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Stakeholder Interviews
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Outcomes of
Interviews...



What We Heard:

¢ Traffic calming is desired!

¢ General consensus that bump-outs are desired for pedestrian safety, but retain
as many parking spaces as possible

e Accommodate deliveries to businesses
e Most feel there is an adequate quantity of parking downtown
¢ Most restaurants and some businesses favor expanded sidewalks

e Most like the idea of an alternative transportation lane, and golf cart transport
in the Downtown area being sanctioned




Traffic Engineering



MAIN STREET MASTER PLAN

Redesign Committee Meeting #3

Main Street Traffic Study

- Brad Worland
- Bryant Ficek, PE, PTOE

* TRAFFICENGINEERING.com

‘ BY CHET SKWARCAN

Traffic Engineering, Inc. established in 1997, is a professional Traffic
Engineering and Transportation Planning specialty firm located just west of

Indianapolis, Indiana. Services are provided throughout the state of Indiana
and the Midwest.



MAIN STREET (SR 56) - Existing Conditions

Madison Heritage Trail Head to Jefferson Street
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MAIN STREET (SR 56) - Existing Conditions

Madison Heritage Trail Head to Jefferson Street
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MAIN STREET (SR 56) - Four- to Three-Lane Evaluation

Wall Street to Jeffe
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Main Street is a Good Road Diet Candidate
(4- to 3-Lane Conversion)

Number of public and private access within
suggested range
Average Daily Traffic within suggested range
Acceptable peak hour operations, minor
delay increase compared to existing
Lots of pedestrian and bicyclist crossings to
benefit from a shorter crossings
Reduced vehicle speeds would also benefit
pedestrians and bicyclists




MAIN STREET (SR 56) - Four- to Three-Lane Evaluation

Wall Street to Jefferson Street
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MAIN STREET (SR 56) — Four- to Three-Lane Evaluation

Traffic Simulation
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Guiding Principles



Preserve and celebrate Madison’s historic character.
Be authentic in choice of materials.
Prioritize infrastructure improvements.

Recognize the significance of the Main Street corridor as a business
district AND a cultural district.

Focus on connectivity, pedestrian safety, and multi-modalism.
Acknowledge the diversity of Madison’s population.
Provide a framework for an ongoing maintenance plan.

Explore creative strategies for public engagement and
communication



“Tactical Urbanism”
Temporary Lane Reduction



CITY OF MADISON
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Proposed Streetscape Concept
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Existing and Proposed Views
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Seeking input on:

 Seen vs unseen improvements
 Multimodal accommodations
 Reactions to temporary lane reduction
 Anything we've missed?
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