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SWANEVIEW: of the Kansas: State Highway: System
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r\ orr L iflve and thorough process to complete a

— AT tool to actively recognize and immediately
- attend to locations which may need safety
Improvements
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- _)rerf aré s to old way

tudies take 6 months to a
year:

Many: studies were done to
verify nothing was wrong

Inefficient data collection
Lack of consistency
Numerous repeat studies

194 cities in which we have
never done a traffic study

Speed resolutions 40 years old







ILIES 10 anfengineer
to cities, the county, and KDOT

_:_;- c_l' Rewew Recommendations
= ‘-Data Collection
- e Draft Report

® Final Report



IJINEErs are assigned counties
Z semor glneers [eview: reports
Jw.ze_ traf fic engineer approves reports
dfield Iechmuan for data collection
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asentatives and responsibilities are
ussed with locals

a——
——

) -'d
a—

—

‘h\

=

-



Oiflges

Coizlf) reedorlam
o Ll ':'-

'-.
s -"'

REVIEW orurﬂ udles

— _‘ -:_""'

l:—ﬂ: | s/develop tables for report

.-_ﬁ

Qgzllg



I-I-n-.

Creisign : y&%ﬁr

> Tlfre gomt

"‘ “-l

- YWe Joof at 2 o 3 years of data based on the
S1ZE J_tles and counties
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= Try to Identify crash patterns and high crash
locations
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-ek at signing,

~ markings, geometrics,
~ Speeds, traffic signals,
school areas, RR, high
crash areas, specific
regquests by city or
KDOT, etc.




EENENAlly rep ace, adjust, add/remove traffic
conlifef (lwa Ices
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o \/\/rn-ae ’T:’IOt want to include maintenance
%—_sz tivities in the report, we want maintenance
= *];c?sues addressed timely & for legal reasons
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NEEUED COUNLY Yy COUNLy
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= *:I’_ ke counts at traffic signal locations to verify

— Warrants

-
=

® Collect speed data to verify speed zones
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-J’:Ta‘pter for each
_ route

® Chapter for each city

® County wide speed
resolution
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Crashes (crash/mvmi)

Edge of

LLanes Travel (ft) Note
Total Critical
ADT | 0By Rate
e
S e et US=10 NColL 11.49 65 2 1.8-3.0 1048 7 0.53 1.45 it

Notes/Recommendations
1.See US-100 Chapter.
eThe route has turf shoulder.



Location
(RP)

Wesd

‘RS1365 W3-1 E/E
- R1-1
Notes

1.0Object markers installed on approach.
2.Wide throat intersection.

W3-1
R1-1

=

A/E

E/E

1048

1048

1048

1048

'-I'ofal-
(96-98)

Rate

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

Critical
Rate

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00
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i . POSTED 85t PERCENTILE
o (mph) (mph)

12/9/99 65 69.6
12/16/99 65 68.8
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-~ T12miN. of NCoL in Gigi 12/16/99 65 69.5
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APIEhifIS reviewed anc commented by
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{ty has their specific chapter hand
red for review and comment

“e Al comments are obtained and addressed
for the final report
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‘delivered! their specific chapter
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C U C / d KDOT offices receive full report



{997 10 - 604 (more than the anticipated: 3 yrs)
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ﬂ" zerj KDOT Staff plus 2 consultants

- ® | earning curve
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~ e |Learning curve



IVE approach
- Be't_r.er e Off OUIF resources

comp ehenswe review of highway system
:- --,;;l,gi"'é" é:con3|stency along highway system
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= **JBetter relationship with cities/counties
o [Fnd and address areas of concern
® Project list can be developed
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VVENTaVe a list of of locations for potential projects
— Slejarell I g*rades Withr geometrics
Jﬂ[:‘r;” flon reconfigurations
—F (i abouts
== 9hange Lighting
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:" We_have peen able to initiate and complete
_project type recommendations within our own
Bureau and throughout the agency
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SRiEN(precess) and timing (data)
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~ = Contacting the correct people

e Keeping the process moving (crashes & data)
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> C omolcurf’ repoerts may take more time and effort than
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gﬁ G S - Hand delivering correspondence has been a
plus.
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) C_()Jo_rdinating data collection and report writing Is tough
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® Send project type recommendations to those
bureaus/entities that do projects

e Support from all levels is critical
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MIEHEIE nance Eng/neers & Area Engineers

SN Eltenarnce personnel wro: cariiea out
J/[,@ fcammeno’a tions

= e Sign Shop
= Traﬁ‘/c Engineering Staff

s Al other KDOT employees ana a few past
employees

e Several consultants
e [he cities ana counties
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