The Traffic Committee meeting was called to order at 7:32 p.m. in the Lower Level
Conference Room of Troy City Hall on November 20, 1996 by Chairman Charles Solis.

ITEM 1: ROLL CALL

PRESENT: Ted Halsey
‘ Jan Hubbell
Charles Solis
Peggie Perry
John Diefenbaker

ABSENT: Arthur Cotsonika
Alan Weisberg

Also present were the following:

Item 4: Tom Peerey, 2185 Derby
Dale Schairer, 2662 Derby, Birmingham
Janet Schairer, 2662 Derby, Birmingham
Doris Raymoure, 2689 Derby
Al Vannini, 2125 Derby
Paul Hoef, 2802 Derby, Birmingham
Jerry Dreer, 2794 Derby, Birmingham
John Giroulx, 2075 Derby
Mike Holowecki, 2025 Derby
Clark Harris, 2305 Derby

ltem 7: Michael Grube, 4076 Middlebury
Cathy Grube, 4076 Middlebury
Josephine Kallioinen, 4076 Middlebury
Mark Bean, 4142 Ramblewood
Sandy Hudkins, 4066 Middlebury
Bob Hudkins, 4066 Middlebury
Cynthia Donnellon, 4082 Midd!ebury
James Putti, 4069 Middiebury
Anita Putti, 4063 Middlebury
Mike O'Bryan, 4072 Middlebury

Item 8: Barbara Tracht, Carlson Management, 2800 Livernois
and John Abraham, Traffic Engineer ,
Richard F. Beaubien, Traffic Consultant

Lt. Gerard Scherlinck, Traffic Safety Unit
Lt. Robert Matlick, Fire Department

D-|
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Moved by Halsey
Supported by Solis

Recommend that Mr. Cotsonika be excused because of a prior commitment.

YEAS: 5
NAYS: 0
ABSENT: 2
MOTION CARRIED

ITEM 2: MINUTES - SEPTEMBER 19, 1996

Moved by Perry
Supported by Hubbell

Recommend that the minutes of the September 19, 1996 meeting be approved as printed.

YEAS: 5
NAYS: 0
ABSENT: 2

MOTION CARRIED

ITEM 3: VISITORS' TIME

No one appeared to address the Committee on any items not on the agenda.

Moved by Diefenbaker
Supported by Perry

Recommend that the items be taken in the following order: 4, 7,8, 5,6, 9

YEAS: 5
NAYS: 0
ABSENT: 2

MOTION CARRIED
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ITEM 4: Install “No Right Turn 4-6 p.m.” Signs on Coolidge at Derby.

Al Vannini, 2125 Derby, has asked that “No Right Turn 4-6 p.m." signs be installed
on Coolidge at Derby. Mr. Vannini's intention is to reduce the volume of “through”
traffic on Derby during this time period. The attached table shows the result of
hourly traffic counts conducted on Derby west of Coolidge during 1988, 1993, and
1995. The most recent daily traffic volume on Derby was the 781 vehicles per day
recorded in October 1996.

in November 1996 a license plate survey was conducted in Section 30 in
conjunction with the City of Birmingham. City of Troy observers stationed at Derby
and Coolidge recorded vehicles entering Derby from Coolidge between 4 and 6
p.m. The results are shown in the table below.

Vehicles Entering
6/11/96 1117196

4.00-4:15 p.m. 10 5
4:15-4:30 p.m. 10 8
4:30-4:45 p.m. 24 14
4:45-5:00 p.m. 16 15
5:00-5:15 p.m. 42 34
5:15-5:30 p.m. 60 55
5:30-5:45 p.m. 28 39
5:45-6:00 p.m. 13 14

The survey indicates that there is a higher volume of traffic entering Derby between
5 and 6 p.m. than between 4 and 5 p.m. On November 7, 1996, 143 vehicles
entered Derby from Coolidge between 5 and 6 p.m. Of these 143 vehicles, 14
exited Derby at Adams. A more complete analysis of the traffic patterns in this
square mile will be available in 7-10 days.

Prohibiting all turns from Coolidge onto Derby will make it difficult for many of the
residents of Section 30 to return home after a day at work. Installation of these
signs would encourage motorists to use other roads to enter Section 30 such as
Witherbee or streets to the south of Derby in Birmingham. Because the volume of
traffic on Derby is within the range of 500 to 3000 vehicles per day, which is typical
for residential streets in Troy, installation of signs to direct traffic to other streets in
Section 30 is not recommended.

The Cities of Troy and Birmingham are conducting a joint traffic study in this area.
The two communities felt it would be appropriate to wait until after the opening of
Somerset North and area schools to have a complete picture of traffic patterns in
the area. Given the background of the ongoing but not yet completed traffic study
in this area, it would be premature to make a recommendation which wouid pre-
empt the cooperative traffic study of the two communities. Mr. Beaubien said the
next meeting with Birmingham officials woutd most likely be early in January.



TRAFFIC COMMITTEE MEETING OF NOVEMBER 20, 1996 PAGE 4

The table below shows traffic volumes on some of the streets in this area.

OCTOBER - NOVEMBER 1996 TRAFFIC VOLUME

LOCATION 5-6§ PM VOLUME DAILY VOLUME
Eton, south of Witherbee 207 1883
Eton, south of Derby 249 2758
WB Golfview, west of Coolidge 117 2319
WB Somerset, east of Coolidge 164 1476
EB Somerset, east of Coolidge 176 1481

~ Mr. Vanini presented petitions signed by his neighbors supporting his request
(copies attached). He estimates that 28% of area residents want the “No Right
Turn® sign at Derby. He and other residents feel that they have waited long
enough for action on their traffic concerns.

Jerry Dreer of 2794 Derby in Birmingham questioned the results of the license plate
survey conducted on November 7, 1996 because of poor visibility due to darkness
and rain. Clark Harris, 2305 Derby, questioned the traffic counts. He has counted
an average of one car on Derby every 38 seconds.

Mr. Beaubien said that the volume of traffic in Section 30 is not unusual for
residential areas. Lt Scherlinck said that past studies show that most violators of
turn prohibitions, speed limits and stop signs were residents of the area in which
the devices were posted. Derby residents indicated that they might violate a turn
prohibition, but they hoped it would discourage others.

Moved by Halsey
Supported by Diefenbaker

Recommend that temporary “No Right Turn 5-6 p.m." signs be installed on Coolidge at
Derby on a 90 day trial basis. City of Birmingham officials should be notified before the
~ sign is installed.

YEAS: - 4
NAYS: 1
ABSENT: 2

MOTION CARRIED

Ms. Perry explained that she voted against this resolution because she is not in favor of
temporary signs. Once they are installed they are difficult to remove. She wanted to wait
for the results of the Troy/Birmingham study, and would have preferred to table this iter
until all data had been received and tabulated.
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ITEM &: Permit temporary parking on east side of Butterfield during

Moved

construction project.

Kirco, Inc. has requested that existing parking regulations be waived for a period of 'six
months o allow parking on the east side of Buttarfield, in front of their proposed project.
Currently there are “No Parking® signs posted on both sides.

A traffic study was performed on Butterfield to determine if parking restrictions can be
waived near the proposed project. The 36 foot wide roadway has a sharp horizontal
curve {432 inner radius) in the vicinity of the project (see diagram attached). Parking
on the east side, on the horizontal curve, may pose sight obstructions to motorists.
Therefore, it is recommended that the existing parking restrictions be retained on the
east side of Butterfield.

No one appeared to speak on behalf of Kirco. The Traffic Committee thinks that
parking on the sharp curve would create a hazardous situation for motorists.

by Diefenbaker

Supported by Hubbell

Recommend that no change be made to the existing parking regulations on Butterfield.

YEAS: 5

NAYS: 0

ABSENT: 2

MOTION CARRIED

ITEM6:  Install traffic control devices at Edith/Gulliver intersection.

At the request of Lt. Gerard Scherlinck of the Traffic Safety Unit, we reviewed the sight
conditions at the intersection of Edith and Gulliver. There is a large evergreen tree on
the northeast comer of the intersection, and there are homes on all four comers. The
home on the northeast comer has a fence along the Edith right of way line, north of the
building structure. These vision obstructions restrict the motorists’ ability to see
conflicting traffic movements.

There has been one injury accident at this intersection; however, the citizen was at fault
and probably would have been at fauit even if there were traffic control devices in
place. At unsigned intersections such as this, approaching motorists are required to
slow and yield the right of way as they would be required to do at a four-way stop. An
independent witness estimated that the injured party's vehicle was traveling at 50-60
mph, and made no attempt to slow or stop. Although there is a space between the
home and the evergreen tree on the northeast comer which would allow motorists to
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get a glimpse of conflicting traffic, the tree reduces the safe approach at the
intersection to less than 25 miles per hour. Sight distances were checked from all
approaches and were found to be adequate for vehicular speeds between 15-20 miles
per hour (expected speeds since both are unpaved residential roads).

~ The tree which was partially obstructing vision has been trimmed, and the Committee

feels no traffic control devices are necessary at this intersection.

Moved by Halsey
Supported by Diefenbaker

Recommend no change in existing traffic control devices at Edith/Gulliver intersection.

YEAS: 5
NAYS: 0
ABSENT: 2

MOTION CARRIED

ITEM 7: Prohibit parking on both sides of Middlebury from Ramblewood to a point

200 feet south of Ramblewood.

Mark Bean of 4142 Ramblewood has requested that parking be prohibited on both
sides of Middlebury from Rambiewood to a point 200 feet south of Ramblewood to
keep unwanted vehicles from parking near his house. Mr. Bean left the meeting before
the Committee considered this item.

Several of Mr. Bean's neighbors attended the meeting to voice their objections to this
item. Since parking is already prohibited on the east side of Middlebury (the fire

_hydrant side), residents feel there is already a shortage of parking spaces for residents

and guests. Mike Grube, of 4076 Middiebury, brought in a petition signed by 34
residents registering their disapproval of Mr. Bean's request.

Moved by Hubbell
Supported by Diefenbaker

Recommend that no change be made in the exisiing parking regulations on Ramblewood.

YEAS: 5
NAYS: 0
ABSENT: 2

MOTION CARRIED
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ITEM 8:

Install traffic signal at Livernois and Royaldale.

Barbara Tracht of Carlson Management Group, suggested installation of a traffic signal
on Livernois at Royaldale to facilitate left tums onto southbound Livernois. Ms. Tracht
told the Committee that she and her co-workers feel that the heavy volume of traffic on
Livernois makes left turns extremely dangerous. There is an alternate exit to Big
Beaver through other buildings' parking lots, but the Carlson workers feel it is
dangerous and time consuming to exit onto Big Beaver and go through two
tumarounds to reach southbound Livernois. Ms. Tracht presented a petition (attached)
signed by 134 employees out of 213 in her office requesting a traffic signal.

Building occupancy is expected to triple by April 1, 1997. In addition, a “sister building”
is under construction at the same location, which will add 800-1000 more employees in
the area. Many workers from the office buildings on Big Beaver who wish to travel
south also use Royaldale.

To assist in evaluating various options for improving traffic circulation in the
Royaldale/tivernois area, we conducted machine traffic counts on Royaldale,
Linda, and the Henry Ford Clinic driveways. The results of those hourly traffic
volume counts are shown in summary form in the table below:

Linda Henry Ford Clinic Royaldale
South Drive
Eastbound Westbound Eastbound Westbound Eastbound Westbound
Noon-1 pm 103 37 86 21 106 73
56 p.m. 141 33 150 g 108 103
Daily 1442 691 1020 244 685 1036

If a traffic signal were to be installed on Livernois between Big Beaver and Kirts,
Royaldale is not the only option to be considered. The table below shows the
approach volumes on Royaldale, Linda, and Henry Ford Clinic Drive during three
different time periods. Approach volumes are used for traffic signal warrant

analyses.
Approach Volumes
Royaidale Linda Henry Ford
Clinic Drive .
Noon-1 p.m. 73 103 86
56 p.m. 103 141 150
Daily 1036 1442 1020

This table suggests that Linda currently has more traffic volume approaching
Livernois than Royaldale. Therefore, on the basis of existing traffic volumes, Linda
is a more logical location for a new traffic signal than Royaldale. A traffic signal at
Linda would stop northbound traffic north of Royaldale, biocking access to
Royaldale during the p.m. peak.
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Livernois Traffic Progression

Qther analyses have indicated that installing a traffic signal on Livernois betweer
Big Beaver and Kirts would increase delays and congestion all along this section of
Livernois, particularly during the afternoon peak traffic period.

To evaluate the impact of a proposed new traffic signal at Livernois/Royaldale, we
developed a time/space diagram for the area of Livernois between Big Beaver and
Kirts. This computer-generated time/space diagram allows us to determine the
proportion of the traffic signal cycle available for progressive traffic movements, in
both directions of travel.

Using the current signal timing and assuming no signal at Royaldale, northbound
traffic has a band width equivalent to 58% of the traffic signal cycle available for
progressive traffic movements during the PM peak hour. At the same time, the
through band width for southbound traffic is 31% of the signal cycle.

When a traffic signal is installed at Royaldale, the signal timing can be set up to
permit a 58% through band in the northbound direction. However, when this is
done there is no through band width for southbound traffic between Big Beaver and
Royaldale and the through band width between Royaldale and Kirts is 20% of the
signal cycle.

Thus, it is our conclusion that, in fact, the installation of a traffic signal on Livernois
at Royaldale would be detrimental to progressive movement along Livernois,
particularly for southbound traffic in the area between Big Beaver and Royaldale.

Livernois Operation

The Livernois corridor between Kirts and Big Beaver was evaluated using
TRAFNETSIM, which is a simulation program developed by the Federal Highway
Administration which simulates a traffic system to aid in predicting the effects of
changes to the system. A computer model was created for both the existing
conditions on Livernois and with the addition of the proposed traffic signal at the
intersection of Livernois and Royaldale.

The average speed and maximum queue per lane was calculated for each
approach to the intersection of Royaldale and Livernois. A queue is a line of
stopped vehicles. The maximum gqueue for north and southbound Livernois
increased by approximately 10 vehicles with the addition of the proposed traffic
signal. The average speed decreased by about 50 percent. These values are
shown in the table below: :
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NETSIM Results for Average Speed and Maximum Queue Per Lane

Location Average Speed Maximum Queue By Lane )
Without With Without Without With Proposed With Proposed
Signal Proposed Signal Signal Royaldale Signal Royaldale Signal
Royaldale Lane 1 Lane 2 Lane 1 Lang 2
Signal
NB Livernois @ 91 108 0 1 9 9
Big Beaver
NB Livernois @ 353 17.2 25 28 23 24
Royaldale ‘
SB Livernois @ BS 111 0 ¢ 1 12
Royaldale

The delay time in vehicle minutes for vehicles turning left from Royaldale onto
Livernois increased from 6.64 vehicle minutes without a traffic signal to 14.53
vehicle minutes with a traffic signal.

Ms. Tracht suggested a blinking amber light as an alternative. It is felt that this
would not accomplish any of the desired results, and might give drivers exiting
Royaldale the perception that they have the right of way and encourage them to
take more risks entering traffic.

Because of the adverse impact an additional signal at Royaldale would have on
p.m. peak hour traffic operations on Livernois, we do not recommend that it be
installed. It would increase delays for motorists on both Livernois and Royaldale.

A third northbound lane has been instailed on northbound Livernois at Royaldale to
facilitate traffic movements into and out of Royaldale.

Moved by Halsey
Supported by Perry

Recommend that a traffic signal not be installed on Livernois at Royaldale.

YEAS: 5

NAYS: 0

ABSENT: 2

MOTION CARRIED

ITEM 9: Install left tum arrow on Golfview at Coolidge.

Ann Miller has requested installation of a left-turn arrow for Golfview at Coolidge
All accidents at the location since 1993 were analyzed to determine any accident
related deficiencies at the intersection. It was found that in 1995 there were eight
rear-end type accidents and four accidents related to left turns from Coolidge cnto
Golfview. In 1995 the signal was operating with three phases with separate left
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turn phase for Golfview. The above-mentioned types of accidents may have
happened due to inadequate green and/or amber time for Coolidge. It is also
observed that the number of accidents in 1996 has dropped drasticaily. This may
be attributed to the signal timing improvements that were done after completion of
construction. A left turn arrow for Golfview would be warranted if there were 4
accidents per year related to left turns from Golfview (as per left-turn warrants,
Institute of Transportation Engineers, Technical Committee 76-1). In this case
there have been no left turn related accidents in the years 1993, 1994 and 1995.
There was one left turn related accident in 1996, however, this does not warrant
the installation of a separate left turn arrow.

Traffic volumes for all approaches of the intersection were analyzed for different
time periods in 1996. Traffic volumes from September 1996 were used for further
analysis. The analysis indicated that there is a delay to left turners from Golfview
during one hour of the day, between 5:00 PM and 6:00 PM. For the rest of the day
traffic operations were found to be reasonably smooth. The analysis also indicated
that traffic volumes on Coolidge for the time period between 5:00 and 6:00 PM
were very high for both northbound and southbound approaches. Any decrease in
green time for Coolidge would create excessive delay to motorists and may cause
more rear-end type accidents as observed in 1995. Such a change may also affect
traffic flow at several neighboring intersections on Coolidge.

Level of service is defined in terms of delays to the motorists. This is a measure of
driver discomfort, frustration, fuel consumption and lost travel time. The analysis
was performed for several combinations of signal timing. it was found that when a
left turn phase is added for Golfview traffic, the level of service for westbound left
turn vehicles from Golfview improves but for all other traffic movements the level of
service decreases. As mentioned earlier, this would mean more delays to all other
motorists traveling through the intersection, increasing congestion in the area.

Based on the above analyses, it is recommended that the signal operations at the
intersection be continued as existing. The intersection will be under observation
for two months. In this period, it will be evaluated for safe and efficient traffic
movement, and improvements may be recommended as deemed necessary.

Ms. Miller did not attend to address the Traffic Committee.

Moved by Halsey

Suppo

rted by Hubbell

Recommend no change in existing traffic signal timing plan.

AYES: 5
NAYS: 0
ABSENT: 2

MOTION CARRIED
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ITEM 10: OTHER BUSINESS

The traffic flow on northbound Rochester at Stephenson has been changed, as all
traffic must now tum right and use the new turmaround to reach the northbound lanes.
Mr. Halsey noted that the fraffic signal on northbound Rochester Road at times is
blinking red. He feels that there should be a red arrow and green arrow signal
indication pointing to the right to indicate that all traffic must now turn right.

Mr. Halsey also noted that Henderson Glass on Rochester Road has a one-lane
driveway. If one car is exiting, another trying to enter from westbound Maple has to
stop and wait for that car to move out of the way, blocking traffic.

There is a stacking lane on Wattles at Rochester road with white lines that are
perceived to prohibit use. Mr. Halsey questions why the extra lane is there if it is not to
be used.

ITEM 11: ADJOURN

Moved by Hubbell
Supported by Halsey

To adjoumn the Traffic Committee meeting at 9:20 p.m. The next meeting is scheduled
for Wednesday, December 18, 1996.

AYES: 5
NAYS: 0
ABSENT: 2

MOTION CARRIED
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OCTOBER - NOVEMBER 1996 TRAFFIC VOLUME
LOCATION

5-6 PM VOLUME  DAILY VOLUME

Eton. south of Witherbee 207 1883
Eton, south of Derby 248 2758
WB Golfview, west of Coolidge 117 2319
WB Somerset, east of Coolidge 164 1476
EB Somerset, east of Coolidge 176 1481




ITEM 4
DERBY W. OF COOLIDGE
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1ITEM 4

At an inconvenience to ourselves, Troy residents of Derby
Avenue (in an effort to return our residential street to a
level of safety for our children) do support & recommend
a “NO RIGHT TURN?” sign at the northwest corner of
Coolidge & Derby from 4 PM to 6 PM, Monday thru

Friday.
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At an inconvenience to ourselves, Birmingham residents
of Derby Avenue (in an effort to return our residential

street to a level of safety for our children) do support &
recommend a “NO RIGHT TURN? sign at the northwes

{

corner of Coolidge & Derby from 4 PM to 6 PM, Monday

thru Friday.
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At an inconvenience to ourselves, Birmingham residents
of Derby Avenue (in an effort to return our residential
street to a level of safety for our children) do support &
recommend a “NO RIGHT TURN?” sign at the northwest
corner of Coolidge & Derby from 4 PM to 6 PM, Monday

thru Friday.
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ITEM 4

At an inconvenience to ourselves, Troy residents of Derby
Avenue (1n an effort to return our residential street to a
level of safety for our children) do support & recommend
a “NO RIGHT TURN?” sign at the northwest corner of
Coolidge & Derby from 4 PM to 6 PM, Monday thru

Friday.
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CITY MANAGER'S OFFICE

October 1, 1996

Mr. James Bacon
City Manager
City of Troy

Re:  The Wilson Building
2250 Butterfield
Troy, Michigan

Dear Sir:

It is our understanding that the above referenced project is listed on the Agenda for City Council Meeting
of Monday, October 7, 1996, to approve issuance of a permit for sewers and walks.

We request that City Council add, as a separate iteh, our request that temporary parking be allowed on
the East side of Butterfield, in front of oue proposed project.

Presently, there are posted “No Parking” signs. Our request is only for duration of construction, which is
estimated to be approximately six (6} months.

Thank vou for your cooperation.
Sincerely, 7/

Mike Moore
Vice President, Construction



ITEM 5

October 8, 1996

TO: John Szerlag, Assistant City Manager
FROM: John Abraham
Traffic Engineer

SUBJECT: Request for Waiver of Parking Restrictions on Butterfield

A traffic study was performed on Butterfield Road to determine if parking restrictions can
be waived near the proposed project. The roadway has a sharp horizontal curve in the
vicinity of the proposed project. Parking on the east side, on the horizontal curve, may
pose sight obstructions to motorists using the roadway. Hence, it is recommended that
the existing parking restrictions be retained on the east side of Butterfield, near the
proposed project.

Proposed Project Site

... Parking requesied in this area

Butterfield

This issue will be added to the Agenda of the next Traffic Committee Meeting to be held
on November 20, 1996. Please advise if you need any clarifications/additional
information.

Respectfully submitted,
John K. \Braham
Traffic Engineer

cc. James Bacon, Neall Schroeder



ITEM 6

October 3, 1996

TO: Lt. Gerard Scherlinck

FROM: John K. Abraham
Traffic Engineer

SUBJECT:. Traffic Control Devices for Edith/Gulliver Intersection

As per your advise, this subject will be on the agenda for the traffic committee
meeting for October, to be held on October 22, 1996. Since the subject will be
discussed in detail at the meeting, additional studies were performed to
determine the need for any Traffic Control Devices at the intersection. As
already stated by Mr. Richard Beaubien, there are some vision obstructions,
these are illustrated in the accompanying figure. The evergreen tree on the
north east corner would be the major problem in the area. Sight distances were
checked from all approaches and were found to be adequate for vehicular
speeds between 15-20 mph (expected speeds since both are residentiat
unpaved roads). Based on the study, the following are some recommendations:

e  Trim/cut the tree on the north east corner. This will ease major sight
problems at the intersection.

¢ Provide ayield sign on the eastbound and west bound approaches.

Stop signs may not be necessary since the traffic volumes on both roadways in
question are low and the majority of drivers may be familiar with the intersection.

Traffic Engineer

cc: Neall Schroeder, City Engineer

%JJ



ILTEM 6

September 27, 1996

TO: Lt. Gerard Scherlinck

FROM: Richard F. Beaubien, P.E.
Acting Transportation Director

SUBJECT: Traffic Control Devices for the Edith/Gulliver Intersection.

At your request, we reviewed the sight conditions at the intersection of Edith and
Gulliver. There is a large evergreen tree on the northeast corner of the intersection,
and there are homes on all four corners. The home on the northeast corner has a
fence along the Edith right of way line, north of the building structure. These vision
obstructions restrict the motorists’ ability to see conflicting traffic movements. Although
there is a space between the home on the northeast corner and the evergreen tree on
the northeast corner, which would allow motorists to get a glimpse of conflicting traffic,
the tree on the northeast corner reduces the safe approach data at the intersection to
less than 25 miles per hour. Consequently, based on vision obstructions, stop or yield
signs could be posted on two of the intersection approaches. '

The most likely recommendation for traffic control devices at this intersection would be
to install stop signs on Gulliver at Edith.

Richard F. Beaubien, P.E.
Acting Transportation Director

-

RFB/n.

cc: Néall Schroeder, City Engineer
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Dennis Whittié

£31 Spencer : AUG 2 7 1353
Tfarndale, MI 48220 .
Auqust 23, 1993 CiTY OF TROY

wmy MANAGER'S CFFICE
Tray Mayor and City Council
500 W. 31g 3Beaver Rd.

Troy, MI 43084

Mayor and Council,

My name is Dennis Whittie. I.am 18 years old and rzeside in the
City of Ferndale. In November 1995, [ began working as a
delivery driver with The Paralyzed Veterans of America. To
Eulfill my job I had to use my own vehicle. My job consisted ot
making product deliveries and picking wup money donatlans. I
really enjoyed my Jjob.

Oon December 1, 1995, I had a gelivery to make in your city on the
street of Burdic. .{(North of Square Lake, East of John R) I made
my delivery, picked up the cash donation and returned to my car
to continue my route.

1 drove east down Burdic, turned right and proceeded driving
southbound on Edith St. I was approaching the street of
Gulliver, when out of no where came a big construction pick up
truck, that was going westbound on Gulliver. I then slammed on
my breaks. It was too late! My 1985 Chevy Cavalier and the
cruck slammed right into each other. During the Limpact, the
truck flipped on its side and my car was run over oSy the trucks
mack tires and spun out. I spun.into an angle facing north. The
:mpact was horrible, rough and painful.

After reopening my eyes and looking ocut of my driver side window,
I discovered the truck had €£lipped on its side and gJas was
leaking profusely from the truck.

I tried to get out of the drivers side door, but it was smashed
shut. I tried the passenger door and after repeated attempts I
was able to force it open. The employees in the truck managed to
climb out. Troy police and fire were called as well as Paramed
for our injurles.

One of the employees in the truck and myself were transported to
Beaumont-Troy. Once I° was in the. Emergency Room a Troy police
officer issued me citation for Careless Driving. 1 explained
that [ DID NOT see a stop sign in my path at all. He explained
to me the other driver DID NOT have a stop sign either. Needless
to say it is an "uncontrolled intersection."  (There were no .
traffic control signals to warn either driver to stop) Nobody
had to legally stop. To make matters worse there was a huge pine
tree on the northeast corner of the intersection. (2111 Gulliver
St.) This tree is the reason we could not see each other.



I later contested the Careless Driving Citaction in court, :

judge rgled I had no legal obligation to stop, so I was held not
responsible {not guilty) of the ticket.

I am writing to you to tell you these uncontrolled intersections
in your clty are DANGEROUS and LIFE THREATENING. There are many
intersections like this aone in the city of Troy. I wanted you to
hear what one person went through, because of this problen.
Currently, I am still out of work and was just able to buy
another vehicle since my other one was totaled. I was told I was
lucky %o even live *through this accident. Alsn, one of fthe
saramedics told me this isn't-the first kind of Injury accident
he has seen in your city, due to uncontrolled intersections.

After listening to just what one person went through, I hope you
can opropose a plan to get these uncontrolled lntersectxons some
type of control, such as stop signs.

Please write to me to let me know what you can and will do about
this hazard. Thank you for your time, consideration and
response., You never know, the next person to go through one of
these dangerous intersections could lose their life, Dbecause
their was not a simple red stop sign on the corner and no warning
of life threatening traffic ahead.

Sanerely,

Do

Dennis G. Whittie
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ITEM 6

Troy Police Department Special Operations Section Memorandum

To: Mr. Dennis Whittle

sl o i B W
631 Spencer Q:C iz
Ferndale, MI 48220 .
Tt i
From:  Lt. G. Scherlinck(&” e,
‘ VRN _-.:-'". -'.J“‘-:—: -
Date: 10-2-96 CITY ihisast 5 L FFRICE

Subject: Personal Injury Accident 95-44048

I have reviewed the letter you submitted to the mayor and council regarding this
accident. I have reviewed the accident report, witness statements, as well as spoken with
Off. Stansbury who investigated this case. Given the facts, I support the conclusions and
enforcement action taken by Officer Stansbury. In addition, [ have reviewed the court
record based on your statement that the magistrate informed you there was no obligation
to stop and were found not guilty in this case. This is not accurate, as the magistrate .
simply chose to use his discretion in reducing the Careless Driving charge the lessor but
included charge of speeding, a violation directly contributory to this accident.

At unsigned intersections, such as Edith and Gulliver, approaching motorists are
required to slow and yield right-of-way in the same manner as would be required at a four
way stop. In this case, the investigation revealed the truck which you struck was already
in the intersection as you arrived. That vehicle, therefore, had the right-of-way requiring
an approaching vehicle to yield. This information was garnered by Off. Stansbury from
the driver of the dump truck, as well as an independent witness. In addition, the
independent witness indicated that your vehicle was traveling at an excessively high rate
of speed. That witness estimated your speed at 50-60 mph. That witness stated that you
never slowed or attempted to stop. The facts of the accident substantiate this observation
as your vehicle, a Chevrolet Cavalier, would have had to strike the other vehicle, a dump
truck, with considerable force at impact to cause the dump truck to roll. The law
removes any right-of-way claim when a motorist violates the speed limit. [ have attached
copies of the pertinent laws and ordinances for your review.

Unsigned intersections are not inherently dangerous as you assert in your letter.
There has been no accident history at this intersection-for at least ten years. However.
based on your input and unfortunate experience in this accident, I have forwarded your
concerns over the need for traffic control, as well as your concern regarding vision
obstruction at this intersection to the Traffic Engineering Department. An engineering
study will be conducted to determine if this intersection meets state law warrants for
traffic control. These findings will be forwarded to the Traffic Committee of City
Council and ultimately to the Council itself for review and recommendations.

cc: Mr. James Bacon, City Manager

Lawrence R. Carey, Chief of Police
Captain Gary Mayer, Patrol Division Commander

D-13
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PETITION FOR CITY OF TROY TRAFFIC COMMITTEE MEETING
Wednesday, November 20, 1996

We, the resident drivers of Middlebury in the Mt. Vemon Subdivision of the City of Troy,
Michigan by our signatures below, register our disapproval of the request of Mark Bean,
4142 Ramblewood, to prohibit parking on both sxdes of Middlebury from Ramblewood to
a point 200 feet south of Ramblewood.
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ITEM 7

PETITION FOR CITY OF TROY TRAFFIC COMMITTEE MEETING
Wednesday, November 20, 1996

We, the resident drivers of Middlebury in the Mt. Vernon Subdivision of the City of Troy,
Michigan by our signatures below, register our disapproval of the request of Mark Bean,
4142 Ramblewood, to prohibit parking on both sides of Middlebury from Ramblewood to
a point 200 feet south of Ramblewood.
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THE LOCATION OF THE POST OFFICE ON LIVERNOIS, THE INABILITY TO

TURN LEFT ONTO LIVERNOIS, THE SHORT LEFT TURN LANE WHEN ITEM 8
HEADING SOUTH ON LIVERNOIS, AND THE FACT THAT THE BUILDING

(2800 LIVERNOIS) OCCUPANCY WILL TRIPLE APRIL 1, 1997, WE THE
UNDERSIGNED, EMPLOYEES OF CARLSON MARKETING GROUP, 2800
LIVERNOIS, TROY, MICHIGAN, REQUEST THE INSTALLATION OF A

TRAFFIC SIGNAL AT OUR DRIVEWAY ROYALDALE) AND LIVERNOIS.
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THE LOCATION OF THE POST OFFICE ON LIVERNOIS, THE INABILITY TO
TURN LEFT ONTO LIVERNOIS, THE SHORT LEFT TURN LANE WHEN
HEADING SOUTH ON LIVERNOIS, AND THE FACT THAT THE BUILDING
(2800 LIVERNOIS) OCCUPANCY WILL TRIPLE APRIL 1, 1997, WE THE
UNDERSIGNED, EMPLOYEES OF CARLSON MARKETING GROUP, 2800
LIVERNOIS, TROY, MICHIGAN, REQUEST THE INSTALLATION OF A
TRAFFIC SIGNAL AT OUR DRIVEWAY (ROYALDALE) AND LIVERNOIS.
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BECAUSE OF THE DANGEROUS VOLUME OF TRAFFIC STEMMING FRUM
THE LOCATION OF THE POST OFFICE ON LIVERNOIS, THE INABILITY TO

TURN LEFT ONTO LIVERNOIS, THE SHORT LEFT TURN LANE WHEN ITEM 8
HEADING SOUTH ON LIVERNOIS, AND THE FACT THAT THE BUILDING
(2800 LIVERNOIS) OCCUPANCY WILL TRIPLE APRIL 1, 1997, WE THE
UNDERSIGNED, EMPLOYEES OF CARLSON MARKETING GROUP, 2800
LIVERNOIS, TROY, MICHIGAN, REQUEST THE INSTALLATION OF A - :
TRAFFIC SIGNAL AT QUR DRIVEWAY (ROYALDALE) AND LIVERNOIS. ’ :
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BECAUSE OF THE DANGEROUS VOLUME OF TRAFFIC STEMMING FROM

THE LOCATION OF THE POST OFFICE ON LIVERNOIS, THE INABILITY TO

TURN LEFT ONTO LIVERNOIS, THE SHORT LEFT TURN LANE WHEN ITEM 8
HEADING SOUTH ON LIVERNOIS, AND THE FACT THAT THE BUILDING

(2800 LIVERNOIS) OCCUPANCY WILL TRIPLE APRIL 1, 1997, WE THE - -
UNDERSIGNED, EMPLOYEES OF CARLSON MARKETING GROUP, 2800
LIVERNOIS, TROY, MICHIGAN, REQUEST THE INSTALLATIONOF A =
TRAFFIC SIGNAL AT OUR DRIVEWAY (ROYALDALF) AND LIVERNOIS.
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THE LOCATION OF THE POST OFFICE ON LIVERNOIS, THE INABILITY TO

TURN LEFT ONTO LIVERNOIS, THE SHORT LEFT TURN LANE WHEN ITEM 8
HEADING SOUTH ON LIVERNOIS, AND THE FACT THAT THE BUILDING

(2800 LIVERNOIS) OCCUPANCY WILL TRIPLE APRIL 1, 1997, WE THE
UNDERSIGNED, EMPLOYEES OF CARLSON MARKETING GROUP, 2800
LIVERNOIS, TROY, MICHIGAN, REQUEST THE INSTALLATION OF A

TRAFFIC SIGNAL AT OUR DRIVEWAY (ROYALDALF) AND LIVERNOIS.
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THE LOCATION OF THE POST OFFICE ON LIVERNOIS THE INAB]LITY TO
TURN LEFT ONTO LIVERNOIS, THE SHORT LEFT TURN LANE WHEN

HEADING SOUTH ON LIVERNOIS, AND THE FACT THAT THE BUILDING = — 8
(2800 LIVERNOIS) OCCUPANCY WILL TRIPLE APRIL 1, 1997, WE THE
UNDERSIGNED, EMPLOYEES OF CARLSON MARKETING GROUP, 2800
LIVERNOIS, TROY, MICHIGAN, REQUEST THE INSTALLATION OF A
TRAFFIC SIGNAL AT OUR DRIVEWAY (ROYALDALE) AND LIVERNOIS.
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city of QEI‘OP

October 16, 1996

Ms. Ann Miller
3072 Glouchester Avenue
Troy, MI 48084

RE: Left turn arrow for the intersection of Golfview and Coolidge Roads.

Dea.r Ms. Miller:

As per your request, a complete review of the traffic conditions at the intersection of
Golfview and Coolidge Roads was performed. The following is a list of the various
analyses performed and comments:

1.

Accident Analysis: All accidents at the location since 1993 were analyzed to
determine any accident related deficiencies at the intersection. It was found that
in 1995, there were 8 rear-end type acgidents and 4 accidents related to left turns
from Coolidge onto Golfview. In 1995 the signal was operating with three
phases with separate left turn phase for Golfview. The above mentioned types of
accidents may have happened due to inadequate green and/or amber time for
Coolidge. It is also observed that the number of accidents in 1996 has dropped
drastically. This may be attributed to the signal timing improvements that were
done after completion of construction. A left tumn arrow for Golfview would be
warranted if there were 4 accidents per year related to left tums from Golfview
(as per lefi-turn warrants, Institute of Transportation Engineers, Technical
Committee 76-1). In this case there have been no left turn related accidents in
the years 1993, 1994 and 1995. There was one left turn related accident in
1996, however, this does not warrant the installation of a separate left turn
AITOW.

Traffic Volume Analysis: Traffic volumes for all approaches of the intersection
were analyzed for different time periods in 1996. Traffic volumes from
September 1996 were used for further analysis. The analysis indicated that there
is a delay to left turners from Golfview during one hour of the day, between 5:00
PM and 6:00 PM. For the rest of the day traffic operations were found to be
reasonably smooth. The analysis also indicated that traffic volumes on Coolidge
for the time period between 5:00 and 6:00 PM were very high for both
northbound and . southbound approaches. Any decrease in green time for
Coolidge would create excessive delay to motorists and may cause more rear-
end type accidents as observed in 1995. Such a change may also affect traffic
flow at several neighboring intersections on Coolidge. '

500 W. BIG BEAVER ROAD + TROY, MICHIGAN 48084 - AREA CODE (810)

...524.3344  Degnt. of Public Works .. ... .. 524.3370  Library........ . AT 524.3545 Purchasing................
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Page 2

3. Level of Service Analysis: Level of service is defined in terms of delays to the
motorists. This is a measure of driver discomfort, frustration, fuel consumption
and lost travel time. The analysis was performed for several combinations of
signal timing. It was found that when a left turn phase is added for Golfview
traffic, the level of service for westbound left turn vehicles from Golfview
improves but for all other traffic movements the level of service decreases. As
mentioned earlier, this would mean more delays to all other motorists traveling
through the intersection, increasing congestion in the area.

Based on the above analyses, it is recommended that the signal operations at the
intersection be continued as existing. The intersection will be under observation for two
months. In this period, it will be evaluated for safe and efficient traffic movement, and
improvements may be recommended as deemed necessary.

Thank you for your concern for safg and efficient traffic operations in City of Troy.
Please feel free to call me if you need any additional information regarding this issue. For
your convenience, my phone number is (310) 524 3379.

Truly yours,

John KNAbraham
Traffic Engineer

cc:  James Bacon, City Manager
John Szerlag, Assistant City Manager
Neall Schroeder, City Engineer
Richard Beaubien, Traffic Consultant
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LEVEL OF SERVICE ANALYSIS

FOR P.M. PEAK HOUR
SEPTEMBER 1996
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Intersection. o o

.Proposed -, -

Three-Phase Operation

Eastboundmlr.eﬂ D
Eastbound Thru & Right D F
Westbound Left F D
Westbound Thru & Right C D
Northbound Left B F
Northbound Thru & Right B C
Southbound Left F F
Southbound Thru & Right B C




LEVEL OF SERVICE

Delay is a measure of driver discomfort, frustration, fuel consumption, and lost travel time.
Specifically, level-of-service criteria are stated in terms of the average stopped delay per vehicle
per 15 minute analysis period. The criteria is given in the following table.

Delay may be measured in the field, or may be estimated using procedures presented later in
this chapter. Delay is a complex measure, and is dependent on a number of variables, including

the quality of the progression, the cycle length, the green ratio, and the volume to capacity ratio
for the lane group or approach in question.

LEVEL OF SERVICE CRITERIA
FOR SIGNALIZED INTERSECTIONS

<5.0
5.1t015.0
15.1t025.0
25.1 10 40.0
40.1ta 60.0

>60.0

MmMmMm|OoO|O|m| >

Level-of-Service A describes operations with very low delay, i.e., less than 5.0 seconds per
vehicle. This occurs when progression is extremely favorable, and most vehicles arrive during

the green phase. Most vehicles do not stop at all. Short cycle lengths may also contribute to low
delay.

Level-of-Service B describes operations with delay in the range of 5.1 1o 15.0 seconds per

vehicle. This generally occurs with good progression and/or short cycle lengths. Mare vehicles
stop than for Level-of-Service A, causing higher levels of average delay.

Level-of-Service C describes operations with delay in the range of 15.1 to 25.0 seconds per
vehicle. These higher delays may result from fair progression and/or longer cycle lengths.
Individual cycle failures may begin to appear at this level. The number of vehicles stopping is
significant at this level, although many still pass through the intersection without stopping.

Level-of-Service D describes operations with delay in the range of 25.1 to 40.0 seconds per
vehicle. At level D, the influence of congestion becomes more noticeabie. Longer delays may
result from some combination of unfavorabie progression, long cycle lengths or high volume to
capacity ratios. Many vehicles stop, and the proportion of vehicles not stopping declines.
Individual cycle failures are noticeable.

Level-of-Service E describes operations with delay in the range of 40.1 to 60.0 seconds per
vehicle. This is considered to be the limit of acceptable delay. These high delay values

generally indicate poor progression, long cycle lengths, and high volume to capacity ratios.
Individual cycle failures are frequent occurrences.

Level-of-Service F describes operations with delay in excess of 60.0 seconds per vehicle. This
is considered to be unacceptable to most drivers. This condition often occurs with
oversaturation, i.e., when arrival flow rates exceed the capacity of the intersection. It may also
occur at high volume to capacity ratios beiow 1.00 with many individuai cycle failures. Poor
progression and long cycle lengths may also be major contribuling causes to such delay levels.
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COOLIDGE AND GOLFVIEW
PEDESTRIAN MOVEMENTS
- SEPTEMBER 1996
11 AM -NOON NOON-1PM 4-5PM 5-6 PM

SOUTHBOUND
COQLIDGE 19 20 0 4
NORTHBOUND -
COOQLIDGE 2 4 5 3
EASTBOUND
GOLFVIEW 2 5 3 4
WESTBOUND

GOLFVIEW




