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Attachments:

1)  Plan Study Area selection rationale
2) Evaluation Framework

3) Plan Study Area Full Information: Existing Conditions, 5-Year Injury
Crashes, and Proposed Solutions
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Lauderhill TMP: Schedule Since we last met..

| s
Septy  Oct SNov Dec [Jan Survey Monkey: SurveyMonkey - Full Results

3 Community Meetings: Community Meetings Feedback

Project Management

Presentation to Broward Bicycle and Pedestrian

Public & Stakeholder Advisory Committee

Engagement

Citywide Existing Conditions
Plan Vision (Goals &
Objectives)

Existing Conditions

Field Audits of Plan Study Area

Evaluation Framework

Plan Study Area 5 — Year Injury Crash Assessment for Plan
Study Area
Preliminary Soluti TP : -
reliminary Soitions |dentification of Potential Solutions for Plan
| Study Area
Recommendations
Plan Report

https://www.browardmpo.org/plans/city-of-lauderhill



https://www.browardmpo.org/images/WhatWeDo/City_Services/TMP_Lauderhill/BMPO_TMP_Lauderhill_SurveyMonkey_FullResults.pdf
https://www.browardmpo.org/images/City_Services/Lauderhill/Community_Mtg_Results_-Webpage.pdf
https://www.browardmpo.org/plans/city-of-lauderhill

Prioritized Regional Roadways

Lauderhill TMP: SurveyMonkey — Highlights {77~ .
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Lauderhill TMP: Plan Vision

Design transportation facilities that accommodate the needs of Lauderhill's residents of all ages

Multi a) Enhance the mobility of older residents by providing safe, easy-to-navigate transportation options
) Design facilities to make it safer and more appealing for children to walk or bike to school
i c) Enhance multimodal access to essential destinations such as places of worship, grocery stores, and doctor’s offices
enerational B ltimodal t tial destinat h as places of worsh t d doctor’s off
)

Design non-motorized transportation facilities that accommodate larger groups, including people travelling with strollers,
wheelchairs, and other assistive devices.

e) Design transportation facilities based on best practices for improving safety for all age groups.

Enhance the transportation system to strengthen Lauderhill’'s sense of community

a) Improve multimodal access to social and recreational facilities, such as parks, libraries, City Hall, and the City’s Performing
Arts Center

b) Strengthening neighborhoods connections by developing low stress, citywide bicycle and pedestrian routes
c) Improve the convenience to walk or bike to nearby destinations by reducing barriers to crossing roadways.
Support multi-destination travel by improving pedestrian and bike access to transit stops

Provide facilities for people traveling together and promote safe, shared movement

f) Ensure safety improvements consider the needs of individuals with different physical capabilities.

Develop a transportation system that is aligned with Lauderhill’s values

a) Identify transportation improvements that benefit various neighborhoods

b) Advance economic growth by improving access to bus stops, and providing greater comfort and amenities at transit facilities
c) Enhance opportunities for outdoor activities and strengthen links to community parks and recreational areas

d) Strengthen the resilience and comfort of transportation facilities by addressing flooding and increasing shade.

e) Create safer neighborhoods by implementing traffic calming measures and improving street lighting
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Sunrise Blvd from US 441 to NW 31 Av

Ownershi Distance Number of Posted Classification Signalized BCT
P Lanes Speed Limit Intersections Routes
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FDOT 1 mile 6 Lanes Arterial /
C4&C3R

36
(18, 40)

Sunrise Blvd




Central Broward Park

Sunrise Blvd & stadiom_

About the Corridor

Commercial/Retail or Services
Accessible or Near Corridor
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Major Roadway - Major
Changes

« Sunrise Blvd is a major east-west
corridor that predominantly
moves cars and serves car-
cenftric uses

* There is access to a single-family
neighborhood via W 34Av

+ The Swap Shop property is
anticipated to redevelop in the
future development

* The future shared-use path also
increases the need for access to
the path and surrounding future
uses.




Sunrise Blvd

Summary of Key Flndmg
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The pathway for people
walking is indirect as the
sidewalk is on the outer
edges of this large
intersection

People riding bikes must
navigate high speed tfraffic
using on/off ramps at large
conflict zones.

surfaces

Sidewalks narrow further with
limited separation from fast-
moving travel lanes.

* Intersection challenges:
+ Missing fractile warning

Bus Stops
Within 250" of Traffic

Controlled Crossing

@) Not within 250" of Traffic
Con’rrolled Crossmg

Signals

wwm shared-use Path
:EE With Crosswalk
A G [/

m Bike Lane

e -

Chevron access poi
creates turning conflicts
near major intersection

Pedestrian bridge is
not accessible from
the sidewalk

Other General Issues
Limited bike lanes

Limited separation between people walking and fast-
moving travel lanes making walking uncomfortable for most

Bus amenities are inconsistent and high speed, multi-lane
road may create an environment that is uncomfortable for
transit riders to wait near

While there are few unprotected left turning conflicts, the
roadway conditions can make navigating these particularly
challenging to some drivers



Sunrise Bivd Injury Crashes (2020-2024) [P TRES P AR R

By Year: By Severity Yearly trends are holding fairly
0 ftead¥- Wh'Le 20?? had the Limited inclusion of injury crashes at intersection at NW 31 Av:
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Sunrise Bivd Injury Crashes (2020-2024) [P TRES P AR R

Legend
@ Foclestrion Map of Injury Crashes, by Crash Type (excluding Unknown or Other) Rear end crashes are clustered at the three
o Bicy = ) signalized intersections, but also at the entrances to
I_j-C [=] o '{.-T-
o + the Swap Shop.
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© Rollover
. . . Both on the corridor and at the intersection with US-441,
. Injury Crashes by Crash Type - Corridor vs US 441 Corrldor.OnIy rear end and left turn crashes comprise more than 50% of
40% u Intersectlon @ US 441 all injury crashes.
30% 36%
29% Lane Departure crashes are resulting in the most severe
20% 25% 0 injuries on the corridor.
22%
10% 17%
9% 5% 2% 1% 2% 29, Lgne D.eparture crashes include §evera| cr.ash types:
0% — — Sideswipe, Off Road, Head On, Single Vehicle, and

@ Rear End (OLeft Tumn @ Angle Lane Departure* @ Pedestrian @ Right Turn @ Bicycle Rollover



Sunrise Blvd: Recommendations

Redesign roadway to move people, not just cars

-

[

‘ Cenftral'Broward
—. Rark. & Stadium

Future Shared Use Path

e o LM w=a p sy
Al : : S

Evaluate installing a signal ~— Signalized Midblock Crossing Z
« Driven by future potential development * Including m(?d/an island and . Add Shared Use Path Access | Corridor Wide Strategies
« Include a protected intersection, median curb extensions to shorten Point Paint Conflict Markings and Raise

islands, and dedicated phases for people crossing distance Add Medi Pathways at Intersections and

walking and bikin . - edian Driveways

g. I Bridge |mprgvement3 oo , «  Limits turning conflicts
.Ilntersectlon Improvements - Consider improvements that ~ @) Convert to Rightin / Right out § . pjerts people biking and

« Add protected intersection with refuge limit obstructions and prevent Construct Shared Use Path driving to potential for conflict

islands machine tampering Narrow Side Street Curb Radii
* Ensure future multi-use path connects to o Ensure future shared-use mmm New Raised Crosswalk with with Curb Extensions

and crosses intersection path connects to bridge RRFB «  Slows drivers

»  Limits turning conflicts
.l US 441 , , New Pedestrian Bridge \  BSAP Project (by others)

) ’éddlr a’tsed Zosf’."gs at slip Ia”,fs t + Provides alterative north- B . |ntarsection at NW 31 Av is
* Evaluate pedestrian crossing phases to han i h . )

ensure comfortable walking pace for south and east-west p at“ fo incl ,Uded in the BSAP

. , US 441 for people walking roject
people over 65 or who use mobility devices o proj .
and biking RCUT Option?

* Consider the addition of refuge islands



Signalized Intersections

« General Recommendations for Boundary
Intersections

1. Inverrary Blvd @ University Dr
2. NW 44 St @ University Dr

FDOT Intersections 3. Inverrary Blvd / NW 56 Av @ Oakland Park Blvd
4. NW 56 Av @ Sunrise Blvd

5. US 441 @ NW 16 St




These recommendations apply to intersections where a

J Bo U n d qry I nll-erseci'io ns corridor terminates or lies outside the jurisdiction of Lauderhill.

They are general in nature and can be implemented in
Recommenda’rlons coordination with other jurisdictional partners to enhance
connectivity info and out of Lauderhill, as needed. The
intersections are University Dr, Rock Island Rd, Oakland Park
Blvd, Sunrise Blvd, and US-441

Biking Improvements

Walking Improvements . Bike boxes or protected
*  Restripe or stripe crosswalks and intersections can be added to help
gdd at qII Iegs of The permit left-turn movements and
infersection if possible increase comfort of people biking
* Add leading pedestrian intervals .« Add conflict paint
+ Upgrade to directional curb
ramps and tactical striping Addressmg Turning Speeds
where missing Implement protected left turn
«  Construct median refuge islands signal phase
g with median noses extended ° Harden the centerline to guide
e beyond the crosswalk people turning

« Add curb extensions / sharpen
turn radii as space permits

High Visibility Crosswalk with Refuge  Curb Extension Median Island Bike Boxes




Inverrary Blvd @ University Dr "R 32% of Injury
56 Injury Crashes (2020-2024) within 150 ft of intersection Crashes occurred at Night

Inu Crashes by Severity
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@ University Dr
37 Injury Crashes (2020-2024) within 150 ft of intersection

Injury Crashes, by Severity

Legend @

Crash Severity

Ped walking in
crosswalk struck by [Fs\=
EB to SB RT Driver | =%\

@ Fatality
® Serious Injury

O Injury

Inj jury Crashes by Crash Type (excludlng Unknown or Other)

It f :——E e - Legend
WB to SB LT Driver '\ ;' | @ Pedestrian

__J
218 32% of Injury
Crashes occurred at Night

struck a K-12 student
walking in crosswalk at
7:30 a.m.
J 11

® Bicycle
® FRear End

O Left Turn

® Angle

@ Sideswipe
@ Off Road
® Head On
® Right Turn

Single Vehicle

Both bicycle crashes
were struck while riding
in crosswalk by WB to

O Rollover
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Inverrary Blvd @ Oakland Park Blvd
142 Injury Crashes (2020-2024) within 150 ft of intersection

Legend @

Crash Sewverity
@ Fatality
® Serious Injury

O Injury

Injury Crashes, by Severity

N 37% of Injury
Crashes occurred at Night

Injury Crashes, by Crash Type (excluding Unknown or Other)
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NW 56 Av @ Sunrise Blvd "N 36% of Injury

44 Injury Crashes (2020-2024) within 150 ft of intersection Crashes occurred at Night

Injury Crashes, Injury Crashes, by Crash Type (excluding Unknown or Other)

P T g - Legend
&, sk f { . @ Fedestrian
Legend ; ; : > .
£ ® Bicycle
Crash Severity Serious Injury Cluster. 3 crashes ; C— 3 | S Two rear end ® RearEnd

involved SB to EB LT cars | SE. & & collisions resulted in
struck by cars running red lights | & ot -t I _ Serious Inju
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By Year: By Severity Injury Crashes By Crash Type
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NW 16 St @ US 441

70 Injury Crashes (2020-2024) within 150 ft of intersection

Injury Crashes, by Severity
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O Injury
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2 fatal crashes in 2020: For both
crashes NB drivers struck SB to
EB LT drivers (one crash

involved street racing)

By Year: By Severity
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Lauderhill TMP
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Sept Oct

Public & Stakeholder
Engagement

Plan Vision (Goals &
Objectives)

Existing Conditions

Plan Study Area

Preliminary Solutions

Recommendations

Plan Report

Nov

Schedule — Next Steps

Dec

@ City Staff Working Group Mtg ﬁg% Community Survey or Meeting

% FDOT / Broward County Mtg @ City Commission or Advisory

: Board Meeting
! ‘Stakeholder Mig

July

Jan Feb Mar Apr May June Aug Sept Oct Nov  Dec

Meetings to Review Potential Solutions
4/29: Broward County 5/6: Broward Schools
5/9: Turnpike 5/13: City of Sunrise
5/15: City SWG Meeting #5  5/19: City Commission

G )
* Refine Rucommendations €19)
55 &
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