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STUDY OVERVIEW




STUDY GOAL & OBJECTIVES

Goal:
The goal of the study is to improve travel conditions for all street users and to

enhance the quality of life of people who live, work, and visit the area.

Objectives:

» Analyze existing and future traffic and travel conditions (demand/characteristics);
 Facilitate extensive community participation; and

» Develop improvement measures to address traffic/transportation issues and

community concerns.
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SUBJECTS OF ANALYSIS

* Demographics

« Zoning & Land Use
 Traffic

» Goods Movement/Trucks
* Pedestrians & Bicycles

» Safety/Crashes

« Parking

 Public Transit
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TRAFFIC: INTERSECTION APPROACH LOS (PM)
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Parking Utilization
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PUBLIC TRANSIT NETWORK
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WEEKDAY BUS RIDERSHIP
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ISSUES / FINDINGS




ISSUES / FINDINGS

ISSUES:

* 6 congested corridors (Merrick, Sutphin, Guy R. Brewer, Baisley, Farmers, & Rockaway Blvds);
* 25 intersection approaches with LOS E & F;

* 3 high crash locations & 16 fatalities (2012-19);

* 3 narrow streets operating as two-way with parking on both curbs; and

* High curb utilization along commercial strips (truck loading/unloading activity, double
parking);

COMMUNITY INPUT:

* Trucks activity on some corridors/local streets (double parking, loading/unloading);
* High parking demand on some commercial corridors & local streets;

* Requests for traffic control (Stop signs, signals);

* Safety issues at Smith Street/165t"" Street;

* Bus routes with service provision issues (delays, lateness, overcrowding);

* Need for streetscape/greenery enhancement;

* Inadequate street lighting; and

* Need for better traffic enforcement.
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SYNTHESIS OF ISSUES - CORRIDORS
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SYNTHESIS OF ISSUES - INTERSECTIONS
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DOT INITIATIVES &
PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATIONS




Implemented/or to be implemented:

i...% Street Improvement Project
O  Intersection improvement
= Sjgnal re-timing corridor

Faeaa R Ckaway Blvd

OTHER INITIATIVES

-\ e = = Bus Priority Candidate

======: Bicycle lane

@  Al-Way Stop Control

(® Installed traffic signal
Truck route

*a 4 -"'5""..
2 '\‘ f’ Al

} E-ED o
E =AY
o
» N, Vo E :
n, =1
oA 7]
'.
I
/| A

t.'..
-
»

HE

e

23




Z b

e %‘_ Potential locations for improvement:
'\%@ ) =[O Corridor / Intersection (14)
» \& ®  Signal timing adjustment (7)
& .~ : '
& ?_3\:--—" D: Intersection Improvement - — One-way Conversion (3)
}\_9} Foch Blvd & 167%/Smith Streets === Parking regulation change (22)
/ﬂ/‘ O A\ N, === Bus Stop relocation (2)
-~ /\ " ===»  Proposed Truck route (1)
N —--—  Study Area Boundary
\ Ve, - -
; N :
g i 3
\ a \ = O * R L
3 o 16 =5 e -
She & '_’\,
\ 0 o e 0 R @ B
< 1s o - AR e * S Y
\ 2 L e’b@. A G . .
?:' .‘ > .,
‘\ ?:‘ A: Corridor Improvement- @ Jes “.@t" - % N w— —'CS) %
L\ Z Baisley Bivd ** P ios A S T
\ G 3 o o T ~Jlck
c  \5 : ® i = 13, quﬂ,d
\ \ A% . e 94 .
* Fiod & ha, " :
\ A5y 4 ¢ Brrr et/
.’0 00‘ GGO & kg .."'a‘ :
.\ *‘ i d-'p : ok -E /.
. o * < 0 x ] 3
o - i) r W . =
Rockaway Blvf}"\‘ nr: @)f. % . -:%%a £ ‘—/
%
5 P . {‘3‘ %— 43T MY . r: % E? w -‘/
il 5068\ 2 S S ome TE £
H s p.. : O : -? : rf\}' e
’ ] L% P T /
;W %, WP "rey s 74 :
’ . s N Ra ) O (
Pm @ @ ) Sa
I ow >, '% B/C: Area of Improvement- | 3* x
7] @ I " g
R | 7 - (5 Laurelton LIRR Station b o s
’ . 'r"u' ¥ ‘f@ - Toe ‘f »
/) m &é C°"dmmv f‘]ﬁ‘c% &
’. : B __"__-é-.&-—--——"'— ¥ — T — _____.__"__.--_ - :
: e Lo A 8 . )
— A gt Plowy % S - @'
2 — — — >
JFK 2




‘ Potential locations for improvement:
N 5 E =/0 Corridor / Intersection (14)
® Signal timing adjustment (7)
=== One-way Conversion (3)
=== Parking regulation change (22)
===  Bus Stop relocation (2)
"uun Proposed Truck route (1)
—--—  Study Area Boundary
4"/ - —.::@"H‘h 4,9!?.
VI - y/
H"Sigfv
& . {ﬁglql/ S
\ e z /
- = -
B L 29 b N L/
2l I3 u < o 440 P g 3
i ] . 3 O -r? . 1 'r:v}:
s .. o %, ;\'bb‘ j# ' kf;/{k /_.
ls2 5 ~© _ (5 ;
[sx & K . IR
i h: }%’ % %C's ~§’
] o %- e e 11 4 . i.condmtA %@
. e ———
’___.,..._..- Bolt F.;kwy /LO' LT Bl — e @
. —
JFK
25




BAISLEY BLVD SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS

Potential improvement:
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BAISLEY BLVD SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS
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A: BAISLEY BLVD SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS

Issues:
« Complex multi-leg intersection

- Wide roadway (EB approach) with no
channelization
Long crosswalks

Issues:

« Congestion on EB/WB approaches
(WB LT phase exists but no
designated LT lane)

= High crash location (5 peds-2013)

= Adjacent to PS 354; high ped.

volumes & long crosswalks

Issues:

= Lacking time for EB left turns awaiting gap from
WB through movement; curbside parking

» Roadway narrows at underpass (only 1 travel lane)

Playground

Proposal: Proposal:

= Install pedestrian refuge; - Stripe 2 EB lanes to separate movements

« Create WB left turn lane; for Farmers Blvd & 125t Ave

- Restrict parking on North curb « Install 2 neckdowns to shorten crosswalks
= Mark peg-a-tracks (EB/WB)

Proposal:
« Restrict parking on South curb
« Stripe 2 EB travel lanes

nyc.gov/dot



LAURELTON LIRR STATION SAFETY
IMPROVEMENTS

Potential locations for improvement:

i7" LIRR Station Area
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BELK]

SLOA

Q ¢ N ConduitAv o .

- = =Y I:’-,\Jr :“; s T
“ " s _ 2 - ‘\:\ E IJ—]J l,'“r’!v
L N S e B !

5 et — < See detail B
o L
2 7
A esanans 142 DO A

o
A,
&
n A A
A o) %,
" - \'\,‘r t
2 d [4¥1
A r"“\-. P oV
Y ol A 794 v
] [ = Ol
Seedetail C | A o
v »
5 /
V
oy
. b
'l’ ."f 2
ATH R4
5. &
L ]
‘{? - .'."4
Y/ d .
L ]
L
L]
-~y
/ 0
¥ T
d il / A
4 i v
» - ¢
N q’
/ 2
L]
-
L]
L ]
.-
K MEN
..

30



B: 225 ST BET 143 & N. CONDUIT AVENUES

Issues:

+ Vision Zero Priority Intersection

+ Marked WB TR lane on N.
Conduit Ave at 225t St

« Mid-block slip ramp of no
operational use

Potential improvements:

+ Restrict WB RT at 225" St

* Install HV crosswalks/ADA ramps

* Add south-leg crosswalk on N.
Conduit Ave

* Close slip ramp bet. N. Conduit &
143 Aves

nyc.gov/dot



C: 1415T AV BET. 224™ & 225™ STS

Issues:

* Wide un-restriped
roadway on 141t Ay
+ Missing crosswalks

Potential improvements:

» Restripe flush median
on 1615t Ave for traffic
calming/safety

» Restripe intersection for
NB/SB approaches &
install crosswalks/ADA
ramps

nyc.gov/dot



D: FOCH BLVD & 167/SMITH STS SAFETY

IMPROVEMENTS

Issues:

* Intersectionis near PS 140

+ 167" Street (north-leg) is wide and
unstriped

* Long crosswalks (north X-walk - 57°)

Potential Inprovements:

+ Stripe 167" Street (north leg)

» Construct neckdown in northeast
corner to shorten crosswalks

* Mark peg-a-track on Foch Blvd

PS 140 - 1 block north
at 116" Av & 16?St

nyc.gov/dot




ONE-WAY CONVERSIONS

Street segments selected for potential one-way conversion
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ALL WAY STOP CONTROLS

Proposed Stop Controls
Legend

. Proposed location for AWS Control
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1. ONE-WAY CONVERSION - PROSPECT CT

Issues:

* Prospect Ct bet. 224! & 225 Streets is 24’ wide and operates as two-
way with parking on both curbs.
« Street is adjacent to LIRR station with high parking demand.

Proposal:
* Convert Prospect Ct to one-way NB from 225! to 224th Streets

:

-
Existing: Prospect Ct, looking SB

Existing: Prospect Ct, looking NB

== Proposed
Existing

nyc.gov/dot 36



2. ONE-WAY CONVERSION - 161ST PL

Issues:

* 1615t Pl bet. Baisley Blvd & 222" Street is 24’ wide and operates as
two-way with parking on both curbs (no regulations).
¢ Street has high parking demand near commercial facilities.

Proposal:
* Convert 161t Pl to one-way NB from Baisley Blvd to 222 St

Existing: 1615t Pl, looking SB

nyc.gov/dot 37



3. ONE-WAY CONVERSION — SMITH ST

Issues: e

* Merging conflicts and roadway segment narrows to 20" at
convergence of Smith St at 165 St (mid-block), both streets operate
as two-way with parking on both curbs.

Proposal:

* Convert Smith St to one-way NB, % block from 165t Street and
restripe SB to make RT lane at convergence point.

Existing
nyc.gov/dot 4= Proposed 38
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PROPOSED PARKING CHANGES

Legend

== Parking regulation change
(Capacity/Visibility)

=== | oading/unloading zone
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— - Study Area boundary




NEXT STEPS




NEXT STEPS

o Develop Street Improvement Projects
o Finalize Report

o Implementation



THANK YOU!

NEW YORK CITY

(1 Tube)
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