
M-l1 (Wilson Avenue) Corridor
Adoption and Use of the Plan and Overlay Zoning District

The M-l1 access management study area extends from Butterworth Drive to Remembrance Road
within the City of Walker. During the past 20 years, growth within and around the corridor has
resulted in increased traffic and additional development pressure along M-l1. More recently, areas
surrounding Walker have experienced increased development and resulting traffic congestion.
Along M-l1, the City of Walker is planning for a mix of residential uses and non-residential uses.
The city recognizes that the preparation and implementation of an aCf~~smanagementstudy can
help alleviate some of the existing traffic congestion, while all9"\V'1ngfbr the more effective
accommodation of traffic generated by future development. "

Access management is an effoli: to maintain efficient traffic fl()~, pres~iy-th'the street capacity, and
reduce the frequency and severity of crashes while maintajd~~\re'asonable 'icc::ess,to land uses. This
can be accomplished through careful placement of aB~'s-s P~lnts to reduc~cq()hflicts with traffic
using other access points and traffic flowing thro ". tersecti.2~s. Access rdag~~e1:Ilent usually
involves tools to space access points or restricts ""turning "o,vements. Some of these tools
~ ~ . ~

street,

J."-';1;!+"'-UJ.L.e impact to intersection

nd uses, shared driveways, frontage roads or

'motorists, communities and land uses along the
benet1,t~;di',J)as:edon experience and studies for similar corridors, are the

poten1:ial;

. dway cap", and the useful life of roads;

time atl.Wcongestion;
. Ii",'

improve acces :il'from properties;

ensure reasona '.' access to properties (though not necessarily direct access nor the number
I!""

of driveways preferred by the landowner/developer);

coordinate land use and transportation decisions;

improve environment for pedestrians and bicyclists (less driveways to cross);

improve air quality; and
maintain travel efficiency and related economic prosperity,
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While individual land owners may see the regulations as restricting access to their property, a well
managed access system will improve access to properties and maintain travel efficiency, thereby
enhancing economic prosperity for local businesses. A strong access management program also has



the benefit of closely coordinating land use and transportation decisions to improve the overall
quality of life in the community.

Access related decisions along M-ll (Wilson Avenue) are under the purview of several agencies.
The City of Walker has jurisdiction over land use planning, zoning, site plan and subdivision review
outside the street right-of-way. MDOT and Kent County Road Commission (KCRC) have
jurisdiction within the rights-of-way of M-ll (Wilson Avenue) and intersecting streets. The shared
authority means that successful implementation of the recommendations in the M-ll (Wilson
Avenue) Access Management Plan requires a partnership between City alker, MDOT and the
KCRC. This requires the Planning Commission, City Commission, oard of Appeals and
road agencies to be aware of access management standards and th . its implementation.

corridor based on
and application)

dations.

to becflexible and subject to adjustments and
o,dp'TI'plinwment occurs along the corridor. The

ased on parcel configurations and land use plans
repared. Although the basic design parameters should remain
. :;:of driveways and service roads may shift as development

The M-ll A2 i'b"Manageme Ian and ordinances were prepared under the direction of a Steering
Committee com ,,~;~g,.ofrePinv entatives from the City ~f Wal.k;er, Kent C~unty Road Commissi~n

and MDOT, and 'ct 9J;to be adopted by the Clty as part of thelt Master Plan. Public
involvement included ) public workshops/open houses. Comments and recommendations by
the public, local officieis and MDOT staff at the workshops and public hearings were considered
and incorporated into the final plan.

The overlay zoning district is expected to be placed o~~Ei ~i.io.g zoning rations for all
parcels within 350 feet of the M-ll right-of-way. Not all be able to meet all of the access
management standards, particularly olde1:~ttes. In order to ~~. these situations the ordinance
provides the authority to modify the S~~9-~.2n a case-b '~'~~f~ .•ba~s. The model ordinance
provides planning commissions with the auqJ.oritYitPetIlodify the sf~A-'atas during site plan review,
provided the intent of the standards is being'met to'th;~~1J1lleffi~nt practical on the site. The
ordinance also requires traffi:~pact studies t6;pe pt(rfbrineC1.~Ot1irgerdevelopments that have the
potential to generate s~'~"""'" es of traff~8:'i'These sttipies would evaluate the impact that a
proposed development~hav e road syste!l1 and identify mitigation to offset the impact.

Two documents were prepared to help guide access manag~ decis The first is an access
~,

management plan. This plan provides specific access recom:tD~tt .ons alo
a review of existing conditions and identifying the bestf~~ctice1 (through res
to address them. The second is an overlay zoning :,. ""'''''t to imp ement the plan r



Sec. 94-189. M-ll (Wilson Avenue) Corridor Overlay Zone

(a) Findings.

The primary function of M-ll (Wilson Avenue) is, as a state trunkline, to move traffic through the
area. A secondary function of the roadway is to serve shorter distance travel through the city and
to / from land uses along the corridor.

The City's Master Plan recommends that segments of the co~4pr~ be developed for more
intense commercial and residential use, while other segments§illlb¢<4~velopedfor mixed uses.
Continued development along the corridor will increase traffis;volumes.an~ introduce additional
conflict points which will further erode traffic opera~~$:cc',.~d increasep();ential for crashes.
Numerous published studies and reports document ~~~~~relationship"beJ\\7<:en access points
and traffic operations and reducing crash potential. ? '1:~ standar.g.s herein are basedo1;1.1:he findings

of stu~es in Mic~gan ~d other sta:es; experi~6. "~:;.~, simi~~:\1,~orridors in ~f~~' specific
ev~uat1on along this corndor and public mput through w~ 9pS'·co:g.ducted as this ordinance was
bemg prepared.

(b) Intmt.

The specific purposes of this Corridor Overla

t~p.tial for crashes.
,'iF

, unndt~ssa1"y curb cuts and driveways, and eliminate or reconfigure
t do not conform to the standards herein, when the opportunities

'",1X,I;:;'
""'ommendations of the M-ll (Wilson Avenue) Access Management Plan.

anse.

5.

1. Preserve the capac,i:~~~BFM-ll (Wilson nue) by ting and controlling the number,
1" ""'-"'''''''''.'c''y!''

location and de~,~'of atc;ffi,~,s,}points,and t~ uiring alternate means of access through shared
driveways, S~c:i)i4rives, ai:\~}ccess off crJ'" streets in certain locations.

<!" '''~i~~[~}:).:\ ., H,'l
2. efficient.zi£1Qw,; . ing the disruption and conflicts between

d~':
'\,:!,

'Z~

6. Require longer frontages or wider minimum lot widths than required in other zoning
districts to help achieve access management spacing standards

7. Require coordinated access among adjacent lands where possible.

8. Require demonstration that resultant parcels are accessible through compliance with the
access standards herein prior to approval of any land divisions to ensure safe accessibility.



9. Address situations where existing development within the corridor area does not conform to
the standards of this overlay district.

10. Identify additional submittal information and review procedures required for parcels that
front along M-11 (Wilson Avenue).

11. Avoid the need for unnecessary and costly reconstruction which disrupts business
operations and traffic flow.

O!'"fl,c:c.e:3s management

and the City on access
t the ommendations of the M-11

?'er adopted community plans.

CI. non-residential development and
M-11 (Wilson Avenue) and those parcels in

16. Help ensure a collaborative proc
decisions along M-11 (Wilson Aven
(Wilson Avenue) Corridor Access Man

14. Establish uniform standards to
standards.

12. Ensure efficient access by emergency vehicles.

13. Improve safety for pedestrians and other non-lnotol:iz~~clitrave].et~

and width of access crossings.

(c) Applicability.

The regulatio ~:'.~'ipot apply 'sting single-family dwellings or individual single-family dwellings
that are not conffii.:B;~:c;twithin w subdivision or site condominium developments..

'-W~'~~tt"""41i;;;
The regulations hereID.\'~p1>lY in addition to, and simultaneously with, the other applicable regulations
of the zoning ordinanc)?Permitted and special exception uses within the M-11 (Wilson Avenue)
Corridor Overlay Zone shall be as regulated in the underlying zoning district (as designated on the
zoning map), and shall meet all the applicable requirements for that district, with the following
additional provisions:

1. No building or structure, nor the enlargement of any building or structure, shall be erected
unless the Overlay Zone Regulations are met and maintained in connection with such
building, structure, or enlargement

2. No land division or subdivision or site condominium project shall be approved within this



district unless compliance with the access spacing standards herein is demonstrated.

3. Any change in use on a site that does not meet the access standards of this overlay district,
shall be required to submit a site plan for approval by the Planning Commission and submit
information to MDOT to determine if a new access permit is required.

ill Section 94-280, the

e'access standards that typically

the Planning Commission with

g access points within 500 feet on either side of
tage, and along both sides of any adjoining roads, shall be
. lan, aerial photographs or on a plan sheet.

2. Evi~~~~~ shall be sum#rtted dicating that the sight distance requirements of MDOT
and/dr'~i~C, as app~~~ble, are met.

"'::,',;,'~~~:i.',~;\i-. L.:,,~~;;

3. DimensioJ"!'Q~~~ 2,(';~rovided for driveways (width, radii, throat length, length of any
" ..,,,,.. .,1'[.,;.

deceleration l.a1.:i~~I;.or tapers, pavement markings and signs) and all curb radii within the site.
Ji}' .

4. The site plan shall illustrate the route and dimensioned turning movements of any expected
truck traffic, tankers, delivery vehicles, waste receptacle vehicles and similar vehicles. The
plan should confirm that routing the vehicles will not disrupt operations at the access points
nor impede maneuvering or parking within the site.

4. For building or parking lot expansions, or changes in use, the Planning Commission shall
determine the extent of upgrades to bring the site into greater com liance with the access
standards of this district. In making its decision, the Planning . sion shall consider
the existing and projected traffic conditions, any sight distan tattons, site topography
or natural features, impacts on internal site circulation, an ommendations from
MDOT. Required improvements may include removal ent or redesign of site
access points. /J)'

.14~:]t~j~;r~o;~<~

5. The standards herein were developed collaboqt:j.vely between the City,
Ai

Where conflict occurs, the more restrictive,~~" i:?-0ns apply.
"" .

In recognition that specific instances may warrant exceptiJp,j~"I':rQ!ll
"-'.

apply, this ordinance provides for a level of excepti0

input from the road agencies, when cel:tall11cohcl1tlorls

(d) Additional Submittal Information.

In addition to the sub
following shall be pro
information listed .
division.

5. Traffic impact study. Submittal of a traffic impact study may be required for any land uses
expected to generate 100 or more vehicle trips during any peak hour, or 1000 or more
vehicle trips daily, or where exceptions from the generally applicable access spacing



standards are requested. The traffic impact study shall be prepared by a firm or individual
that is a member of the Institute of Transportation Engineers with demonstrated experience
or unless otherwise approved by MDOT to perform such studies. The methodology and
analysis of the study shall be in accordance with accepted principles as described in the
handbook "Evaluating Traffic Impact Studies, a Recommended Practice for Michigan,"
developed by MDOT and other Michigan transportation agencies. The City or KCRC may
require calculations or micro-scale modeling to illustrate future operations at the access
points and nearby intersections and/or to evaluate various access %tematives.

cess and maintenance agreement
ment shall be recorded with the

ting sing;. family dwellings or individual single
vision or site condominium development, or

These standards are based on considerable
ed concurrent with guidelines promoted by

. .

,~. poiri1:M~h~ bt the fewest needed to allow motorists reasonable access
" um, eftC:ll.V5t' shall be permitted one access point. This access point

ual dP.-{feway, a shared access with an adjacent use, or access via a
road:' As noted above, land divisions shall not be permitted that
.th the access location standards of this district.

/":'':/,',
J,',"'-~.'-";""'"

6. Review coordination. The applicant shall provide corresPci#cl.ence'that the proposal has
been submitted to MDOT and/or, where appropriate, t:1t~,I<~t1.t,County Road Commission
for their information. Any correspondence from«¥Dd'TICi~~d Kent County Road
Commission shall be considered during the site pI Vi~w pro2es~;>.,Ihe City may request
attendance at coordination meetings with represXlJ:t!a 00_ df the appli2~l)t~.road agency. An
access permit shall not be requested from the¥1~d agency until a land diV;i~i?p. or site plan is
approved by the City. The approval of a"t:' (1"" 'visio (>, or site plan does'1.l?t)negate the
responsibility of an applicant to subsequen<fl.y se ,J)~jts from theJpad agency.

(e) Access Management Standards.

Access points (not includ.ip.~~~~ZVays that serv
family dwellings notsbijtained ~~ a new s
essential service usesYsh~m-eet thtt{ollowing stan
research in Michigan and':Q,ational1y,~cl:V"ere pre
MDOT.

7.

2. Access spac 111tersections and other driveways shall meet the standards within the
M-ll (Wilson 'c'" ue) overlay zone district and the guidelines of the applicable road agency
(.MDOT and/dKent County Road Commission).

3. An additional driveway may be permitted by the Planning Commission upon finding the
conditions A and B, or C and D, below exist. The additional driveway may be required to be
along a side street or a shared access with an adjacent site.

A. The site has a frontage of over 660 feet and the spacing standards between access points
listed below are met, and



B. The additional access will not prevent adjacent lands from complying with the access
spacing standards when such lands develop or redevelop in the future.

or
C. A traffic impact study, prepared in accordance with accepted practices as described in

this chapter, demonstrates the site will generate over 300 trips in a peak hour or 3000
trips daily, or 400 and 4000 respectively if the site has access to a traffic signal, and

D. The traffic study demonstrates the additional driveway will provide improved conditions
for the motoring public and will not create negative impacts through traffic flow, and
the spacing standards between access points listed below are~,1D.et.,

accef;S points along the same

¢;;?"

" urn Driveway Spacing Measurement

e developed or redeveloped in the future,
oucio the access shall be located to ensure the

on standards in the future.

Along
M-ll*

Posted
Seed limit

35 mph
40 mph
45 mph
50 mph
55 mph
*unless greater spac'
required to meet

points §,,,;Ig~ align .th driveways on the opposite side of the street or offset a
um of 630'~tpin 45 eas and 750 feet within 50 mph zones. The Planning

C8~mjssionmay rea.';:;· this re each of the opposing access point generates less than 50
'<:~';:';';::i'»;~"':, 'ii'

trip~(Wtmpund and 0 . "ound) during the peak hour of the public street or where sight
distan~~~~itationse~'

lJ~jJ'

7. Minimum sp ""9i'Yaccess points from intersections shall be in accordance with the table
below (meas " om pavement edge to pavement edge). Also see the most recent
standards of Se'Etion 608.A of MDOT Traffic and Safety Notes.

5.

4. Access points shall provide the following spacing from
side of the public street (measured from centerline rr=====================91
to centerline as shown on the figure), based on
posted speed limit.

Signalized locations: *
along M-ll
along other public streets

300 feet
200 feet

Driveway Spacing from Signalized Intersections



* Spacing shown for signalized
intersections shall also be applied at
intersections where MDOT indicates
spacing and approach volumes may
warrant a signal in the future.

Unsigpalized locations:
along M-11
intersections with M-11
other intersections

300 feet
300 feet
150 feet

Driveway Spacing from Unsignalized Intersections

8. Where direct access consistent with the
various standards above cannot be achieved, acce
service drive per the M-11 (Wilson Avenue) Au
adjacent uses, either now or in the future, s
and maintenance agreements to be recorde

9. The Planning Commission may r~CIUll:e

where such facilities can pr()V1de'\::tc:ce:3s
minimize the number of drllvew2lys;a1iJ:9Lf,t:§,l1
efficiently and safely ingress and C\,!IIC:S.:S.,

Frontage roads
standards:

A.

of , 30) feet from
edg~}&'of the service

rim' <'ivf th . h~ft)O e M-11ng t-

or
Minimum of eighty (80) feet from
the nearest edge of the service
drive to the M-11 centerline.

driveway or
access with

ed access

the following

Frontage Road Minimum Setbacks

Between a minimum of sixty (60) feet and one-hundred fifty (150) feet of throat depth,
depending on the trip generation characteristics of the site, shall be provided at the
access point, as measured from exit lane stop bar to service drive.



sight distance, or determined by MDOT or

hall rrlte,rf6re'WithIU-lIAi9ipaland county road commission facilities such as
c signal poles, sIgns, fire hydrants, cross walks, bus loading zones,

suppqrts, dl-ainage structures, or other necessary street structures.
auth8:r'ded to order and effect the removal or reconstruction of

constructed in conflict with street structures. The cost of
ting such driveways shall be at the expense of the abutting

R The alignment of the service drive can be 1F================9

refined to meet the needs of the site and
anticipated traffic conditions, provided the
resulting terminus allows the drive to be
extended through the adjacent site(s). This
may require use of aerial photographs,
property line maps, topographic
information and other supporting
documentation

C. Where the M-ll (Wilson Avenue) Access
Management Plan recommends a shared ,
access or compliance with the access Rear Sel"V.ice Drive Design
spacing standards requires a shared accessl!;.;<;:::.p",;:'~::;,:;:.,,=====";'="".=••. ==========:d1

with an adjacent parcel, but connection i~p6t yet available, the P13puiupCommission
shall either require construction of th;~~" ,ent on'\;~e subject parcel~.t:.tb postpone
construction when .there is an ~ase~ett fO e 2~~~tion(s) at ~ ~.i:ac:ticallocation
from a topographic and engmeermg pro -",¢.5"" and" construction of the future

".'connection is assured through a financial guaran epted by the City. The Planning
Commission may allow a' tem access that c~ ......".s to the standards herein to the
highest degree practical, with a eement t~'&11~j.B~te that access point where
the shared access system beco In all c1t~¢s;, an access easement and

1.\."
maintenance agreement shall be s tan and recorded with the Kent
County Register8f:P~eds

10. Driveways sha1l pe locateclio provide s
KCRC as applicable~ .

" '

(f) Exceptions ofAcce~s '\;~'j,fa~ds.
1-{3"

Exceptions by Plann.itl~'Commission. Given the variation in existing physical conditions along the
M-ll (Wilson Avenue) corridor, the plan and ordinance need to be flexible and subject to
adjustments and improvements as development and redevelopment occurs. Exceptions to the
spacing and other standards above may be permitted by the Planning Commission as part of the site
plan review process upon a finding that all of the following conditions apply:

1. Practical difficulties exist on the site that make compliance unreasonable (sight distance
limitations, topography, wetlands, drain or water body, woodlands that will be preserved,



existing development, unique site configuration or shape), or existing off-site access points
make it impractical to fully comply with the standards.

2. The proposed exception is consistent with MDOT guidelines and MDOT staff support the
proposed access design.

3. The proposed exception is consistent to the greatest extent practical with the general intent
of the standards of this overlay district and the recommendati<;>ns of the M-11 (Wilson
Avenue) Access Management Plan given the situation on th7$'uQj~~t parcel and adjacent
parcels. ,/ "

"<::,.»"
'",<,:-,"'"

'§uch exceptio~)~~illnot create
reevelop in the'future.

aplJealed to the Zoning Board of Appeals (the

Comtnittee,h~ts 1"1~V1,f'Wf":Cr and approved the proposed access

7. Such exception shall be de!nOJtlstJtatf~d

6. Indirect or shared access is not te~ls.onalble

connections has been provided.

8. The M-11 Com
design.

4. If deemed necessary by the Planning Commission, ~·!l~~!~~:i!I' by a qualified traffic
engineer has been provided that certifies the exce . n:"'\yillimpr:oy~t:raffic operations and
reduce crash potential along M-11 (Wilson Av ..fe' , 'is not Sll1P!Yf9r convenience of
the development.

/!~:'

5. The applicant demonstrates with dimensicf;;e
non-compliant access to adjacent lands that may d



M-ll (Wilson Avenue) Corridor Plan Review Checklist

Access management is an effort to maintain efficient traffic flow, preserve the street's capacity,
reduce the frequency and severity of crashes while maintaining reasonable access to land uses. This
can be accomplished through careful placement of access points to reduce conflicts with traffic
using other access points and traffic flowing through intersections.

urn needed to provide reasonable access to the site?

<,';,'<,," :'
",',':: ".

ndards behVyen access points?

Has the applicant been made aware of the sp(~Clill(~:~q'lJ1tle!I):~gt.§",:llld

\i.

Is the site within an area where sp~0fic access recomiB: v tions were provided in the
M-l1 (Wilson Avenue) Access Mari::tgYrnent Plan? If sO;'.;.. ,:de the applicant with a copy.

·,i,··('i··••••·· ••••·•..... ~i!!!'(0)1·ZT~}
Does the site plan or submittal illustra:t~~lJo£i:li~a.4c:1itionalin1'g,khation on other existing
access points and adjacent lot configurati()ns s()'C::o!J;l:p]janc:::~..~th the standards can be
determined? / . .

Is the subject site located within the M-ll (Wilson Avenue
area?

Has the most recent site plan or submittal been suJ::>:tbl1ttieq,
review and comments?

o

o th, or spaced from, existing driveways or the location
bJ!!'f$Xl:)ectegj.~ the future?

o been provided?

o impact study to evaluate the impacts and determine if changes to
o~.;toa~d system are needed?

o

o

o

o

o

o

o

The following checklist can be used by the City (staff, zoning administrato or whoever receives
applications and discusses procedures with potential applicants).

o Is there a reason to request a meeting with MDOT to discuss and address access issues prior
to review by the Planning Commission?





SUBJECT:

PURPOSE:

TRAFFIC AND SAFETY NOTE 608A

Spacing for Commercial Drives and Streets

To Promote a Uniform Practice in Determining
Access Spacing

COORDINATING UNIT: Geometric Design Unit

INFORMATION: The spacing of access for commercial driveways and streets is
an important element in the planning, design, and operation of roadways.
Access points are the main location of crashes and congestion. Their location
and spacing directly affect the safety and functional integrity of the roadway.

Region Review: The RegionrrSC Utility and Permit Engineer shall forward the
site plan and the access request to the RegionrrSC Traffic and Safety
Representative for review. In general, one access point is adequate for a single
business. When one-way pair driveways (In-Out) are requested and the inside
traffic circulation promotes such operation, these driveways may be considered
as a single access point. In some cases multiple access points are requested.
In this case, the RegionrrSC Traffic and Safety Representative may require a
traffic impact study from the business owner/property owner to justify the need
for the multiple accesses. A copy of the Traffic Impact Study Note (Traffic Safety
Note 607A (7.8)) may be sent to the business owner/property owner to outline
the traffic analysis needed.

Unsignalized Access Spacing: Adjacent accesses should be spaced as far apart
as on-site circulation allows. In some cases the RegionrrSC Traffic and Safety
Representative may reqUire that the business owner/property owner redesign his
site plan, and relocate the access point to meet the desirable spacing distance.
Table 1 shows the desirable unsignalized access spacing as a function of posted
speed. These distances are based on average acceleration and deceleration
considered adequate to maintain good traffic operations. The sight distance at
the access points must also be investigated.

Posted Speed Center-to-Center of Access
mph (km/hr) feet (meters) .

25(40 130 40
30 (50 185 55
35(60 245 751
40 (60 300 90,
45 (70) 350 (105)

50 (80) and above 455 (140)

608A (7.9)

Table 1

1 of 6 08/05/04



Lack of Sufficient Frontage to Maintain Adjacent Spacing: In the event that a
particular parcel lacks sufficient frontage to maintain adequate spacing, the
RegionlTSC Traffic and Safety and Utility and Permit Engineers have the
following options.

a. Choose the next lowest spacing from Table 1. For example, on 30
mph (50 km/hr) roadway requiring 185 ft (56 m) spacing, the distance
may be reduced to no less than 130 ft (40 m) which is the spacing fro
25 mph (40 km/hr) speed.

b. Encourage a shared driveway with the adjacent owners. In such case
the driveway midpoint may be located at the property line between two
parcels. However, all parties must agree to the joint driveway in
writing.

c. Provide an access point to the side street when it is possible.

d. In areas where frontage roads or service drives exist or can be
constructed, individual properties shall be provided access to these
drives rather than directly to the main highway.

e. After all the above options are exhausted, an access point may be
allowed within the property limits as determined by the RegionlTSC
Traffic and Safety and the Utility and Permit Engineers.

Intersection Corner Clearance: AASHTO specifically states that driveways
should not be situated within the functional boundary of at-grade intersections.
This boundary includes the longitudinal limits of auxiliary lanes. An access point
may be allowed within the above boundary if the entire property frontage is
located within this boundary. In all quadrants of an intersection access points
should be located according to the dimensions shown on page 3.

Conflict Reductions: Restricting or prohibiting left turns at unsignalized access
points aligned across from each other can greatly reduce safety and operational
problems. A typical four-legged intersection, such as where two accesses line up
across a four-lane roadway, has 36 conflict points. By prohibiting left turns and
through movements the number of con.fIicts can be reduced from 36 to four, as
illustrated on page 4.

In cases where these movements cannot be prohibited, as illustrated on page 4,
the RegionlTSC Traffic and Safety Representative may choose to offset the
access points. Table 2 prov~des the desirable distances between two access
points on the opposite side of the roadway.

608A (7.9) 2of6 08/05104



SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION CONTROL

ARTERIAL OR
LOCAL STREET

B Jl
ARTERIAL ® ( --

I~II A T A

:l>

1
DESIRABLE CORNER CLEARANCES

POSTED SPEED ITEM ft (m )

ACCES A 230 (70)

I 30 mph to 35 mph
B 115 (35)(50 km/hr to

60 km/hr)
C 75 (22)

40 mph to 55 mph
A 460 (140)

- Coordinate with the Local Government (60 km/hr to B 230 (70)
Agency Regarding the Local Street 90 km/hr )

C 150 (44)Clearances.

ARTERIAL OR STOP SIGN INTERSECTION CONTROL

_Tt ST7E

j ~l
ARTERIAL l

~
(

I:JT n
~

DESIRABLE CORNER CLEARANCES

ACCESS I POSTED SPEED ITEM ft (m l

l 30 mgh to 35 mph
D 115 (35 l

(5 km/hr to E 85 (25)
60 km/hr )

F 75 (22)

40 mgh to 55 mph
D 230 (70)

- Coordinate with the Local Government (6 km/hr to E 170 (50 l
Agency Regarding the Local Street 90 km/hr )

F 150 (44 )Clearances.

1iMDoT SPACING FORfobc:htOtll"~ortf'~\n:Il

TRAFFIC AND SAFETY
COMMERCIAL DRIVES AND STREETS

NOTE

DRAWN BY: MTS 08/05/2004 I SOBA I SHEET
CHECKED BY: JAT PLAN OATE: 3 OF 6
FILE: K:/DGN/ts notes/Note608A tsn.dgn REV. 08/0512004



SAMPLE INTERSECTION CONFLICT POINTS

DRIVEWAY

-.Jll-..-------- ~~ --------
ARTERIAL : ::::s~t:--,,"---

-------- 0 0 --------

-------...\ [/,,-----~-

36 CONFLl CTS
22 IF SIGNALIZED

Two Onvewa~s Line Up Across A
Four Lane Artenal, Has 36 Conflict
Pomts or 22 If Signalized.

TYPICAL FOUR-LEGGED INTERSECTION

DRIVEWAY

ARTERIAL

.. 0 MAJOR
04 MINOR

4 CDNFLl CTS

Restnctmg Left Turns and Through
Movements can Reduce the Number of
Confhcts to Four Which IS Two Per
Artenal DirectIOn of Travel •

INTERSECTION WITH RIGHT TURN IN AND RIGHT TURN OUT

DRIVEWAY

,----'1 ~'---_----,

ARTERIAL _ ~~-----i

nn
.. 1 MAJOR
06 MINOR

7 CONFLICTS

Notice the DistinctIOn Between Major and
Mmor Conflicts. Merge and Rearend Conflicts
Are Less Severe Than Crossing or Head-on
Confhcts. Sometimes It IS Appropnate to
n Trade n Major Conflicts For Mmor Conflicts

INTERSECTION WITH LEFT TURN IN, RIGHT TURN IN AND RIGHT TURN OUT
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Posted Speed Desirable Offset Between Access Points on
mph (km/hr) Opposite Sides of the Roadway Center-to-Center of

Access On Undivided Highways
25 40 255 80)
30 50 325 100
35 60 425 130
40 60 525 160
45 70 630 190
50 80) 750 (230)

Table 2

Passing Flares at Driveways: To evaluate the need for passing flares at
driveways on two-lane, two-way roadways, refer to Traffic and Safety Note 603A
(7.3).

Right-turn Lanes or Tapers at Intersection: The addition of right-turn lanes or
tapers should be considered to enhance the movement of traffic through
intersections. To evaluate the need for right-turn lanes and tapers, refer to
Traffic and Safety Note 604A (7.5).

Left-Turn Lanes or Passing Flares at Intersections: To evaluate the need for left­
turn lanes or passing flares at intersections, refer to Traffic and Safety Note 605A
(7.6).

Access Design: All access points shall be designed to meet the Michigan
Department of Transportation guides, standards and Construction Permit
Manual.

Signalized Intersection Spacing: Traffic signal spacing criteria should apply to all
intersecting public streets and access drives. They should take precedence over
unsignalized spacing standards where there is a potential for signalization.
Ideally, locations of signalized intersections should be identified first. Various
studies have shown that the number of traffic signals per mile has an even
greater influence on travel speeds than the traffic volume per lane. Therefore,
selecting a long and uniform signalized intersection spacing is the first essential
element in establishing access spacing guides. The variables involved in the
planning, design and operation of signalized roadways are reflected in the
relationship between speeds, cycle length and signal spacing which yield
maximum bi-directional progression band widths.

Thus, a signal timing plan must be able to provide efficient traffic flow with a
speed compatible to the roadway posted speed. Table 3 represents the
relationship between cycle length, speed and approximate distances between

608A (7.9) 5 of 6 08/05/04



signals for bidirectional progression. The traffic representative may elect to
relocate or consolidate drives in order to meet the spacing in Table 3. Spacing
criteria can be reduced when only one direction of travel is signalized.

Peak Speed mph (km/hr)
Hour
Cycle 25(40) 30 (50) 35 (60) 40 (60) 45 (70) 50 (80) 55 (90)
Length Distance
(sec) feet m feet m feet m feet m feet m feet m feet m

60 1,100 335 1,320 400 1,540 470 1,760 540 1,980 600 2,200 670 2,430 740
70 1,280 390 1,540 470 1,800 550 2,050 625 2,310 700 2,500 760 2,820 860
80 1,470 450 1,740 540 2,050 625 2,350 720 2,640 800 2,930 890 3,220 980
90 1,630 500 1,980 600 2,310 700 2,640 800 2,970 900 3,300 1,000 3,630 1,100
120 2,200 670 2,640 800 3,080 940 3,520 1,070 3,960 1,210 4,400 1,340 4,840 1,475

Table 3
Approximate Distances between Signalized Intersections Needed to Achieve

Efficient Bidirectional Progression at Various Speeds and Cycle Lengths
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You are Invited to learn about the Benefits of Access Management &Express Your
Opinions on the Access Management Draft Plan & Ordinance

Introduction The City of Walker, Michigan Department of Transportation and Grand Valley Metro Council are currently preparing an Access
Management Plan and related Ordinance Amendments for a portion of M-11lWilson Avenue from the Grand River to
Remembrance Road.

A This Access Management Plan and Ordinance Amendments will recommend ways to improve traffic movement and safety
Mccess t along the corridor through control on the number, placement, and design of driveways and land use management. Studies

anagemen have found that the number and location of driveways can have a great influence on capacity and safety. Fewer, better­
spaced driveways can improve traffic flow, reduce the likelihood of crashes, and provide businesses with reasonable access.

The Access Management Plan will include recommendations for access spacing, use of shared service drives along certain
The Access segments, and driveways to close or redesign. The recommendations will be based on significant published research, the
Management State Access Management Handbooks, and a review of conditions along the roadways.
Project

The end result will be a plan that the city can adopt as part of their Comprehensive (Master) Plan with specific
recommendations and guidelines, and an ordinance to help with implementation at the local level. Another important element
will establish a procedure for MOOT, the City of Walker, and Kent County Road Commission to coordinate advisement on
development proposals.

Public
Workshop

A presentation of access management principles, existing land use, and initial access conditions along M-11lWilson Avenue
will be presented and benefits of access management will be reviewed. Representatives of the city, MOOT and Grand Valley
Metro Council and their consultants will be available to share information and gather input. Following the workshops, city
officials will conduct study sessions and public hearings as part of their adoption process.

Monday, July 11, 3:30 p.m. - 6:30 p.m.
Walker City Hall

4243 Remembrance Road NW

Brief Presentation at 4:00 p.m. & 5:30 p.m.
Come Anytime!

Stay as long as you'd like!

For more information about the M-11/Wilson Avenue study contact the following project representatives:

Christopher Van Norwick
Grand Region Cost &Scheduling Engineer
Michigan Department of Transportation Grand Region Office
(616) 451-3091

Frank Wash
Planning Director
City of Walker
(616) 791-6850



FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE

Public Open House for M-11/Wilson Avenue Access Management Plan set for July 11, 2005

In an effort to help ensure efficient traffic flow and safety along M-Il/Wilson AveIlue, the Michigan
Department of Transportation (MOOT) and City ofWalker have begun a joint effort tQ. evaluate roadway
access design and land use improvements for a portion ofM-11 (Wilson Avenue) from the Grand River to
Remembrance Road. The public and local officials are encouraged to attend a public workshop to learn
about access management principles and design concepts, and to share information on how to use the
existing roadway to improve traffic movement and increase safety along the approximately 6.5 mile
stretch ofM-II. The public open house will be held on Monday, July 11th from 3:30 p.m. to 6:30 p.m. at
Walker City Hall, 4243 Remembrance Road NW.

The structure of the meeting will consist of an open house session from 3:30 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. and a short
presentation by project staff at 4:00 p.m. and again at 5:30 p.m. An open house format will resume after
both presentations and conclude at 6:30 p.m. Aerial maps of the study corridor will be available for
review and notecards will be available to provide comments. Project staff will be available to share
information and gather input.

Information to be discussed at the public workshop includes a presentation regarding standards for
roadway and driveway access, and existing land use information and initial access conditions along the
corridor. The project team will be available to discuss potential concepts to improve traffic flow and
safety along M-11/Wilson Avenue as they relate to access management. Since the focus of this study is
access management, not roadway widening, the process will not include any analyses or discussions
regarding widening of Wilson Avenue within the study area.

Access Management principles are driven by techniques that manage access between the roadway and
adjacent land developments to maximize safety and reduce traffic delays. These techniques are being
implemented statewide to reduce the amount of vehicle crashes that are associated with access
movements.

The goal of the workshop is to gather input from the public and elected officials regarding existing traffic
and access management conditions within the corridor, and to discuss what types of improvements are
desired along the corridor exclusive of roadway widening to improve traffic flow and safety. This
information will help identify important design and land use development issues that need to be
considered as the project advances toward the formation of a plan and incorporation into existing City
regulations.

For more information, the public can contact the study representatives at the phone, fax or email numbers
listed below.

Contacts:

Christopher Van Norwick
Grand Region Cost & Scheduling Engineer
Michigan Department of Transportation Grand Region Office
(616) 451-3091
email: VanNorwickC@michigan.gov

Frank Wash
PlanningDirector
City of Walker
(616) 791-6850
email: fwash@ci.walker.mi.us
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M-11 Access Management Plan

Welcome to the M-11 Access Management Plan page! This site is intended as an informatil
message board for everyone involved in the project. Check back for updates that will includ
of our public workshops. Thank you for your involvement and input!

Project Introduction

The City of Walker, Michigan Department of Transportation and Grand Valley Metro Counci
currently preparing an Access Management Plan and related Ordinance Amendments for a
M-11/Wilson Avenue from the Grand River to Remembrance Road.

What is Access Management?

The main goals of Access Management are to improve traffic movement and safety along tI
through control on the number, placement, and design of driveways and land use managen

Project Team

• City of Walker
• MDOT Grand Region
• Grand Valley Metro Council
• Kent County Road Commission
• Consultant Team:
• Progressive Architects & Engineers
• LSL Planning, Inc.

Project Schedule

Click here to view the project schedule in a new window.

What is the Purpose of the Public Workshops?

http://www.ci.walker.mi.us/Departments/Planning/MllAccessManagementPlan.htm
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A presentation of access management principles, existing land use, and initial access condi
M-11/Wilson Avenue will be presented and benefits of access management will be reviewe<
Representatives of the city, MOOT and Grand Valley Metro Council and their consultants w
available to share information and gather input. Once a plan is prepared, city officials will cc
sessions and public hearings as part of their adoption process.

Public Open House \ Workshop #1 Summary - Monday July 11, 2005

Public comments were received during the first open house in three formats; through one-o
discussions at the presentation boards, through the questions and answer session, and thrc
comment cards. The following are a complete list of the notes collected, with no'priority or c

Presentation Boards Notes

• Long southbound queues occur at rush hour west of Butterworth - surprises drivers.
• Need middle turn lane at American Legion.
• Signal should have been placed at Riverbend instead of Burton (explained).
• Left turns from Riverbend onto Wilson are very difficult.
• Need a signal at Riverbend as soon as possible.
• Foliage and intermittent car sales block views from eastbound Riverbend looking nor
• Crashes at Covenant Christian HS driveway should be addressed.
• Restrict truck turns at Hall Street and Butterworth.
• Wilson at Hall Street needs either left-turn lanes and/or right turn lanes - scary.
• Revise M-11 grades instead of intersection changes at Fennessy.
o Speeds are THE real issue along Wilson.
• Move bus stops off Wilson.
• Lake Michigan/Wilson works better but still long delays.
o Southbound left phase at Lake Michigan is too short.
• Very hard to turn left from Warrington or other streets.
• Some delivery trucks from commercial sites are using Cloverdale to exit.

Q&AlComment Presentation Notes

o Balance rights; preservation still being followed? Permit violations? Water/sewer line
wetlands

• Block Riverbend & access via O'Brien -Issues
• Who pays for access changes/improvements? (A: Developers/owners typically unles

road project)
• Timeline - when will improvements be made/required? (A: Depends on type of imprc

many/most not until site comes in for developmenUredevelopment approval)
• Lower speed limits - Trucks
• Roadway not designed for so much truck traffic
• What is the percent (%) of traffic using M-11 through whole corridor (river to Rememl

do not know, not part of the scope of this study/plan).
• Are there plans for an alternate road to West? (A: No)
• What is the status of O'Brien and Fennessey? (A: currently in design process).
• How to handle west side of O'Brien (curve) - minor improvements for safety
• Hall St. potholes make it tough to turn quickly, need turning lanes.
• AAA directions said to use M-11 to avoid US131 traffic - still being used that way.
• Where does eminent domain come in? (A: As sites redevelop).
• Hall St. - south on Wilson; must go to Riverbend (need center left turn lane and nortl

southbound accec / decellanes)
• M-11 asset - focus should be on getting people and students in and out.
o Need safe ped. & bike crossings, especially at locations like O'Brien and schools on
• Need mass transit improvements (routes and facilities)
• Can signal timing at Lake Michigan and Wilson be changed (A: MOOT has revised til

proposed)
• North of Leonard - many homes, activity (ped, bike), no turning lanes, hard to acces:
• Lower speeds on Wilson from Lake Michigan Drive to 3 Mile - school children to Cun

http://www.ci.walker.mi.us/Departments/Planning/MIIAccessManagementPlan.htm 8/2512006



M-ll Access Management Plan, Planning, City ofWalker, Michigan (MI) Page 3 of5

school
• When do access recommendations come out? (A: August/Sept.).
• Lake Michigan Drive & Wilson - north side tough for residential at Warrington. Can de

be used? Left turn lane?
• Lights north of Lake Michigan Drive - bad (signal timing) - closer signals help.
• Left turns out tough from res. Streets
• Light at Richmond? Warrant study needed with - residential dev.
• Additional lane south side of corridor or along entire section p.m. traffic full M-45 - 0
• Left turn light short southbound M-11 to M-45. Future dual left?
• No room to get in line, need to open hatched area, right lane signage needed - turn ;

thru, could impact merge.
• Close Warrington?
• Close Cloverdale?
• Left turn light/phases at Remembrance & at Leonard needed.
• Consider left turn thru corridor and removing shoulder. Good at I/S and commercial (

Note Cards

• Wilson Ave. should be 3 lanes or 4 lanes from Remembrance to the river, the 3rd Ian
left turn lane.

• Maintenance on Wilson is a problem; where the asphalt meets the gravel. It seems tl
few attempts to fill in the potholes that develop. Consequently it's difficult to exit and
driveways. (Cal Kalsbeek, 1313 Wilson SW).

• Wilson Ave. has been very dangerous foryears, whether have a center lane for turni
it 4 lanes, lets get started, what's the big hold up?

• Hall Street is in desperate need of either a left turn lane or right turn lanes.
• A light by Riverbend should be of utmost importance because of 3 schools and a chl

families and safety is needed by Covenant drive with so many young drivers. It's frigl
when cars go over speed limit. There should be a lower speed limit and enforced.

Public Open House \ Workshop #2 Summary -- September 21, 2005

(Held from 4:00pm - 6:45pm at Walker City Hall)

Like the first M-11 pUblic open house in July, pUblic comments were received during the Opl
three formats; through one-on·one discussions at the presentation boards resulting in sticky
through the questions and answer session following the Access Management "training" pre:
and preliminary recommendations summaries (2),and through comment cards. The followi
obtained through that process (in no particular order or priority).

Presentation Boards Notes

• Make Warrington one-way westbound (at M-11)

• Reiterated that left turns from Riverbend onto Wilson are very difficult.

• Need a signal at Riverbend as soon as possible.

• Wilson at Hall Street needs either left-turn lanes and/or right turn lanes.

• Passing should not be allowed on Wilson between Leonard and Richmond.

o Very hard to turn left from Warrington or other streets.

Q&AlComment Presentation Notes

http://www.ci.walker.mi.us/Departments/Planning/MIIAccessManagementPlan.htm 8/25/2006
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• When will Fennessy and O'Brien improvements be done? In 2006

Page 4 of5

• How far out were the traffic projections developed? Projections are from preliminary
developed for 2030

• We really need traffic light at Riverbend and Wilson. Discussed warrants and noted'
is currently monitoring the intersection for meeting those warrants.

• Is current 100-foot right-of-way enough for a traffic signal at that location? Yes

• What will be the timing and coordination of this project with others? This is not really
but a study, and its recommendations will be addressed/completed over a long perio
coordination with construction projects will only be as needed.

• MDOT should level hill south of Fennessy instead of spending money on proposed ir
reconstruction.

• We should be looking at ways to reduce traffic on Wilson. M-11/Wilson was originall'
designed/intended to be the GR area's "west beltine" with higher volumes and speed
functioning as designed.

• What are the spacing recommendations based upon? Several factors, but primarily'
speed limit (set by State Police).

• Are the recommendations just based upon current conditions? Recommendations a
upon the current M-11 cross section but do take into account the potential for widenil
future if that occurs - again, these A. M. improvements will be done over a period of

• Is there going to be a traffic light at Richmond? MDOT currently has that intersectior
study for potential improvements, including a signal.

• Does this plan contribute to sprawl? Access management allows existing roadways
or maintain capacity, thereby reducing (or delaying) the need to construct/improve ot
roadways.

• Several lots are being used as a place to privately sell used vehicles - needs to be a
• If Wilson is a major "beltline," should MDOT look to widen it? MDOT is in a preserve

access management is a key step to take/pursue before widening can be fully consic
• We need left-turn lane for entire corridor.

Note Cards

• Cut hill down south of Fennessy to give clear vision and you won't have to close off F
• Reduce the speed limit (from 55 to 45) from Lake Michigan Drive north to Leonard to

residents to safely turn onto Wilson from their subdivision. Enact a no downshifting ~

semis.

Check Back For Future Updates!

<information last updated November 15, 2005>

Government I Departments I Community I Resource Center
Contact Us I Search I Site Map I Home

http://www.ci.walker.mi.us/Departments/Planning/MIIAccessManagementPlan.htm 8/25/2006



Public Open House Comments
M-11 Access Management Plan
July 11, 2005 3:30 p.m. ·6:30 p.m.
Walker City Hall

Public comments were received during the open house in three formats; through one-on-one
discussions at the presentation boards resulting in sticky notes, through the questions and
answer session following the Access Management "training" presentations (2), and through
comment cards. The following are notes obtained through that process (in no particular order or
priority).

Presentation Boards Notes

• Long southbound queues occur at rush hour west of Butterworth - surprises drivers.
• Need middle turn lane at American Legion.
• Signal should have been placed at Riverbend instead of Burton (explained).
• Left turns from Riverbend onto Wilson are very difficult.
• Need a signal at Riverbend as soon as possible.
• Foliage and intermittent car sales block views from eastbound Riverbend looking north.
• Crashes at Covenant Christian HS driveway should be addressed.
• Restrict truck turns at Hall Street and Butterworth.
• Wilson at Hall Street needs either left-turn lanes and/or right turn lanes - scary.
• Revise M-11 grades instead of intersection changes at Fennessy.
• Speeds are THE real issue along Wilson.
• Move bus stops off Wilson.
• Lake MichiganlWilson works better but still long delays.
• Southbound left-phase at Lake Michigan is too short.
• Very hard to turn left from Warrington or other streets.
• Some delivery trucks from commercial sites are using Cloverdale to exit.

Q&A1Comment Presentation Notes

• Balance rights; preservation still being followed? Permit violations? Water/sewer lines.
Alternate wetlands

• Block Riverbend & access via O'Brien - Issues
• Who pays for access changeslimprovements? (A: Developers/owners typically unless part of

road project)
• Timeline - when will improvements be made/required? (A: Depends on type of improvement,

many/most not until site comes in for development/redevelopment approval)
• Lower speed limits - Trucks
• Roadway not designed for so much truck traffic
• What is the percent (%) of traffic using M-11 through whole corridor (river to Remembrance)?

(A: do not know, not part of the scope of this stUdy/pian).
• Are there plans for an alternate road to West? (A: No)
• What is the status of O'Brien and Fennessey? (A: currently in design process).
• How to handle west side of O'Brien (curve) - minor improvements for safety
• Hall St. potholes make it tough to turn quickly, need turning lanes.
• AAA directions said to use M-11 to avoid US131 traffic - still being used that way.
• Where does eminent domain come in? (A: As sites redevelop).
• Hall St. - south on Wilson; must go to Riverbend (need center left turn lane and northbound

and southbound accec / decellanes)

M-11/Wilson Avenue Access Management Plan Progressive/LSL



.. M-11 asset - focus should be on getting people and students in and out.

.. Need safe ped. & bike crossings, especially at locations like O'Brien and schools on
Riverbend

.. Need mass transit improvements (routes and facilities)

.. Can signal timing at Lake Michigan and Wilson be changed (A: MOOT has revised timing
plan proposed)

.. North of Leonard - many homes, activity (ped, bike), no turning lanes, hard to access
driveways

.. Lower speeds on Wilson from Lake Michigan Drive to 3 Mile - school children to Cummings
school

.. When do access recommendations come out? (A: August/Sept.).

.. Lake Michigan Drive & Wilson - north side· tough for residential at Warrington. Can double
yellow be used? Left turn lane?

.. Lights north of Lake Michigan Drive - bad (signal timing) - closer signals help.

.. Left turns out tough from res. Streets

.. Light at Richmond? Warrant study needed with - residential dev.

.. Additional lane south side of corridor or along entire section p.m. traffic full M-45 - O'Brien

.. Left turn light short southbound M-11 to M-45. Future dual left?
No room to get in line, need to open hatched area, right lane signage needed - turn and
straight thru, could impact merge.

.. Close Warrington?

.. Close Cloverdale?

.. Left turn light/phases at Remembrance & at Leonard needed.

.. Consider left turn thru corridor and removing shoulder. Good at I/S and commercial
development

Note Cards

.. Wilson Ave. should be 3 lanes or 4 lanes from Remembrance to the river, the 3rd lane should
be left turn lane.

.. Maintenance on Wilson is a problem; where the asphalt meets the gravel. It seems that there
are few attempts to fill in the potholes that develop. Consequently it's difficult to exit and
enter gravel driveways. (Cal Kalsbeek, 1313 Wilson SW).

.. Wilson Ave. has been very dangerous for years, whether have a center lane for turning or
make it 4 lanes, lets get started, what's the big hold up?

.. Hall Street is in desperate need of either a left turn lane or right turn lanes.

.. A light by Riverbend should be of utmost importance because of 3 schools and a church with
90 families and safety is needed by Covenant drive with so many young drivers. It's
frightening when cars go over speed limit. There should be a lower speed limit and enforced.

M-11/Wilson Avenue Access Management Plan Progressive/LSL



1040 White Pine Drive SW 4bj-/4Uj x
4558 Richmond NW 453-2259 x
514 Cloverdale NW 453-5642 x
4218 King Row x
4467 Hall St. SW 453-4110 x I x
7021 Crawford St., Fennville MI 49408 x

Land+Co. 1701 Porter SW 534-5792 dhibma@land-co.com x
4337 Fennessy 791-9123 x
649 Cloverdale 453-2082 x
657 Kinney Dr. 453-2994 x
760 Cloverdale 453-1467 Kathy760@comcast.net x
4524 Richmond NW 453-1809 x
4524 Richmond NW 453-1809 x
4476 Richmond 453-2847 x
1790 Wilson Avenue 791-7519 x I x
67 Cummings x
420 Wilson Ave. SW 735-4185 x
420 Wilson Ave. SW 735-4185 x
4174 Riverbend SW 453-4293 x I x
1035 CountryGarde 435-8894. x
415 Wilson Ave SW 735-0755 x
415 Wilson Ave SW 735-0755 x
680 Kenowa SW 453-0707 x I x
178 Wilson 453-6150 x I x

Shoemaker & Sons Hauling, Irl2635 Wilson 791-0946 x
14344 Richmond 453-6568 x
1820 Wilson NW 453-5354 x
4344 Richmond 453-6568 x
1782 Moellsen 453-3480 x
8335 Kenowa 453-3117 x
0-703 Lake Michigan 735-5530 x
4388 Richmond 735-2346 Mpursley@sbcglobal.net x
456 Pickeral, Newaygo MI (Hall & Wilson) 560-6505 x I x
783 Wilson Ave 453-5225 (3885) x I x

Covenant Christian High Scho 1401 Ferndale SW x
Covenant Christian High Scho 1401 Ferndale SW 453-5048 x
Grand Vallev Land Developme 0-699 Tallmadge Wads DR NW Suite B, \A 791-7240 randv(fJ)arandvallevproper x I x

4545 Richmond NW 453-0377 x
4440 Burton SW 453-9658 x I x
1706 Wilson NW 735-9947 x
1446 Wilson Ave SW 453-2628 x I x



Ike Sproat 105 CumminQs 453-9768 x x
Jim Hicker 430 St. Clair NW 453-1063 x
Cal Kalsbeek 1313 Wilson 453-2698 x
Lisa Pietrzak 1140 KinneySW 453-2322 x
Larry Hebal Grand Rapids Press 868-6790 x
Scott Connes 4243 Remebrance 791-6792 sconnes(cl)ci.walker.mi.us x
Norm Stiles 3897 O'Brien 453-2237 x
Miro Kubala 1529 Maderia SW 453-4767 iudkamiro333®aol.com x x
Charlotte Otto 0-13219 Woodrow Ave NW, GR Ml 49534- 677-3308 x
Jim Reitsma 684 Wilson 791-8194 x
John & LeAnn Streyle 1487 Maderia SW 791-9411 x
Nick Klevz (sp?) 3653 O'Brien 735-4533 x
Ryan Bosscher Samanza Ct. NW Apt. 1A 453-4419 ryanbosscher2000@yahoo.com x
Dez Haryn (sp?) 3752 Deena (sp?) 735-4709 x
Scott Moelker 554 Kenowa, Walker 791-6091 scott@speedwrench.com x
Sibley Dykstra 81 CumminQs SW 453-0401 x
GaryMoelker 1287 Wilson 791-0407 lomoelker®toolinasvstemsarouD.co x
Nancy Squires 0-433 Fennessey 453-3385 x
Barb Veldman 0-374 Fennessey 791-4553 x
Michael Hood 600 Faircrest 453-0281 x
Dennis Kent 1420 Front Ave, GR 49504 451-3091 kentd@michigan.gov x
Jodi Miller 1660 Wilson & 3647 Deenar Dr 791-8572 x
Bill E. Dikauskas 761 Faircrest 299-7748 bedikauskas@republicbk.com x
Mark Lanqerak 0-864 Chicago Drive 735-4248 mlangerak@hotmail.com x
Jerry Churow (so?) 751 Faircrest 735-1252 x
Vito Dolci 1622 Geddes 791-1020 fax x
George Karzmeir (sp?) 5649 Longbridge, Pentwater 231-869-5888 x
Dustin Surber (sp?) 1824 Wilson Ave 862-3842 x
Kathy Fischer 1621 Wilson NW 453-6520 x
Owen Hildahl (sp?) 4330 Burton SW 791-9971 x
Pat Goodeh (sp?) 10601 2nd Ave 453-3226 x
Steve Hanson 12856 Oak Highland (sp?) 291-2668 x
Phvllis Timon (sp?) 2227 Wilson SW 453-3226 x
Iva Soulswell (sp?) 2301 Wilson 453-4850 x
MarikaY Chipman 2228 Wilson 453-7113 x
Pat Bigorowski 4350.Chesterfield 453-8566 x
Wallace Arthur German Village 4378 Lake Michigan Drive 453-8140 x
Laura Platt 1689 Wilson 453-0781 laura99RQ®comcast.net x
Darlene Thomas 4490 Richmond 453-5701 x
Forrest & Evelya (sp?) Satteler 4501 Burton SW 791-2185 x
Nick Klevz (sp?) Hope ARC (sp?) School Wilson 291-4647 453-5674 x
Scott Smith R.S. Smith & Associates. 361 Summit Blvd, BirminghamAL 35243 205-968-9295 rssmithandassoc@aol.com x



When Will This Be Done?

How Will Traffic Be Affected?
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What Is Being Done?
The Michigan Department of Transportation
(MDOT) is investing approximately $700,000
to improve the intersections ofM-ll (Wilson
Avenue) at O'Brien Road and Fennessy Street,
in the city ofWalker. This project includes asphalt
resurfacing, constmction ofleft-tum and right­
tum lanes at O'Brien Road, a right-tum lane and
directional island on the west side ofFennessy
Street, and a cul-de-sac on Fennessy Street east
ofM-ll (Wilson Avenue).

MDOT:Pl'oviding the highestqllality
integl'atedtl'(l11SpOl'tation services/or

ec(momi(: benefitand improvedqllality oflife.

Constmction is scheduled to begin in early June
and will continue through late August 2006.

Because M-11 is a heavily traveled commuter
route, this project will be completed in three
stages to reduce the impact to motorists.



How Will We Keep Motorists Informed?
MDOT is committed to keeping you infonued about current and future lane closures, detour routes, and
project updates. For lane closure information, visit the MDOT Web site at www.michigan.gov/mdot or call
MDOT's Road Repair Hotline at 616-482-PAVE [7238]. Electronic traffic updates also are available from the
Office of Communications via e-mail. Ifyou would like to be included on the electronic mailing list, contact
Dawn Garner at GarnerDa@michigan.gov,
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Siage One
During stage one, northbound and southbound
traffic along.M-ll will be shifted to the east side
of the roadway while the southbound roadway is
reconstructed. O'Brien Road will remain open to
traffic during this stage via flag controL Fennessy
Street also will remain open to traffic during this
stage via flag control- with the exception of a
10-day period when the intersection will need
to be closed to permit construction of the direc­
tional island.

Stage Two
During stage two, scheduled to begin in mid-July,
n011hbound and southbound traffic along M-11
will be shifted to the west side of the roadway
while the northbound roadway is reconstructed.
O'Brien Road will remain open to traffic during
this stage via flag control. During and after this
stage, the east side of Fennessy Street will penna- .
nently close to h·affic.

Siage Three
During stage three, northbound and southbound
traffic along M-11, from south ofFennessy Street
to n011h of O'Brien Road, will be maintained via
flag control to allow for milling and placement of
new asphalt pavement.

Since 2003, MDOT's road and bridge program
has improved more than 6,500 miles of state
trunkline (M, U.S. and I routes) and 1,200 state
highway bridges. MDOT is committed to preserv­
ing and improving Michigan's transportation sys­
tem, growing Michigan's economy, and creating
and retaining jobs. We protect Michigan families
with safety measures that make roads safer for
motorists and pedestrians alike.

Long-term Benefits
These intersection improvements will serve mo­
torists for many years to come. The project will
promote safety, improve traffic flow, and enhance
the ride quality at these intersections.



Project Team

• City of Walker

• MOOT Grand Region

• Grand Valley Metro Council

• Kent County Road Commission

• Consultant Team:

- Progressive Architects & Engineers

- LSL Planning, Inc.

Why are we conducting this
Study?

• To Identify Ways to Preserve Current
Capacity

• To Increase Safety

• To Examine Land Use Changes

• To Gain Public Input and Comment

Study Goals and Objectives

• To preserve current capacity through access
principles

• To retain or improve safety
• Provide recommendations to improve traffic

flow and safety
• Provide strategies to address certain land

use conflicts
• Evaluate walkable and bikeable segments
• Create access management regulations
• Coordinate with City, MDOT, GVMC and

County for recommendations
[~ lSll'1ANNIHC,INC.
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Project Schedule
Purpose of Public Workshop

<> • Explain Access
Management
Concepts

• Discuss existing
access and traffic
conditions

• Share information
with pUblic

<2> ",oj... IQ_W-..Otoroll ....-.
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What is Access Management? What are the Steps Needed to Create
an Access Management Program?

Steps to Create the Access Management Program:
• Education about Access Management

Inventory and Analysis of Existing Conditions
Hold Public Workshop to Educate, Encourage Input
Preparation of Access Management Plan
Adoption of Plan
Creation, Adoption of Access Management Ordinance

• Establish Communication Process to Steer
Implementation

Traffic management methods utilized to:

Promote the flow of traffic

Improve safety of pedestrians and vehicles

Improve aesthetics of roadway areas

Preserve Investment of land/business owners

...by managing the location,

quantity, type, and design of

access to a roadway.

[q' UlmNN1"lC,INC.
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What are the benefits of Access
Management?

• Reduce crash potential and severity

• Maintain/improve traffic flow

• Increase area for landscaping

• Preserve private investments

Key Techniques: Safety

Safety

• Access management can help injuries due to crashes
including injury, death, and property damage

• Doubling of access
density from 10·20
access points per
mile often results in
about a 40%
increase in expected
crash rates·

'occordlng to tho Michigan Doportm4lnt of
Tmnsportotlon

Key Techniques· Safety

Sharing Access:

Connected
Parking Lots,
Shared Driveways
easy way to retrofit
existing
development with
Access
Management
strategies.

Reducing
Conflict Points:

Managing the
spacing of
driveways from
intersections as
well as from
other driveways

2



Key Techniques· Safety
Capacity

•Access management can help reduce congestion and
travel delays, allowing more traffic to safely &
efficiently move along the corridor per hour

• Adding dedicated turn
lanes and access roads
also increases a road's
capacity, increasing the
time until the next
expansion is needed

• Vehicle progression is a
key element of roadway
efficiency

~

[~15lrl.AHN1N(;,INC.
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Promote pedestrian safety with continuous
sidewalks set back safe distance from

roadway

How are Concepts Implemented
Policy Changes

Amend local zoning ordinances
to include special standards and
review procedures.
Create overlay zoning
district(s).
Amend existing master
plans to provide guidelines.
Maintain governmental partnerships
- Letter of understanding/agreement

- Establish/maintain steering committee

Aesthetics

• Sign organization
opportunities
improve overall
appearance along
businesses

• More room for
landscaping adds to
appearance of corridor

How Do We Apply the Access
Management Ordinance?

Context of the Ptan:

New Development (planning access)
- Planned conlrol of access In areas planned for

development, design gUldellnes
employed during lntllal site plan process

existing Development
(retroMfittlng access)
- Access Plan for Redevelopment projects, design

ii~~he~~~~ei~~~~etu:~ slle plan process as
- Apply 10 new proJecls. expansions, or change In

use
- Consider during road Improvement projects

3





AGENDA

M-ii/Wilson Avenue Access Management Plan
Kick-off/Partnering Meefing
friday, June 10 2:00-3:30 pm
MDOT Grand Region office

1. Introductions

2. Study Area, Scope, Schedule Review

3. Areas/Issues of Special Concern

4. Corridor Advisory Committee (CAC)
members

5. Data from MDOT, City of Walker files

6. Study Website, Current Site Plans for
Review

7. Scheduling of Training Session/1st

Public Meeting

8. Next CAC meeting

9. Other Items?

10. Adjourn

Primary Project Contacts:
MDOT Region:
Progressive AE:
LSL Planning:

Chris Van Norwick
Pete LaMourie
Scott Weeks

451-3096, vannorwickc@michigan.gov
361-2664, lamourie@progressiveae.com
336-7750, weeks@lslplanning.com



M-11 Access Management Study
CAC Meeting Sign-In

5AM~I.E

Date/Time: Aug 10 Wed. 8:30 -10:00
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