONER UPDATES

Next Meeting: Monday, March 27, 2023



CITY OF ALEXANDRIA
TRAFFIC AND PARKING BOARD PUBLIC HEARING
MONDAY, JANUARY 23, 2023, 7 P.M.
IN-PERSON AND VIRTUAL MEETING

MINUTES

BOARD MEMBERS PRESENT:

Chair James Lewis

Vice Chair Ann Tucker (virtual)
Annie Ebbers

Jason Osborne

Lavonda Bonnard

Casey Kane

Ashley Mihalik

BOARD MEMBERS ABSENT: None

STAFF MEMBERS PRESENT:

Katye North, Division Chief, T&ES
Sheila McGraw, Principal Planner, T&ES
Max Devilliers, Urban Planner Il, T&ES
Sgt. Dan Shultz, APD

Capt. Jamie Bridgeman, APD

Announcement of deferrals and withdrawals: None.

Approval of the November 14, 2022, Traffic and Parking Board meeting minutes: No
comments from the Board.

BOARD ACTION: Annie Ebbers made a motion, seconded by Lavonda Bonnard to
approve the minutes of the November 14, 2022, Traffic and Parking Board meeting. The
motion carried unanimously.

PUBLIC DISCUSSION PERIOD:

Calandra Turnbull-Jones (virtual) spoke about parking on Fillmore Ave. where she
reported that people are parking beyond the no parking signs causing issues with
sightlines. Mr. Lewis asked that staff look at this location and follow up with the resident.

Roy Apseloff (virtual) spoke about construction vehicle and construction worker parking
associated with the Oakville project. Ms. North noted that construction related parking is
a common issue and that staff will follow up with planning and zoning to send out an
inspector. Mr. Lewis asked that Mr. Aspeloff submit this via 311 as well for tracking
purposes.

WRITTEN STAFF UPDATES: The Board received written staff updates on Parklets
and an update from the Alexandria Police Department on Parking Enforcement from Sgt.



Dan Shultz and Captain Jamie Bridgeman. Sgt. Schultz reported on the 2022 activity of
the parking enforcement team and noted that currently of the 22 parking enforcement
positions, 13 are filled and that they are experiencing difficulties with hiring and
retention. Ms. Bonnard asked how they prioritize their response with limited staff. Sgt.
Schultz noted that they prioritize calls for service, 311 requests, and proactive patrol. He
noted that when they are fully staffed, they can cover more hot spots across the city. Mr.
Kane asked if all parking enforcement officers are equipped with license plate readers.
Sgt. Schultz noted that they have two have license plate readers and that they are working
with Ms. North on this. Ms. Tucker noted that when she was recently in Amsterdam that
there were parking enforcement cars with cameras that issued tickets via mail. Sgt.
Schultz noted that we do not currently have the technology to issue tickets via mail. Ms.
North noted that they would need to check with the City Attorney if such a practice
would be allowable by the state.

CONSENT ITEMS

5.

ISSUE: Consideration of installing two-hour parking restrictions from 8:00AM to
5:00PM, Monday through Saturday, Residential Permit Parking (RPP) District 13
permitholders exempt, on the 2100 block of Potomac Avenue.

BOARD ACTION: Mr. Kane made a motion, seconded by Ms. Ebbers to approve item
5 on the consent items list. The motion carried unanimously.

PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS

6.

ISSUE: Consideration of implementing a Residential Pay by Phone requirement for the
300 block of Duke Street.

DISCUSSION: Max Devilliers presented the item to the Board.

PUBLIC TESTIMONY: Residents, Erril De Montille, testified in favor of City staff’s
recommendation, relaying that parking is impossible.

Resident, Candace Clary, testified in favor of City staff’s recommendation, stating that it
is very difficult to park on or near that block.

Dennis Kelly, representing the Basilica of St. Mary’s, testified in opposition, stating that
it would impose a burden on the way the basilica operates. Ms. Bonnard asked what the
burden was and Mr. Kelly stated that the residences where priests live have visitors and
contractors. Ms. Bonnard asked Ms. North if there is a process for visitors and
contractors and Ms. North relayed that there are multiple ways for accommodating
including installing a meter, scratch off tickets, and other methods.

Resident, Charlie Murray, testified in opposition, stating that he is worried people will
park on his parking pad and that his children will have to pay to park when visiting.



BOARD ACTION: Mr. Oshorne made a motion, seconded by Ms. Tucker to approve
the item. The motion carried 5-2, with Mr. Lewis, Ms. Tucker, Ms. Ebbers, Mr. Cane,
and Mr. Osborne in favor and Ms. Bonnard and Ms. Mihalik opposed.

7. ISSUE: Consideration of a City Code Amendment for taxis that would eliminate the age
of vehicle requirement and increase the initial meter charge from its current rate of $3.00
to $3.50

DISCUSSION: Ms. North presented the item to the Board.

PUBLIC TESTIMONY: Ken Bynum, the lawyer representing union cab, testified in
favor of eliminating the age of vehicle requirement for taxis and increasing the initial
meter charge. Mr. Bynum noted that its not just the price of gas that is high, but they
can’t compete with the dynamic charging or rideshare, so he asked the board to consider
an increase to the per mileage charge rate.

Taxi Driver, Muhyidin Mohammed, testified in favor of eliminating the age of vehicle
requirement for taxis and increasing the initial meter charge. Mr. Mohammed noted that
the price of gas goes up and down, but the cost of labor continues to increase and asked
the board to consider an increase to the per mileage charge rate.

Taxi Driver, Daniel Woldegiorgis, testified in favor of eliminating the age of vehicle
requirement for taxis and increasing the initial meter charge. Mr. Woldegiorgis relayed
that overall costs of operating and living have increased and also asked the board to
consider an increase to the per mileage charge rate.

BOARD ACTION: Mr. Kane made a motion, seconded by Ms. Ebbers to recommend
the City Council amend the city code to eliminate the age of vehicle requirement for
taxis. The motion carried unanimously. Ms. Ebbers made a motion, seconded by Mr.
Kane to recommend the City Council amend the City Code to increase the initial meter
charge from its current rate of $3.00 to $4.00 for taxis and request the City Manager
approve a $0.50 fuel surcharge when the current one expires in March. The motion
carried unanimously. Mr. Kane made a motion, seconded by Ms. Ebbers to establish a
sub-committee of Traffic and Parking Board members to review fees of taxis in October
2023. The motion carried unanimously.

INFORMATION ITEMS

8. STAFF UPDATES: Ms. North provided the Board with an update regarding staffing and
introduced the new principal planner, Ms. McGraw and informed the board that the Yon
Lambert had been promoted from Transportation & Environmental Services Director to
Deputy City Manager and Tarrence Moorer is the Interim Transportation &
Environmental Services Director.

9. COMMISSIONER UPDATES: Mr. Kane provided the Board with the following
updates:



e City is considering no turn on reds at nine intersections
e The Complete Streets and Vision Zero websites have been updated
e Duke Street in Motion meeting occurred

ADJOURNMENT

Ms. Ebbers moved to adjourn the meeting; Ms. Mihalik seconded. The motion was
adopted unanimously. The meeting adjourned at 8:50 PM.



City of Alexandria, Virginia

Traffic and Parking Board

DATE: February 27, 2023
DOCKET ITEM: 4

ISSUE: Written Staff Updates & Public Hearing Follow-up

A. Duke Street & Route 1 Intersection Safety Audits

In spring 2022, the City submitted an application to the Metropolitan Washington Council of
Governments (MWCOG) Regional Roadway Safety Program (RRSP) to perform safety
audits at the intersections of Duke Street & South Henry Street, and Duke Street & South
Patrick Street. The RRSP provides short-term consultant assistance for planning and
preliminary design projects that improve traffic safety. This project is included in the Fiscal
Year 2023 Vision Zero Work Plan.

This project was awarded in summer 2022 and kicked off in the fall. The City is in the
process of soliciting public feedback on safety challenges or concerns at these two
intersections. An online feedback form is available on the project webpage, with comments
being accepted through February 28. Staff will also be performing site visits to evaluate
mobility, access, and safety features at each intersection.

Following the community engagement period and site audits, staff will work with the
consulting firm to review the community comments, site features, and intersection data, and
develop conceptual design options to improve safety. At the conclusion of the project
(summer 2023), staff will recommend preferred design treatments for each intersection, which
are expected to be implemented through a future project.

B. Safe Streets & Roads for All (SS4A) Grant

In 2022, the City submitted a grant application to the Safe Streets and Roads for All Program
to perform safety audits and develop conceptual design alternatives at seven high-crash
intersections around the City. Last month, the City was informed that the application was
selected for award.

SS4A is a new program created by the Bipartisan Infrastructure Law that funds projects that
prevent roadway deaths and severe injuries. Staff will be working with USDOT in the coming
months to execute the grant agreement, establish expectations for project administration, and
begin the project. Staff will provide updates at key milestones to the Traffic & Parking Board
as appropriate.

C. King-Callahan-Russell Access to Transit Project Update


https://www.alexandriava.gov/sites/default/files/2022-05/Vision%20Zero%20Annual%20Work%20Plan%20FY%202023.pdf
https://www.alexandriava.gov/sites/default/files/2022-05/Vision%20Zero%20Annual%20Work%20Plan%20FY%202023.pdf
https://www.alexandriava.gov/transportation-planning/project/duke-street-route-1-high-crash-intersection-audits

At the November 2022 Traffic & Parking Board meeting, staff provided a written update on
the status of the King/Callahan/Russell intersection project, specifically regarding ongoing
coordination and project timelines.

This month, the City advertised the Invitation to Bid for construction of this project. Bids are
due March 10, 2023. City staff and the selected contractors will work together to keep the
community informed of the project timeline, temporary construction impacts, and other
important aspects of the project.

The King/Callahan/Russell intersection project is a grant-funded project that will provide
mobility, safety, and access improvements for people walking, biking and driving through this
intersection. More information is available on the project webpage.

D. Oakville Construction Parking

At the January 2023 Traffic & Parking Board meeting, resident, Roy Apseloff (virtual) spoke
about construction vehicle and construction worker parking associated with the Oakville project.
Ms. North noted that construction related parking is a common issue and that staff will follow up
with Planning and Zoning to send out an inspector. Mr. Lewis asked that Mr. Aspeloff submit
this via 311 as well for tracking purposes.

Staff followed up with Planning and Zoning about the construction worker parking associated
with the Oakville project. Planning and Zoning is working with the developer on this issue.

E. Fillmore Avenue Parking

At the January 2023 Traffic & Parking Board meeting, resident, Calandra Turnbull-Jones
(virtual) spoke about parking on Fillmore Avenue. where she reported that people are parking
beyond the no parking signs. Mr. Lewis asked that staff look at this location and follow up with
the resident.

Staff followed up with Ms. Turnbull-Jones about her comment at the January 2023 Traffic &
Parking Board meeting. A new no parking sign has since been installed on the north side of
Fillmore Avenue close to Bisdorf Drive. Ms. Turnbull-Jones was encouraged to continue to
report cars parked in the no parking areas to 311 and the police non-emergency line.

F. City Parking Garage Hourly Rate Change
In February, the City upgraded equipment in three parking garages (Market Square,
Courthouse, and North Union Street) to improve payment options, validations, and data
collection. New pay on foot stations will be added that accept cash, but do not accept coins.
Since these new pay on foot stations do not accept coins, the parking pricing is being updated
to reflect flat dollar amounts. The only change is to the per hour rate which will go from
$2.50 per hour to $2.00 per hour. The current and new rates are reflected below.
Current rates:

e $2.50 per hour

e $10.00 daily maximum

e $5.00 evening & weekend maximum

The new rates at Market Square and North Union Street:


https://www.alexandriava.gov/transportation-planning/king-callahan-russell-intersection-improvement-project

e $2.00 per hour
e $10.00 daily maximum
e $5.00 evening & weekend maximum

The new rates at Courthouse:
e $2.00 per hour prior to 5 PM on weekdays
e $1.00 per hour after 5 PM and all day weekends (changed September 2022)
e $10.00 daily maximum
e $5.00 evening & weekend maximum

In June 2022, the City Council approved a resolution allowing staff to administratively
change hourly pricing in garages up to $5/hour, with notice to the Traffic and Parking Board.
Rates were changed at the Courthouse garage in September 2022 and staff is evaluating the
impact of those changes. More details about garage pricing and garage occupancies will be
provided to the Board at a future meeting.



City of Alexandria, Virginia

Traffic and Parking Board

DATE: February 27, 2023
DOCKET ITEM: 5

ISSUE: “No turn on red” (NTOR) restrictions — Patrick & Henry Street corridor

REQUESTED BY: T&ES Staff
LOCATION:

Montgomery Street turning onto N Patrick Street
Woythe Street turning onto N Patrick Street
Wythe Street turning onto N Henry Street
Pendleton Street turning on N Patrick Street
Oronoco Street turning onto N Patrick Street
Oronoco Street turning onto N Henry Street
Princess Street turning onto N Patrick Street
Princess Street turning onto N Henry Street
Queen Street turning onto N Henry Street

0 Cameron Street turning on N Patrick Street

'—‘©.°°.\‘.C”.U"P.°°!\’!4

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: That the Board recommend the Director of T&ES install No
Turn on Red restrictions at 10 intersections with Patrick Street and Henry Street.

BACKGROUND: Patrick Street and Henry Street are classified as Other Principle Arterial
roadways by the Virginia Department of Transportation. These streets server short and inter-city
trips. As part of US Route 1, Patrick and Henry Streets connect with Arlington County and the
District in to the north and points south, including Old Town, on the way through Richmond and
beyond. Between Wilkes Street and First Street, these streets are one-way with Patrick Street
serving northbound traffic and Henry Street serving southbound traffic. The streets are primarily
lined with residences and neighborhood focused businesses.

In 2017, City Council adopted a Vision Zero Policy and Action Plan with the goal of eliminating
fatal and severe crashes by 2028. As part of the Vision Zero Annual Work Plan, the City
committed to implementing no turn on red restrictions on two major corridors with high
pedestrian activity.



DISCUSSION: The City is addressing safety issues by proposing installation of new “No Turn
on Red” (NTOR) restrictions on select streets turning onto Patrick Street and Henry Street. Both
streets were identified as high-crash corridors in the Vision Zero Action Plan and the High-Injury
Network Map. These are corridors that have high concentrations of crashes in which people were
killed or seriously injured. Along Patrick & Henry Streets between 2015 and 2022 there were no
pedestrian deaths, but there were 38 pedestrians hit by cars (Attachment 1). All these crashes
occurred at intersections. Eight of these crashes, or 21%, were severe, meaning injuries include
severe lacerations, broken bones, crush injuries, burns, unconsciousness, or paralysis.

In Alexandria, between 2016 and 2020, there were 46 crashes involving pedestrians in which
drivers were making a right turn, accounting for 16% of crashes in which a person was killed or
seriously injured®.

NTOR restrictions are a low-cost safety treatment that protects pedestrians by reducing collisions
between pedestrians and motorists turning right at a red light. Drivers seeking to turn right on a
red light often do not see pedestrians crossing from the right, especially as their attention is
focused on finding a gap in traffic moving from the left. By pulling into the crosswalk, these
drivers also force pedestrians to make riskier maneuvers when crossing the streets. NTOR
restrictions protect pedestrians by limiting these dangerous interactions. NTOR restrictions also
increase safety for people driving by reducing potential collisions between through vehicles and
turning vehicles, particularly in busy areas where finding a gap in traffic can be difficult.

The City’s Complete Streets Guidelines? and the Federal Highway Administration® recommends
NTOR restrictions at locations, like the Patrick and Henry Street corridors, with high-pedestrian
volumes and places where children regularly cross the street.

FHWA notes that, “one significant concern that comes up when RTOR is prohibited is that this

may lead to higher RTOG (right turn on green) conflicts when there are concurrent signals.” To
mitigate this, FHWA recommends pairing NTOR signs with Leading Pedestrian Intervals (LPI).
The City’s Complete Streets Design Guidelines call for LPIs to be installed at intersections with
high volumes of pedestrians and conflicting turning vehicles®.

LPIs increase the effect effectiveness of NTOR restrictions because they give pedestrians a head
start into the intersection, further enhancing safety. According to the FHWA?, LPIs increase
visibility of crossing pedestrians, reduce conflicts between pedestrians and vehicles, increase
likelihood of motorists yielding to pedestrians, and enhance safety for pedestrians who may be
slower to start into the intersection.

1 alexandriava.gov/sites/default/files/2022-
11/Full%20Crash%20Data%20Analysis%20Report%202022.pdf#page=51

2 Complete Streets Design Guidelines (page 5-31): media.alexandriava.gov/docs-
archives/localmotion/info/gettingaround/alexandria-complete-streets-design-guidelines.pdf#page=134

3 safety.fhwa.dot.gov/saferjourneyl/library/countermeasures/44.htm

4 Complete Street Design Guidelines (page 5-30): media.alexandriava.gov/docs-
archives/localmotion/info/gettingaround/alexandria-complete-streets-design-guidelines.pdf#page=133
5 highways.dot.gov/safety/proven-safety-countermeasures/leading-pedestrian-interval



https://www.alexandriava.gov/sites/default/files/2022-11/Full%20Crash%20Data%20Analysis%20Report%202022.pdf#page=51
https://www.alexandriava.gov/sites/default/files/2022-11/Full%20Crash%20Data%20Analysis%20Report%202022.pdf#page=51
https://media.alexandriava.gov/docs-archives/localmotion/info/gettingaround/alexandria-complete-streets-design-guidelines.pdf#page=134
https://media.alexandriava.gov/docs-archives/localmotion/info/gettingaround/alexandria-complete-streets-design-guidelines.pdf#page=134
https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/saferjourney1/library/countermeasures/44.htm
https://media.alexandriava.gov/docs-archives/localmotion/info/gettingaround/alexandria-complete-streets-design-guidelines.pdf#page=133
https://media.alexandriava.gov/docs-archives/localmotion/info/gettingaround/alexandria-complete-streets-design-guidelines.pdf#page=133
https://highways.dot.gov/safety/proven-safety-countermeasures/leading-pedestrian-interval

In addition to implementing NTOR restrictions, the City will implement new LPIs at the
following locations:

Patrick Street Henry Street
e Montgomery Street o Wythe Street
e Wythe Street e Oronoco Street
e Pendleton Street e Princess Street
e QOronoco Street e Queen Street
e Princess Street e King Street

e Cameron Street
e Prince Street
e Franklin Street

There are already several NTOR restrictions and LPIs along the Patrick and Henry Street
corridors. These include:

Pendleton Street turning onto N Henry Street, with LPI
King Street turning onto N Henry Street, with LPI
King Street turning onto N Patrick Street, with LPI
Wilkes Street turning on N Patrick Street, with LPI
Gibbon Street turning onto N Patrick Street, with LPI

The full list and map of existing and proposed NTOR restrictions and LPIs can be found in
Attachment 2.

OUTREACH: The City held a public comment period on the NTOR restrictions from December
6, 2022, through February 6, 2023. Comments were submitted via email.

The City announced this comment opportunity several ways:

e A notice was posted about proposed NTOR restrictions and announced public comment
opportunity on the Vision Zero website.

e Notice signs were posted at intersections impacted by the proposed NTOR restrictions.

e Anemail was sent to the following civic and homeowner associations that represent
residents along the impacted corridors: Braddock Metro Citizen’s Coalition, West Old
Town Citizens Association, and Old Town Civic Association.

e The public comment opportunity was posted to Transportation & Environmental Services
Twitter and Facebook accounts.

Staff received 38 emails during the comment period. Of the feedback received, 28 (74%)
endorsed the proposed changes; 6 (16%) opposed the NTOR restrictions; and 4 (11%) did not
clearly endorse or oppose the restrictions or commented on a different topic.

The full text of all submitted comments is available in Attachment 3.


https://www.alexandriava.gov/VisionZero

Attachment 1 — Pedestrian Crash History — Patrick & Henry Streets — 2015 to 2022

This attachment shows pedestrian crash data along the Patrick & Henry Street corridors. The
crash data for Seminary Road was retrieved from the Virginia Department of Motor Vehicles,
which compiles crashes reported to law enforcement in the Commonwealth. Crash data was

collected along Patrick and Henry Streets starting from First Street in the North to Franklin
Street in the south.

NOTE: Fatal injury crashes are those in which the injury results in death within 30 days after the
crash. Severe injury crashes include those with severe lacerations, broken bones, crush injuries,
burns, unconsciousness, or paralysis. Visible injuries are observed at the time of crash but are
less serious than severe injuries. Property Damage crashes are those in which there is no
apparent injury and the crash resulted in damage of $1,500 or more.®

6 Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) Crash Data Manual (2017):
virginiadot.org/business/VDOT_Crash_Data_Manual_Nov2017.pdf d



https://www.virginiadot.org/business/VDOT_Crash_Data_Manual_Nov2017.pdf
https://www.virginiadot.org/business/VDOT_Crash_Data_Manual_Nov2017.pdf

Table: Pedestrian Crash History — Patrick & Henry Streets — 2015 to 2022

Pedestrians

Year Crash Type Pedestrians Injured
Killed

Visible Injury 0 7
2015

Nonvisible Injury 0

Severe Injury 0 2

2016

Visible Injury 0 5

Severe Injury 0 2
2017 Visible Injury 0 2

Nonvisible Injury 0 1
2018 Visible Injury 0 1

Severe Injury 0 1

2019
Visible Injury 0 2
Severe Injury 0 2
2020 Visible Injury 0 3
Nonvisible Injury 0 2

2021 Visible Injury 0 4

Severe Injury 0 1
2022 0 2

Visible Injury

Grand Total 0 38

Source: vdot.maps.arcgis.com



https://vdot.maps.arcgis.com/
https://vdot.maps.arcgis.com/

This image shows the location and extant of the data
collected for the previous table. The light blue circles
represent the pedestrian crashes that were included in the
table. The other circles did not involve pedestrians and were

not included in the table.

Source: vdot.maps.arcgis.com
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Attachment 2 — Existing and Proposed NTOR Restrictions and LPIs
This attachment a table and a map that both show the location of existing and proposed No Turn
On Red (NTOR) restrictions and Leading Pedestrian Intervals (LPI).



STREET INTERSECTION

NEW EXISTING NEW

NTOR  NTOR LPI EXISTING LPI

Montgomery St N Patrick St X X

Wythe St N Patrick St

Wythe St N Henry St X X

Pendleton St N Patrick St

Pendleton St N Henry St X X

Oronoco St N Patrick St

Oronoco St N Henry St X X

Princess St N Patrick St

Princess St N Henry St X X

Queen St N Henry St

Cameron St N Patrick St X X

King St N Patrick St

King St N Henry St X X

Prince St N Patrick St

Wilkes St N Patrick St X X



Gibbon St N Patrick St
Franklin St N Patrick St
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Attachment 3 — Public Comment
This attachments compiles comments received during the public comment period for the
proposed “no turn on red” (NTOR) restrictions for intersections along the Patrick and Henry

Streets corridor. One letter and 37 emails were received.



Knox, Justin A LCDR USN (USA) <justin.a.knox6.mil@us.navy.mil>
Thursday, January 5, 2023 at 8:47 AM
Bryan.hayes@alexandriaVVA.gov <Bryan.hayes@alexandriaVA.gov>
[EXTERNAL]Proposed No Turn on Red (NTOR)

ALCON:

| purchased my home and have lived at the intersection of North Patrick and Oronoco Street
since 2019 and I disagree with this proposal. In the time since moving here | have witnessed and
personally pulled two separate individuals from overturned vehicles due to accidents (one of
which totaled my personal vehicle). | have also see countless “hit-and-runs”, removing multiple
parked cars’ side mirrors, as well as personally being hit by an oncoming vehicle’s side mirror
while getting into my car. Because of the aforementioned experience, | believe | have a very
reliable understanding on the matter pertaining to the safety concerns. Although | concur that
Patrick Street is a “high crash corridor” | do not agree that NTOR strategies will correct this
issue. All of the issues I've observed and continue to see are due to the width of the lanes and
the light timing on the street (specifically on North Patrick). Due to the timing of the lights,
drivers are quasi-encouraged to exceed the speed limit in order to reach every intersection with a
green light. This also tends to encourage reckless weaving through vehicles in order to meet the
same ends. | am also an avid runner, dog walker, and am a consistent pedestrian on these streets
(walking and /or running every day of the week for 1 hour or more) . | have no issues regarding
my safety as a pedestrian and do not see how NTOR would improve this. | believe that the
addition of NTOR would encourage additional speeding to reach lights in time and more
aggressive driving throughout the city to circumnavigate the new obstacles (NTOR signs). | am
100% against the NTOR initiative.

If you have any questions or wish to reach out please see my Desk Phone (available 0700-1600
M-F) or my Mobile Phone (available all other times). Thank you for your time, | hope to hear
from you.

Very Respectfully,

LCDR Justin “Jay” Knox, SC, USN
OPNAYV N4L2: Naval Distribution

2000 Navy Pentagon, RM 2E258
Washington, D.C. 20350-2000
Desk: (703) 695-4719

Mobile: (703) 966-6770

NIPR: justin.a.knox6.mil@us.navy.mil




SIPR; justin.a.knox1@navy.smil.mil

Karen Toth <karen.toth@gmail.com>
Thursday, January 5, 2023 at 12:59 PM
Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>
[EXTERNAL]new “no turn on red” restrictions

YES! YES to all of these! The 3 seconds a car can save turning right on red doesn't
balance out the major issues they cause for pedestrians.

My only issue is that you're not currently considering adding more intersections to the
list. In particular, Daingerfeld turning onto Duke is an intersection where, as a
pedestrian, I have been almost hit numerous times and had my passage across the
street in the crosswalk with the walk signal completely blocked by a car looking for an
opportunity to turn right on red even more often. That intersection is part of my normal
commute, and it's a rare day when I can get across there without any issues.

I have a car, so these are not the rantings of a car-hating person, but also usually travel
on foot around Old Town; by far the worst thing about my commute from home to the
office for the 15 years I've lived here is the amount of effort I have to put into avoiding
being killed by drivers when I just want to cross the street in the crosswalk with the
signal.

Apologies for derailing the comments on the proposed new restrictions. I have strong
feelings about NTOR and wish it were implemented (and enforced!!!) at more
intersections; would it perhaps be simplest to just have it be in place across all of Old
Town?

Many thanks,
Karen Toth

PS - While I'm at it, the NTOR signage at Cameron and West is not great. The sign on
Cameron is well before the intersection and cannot be seen by the first car stopped at
the line.

Erin Meter <emmeter@gmail.com>
Thursday, January 5, 2023 at 2:36 PM



Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>
[EXTERNAL]Feedback on NTOR proposal

Hi Mr. Hayes,

| wanted to provide my feedback on the NTOR proposals for Henry and Patrick. As background,
we live near the intersections of Pendleton and Oronocco and Patrick/Henry Streets. | cross those
streets regularly as a pedestrian, often with my 2 children in a stroller.

I am fully supportive of these changes, and also hope leading pedestrian intervals are added. |
believe there is one on Pendleton/Henry at least, and | have found that intersection to feel safer
than others. Cars in Old Town often do not look before turning right or left onto these busy
streets, so the addition of the NTOR and leading pedestrian intervals will be beneficial to my
family's safety.

At this time, | avoid crossing those streets in the dark with my children because of fears about
how drivers will behave, which cuts off large segments of the neighborhood for walking in the
evening. Changes like the ones proposed will hopefully make the roads feel safer, and drivers

pay more attention.

Thank you!

Best,
Erin Meter
544 N West St, Alexandria, VA 22314.

Matthew Larson <mdlarson45@gmail.com>
Thursday, January 5, 2023 at 2:56 PM
Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>
[EXTERNAL]NTOR Changes

Hi Bryan,

Writing in to voice my enthusiastic support for the proposed “No Turn on Red” changes that
were recently announced. | ride my bike often for transportation and have been nearly hit by a
car on Wythe multiple times this past year. NTOR is a commonsense approach to pedestrian



safety and one that | take very personally. Please see that these changes are implemented quickly,
thank you!

Warmly,
Matt Larson
Alexandria Resident

From: Marjorie Colletta <mcolletta@mac.com>
Date: Thursday, January 5, 2023 at 3:23 PM

To: Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>
Subject: re: Vision Zero

Hi,
I’m wondering why not at King street also?

Thanks so much,
Marge

From: Rachel Ponce <rachelponce@yahoo.com>
Date: Thursday, January 5, 2023 at 3:23 PM

To: Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>
Subject: re: Vision Zero

Your proposed no right turn on red restrictions are a great idea!

Sent from my iPhone

Keith Matthews <matthews.ke@gmail.com>
Thursday, January 5, 2023 at 3:30 PM
Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>
[EXTERNAL]Right Turn on Red



Count me against all the proposed prohibitions for turning red on right onto Patrick or Henry
streets. | can't remember any injuries to pedestrians in the last couple of years that would be
prevented from these prohibitions. Patrick and Henry Streets are major thoroughfares with plenty
of traffic so that cars will be careful looking before they make a turn on a red light.

Also, these prohibitions will create more pollution since cars will be idling more by having to
stop and wait for the light to change.

Respectfully submitted,

Keith Matthews
703 W. Abingdon
Ct.

Alexandria, VA

From: Doug Redman <dprsox@aol.com>

Date: Thursday, January 5, 2023 at 3:49 PM

To: Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL]Right Turns on Red

Bryan,

Fully support the prohibition on right turns on red at the proposed

intersections. However, in my experience, having lived in Old for 30 years, another very
pedestrian/vehicle dangerous intersection is at King & Washington. | would propose
banning right turns on red there. Could also use some red light cameras there as cars
continually blow through lights as pedestrians are beginning to cross. If the decision is
not to put in cameras, at least do some periodic enforcement. | cross there multiple
times a day and it is a mess. Thanks.

Doug Redman

407 N. Saint Asaph




From:
Date:
To:
Alex Goyette <alexmgoyette@gmail.com>
Thursday, January 5, 2023 at 4:28 PM
Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL]Support for "No Right on Red"

Hi Bryan,

| was excited to read AlxNow's article today about the city's plan to ban "right on red" at several
intersections in Old Town and Parker Gray. | fully support this - these are some of the most
walkable neighborhoods we have and pedestrians safety should take priority.

I'd love to see right on red prohibitions expanded further throughout the city as well, especially
along the Duke Street corridor where my family lives.

Thank you,
Alex

Alex Goyette

AlexMGoyette@gmail.com
S Jordan St

Louise Watts <louisewatts@gmail.com>
Thursday, January 5, 2023 at 4:30 PM
Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>
re: Vision Zero

I'm sure you've got the data to make the right call on this. What i don't understand is why
delivery vehicles are allowed to stop and deliver from the middle of the street all across Old
Town.


https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.alxnow.com%2F2023%2F01%2F05%2Falexandria-considering-no-turn-on-red-restrictions-for-some-old-town-and-parker-gray-intersections%2F%3Fmc_cid%3Dc173956e8c%26mc_eid%3D56d8b56e54&data=05%7C01%7CBryan.Hayes%40alexandriava.gov%7Cb64d4f8f66be4379191a08daef63d057%7Cfeaa9b3143754aeeadccc76ad32a890b%7C0%7C0%7C638085509237750483%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=FpphjlnpMBUuMCvDLnknQom0zNhL6ZrNOAY3A%2BaQo4c%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.alxnow.com%2F2023%2F01%2F05%2Falexandria-considering-no-turn-on-red-restrictions-for-some-old-town-and-parker-gray-intersections%2F%3Fmc_cid%3Dc173956e8c%26mc_eid%3D56d8b56e54&data=05%7C01%7CBryan.Hayes%40alexandriava.gov%7Cb64d4f8f66be4379191a08daef63d057%7Cfeaa9b3143754aeeadccc76ad32a890b%7C0%7C0%7C638085509237750483%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=FpphjlnpMBUuMCvDLnknQom0zNhL6ZrNOAY3A%2BaQo4c%3D&reserved=0

From:

Date:

To:

Subject:

Even if car ownership drops, delivery, service vehicles, emergency vehicles and bus traffic will
continue to rise. As will scooter and bicycle traffic, and pedestrians in the crosswalks.

The three or four years of actual construction that begins this spring will create problems of it's
own. Vehicles belonging to construction workers, construction deliveries, service vehicles and
road closures will dramatically exacerbate the problem. (You are aware, there are construction
workers that live in their vehicles so the vehicles are there round the clock?)

What problem? Specifically, drivers break the law, and zip around the delivery vehicle- even if
they have zero visibility to the cross walk or on coming traffic. This is the norm. Someone who
attempts to wait for the vehicle to clear will usually be honked at.

The City has successful tools; underground delivery spaces a mandate for reserved delivery
spaces (e.g the Alexan) and I'm sure those will continue to be brought to bear.

However, the situation is already serious! The next 36 or 48 months could become a a nightmare.

I'm ranting a bit. | apologize. Is there anything you could share that would reassure me that the
situation and impending factors are well understood, accurately projected and modeled and
solutions are baked into the Old Town North Small Area Plan?

For instance, is there a master schedule to control for concurrent demolition and building? Can
developers contribute appropriately to offset cost for better traffic enforcement, (not too mention
sanitation, public transport, emergency services etc.)

I do not want to make work for anyone. Nor do | want to waste time venting at some public
hearing. But development in OTN feels like it's about to spin be out of control.

Any comments or advice?

Sincerely appreciate your time and efforts.
Louise Watts
400 Madison Street



From:
Date:
To:
Subject:

Alison Sigethy <asigethy@icloud.com>
Thursday, January 5, 2023 at 4:48 PM
Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>
[EXTERNAL]No turn on red

| am beyond happy to see the city finally extending no turn on red. It is a cheap and easy way to

make walk-in and riding in the city safer. HOWEVER, the current proposal leaves out one of the
worst intersections in the city: Prince and Henry. | know it’s outside Parker-Gray, but please add
that intersection to the plan. This intersection is especially treacherous, since there is a well used
bike lane on Prince.

From: Marilyn Weissman <mwweissman2323@gmail.com>
Date: Friday, January 6, 2023 at 9:20 AM

To: Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>
Subject: re: Vision Zero

| think this is a great idea. Anything that will potentially decrease crashes is a good
thing. There are certain to be drivers who complain that it will slow them down, but
so be it. | believe enforcement at these intersections will be crucial.

Thank you for your time -
Marilyn Weissman 400
Madison St.

From: alcox@comcast.net <alcox@comcast.net>
Date: Friday, January 6, 2023 at 9:30 AM

To: Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>
Cc: Al Cox <alcox@comcast.net>

Subject: re: Vision Zero

Bryan:



From:

Date:

To:

Subject:

While | do not support a citywide ban on Right on Red but, as a pedestrian and bicyclist, 1 do
believe that the southbound N Washington at Cameron turn and the southbound N Columbus at
Cameron intersections are confusing for both motorists and pedestrians and right on red should
be prohibited at these locations.

Thank you,

Al Cox, FAIA
311 N Alfred
St.

Alexandria, VA 22314
202-531-7955

danandpeter <danandpeter@verizon.net> Friday,
January 6, 2023 at 9:43 AM
Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>
re: Vision Zero

Good morning, Mr. Hayes,

| am a residential if Alexandria and a frequent pedestrian and support the proposal to prohibit
right turns on red traffic signals at the identified intersections wth Patrick and Henry Streets in
Old Town. | wonder if this is also being considered (or previously adopted) for the intersections
with King Street.

Very beat wishes, and Happy New Year,

Peter

Peter Henry
415 Mount Vernon Ave



From:
Date:
To:
Subject:

rom: ivyeliz@comcast.net <ivyeliz@comcast.net>
Date: Friday, January 6, 2023 at 9:50 AM

To: Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>
Subject: re: Vision Zero

Good morning Bryan

In response to today’s article in Alexandria Living that you are seeking comments on the No
Right on Red initiative, | have a question and a concern.

| live on the 1100 block of Prince Street. Our eastern corner is S. Henry. It has been an
intersection of wrecks, building and car sideswipes, and on December 15 a pedestrian was
struck. (And | will NOTE... the article about the pedestrian incorrectly identified it as the 100
block of N. Henry. This incorrect attribution has been an issue residents of this block have
been trying to get resolved for almost a year — after noting when submitting a 311 ticket the
response had my address as the 1100 block of Princess and N. Henry — if your office can fix
that — it would be progress — but I digress)

The question is — why are the NO Right on Red only being considered for the north sides of
Henry and Patrick? As | noted, the south end of Henry and Patrick — especially our corner with
drivers rushing to get on the entrance to the beltway — is a nightmare from about 3:00pm to
7:00pm. It is similar at Duke and Henry. | can only assume some limitation on zipping thru
lights would be helpful to minimize the dangers and concerns.

Thank you in advance for your consideration of my question.

Ivy Whitlatch

J I <cblough0O8@gmail.com>
Friday, January 6, 2023 at 12:11 PM
Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>



From:
Date:
To:
Subject:
[EXTERNAL]NTOR Changes Support

| strongly support the proposed NTOR changes as long overdue steps to progress our Vision
Zero Goals, and | hope that the City considers more streets to add to the policy, such as
Washington St/King St and Washington St/Slaters Ln.

-Chris B 1602 W Abingdon Dr, Alexandria VA 22314

From: Jared Linck <jared.linck@gmail.com>

Date: Friday, January 6, 2023 at 12:16 PM

To: Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>

Subject: [EXTERNAL]Strong support for *"no turn on red" proposal

Hi Bryan,

| am writing to voice my strong support for the proposal to implement "no turn on red"
restrictions on Henry and Patrick Streets in Old Town. This proposal can save lives and improve
safety on our congested streets. During my 10+ years as a pedestrian who crossed Patrick and
Henry daily, | have personally been nearly struck at least 10 times by a vehicle attempting to turn
right on red while I was legally crossing in the crosswalk. This proposal provides a concrete,
actionable solution that can reduce traffic injuries and fatalities.

Thank you for accepting my strong support for this proposal.

Thank you,
Jared Linck

904 Mount Vernon Avenue




From:
Date:
To:
Subject:
Hannah Town <phtown@protonmail.com>
Friday, January 6, 2023 at 2:22 PM
Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>
[EXTERNAL]Right-on-red elimination

Mr Hayes,

| am writing to make a public comment on the proposed plan to ban right turns on red lights at
certain intersections. | wholeheartedly support the measure.

The right on red was introduced during the energy crisis of the 1970s as a way to save fuel, but the
idle efficiency of modern cars means it produces essentially nil fuel savings in the twenty-first
century. While the merits of the idea at the time of its original implementation are debatable, recent
studies have consistently shown that it creates a danger to motorists and pedestrians and provides
no meaningful benefit in terms of fuel consumption or traffic flow. In fact | believe the proposed
changes don't go far enough. Any intersection busy enough to require stoplights is too busy to allow
right turns on red lights, and so | believe Alexandria should follow the example of DC (and most
countries around the world) in eliminating the practice altogether.

| also believe that the benefits to road safety that come with eliminating this dangerous practice-
while certainly real and important--are not the only benefits that can be expected. The fact that cars
can come from almost any direction at any time in our intersections and crosswalks adds a level of
stress and an impression of unsafety that are detrimental to residents' quality of life, to visitors'
perception of the city, and to the city's economy. Alexandria's government should be trying to
cultivate an impression that the city is a safe place for people of all ages to live, work, and visit; it's
short-sighted to compromise that in favor of a few seconds saved waiting at red lights. Other
jurisdictions in the area have already shown a commitment to road safety that attracts residents and
visitors, and Alexandria risks falling behind economically if it does not follow suit.

-Hannah Town

From: jeanne o'toole <jeanneotoole@gmail.com>
Date: Friday, January 6, 2023 at 4:20 PM

To: Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>
Subject: re: Vision Zero

[You don't often get email from jeanneotoole@gmail.com. Learn why this is important at
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderldentification ]

Totally concur as an Alexandria pedestrian. Please also consider red light cameras at these
intersections. You can count the number of cars running red lights with no regard.


https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification

From:
Date:
To:
Subject:

Jacquelyn Kittredge <healthitgirl@gmail.com>
Friday, January 6, 2023 at 5:25 PM
Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>
[EXTERNAL]No Turn On Red

Dear Mr. Hayes,

| strongly support any efforts by the City of Alexandria to enact "No Right Turn on Red" at any
and all intersections - including those on Patrick and Henry Streets.

I live and work in Alexandria and | walk to work.

My commute is for the most part enjoyable, as | see children, neighbors, and their dogs walking
in the neighborhood.

By far, the most stressful part of my day is when | come to the corner of Russell Road and
Braddock Road. | travel north on Russell in the morning, and even though there isa "No Turn on
Red" sign at this intersection, inattentive drivers blow through this red light on a regular basis.

| love my commute, but | don't want to die simply because | walk to work.
Thank you for your consideration,

Jacquelyn Kittredge

From: Jarrett Ray <jarrettray@gmail.com>

Date: Friday, January 6, 2023 at 9:19 PM

To: Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>
Subject: re: Vision Zero

Hello - As a parent whose children attend American Day School and St. Mary's in Old Town, |
completely OPPOSE the new Right on Red restrictions.



From:
Date:
To:
Subject:

You're simply making our roads less driver friendly. Vision Zero is a silly goal. There will
always be danger while driving. If there are bad drivers, then hire more police to ticket
offenders.

Thank you,
Jarrett Ray

Andrea Grenadier <algrenadier@earthlink.net>
Saturday, January 7, 2023 at 10:06 AM
Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>
[EXTERNAL]Vision Zero and NTOR restrictions

Dear Mr. Hayes:

Thank you for opening up this issue to public comments. As a non-driver and Old Town
pedestrian who logs many miles on my hometown streets, | would be deeply grateful for no-turn-
on-red at Vision Zero’s proposed intersections, which is finally being considered for our most
treacherous intersections.

I have stood on the corner of King and N. Patrick and King and N. Henry countless times, as cars
speed through the light once it has already turned red. Every time, | have had to tell other
pedestrians, especially tourists, to stay on the sidewalk until the cars finish violating traffic laws
to speed through the intersection. Most of the time, they ignore me or don’t hear me, and
proceed to cross, at their own peril. For pedestrians, the walk light duration is shortened by all
cars going through the red light, leaving the pedestrian about 10 seconds to cross the street. On
busy weekends, the duration can be as short at 8 seconds. This is unacceptable and needs to
change, for the safety of the community.

Thanks so much for giving citizens the opportunity to respond to this issue.



From:
Date:
To:
Subject:
All best,

Andrea Grenadier

1600 Prince Street, #511
Alexandria, VA 22314

703.624.4557 (c)
algrenadier@earthlink.n
et

From: Daniel Pereira <danxpereira@gmail.com>
Date: Saturday, January 7, 2023 at 10:07 AM

To: Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL]NTOR on Patrick and Henry

Dear Mr. Hayes,

I live on Alfred between Princess and Oronoco and fully support NTOR restrictions on both
streets. As a driver, if there are no cars behind me, | already wait until a green light because it's
so difficult to see oncoming traffic because of parked cars blocking the view. As a pedestrian |
have had several close calls crossing on Patrick and Henry with cars turning on red. Making the
turn as a driver takes too much attention to also be paying attention to pedestrians in your
peripheral vision.

Thanks for considering this,

Daniel



From: Corinne Porter <corinne.l.porter@gmail.com>
Date: Saturday, January 7, 2023 at 1:53 PM

To: Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL]Princess Street red light proposal

Hello Bryan,

| am city resident residing at 320 N Henry Street writing to express my support for making the
Princess and N Henry street intersection no right on red for turns from Princess Street. I'd also
like to request that the city invest in speed and stop sign enforcement on N Fayette, N Payne and
Cameron Streets. The intersection of Cameron and N Fayette is particularly dangerous. I witness
cars on Cameron blow through that stop sign multiple times a week and have been almost hit as
a pedestrian and driver crossing on Fayette. It's honestly only a matter of time before someone
is seriously hurt or worse at that intersection.

Thank you for your time and effort working to make our city safer for everyone.

Sincerely,

Corinne Porter

Ryan Taugher <ryan.taugher@gmail.com>
Saturday, January 7, 2023 at 2:15 PM
Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>
[EXTERNAL]Proposed NTOR On N Henry and N Patrick

Bryan-



| wanted to contact you to express my strong support for all the proposed NTOR for both N
Henry Street and N Patrick Streets.

As a resident who lives in N Henry Street, | am often confronted with drivers not watching for
pedestrians, especially while walking my dog. In the dark or when trying to merge into a gap of
traffic, drivers can miss seeing pedestrians, and even other cars. This is not theoretical - I've had
many close calls myself, and witnessed many more.

As an example of how dangerous this situation is, as you might already know, this past summer
there was a major crash when a car tried to merge from Princess Street onto N Henry Street. I've
attached a photo of the crash, which gives you a sense of how fast drivers are going through this
stretch of Old Town.

In addition to strongly supporting all the proposed NTOR restrictions, | wanted to request you
consider add speed management measures for N Henry Street. Drivers routinely drive well in
excess of the speed limit, with racing, red light running, and cars blocking the crosswalk frequent
occurrences. While the NTOR measures are badly needed, | would recommend looking at what
can be done to improve overall speed compliance on N Henry Street too.

In addition, drivers on Cameron Street, especially at the intersection with N Fayette can be
inattentive to pedestrians, and observance of stop signs there, and elsewhere on N Fayette Street
is also bad. Anything you can do to improve enforcement of those intersection’s traffic controls
and improve visibility of pedestrian crossings would be much appreciated too.

Thanks for all your efforts to eliminate pedestrian deaths and injuries in Old Town. Having had
many close calls at these intersections, | really appreciate your work to support our community.

If you have any questions or there is anything else | can do to support your efforts, please don’t
hesitate to let me know.

Thanks,

Ryan



Paul <paulwhtaylor@yahoo.com>
Sunday, January 8, 2023 at 8:45 AM
Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>
Subject: re: Vision Zero

[You don't often get email from paulwhtaylor@yahoo.com. Learn why this is important at
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderldentification ]

Dear Brian:

| saw in a recent news report that the City of Alexandria is considering additional “ no right turn
on red” restrictions in Old Town. | would be in favor of a blanket ban for the whole of Old
Town, but since that is not being considered, the problem for pedestrians in what is a popular
walking district, is the major commuting thoroughfares of Route 1 in both directions and also
Washington Street. Prince and Duke Streets at Route 1 are obvious misses where there have been
many near misses and at least a couple of hits for pedestrians. Drivers ignore the law which says
no right turn on red when pedestrians are present. They look left to see if there is through traffic
before making a right turn but don’t look right at the crossing. Additionally I would like the City
to look at the stop lights on Washington. Since | live on the south side, southbound Washington
at Gibbon is problematic and I’'m sure there are issues with some north side intersections.

Other junctions that deserves consideration would on Jamieson at West and Jamieson
northbound at Holland. Jamieson is a popular cut through in “rush hour” where every second
apparently counts for commuters.

| am glad to see the City starting to address this fundamental safety issue. Too many drivers
think a red light turn is a slow and go opportunity and not a concession from the 1973 oil
embargo crisis.

Paul Taylor
428 S Fayette Street


https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification

Alexandria

703 350 8872

Sent from my iPhone




From:
Date:
To:
Lizzi Alarcon <lizzialarcon@gmail.com>
Monday, January 9, 2023 at 11:42 AM
Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL]Public Comment - No Right Turn on Red

Hi Mr. Hayes,

| am a resident of Alexandria's 22304 zipcode along Duke Street, and | just wanted to give my
and my partner's support for No Turn on Red for Patrick and Henry Street. We are big
supporters of the Vision Zero project, and look forward to these changes being implemented for
the safety of pedestrians. Just from personal experience, we've been at the front end of a car that
was too busy looking for oncoming traffic to notice us, so we'd love to see this change go into
effect.

Thank you for your time, and happy New Year.

Best Regards,

Lizzi Alarcon




From:
Date:
To:
Philip Ewing <philip.ewing@gmail.com>
Wednesday, January 11, 2023 at 11:28 AM
Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL]Supporting NTOR along North Henry Street

Dear Mr Hayes --

| saw your post at the corner of Oronoco Street and North Henry; | am writing to support the
proposed No Turn On Red restrictions the city is contemplating for Henry Street through
portions of Old Town. Please implement them soon and well.

My name is Phil Ewing; my family and | live on North West Street. We are frequent walkers
throughout Old Town. We walk my daughter to and from school every day; we walk to her play
dates around the neighborhood; we walk to the Metro; we walk to run errands; we walk for
exercise. We walk almost everywhere when we can and we deeply value our pedestrian lifestyle
in Alexandria. My hope is that new No Turn On Red impositions might not only reduce
accidents for cars but those involving pedestrians, too.

I'd urge the city not only to impose these changes but also post highly visible, ideally illuminated
No Turn On Red signs or signals as part of this process. One of our challenges in Old Town is
that when stop signs and other markers are posted on the sidewalk corners of intersections,
sometimes drivers miss them. One of our nearby corners, for example, between North West and
Pendleton Streets, has a No

Turn On Red restriction. But half of drivers just ignore it. I'd like to believe that's because the
sign is out of their eyeline as they look toward the traffic signals in the intersection. A brighter,
bolder sign, or new signals -- for example, a red light with a "No" light -- would give them no
excuse.

Thank you for soliciting public input on these changes and I hope you and the city are able to
make them and improve safety for everyone.

Phil




From:
Date:
To:
Emily Larson <erlarson20@gmail.com>
Monday, January 23, 2023 at 11:31 AM
Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>
[EXTERNAL]proposed NTOR changes

[You don't often get email from erlarson20@gmail.com. Learn why this is important at
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderldentification ]

Hi Bryan - | just wanted to send you a note expressing my support for NTOR changes. I'm
expecting our first child here in a few months and my husband and I are daydreaming about
taking her on stroller and bike rides all over Alexandria. These NTOR changes will make me
feel much safer in the Old Town area, and I'll be much more willing to get out of the house if |
feel like there’s a few more (very practical) protections for pedestrians, moms and babies alike :)

thank you, and have a nice week.

Emily

From: Nicole Radshaw <nicole.radshaw@gmail.com>
Date: Tuesday, January 24, 2023 at 11:13 AM

To: Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL]Right turn on Red

Dear Mr. Hayes,

I am writing in support of the 'No Right Turn on Red' changes to be made at intersections along
Patrick and Henry Streets. In general, | support 'No Right Turn on Red' all over the city.

Drivers of cars are prioritized over pedestrians. When crossing at an intersection, a pedestrian
should not be in fear of a car making a right hand turn. From anecdotal observations, few cars
are even stopping at the red light before the turn right. No Right Turn on Red has been instituted
on Taney Avenue turning on to Van Dorn. While drivers, including me, may have to sit and wait
a few seconds more, it has been an easy adjustment and makes the driver more aware of their
surroundings.


https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification

From:
Date:
To:

Not only would this increase safety and decrease crashes for pedestrians, but it would also
benefit bicyclists and even cars!

| encourage the city to look at more intersections and establish more Vision Zero policies to
facilitate and grow safe streets for people.

Thank you,

Nicole Radshaw
5340 Thayer Avenue
Alexandria, VA 22304

John Corbin <johncorbin22@yahoo.com>
Friday, January 27, 2023 at 12:21 PM
Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>
Cc: John Corbin <johncorbin22@yahoo.com>
Subject: [EXTERNAL]Public Comment - N. Patrick St. No Turn on Red

Hi,

I believe having a no turn on red restriction on N. Patrick St. is a great idea for pedestrian safety.
However, there are much larger safety issues plaguing N. Patrick St.; namely, the rampant and
excessive speeding over the 25 mph speed limit. | currently work from home with my office
window look out over N. Patrick St. (between Princess St. and Oronoco St.) which means I'm
watching traffic flow across area in question all day. Through my observations, it has become
apparent that almost all cars and, more importantly, construction trucks typically drive in the 40+
mph range. As I'm sure you know, 30 mph is an inflection point from where a pedestrian
accident goes from resulting in severe injury to resulting death. It is common to see crashes on
this section of road and, with homes being less than 20 ft. from the speeding traffic, there have
also been a number of vehicles crashing into historic, residential homes.

In addition to no-turn-on-red restrictions, I'd recommend considering the following options for
increasing pedestrian safety on N. Patrick St. and the Old Town area in general:



From:
Date:

To:

Limit truck speeds to 15 mph.

Reconfigure the traffic lights so that red and green lights are staggered (at least from
10:00pm7:00am). The current light configuration exacerbates the speeding problem by
providing a clear green-way for vehicles to speed through Old Town. I've witnessed cars
race through each successive light on N. Patrick St. knowing that the next light is
perfectly timed to turn green just as the speeding cars approach. Staggering light colors
and/or the timing of the lights will remedy this issue.

Provide electronic speed monitor displays similar to those found on King St.

Repurpose the HOV lane, which is sparsely used, into a two-way bike lane that connects
King St. to the Potomac Yard trail, thus giving residents in the new Potomac Yard
residential buildings along N. Patrick St. (as well as the intersecting Del Ray
neighborhood) with an alternative, nonvehicular access to the heart of Old Town. It's
common knowledge that vehicles will drive as fast as they feel is safe. On N. Patrick St.
the street is too wide and, thus, gives drivers the illusion of safety that causes them to
speed excessively. This speeding, in turn, increases the hazard level of pedestrians and
residents along the side of the road. By creating a bike lane, N. Patrick St. will become
narrower - which will force cars to slow down to account for the narrower road - and,
thus, increase road and sidewalk safety for the entire community.

I'd be happy to discuss these concerns further or assist in implementing these additional safety
recommendations. Feel free to contact me.

Thanks,

John

Adam T <actampio@gmail.com>
Tuesday, January 31, 2023 at 5:20 PM

Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>

[EXTERNAL]No Turn On Red treatment comments

Dear Mr. Hayes,

As a daily user of public transit and a frequent pedestrian, I strongly support the
implementation of the "No Turn on Red" treatment at the respective intersections along
Patrick and Henry Streets. Despite having had only a few close calls with cars in the
past, I believe that this number should be zero, and that any measures taken to
improve pedestrian safety are crucial.




From:

Date:

To:

I appreciate the efforts that Alexandria is making to enhance pedestrian safety and I
would like to express my gratitude for this initiative. However, I have one concern
regarding the enforcement of this rule. I kindly request that you consider incorporating
cameras or sensors to help enforce the "No Turn on Red" rule and ensure that drivers
follow the laws.

Thank you for your attention to this matter. I look forward to the continued

improvement of pedestrian safety in Alexandria.

Thank you for reading my comments,
Adam

From: Russ Adams <russadams3008@gmail.com>
Date: Tuesday, January 31, 2023 at 5:31 PM

To: Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL]No turn on red

Signs should be posted at a standard location and should include a standard symbol that can be
understood by non-English speakers.




Barb DeMerse <demerseb@gmail.com>
Tuesday, January 31, 2023 at 2:14 PM
Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>
[EXTERNAL]No turn on red

While there may be some intersections where “no right turn on red” is indicated to ensure

pedestrian safety, | strongly object to no turn on red at all intersections. Idling vehicles burn
costly fuel and contribute to air pollution, including carbon dioxide - a greenhouse gas.

Sent from my iPhone

From: Barb DeMerse <demerseb@gmail.com>
Date: Tuesday, January 31, 2023 at 5:43 PM

To: Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL]No turn on red

Thanks for responding, Bryan. While | don't oppose them, | don't believe | have enough specific
information to support them.

From: hmayer414@gmail.com <hmayer414@gmail.com>
Date: Tuesday, January 31, 2023 at 8:02 PM

To: Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL]NOo turn on red

Hi Mr. Hayes!

| saw on Twitter that you are collecting comments regarding the City’s “No Turn on Red”
proposal. | cross Patrick and Henry Streets on a daily basis to drop off and pick my kids up from
school. On a near daily basis | see cars whipping around these turns without looking for
pedestrians, stopping in the middle of crosswalks (if at all), and edging out into crosswalks to see
if they can make a turn. People are often very kind once they notice us, but the existence of
pedestrian traffic is clearly an afterthought for many drivers in this area. I am honestly just tired
of constantly being on heightened alert for the dangers cars present to my tiny children, not to
mention myself. I am in favor of the No Turn on Red proposal because | think it will guide
drivers into making better decisions for everyone in the community.
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Thank you for your work on this effort!

Best,

Helen Clark

City of Alexandria resident

Sent from my iPhone

David Malitz <malitzd@gmail.com>
Sunday, February 5, 2023 at 11:06 AM
Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>
[EXTERNAL]Vision Zero

Hi Mr. Hayes, my name is David Malitz and I'm an Alexandria resident who lives in an
apartment building right off of N Henry Street. | am strongly in support of limiting right turns on
red lights. There have been so many times when my girlfriend and | have been walking our dog
and cars barge into the crosswalk making it difficult/dangerous to pass, and | see it happen with
families and strollers all the time as well. We moved to Old Town within the past year and one of
the primary reasons was because of its walkability, which we truly love. Limiting right turns
(which would make drivers wait, approximately 2030 seconds, at most) would make things so
safer and highlight one of the best qualities of the area.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

David Malitz

From: Roy <rsglnnmr@gmail.com>

Date: Sunday, February 5, 2023 at 2:46 PM

To: Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL]Right Turn on Red Public Comment

Bryan, my wife and I have lived at 929 Oronoco St, on the corner of Patrick and Oronoco streets,
for 11 years. From this spot we have witnessed a number of wrecks each year, none of which
was the result of a right turn on red. However, we've seen plenty of people turn the wrong way
on the one-way Patrick, run red lights, and simply drive into the parked cars on Patrick Street

48



(which is why we never park there). The real problem is distracted driving, not right turns on
red. People drive significantly worse since the pandemic, on their phones, swaying within their
lanes, driving too slow or too fast, and in general ignoring everything but themselves. Stricter
police enforcement of distracted driving laws is what is required for this problem.

Prohibiting right turns on red strikes me as ineffective overregulation which will not solve any of
the reckless driving problems affecting Alexandria. The good drivers will obey the signs, the
bad ones will not. My hope is that this plan will not be implemented.

Roy Apseloff
929 Oronoco
St.

703-967-3119

Trevor Smith <tbiziers@gmail.com>
Sunday, February 5, 2023 at 2:55 PM
Bryan Hayes <bryan.hayes@alexandriava.gov>
[EXTERNAL]Potential No Turn on Red Signs

Hi Bryan,

My name is Trevor Smith and I live at 1210 Queen St. | am writing to ask you all to reconsider
adding the NTOR restrictions to Queen St and our neighboring streets. In my experience Henry
St is either incredibly busy, for example during rush hour, in which case it’s impossible to turn
on red, or it’s very empty, for example from 11pm on most nights, at which point it’s incredibly
easy to turn on red. It would be very inconvenient to have to sit at the light late at night and wait
for it to turn green despite the fact that there are no cars on Henry St. So while | get the potential
safety benefits during rush hour, I hope the City will consider making the NTOR restrictions
time sensitive so residents of this area can turn on red during slow hours. Thanks for your time
and consideration of this comment.

Best,

Trevor
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City of Alexandria, Virginia

Traffic and Parking Board

DATE: February 27, 2023
DOCKET ITEM: 6

ISSUE: Curbside Pick-up and Loading Zone — 500 block of North Henry Street

REQUESTED BY: Whitney Shepard, General Manager of The Henry (525 N Fayette St)

LOCATION: 500 block of North Henry Street

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: That the Board recommend the Director of T&ES install
‘Active Loading and Curbside Pickup Only’ signage for the three parking spaces closest to
Pendleton Street, in front of 540 North Henry Street.

BACKGROUND: In order to support businesses during the COVID-19 pandemic, the City
created a temporary program for curbside loading and pick-up/drop-off zones. Due to positive
feedback, staff developed signage for permanent curbside pickup and loading zones (Attachment
1). A map depicting the location of each of these zones is included as Attachment 2. The general
manager of The Henry Condominiums submitted a request (Attachment 3) for a new zone on
North Henry Street to accommodate the large number of order pick-ups taking place at Starbucks
at 540 North Henry Street, particularly in the mornings. Drivers often temporarily park in front
of the bus stop, fire hydrant, and parking garage curb cut on Pendleton Street to run into
Starbucks to pick orders up.

This block is primarily commercial on the ground floor with homes on the upper floors. The
other ground-floor retailers could benefit from the curbside pickup zone as well. The requested
zone is on the southbound side of the 500 block of North Henry Street closest to Pendleton
Street. These three parking spaces are currently restricted to 2-hour parking, 8AM-5PM,
Monday-Saturday. See Attachment 4 for more details about the location. Other nearby zones are
located on the 1200 block of Pendleton Street in front of Bastille Restaurant and further north on
North Fayette Street on the 1000 block in front of Monterey’s Pizza.

DISCUSSION: The proposed signage for these zones aims to clearly identify areas that can be
used by food delivery vehicles, taxis, ride hail drivers, valet, and carry-out pickup, as well as
general freight loading and unloading. Strategically reallocating valuable curbside space to
accommodate the significant increase in pickup and drop-off activity can help to reduce double-
parking, prevent the obstruction of bus stops and fire hydrants, and mitigate the prevalence of
blocked crosswalks. When reviewing requests for these zones, staff considers the commercial
nature of the block and the availability of other loading areas that could serve nearby businesses.
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In this case, the block has many different commercial businesses that could benefit from a
dedicated zone. The Henry (525 N Fayette Street) does have a loading area for deliveries as well
as resident/retail parking spaces in the interior alley and parking garage, respectively, however,
those spaces are meant for larger delivery vehicles and longer-term patrons, respectively,
whereas the proposed pickup/dropoff spaces on North Henry Street would be meant for quick
order pickups made in smaller vehicles that are currently being parked illegally on Pendleton
Street. By designating three spaces near the intersection as a curbside pick-up zone, many of the
businesses and their patrons will have visible access to the space.

Providing a variety of ways to access businesses also supports the Curb Space Prioritization
Framework (see below) and helps to designate areas along the curb that address the needs of the
adjacent land uses. North Henry Street is steadily becoming a Main Street, especially in this
immediate vicinity. Per the Framework, Access for People and Access for Goods are the highest
priority for Main Streets. A dedicated space for people and goods to be picked up and dropped
off is consistent with the priorities for using the curb.

Curb Space Prioritization Framework

Office & Warehouse &

Priority: Residential Main Streets Commercial Industrial

1: High City Plan griorities
2 Access for People | Access for People [Access for People  Access for Goods
3 Parking Access for Goods [ Access for Goods  Access for People
4 Access for Goods Activation Parking Parking

5: Low Activation Parking Activation Activation

OUTREACH: Attachment shows signatures of support for this request from many of the
residents in this building. In addition to the outreach the business conducted prior to submitting
the request, Staff notified the Braddock Metro Citizens’ Coalition and the West Old Town
Citizens Association of the request on February 10, 2023. On February 13, 2023, City Staff
received an email from a member of the West Old Town Citizens’ Association asking if The
Henry could instead convert some spaces in the interior alley to pickup/drop-off and which
business these proposed spaces were meant to serve. City staff and The Henry responded to the
member stating that the spaces in the interior alley and the parking garage are intended for use by
longer-term parkers whereas the proposed pickup/drop-off spaces on North Henry Street would
be intended for use by quick pickups and drop-offs, particularly to serve Starbucks customers
that are currently obstructing a fire hydrant, a bus stop, and the entrance to the interior
alley/parking garage on Pendleton Street.

ATTACHMENT 1:
The standard Active Loading and Curbside Pickup Only sign
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ATTACHMENT 2:

Map of existing locations (orange pins) and proposed location (green pin)

Q Café Pizzaiolo

RT’s 9

Spice Kraft 9
Saint Elmo’s / M2M

Piece Out / Cheesetique

Dolce & Bean w Del Ray Cafe

Monterey’s 9

Sunday in Saigon

Bastille
§1\'\
Starbucks qu‘\\\
CaQ\\°
_ 9 Q DIYA
Quattro Formaggi o Augie’s 9 9
Ale; Kisso o

Hummingbird 9
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ATTACHMENT 3:
On-street Parking Modification Request Form

ON-STREET PARKING MODIFICATION REQUEST FORM

Please fill out the first page of this application and return to
max.devilliersi@alexandriava.gov or mail to Max Devilliers, Mobility Services, 421 King
Street, Suite 235, Alexandria, VA 22314, Staff will contact the Project Champion to further
refine proposed solution to address the issue that the applicant is trying to address.

Reason for the Request (FFhat are vou iving to solveiaddress?):

EJL:’_.’ZSS 4 rfﬁ}’;; 4 Fﬂ/u-?'ffﬁ tr die5s ;_fﬁa-'j,;_r::;xg D{aﬂiiﬂa"%\_a{% Cgnnd T

F Y pn Sipesdk and vse brefang. Fogpeshing loodser 2ine rf’é"ﬂ;r'J Fibt bupdom nt
F. "y L

ard fee | dad  plede

Type of On-Street Parking Modification Reguested:

[ Loading Zone Removal X Loading Zone Addition

1 Parking Removal [ No Parking Sign Removal
L1 Parking Restriction Change (Non-RPP)

Proposed restrictions

Location: S#¢ givd i pvd 0N g achyd ifp P thodlrdin Shes ¥ om btibolsi, § Sl ek,
(Map or figure may be provided as an atiachment) ¢

Approximate number of spaces affected (assume 20 feet per space): 5

Project Champion (Point of Contact) Information:

-

Name: A/ ety SAZparo
T f

Address: 525 W Ftesethe Sheet Mekindpa VA 22314

Email: _ﬁ?‘t'-’f”r&*' é14 j{i’ﬁ.efﬂﬁ M‘Qﬂ[??—f’f (< 51”5*1 el Conn

Phone Number:  702-732 9003 ¥

Best Way to Contact: X Email U Phone
Best Time of Day to Contact: #l Morming (A Afternoon
Page |2 Maobility Services

421 King Street, Suite 235
Alexandria, VA 22314
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We the undersigned hereby support or oppose (as indicated) the proposed on-street parking change:

[ pler y orig () FAP7 {31 645 Toematle s, Strvps [éz.[dfgg iy 2nly ¥ r»

entbranes )

ey

(Petition should include signatures from a representative, property owner, occupant, or manager for all
properties, homeowners '/ condo associations, and businesses adjacent to or impacted by the proposed on-street
parking madification. Additional signatures may be gathered to show support.)
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We the undersigned hereby support or oppose (as indicated) the proposed on-street parking change:

(Petition should include signatures from a representative, property owner, occupant, or manager for all
properties, homeowners'/ condo associations, and businesses adjacent to or impacted by the proposed on-street
parking modification. Additional signatures may be gathered to show support.)

Property
Affiliation
Support or Address/ (owner,
Oppose Business/ occupant,
Name (printed) | Request Signature/Date | Association manger, etc.) Email
; : §OF MFeie ko ety I
(9. ch,«x«(-m jaﬂmr/f //VM/”” #70 & H«bﬂn?_ @% oS ,"| (64,
: W Soreep [T ble Liaur Lynhaimy (P
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. W LD %W@ Y WAL
%ﬂcm ﬁuoaw %\/ S%éi Hotwy @il com -
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We the undersigned hereby support or oppose (as indicated) the proposed on-street parking change:

(Petition should include signatures from a representative, property owner, occupant, or manager for all
properties, homeowners'/ condo associations, and businesses adjacent to or impacted by the proposed on-street
parking modification. Additional signatures may be gathered to show support.)
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We the undersigned hereby support or oppose (as indicated) the proposed on-street parking change:

(Petition should include signatures from a representative, property owner, occupant, or manager for all
properties, homeowners '/ condo associations, and businesses adjacent to or impacted by the proposed on-street
parking modification. Additional signatures may be gathered to show support.)
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We the undersigned hereby support or oppose (as indicated) the proposed on-street parking change:

(Petition should include signatures from a representative, property owner, occupant, or manager for all
properties, homeowners/ condo associations, and businesses adjacent to or impacted by the proposed on-street
parking modification. Additional signatures may be gathered to show support.)

£

e

&W

)77

D%N

.%WMT/\

ﬁ ﬁf}!;m <

A

59

Property
Affiliation
Support or Address/ (owner,
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We the undersigned hereby support or oppose (as indicated) the proposed on-street parking change:

(Petition should include signatures from a representative, property owner, occupant, or manager for all
properties, homeowners'/ condo associations, and businesses adjacent to or impacted by the proposed on-street
parking modification. Additional signatures may be gathered to show support.)
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We the undersigned hereby support or oppose (as indicated) the proposed on-street parking change:

(Petition should include signatures from a representative, property owner, occupant, or manager for all
properties, homeowners '/ condo associations, and businesses adjacent to or impacted by the proposed on-sireet
parking modification. Additional signatures may be gathered to show support.)
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We the undersigned hereby support or oppose (as indicated) the proposed on-street parking change:

(Petition should include signatures from a representative, property owner, accupant, or manager for all
properties, homeowners '/ condo associations, and businesses adjacent to or impacted by the proposed on-sireet
parking modification. Additional signatures may be gathered to show support.)

Property
Affiliation
Support or Address/ (owner,
Oppose Business/ occupant,
Name (printed) | Request Signature/Date | Association manger, etc.) Email
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ATTACHMENT 4: Location
StreetView

North Heﬁry Street Ioking South
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City of Alexandria, Virginia

Traffic and Parking Board

DATE: February 27, 2023
DOCKET ITEM: 7

ISSUE: Residential Permit Parking — 700 Block of Bluemont Avenue

REQUESTED BY: Residents of the 700 block of Bluemont Avenue

LOCATION: 700 block of Bluemont Avenue (Residential Permit Parking District 13)

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: That the Board recommend the Director of T&ES install 2-
hour parking restrictions from 8:00 AM to 5:00 PM, Monday through Saturday, Residential
Permit Parking (RPP) District 13 permit holders exempt on the 700 block of Bluemont Avenue.

BACKGROUND: In 2021, the Board reviewed the creation of RPP District 13 for the Potomac
Yard neighborhood which was later approved by the City Council. Following the district
creation, residents submitted petitions for installing signage on their blocks, which were
approved by the Traffic and Parking Board in July 2022. A total of 16 blocks were approved for
restrictions from 8:00 AM to 5:00 PM, Monday through Saturday. However, City staff did not
receive a complete petition from residents of the 700 block of Bluemont Avenue until recently.

The 700 block of Bluemont Avenue has 14 parking spaces, all on the north side of the street, and
is located between Main Line Boulevard and Potomac Avenue, across from Conoy Park. The
abutting blocks of Conoy Street, 600 block of Bluemont Avenue, and Main Line Boulevard
already have posted Residential Permit Parking restrictions. The location of the 700 block of
Bluemont Avenue is shown in Attachment 1.

DISCUSSION: In order to add signage within an existing District, Section 5-8-75 of the Code
requires a petition be submitted by more than 50% of the residents on the block. The requestor

garnered signatures from 10 out of 16 households on this block (Attachment 2). The requested

signage is consistent with the signage posted on adjacent blocks in this district.

OUTREACH: Staff notified the Potomac Yard Homeowners Association of this petition on
February 10, 2023. The HOA indicated that they would not take an official position on the
signage for each block in Potomac Yard. Rather, they would leave it up to each block to obtain
the required number of signatures and demonstrate a majority want the restrictions on their
block.
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Attachment 1:
Location of 700 block of Bluemont Avenue (circled in red below)
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Attachment 2:
Residents’ Petition

Petition for Adding, Modifying, or Removing
Residential Permit Parking Signage in an Existing District

Block Contact: M4 beey L_vci ¢yl

Address: _ VL Rl pulen -fl F-\ v g
Telephone: ‘:‘;Z_c; L. !%‘ 199 Email: _Wedf byowi . l_,fw"g .:;'cf:f 63 et "!{'_'m.-p}

! bl
District: Y5

Proposed Change (Select one)
\ﬁﬁ;dd new signage OModify existing signage  [TRemove existing signage
Block (e.g. the 100 block of Main Street):

160 W\ecle ot Bloe ot Ble

Current Restrictions (e.g: 2 hours, 8AM-5PM, Monday-Friday):

MNoyre -'.Pu"‘f e vk

Proposed Restrictions {’Sclect an-option on each line):

Two Hours [ Three Hours
[E{AM-SPM ' ' : 8 AM-2AM (next day)*
DMDnday-Fﬁday m‘ﬁénday-Saturdgy

Bﬁq Sunday Restrictions. JSunday 11AM-11PM [ZSunday 11AM-2AM (next.day)*
*M st recoivé prior approvil by the Dirsetor.of TRES per Sec. 3-8-72

Sobmit Completed Peibtlon to; B

Mazil: Depariment.of Transportation and Environmental Services. Email; iz dovilliersiig|grandriava.gov
Mobility Services Division - Parking Planner Phone: {7TN3) 746-4248
421 King Swraer, Suire 255,
Alcxaridria, VA 22314
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We the undersigned residents hereby request that the City change 11;3,, existing mgnage on the
followmg blocks within residential permit parking district number {2 ;T\ o e
¢ [e.g. the 100 block of Main Street, the 200 block ot‘Mam Street, and east the

“Bloe

L ol

300 ijlock of Side Street). We propose restrictions for the days and timés indicated above. We
understand that the restrictions will apply to all non-vesidents of the distoct, residents will be
required to pay an annnal fee for resident parking stickers for each vehiclé, and we will also nced
to obtain gnest passes to aliow guests/contractors to park on the street beyond the posted

restrictions.
Resident Name Resident Address Email (Optional) | Date
(Printed) Signature '
Sm“m—'—ﬂiﬂﬂn 1 71 mlﬂﬂnmw r}!l/ll [ e
L) [l ; X2 7)) 11 i
%d»fb M[ & 1) Bluemagt E;e N /2[{z2
4 T2 Riveniontfve, Matiidss. Leapeall g
Wt Leon| i oo Alesnudsin Vg 2zi0] S84 <™ 72|22
e ks TLORLwbasge T A iz-.f.S}‘zH
4 LE "QAW% - e v
“ol 5%'.\{ 128 B\Umﬂﬁ \2 o) a2
e : :
F:“.zqu?/ THHBleepot \ls\ 22
Lofico FAU BuerosT t2f10/z 2
ESTONES — LIS pes
Heb ot Cocan| H22 Blowror offio/2%
{ Ll B i D shagde s eI
Ot gl [T Bl Rk Shiders. 1523
T FT0 B jtion FHomorsitsTeatr |, ;
kit Aie  @onoil. com | /1T

Please note signatures fron residents who are not the listed ovmer of the vésidence.
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City of Alexandria, Virginia

Traffic and Parking Board

DATE: February 27, 2023
DOCKET ITEM: 8

ISSUE: Disability Parking — 2800 block of Main Line Boulevard

REQUESTED BY: Hester Smith-Riggins, resident of 731 Seaton Avenue

LOCATION: 2800 block of Main Line Boulevard

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: That the Board make a recommendation to the Director of
T&ES to designate a disability parking space on the 2800 block of Main Line Boulevard at the
northwest corner with Seaton Avenue.

BACKGROUND: Ms. Smith-Riggins submitted an application (Attachment 1) for a disability
parking space at 731 Seaton Avenue (the Avalon Potomac Yard) via the administrative process
covered under section 5-8-117 of the City Code. Due to her modified vehicle’s inability to
physically enter the building’s parking garage, she is unable to park in the garage at her building
(see Attachment 2 for correspondence with the property manager). However, since this is a
multifamily building, she is not eligible to be considered under the administrative process and
must request approval through the Traffic and Parking Board process.

The 700 block of Seaton Avenue is a public street with parallel parking along both sides. The
parking on the south side is metered, while the parking on the north side is not metered nor
restricted, but is likely to be disrupted/unusable once the adjacent lot is redeveloped. Parking on
both sides of Maskell Street—the public street bordering the building to the south—is metered,
and the south side parking lane is likely to also be disrupted/unusable once that adjacent lot is
redeveloped. The block of Main Line Boulevard bordering the building to the east has metered
parking on its east side while the west side adjacent to the Fire Station is unrestricted. Parking is
prohibited on the block of Potomac Avenue bordering the building to the west.

Except for the space proposed by staff and confirmed by the applicant, all of the aforementioned
parking lanes abut tree boxes and street furniture which pose an issue for a driver with
disabilities exiting their vehicle.

DISCUSSION: Section 5-8-117 sets out the procedure for establishing reserved disability
parking spaces in “single family, two-family, and townhouse residential areas.” Land uses along
the 700 block of Seaton Avenue are exclusively multifamily residential buildings, meaning the
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administrative process from Section 5-8-117 does not apply and the proposed change must be
reviewed by the Traffic and Parking Board.

Based on the application, Ms. Smith-Riggins meets all of the other requirements in Section 5-8-
117 for a reserved disability parking space. Due to the aforementioned future development and
existing tree boxes/street furniture, there is only one ideal space in the immediate vicinity for
reserved disability parking, on the west side of Main Line Boulevard at the corner with Seaton
Avenue. The proposed space is about 300 feet away from the entrance of the applicant’s
residential building. The proposed location for the disability parking space can be seen in
Attachments 3 and 4. If approved, City staff will move the public litter can shown in Attachment
3.

City staff confirmed that the applicant is aware that the on-street disability space will not be
reserved for the applicant and may become metered in the future due to its proximity to the new
Potomac Yard Metrorail Station.

OUTREACH: As noted in Attachment 2, the property manager for the Avalon is supportive of
this on-street disability space. Staff notified the Alexandria Fire Department as well as the
Potomac Yard Civic Association of this request on February 10, 2023. The Civic Association has
not responded as of the publishing of this docket.
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Attachment 1:
Staff Review of Resident’s Application

CITY OF ALEXANDRIA
TRANSPORTATION & ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES
STAFF REVIEW OF A DISABILITY PARKING SPACE APPLICATION

Applicant Name: __ Hester Smith-Riggins =
Address: 731 Seaton Ave, unit 429 Alexandria VA 22305
Date Application Received:  01,/20/2023

Application Reguirements per City Code 5-8-117:
(Field Staff - check appropriate box for #1, #5, and #7)
(Office Staff — check appropriate box for #‘, #3, #4 and #6)

1. Off-street parking exists at this location: m/‘r'cs; O No

2. Applicant has a valid Virginia DMV disabled parking license plate or placard: x ves; O Mo
3. Applicant resides at the address in front of which the space is requested: O yes: ONo

4. Applicant’s vehicle is registered to the requested address: X0 Yes; [ No

5. Legal parking is available in front of the applicant”s address: E{ch; O No

6. Medical certification received: x[J Yes; O No

7. Disability parking space already exists on this block face: O Yes; E/Tr\lc

Applicant Is Applying For A Waiver (If Yes, Check Waiver Type) O Yes: O No:
O Block Face Limit

a Legal Parking Space Not Available on Applicant’s Side of the Street

Please provide the Permit Office with the following information by:
{Date)

Picture of the applicant’s residence showing the location of the requested disability parking space.

2. A picture of any exisling {or previously existing) off-street parking space located on the property of the
applicant.

3. A picture and a notation on the attached aerial photograph showing the exact location of any existing on-
street parking space on the same side of the block as the disability space requested in the application.

4. Pictures and notations on the attached aerial photograph associated with the requesi(s) for a waiver.

Field Staff Recommendation:
B Recommend approval because all requirements are met.

O Recommend denial for requirements that are not met, as indicated in Application Requirements shown

above.
.»'.7 - o e = S -
Signature: Pl NG = —
—
e /F _.-"'--—__1 Iy - |
Print]. [EvAd  Endi= HT
Date: 2 3 /2uey

) I
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Attachment 2:
Letter of Support from Avalon Potomac Yard Management

a

February 3, 2023

Dear Max Devilliers,

We are writing to exptpss our support for a disability parking space on the public street adjacent
to the apartment building for Hester Riggins.

Hester had originally requested that we modify our garage entrance, so that her modified vehicle
would not scrape against the road when entering the garage due to the severity in the slope of the
entrance. The request was sent to our legal team_ but the request waz denied. We do not offer any

other parking besides the spaces located in the garage, so Hester has been parking on the strest
which does not currently offer any dizability parking spaces.

Pleaze reach out to us with any questions you may have.

Sincerely,

Fonald F. Foma IT1
Community Manager

Avalon Potomac Yard
Etnail: avalonpotomacyardf@avalonbay.com

AVALON

AVALORNCOMRUNITIES. COR
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Attachment 3:
Google Street Vlew of proposed disability space (outlined in yellow)

‘Main Line Boulevard looking south

Attachment 4:

Aerlal View of proposed disability space (outlined in yellow)
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City of Alexandria, Virginia

Traffic and Parking Board

DATE: February 27, 2023
DOCKET ITEM: 9

ISSUE: Duke Street and West Taylor Run Parkway Pilot Extension Request

REQUESTED BY: T&ES Staff

LOCATION: Duke Street at West Taylor Run Parkway

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: That the Board approves a two month extension of the access
restriction from West Taylor Run Parking onto the Telegraph Road entrance from eastbound
Duke Street through May 2023.

BACKGROUND: The City implemented phase Il of the Duke Street mitigation pilot in
September 2022 to evaluate the impacts and benefits of limiting access to Telegraph Road from
West Taylor Run Parkway. The City also extended the amount of green signal time on Duke
Street to improve flow and discourage cut-through on local streets during the weekday PM peak
period (4PM to 7PM). In November 2022, the Board approved the access restriction from West
Taylor Run portion of this pilot through March 31, 2023.

The West Taylor Run project and Telegraph Road access project is funded and slated to be
constructed around 2025/2026 which will make the pilot measures permanent and:

e Improve pedestrian and cycling access and safety
e Improve access to Telegraph Road for local roadways
e Provide congestion relief for Telegraph Road access from Duke Street

DISCUSSION: The Pilot was intended to be assessed based on data from the Streetlight Data
platform, which enabled staff to evaluate cut-through data on neighborhood streets. Pilot phase |
successfully used this information, however, pilot phase 11 has not been able to use the platform
due to changes and unfulfilled timelines by the vendor. Therefore, staff has been reliant on other
accepted data sources, that can measure similar outcomes. However, staff believes the data will
be even more reliable if there is more time need more time to validate and confirm trends to
measure goals presented to the community. The extension will also provide time for additional
community engagement and more resident feedback on the project.
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Staff has continued to engage with the community and hear both concerns and support for the
project. Concerns that have been brought up and require staff to work out more details over the
two-month extension could be:

e Cambridge Service Road Interactions
e Quaker Lane congestion
e Accessing Telegraph Road for local residents within the impacted communities

The two-month extension will allow staff more time to collect data, such as hard counts from
video or tubes, field observations, and additional analyses that could have been more accessible
from Streetlight. As well, staff can follow up on questions with interim concerns and solutions
between now and time of construction.

In addition, removing the equipment does take approximately 30 days of planning and work to
return operations to prior to the pilot. As well, behavior changes are also be expected by drivers
to know that the continuous right-turn has been removed and cut-through on local streets is
highly discouraged. As such, staff wants to build in enough time for the Board to make a
decision on the pilot and still provide ample time to remove the restrictions, should that be the
favor of the Board.

Staff plans to bring this matter back to the board in April 2023 for a decision on the access
restriction. While the larger project does include making this restriction permanent, the question
for the Board will be if it remains closed while the project is in design and construction over the
next few years.

OUTREACH:
Staff engaged with community associate leaders on Monday, February 13, 2022. Community
leaders present were from:

e Taylor Run Civic Association
e Clover-College Park Civic Association
e Seminary Hill Association

This group of individuals all supported the extension of the pilot so staff could have more time to
engage with the community and provide updated data. A community meeting will be held in
March to get larger community feedback on the pilot. Staff is also planning to have an additional
meeting in April to discuss the larger capital project and how that ties in with the Duke Street
Transitway work.
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City of Alexandria, Virginia

Traffic and Parking Board

DATE: February 27, 2023
DOCKET ITEM: 10

ISSUE: Right Turn Lane Removal — Enhanced Crosswalk between Hoffman Street
& Anchor Street

REQUESTED BY: T&ES and DPI

LOCATION: Eisenhower Avenue between Hoffman Street and Anchor Street

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: That the Board recommends the Director of T&ES remove
the westbound right turn lane from Eisenhower Avenue to Hoffman Street.

BACKGROUND: The enhanced crosswalk was identified as a high priority improvement in the
Eisenhower East Small Area Plan adopted by Alexandria City Council on March 14, 2020 (See
attachment 1 for location). This Plan makes recommendations to enhance movement in the
Eisenhower East neighborhood and beyond to and from the metro station to create meaningful
pedestrian and bike connectivity.

Eisenhower Avenue, across from the Eisenhower Avenue Metrorail Station, experiences high
pedestrian activity due to high-density residential developments north of the station, staff and
visitors of the National Science Foundation (NSF), the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, and
WMATA’s Alexandria Yard Maintenance Facility. Pedestrian traffic will continue to increase as
the mixed-use additions to Hoffman Town Center and other planned developments are
completed.

DISCUSSION: The existing conditions present several challenges for pedestrians crossing
Eisenhower Avenue at the project location. The existing crosswalks at Hoffman Street requires
pedestrians to travel across six lanes. The pedestrian signals only activate when pedestrians push
the signal button which can result in long wait times for pedestrians who are unaware that they
need to activate the signal. The existing 10-foot wide crosswalk configuration does not
accommodate large volumes of pedestrians.

Staff recommends the removal of the right turn lane to implement the enhanced crosswalk to
address these existing safety concerns. The enhanced crosswalk will provide:
= A high visibility, centralized, wide crossing area.
» Dedicated protected pedestrian phase in each signal cycle, eliminating the need for
activation.
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= A center refuge area with bollards which will serve as a traffic calming device to slow
approaching vehicles.
= Shorter crossing distance for pedestrians with the removal of the right turn lane.

To implement the enhanced crosswalk design, the removal of the westbound Eisenhower right
turn lane to Hoffman Street and construction of a refuge area will be required (see attachment 2
and attachment 3). The right turn lane experiences a low volume of turning vehicles and
currently serves as an illegal short-term parking and unloading area. The removal of the right
turn lane allows for the construction of the curb extension which will provide greater visibility
for pedestrians crossing. Furthermore, the existing crosswalks at Hoffman Street will be removed
to reduce the amount of driver-pedestrian conflicts. Staff will adjust signal timing once the
enhanced crosswalk is implemented as field conditions warrant.

OUTREACH:

Throughout 2022, Staff engaged with key stakeholders, including NSF, WMATA, Rubenstein
and Hoffman representatives, to understand concerns with the project location. During the month
of April (4/8/2022-5/8/2022), an online feedback form provided an opportunity for the larger
community to provide input. The input is summarized in Attachment 4. Overall responses
concurred that the key issues were:

= Pedestrians experience moderate difficulty crossing the street.

= Wait time is too long.

= Existing crosswalks are inconveniently located.

= There is not enough time to cross.

Staff did not receive any objections to the removal of the right turn lane. Stakeholders noted the
removal of the right turn lane would eliminate the illegal parking and unloading in front of 2415
Eisenhower Avenue (NSF). Right turn movement can be supported by the proposed through-
right lane configuration.
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ATTACHMENT 1: PROJECT LOCATION (AERIAL)

» » » Project Area

m Metrorail Station
N

O BusStop A
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ATTACHMENT 2: ENHANCED CROSSWALK DESIGN CONCEPT

SQUVTIO8 3S0d0¥d ‘

2 Aﬂ. VRONYH 0250d0NE %
3104 TYNOIS T¥LS3034 0350d0Yd 1
=h°= AAA>0—E_¥ INIWSY3 35N 018N 0350408 vawvsavosanvt [ % N A
s 7 T} et 390G VIVIVAONUSIG ==mme=  ININIAVAITWHASY [0
NOLLYNOISZA 3NV ¢ SN ALNIGONG ONUSIXE e - - INIWAVG IUZWONOD R
Ag 034vd3dd aN3931 JTVOS ANV MOHUYY HLYON

| NOILVLS INNIAV ¥IMOHN3SI3

’ 4
g/ /
. AVEONVH IV B0
. - P, 35008 QM 0S0J0Nd
\ J 5 7

s 5o sy

= ,,_W,‘ .. / ,_.lﬂlm,m

-
drvy

NV1d Ld9DNOD < a
ONISSOUD NVILLSAddd dADONVHNH HNNIAY SHMOHNASIH R\:! Wou




ATTACHMENT 3: PROJECT LOCATION (STREETVIEW)

Eisenhower Avenue at Eisenhower Avenue Metrorail Station (Looking West)

@ Column blocks drivers (traveling westbound) ability to see pedestrians.
@ Remove right turn lane to accommodate construction of curb extension.

@ Remove center pavement to accommodate construction of refuge area for proposed crosswalk.
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ATTACHMENT 4: Online Public Feedback Form Results

Question 1: What is your relationship with the Eisenhower East neighborhood?
(Select all that apply)

120
108
103
100
80
60
49
40
20 18 14
: H =
| visit local | live in the | work in the | own property in Other
businesses and neighborhood neighborhood the
services in the neighborhood
neighborhood
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Question 2: How do you typically travel to and from the Eisenhower Avenue Metrorail
Station? (Select all the apply)

180
160 157
140
120
100
80
60
40 32 32
20 17
_ IR
0 [ == == ==
Walk Personal Bike Local Bus Other Rideshare Paratransit  Carpool or
Vehicle (Metrobus or (Uber, Lyft, Service Vanpool
DASH) Via, etc.) or (MetroAccess
Taxi or DOT)
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Question 3: How easy or difficult is it for you to cross Eisenhower Avenue to reach
the Metrorail Station? (Select one)

60%

50% 48%
40%

30%
0,
22% 20%
20%

10% 6%

= L
v

It is very easy to It is moderately Neutral/No It is moderately It is very difficult
cross the street easy to cross Opinion difficult to cross to cross the
the street the street street
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Question 4: What are the primary issues with crossing the street at the Eisenhower
Avenue Metrorail Station? (Select all that apply)

120
107 106
100
89
80
65
60
51
46
40 33
20 15 15 —
. i =
Drivers do not Time Crosswalks Walk signals Crosswalks Other Insufficient  Crosswalks Crossing the None ofthe Crosswalks
obeythe between walk are do not are not well street lighting  are too streetin a above are too
traffic laws signals is too inconvenient provide marked narrow wheelchair, crowded
and controls long or out ofthe enough time walker, or
way to cross the other mobility
street device is
difficult

83



Question 5: What features have you seen at other street crossings the City should
consider at this location?

Pedestrian Elements street crossing
pedesiian cronsing signal SUTELUESTS  rights tum

e Pedestrian refuge islands metro king strost metro

® Pedestrian-actuated flashing Street pedestrian bridge e

signs at crosswalks (i.e., el e o gt
RRFBs, HAWK beacons

e Safety elements (i.e., bollards) head start crossing
for pedestrians speed camera
e | eading pedestrian intervals
e Longer pedestrian crossing wider crosswalk
phases with shorter wait times Saintiies rolees ol
for pedestrians between phases GI’OSSWH"( busy street
e Audible alerts for pedestrian walk signal  bikecrssing red light Call v

crossing phases (for people with et ten hawk beacon

visual impairments) pedestrian overpass Pedestia sefety
Pedestrian-level street lighting

High-visibility crosswalks

side of eisenhower  pedestrim yield sgn trafﬁc Ilght

hawk signal painted crosswalk

Traffic Calming Elements Other Elements Out-of-Scope Elements
e Raised medians e No turn on red signage at e Pedestrian bridges and/or
e Curb bump-outs at intersections tunnels
corners/crossing locations e  Electronic speed feedback
e Reduction in travel lanes signs
e Raised crosswalk(s) and/or e Fences or other barriers in

speed humps a raised median to prevent

people from crossing
outside of marked
crosswalks

e Protected bike lanes

e Elimination of permissive
left turn phases

e Red light cameras
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Question 6: Please share any additional comments or observations that may be
helpful when designing this project.

Question 6 was entirely free-response and yielded a number of additional comments for the City

to take into consideration. While many of these comments mirrored those from Question 5, additional
comments noted the following:

e Encouragement to use the sidewalks in from of the National Science Foundation as a model for
other new or refurbished crosswalks in the neighborhood

e Encouragement to keep Vision Zero priorities and principles at the forefront of this project and its
design process

e Calls for more widespread enforcement of existing and future signed regulations and traffic
controls

e Suggestions for traffic calming measures further west on Eisenhower Avenue to signal to drivers
that they are entering a more pedestrian-oriented and developed area as they approach the
Metro station area headed east

e Encouragement to place stop bars well in advance of crosswalks to account for drivers that do
not stop right at the marked stop bar

® More walk time and less wait time for pedestrians to cross.
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Traffic and Parking Board

DATE: February 27, 2023
DOCKET ITEM: 11

ISSUE: Consideration of a recommendation to update the Residential Permit
Parking (RPP) District 9 Boundary to remove the Montgomery Center

property.

REQUESTED BY: Transportation and Environmental Services (T&ES) staff

LOCATION: Between N. Fairfax Street and N. Royal Street to the east and west and
Madison Street and Montgomery Street to the south and north

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: That the Board approve the recommended Residential Permit
Parking (RPP) District 9 Boundary update for the Director of Transportation Environmental
Services (T&ES) to remove the Montgomery Center property.

BACKGROUND: Permit parking districts are outlined in the City Code in Title 5
(Transportation and Environmental Services), Chapter 8 (Parking and Traffic Regulations), and
Acrticle F (Permit Parking Districts). The Code was updated in 2019 to reflect changes developed
during the RPP Refresh Project.

Among the changes to Code in 2019, language was added to Section 5-8-74(b) to allow the
Director of T&ES to recommend certain changes to permit parking district map to Traffic and
Parking Board, including the removal of non-residential properties with no residential uses from
the existing permit parking boundary.

When non-residential properties are removed, it avoids residents of new developments
automatically being eligible for permits if sites redevelop. If a property is not included in the
district, residents of new developments on redeveloped sites would not be eligible for permits
upon project completion but could petition to expand the district to be included as is the typical
process allowed in code.

DISCUSSION: Staff are recommending an update to RPP District 9 in North Old Town to
remove the Montgomery Center property which includes the entire block between N. Fairfax
Street and N. Royal Street to the east and west and Madison Street and Montgomery Street to the
south and north. The area proposed to be removed would extend to the center line on each road
bordering the property.

This block currently contains several commercial uses including restaurants, retail, and personal
services. It does not currently include any residences. The on-street parking around the block is

unrestricted on the west and south block faces, and general (non-RPP) two-hour parking on the

east and north. There are several loading zones around the block as well.
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The block is proposed to be redeveloped into a multi-use site which will include residential units
above retail and an arts use. Even if not removed from the boundary, the future residents of the
proposed redevelopment would be ineligible for- RPP permits per the approved 2017 Residential
Permit Parking for New Development Policy because more than 50% of the proposed total
occupied ground floor street frontage will be non-residential uses. To avoid confusion about
resident permit eligibility and for ease of permit administration, staff are proposing to use the
process outlined in code to remove the property from RPP District 9 ahead of redevelopment
approval.
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Attachment 1:
Location oj Montgomery Center Proper;y Proposed to be removed jrom RPP District 9
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| |

== RPP District Boundary

== Proposed Area to be Removed from RPP District

—  Unrestricted Parking

&) 1 HrRestricted Parking
9 2 Hr Restricted Parking =  Loading Zone
&) 3 Hr Restricted Parking == pp Parking
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City of Alexandria, Virginia

Traffic and Parking Board

DATE: February 27, 2023
DOCKET ITEM: 12

ISSUE: Parklets — Update to Parklet Requirements

REQUESTED BY: T&ES Staff

LOCATION: Citywide

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: That the Board approve the edits to the approved Parklet
Requirements.

BACKGROUND: The City Council approved a permanent parklet program at their October 16,
2021, meeting which allows for both public and commercial parklets. Parklets are authorized as
permitted encroachments into public space. Per the City Code Section 5-2-29(j), parklets must
comply with the City’s Parklet Requirements, approved by the Traffic and Parking Board in
November 2021 and updated in April 2022. This document includes details about:

Location requirements

Design requirements

Maintenance requirements

Insurance requirements

Required outreach and approvals process
Fees

The City Council is charged with setting fees for parklets and adopted parklet fees in March
2022.

DISCUSSION: Since February 23, 2022, City staff have met with over 40 businesses to help
them understand the Parklet Requirements (Attachment 1), walk them through the process for
obtaining a parklet permit, and answer questions they may have. Location-specific challenges
and confusion about the wording within the Parklet Requirements led to frequently asked

questions that could be easily addressed with the edits to the Parklet Requirements as written.

These amendments include:
e Changing program terminology, from “permanent parklet” to “annual parklet”
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e Clarifying language about key dimensions and physical requirements, including reducing
the horizontal clearance over the gutter pan from 2 feet to 1 foot

e Clarifications about the required roles and responsibilities of each party

e Updated references to other City policies and documents

e Updated guidance from other City agencies about Code compliance

e An updated process for Parklet Hosts in the case of nonresponsive or new property
owners and tenants

e Changed the threshold for Traffic and Parking Board review of a parklet from four or
more parklets on a block to “a block face where one or more parklets already occupy a
total of at least 80 feet of curb space length”

e No longer requiring inspections by the Departments of Planning & Zoning and Code
Administration after permit issuance

Amending the Parklet Requirements will help business owners better understand what is required
of them to obtain a parklet permit and will likely encourage more business owners to invest in
commercial and/or public parklets if the process is less confusing as a result of these changes.

No substantive changes to the Parklet Requirements—beyond those listed above—are proposed
at this time.

OUTREACH: This update to the Parklet Requirements resulted from lessons learned during the
permit application process as well as numerous meetings with business owners. The intent from
City staff is to clarify the Parklet Requirements to reduce confusion moving forward. To answer
certain questions, and interdepartmental coordination team included City staff from T&ES,
Planning & Zoning, Police, Fire, and Code Administration coordinated. Staff worked with the
Old Town Business Association, Carlyle Council, and several active parklet operators to confirm
that the proposed updates are clear and logical from their perspectives. The questions raised
during the meetings with these stakeholders were addressed with additional clarifications which
are included in this round of proposed updates.
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Attachment 1:
Tracked changes made to the Parklet Requirements; Additions are underlined, deletions are

struckthrough.
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City of Alexandria

Parklet Requirements
Approved by the Traffic & Parking Board on November 15, 2021
Updated and approved by the Traffic & Parking Board on April 25, 2022

Overview

Parklets are an extension of the sidewalk into the parking lane to be used for open space, public
seating, or extra space associated with a business, such as a restaurant or a retail establishment.
As referenced in Section 5-2-29 of the City Code, parklets are permitted encroachments within
the public right of way, subject to compliance with these Parklet Requirements approved by the
Traffic and Parking Board. Parklets shall not be installed/set up prior to receiving a Right of Way
— Parklet Permit from the Department of Transportation & Environmental Services.

wide, andbut in no case shall a parkletit extend into a vehicular or bicycle travel lane, or into a
designated emergency vehicle easement.

Parklets may be used for a private commercial use if the applicantParklet Host complies with the
requirements of the Zoning Ordinance (specifically Section 7-1500). Commercial parklets must
be in operation during all hours that the associated business is in operation, however, retailers
have the option to remove merchandise from the parklet during inclement weather. Otherwise,
parklets shall be considered public spaces and open to the public at all times._ The different types
of permitted parklets are defined in the following section.

Parklets shall be permitted through the process established in these requirements and may be
approved for up to one year. Permits may be renewed, subject to continued compliance with the
Parklet Requirements and payment of permit fees.

parklet requirements may not apply on streets permanently closed to trafficstreets (e.g., the Unit



https://library.municode.com/va/alexandria/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=PTIITHCOGEOR_TIT5TRENSE_CH2STSI_ARTAGEPR_S5-2-29STEN

and 100 blocks of King Street), or a different standard may apply. These requirements-exceptions

are noted in italics under the associated requirement.




The Traffic and Parking Board has reviewed these requirements and approved them on
November 15, 2021. Removal of parking to accommodate parklets that meet these requirements
will be approved administratively by staff. After receiving extensive feedback at numerous
meetings with business owners in the spring of 2022, City staff developed several proposed
updates to these Parklet Requirements which were reviewed and approved by the Traffic and
Parking Board on April 25, 2022. Furthermore, the City will review these requirements at least
once every two years, and report back on the program to the Board. Any changes to these
requirements will be considered at a public hearing before the Board.

These requirements have also been coordinated with internal City departments including Fire,
T&ES, Police, Planning and Zoning, and Code Administration to ensure coordination and
compliance with relevant codes and requirements.



Types of Parklets
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Parklets can be public (open to the public at all times) or commercial (used for a private
business). The City of Alexandria currently permits three kinds of parklets:

Annual Commercial Parklet

e (Can be in place permanently but must be removed as needed

Formatted: Space After: 6 pt
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e Annual cost relative to parklet length and location

e Anything that the business is permitted to sell can be sold in the parklet
e Must meet the Parklet Requirements

Short-Term Commercial Parklet

e Cannot be in place for longer than 6 days
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e Annual cost is $100 plus $30-40 daily per occupied parking space

e Anything that the business is permitted to sell can be sold in the parklet

e Does not require a full build-out of a platform

Annual Public Parklet
e (Can be in place permanently but must be removed as needed

Aligned at: 0.25" + Indent at: 0.5"
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e Annual cost relative to parklet length but more affordable than a commercial parklet

e Nothing can be sold in the parklet

e Must advertise it as open to the public at all times

e Must meet the Parklet Requirements
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Parklet Locations

Parklets are NOT permitted:
e In dedicated bus lanes (against the curb) or bus stop areas (minimum 50 feet of curb

space before the nearest bus stop_sign. unless there is a curb extension for the bus stop)

o0 The Parklet Host may request a written exemption from City staff for this specific ****{ Formatted

requirement if warranted due to extenuating circumstances

e Indedicated bike lanes

e In Emergency Vehicles Easements

e Where rush hour regulations exist (e.g., Washington Street)

o Within 20 feet of an intersection, unless specific factors related to the surrounding
location and design justify approval by the director of T&ES

e Within 10 feet of a curb cut to a driveway, parking lot/garage, or alley, unless approved
by the director of T&ES

e Within 20 feet of a storm inlet (also known as a storm drain)

e On street curves or hills where horizontal or vertical sight distance is an issue

e Within 5 feet of a fire hydrant

e To obstruct or cover up access to underground public infrastructure or utility, such as a
manhole, with a semi-permanentstrueturesueh-as-aparklet-platform or planter

e On a street with posted street sweeping restrictions

e On streets with a speed limit of more than 25 mph or with high vehicular traffic volumes
(e.g., Patrick and Henry Streets)

e To replace a loading zone, handicap parking, or otherwise designated curbspace unless
the space and restrictions are reviewed by the Traffic and Parking Board pursuant to
Section 5-8-3(f) and recommended to be changed

e To obstruct existing or planned Capital Bikeshare stations or bike and scooter corrals

Parklets located on streets on the City’s Planned Paving List within the upcoming year will be
conditionally approved with a requirement that the parklet host must remove the parklet within
30 days of notice by the City. The City reserves the right to require removal with a shorter notice
if emergency conditions warrant removal.

Applieants-Parklet Hosts may hest-operate a parklet that is on the City’s sidewalk improvement
plan within the upcoming year, with the understanding that the parklet may be required to close
for a short period during sidewalk improvements. In some cases, the parklet may need to be
removed completely, and then can be reinstalled. City staff can provide more information on a
case-by-case basis.


https://www.alexandriava.gov/Potholes

Each parklet location will be reviewed for potential impacts to fire access. Specific locations
may not be approved or design adjustments may be required if the City determines the parklet
will obstruct the required turning radius for emergency vehicles and access to FDCs.



Design Requirements

Parklets must meet the following design requirements. Exceptions for parklets on streets that are
permanently closed to traffic and temperary-short-term parklets are noted in italics.
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/{ Formatted: Font: (Default) Times New Roman, 12 pt

PLATFORM

Platform Surface: All annual parklets are required to be situated atop a platform placed on the
street.
e The top of the parklet platform must be flush with the curb to provide seamless
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connection with no more than a 0.5-inch gap.
e Conform to Accessible and Usable Building and Facilities (ICC/ANSI A117.1) and
Virginia Construction Code.

o Short-term Parklets are not required to have a platform.
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Parklet Width: Parklets shall not exceed 6 feet total in width (extending from the curb) to
accommodate a buffer between the parklet and the travel lane.




e The Parklet Host may request a written exemption from City staff for a wider parklet on

Formatted:

blocks without mass transit, with lower traffic volumes and speeds, wider travel lanes, or
permanently closed to vehicular traffic.
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Barrier: Provide a continuous 3- to 4-foot-high railing/barrier (measured from the top of the
platform) along all sides of the parklet except the side facing the sidewalk. This may include
freestanding planters, freestanding railings, or other freestanding barricades.
° arriers must be at least 50% “open” per the Planning & Zoning Department’s outdoor
dining requirements—please refer to the City of Alexandria’s Outdoor Dining Design
Guidelines, for additional barrier design requirements.
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e Heavy barrier elements such as planters shall not be situated in the direct path from the
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street to the main door/egress.
e The barrier may not be within the buffer—nor less than two feet from the curb if the

Font: (Default) Times New Roman, 12 pt
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barrier is placed on the street as opposed to the platform—and may not extend into an
emergency vehicle easement.

e The Director of T&ES reserves the right to require additional barriers if determined
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necessary for specific locations.
o Barriers must be freestanding and easily removable by one person without tools.
e A continuous barrier for the parklet is not required on streets permanently closed to

traffic unless necessary to comply with another regulation, such as ABC regulations
related to serving alcohol.

Drainage: A minimum of 6 inches of vertical clearance between the pavement and the bottom of
the parklet surface shall be provided for a minimum of 1 foot from the curb along the entire
length of the parklet.

e The Parklet Host may request a written exemption from City staff for these specific
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requirements if warranted due to curb and/or roadway conditions.

o Short-term temporary parklets that do not construct a platform and are set up on existing
pavement must ensure any barriers or furnishings are outside of the gutter pan to allow
water and debris to flow freely.

Materials: The parklet platform shall be assembled with sustainable and durable weatherproof

materials and contain walking/rolling surfaces that are firm, stable, and slip-resistant. Materials
must comply with specific design standards established in the City of Alexandra’s Outdoor

Dining Design Guidelines.

Removal: Parklets must be disassembled within 24 hours in the case of an emergency request by
the City or a utility company. Removal of the parklet is the responsibility of the Parklet Host, as
is the disposal or storage of the parklet once removed.

Freestanding: Parklet platforms must be entirely freestanding.
° ining furniture
platform.

lanters, and barriers are prohibited from being fixed to the parklet
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e Parklet platforms are prohibited from being fixed to public infrastructure, such as the
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curb/sidewalk or the street.
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e It is prohibited to make alterations to public property without the appropriate City-issued
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SAFETY

Formatted:
Aligned at: 0.25" + Indent at: 0.5"

List Paragraph, Bulleted + Level: 1 +

Buffers between Parklets and Parking/Loading spaces: Parklets must Mmaintain a 4-foot
buffer between the parklet barrier and anyfrem other parking/loading spaces.

e Any 4-foot buffers must be counted toward the total length of the parklet which will
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increase the cost of the annual parklet permit fee accordingly-ferthe Parldet Host. | /{ Formatted
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e A 4-foot buffer is not required wherever parking/loading is prohibited nor between
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abutting parklets.
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e Parklet Hosts will not be charged additional for any Adexandria-Fire Department-
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mandated egress zones (e.g., between two parklets).,
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The City will provide and install two wheel stops and two flexible posts at minimum.
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o The buffer is not required for parklets on streets that are permanently closed to traffic-er
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Visibility: Parklet should have vertical elements that make them visible to traffic. 4-inch-wide
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orange and white retroreflective stripes shall be mounted to the outside of the railing/barrier
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facing oncoming traffic. The strueture-of the-parklet should not greatly obstruct visibility
between the sidewalk and the roadway.
o This requirement may not be required for parklets on streets that-are-permanently closed

to traffic.
Emergency Access ih&paﬂdekshaﬂaﬂwfeHﬂﬂbl%aﬂéreleaFaeeesﬁeﬁﬂkthdmgﬁ%e

eﬁegres&ﬂﬂem%h%buﬂdmgl’arklet fumlture must be arranged to allow for a clear path from the
street to any fire department connections (FDCs) located on the facade of the building. Heavy
parklet furnishings such as umbrella bases and planters shall not be situated in the direct path
between the street and any main door/egress point. The design of the parklet shall ensure a
minimum 5-foot-wide continuous and unobstructed sidewatkelearancepath on the sidewalk is
maintained.

o Parklets on streets permanently closed to traffic shall not be situated in the direct path

between the street and the FDC.

FURNITURE
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Tables and Chairs: For commercial parklets, refer to the City of Alexandria’s Outdoor Dining
Design Guidelines for permissible tables and chairs.
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o The tables and chairs shall be made of sustainable and durable weatherproof materials.
These materials must comply with specific design standards established in the City of
Alexandra’s Outdoor Dining Design Guidelines.

e Per Section 603.6 of the Virginia Existing Building Code (VEBC), restaurants may not
add outdoor seats in excess of 20% of the total indoor occupant load without providing

additional lavatories., /{ Formatted: Underline, Font color: Red

e Tables and chairs must remain set up (i.e., not stacked) or brought indoors when the
parklet is not in operation. Tables and chairs can be locked to one another or other objects

if remaining set up in the parklet when not in use.

Landscaping:-Lane ¢ S A -
Applieants-Parklet Hosts should cons1der how plants w111 d0 in speCIﬁc locatlons and weather
conditions. Watering and maintenance of any landscape are the responsibilities of the host.
Landscape container or planter design and size are subject to design standards established in the

City of Alexandra’s Outdoor Dining Design Guidelines and cannot be bolted to the parklet Field Code Changed

platform or street/sidewalk. Landscaping design shall not create a continuous barrier that causes
an obstruction to Fire Department access.

Lighting: Parklets shall only have Llow-lmpact lighting that is elther battery- or solar-operated.

¢ Extension cords are not permitted anywhere in/on the parklet, and electrical work in the /{ Formatted: Font: (Default) Times New Roman, 12 pt

public right of way shall not be permitted.

° Electrlclty may not be drawn from the publlc streethghts Any—legal—eleetpreai—wede /{ Formatted: Font: (Default) Times New Roman, 12 pt

o Lighting affixed to poles higher than the 4-foot-high railing/barrier may require Formatted: Font: (Default) Times New Roman, 12 pt
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Signage: For commercial parklets, no signage or branding is permitted.

o For public parklets, signage must be installed in the parklet indicating it is open to the
public and signage may state that the parklet is sponsored by the Parklet Host.

Freestanding: All furnishings must be entirely freestanding.

ining furniture, planters, and barriers are prohibited from being fixed to one another or Formatted: Font: (Default) Times New Roman, 12 pt
the parklet platform.
ining furniture, planters, and barriers are prohibited from being fixed to public Formatted: Font: (Default) Times New Roman, 12 pt
infrastructure—such as the curb/sidewalk or the street—or trees.
e It is prohibited to make alterations to public property without the appropriate City-issued Formatted: Font: (Default) Times New Roman, 12 pt
permit. Formatted: List Paragraph, Bulleted + Level: 1 +
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Generators erand fFuel-fired applianeesHeaters: These items require a Fire Prevention

Permrt issued by the Frre Department prior to use. %&%ﬁﬁ%&%j&%ﬂ%@p&mﬂ

Electric hHeaters: These items require an Electrical Permit issued by the Department of Code
Administration prlor to use and must be UL hsted and rated for outdoor use. Depend+ng—eﬂ—t~he

Admims&r&&eﬂ—aa&d—Fﬁ%Dep&ﬁmeﬂt—Fans and heaters afﬁxed to poles hlgher than the 4-foot-

high railing/barrier may require additional review.

Avwnings-and-other-eOverhead eCoverings: No overhead coverings, including tents

(permanent or temporary), are permitted in/on the desien-forthe-parklet except for umbrellas,

subject to design standards established in the City of Alexandra’s Outdoor Dining Design Field Code Changed
Guidelines.

e Umbrellas must be cranked down and secured with a bungee cord at close of business /{ Formatted: Font: (Default) Times New Roman, 12 pt ]
every day and in anticipation of storms/high winds.
e Umbrella bases shall not be situated in the direct path between the street and any FDCs or /{ Formatted: Font: (Default) Times New Roman, 12 pt J

main doors/egress points.

o umbrella canopy or any other parklet furnishings shall extend outside of the Formatted: Font: (Default) Times New Roman, 12 pt
designated parklet area, including into the street or five-foot-wide clear path on the Formatted: List Paragraph, Bulleted + Level: 1 +
sidewalk. Aligned at: 0.25" + Indent at: 0.5"
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Maintenance Requirements

Parklet hHosts are required to sign a mMaintenance aAgreements with the City that outlines
maintenance responsibilities. Fhis-formA template of this agreement can be found here and key
responsibilities are summarized below. Violations of this requirement will result in the
termination of a parklet permit and removal by the host will be required.

Parklet subsurface and surface elements shall be kept clean and in a state of good repair at all
times. This includes, but is not limited to, the following:

e Sweep the parklet surface and the area surrounding the parklet

e Water and maintain the parklet’s vegetation

e Clean the parklet platform, seating, and other parklet elements

e Remove any debris, litter, grime, or graffiti from the parklet surface and around the

parklet

o Clean out the gutter area prior to and after storms to ensure gutters are unobstructed

e Replace any failing parklet elements or components

e Provide pest control as necessary

Drainage function of the gutter pan area (the two feet of roadway along the curb) shall be
maintained at all times. Vielati thi i i -the inat

. ’ ] l ] ] ‘ A]] l .‘ . ’.

Leaf removal and snow removal in and surrounding the parklet, including the sidewalk, is the
responsibility of the parklet host.

The City is not responsible for any damage to the parklet resulting from storm recovery or snow
removal operations.

Parklets are-may be subject to temporary removal frem-time-to-time-for City purposes including,
but not limited to, streetscape or other public improvements in the area, public utility repair and
replacement, and public safety reasons. The temporary removal will be at the applieant’s-Parklet
Host’s expense. Except in emergency situations, the City will provide 30 days of notice to
remove the parklet. Emergency access may be required with shorter notice depending upon
specific circumstances.

Upon permanent removal of the parklet, either at the City’s direction or expiration of the parklet

permit, the applicantParklet Host shall restore the area to its original condition, or a condition
approved by the City.
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Insurance Requirements
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e
The Parklet Host shall be required to maintain, in force, insurance as described below and

approved by the City for the duration of the Permit, which limits may be satisfied (in whole or in
part) with an excess/umbrella policy. Proof of acceptable insurance shall be required prior to
approval of a permit. The Parklet Host shall provide a complete copy of any policy including any
endorsements and related documents via PDF, if requested. The Parklet Host’s Insurance
Coverage shall:

e Be an occurrence-based policy

e Be primary and non-contributory for any claims related to this Permit

o Claims Made policies are not acceptable

e Be acceptable to the City and placed with companies that have an A.M. Best minimum
Rating of A, Class VII or better

o Insurers must also be authorized to do business under the laws of the
Commonwealth of Virginia
e Not be changed or canceled unless the insured and the City of Alexandria is notified in
writing at least 30 days prior
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o__The City shall have the right, but not the obligation, to remove the parklet at the
Permittee’s expense and/or to purchase such insurance at the Permittee’s expense

The required minimum limits may be met by any combination of primary and excess or umbrella
policies as follows:
e Commercial General Liability Insurance
o Coverage with limits no less than:

= $2.000,000.00 Annual Aggregate

= $1,000,000.00 per Occurrence

= $1,000,000.00 Products and Completed Operations

= $1.,000,000.00 Personal and Advertising Injury

e The Certificate of Insurance should explicitly state that the “The
City of Alexandria is an additional insured with respect to general

liability.”

e Automobile Liability
o Comprehensive automobile liability insurance in the amount of no less than
$1.000,000 per accident for each owned, non-owned, and hired vehicle that is
used in any way to complete the Work', as required under the laws of the
Commonwealth of Virginia, whether the vehicle is registered in Virginia or not.

e  Workers’ Compensation and Employer’s Liability
o Ifthe business employs at least three employees, Statutory Limits of Workers’
Compensation Insurance is required under the laws of the Commonwealth of
Virginia, and Employer’s Liability Insurance with limits of at least $1,000,000 per
accident for Bodily Injury by Accident and Bodily Injury by Disease.

* Any task conducted for the benefit of the business while operating the vehicle.
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Required Documents for Permit Application

[For examples of how each of these documents should be completed prior to being submitted,

///{ Formatted: Font: 12 pt, Not Bold

please see our simplestideshowParklet Permit G-guide with sample photos and images here.

e Site Plan
o Shows the location of the parklet from an aerial point of view
o Provides a plan showing the parklet area;-butnetthe sidewalldining; +f
apphieable. All drawings must be to-scale and must include the following:
= Business name and address
=  Yeourbuilding's facadeThe extent of your building frontage and
immediately adjacent businesses (property lines must be shown)

= Location of any Fire Department Connections (FDC) on building

face/fagade
= Sidewalk width (building face to curb edge)
- I Be']H‘BH B# b'ifﬂ.ef{‘

= Sidewalk elements (i.e., tree wells, lamp posts, fire hydrants, signs,

parking meters, light poles, trash receptacles, and any other streetscape

clement)
= Relevant measurements (parklet length and width)

= Proposed configuration/locations of any tables, chairs, planters, and/or

umbrellas

= Location of barriers

= Location of designated handicapped accessible seating area (for
restaurants only)

e Design Plan

o Shows the design of the parklet—and the materials it will be constructed with—

from a pedestrian’s point of view and includes: (ineluding Maintenanece-of Traffie

= Relevant measurements (parklet height; curb height; barrier and/or planter

height, length, and width)
= Photos (or manufacturer’s specification sheets) and dimensions of any

proposed furniture, including tables, umbrellas, chairs, planters, barriers,

rope
e Proof of Outreach and Notice
o Letter(s) of Support

= Ifany part of the parklet (including the required buffer) is at-all-located in
front of any properties not occupied by the applieantParklet Host, Letters
of Support from the businesses, residents, and/or property owners of said

properties are required.
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= If the applicant-Parklet Host is not the owner of the building that the
parklet is in front of, the property owner must provide a Letter of Support
for the parklet. If the applieant-Parklet Host owns the property, indicate so
in the application.
e For a Letter of Support template to use, click here.
o Public Notice
= Fill out the Parklet Notice template here and submit to the following
stakeholders:
e The presiding neighborhood organization (contact list provided
online or ask Max Devilliers)
e All businesses and residents on the block where the parklet is
located
e Certificate of Insurance
o For an example of a valid Certificate of Insurance for operating a parklet, click
here.
e Maintenance Agreement
o Fill out the Maintenance Agreement here.

o Commercial Use Details (Supplemental Application) B *{ Formatted

o NOTE: Only applicable for commercial parklets
= Fill out this Supplemental Application here.
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https://www.alexandriava.gov/sites/default/files/2023-01/LetterOfSupport_Template.pdf
https://www.alexandriava.gov/sites/default/files/2022-07/ParkletNoticeTemplate_0.pdf
https://www.alexandriava.gov/sites/default/files/2023-01/SampleCOI.pdf
https://www.alexandriava.gov/sites/default/files/2022-07/Parklets_MaintAgreement_Commercial.pdf
https://www.alexandriava.gov/sites/default/files/2022-07/ParkletSupplementalApplication.pdf

Application Process

Step 1: Pre-Submittal Meeting
e Contact Max Devilliers (max.devilliers@alexandriava.gov) in T&ES — Mobility Services
to discuss proposed location and design concept

Step 2: Outreach
e Required approvals:

o If the applieant-Parklet Host is not the owner of the building that the parklet is in
front of, the property owner must appreve-provide a Letter of Support forthe
loeation-of the parklet. If the applicant-Parklet Host owns the property, indicate so
in the application.

S “**{ Formatted: Normal, No bullets or numbering

o Ifany part of the parklet is at-all-located in front of any properties not occupied by
the apphieantParklet Host, 1Letters of Ssupport from the businesses, residents,
and/or property owners of said buildingpropertie(s) are required.

= [f'the Parklet Host can prove that they made a written request to the
property owner and/or occupant of a property to be fronted by the parklet
and the owner/occupant did not respond within 10 business days, the City

will consider the-dutyfulfiled-and-void-the-needthis requirement satisfied

o If a property fronted by the parklet is vacated and the subsequent property ﬁ*{ Formatted

owner/occupant opposes the parklet, the parklet shall not be
shortened/removed until the following renewal period (i.e., October 1)

e Notification:
o The parklet host must provide notice to all businesses, neighborhood
organizations, and residents on the block where they are applying to host a
parklet.

o Appheants-Parklet Hosts must provide the City with a list of the addresses

notified and an example notice (City to provide notice template).
e City Notice:

o The City will post a sign for 14 days at the proposed parklet location indicating a
parklet is under consideration and inviting public comment. Notice will also be
provided online and through the City’s eNews.

o Ifno concerns are received, the parklet will be approved administratively by staff,
subject to these Parklet Requirements;—witheut-a-publichearing before-the Traffie
and-Parking Beard.

o Ifconcerns are received, the City will coordinate with the apphieant-Parklet Host
to address issues, and may require review by the Traffic and Parking Board at a
public hearing.
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o Ifa parklet is proposed to be located on a blockface where one or more parklets
already occupy a total of at least 80 feet of curbspace lengthprepesed-parkletis
located-on-a-block-with-three-or meore-existingparklets, the application will be

reviewed by the Traffic and Parking Board at a regular monthly meeting.

Step 3: Submit Documents into APEX
e Anapplication for a parklet shall be submitted to the T&ES Permit Office/APEX and
must include all of the Required Documents listed on Pages 12-13:

e—Site Plan shewmg%heleeatteﬁﬂﬁthepaﬁdet

“*f{ Formatted

“*f{ Formatted

D 1 1 g
o Proof of Outreach and Notlce as—req&&ed—m—Step—}

o Certificate of Insurance
o Maintenance Agreement
o Commercial Use Details (Supplemental Application)

| =__Only applicable for commereial parklets

NOTE: Rev1ew1ng departments w111 1nclude spec1ﬁc conditions of approval for the perm1t —but

apphcatlon w111 be rev1ewed by the followmg departments:
e T&ES — Mobility Services
e T&ES-DROW
e T&ES — Operations
e Fire

e Code Administration
e Planning and Zoning

Step 4: Approval and Installation
o After all reviewersreviewing departments have approved_the application - the T&ES

Permit OffieewilHssue the-permit after, all fees have been paid, and the maintenance

agreement is signed by all parties, -the T&ES Permit Office will issue the permit

e Once the applicant-Parklet Host installs the parklet, the applicant-Parklet Host must call
the City for an inspection.
o T&ES Construction & Inspection will inspect the parklet to ensure it is consistent
with the location approved in the permit and that appropriate buffers and safety
features (wheel stops reﬂectors etc ) are installed.




prldhers
o The Fire Department shall inspect the parklet to ensure it does not impede egress
from buildings and there is adequate fire access to all hydrants and FDCs.

ode-A-dmin fatalbLt q e an-nspe on-0 he n e de e
S a d ay g4 d

Step 5: Annual Renewal

e The City will send a reminder about permit renewals 30 days prior to the permit expiring.
The reminder will note that, if the permit is not renewed, the parklet must be removed by
the date the permit expires.

e Permits will be approved through September 30™ and can be renewed annually. If there
are no changes to the design and location, the permit will be renewed upon payment of
fees and submission of updated documents (insurance, maintenance agreement, letters of
support, etc.).

o Note: Locations will be reviewed for potential impact from proposed paving in

the next year and will be conditioned accordingly if the parklet will need to be
removed.
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Permit Fees

Parklet permit fees were approved by the City Council on March 8, 2022, and-willto be effective
starting October 1, 2022. Permit fees for the first year will be 50% of the approved fee for any
permit issued and valid between October 1, 2022, and September 30, 2023. The final resolution
on parklet permit fees can be found online here.

Permit fees for parklets shall be based on the length of curbspace that the parklet occupies,
including the required buffer area, and will be assessed as follows:
o Permanent-Annual parklets that are open to the public at all times: $15 per linear foot
o This may be an option for retailers! If interested, reach out to Maxime Devilliers
(Max.Devilliers@alexandriava.gov)

o Permanent-Annual parklets in which a commercial business operates:

o Within the King Street Retail Strategy area: $150 per linear foot

o Within an Equity Emphasis Area (as defined by MWCOG): $50 per linear foot

o All other areas: $100 per linear foot
e Short-term (i.e., in place for less than 7 days) parklets in which a commercial business

operates:

o InitialAnnual review of plans and location: $100

o Temporary Reserved Parking signage: $30 per day per non-metered parking space
(i.e., 20 feet in length); $40 per day per metered parking spaceDependent-upon-the
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https://www.alexandriava.gov/sites/default/files/2022-04/ParkletFees_FinalResolution.pdf
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