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Pedestrian Recommendation Types

— Podestrian Sofety Corridor Treatments

y Recommendations | November

Discussion Theme 1: Pedestrian Safety Project
Recommendations

Typically, the prioritization process involves identifying
scoring oriteria for projects, scoring them using data-
based and qualitative methods, and using those
scores to determine the approximate order in which
they should be implemented. We have already
received feedback from the public that help guide how.
projects should be prioritized. With this in mind, what
criteria feel most important for prioritizing
pedestrian safety projects? Where do investments
need to be made first? What else should we be.
thinking about?
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Nearby Destination Types (parks, employers, schools, bus stop, etc.)
Projects that improve both walking and biking

Network Importance (projects with larger impacts on connectivity)

Most Important Location Type

Discussion Theme 2: Approach to
Pedestrian/Accessibility Priority Areas

Understanding that there are a virtually unlimited
number of worthwhile pedestrian and accessibility
projects within Rochester, an area-based approach
allows for a geographio foous for future projeots to
be established based on stated community and Gty
priorities. With this in mind:
+ What do you like abeut this approach? Are
there any oriteria for each population group
that feel missing?
Are there any ongoing initiatives that this
approach builds on? Are there opportunities
for collaberation across programs, either
‘within the Gity or by other organizations?
As areas move into more detailed evaluation
and design, what kinds of stakeholders
should be at the tablez Where might there be
untapped grassroots potential?
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