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?.EXJUE5T FOR c·Uir 
BLCCK CRa>SWALK 
BEIWEEN THE FAIR­
M:NI' RmABILITATIOO 
1-rnPITAL AND 
I.OOI MEMlRIAL 
HCSPITAL 

Agenda item k-1 "Request for mid-block crosSWl'lk be~ the 
Fairrcalt Rehabilitation Hospital and I.odi Menorial lbspital" 
was introduced by Public \'brks Director lbnsko. Mr. ltr1Sko 
reported that for various reason..~ 0 the City of Lodi has 
strongly discon.raged such installations in the past. 1\nong 

1. They may C3.Use pedestrians to have a false sense of 
security with respect to vehicular traffic. 

2. They may cause a greater n\.lrli)er of rear end collisions 
due to pedestrians not waiting for gaps in traffic. 

3. 'll1ey may cause an increase in fa1:.c"ll and serioos injury 
accidents, because crosswalks ar· ~ usually considered to 
be safety devices. Bc7folever, acc~dent stOOies sh::Jw a 
disprqx>rtionate accident rate in tenns of marked '1/erb'"US 

umarked crosswaLits, prd:lably due to a less cautious 
pedestrian attitude at unmarked walks. 

4. hkti tiorull y, rrotori~ts expect crosswalks and 
pedestrians at in.teresectioos and when there are 
intersections fairly cloc..e together, rrotorists wccl.d 
not expect to he·.~ a crosswalk in the middle of t.ht! 
block. 

A nurrber of cities -were contacted in past stl.rlies, and it 
was fouOO that nost not only discourage mid-block 
crosswalks, they don't consider them in blocks less than 
600-1000 ft. long. Further, the amount of use of this 
crosswalk woulcl be minimal in the sen&• that very few people 
wo-1ld use it catpared to a mid-block crosswalk in the 
do.mt:.o.om area. 

Ms. Beverly M:Farlarxl, ildministrator, Fai.malt nehabilita­
tioo Hospital was in the audience and sp:lke on behalf or 
her request. 

FollCMing disr.ussioo, with questions being directed to Staff 
and to Ms. ~ar 1arxi, CcA.lncil, on ~tion of Mayr)r Pro 
'l'm'pol:e M.lrphy, Reid second, denied Ms. M:Farland' s request 
for a mid-blocit crosS'Nalk between t:hat facility and Loll 
l'Srorial Hospital. Further, Staff was directed to check 
into P.xpcditing the construction of wheelcha.i r ranps at the 
Fai.rr.ont Avenu~in:lsor Avenue Crossing. 
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Public Works o..,_rtment h .. reviewed your request for a mid-block crouwe.lk be• 
tWHn the Falrnont Rehabilitation ttotpltal and locU f"eftCrlal tiOtW\Itllt. We un­
derst.nd that thh request h fnr reasons of safety ,, both your per~nnne1 and 
your c11enu In the lntarchan941 of patients beh~Hn the tND facti Jtles. Con­
fl~lnt the dlsc~slon 1 h~ last week with "rs. "cC-ffr'Y. the 'ublle Wbrkt 
O.partlll8ftt does not feel that they e.n rnaka a ptlsltfve reco~~~~~endatfon to the 
City Council for the Installation of the mld·block crosswalk as prOPOsed. 

'or various r .. sons, the City of Lodf ~s strongly dtscouraged such ln,tal1atlon~ 
In the pa•t. Among these reasons are: 

1. They -.y '•~•• pedestrians to ha~ a false sante of security with 
respect to ~lcular traffic. 

2. They NY cause a grea~er number of rear end collisions due toped­
estrians not waiting for gaps In traffic. 
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). T'hey MY cause an lncnaa•• In fatal and terlout 1nj\lry accldenu, 
because crouwelkt are usuat1y considered to bcJ. safety devleet. 
However, accident studies show a disproportionate accident rate In 
tenM\ .,f •rked versus un•rkad cron-.lka, 'robaltly due to • len 
cautious pcldostrlan attItude at ..,...rkecl walks. }:r:;J 

~. =!~!,.o:•!!!\=o~~~: =~!t:~::~:: ;:1rrv':;!~·;~!r.!~~er- ,,,~l 
IIOtorlats would not expect to have a crosswalk In the •ldd1e of , -;:<~t 
a b1oak. . ·.-~· 

-~~ -,~ 
A IUiber of cltlat were CC!fttacted In paat atudlo, and It -.s fOWMI t~t IIIOSt not - :1 
on1y dltcourage •ld·bl~ cros.walkt, they don't con.slder thea\ lnblocks 1ell then · i~ 
600-1000 ft. long. Further. the ai'IOUftt of uM of this crosswelk li!IOUid be adn1•1 .. k :: ::: ::o!nha!..:: fttW people .ould ute It c~"red to a a'lfd-b1ock crosswalk , , .~kJ; 

-~~ 

Should you desire further clarlfl~tlon, feel frM to contact • at ~n·Y tl~~e. 

llnoaN1y yours, 

•• !. RebiiOn 
Alslttatlt City Engineer 

cc: City Clark 
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