


    This is for public comment on matters concerning traffic safety, parking and transportation issues. 

The Brown Act prohibits the TSPC from discussing or acting upon any matter not on the agenda. 

5. REGULAR BUSINESS – 

A. Safe Routes to School (SRTS) Plan Technical Advisory Committee 

B. Continuation of Traffic Calming Thresholds for Speed on Residential Streets 

C. Review Meeting Calendar for 2022 

D. Election of Officers for 20222 

 

6. REPORT OF COMMISSIONS, BOARDS AND COMMITTEES – 

7. COMMENTS FROM COMMITTEE MEMBERS – 

8. COMMENTS FROM STAFF- 

 

9. ADJOURNMENT – 

The next regular meeting of the Traffic Safety and Parking Committee will be held on February 2, 

2022 at 7:00 p.m. 

Posted and Mailed 12/30/2021 
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TRAFFIC SAFETY AND PARKING COMMITTEE MINUTES  
Wednesday, December 1, 2021 - 7:00 pm 

San Bruno City Hall 
567 El Camino Real 

San Bruno, CA  94066 

MINUTES 
 
1. ADMINISTRATIVE ACTIONS -   

 
 A.  ROLL CALL 
 
 TSPC Members:         Present    Absent                 
 Scott Thomas          X 
 John Lampros (Vice-Chair) X 
 Stephen Seymour (Chair) X 
 Rhonda Collins X 
 Roberta Hannibal X          
             
 Staff in Attendance: 
  David Wong, Public Works Department 
 Hae Won Ritchie, Public Works Department 
 Colin Page, Police Department 
 Sayed Fakhry, Traffic Engineering Consultant 
 
 Public in Attendance Total:  
 
2. REVIEW OF AGENDA 

  
Hae Won Ritchie proposed moving 5C to be heard first on the agenda.  Approved. 

 
3. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

 
A. Minutes of November 3, 2021 meeting 

 
Rhonda Collins made a motion to approve the minutes. Second by Roberta Hannibal. (M/Collins, 
S/Hannibal: 3-0-0) Approved.  Stephen Seymour was not present at the previous meeting to vote. 

 
4. PUBLIC COMMENT ON ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA 
 

None 
 

5. REGULAR BUSINESS 
 

A. Cunningham Way Traffic Calming Tool Selection for Residents to Vote On 
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Sayed Fakhry stated at the TSPC meeting of November 3, 2021 various traffic calming tools on 
Cunningham Way between Jenevein Avenue and Crystal Springs Road were discussed and suggested 
to be put on the postcard survey for residents to vote on.  The Committee requested staff present the 
letter and postcard being sent to residents before its implementation. 
 
Sayed Fakhry reviewed five potential traffic calming tools with the Committee. 
 
Staff recommends that the TSPC review the letter to residents of Cunningham Way and the attached 
postcard survey and provide comments and suggested edits. 
 
John Lampros stated in Option 1, there is some confusion in checking yes or no.  Perhaps state it as 
circle or check one only. 
 
Rhonda Collins recommended removing the no column from the postcard for Option 1.  
 
Stephen Seymour stated this will make it clearer. We should leave Option 2 with a yes or no vote. 
 
Roberta Hannibal recommended the card wording matches and agrees with the recommendation. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD OPENED 
 
Monica and Mike, residents on Cunningham, stated the top should state “vote for one”.  All 13 residents 
could also vote by attending the meeting.  
 
Ali, resident on Cunningham, agrees on changing the wording on Option 1.  He asked if fog lines are 
different than road narrowing stripes.   
 
Sayed Fakhry stated fog lines would run the length of Cunningham; the road narrowing would only be 
narrowed near the stop sign at Jenevein.  He clarified the voting process for the Options. 

 
PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD CLOSED 

 
Hae Won Ritchie confirmed that the Category 1 vote will go with select one option and Category 2 will 
be yes or no. The recommendation could be provided to Council as an informational item.  Staff can 
clarify which items do need to be reviewed by Council.   

 

B. Traffic Calming Thresholds for Speed on Residential Streets 

 

Sayed Fakhry stated during the September 1, 2021 meeting, some members of the TSPC had 
questions about the current speed threshold of 7 mph and requested staff to check other jurisdictions 
and report back to the TSPC. On November 3, 2021, staff presented a table showing the threshold for 
different jurisdictions in the Bay Area. The TSPC asked staff to expand the table to include additional 
neighboring jurisdictions. 
 
Sayed Fakhry reviewed the speed threshold findings for 14 jurisdictions with the Committee.  He stated 
staff recommends that the TSPC consider the threshold table for different jurisdictions as informational 
in conjunction with possible changes in the speed (or volume) thresholds for traffic calming. 
 
Stephen Seymour stated maybe the Committee should revisit the thresholds for San Bruno. 
 



Traffic Safety and Parking Committee 
Minutes of December 1, 2021 Meeting  
Page 3 of 3 

 
 

Sayed Fakhry replied there are 3 other streets to review in February 2022, so perhaps in January staff 
can review this to present to the TSPC.  
 
Roberta Hannibal stated the four other streets that were denied previously could be reconsidered with 
the threshold review. 
 
Sayed Fakhry replied the other streets would not qualify with the updated threshold. 
 
Hae Won confirmed that staff will bring this back for future discussion. 
 

C. Local Roadway Safety Plan (LRSP) Stakeholder Group 

 

Sayed Fakhry stated San Bruno is in the process of developing a Local Roadway Safety Plan (LRSP) 

with the help of a consultant. A LRSP will enable the City to address unique roadway safety needs 

within the City limits. The process of developing a LRSP will aid in establishing a framework for 

holistically and systematically identifying and analyzing safety issues and making recommendations for 

roadway safety improvements in San Bruno. The City is seeking to form a Stakeholder Group to ensure 

the successful development of the LRSP. 

 

Sayed Fakhry stated staff recommends that the TSPC select two members (and alternates) to 
participate in the Stakeholder Group meeting formed to provide input to the LRSP. 
 
John Lampros and Stephen Seymour stated they will participate as the TSPC appointed members. 
Rhonda Collins and Roberta Hannibal will be the alternates.  

 

6. REPORT OF COMMISSIONS, BOARDS AND COMMITTEES 
 
 None 
  

7. COMMENTS FROM COMMITTEE MEMBERS 
  
 Stephen Seymour thanked the Committee and staff for their hard work at the last meeting.  
 
 John Lampros thanked everyone as well.  
 
 Stephen Seymour thanked retiring Committee member Scott Thomas for all of his work. 
 

8. COMMENTS FROM STAFF 
 
 Hae Won Ritchie echoed the appreciation for Scott Thomas’ service. 
   
9. ADJOURNMENT 
 

Motion:  To adjourn the Traffic Safety and Parking Committee (TSPC) meeting until its next regular 
scheduled meeting on January 5, 2022 at 7 p.m. Approved.   Meeting adjourned, 8:16 pm. 
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DATE: January 5, 2022 
 
TO: Traffic Safety and Parking Committee 
 
FROM: David Wong, Principal Civil Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Item 5A– Safe Routes to School (SRTS) Plan Technical Advisory 

Committee 
 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
The City of San Bruno is in the process of developing a Safe Routes to School (SRTS) 
Plan with the help of a Consultant. The SRTS Plan will identify infrastructure 
improvements and propose program activities such as education and enforcement 
needed to improve safety conditions for children who walk and bicycle to schools within 
the city. The plan will be framed on the six Es of Safe Routes to School programs 
(Evaluation, Engineering, Education, Encouragement, Enforcement, and Equity), and 
the content will be based on input from school and community based groups such as 
parent-teacher organizations, citizen advisory committees, three open community 
meetings, online parent and student surveys, in-depth analysis of collision data, and 
comprehensive walking audits at each school. 
 
The proposed SRTS Plan will help identify countermeasures that support safer walking 
and biking for all students and families, including our most vulnerable residents, to 
school and other destinations in their neighborhood. The proposed countermeasures 
may include engineering strategies such as traffic calming or improvements to 
pedestrian infrastructure, education strategies, enforcement strategies, and/or 
encouragement strategies. 
 
 
DISCUSSION 
 
The City is seeking to form a Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) to provide direction 
in the development of the Plan. Stakeholders will help identify areas that should receive 
particular focus and describe issues encountered in those areas to help establish the 
SRTS Plan goals and objectives. The Consultant will hold an introductory meeting 
which will be used to bring TAC members on board and establish a sense of direction 
for technical aspects of the SRTS plan. The meeting will introduce SRTS, why it is 
important to have a SRTS, what it is and how it works. The Consultant will solicit input 
from the TAC to identify concerns, issues, and areas of interest to the members. 
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  Item 5A 

Additionally, virtual platforms for soliciting public input will be available throughout the 
process of developing SRTS Plan. 
 
The TAC include (but not limited to) members from the following organizations: 

• San Bruno Public Works Department 
• San Bruno Planning Department  
• San Bruno Police Department 
• San Bruno Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC) 
• San Bruno Traffic Safety and Parking Committee (TSPC) 
• School District Staff 
• School Facility Personnel 
• Parent Teacher Associations (PTA) 

 
          
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 
 
Staff recommends that the TSPC select two members to participate in the Technical 
Advisory Committee meeting formed to provide input to the SRTS Plan. 

DATE PREPARED:  
 
December 13, 2021 
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DATE: January 5, 2022 
 
TO: Traffic Safety and Parking Committee 
 
FROM: Hae Won Ritchie, City Engineer 
 
VIA:  Sayed Fakhry, TJKM Transportation Consultants  
 
SUBJECT: Item 5B –Continuation of Traffic Calming Thresholds for Speed on 

Residential Streets 
 

 

BACKGROUND 
 
In order to objectively analyze speeding issues on residential streets, a standard for 
speeding needs to be established. It is a common practice to measure the 85 percentile 
speed (speed at which 15% drive at or exceed). Speeding standards/threshold is 
needed to qualify a street for traffic calming. 
 
On October 7, 2020, the TSPC approved Traffic Calming Toolkit Supplement including 
the threshold of 85 percentile speed to be 7 mph above the posted speed as an 
indication of speeding issue. In a residential streets, it means that if the 85 percentile 
speed reaches or exceed 32 mph (25+7), then that residential street qualifies for traffic 
calming. 
 
Some members of the TSPC had questions about the threshold of 7 mph and requested 
staff to check other jurisdictions and the threshold they are using and report back to the 
TSPC. On November 3, 2021, staff presented a table showing the threshold for different 
jurisdictions in the Bay Area. The TSPC asked staff to expand the table to include 
neighboring jurisdictions. On December 1, 2021, staff presented an expanded table that 
included neighboring jurisdictions (Attachment 1). 
 

DISCUSSION 
 
There have been concerns raised by residents and TSPC members about traffic speed 
and volume near schools and neighborhood parks. To address this concern, one option 
for the TSPC is to lower the speed threshold to qualify streets for traffic calming near 
schools and parks. Also, a threshold for volume can be added for residential streets 
near schools and parks. For the purpose of discussion here, “near school or park” 
means areas within a 500 feet or a 1000 feet from schools’ ground or park ground for 
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  Item 5B 

lowering speed threshold near schools & parks. Five hundred feet is a distance used for 
school warning signs in the California Vehicle Code (CVC) Article 22352 which states 
“SCHOOL” warning signs may be placed at any distance up to 500 feet away from 

school grounds. 
 
Also, CVC Article 21368 states that the established marked pedestrian crosswalks may be 
painted or marked in yellow if either the nearest point of the crosswalk is not more than 600 
feet from a school building or the grounds. 

 
Staff have included map of schools and map of schools & parks with a 500 feet radii 
circles around them (Attachment 2 and 3) and maps of schools and schools & parks 
with a 1000 feet radii circles around them (Attachment 4 and 5). The attachments 2 to 5 
are for the TSPC information to be considered if the threshold around schools and 
schools & parks are reduced, how much of the area within the City this concept will 
cover. 
 
The TSPC also showed interest to know if the threshold of speed is lowered to 30 mph 
instead of 32 mph, how many of the four recent streets that were surveyed and did not 
qualify for traffic calming, would qualify after reducing the threshold to 30 mph. The 
table below shows the four recent streets and the 85% speeds and daily volumes that 
did not qualify with the speed threshold of 32 mph. 
 

Street Name Limits 85% Speed 
MPH 

Daily Volume 
(Averaged for 
Mid-Week) 

Walnut Street   
 

San Mateo Ave. to 7th 
Avenue 

26.6 982 

Cypress Ave.   
 

Williams Ave. to 
Jenevein Ave. 

29.1 380 

Commodore Dr. Cherry Ave. to 700 feet 
east of Cherry Ave. 
 

29.3 1,545 

Whitman Way Princeton Drive to 
Madison Ave. 
 

28.9 217 

 
 
From the table above one can observe that even if the 85% threshold for speed was 
lowered to 30 mph, none of the above streets would qualify for traffic calming. However, 
if another threshold for volume is added in addition to speed threshold (say volume over 
1,500 vehicle per day would qualify a streets for traffic calming), then Commodore Drive 
would qualify for traffic calming. 
 
It is also noteworthy that Commodore Drive is within 500 feet radius of a school and a 
park grounds. 
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  Item 5B 

         

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 
 
Staff recommends that the TSPC consider lowering the threshold for traffic calming to 
30 mph near schools and parks (within a 1000 feet radii circles around schools & parks) 
and add a second threshold for volume (if daily volumes exceed 1,500 vehicle per day 
nears schools and parks) to qualify a street for traffic calming. 
 

DATE PREPARED:  
 
December 21, 2021 

ATTACHMENT: 

1. Traffic Calming Program Thresholds 
2. City Map Showing Areas With 500 feet Radii Circles Near Schools 
3. City Map Showing Areas With 500 feet Radii Circles Near Schools & Parks 
4. City Map Showing Areas With 1,000 feet Radii Circles Near Schools 
5. City Map Showing Areas With 1,000 feet Radii Circles Near Schools & Parks 
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Traffic Calming Program Thresholds for Residential Streets (with 

Posted Speed Limit of 25 MPH) 

Jurisdictions Speed Thresholds Volume Thresholds 

City of San Bruno 85% speed at or above 32 

mph 

No threshold 

City of San Mateo 85% speed at or above 32 

mph 

Average daily Traffic (ADT) 

must exceed 1000 trips per 

day 

Cut-Through traffic is 25% or 

more 

City of Millbrae Point System 

85% speed at or above 30 

mph 

 

Point System 

City of South San Francisco Traffic Calming Program is 

currently being developed 

 

City of Foster City No Traffic Calming Program 

Specifically does not allow 

Speed Humps on Public 

Streets 

 

City of Daly City No Traffic Calming Program  

City of Sunnyvale 85% speed at or above 32 

mph 

Or 95% speed above 35 mph 

Street carries more than 

1000 vpd 

City of Mountain View 85% speed at or above 32 

mph 

Or 150 vehicle travelling 

above 32 mph 

85% above 30 mph in school 

zone 

No threshold 

City of Berkeley 85% speed 5 mph above 

posted speed =30 mph 

Local two-way volume over 

1000 vpd 

SFMTA 85% speed 5 mph above 

posted speed = 30 mph 

No threshold 

City of Palo Alto 85% speed at or above 32 

mph 

Street carries more than 

1200 vpd 

City of Menlo Park 85% speed above 30 mph Street carries more than 

1500 vpd 

City of Redwood City 85% speed above 30 mph No threshold 
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60% exceed posted speed 

limit 

Average speed of top 15% is 

above 40 mph 

County of San Mateo 85% speed at or above 32 

mph 

Supplemental Criteria: 

Volume above 500 vpd, 1000’ 

from schools, senior center, 

community center. 6 

accidents in past 3 years or 

one fatal accident in past 3 

years 
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