APPENDIX A
Pedestrian Report Card Assessment
Route 53 in Norwell

Route 1 in Wrentham
Route 135 in Ashland



Pedestrian Report Card
Assessment (PRCA):

Roadway Segment

Roadway Segment Location

Route 53 in Norwell

Grading Categories Score Rating

Safety 1.6 Poor
System Preservation 2.0 Fair
Capacity Management

and Mobility 18 Fair

% 3 . PR
i —a Economic Vitality 2.0 Fair
*“‘\&ﬂﬁ Duxbury \

> Transportation Equity

Central Transportation Planning Staff (CTPS) to the Boston Region MPO: High Priority Area
www.ctps.org | 857.702.3700 | ctps@ctps.org

Bellingham

Ryan Hicks, Congestion Management Process Manager: Moderate Priority Area v
www.ctps.org/cmp | 857.702.3661 | rhicks@ctps.org

Low Priority Area
Casey Claude, Bicycle and Pedestrian Program Manager:

www.ctps.org/bicycle-pedestrian-activities | 857.702.3707 | cclaude@ctps.org

Category Ratings Transportation Equity Priority

Good: Score 2.3 t0 3.0 High: Four (4) or Five (5) Factors

Fair: 2.3 > Score > 1.7 Moderate: Two (2) or Three (3) Factors
Poor: Score 1.7t0 0 Low: Zero (0) or One (1) Factor



Grading Categories: Safety
SCO” ng B rea kd own Performance Measure  [Percentage (Oji;’;;_o, Rating

Roadway Seg ment Pedestrian Crashes 60% 2.0 Fair

Pedestrian-Vehicle Buffer 20% 1.0 Poor

Capacity Management and Mobility

Vehicle Travel Speed 20% 1.0 Poor
Perfo rmance Measu re Percentage (Ol.lstc:frg.o) Rating (Pedestrian Crashes ;I;oom-l:ﬁsl)-+ (Pedestrian-Vehicle 1 00% 1 .6 POOI"
Buffer Score * 0.2) + (Vehicle Travel Speed Score * 0.2)
Sidewalk Presence 50% 2.0 Fair
Crosswalk Presence 33% 1.0 Poor SyStem Preservatlon
Walkway Width 17% 3.0 Good Performance Measure Percentage (ouStc:frg 0| Reting
TOTAL
i * + (Crossw: resent 9 . i H HH H
S ey | 100% | 18 | Fair Sidewalk Condition 100% | 2.0 | Fair

Transportation Equity Priority

Economic Vitality

Performance Measure [porcentage| ,S%%% | Rating Area Condition Yes/No
Low Income Population =/> 32.32% No
Pedestrian Volumes 50% 3.0 Good
Minority Population =/> 28.19% No
Adjacent Bicycle o
Accommodations 50% 1.0 Poor 6.69%+ of Population > 75 Years of Age Yes
TOTAL
(Pex:llggstri?n/\\/olumes ic?re*(;.SHSA(;sta)cent 100% 2.0 Fair 16.15%+ of Households w/o Vehicle No
ICycle Accommoaations Score B
Meaning of Ratings Transportation Equity Priority Within 74 Mile of SChOOI/COIIege Yes
Good: 3.0 High: Four (4) or Five (5) Factors
Fair: 2.0 Moderate: Two (2) or Three (3) Factors

Poor: 1.0 Low: Zero (0) or One (1) Factor



Pedestrian Report Card
Assessment (PRCA):

Roadway Segment

Roadway Segment Location

Route 1 in Wrentham

Grading Categories Score Rating

Safety 2.2 Fair
System Preservation 1.0 Poor
Capacity Management

and Mobility 10 Poor

% 3 . PR
i —a Economic Vitality 1.5 Poor
*“‘\&ﬂﬁ Duxbury \

> Transportation Equity

Central Transportation Planning Staff (CTPS) to the Boston Region MPO: High Priority Area
www.ctps.org | 857.702.3700 | ctps@ctps.org

Bellingham

Ryan Hicks, Congestion Management Process Manager: Moderate Priority Area
www.ctps.org/cmp | 857.702.3661 | rhicks@ctps.org ..
Low Priority Area v
Casey Claude, Bicycle and Pedestrian Program Manager:
www.ctps.org/bicycle-pedestrian-activities | 857.702.3707 | cclaude@ctps.org Category Ratings Transportation Equity Priority

Good: Score 2.3 t0 3.0 High: Four (4) or Five (5) Factors
Fair: 2.3 > Score > 1.7 Moderate: Two (2) or Three (3) Factors
Poor: Score 1.7t0 0 Low: Zero (0) or One (1) Factor



Grading Categories: Safety
SCO” ng B rea kd own Performance Measure  [Percentage (Oji;’;;_o, Rating

Roadway Seg ment Pedestrian Crashes 60% 3.0 Good

Pedestrian-Vehicle Buffer 20% 1.0 Good
CapaCIty Management and MObIIIty Vehicle Travel Speed 20% 1.0 Poor

Score ; TOTAL .
Perfo rmance Measu re Percentage (Ol.lt of 30) Ratmg (Pedestrian Crashes Score * 0.6) + (Pedestrian-Vehicle 1 00% 2.2 Fall"
Buffer Score * 0.2) + (Vehicle Travel Speed Score * 0.2)
Sidewalk Presence 50% 1.0 Poor
Crosswalk Presence 33% 1.0 Poor SyStem Preservatlon
Walkway Width 17% 1.0 Poor Performance Measure Percentage (ouStc:frg 0| Reting
TOTAL

i * + (Crossw: T ne 9 - 1 HH

(oo ot 00 oo | 100% ] 1.0 Poor Sidewalk Condition 100% | 1.0 | Poor

Transportation Equity Priority

Economic Vitality

Performance Measure |Percentage| 53 | Rating A6 (CEmEN e e
Low Income Population =/> 32.32% No
Pedestrian Volumes 50% 1.0 Poor
Minority Population =/> 28.19% No
Adjacent Bicycle 50% 20 Fair
Accommodations ° ' 6.69%+ of Population > 75 Years of Age Yes
TOTAL
(Pecll;stri?n/\\/olumes ic?re*(;.SHSA(;sta)cent 100% 1.5 Poor 16.1 5%+ Of Households W/O Vehicle No
ICycle Accommoaations Score B
Meaning of Ratings Transportation Equity Priority Within 7 Mile of SChOOI/COIIege No
Good: 3.0 High: Four (4) or Five (5) Factors
Fair: 2.0 Moderate: Two (2) or Three (3) Factors

Poor: 1.0 Low: Zero (0) or One (1) Factor



Pedestrian Report Card
Assessment (PRCA):

Roadway Segment

Roadway Segment Location

Route 135 in Ashland

Grading Categories Score Rating

Safety 1.2 Poor
System Preservation 2.0 Fair
Capacity Management

and Mobility 18 Fair

% 3 . PR
i —a Economic Vitality 2.0 Fair
*“‘\&ﬂﬁ Duxbury \

> Transportation Equity

Central Transportation Planning Staff (CTPS) to the Boston Region MPO: High Priority Area
www.ctps.org | 857.702.3700 | ctps@ctps.org

Bellingham

Ryan Hicks, Congestion Management Process Manager: Moderate Priority Area v
www.ctps.org/cmp | 857.702.3661 | rhicks@ctps.org

Low Priority Area
Casey Claude, Bicycle and Pedestrian Program Manager:

www.ctps.org/bicycle-pedestrian-activities | 857.702.3707 | cclaude@ctps.org

Category Ratings Transportation Equity Priority

Good: Score 2.3 t0 3.0 High: Four (4) or Five (5) Factors

Fair: 2.3 > Score > 1.7 Moderate: Two (2) or Three (3) Factors
Poor: Score 1.7t0 0 Low: Zero (0) or One (1) Factor



Grading Categories: Safety
SCO” ng B rea kd own Performance Measure  [Percentage (Oji;’;;_o, Rating

Roadway Seg ment Pedestrian Crashes 60% 1.0 Poor

Pedestrian-Vehicle Buffer 20% 2.0 Fair
Vehicle Travel Speed 20% 1.0 Poor
Performance Measure _ |rercenael uiarzo | "atn9 pesmcin ey | 100% | 12 | Poor
Sidewalk Presence 50% 2.0 Fair
Crosswalk Presence 33% 1.0 Poor
Walkway Width 17% | 3.0 Good Performance Measure  [Percentage| 553 | Rating
<S‘degg§::e;§g§if%;%%t:dﬁ';ggrwealk;’;;fm 100% | 1.8 Fair Sidewalk Condition 100% | 2.0 | Fair

Transportation Equity Priority

Economic Vitality

Performance Measure [porcentage| ,S%%% | Rating Area Condition Yes/No
Low Income Population =/> 32.32% No
Pedestrian Volumes 50% 3.0 Good
Minority Population =/> 28.19% No
Adjacent Bicycle o
Accommodations 50% 1.0 Poor 6.69%+ of Population > 75 Years of Age Yes
TOTAL
(Pex:llggstri?n/\\/olumes ic?re*(;.SHSA(;sta)cent 100% 2.0 Fair 16.15%+ of Households w/o Vehicle No
ICycle Accommoaations Score B
Meaning of Ratings Transportation Equity Priority Within 74 Mile of SChOOI/COIIege Yes
Good: 3.0 High: Four (4) or Five (5) Factors
Fair: 2.0 Moderate: Two (2) or Three (3) Factors

Poor: 1.0 Low: Zero (0) or One (1) Factor





