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Lee Road Traffic Study and Corridor Plan
Public Meeting #1 Minutes

May 30,2012

Meeting Date Project Name

Wednesday, May 30" at 7:00 PM Lee Road Traffic Study and Corridor Plan
Subject Meeting Location

Public Meeting #1 Shaker Heights City Hall

Attendees Meeting Agenda

See sign in sheets for general public attendance.
(14 people signed in)

Project Team:
Joyce Braverman, Shaker Heights

(216) 491-1432; joyce.braverman@shakeronline.com
Ann Klavora, Shaker Heights

(216) 491-1436; ann.klavora@shakeronline.com
Tania Menesse, Shaker Heights

(216) 491-1334; tania.menesse@shakeronline.com
John Motl, ODOT

(216) 584-2085; john.motl@dot.state.oh.us
Nancy Lyon-Stadler, Baker

(216) 776-6814; nlyonstadler@mbakercorp.com
Lori Duguid, Baker

(614) 538-7604; LDuguid@mbakercorp.com
Neal Billetdeaux, SmithGrouplJJR

(734) 662-4457; Neal.Billetdeaux@smithgroupjjr.com
Chad Brintnall, SmithGroupJJR

(734) 669-2726; Chad.Brintnall@smithgroupjjr.com

Meeting to introduce the project and its
components to the general public, and to
solicit feedback and ideas from the public.
1. Meeting Welcome and Overview
2. Presentation & Questionnaire

3. Comments, Questions & Breakout Group
Discussions

— Traffic Operations & Analysis

— Bicycle & Pedestrian Accommodations
and Connections

— South Section Streetscape
4. Other

Item | Description

1.0 | Meeting Welcome

Nancy Lyon-Stadler welcomed everyone to the meeting and introduced the project. Members of
the project team introduced themselves and their roles in the city and on the project.

2.0 | Presentation

(Presentation provided at end of minutes.)

Nancy, Neal Billetdeaux and Chad Brintnall presented the project, with discussion of each project
component: traffic operations and analysis, bicycle and pedestrian accommodations and
connections, and South Section streetscape. After the presentation, everyone present was asked
to complete the questionnaire to provide their thoughts and feedback on the project.

3.0 | Comments, Questions & Breakout Group Discussions

Traffic Operations & Analysis

cut-through route.

e Concern with traffic volume and speed on Lomond, particularly by those using Lomond as a

Analysis of traffic operations on Lomond is beyond the scope of this project. However, there
may be an opportunity for the City to apply for CMAQ (Congestion Mitigation Air Quality)
funding to optimize signal timing throughout the city. This should improve progression along
Chagrin and reduce the desire for use of Lomond as a cut-through route.
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e Note: Nobody at the meeting expressed concern about the recommended conversion of the
North and South Sections to a 3-lane roadway.

Bicycle & Pedestrian Accommodations and Connections

e The City’s bike plan (completed with assistance from NOACA) shows only a portion of
Lomond as a bike route. Lomond should be designated as a bike route for its entire length. It
provides a good alternative to Chagrin for bicyclists with lower traffic volumes, slower vehicle
speeds, and wide lanes through a residential area.

The City is going to be implementing the bike plan soon and will incorporate the comment
into the plan.

e Concern with road debris accumulating in bike lanes; they need to be swept to be functional.
Prefers use of off road trails and cycle tracks.

Comment noted. The City is looking to provide off road trails where possible. Research shows
that provision of separate bicycle facilities does a better job of attracting new riders.

e Preference to see different considerations and accommodations for bikes and pedestrians in
residential areas and commercial areas.

Comment noted.

South Section Streetscape
e Shaker Heights does not have to rely on road capacity to determine land use along Lee Road.

They need to decide what the southern segment of Lee Road should be from a land use
perspective and design a road to fit.

Comment noted.

e Interest in attracting and supporting non-chain businesses.

Comment noted. The City would need to provide subsidies and support for such businesses to
survive and be successful. Mixed-use developments have an increased chance of success.

e Would like to see the bus garage moved to another location.

Comment noted. To accomplish that, a favorable economic condition needs to be created to
make a business case for its relocation. Until that happens, there may be ways to enhance
the appearance of the bus garage.

4.0

Other

e Ann Klavora noted that the project team needs to appropriately incorporate the traffic

impacts from the Warrensville/Van Aken/Chagrin reconfiguration into the Lee Road study.
The redistribution of traffic from Warrensville/Van Aken/Chagrin may affect traffic at Lee
Road’s Chagrin and Van Aken intersections.

e Joyce Braverman noted that as part of the Implementation Plan, the project team should

identify easy, low cost concepts for early implementation. Examples include changes in
pavement markings and installation of countdown pedestrian signal heads.

e Lee Road is a local road (not subject to ODOT design standards). Chagrin Blvd is a State

Route, subject to ODOT design standards and requirements; as such, modifications to the
Chagrin/Lee intersection must comply with ODOT standards.
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Photos:
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Attendance:
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Questionnaire:
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Presentation:
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Meeting Date Project Name

Wednesday, November 7™ at 6:30 p.m. Lee Road Traffic Study and Corridor Plan
Subject Meeting Location

Meeting with Planning Commission (Public Mtg #2) Shaker Heights City Hall

Attendees Meeting Agenda

See sign in sheets for general attendance. Meeting to review project recommendations
Project Team: and discuss the plan with the Planning

Joyce Braverman, Planning Commission.

(216) 491-1432; joyce.braverman@shakeronline.com
Ann Klavora, Planning

(216) 491-1436; ann.klavora@shakeronline.com
Tania Menesse, Economic Development

(216) 491-1334; tania.menesse@shakeronline.com
Nancy Lyon-Stadler, Baker

(216) 776-6814; nlyonstadler@mbakercorp.com
Chad Brintnall, SmithGroupJJR

(734) 669-2726; Chad.Brintnall@smithgroupjjr.com

Item | Description
1.0 | Presentation

Ann, Nancy and Chad presented the plan recommendations to the Planning Commission.
2.0 | Discussion

e Do you anticipate much bicycle use?

Lee is one of three north-south roadways in Shaker Heights, and it is the one best-suited for
bicycle accommodations, given the configuration and traffic volume on Warrensville Center
Road and the width of Green Road. Also, the wide shoulder configuration will match the
roadway configuration in Cleveland Heights, providing a long, continuous bikeway.

Will cost information be provided?

Planning level cost estimates will be included in the final plan.

Discussion of bicycle treatments (wide shoulders, sharrows and bike lanes), with a discussion of
sharrow placement.

Discussion of traffic signal timing and recommended changes to timing and phasing at intersections
with geometric changes. The system was analyzed as being coordinated with the North Park and
Fairmount signals in Cleveland Heights (coordinated with City of Cleveland Heights Planning Director)
and consistent cycle length with Invermere signal in Cleveland (coordinated with Cleveland traffic
engineer). There was additional discussion of signal timing and phasing concerns at the Shaker/Lee
intersection, particularly related to the east-west left turn movements.

Discussion of land uses and desire for restaurants along the south section of Lee Road. This would
require modification of current zoning.

One member of the public expressed a desire to connect with the City of Cleveland bike system
(existing and planned) to the south via Avalon. The Lee Road plan recommends facilitating bicycle
connectivity into the Lomond neighborhood to the east via Scottsdale. Although vehicular traffic will
not be able to access eastbound Scottsdale from Lee Road, bicyclists will be permitted to make that
movement.
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e Discussion of redevelopment of south section. Early implementation will remain within the existing

right-of-way and land owned by the city. Bigger scale redevelopment opportunities consistent with
the concepts presented in the plan will depend upon private investment.

One individual asked about provision of bicycle treatments on Shaker Boulevard. Due to the roadway
width and lane configuration, bicyclists are required to take the outside lane when riding on Shaker
Boulevard, which is suitable for experienced cyclists but does not require changes in pavement
marking. Less experienced cyclists would be better accommodated on South Park (sharrows
recommended) or South Woodland (wide shoulders or bike lanes recommended, depending on
available roadway width).

There was some discussion of burying utilities. The project team and steering committee discussed
this subject; they were in favor of utility relocation (to rear property lines) or burial, but felt that given
the cost, it may not be something that should be prioritized over less costly and more impactful
opportunities to enhance the corridor.

3.0 | Planning Commission Action
The Planning Commission unanimously recommended adoption of the Lee Road Traffic Study and
Corridor Plan.

4.0 | Next Steps

Nov 26™: City Council meeting
e Present and adopt study recommendations
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