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Meeting Agenda
• Timeline Update
• CS Policy Status Update
• Existing Policy Review
• Successes and Challenges
• Potential Policy Changes
• Next Steps



• January 2020 – last CS Policy Steering Committee meeting
• March 2020 – MORPC-Attributable Funding Policies updated
• May 2020 – Attributable Funds application round opened
• October 2020 – Applications for funding submitted
• February 2021 – MORPC-Attributable Funds Committee to release draft funding list
• [Summer/Fall 2021] – MORPC-Attributable Funding Policies begin update process
• [Fall 2021] – Adoption of Regional Active Transportation Plan update
• [Fall 2021] – Regional Complete Streets Policy update
• [Spring 2022] – MORPC-Attributable Funding Policies adoption
• [Summer 2022] – Attributable Funds application round opens

Timeline Update



FEBRUARY

•Status Update
•Current Policy 

Requirements

APRIL

•Draft Update 
to Section 4. 
Policy

•Policy Link to 
ATP

JUNE

•Draft Update 
to Section 5. 
Applicability & 
Review 
Process

AUGUST

•Final Draft of 
Policy Update

SEPTEMBER

•Presentation 
of Policy 
Update to CAC 
and TAC

Complete Streets Policy Update – Schedule Update



MORPC Complete Streets Review Process



CS Policy Status Update
PROPOSED UPDATE
• Section 1. Definition

• Section 2. Background and Vision

• Section 3. Purpose 

------

• Section 4. Policy

• Section 5. Applicability and Review Process

• Section 6. Exceptions

• Section 7. Design

• Section 8. Implementation

• Section 9. Evaluation



Changes from Previous Discussion

CS Policy – Proposed Update



Changes from Previous Discussion

CS Policy – Proposed Update



Changes from Previous Discussion

CS Policy – Proposed Update



CS Policy – Proposed Update



Existing Policy 
Review



Page 2 of Existing Policy Document:

Policy Statement

1. MORPC will promote the Complete Streets concept throughout the region and, therefore, 
recommends that all local jurisdictions and the state adopt comprehensive Complete Streets 
policies, consistent with the Regional Policy.

MORPC will seek incorporation of the Complete Streets concept and policy into the 
development of all transportation infrastructures within the region at all phases of their 
development, including planning and land use control, scoping, design approvals, implementation, 
and performance monitoring.

Section 4. Policy



Page 2 of Existing Policy Document:

Policy Statement

Section 4. Policy

2. MORPC requires that all projects receiving MORPC-attributable federal funding adhere 
to this policy. 

MORPC members receiving MORPC-attributable federal funding shall fill out the checklist 
accompanying this policy. 

More information on the review and appeals process is available in the Applicability section. 

Projects utilizing any other funding sources are also encouraged to adhere to this policy.



Page 2 of Existing Policy Document:

Don’t worry about this sub-section yet.

Applicability and Review Process will 
become Section 5 of Policy update. 

Section 4. Policy; Applicability



Page 3 of Existing Policy Document:

Don’t worry about this sub-section yet.

Appeal process will be discussed as a 
separate section in Policy update. 

Section 4. Policy; Appeal process



Regional Accomplishments

• General CS improvements
• Road widening with SUPs

• System preservation turned CS 
improvement project:

• Trabue Road bridge
• Agler Road bridge 

Current Policy Successes



Key Policy Questions

What are key elements to improve complete 
streets in our region?

• Network Connectivity
• Context Sensitivity & Appropriate Facility Types
• Logical Termini
• Functionality and Accessibility
• Vulnerable Road User Safety
• Accommodations during Construction
• Maintenance
• Exceptions

What can be addressed in a regional policy?

• Requirements vs. recommendations
• Accommodating local standards
• Exceptions or appeal process



Principles to Guide Policy Requirements



Current Policy 
Requirements



Page 3 of Existing Policy Document:

Requirements

• Each project shall use the most appropriate design standards and procedures. For projects using 
MORPC-attributable federal funding, it will be necessary to meet or exceed standards and procedures 
acceptable to the Ohio and U.S. Departments of Transportation, such as the Ohio Department of 
Transportation’s Project Development Process and Location & Design Manual.

• Project sponsors shall fill out Section B of the checklist accompanying this policy and provide completed 
form to MORPC.

• Designs shall include accommodation of all users and be sensitive to the context of the project 
setting. It is important to note that Complete Streets may look different for every project and road type. 
For example, wide lanes or paved shoulders may be sufficient in a rural area, whereas sidewalks and/or 
bike lanes are needed in an urban setting. 

Section 4. Policy; Requirements



Functionality and Accessibility

Section 4. Policy; Requirements



Context Sensitivity & Appropriate Facility Types

Section 4. Policy; Requirements

MULTI USE PATH

NO ACCOMMODATION

SIDEWALK 
ENDS



Page 3 of Existing Policy Document:

Requirements

• Also, when re-striping projects are considered, where the right-of-way will not change, options such 
as bike lanes, sharrows, and pedestrian crosswalks could still be implemented. More information 
and examples will be provided as part of the checklist and toolkit.

• A systems approach shall be used in developing roadway projects, especially to ensure coordination 
with nearby jurisdictions, projects, and plans, irrespective of the project sponsor.

• If there is another project planned or in development near this project, the two should be 
coordinated to ensure consistency in the facilities serving the corridor.

Section 4. Policy; Requirements



Network Connectivity and Project Coordination

Section 4. Policy; Requirements



Section 4. Policy; Requirements
PATH 
ENDS

• Logical termini should be chosen to include connections through “pinch points,” such as 
overpasses, railroad crossings, and bridges. Logical termini should not be chosen so that the project 
ends before such a “pinch point” unless there is a compelling reason to do so.



Page 3-4 of Existing Policy Document:

Requirements

• If the project serves a destination point, such as a school, recreational facility, shopping center, 
hospital, or office complex, the project shall provide the opportunity for the destination to have 
access to the project’s pedestrian and bicycle facilities.

• Every project shall involve the local transit agency in the design process to ensure that sufficient 
accommodation of transit vehicles and access to transit facilities is provided. The project sponsor shall 
provide the local transit agency during Step 1 of the Project Development Process the opportunity to 
participate throughout the entire process.

Section 4. Policy; Requirements



Page 4 of Existing Policy Document:

Requirements

• Public transit facilities shall be designed with the goals of Complete Streets in mind, by including 
sidewalks, bicycle connections, or secure bicycle parking, among others.

• Every project shall provide the opportunity for utility/telecommunications infrastructure to be 
appropriately accommodated to allow for existing and future growth. Efficient use of right-of-way 
during construction and maintenance should be considered to improve access to utility systems, 
including future broadband networks. This policy is not intended to create new rights for utilities outside 
those provided by existing law and contract.

• Every project shall ensure that the provision of accommodations for one mode does not prevent 
safe use by another mode (e.g., a bus shelter should not block the clear walking zone on the 
sidewalk).

Section 4. Policy; Requirements



Section 4. Policy; Requirements



Current Policy 
Recommendations



Page 4 of Existing Policy Document:

• All users should be considered during the entire life cycle of a project, including planning, design, 
construction, operations, and maintenance.

• Street furniture, such as bike racks or benches, should be considered as part of all projects as long 
as they do not impede any user. 

• When designing a facility that includes or crosses an existing or future transit route, ensure that the 
appropriate pedestrian and wheelchair access is provided to and from the transit stops. 

• Traffic-calming elements including, but not limited to, landscaping, street trees, and narrowing of 
lanes, should be considered where safe and appropriate.

Section 5. Recommendations



Maintenance of Traffic



Operations & Maintenance



Page 4 of Existing Policy Document:

• Project sponsors should consider including street trees and landscape components, with careful 
analysis of tree, site, and design considerations. 

• Special consideration should be given to future planned facilities or services. 

• Each project design should be coordinated with appropriate access management strategies. 
Access management strategies should consider the placement of sidewalks and ramps to eliminate 
sight distance issues.

• Although this policy focuses on engineering projects, the project sponsor should provide 
education, encouragement, and enforcement strategies during or after the project. The education 
component should include government officials, developers, and the public. A toolkit designed by 
MORPC staff will provide best practices, ideas, and resources to help with these efforts (see 
Implementation section).

Section 5. Recommendations



Page 4-5 of Existing Policy Document:

• While this policy focuses on transportation, local governments should review their land use and 
zoning policies to provide for mixed land use developments and projects that provide direct non-
vehicular connections within a given development. 

• Each local community should regularly update its project design standards and procedures and 
train its staff to adhere to them.

• Local governments are encouraged to adopt their own Complete Streets policies, consistent with 
this regional policy and federal and state design standards. State governments should work with the 
local Metropolitan Planning Organizations to ensure consistency in polices at the state, regional and 
local level.

Section 5. Recommendations



Are we missing any other key elements?

Policy Requirements / Recommendations



Next Steps
Next CS Policy meeting: 
• Review Section 4 of Updated Policy

• Next portion of policy will be shared for 
review prior to meeting

• Discuss “Applicability and Review Process”
• Meeting on Thursday, April 29, 2021

Attend ATP Stakeholder Workshop
• Tuesday, April 13, 2021



THANK YOU!
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