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AMPO Survey Results:  Access Management

This AMPO survey was conducted in November and December 2003 to produce a guide for transportation policymakers and practitioners on how to incorporate access management into transportation plans.  It was conducted in cooperation with the Center for Urban Transportation Research at the University of South Florida, which will conduct detailed follow-up research with a sample of MPOs that indicate active consideration of access management principles and techniques in their transportation planning activities.  The survey was distributed to all MPOs and received 57 responses.  

Respondents were given the following definition of access management: 

Access management is the systematic control of the location, spacing, design and operation of driveways, median openings, interchanges and street connections to a roadway, as well as auxiliary lane treatments and traffic signal spacing. The purpose of access management is to provide vehicular access to land development in a manner that preserves the safety and efficiency of the transportation system.
1. Does your long-range transportation plan address access management?
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2. If yes, how?
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Other:

· Access Management Guidelines

· General discussion and mention of activity 

· Identifies corridor management plans that are needed as alternatives to major capacity projects 

· Part of Congestion Management System/Investment Strategies and Land Use/Transportation Initiatives/Explicitly part of our management and operations and safety strategies 

· Planning assistance 

· Planning support

· Promotion and Education 

· Some roadways designated for their suitability re: access mgt. 

3. Does your MPO address access management in your other planning activities?
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4. If yes, how?
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Other:

· Access Management Plan 

· County-wide 

· Model Ordinance (also Used as Basis for New Jersey State Access Standards)

· One completed project, two underway 

· We favor the use of medians where they are practical 
5. Has your MPO used or actively promoted any access management strategies in lieu of or in addition to roadway widening?
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6. If yes, which strategies?
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Other:

· Channeled traffic 

· Local Street Closure 

· Pre-condition for consideration of capacity enhancements using Fed Aid

7. Does your MPO fund access management improvements?
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8. If yes, how?
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Other:

· CMAQ funds 

· Integrated in project costs and various corridor studies 

· National Scenic Byway funds; PL funds (

· Negotiation of voluntary cross-access agreements, incorporation into local plans, multi=party access management plans (city, MPO, DOT) 

· NHS, mitigation fees

· STP safety funds
9. Does your MPO monitor the effectiveness of its access management activities?
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10. If yes, how?

· Annually we analyze the arterial and collector system relative to accidents, level-of-service and volumes to monitor projects and identify new deficiencies on the system. (St. Cloud Area Planning Organization)

· Communication/coordination with state and local agencies, participation on advisory committees and implementation task forces. (Ohio-Kentucky-Indiana Regional COG (OKI))

· Limited, but hope to do some before/after and surveys of local government implementation in the near future (Tri-County Regional Planning Commission)

· Our first Access management Project, Westheimer Corridor, had all proposed short-term improvements fully funded by TxDOT and was let to contract about 60 days ago.  Two additional corridors, FM 518 and FM 1960, have Access Management studies underway, anticipating completion in mid to late 2004.  Once the first projects improvements are implemented, we will evaluate anticipated reduction in traffic delay and reduction in crashes. (Houston-Galveston Area Council)

· Progress of course is long-term, but we do have a "Level of Compatibility" (A-F) measure that, for commercial corridors, measures access management.  Both existing conditions and future projections of Levels of Compatibility have been helpful in raising the priority of access management. (Capital District Transportation Committee)

· Progress updates in five-year Regional Transportation Plan updates. (Benton-Franklin Council of Governments)

· Reduction in crash rates per vehicle miles on a roadway (Duluth - Superior Metro Interstate Committee)

· Review of subsequent accident data (Greater Lafayette Area Transportation and Development Study)

· The corridor studies are rather new and 2 corridor improvements will be funded next year.  We are currently monitoring acceptance by local governments and use in permitting new development.  For example, are new median openings being permitted or are the local governments directing driveway location to where the access is planned.  We intend to monitor safety and congestion after implementation of corridor plans. (Pensacola, Okaloosa-Walton & Panama City)

· Through FDOT "before and after" studies (Broward County MPO)

· Traffic Engineering usually conduct a before and after study to assess the effectiveness of access management activities. (Broward)

11. Has your MPO participated in planning initiatives with other agencies to address access management?
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12. If yes, how?
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13. Please provide any additional observations on incorporating access management into transportation planning, such as good planning practices, lessons learned, etc.

· 1) In the context of the LRTP, we developed a "Level of Compatibility" for transportation / land use conflict which essentially measures access management.  The measure has been used in corridor work also. 2)  We have accelerated the level of planning support to municipalities for "transportation / land use linkage" which has led to local master plans.  Getting master plans in place before TIP projects are identified is a better way of ensuring incorporation of access management into project scopes than having the subject emerge during project development. (Capital District Transportation Committee)

· A local (private) developer of 1000 acres entered into a pvt/public partnership to fund hump (rise) in FM 802 to allow for introduction of one of  two pedestrian overpasses. One of the two was funded via thirds: pvt. developer, TxDOT, and the City of Brownsville to promote both access mgt. and pedestrian activities. (Brownsville)

· A major assist to access management in this region came from: (1) elevating access management and "Levels of Compatibility" in the regional plan; (2) identifying that assistance to local government was needed to make it happen; and (3) funding a "Community - Transportation Linkage Planning Program" at a substantial level to significantly advance the state of local community and corridor visioning and street design.  It is imperative for the municipality to embrace the goal of access management long before a potential development or a potential highway project provides an opportunity for implementation. (Capital District Transportation Committee)

· Access management components of a project are often dropped as not being essential due to various factors such as costs, legal threats from property owners, etc. (DMMPC)

· Access management is a very localized responsibility and varies from state to state and by county. Our long-range planning process at the regional level has not addressed it. (National Capital Region Transportation Planning Board)

· It is a tough nut to crack!  We have been "beaten down" by citizens and elected officials.  The best planning practice is a good public involvement program:  a corridor citizens committee and frequent communication with as many property owners and stakeholders along the corridor as possible.  This takes considerable time and effort. (Pensacola, Okaloosa-Walton & Panama City)

· Most access management initiatives come from corridor studies by state or local governments that own/operate the roadways; resulting projects are included in MPO long-range plan (Puget Sound Regional Council)

· Most of local agencies along with the state DOT have access policy and standards in place. (Kern Council of Governments)

· Need to have better ways to get the message out to the public that access management is a way to protect the operational integrity of arterial roads and can be a way to postpone or even eliminate the need for road widenings. Also, any help with convincing business owners the access management will not kill their business (assuming they have a good product and price). (Topeka)

· NOTE. Access management has been discussed at length in Technical Committee and A.M. Sub-committee meetings. Study has recently begun its LRTP process; A.M. is one of the objectives to incorporate in the planning project. Currently, the MPO addresses A.M. on a more on-going, case-by-case basis. (Decatur Urbanized Area Transportation Study)

· Our model Access Management Study and Ordinance is one of the oldest in the country, dating back to 1981. We continue to actively distribute and promote it, participate in various access management and corridor studies and try to make sure there is at least one presentation or related item on access management before our committees a year just to make sure they remember. We distribute national reference materials regularly including the ITE Access Management brochure, provide training and technical assistance and support and have integrated it in our CMS, Management and Operations efforts and our safety planning efforts. (Tri-County Regional Planning Commission)

· Our primary planning emphasis is on Corridor Preservation in order to avoid the problems associated with applying access management measures in developed areas. (St. Cloud Area Planning Organization)

· Prepared "Access Management - A Policy for Local Communities", a model access management ordinance with supporting narrative, in 1988.   Prepared "A Scope of Services for Developing an Access Management Plan for the ______ Corridor", for use by local governments in soliciting consultant services for preparing AM corridor plans, in 1995, revised in 1997 (also a companion document for incorporating AM into a roadway widening project).  Played a leadership role in the development and passage of "Road Access Management", legislation specifically granting authority to counties and townships in Ohio to develop and implement access management plans and policies, which was passed by the Ohio General Assembly in July 2002.  Visit www.oki.org for more information -- Go to Transportation, then Other Resources, then "The Case for Access Management". (Ohio-Kentucky-Indiana Regional COG (OKI))

· Strong local stakeholder outreach key to successful implementation.  Federal and State DOT pleased with MPO efforts to maximize local match with federal and state funds, achieving match rates as high as 35%.  The use of Congestion Mitigation Air Quality funds is perhaps a plus in that the cost of evaluating air quality benefits required by the use of these funds is offset by the high approval rating of environmentalists and federal staff.  The planning studies we are doing include completing preliminary engineering on the corridor, thereby expediting the acceptance of the project and increasing the project's prioritization score in the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). (Houston-Galveston Area Council)

· The San Antonio-Bexar County MPO realizes the safety benefits and importance of incorporating access management into its planning practices.  Although access management was not included in the last MPO MTP Update, it will definitely be a part of the 2030 Plan scheduled to be released in October 2004. (San Antonio-Bexar County MPO)

· Use Development regulations (subdivision and development review) to implement Access Management regulations. (Licking County Area Transportation Study (LCATS))

· We have developed generic curb cut bylaws and drive thru window regulations, and promote their implementation at the local level. (SRPEDD)

· We have identified a regional arterial network for which proposed projects would require an access management component.  We offer technical assistance in negotiating access management issues to local governments.  We require a multi-party access management agreement on those projects defining median break location, driveway spacing and standards.  The agreement requires approval of all signatories to amend. (Metroplan)

· We have utilized the Strategic Regional Arterial (SRA) process that was developed in the Chicago area by CATS & IDOT to initiate the identification of corridors and their access management options. (Rockford Area Transportation Study)

· We will address this issue in the update of our long-range plan. (NW Arkansas MPO (Regional Planning))
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