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Why Safe Routes to School?

MOST KIDS ARE NOT GETTING
ENOUGH PHYSICAL ACTIVITY

v

ROADS NEAR SCHOOLS ARE
CONGESTED, DECREASING SAFETY
AND AIR QUALITY FOR CHILDREN

THE PERCENTAGE OF CHILDREN WALKING
OR BIKING TO SCHOOL HAS DROPPED
PRECIPITOUSLY WITHIN ONE GENERATION

Getl most of the recommended 60
minutes of daily physical activity
during the trip to and from school

Arrive alert and able to
locus on school

Are more likely to be a healthy
body weight Demonstrate improved test scores

and better school performance’

Are less |kely to suffer from
depression and anxiety

THE VICIOUS CYCLE OF

INCREASED TRAFFIC LEADING Fewer students More parents
TO REDUCED WALKING walking & biking driving children
AND BICYCLING:

‘Mare information, Including prin

iy SOUrCes, ¢

to school

Rising concern
about safety of
walking & biking

an be found

al ittpy

Quide

to school

Increased traffic
at and around
school



Introduction to Safe Routes to School

THE SIX E’S

Safe Routes to School programs use a variety of strategies to make it easy, fun and safe for children to walk
and bike to school. These strategies are often called the “Six E’s”.

Equity

Equity is an overarching concept that applies to all of the Es. Equity in SRTS means that the SRTS program is
inclusive, celebrates the diversity of students, allocates resources to overcome inequities, and supports a
community where walking and biking is safe, comfortable, and convenient for every student.

Education

Programs designed to teach children about traffic
safety, bicycle and pedestrian skills, and traffic
decision-making.

Encouragement

Programs that make it fun for kids to walk and
bike, including incentive programs, regular events
or classroom activities.

Engineering

Physical projects that are built to improve walking
and bicycling conditions.

Enforcement

Law enforcement strategies aimed at improving
driver behavior near schools and ensuring safe
roads for all users.

Evaluation

Strategies to help understand program
effectiveness, identify improvements, and ensure
program sustainability.



NAVIGATING THIS PLAN

Below is a roadmap for navigating the way through this plan. Use it to find all the information you need for

helping students be safer and more active!

Programs

Getting kids to walk and bike to school requires
fun and engaging programs for schools and
families. Turn to this section for recommended
events, activities, and strategies that will get
students moving.

Infrastructure

Ensuring the safety of students on their trips to
and from school means upgrading the streets. See
this section for suggestions to improve the safety,
comfort and convenience of walking and biking,
including paint, signage, and signals.

How to get involved

The more people involved with a local Safe Routes
to School process, the more successful it will be!
Use this section to find out how you can be a part
of this important initiative.

Appendices

There is more information available than could fit
in this plan. For additional resources, turn to this
section



A Display Board Created For The Safe Routes To School Parent Survey Process.

The Vision

In the spring of 2018, the city of Fosston Public
School District was awarded a Minnesota
Department of Transportation (MnDOT) Safe
Routes to School (SRTS) planning assistance grant.
This grant made possible the development of a
SRTS Plan that included the Fosston High School
and Magelssen Elementary School.

This plan was made possible by support from
MnDOT and developed in coordination with the
city of Fosston and the Fosston School District. The
creation of this plan included meetings, surveys,
walk audits and discussions with several affiliated
individuals. This plan offers recommendations on
how to make it fun, easy and safe for kids to walk
and bike to school in Fosston.

The vision of the Fosston SRTS plan is to enable
students and residents walking, biking and rolling
to/near school and throughout Fosston safely. The
plan incorporates program and infrastructure
suggestions that utilize the 6 E’s model described
to the right. All recommendations are meant to be
on an approximate 5 to 10 year timeline. While
not all of these recommendations can be
implemented immediately, the strong sense of
community and partnership will allow progression
of the large and complex strategies listed below.

SMART Goals

This plan will offer recommendations for programs
and infrastructure that are consistent with the
concept of SMART Goals, which provide a
framework for an effective and sustainable SRTS
plan. SMART Goals for this plan will be:

Specific: the recommendations will communicate
what needs to be accomplished and by whom.

Measurable: the outcomes from the
recommendations will be quantifiable.

Attainable: the recommendations will be
ambitious but reasonable.

Relevant: the recommendations will be responsive
to the needs of the school and community.

Timely: the recommendations will have a specific
timeline.



Fosston High & Magelssen Elementary Schools

Magelssen Elementary School was built in 1952 with 4
classrooms added in 1968. The structure is made of
brick, and was renovated with additions built in 1996.
Preschool to 6% grades can be found at Magelssen
Elementary School and according to the City of Fosston
Comprehensive Plan, provides classrooms for around
381 students. It can be found on 700 East 1% St.

Fosston High School can be found on 301 East 15tSt.
The oldest portion of the school was built in 1937, with
additions occurring in 1962, 1984 and 1996-1997.
Fosston High School has grades 7 through 12.
According to the City of Fosston Comprehensive Plan,
around 310 students are in this facility.

The Fosston High School and Magelssen Elementary
School are located in the southern portion of Fosston,
with the high school being located to the northwest of
the elementary school. Both schools are within a
northeast to southwest belt of local businesses,
restaurants and other community infrastructure. The
Fosston Public School community pledges to assist
students in discovering that dreams, creative thinking,
responsibility and respect inspire success.

The Fosston Public School District is very large, and
encompasses rural and urban residents. A map of the
school district can be found online through the MN
Geospacial Information Office. There are about 711
students in the school system. (City map — Appendix F)

Both schools are near US Highway 2; Fosston High
School borders an extremely busy roadway that
crosses the entire state of Minnesota from East Grand
Forks to Duluth. The functional classifications of roads
that are found in Fosston can be viewed in Appendix C.
Principal arterial and major/minor collector roads can
be found within the city.

Traffic speed is a major concern along Highway 2 —
children often run across the road to visit a gas station
and other stores. There is no close crosswalk or traffic
slowing device directly near Fosston High School. A
speed limits map can be found in Appendix E. The road
is heavily utilized by commercial traffic, with counts in
portions of the road near the school averaging
between 250 and 499 per day (Appendix B). The
school district has seen approximately 24 vehicular
crashes from approximately January, 2016 to February,
2018 (Appendix I).

The Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railway (BNSF) also
divides the city, with volumes averaging between 1
and 10 trains/day. This particular track is part of a
larger network, running east/west through the entire
state of Minnesota. It is near both school buildings.
Any potential rail accidents would have a direct effect,
as well as potential spilled hazardous material. In
addition, some residents on the southwestern portion
of Fosston have their children crossing these tracks to
walk and bike to school. A map of fosston railroad
volumes, speeds & crossings can be seen in
Appendices D and G.

A majority of parents utilize the school bussing service
(34% morning, 58% afternoon), while others are
dropped off by parents going to and coming from work
(52% morning, 26% afternoon). Most frequently listed
concerns included weather, safety of
instersections/crossings, distance from school and the
speed of traffic along the route.

Around 1% of the surveyed parents listed that their
child biked to school, and about 10% to 14% walked to
school. Having safe sidewalks/pathways as well as the
speed of traffic along the route were the main
determinants in letting children walk or bike to and
from school.

Attitudes about walking and biking to school vary.

e The majority of surveyed parents (83%) see
walking and biking to school as a healthy or
very healthy activity.

e  43% of surveyed parents see walking and
biking to school as a fun activity for their
children, while another 50% are neutral on
the subject.

e The vast majority of those surveyed (82%)
neither encourage nor discourage their
children from walking or biking to school.

For additional information on collected survey results
can be found in Appendix J.

Highway 2 and the amount/speed of traffic is seen as a
large barrier to walking and biking to both schools in
Fosston. Columbia Road influences Magelssen
Elementary, while Johnson Ave, 2" St. and Granum
Ave. affect Fosston High School (Appendix A).



Programs
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Introduction to
Programs

The Safe Routes to School movement
acknowledges that infrastructure
changes are a necessary but insufficient
condition for shifting school travel
behavior. Programs are a necessary
component of any successful SRTS plan.

11

While engineering improvements such as
sidewalks, crosswalks, and bikeways are
important, equally important are education
programs to give children and families basic safety
skills, encouragement programs to highlight
walking and bicycling to school as fun and normal,
enforcement against unsafe and illegal motorist
behavior, and evaluation of the impact of
investments and non-infrastructure efforts. Often,
programs that help to get more kids walking and
biking lead to increased public support for
infrastructure projects - they can be an important
first step towards building out the physical
elements that make walking and biking safer and
more comfortable. And relative to certain
infrastructure projects, most programs are very
low cost



Example of Traffic Management: Parents in Vehicles Waiting for School Dismissal to Pick Up Their Children. Students
Accessing Busses, Biking and Walking Are Located on the Other Side of the School.

Existing Programs

The city of Fosston has been actively working
alongside the Fosston Public School District
towards the creation of an environment that
promotes activity, a healthy lifestyle and
walking/biking to school.

City or District led:

Partnership with Polk County Sheriff’s Dept.
Sidewalk assessment

Future housing sidewalk zoning

Existing program/initiative

Local capital improvement & other plans
Incorporation of school in city efforts

Comp Plan promotes healthy lifestyle/choices

School led:

e Regular parent communication

e Organized student drop-off / pick-up system

e Adult monitoring during arrival/dismissal

e Scheduled and phased dismissal for students
walking, driving home and riding the bus.

e School education and safety curriculum

o Walking field trips

e Law enforcement presence end/beginning day

e Incorporation of city in school efforts

e Participation in SRTS friendly events, such as a
bike rodeo/fun day held annually.

e Passed referendum that impacted SRTS

e Partnership with Healthier Fosston

e Partnership with Polk County SHIP

School multi-year planning documents

12

Program
Recommendations

The following programs were identified as priority
programs during the Safe Routes to School
Planning Process. These programs meet the needs
and interest of the school, as well as have a
positive benefit upon the city of Fosston.

Each recommended program shows the “E” it falls
under, plus suggested lead, support, and priority.

Recommended Programs List:

e Bus Drop and Walk and/or Park and Walk

e Parent education on school-based initiatives

e Develop a walk/bike to school map

e Organize/implement a walking school bus

¢ Implementation of walk-bike-fun curriculum

e Getting staff signed up as a Walk-Bike-Fun
Ambassador

o Utilize regional bike fleet in future events.

e Enforce parent pick-up and drop-off policies

e Create a snow removal campaign and
recognize individuals that shovel and remove
snow from walkways.

e Continue SRTS local incorporation into
Healthier Fosston, Fosston Rotary, Polk
County SHIP and other community/county
organizations.



TABLE 1. RECOMMENDED PROGRAMS LIST

local
incorporation

Fosston

PROGRAM WHICH “E”? * | PROGRAM LEADER PROGRAM SUPPORT PRIORITY

Bus Drop and Encouragement | School Staff District, Parents Short term (1-2
Walk/Park and years)

Walk

Parent Education School Staff District Immediately
education on

school-based

initiatives

Walk/bike to Equity School Staff District, City of Fosston Medium term (2-4
school map years)

Walking school | Encouragement | School Staff District, Parents, Polk County | Short term (1-2
bus SHIP years)
Implementation | Education School Staff District Short term (1-2

of Walk! Bike! years)

Fun! curriculum

Walk! Bike! Education School Staff and/or District, City of Fosston Short term (1-2
Fun! Affiliated Community years)
Ambassador Member

Training

Utilize regional | Education School Staff District, Polk County SHIP, Medium term (2-4
bike fleet in NW Regional Development years)

future events. Commission

Enforce parent Enforcement School Staff District, Parents Medium term (2-4
pick-up and years)

drop-off

policies

Snow removal Equity City of Fosston, Residents, District Short term (1-2
campaign School Staff years)

Continue SRTS Encouragement | School Staff, City of Residents, District, Parents Immediately

Ongoing evaluation

There are two great tools to evaluate all the SRTS work in your community:

e Parent Surveys: Recommended to be done once every 2-3 years. A hard copy survey or link to the survey
can be sent to parents which asks their perceptions of walking and biking to school.
e Student Travel Tally: Recommended to be done fall and spring of every year. These in-class tallies ask
students how they travel to and from school.
e More information on both the parent survey and the student travel tally can be found at
http://guide.saferoutesinfo.org/evaluation/

*Engineering and Evaluation E’s are incorporated into the infrastructure strategies listed later.
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http://guide.saferoutesinfo.org/evaluation/

Example of education on local school policies. This is displayed
online on the Magelssen Elementary website.

Example: Polk County law enforcement
supporting Fosston School District activities.

Supporting Active Bicycle Safety At Magelssen Elementary!
Bicycles for kids at the bike rodeo.

PROGRAM DESCRIPTIONS

Bus Drop and Walk / Park and Walk

This program is designed to give those who ride the bus or commute with a parent a chance to get physical
exercise before school. School administration should choose a location a quarter to half mile away from
school where drop off from buses and parent vehicles can occur on a single day. Not all students in the
Fosston Public School District are able to walk or bike the whole distance to school; they may live too far away
or their route may include hazardous traffic situations. This program allows students who are unable to walk
or bike to school a chance to participate in Safe Routes to School programs.

14



Parent Education on School-Based Initiatives

Since parents often determine if children can walk or bike to school, integrating information sharing
school/community events, policies and plans can provide a great way to enhance walking and biking for
transportation in a community. In addition to support, this also provides the school and the community with
additional resources and tools. Having information available publicly, online, through newsletters and at
hosted events is a great way to raise awareness about local initiatives.

Walk/Bike to School Map

Route maps of a community can be created that detail important infrastructure for those walking and biking
to school, such as: crosswalks, stoplights, signals, paths and signage. While elimination of safety risks can
never completely occur, a well-defined route will maximize safety for students. Routes should try and limit
exposure to high-speeding traffic, use the fewest/safest crosswalks and provide a base for safe usage of local
transportation infrastructure. In some cases, additional information may be needed through walk/bike audits
or other assessment methods.

Walking School Bus / Bicycle Train

A walking school bus is a group of children walking to school with one or more adults. Methods can vary from
two families taking turns walking their children to school to a group of chosen volunteers that move along a
structured routes with scheduled meeting times. A bicycle train employs the same concept, but utilizes adults
supervising children riding their bikes to school. This strategy addresses safety issues that may prevent parents
from letting students walk/bike to school independently, as well as guard against traffic concerns.

Implementation of Walk! Bike! Fun! Curriculum

The Minnesota Walk! Bike! Fun! Pedestrian and Bicycle Safety Curriculum is a two-part curriculum training
class designed specifically for Minnesota's schools and youth education programs. Training classes can be
requested to be held locally for teachers and community educators through BikeMN. It is structured to meet
Minnesota education standards and is an important part of the Minnesota Department of Transportation's
Safe Routes to School Program. Walk! Bike! Fun! helps children ages 5 to 13 learn traffic rules and regulations,
the potential hazards to traveling, and handling skills needed to bike and walk effectively, appropriately and
safely through their community. For more info: https://www.bikemn.org/education/walk-bike-fun

Walk! Bike! Fun! Ambassador Training

A training program and educational resource specifically for community members, parents, and volunteers
who want to lead and help out with walking and biking initiatives for youth in their town. This training can give
participants a general overview of walking and biking activities, or specific activities like: walking school bus,
bus stop and walk/remote drop offs, bike trains, bike rodeos and biking/walking mapping. A bike rodeo is a
clinic that teaches children the skills and precautions to ride a bike safely. Many communities and schools are
joining in the movement to encourage more walking and biking as part of an active lifestyle. Typical
Ambassador's Trainings are about four hours but can be customized to meet your needs.
(http://www.bikemn.org/education/walk-bike-fun/wbf-ambassadors-program)

Enforce Parent Pick-Up and Drop Off Policies

The enforcement of parent pick-up and drop-off policies is an important step in traffic management. The
Fosston School District has created a system to help eliminate vehicular bottlenecks created by students
arriving/leaving school, walking, biking and getting picked up by parents. While increasing safety, this method
also aids in the removal of local congestion and provides a scheduled approach to dismissal. Parent pick-up
and drop off at Magelssen Elementary is done at the south side of the facility, while busses drop-off and pick
up children on the north side. Adults, teachers and staff are present during these times for monitoring.

15
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Regional Bike Fleet

A regional bike fleet consists of adjustable bikes which were designed specifically for use with Safe Routes to
School (SRTS) programs. They are stored and transported in a trailer. The main purpose of this fleet is to
provide communities and organizations access to safe and reliable bikes for bike education and
encouragement events.

In Northwestern Minnesota, if an organization has taken the Walk! Bike! Fun! Ambassador training, they are
eligible to be able to rent (for free) the bike fleet. Signing up is easy, and can be done online at the Northwest
Regional Development Commission’s website (www.nwrdc.org) in one week intervals. Transportation will be
needed to haul the trailer to your location.

Snow Removal Campaign

A snow removal campaign identifies potential partners with the express purpose of recognizing neighbors who
remove snow from sidewalks and driveways. This campaign is based on positive messages, thanking people for
shoveling through the use of media such as: yard signs, postcards and flyers.

Local Integration of SRTS into Community and County Organizations.

Fosston is known as a vibrant community that enables an exceptional quality of life for all who call it home.
Several organized, dedicated and active groups exist and work together to enhance opportunities for
residents, visitors, businesses and organizations within the city. The Fosston School District is an active partner
within the community and is incorporated with local groups. This ensures active support, participation,
innovation and engagement for members and their associated actions/events.
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Infrastructure
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Introduction to
Infrastructure

In addition to program
recommendations, changes to the
streetscape are essential to making
walking and biking to school safer and
more comfortable.

Meetings and a walking audit generated several
recommendations about how to address key
identified barriers for students that want to walk
or bike to school. Some of these recommendations
will also lead to increased health and wellness
benefits for the residents of Fosston and will
promote a general environment that encourages
walking and biking for everyone.

This plan does not represent a comprehensive list
of every project that could improve conditions for
walking and biking within the city of Fosston, but
rather addresses the key points and highest
priority infrastructure improvements to improve
walking and biking to both Fosston High School
and Magelssen Elementary School.
Recommendations can range from striping
changes to infrastructure studies and alterations.

Funding is a major component to the following
infrastructure suggestions. It should be noted that
funding can be limited, and some strategies must
be planned years in advance. Also, the costs for
some of the recommended infrastructure changes
may not yet be known due to required
engineering studies and feasibility confirmation.

18

Existing Infrastructure

Fosston Inspirational Trail (FIT) — Originally built
over a former landfill and encompassing multiple
wetlands, the FIT was built in 2014 to
accommodate walking, biking and snowshoeing
opportunities in Fosston while enjoying an array of
local flora and fauna. Trail consists of a 10-foot-
wide paved recreational trail. Expansions of this
trail have not only allowed safer walking and
biking opportunities for residents of Fosston, but
also connected multiple city buildings, housing and
infrastructures. Future additions to the trail
system are in the works to include access to the
majority of Fosston, as well as the addition of
lighting for extended use.

Sidewalk Assessment — Started in 2014, the city of
Fosston has an assessment of sidewalks within the
city limits detailing where sidewalks are not in
place, where they exist and which streets do not
intersect. This assessment is a building block
towards resident/pedestrian/student safety.

More information can be found in Appendix L as
well as in maps found after the recommended
infrastructure list.

Stop Signs — Fast moving traffic and distracted
drivers along 1% Street NE can be a problem,
especially when kids walk and bike to school. Stop
signs installed at intersections with 1%, St. and
other local traffic management had a calming
effect upon vehicular traffic and increased
pedestrian and student safety.



EXISTING INFRASTRUCTURE

Crosswalk near the school showing a need for
road repair and crosswalk alteration.

A local sidewalk showing a need for
maintenance and repair.

Potential location for a crosswalk on Highway 2
behind the Fosston High School. Students often
cross near here to get to businesses.

A crosswalk showing footprints through accumulations of snow on
an unshoveled sidewalk and curb.

Walk audit on a street with no sidewalks In winter.



TABLE 2. INFRASTRUCTURE RECOMMENDATION LIST

crosswalk exists by the high school where many of
the students cross.

directing pedestrian traffic. Coordinate planned upgrades
with a MnDOT Highway 2 repaving project scheduled to
occur. A potential location for a student crosswalk was
identified that already has some sidewalk infrastructure
built in. (See photo above this spreadsheet)

intersection and gives students a safe place to
cross Highway 2.

# LOCATION PROBLEM/ISSUE POTENTIAL SOLUTION/RECOMMENDATON ANTICIPATED OUTCOME LEAD PRIORITY
A Intersection of Highway 2, Granum A 5-way intersection directly to the East of the Do a traffic study with MnDOT and the city of Fosston to List of projects that can be implemented to address | City of Fosston, MnDOT High Priority
Avenue and 1%t St. NE Fosston High School causes traffic management and gauge alternatives for action. Create a plan with identified | risk.
) flow issues. This intersection is utilized by pedestrians | projects noted. Redirect current flow of traffic and control
View A Map Here ; ;
and students. pedestrian crossing.
B High traveled route from Thompson Ramps need repair/upgrades and striping is faded Solicit funds and complete a funding application for Updated ramps, curb infrastructure and striping City of Fosston, MnDOT High Priority
Field through Fosston High School and/or absent. (Appendix K). MnDOT TAP funding. Add to future infrastructure update along a heavily traveled route in 2023. See
and Magelssen Elementary School, schedule for the city of Fosston. application in Appendix K. New infrastructure
connecting to the Sport Complex and . . . . complies with ADA requirements.
. . . The city of Fosston Comprehensive Plan lists a local policy
FIT Trail (Map in Appendix K & . ] o }
project overview photo below) of working on upgrading existing sidewalks.
C US Highway 2 Drivers are traveling at high speeds along Highway 2 Install rapid flash beacons on Highway 2 to calm traffic Slower, and more aware drivers City of Fosston High Priority
. and don’t anticipate students crossing the street to speeds. Utilize speed monitoring signs and portable speed
(See Appendix E) get to businesses at the other side. monitoring trailers to keep drivers aware of speeds near
the school facilities. Continued presence of law
enforcement during school arrival and dismissal times.
Perform a study with MnDOT to gauge future alternatives
for action on Highway 2, including the reduction of lanes
within city limits.
The city of Fosston Comprehensive Plan lists a local policy
describing the identification and monitoring of high-traffic
roads within city limits and regularly requesting traffic
count assistance. This is to determine if the 40 mph speed
limit on Highway 2 could be moved east of the city limits.
An additional policy describes the continuance of
monitoring, assessing and enhancing pedestrian safety on
US Highway 2, in partnership with MnDOT.
D Highway 2 outside of the Fosston Students cross Highway 2 multiple times during the Install a student crossing, signage, hawk signals and/or Directed, managed traffic management strategy City of Fosston High Priority
High School day to get to businesses across the street. No rapid flash beacons, etc. in front of the high school, that diverts foot traffic away from a nearby 5-way
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https://goo.gl/maps/5V1afWhMVbfpSWBQ7

LOCATION PROBLEM/ISSUE POTENTIAL SOLUTION/RECOMMENDATON ANTICIPATED OUTCOME LEAD PRIORITY
See Sidewalk Assessment in Some areas of the city do not have sidewalks, causing | Zoning ordinance requires sidewalks to be installed on Reduction of students walking on busy roadways or | City of Fosston, Fosston Medium/High
Appendix L pedestrians to have to walk on local roadways or future housing. Phased plans are in place at both the on the berms to get to/from school. Removal of School District Priority
berms. Sidewalks curbs and streets near and to the school district and the city of Fosston. obstructions and maintenance will lead to safer
school need maintenance and updates. Obstructions . . sidewalks, additional ADA compliance and greater
exist. Flty of Fosston has p!anned sidewalk enhancemt'ents, access to the population of Fosston.
including along US Highway 2 to Amber Avenue in 2020
and the streets and sidewalks for the Aspens property in Addition and enhancement of local sidewalks in
2022-2035. It enhances sidewalks based on the assessment | coordination with the city of Fosston’s
attached in Appendix L. Sidewalk Enhancement is also Comprehensive plan and maintenance plan as well
noted in the maps below from the Capital Improvement as their sidewalk assessment.
Plan.
Fosston School District long-term maintenance plan lists
upgrades including a driveway replacement (2021) and
sidewalk upgrades mentioned in letter L.
Double sidewalks in the business district were noted as a
beneficial structure in the walk audit. Additional width for
other sidewalks near businesses was recommended.
Fosston High School and Magelssen Parked cars can create vision barriers around the Continue adult supervision strategies during school arrival Dismissal and arrival times can be busy and chaotic | City of Fosston, Fosston Medium/High
Elementary School school buildings. Children may run between the and dismissal. Enforce parent pick-up/drop-off policies. at both school locations. These strategies would School District Priority
. busses. Areas along 1t St. NE have a blind backout by | Enforce no-parking areas during school arrival and reduce identified risk and create a safer
View A Map Here (Magelssen) . . . . . L
the elementary school. dismissal. Perform some of the traffic calming measures environment for students walking and biking to
View A Map Here (Fosston High listed in Letter C above. Add spaces for school personnel to | school
School) park.
Update the Magelssen Elementary bus pick-up location
infrastructure, including looking at alternative locations for
parking. Look at alternative pick-up/drop-off layouts.
Fosston Public School District Updates for infrastructure and maintenance Reformulate efforts, attain public perspective and try again | Infrastructure upgrades require funding. The Fosston School District Medium/High
upgrades that would include projects that would in future years. attainment of dollars is necessary. Priority

influence SRTS projects were contained in 3 school
bond referendums for 2018. Only one passed the
vote.

Fosston Public School District

The large school district makes walking/biking to
school not an option for some students.

Coordinate with the community and county to coordinate
a periodic bus/park and walk activity. Do walking field
trips, when appropriate. Continue to host bike rodeos and
other community events that promote activity.

Opportunities to walk and bike to school for all
individuals. Encouragement of a healthy lifestyle.

Fosston School District

Medium Priority

Fosston Public School District, Polk
County Sheriff’s Department

Fear of letting children walk alone to school exists
and can influence walking/biking alone to school.
School violence is increasing in the US.

Continue law enforcement presence during school arrival
and dismissal times. Promote active, regular planning with
law enforcement personnel.

Polk County Law Enforcement also has a drone. A flyover
will be done so that aerial/video views during arrival,
dismissal and other agreed upon times can be utilized for
future planning purposes.

Presence of nearby law enforcement in times of
need as well as continued traffic regulation and
pedestrian safety benefits.

Map of aerial views for future planning efforts.

Polk County Sheriff’s
Department, Fosston School
District, City of Fosston.

Medium Priority
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https://goo.gl/maps/MBq1PMJdPLV9qqiF6
https://goo.gl/maps/AZxiBSA7NrLnV1oW8
https://goo.gl/maps/AZxiBSA7NrLnV1oW8

LOCATION PROBLEM/ISSUE POTENTIAL SOLUTION/RECOMMENDATON ANTICIPATED OUTCOME LEAD PRIORITY
Throughout City of Fosston Ice and snow is a barrier for walking in winter Fosston School District long-term maintenance plan lists While winter issues cannot be completely Fosston School District, City of | Medium/High
months. Snow collects on berms and curbs. Ice upgrades happening including turf replacement on east mitigated, addressing snow issues will lead to safer | Fosston Priority

collects on roads and sidewalks in the front of both
schools.

Empty lots also influence sidewalks and how much
snow drifts upon them.

side for drainage (2021) and downspout replacement
(2023). Roofing upgrades listed in this plan will also
positively affect stormwater drainage and runoff.

City of Fosston has sidewalk upgrades listed in letter B.
More frequent cleaning of city owned sidewalks and lots
with possible alteration of existing snow removal
equipment. Also will support snow removal campaign
efforts listed above.

walking and biking as well as reduce the risk of
injuries. Snow can be a barrier for sidewalk and
crosswalk use.

Behind Magelssen Elementary
School near 410%™ St. SE.

View A Map Here (Magelssen)

Congestion is sometimes seen during the end of the
day at the elementary school for child pick-up. Traffic
can spill onto the adjoining street.

Continue enforcement of child drop-off and pick-up
policies.

Create a park and walk system that identifies places/times
to drop off children with an adult. Would need additional
meetings to officially designate approved locations that
keep kids away from heavy traffic areas and unsafe
walkways.

Child pick-up and drop-off is deliberately separated
from bus traffic and children walking to school. This
policy keeps students safe.

Bus drop/Park and walk system could save parents
travel time and alleviate pick-up and drop-off lines
at Magelssen Elementary.

Fosston School District

Medium Priority

City of Fosston, Fosston School Special needs and wheelchair students can have Ensuring ADA compliance is planned for in future upgrades | Higher ADA compliance structures within the city Fosston School District, City of | High Priority
District. issues getting/rolling to school. Identified projects by the school and city and occurs often. It is phased into of Fosston and the Fosston School District. Greater | Fosston
often need time for the necessary funding/planning local plans. ease of access for individuals that utilize
requirements to be met. There are some identified . . . . wheelchairs within Fosston.
. . . Fosston sidewalk project listed in Letter B above addresses
infrastructure in the school that needs alteration, o .
ramps and other ADA compliance (Appendix H) this issue, as well as the FIT trail and other planned
upgrades.
Fosston School District long-term maintenance plan lists
upgrades happening including (but not limited to) sidewalk
replacement at west entrance (2024, 2028), entrance door
work involving stoop installation (2023) and an accessibility
ramp (2019). Other infrastructure enhancements not listed
here but can be found in Appendix H.
BNSF railroad tracks and crossings Crossing the railroad tracks can pose a danger to City of Fosston will continue to monitor state of railroad Safer rail crossings for pedestrian, bike and City of Fosston, BNSF High Priority

through city limits (Appendix G)

vehicles, bikes and pedestrians. Vehicular collisions
have affected residents in the past. Trains can travel
through the city at high speeds.

tracks and crossings within city limits, working with BNSF
to upgrade when necessary to provide safe crossings and
healthy train speed through Fosston.

vehicular traffic. Lessened chance of a derailment
from local railcars.

Johnson Ave.

View A Map Here

Existing decorative lighting needs higher power light
bulbs for pedestrians walking.

City of Fosston will change light bulbs present in decorative
lighting, possibly supplementing with LED lighting to keep
the aesthetics while brightening up the area.

Safer, well-lit sidewalks present in Fosston

City of Fosston

Medium Priority

Intersection by Nords (South
Johnson Ave. & 2" 5t.)

View A Map Here

Intersection by Methodist Church
(2" St. & Granum Ave) View Map

Hard to see intersection for pedestrian and vehicular
traffic. Traffic often pulls ahead.

Trees near the intersection block the view for traffic.
Pedestrians could be at risk.

City of Fosston will study this intersection, possibly
requesting future infrastructure changes such as bump-
outs.

City of Fosston will look at tree maintenance at
intersections throughout Fosston.

Safer intersections within the city of Fosston.

City of Fosston

Medium Priority

22



https://goo.gl/maps/MBq1PMJdPLV9qqiF6
https://goo.gl/maps/aAx936GMBLmrevvu6
https://goo.gl/maps/aAx936GMBLmrevvu6
https://goo.gl/maps/o5Big7cp8JQxABaQ9

' 5-way intersection with a recommended traffic study on US Highway 2
. near a business that sees high student traffic.

Example of trails that people use when no sidewalks
are present. In support of adding sidewalks to Fosston.

Area in front of Magelssen Elementary in the winter
showing drainage, ice build-up and other winter
issues that cause maintenance issues in the summer.

Area in front of Magelssen Elementary in the
summer showing a maintenance need.
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Map detailing ramp and crosswalk upgrades to a route connecting Thompson Field to the FIT
Trail. The elementary and high schools are incorporated. (Recommendation B)
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Sidewalks (10f2)

Walking along the roadway is a pedestian crash sk (that i, the probability
of a pedestrian being struck 1s hagher if a sidewalk is not present.] Research

has foaund an 38 percent reduction in “wallung along the rosdway” pedestrian
crashes with the instalation of sidewalk andoc walkways ca both sdes of the
1oad (McMabon & sl

ICAL CHARACTERISTICS OF CANDIDATE LOCATIONS

The effort of planning for 2 netwaork of sidewalks should inckude an awdit of

the current sidewalk systan, The awdit should document the accessibility
of transit stopsiservice, schools, public buddings, and parks. etc, to
pedestrans and should mclude consideration of sidewalk design Issues,
Including obstructions e, g, fire hypdrants, signposts, etc) and compliance
with Amecicans with Disabilitss Act ADA) Standacds foe Accessible Design
{sas PROWAG guidelines)

For safety reasons, sidewalks should be implemented on all urban arteraés

DESCRIPTION AND DEFINITION

and collectors, wher

ot possibie. For irhan streets without sidewalis or
Asidewalk = s poath for pedestrian travel placed along the side of & roadway,

usually separated from roadway traffic lanes by curb and gutter and
sametimes by a planting strip or buffer zone

walkways, priorities should e established fos adding new sidewalks, For
example, lwgherd poicelties should be green for sidewalk installation on roads
that connect pedestrian onging and destinations (for instance, connecting

SAFETY CHARACTERISTICS nesghberhoods with schools and shopping atess| and for roads with higher

The safety benefits of sidewalks come from the ability 10 provide pedestians

with their own traved space that i separated from the traffic on & roadway TYPICAL COSTS

[FHWA-RD-O1-100).

speeds and volumes with priceity at locations without shouliders.

Typical costs for implementation of sidewalks vary depending oo the location,
amount of avadable right-of-way. and matedals used, but are generally In the

range of %4 to $5 per sguare foot for a concrete sidewalk, excluding costs foe

PRO

, TRIED, OR EXPERIMENTAL

Sidewalks are & PROVEN safety strategy, Sidewalks on both sides of & street
Iavve been found 1o significantly reduce occurrences of “walking along the

purchasing additians! right-of way. The cost foe adding standard curbs and

gutters = approximately $20 to $35 per linear foot, although the costs will vary
roadway* compared 1o locations where no sidewalks or walkways exist
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Sidewalks (2 of 2)

depending on the length of sidewalk, the type of base material. and whethar
curb ramps are needed, Asphalt curbs and walloways are less costly, but require
et maintenance, whan compared 1o concrete sklewals.

DESIGN FEATURES

Items to consider when 1eviewing existing sidewalk or planning for the design
of new sidewalks include the following:

* Curb ramps—T0 et ADA requirsrrvents, curb ramps st closswalks
along a sidewalicmust be instafied during reconstruction of roadways.
Ideally, when curb ramps are installed, a ramp should be provided for #ach
arosswalk, instead of a single ramp at the cornes. Curb ramps on each side
of a crosswalk not only provide better anientation for pedestrians who ae
visually impaired, but also assist pedestrians wha use wheelchairs with duect
cannection to crossing the roadwary instead of directing them toward the
center of the intersection. Tactile warnings o0 curb ramps are slse iImpartant,
The ADA Standards for Accessible Design require that a stop of runcated
dome-type tactide waning be placed on the base of the crosswalk.

= Shchewnlk whdths—The Fedeat Highway Administiation (FHWA) and the
Institute of Transpos tation Enginesrs {ITE) recommend a minimum sidewalk
width of 5 feet, which allows two people to walk comfortably side-by-side o
two people to pass each other in the opposite direction. Wider sidewalks will
be needed m wban aseas which canry substantial volumes of padestnans.

SOURCES

= Continuity—Sidewalks should be continuous, installed on both sdes of the
raadwary, and relatively free of obstacles that could cause a tripping hazad
of npede traed by childeen, serar citizens, and pecple with visual o
mobility Impaliments,

Cross slope—The ¢oss slope of udewalks should be less than 2 pescent.
Cross slopes greater than 2 percent cause pedestrians in wheelchairs to
counteract the force of the caross slope, which: depending on the direction of
the slope, may direct the wheslchair towards the rosdway.

* Buffer zone—A buffer 2one of 4 106 feet s desirale 1o sopaats

the sidewalk from the street and to improve the pedestrian’s level of
comfort. Landscaping strps, parked cars, and bicyde lanes can provide
accoptable huffers.

Shared Use Paths—Consideration should ba aiven for the need for a shared
use path of trai These differ from sdewalks in that they designate space on
the path, separating bicycles and pedestrlans, and aee usually not adjacent
to Jocal streets. Moce information can be found in MnDOTS Bikeway Facility
Design Manust

BEST PRACTICE

Fov safety reascr, skiewalks shoukd be conaserad for implementation
o Ml wehan anterlals and collectons, especially lecations that conoect
pedestrian odgins and destinations Jor Instaice, contecting
netghbohoods with sehools and sShopping wess) arvd for rauds with
Nigher speeds-and volumes, with pracity for locabior without shedildern

APWncan A acianion of 51 Sigwedy 408 Travipamanas OeTsrs JAGETT] 2004 Sxiv S rov Fisoanyg, Seagr, ooV feassm oMot Axilies Al
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Crosswalks and Crosswalk
Enhancements (10f6)

DESCRIPTION AN LFINITION

A marked crosswalk is a type of pavement marking that indicates to
pedestrans the recommended Socation to cross the roadway and aso alerts
Approaching motonsts a8 to whese pedestrians may be aossing the street,
In Minnesota, a legal crosswalk does not necessandly have 10 have a maeked
crosswalk, State baws (MN STATUTE 169.071. subd. 20 snd STATUTE 169.21
sulbl, 2) define a legal crosswalk as the extensson of the sidewalks acoss
aroad, whether it has a marked cusswalk or not. Marked cosswalks are
often instalied at signalizad Intersections, at a school fone aossing (whether
signalized or not), and at unsignaiized locations whese engineers determine
that there are enough pedestrians to Justify a marked crossing, Grosswalks
may be marked at midblock cossing locations as well as at intersections {see
Pedestrlan Hybeid 8eacon System),

A vanety of cosswalk
enhancements may

be used at marked
crosswalks. For example,
high-visibility crosswalks
(ladder and continental
styles) see musch mose
visible ta motonsts than
paratiel-line crosswalks,
An illustration of high-
visibility crosswalks

Is provided.

FRACTICT AUMMANRY

An advance warning sign and signs at the crossing are typacally installed whowe
itis determined that signing is needed to supplement the mackings to bettey
alert drivers of the crosswalk placement, There ae some sitiations, such as on
multi-&ane roads (oads with thiee o more vehicle lanes) where an advance
Stop o yield ine with corresponding sign (“Stop here for pedestrians”; may be
useul 1o enconrage motordsts 1o stop o yield 20 to 50 feet in advance of the
matked crosswalic Studies have shown that having such advance stop or yield
lines on mwlti-lane roads can reduce the risk of 2 “multiple-thieat” padestrian
oash, (Note: A multiple-theeat pedestian cash sometemes ocours when one
vehiie stops for a pedestrian right at the marked cosswalk and blocks the
pedestiian’s view, or sight distance, of an approaching vehicle in an adjacent
Lane. The approaching maotarist and the crossing pedestrian do not see each
other until it & too late to avold a colbsion ) Having an advance yield line can
Impeove the sight distance, because the stopping vehicke stops in advance

of the crosswalk, ared Increases the visibility between the pedestiian and the
approaching vehicle The advance yield fine allows more time and distance for
a collision to be svoided.

//'//’.
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Crosswalks and Crosswalk
Enhancements (3 of 6)

PROVEN, TRIED, OR EXPERIMENTA

The additon of marked crosswalks alone, without cther more substanbal
roadway treatments, has not been found to reduce pedestrian crash rates, and
may present an Increased crash sk on multidane reads with vehicke volumes
aboye 12,000 valwdes per day (undess other safety enhancements—sudh as
traffc and pedestiian signals or raised meduns—are also Installed] Thevefore,
when providing pedestrian crossings, it is anportant to also consider
crosswalk enhancements.

TYPICAL CHARACTERISTICS OF CANDIDATE LOCATIONS

Crosswalks with vehicle stop lines should be corsidered at 3l ssgnalized
Intersactions where in engneesdng study fnds that padesteians would benefit,
Crosswalks dealy Indicate 10 motor vehicle deivers where they should stogy
the crosswirlks then delneate o path for pedestigns,

Marked crasswalks at uncontrolled intersechons without related
enhancements ase unlikely to increase pedestrian ssfety, Marked cosswalks
have boen found 10 be as safe i unmarked Crosswalks on two-lang roads
and mutti-lane rowds that have avesage dady traffic (ADT) rates badow
12,000 vehictes per day. Howeves. on the mult-lane 1oads [thees or mors
vehide larves) with highes volumes (above 12,000 ADT | othes cosswal
enhancements should be considesed.

MDOTS Crosswalk Installation Decision flowchaet, publshed in the
Guidance for instalation of Pedlestaan Crosswatks on Minnesota State Highways,
can be used o determine the appropriste application of aosswalks at 4
given location

PRACTICT AUMMANY

TYPICAL COSTS
The llowing ame typical appraximate costs for Installng crosswalk facilies:

= Standard {parallel-line] crosswalic $100 to $200 each

* Ladder crosswalk: $300

= High-visibikty crosswalk: $600 to 55,000

* Patterned, stamped, or stained concrete crossings can cost up 1o $31.000

* Typical signing and markings for a paraliel Jine cosswalk costs
approximately $2.000

* Maintenance of the markings must also be considered

. ~ |_(_--::n}.,._‘
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Pedestrian Crash Rate

(Podestrian Crashes per Millon Crossings)
- . - . £ -

DESCRIPTION AND DEFINITION

A curb extension IS an extension of the sidewalk Into the ioadway that reduces

the crossing distance of a roadway Tor pedestrians and their exposure to
vehicular traffic.

SAFETY CHARACTERISTICS

Curb extensions can impeove the safety of pedestilan aossings by reducng
the pedestian aossng distance improving the visdility of pedestrians (by

(oo Ermvoiesy, oy o Ay
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UMMANRY

positioning them in front of parked cars, traffic, signs, streethights, etc | and
reducing the time and distance that pedestrians ae in the stieet. In addition,
drlvers are encolraged 1o reduce speeds at mtarsections o midblodk locations
with curb extensions, because the resticted streat width sends a visuad cue to
arivers andd the tight curh radhii results In shower turming speeds. The rediction
In the street cross section caused by curb extensions can #s0 eliminate
impeopes passing of turning vehicles by through movernent vehicles. Curb
extensions tsually do not extend into travel lanes, bicycle lanes, or shoulders
On streets with padong, the cuth extension should typically extend o the
edge of the parked vehicles. The turnmng needs of larger vehides such as trucks
and school buses, nead to be considerad in curh extension design,

PROVEN, TRIED, OR EXPERIMENTAL

Curb extensions are a TRIED sufety strategy. They shorlen the crossing dstance
for pedestrians, reduce the speeds of turning vehicles, and impeove the sight
distance between motorksts and crossng pedestrians The speafic effects on
pedestrian cashes, howeves, have not been quantified.

CHARACTERISTICS OF CANDIDAT

TYPIC OCATIONS

Curb extensions ace appeopriate wheres thare is an onstreet patkong lane.

The cunh extension moves the packed vehicles farther back froem the
intersection, improving ssaht lines and improving visibility of pedestrians near
parked vehocles

TYPICAL COSTS

Curly extensions oost from 55,000 1o ST0.000 per o e depending on desigr
and site conditiors. Drainage & ususly the mest significant determinant of vosts,
i the curls extension ares is lage snd specisl paverment and street furmishinags
and plantings are induded, costs could be highet. Costs can go up significantly
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Curb Extensions (20f2)

PRACTICT SUMMANRY

If somethng major such a5 a signal mast am or controller box s moved. Cuth

ramps costs typically range from $500 to $1,600 each. The appeoxdmate cost of
truncated domes & about SAD per square foot, or 5300 each and is Inchxled In
the overall costs above,

DESIGN FEATURES

Typically, the ideal Implementation of curb extensions is on a roadway wath a
parkong lane and where transit and or bicycksts would be traveling outsade of
the curb edge for the antwe langth of the shiwet,

The arnount of heavy bruck or bus taffic should be considered when
designing cuth extensions, Howeyvey it s important to consider that mast
trucks and buses can make tight turns
at low spoeds, which is deswable at

an intersection with heavy pedestrian
usage. It s also not always necessary
for a roadway to ba desgned so that
avehicle 15 expacted o tusn from a
right e to anathes right lane—that
i, the vehicles can often encoach nto
adjscent Lanes safely where volumes
are low andfor vehicle spesds ae slaw
|example shown in sketchl

-
|
|
:

Emergency atcess is often improved through the use of anb extensions, &
Intersections are kept clear of parked cars. Drivers of fire engines and other
emergency vehicles can dimb a curhy, whereas they would not be able to

SOURCES

move arcund a parked cac
In addition, at mid-block
lecations, curt extensions s
can keep fire hydants cleas '

of parked cars anvd make
e mone accessible. '

Curb extensions can be used
to place landscaping and
streat furniture, which s
especially baneficial where
sidewalks are otherwise too
narrow, However, care should
be taken to ersure that street furniture snd bindscaping in the curh extension
da not block motarists'view of pedestrians and vice-versa

Starmwater runoff should be considered and additional catch basing may he
revjuined at locations with curb exteasions Where the crowns of the street
are steep, curh extensions may sctually go uplwil because the rew curls is
higher than the ariginal curts, i poorly designed, this configuration can result
in puddies on the sidewalk. For winter maintenance, providing a markes
delineating the extension can help plow truck divess properly navigste
around the extension,

BEST PRACTICE

Cunly Extensions impeove pedesh ian sadety by sedocing the 0ossing
chismance and imp raving Sght lines betwenn pedests s and delyers,
The most commaon usage of curb extemions is £ shadow on street cuth
parking ahong urbasts arbsiials

fesery Hghwey Mesantution 2004 Pedesman Sty rvpacty of (arh Lo
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Pedestrian Hybrid
Beacon System (10f 3)

DESCRIPTION AND DEFINITION

A pedestian hybrid beacon system, 850 known as a bgh-ntensity sctivated
crosswalk (HAWKL is a beacon installed at mid-block cresswalks, It consists of
bath a vehide beacon with two side-by-side red lenses and o single yellow kens
below the red, and also typical pedestrian signal heads with a WALK signal. The
beacon remains dark until the pushbutton is activated by a pedestrian and the
beacan flashes a sequence of amber warning beacons followed by a ted STOP
beacon, a message that tells motarksts to stop for pedestrians at the crosswalk,

SAFETY CHARACTERISTICS

The purpose of the pedestrian hytrid bescon systemn is to provide gaps

in roadway traffic at a crasswalk that allow pedestrians to coss safely. The
crosswalk treatment is a tried safety strategy with up to 97 pescent vehicle
compliance of stopping at the cosswalk during the steady red beacon phase.

S NHTR \-‘.

PREACTICE SUMMARY

A &89 pescent reduction n

vohide pedestrian crashes ST ETITETE  ESITIT ERITTT
was found In a Fedaral ' - . —
Highway Adounistration
(FHWA) stdy, and it was ’ = . .
also found to be associated
with a statistically significant ! g . fmpmeie
29 percent decraase in all
crashes, It should be noted ' o, et oy
that like any warning traffic
control device, the pedestrian " it z;‘
hybeld beacon system may Yom ey
not work as effectively o it is =

. R [
used at too many locations Oue o

with low pedestilan activity,

A Forfecints StV Dvcan pAs
or if itis not warranted,

St Mne Wt

PROVEN, TRIED, OR EXPERIMENTAL

D 1o the low numbaer of installations and resessch on the pedestrian hybrid
beacon systom, it s considared 3 TRED strategy. but with promising results,
Inchuding the 69 peycent reduction in vehide-pedestrlan crashes in one study
and & 29 percent reduction In total crashes,

TYPICAL CHARACTERISTICS OF CANDIDATE LOCATIONS

As stated In Minnesota’s 2011 Manual an Uniform Traffic Control Devices
(MUTCD), podastriian hybiod beacons should only be used in conjunction
with a maeked crosswalk and net at an Intersection, because they are not
Intended 1o assist vehickes on 3 manor road with entening or ossing a majoe




Pedestrian Hybrid

Beacon System (2of 3)

PRACTICT AUMMANY

1oad. However the lenitation of the pedestiian hybnd beacon to be used only
at midblock locabions is currently under discussion within the industry, and
consideration Is being gren to its 1sa at minos intersections.

The beacon is Intended solely to assist pedestrians.

“Standacd:

I used, pedestnan hybrid beacons shall be used i conjunction with
signs and pavement markings to warn and control traffic at locations
whore pedestrians snter or cross a street o highway. A pedestrian
Iyt id beacon shall onty be (hod a1 a markod « Lo

—WNMUTED Chagtar 4)

Typically, pedestrian hybeld beacons are used at locations where there are
limited gaps in traffic for pedestiians o more safely cross the rosd way or
where veliicle speeds are 100 Migh 10 dllow pedestitans o crods safely. The
beacons should be used at locations with high volumes of pedestrian traffic,
such as near transit stops of schools.

AS with any new safety stategy, public outreach is needed 1o provide
Infoemation on how the bescon operstes and what drivers and pedestrians
should do when encounteimg it

TYPICAL COSTS

The costs for a typical beacon system can range fram approxdmately $50,000
1o 51 20,000, depending on site conditions and what eguipment is already
Installed, Dperating costs are approximately $4,000 per year, A padestrian
Iybrid beacon was installed in St Ooud, Minnesota, in 2009 ot a cost of about
S80.000, which included the costs of two mast anms, push button stations, a
signal controller, and signs and mackings

DESIGN FEATURES

Thee pedestrian hybeid beacon systesn indudes both vehicular beacors for
roadwiy ralfic and pedestrian signals {WALK and DON'T WALK) The vehicular
beacores are suspended above the roadway with two round red lenses side-
by-side, above a single yellow lens, There must be at least two beacons facing
each vehicular approach to the acssing. A stop line should ako be installed for
each approach to the crasswalk

Wheen & pedestiian at the crosswalk presses the pedestrian push buttons,
the vehicular beacon changes from a blank-out display to a flashing ambes
phiase, then duplays steady yellow, and finally steady 1ed over & period of
several seconds, Wiale the vehacular beacon is red, the pedestrian signals
changes from the DON'T WALK ar hand display to the WALK indication [the
WALK mwssage of the walking person with a countdown tiner) Dising the
pedestian oossing phase the two vehide beacons will alternate on and off,
o wig-wag, led The pedaestrian signal will then display a fashing DON'T
WALK {Nashing hand) Then, the beacon facing motorists goes dark and the
pedestrian signal remains in steady DON'T WALK (steady hand) display untd
the signad Is activated by another pedestiian

Inaddtion to being used at crosswalks, pedestrian hybad beacons may also
be applied 1o cressing on multl-use trails, where beacons can be activated by
pedestrians o bicyclists,

Rectangular Rapid
Flashing Beacon (10f2)

DESCRIPTION AND DEFINITION

A rectangular rapid flashang beacan (RRFB) has two rapidly and altematiely
flashing rectangular yellow Indications attached to supploment the pedestrian
warning sign (W11-2 o school crossing sign (51-1] at a crosswalk. The

beacon. when activated manually by a pedestrlan or passively by a pedestrian
detection systenn, uses s irregular flash pattern similar to emergency Nlashers
on police vehicles, an alternating “wig-wag” fashing sequence deft light on,
then nght ight on) with 2 pulsing hght source.

SAFETY CHARACTERISTICS

The dty of 5t Fetersburg Flonda completed experenentation with REFBS at
18 pedestrian crosswatks ao0ss uncontiolled approachss including belore
orvd oftes data. The results showed high rates of motoeist “yleld to pedestiians®
comphliance, betwean 80 and 100 percent These rates are in compatison to

far bower rates {in the 15 to 20 percent range) for standard beacons. These
hagh rates of yselding were even sustained two years after the installatson of
the RAFBs.

ENACTICT SUMMARY

These high comphance rates are similar 1o a full traffic signal and a pedestrian
hybnd beacon system, both of which stop traffic with steady red signal
Indications, Thes study also found that dilvers were yselding or siowmg down
further in acvance of the crosswalk with REFE than with standard roand yellow
flashing beacons,

PROVEN, TRIED, OR EXPERIMENTAL

Due to the low number of instaflations and research on the RRFBs, thoy are
conshierad a TRIED stratagy, but with promising results Induding an Incease
from 16 percent yialdng compliance for a standard yellow averhead beacon to
78 percent ysalding compliance with the installation of a RRES [Report FHWA.-
HRT-10-043],

TYPICAL CHARACTERISTICS OF CANDIDATE LOCATIONS

The purpose of the RRFS & to increase driver awareness of crosswalks that are
not across apgtoaches controlled by YIELD signs, STOP signs, or traffic control

signals. They can be used on crosswalks across the approach to and/or egress

froen a roundabout

As with any now safety strategy implementation, effort should be made 1o
perform outreach ta the public to provide Infomation on how the beacon
operates and what drivers and pedestrlans should do when encountenng It

TYPICAL COSTS

Costs for the installation of twe units (one on exther side of the street) range
from $10.000 to $15.000. This cost mcludes all the sigrs and lights plus the
solar panels for powenng the unit, The costs vary depanding on the type of
actwation, either manually by the pedestrian or passave detecton.




Road Diet (10f3)

DESCRIPTION AND DEFINITION

“Road diet” Is a term used for the wallocation of roadway Gnes and/or space to
mtegrate addhona modes. such as bike lanes, pedestrian crossang slands, or
parking, or & combination of mades on existing readways, & Comman oadway
recanfiguration ivolves corwerting an undivided foar-lane [two-way ) roadway
M0 & theeedane roodway made up of twe theough lanes, 5 center two-way left
turn lane, and a shoulder /bl lane, as shown below

BEFERE NTER
e m MEiDam
| - !
]
1"e "L "a "'l s "e ] un "hA A
[S3] BE | M| no sy

Sownce: dnerom Arsecwtion of Sefe Mighvory and Pimpartstion (Vo (ALINTLY
Saide fov e Derekpmnt of Rovle Frodtis, Towe it i, 2000

FRACTICT SUMMANRY

Before and after photos of road diet conversions

et 2357 St s Seatty, Mgt Sefom and efler £ T bt

@ MINNESOTAS BEST ACTICES SOR PEDESTRIAN TICYOLE SAFET

Road Diet (2 0f 3)

#IINBES .m«

PEACTICT SUMMARY

SAFETY CHARACTERISTICS PICAL CHARACTERISTICS OF CANDIDATE LOCATIONS

Madifysng fram four lanes 1o two tavel lnes with a two lane left-turn lane has

shown a 29 parcent reduction in all roadviary crashes (Natanal Cooperative Highway

Resemch Pyogran INCHRP) Prypect 17-25 Final Repart),

According to the Amencan Assocation of State Highway and Transpostation
Officials (AMSHTO) Guide for the Development of Bicyde Facilities, Fourth Edition,
safoty banofits assoclatod with this type of read diet inchude the followsng:

* Typically lower speeds due to one traved lane in each direction, and no passng

Aawed, requeing vehickes driving at higher speeds to slow down when following

vehicles avelng at posted speads. Lower Travel speeds may reduce poterntial
carash severities for all users,

* Reduction In the number of travel lanes 1to just one In each dikection) substantialy
reduces the likelhood of "multiple-thesat” crashes (where a divees i one lane stops
to yield, but the driver in the adiacent lane contmues at spead]. This reduction 5 a

safety benefit for pedestrians, kf-tuming motorsts, and bicyclists.

= The ackdition of left turn lanes provides  place for both motonists and bioyclists to

make left turns, thus reducing the inodence of left-turn, reasend aashes.

* Reduced modence of sideswipe oashes because matonsts ne longer must
dhange lnes 1o pass a vehide waiting %o make a ket tum from the beft-most
through lane.

* The potential to construct a saised median of small refoge istand at some
pedestrian oossing locations, improving ease of pedestiian crossings and
reducing the Wehhood of aashes svelving pedestnans,

* Impeoyes visibiity for left-turnmg vebucles,

PROVEN, TRIED, OR EXPERIMENTAL

The comnversion from a four-lane undivided to a thrae-lane raadway s 3 PROVEN safety
strategy for vehicke crashes, but with the lirsted srmount of research on the benefits fog

pedestiian safety, thes stiategy is TRIED for pedestrlan and bacyde arashes,

Locations with the maost success with road diet implernentation have
15000 or fower wehicles per day, but there ase a number of roads in the
Minneapalissse, Paul metropoitan aea with volumes as high as 20,000
wvehicles per day that hawe had successful road deet iImplementations.

“Befors Implemantng  road dwt & traffic study should be conducted
to evaluate potential seductsand i cash frequancy and sever ity,

10 evaluate mator velicle capacty and lavel of seyvice, to evakiate
Bacycle LOS [Lewed of Sexvicsl, and to identify approplate ssanalization
MOAHCtons and lane assignment at ntersections.”

AASHIO Guide for the Devalopmemt of Bicyecle Faclitios
Fourth Eavtian, 20712, Section 4

Driveway density, transit routes, and the number and design of
mtersections along the corridar, as well as operaticnal characteristics,

e some considerations to be evaluated befare deading te implement
aroad diet. Improvements to mtersection turn lanes, signing pavement
markings, traffic contol devices, transit stops, and pedestrian and bicyclist
facikities may be needed to support this concept.

TYPICAL COSTS

The cost for a road diet umprovement, which imvolves re-stripmg a four-
lane stroet to one lane m each direction and adding a two way left-tun
Lane with bicydie lanes, 1s about $25,000 ta $40,000 per mile. If done
dunng planned resurfacing, costs are munimal. Cost depends partly on
the number of lane lines that need to be repainted. The estimated cost of
extending the sidewatks of constructing a ratsed median can amount to
S100,000 per mile or more.

@ MINGESOTAS BEST PRACTICES FON PYRES TIRANBCYLLE SAFTT
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PRACTICE SUMMARY

Road Diet (3 of 3)

DESIGN FEATURES ALTERNATIVE CROSS SECTIONS

As shown in the graphic to the right from the City of Minneapolis Ten- ¥ Pockary ' e : | WU Ry

Year Transpartaton Action Plan, there are many variations of the use of [—m]
an 80-foot nght-of-way cross section, induding the typical road diet
discussed with ene lane of traffic in each direction and a centes turn line.

BEST PRACTICE

foad diets refer 1O the comversion of 1oadways from four

teirvel Lines to two and provids a number af walety benefits foe
pedestiians and bicycles. The rédoction in the numbes of lapes
reguiarly results in & decrease iy ravel speeds. In addition, the
kelihood of multiple ivehicle] thisats for pedestrians aossing
the soadway s virtually sliminatad and = space is created in the
road that can be converted to a bicycle lane. Minor arterials
and callocten with traffic volumen under 18000 vehicken pet
day are considermd candidates for comversion

SOURCES

Amarican Asszcution of State sy and Tarsportation Iffctys GAASHID), 2004 Gunke fr tie
o Do, and Opexation of Pegearion fraiies, Avalible for pyrohass from AASHTO at
< MR bosksto fars portativn 00 Tem_detabiagunia=119>

Emarican Awsacution of State Mgy and Trarspoetation Offckels (ARSHTOY Guvde for the i s . J m*‘
Develoywmene of Bk Fooaes, Founth Rooan, e ‘ . doncincts ﬂ _J
e~ =R
Raallsble st <htp!imwrm coeftainghaese oig'itudy deraloiniitidaats ity of Mivreryass Tt Xor 1

Federa Mgty vttt (R, Offcn o Safey Byt and Pedesiin Sty <heptatety, 1 O o MRS e Rapertion Ao P (= Curb & Gutter
Svwa det.gov/ ped_tike! > I 80

Fedecsl Highway Adminetration [FAWR. Descrnng Walkatle Ushan Thaegatares: A Conteot Serative Ao prosch " Traffic Analyus Tsolor Avafabée o <1ty e B cog e moda et derpteoetend iden Frodactletul cinpo=RP- (00 -2
Tranipeetation Reseanch Boand of the Matiomf Acadermres. 2008, MOUR? Repart 417 Acordent ModtRcation Factont $1 afic Fngireering ad (TS improverne rts, Harkey, I, Cousol £, Semivasan A, {yos, C Penaod, & Foclen, K Lefleg &
Geony, £, Baek, L, Wanay € and Baenesos, A

At of Tram potta km Englteers {TTE). Aueef Def Sanetond: Settvig Tonds £ Lhable Stets, Avaclable for puschase e ITE o </ fwowe e a1g's trodales) sttt et Ondetw Tros tSets e Imipe=Lr-670 =

Atiared Coopieative afay Reseerch Proguam {NCHRATL. 2054 Gt R Facton for Tertfic Engs and (TS ke Pragect 17:25 Foa eyt

Podrafe: Pdestrian Sefety Gede and (sembormman e Sefactian Syssam. 2002

<R o et g pediafeped e Sowmrbaads oin > Sépnambie,

@ MINNESOTA'S DEST PRACTICES FOR PEDESTRIAN/BICVCLE SAFETY SEPTEMBER 2011
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How to Get Involved
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Using this Plan

At the heart of every successful Safe
Routes to School comprehensive
program is a coordinated effort by
parent volunteers, school staff, local
agency staff, law enforcement and
community advocates, such as public
health.

This plan provides an overview of Safe Routes to
School with specific recommendations fora 6 E’s
approach to improve the safety and the health
and wellness of students. The specific
recommendations in this plan are intended to
support improvements and programs over the
next 5 years. These recommendations include
both long- and short-term infrastructure
improvements as well as programmatic
recommendations.

It should be noted that not all these projects and
programs need to be implemented right away to
improve the environment for walking and bicycling
to school. The recommended projects and
programs listed in this plan should be reviewed as
part of the overall and ongoing Safe Routes to
School strategy. Some projects will require more
time, support, and funding than others. It is
important to achieve shorter-term successes while
laying the groundwork for progress toward some
of the larger and more complex projects.

34

Once approved, it is suggested that meetings
occur between the school district, city, local
groups and other members listed in the beginning
of this plan.

e Integration of the SRTS plan/efforts into
school, city, partner and county plans,
upgrades, trainings and infrastructure
enhancements when possible.

e  Periodic discussion with the SRTS
planning group about the SRTS plan and
its progress, adding new members as
needed. Utilize member strengths for
continued success.

e Periodic review and update of this plan
on a regular basis (annual is suggested)

e  Major updates to the plan taking place on
a 3-5-year basis

e Keep track of goals/strategies that have
been achieved and new strategies that
should be added.

o Keep track of local success metrics, such
as the number of successful
walking/biking events held, local
education classes held, etc.

e Continue to partner with MnDOT on
future initiatives to keep children safe
while walking and biking to school.



WHO ARE YOU?

Successful programs are achieved through the
coordinated efforts of parent volunteers, school
staff, local agency staff, law enforcement and
community advocates, such as public health. Each
partner has a key role to play in contributing to a
plan’s success. The following paragraphs highlight
the unique contributions of key partners in Safe
Routes to School.

| AM A PARENT

Parents can use this report to understand the
conditions at their children’s school and to
become familiar with the ways an SRTS program
can work to make walking and bicycling safer.
Concerned parents or city residents have a very
important role in the Safe Routes to School
process. Parent groups, both formal and informal,
have the ability and the responsibility to help
implement many of the educational and
encouragement programs suggested in this plan.
Parent groups can also be key to ongoing success
by helping to fundraise for smaller projects and
programs.

| AM A COMMUNITY MEMBER

Community residents, even if they don’t currently
have children enrolled in school, can play an
important role in supporting implementation of
the plan. They can use this report to better

35

understand where there may be opportunities to
participate in programming initiatives and
infrastructure improvements. Community
members, including seniors or retirees who may
have more flexible schedules than parents with
school-aged children, may volunteer in established
programs or work with school staff or community
partners to start new programs recommended in
this plan.

| WORK FOR THE SCHOOL DISTRICT

School district staff can use this report to prioritize
improvements identified on District property and
develop programs that educate and encourage
students and parents to seek alternatives to single
family commutes to school.

District officials are perhaps the most stable of the
stakeholders for a Safe Routes to School program
and are in the best position to keep the program
active over time. District staff can work with
multiple schools, sharing information and bringing
efficiencies to programs at each school working on
Safe Routes.

| AM A SCHOOL ADMINISTRATOR

School administrators have an important role in
implementing the recommendations contained
within this SRTS plan. For a plan to succeed, the
impetus for change and improvement must be
supported by the leadership of the school



School administrators can help with making policy
and procedural changes to projects that are within
school grounds and by distributing informational
materials to parents within school publications.
Please read the SRTS Facts for School
Communication in Appendix B.

| AM A TEACHER OR OTHER STAFF MEMBER

Other than parents, teachers might interact with
students the most. Teachers can include bicycle
and pedestrian safety in lesson plans (see Walk!
Bike! Fun!). Sharing books in your classroom that
promote walking and biking is a good way to get
kids interested at an early age. Teachers can also
arrange for field trips within walking distance of
school and incorporate informal lessons about
safety along the way. In general, being positive
and encouraging about walking and biking is a
great way to start!

| WORK FOR THE CITY OR COUNTY

City and County staff can use this report to identify
citywide issues and opportunities related to
walking and bicycling and to prioritize
infrastructure improvements. City staff can also
use this report to support Safe Routes to School
funding and support opportunities such as:

e MnDOT Safe Routes to School (SRTS) grants

e Federal Safe Routes to School (SRTS) grants

e Statewide Health Improvement Program
(SHIP)
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For all infrastructure recommendations, a traffic
study and more detailed engineering may be
necessary to evaluate project feasibility, and
additional public outreach should be conducted
before final design and construction. For
recommendations within the public right-of-way,
the responsible agency will determine how (and if)
to incorporate suggestions into local improvement
plans and prioritize funding to best meet the
needs of each school community.

WORK FOR THE POLICE DEPARTMENT

Police department staff can use this report to
understand issues related to walking and bicycling
to school and to plan for and prioritize
enforcement activities that may make it easier and
safer for students to walk and bike to school. The
Police Department will be instrumental to the
success of the enforcement programs and policies
recommended in this plan. The Police Department
will also have a key role in working with school
administrations in providing officers and
assistance to some of the proposed education and
encouragement programs.

| WORK IN PUBLIC HEALTH

Public health staff can use this report to identify
specific opportunities to collaborate with schools
and local governments to support safety
improvements and encourage healthy behaviors in
school children and their families.
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Uh May20at25PM

Nord's Pharmacy & Gifts shared a post.

It's Family Fun Night at Magelssen Elementary tonight! Over 50 Bikes being

given awayl!

There will aiso be Car Seat Checks, Bike Helmet Sale and fitting checks

and the bike safety rodeol

#Community #HomelownCaring #GearUpForSummet

Appendices

The following appendices provide additional
supplemental information that was imperative
toward the creation of this plan and the
aforementioned SRTS strategies for Fosston.

Appendix A: Average Daily Traffic Counts Map

Appendix B: Heavy Commercial Traffic Average Daily
Traffic Counts Map

Appendix C: Fosston Road Functional Classifications
Map

Appendix D: Fosston Railroad Volumes Map
Appendix E: Fosston Highway 2 Speed Limits Map
Appendix F: City of Fosston Map

Appendix G: Railroad Crossings & Train Speeds Map

Magelssen Elementary
Family Fun Night

End of the Year Picnic

Monday, May 20th, 2019

5:00-7:00 p.m.

Appendix H: School Long-Term Facilities Maintenance
Plan

Appendix |I: Fosston Crash Listings
Appendix J: Fosston Survey Results

Appendix K: Sidewalk Pedestrian Ramp Replacement
& Crosswalk Marking Project

Appendix L: Fosston Sidewalk Inventory

Appendix M: Forms
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Appendix A - Average Daily Traffic
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Fosston Heavy Commercial Average Daily Traffic
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Appendix C - Road Classifications

Fosston Road Functional Classification

May 2, 2013 16,000
0 cos ar nam
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o ] 02 04 im
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= Principle Atenal - Other ~  Ninor Collector
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Appendix D - Railroad Volumes
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Appendix E — Hwy 2 Speed Limits
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Appendix F - City of Fosston

City of Fosston Safe Routes to School
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ilroad Speeds
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Appendix H — Long-Term Facilities

Maintenance
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Paint ceiling at cafeteria rastoom 413 o N [ s [ % 0% % PN O %
Fwolace light switch cafeteria restraom {ower (1) 5344 o [ [ % % o 0% 0% % N o
\Fealace Drinking f 5 Caf (ADA) S2.750 o % % . 0% o% 100% v, o O o
Z m m _ m m m 3 ‘Reslace Acoustical wall surface at cifsteria §55,000 o o % 0% o o 0% o % % o%
{Replace weod doars 54 250 o o s s (% [ % i o % 0%
Heolace wood paneling st caletaria 510,313 % an 0% % [0 (I 0% % o (% %
S2061 (% A % % [ o 0% e [ [ %
5415 [ 8 [ (% % [ 0% o o i %
\Paind storage roam walls 413 [ 0 % [12:9 [t [0 0% ) (123 0% [
1952 Offices
{Faint conference rooms i'u_._u voulu o o . % (I [ % am % (043 %
|Nurs=s office restraom not fully AGA S2750 " N % % 0% (s T00% o P 0% (12
‘Single stall restrooms are rat fully ADA $27%0 [ s oS [y (% % 100% o s (% 0%
Realace door to workroom mublwu o o . o [ [ 0% % % 5% ™%
1952 Corridars
Reairviry! flear 51358 o s m 0% 0% % [ s o 0% on
Reglace vingl base 55,500 s o o e o % 0 % o Ok o%
Reglace corridar wood doars 54.12% N ) () o 1o s 0% o o™ % o%
ﬁ 1958 Classrooms
‘Fatch and paint wails $10.313 o o [ % O3 [ 0% P o 0% o
{Reglace cirpet In east dassrooms 510,223 o ol (. s (T8 O [ . o (o0 o
{Heglace Chalkboards with white boards 55815 s % % U% [0 43 0% s o [ 0%
Replace drinong founts in east classrooms 5418 (s [ [ % (40} (8 N % oL o o
SIBEIS (s A s (A (% [ (s (% [ %
S8250 % N [ s s [ % o [ [ %
588 [ o % [ 0% O 0% o % N 5
m..m.wv o o ™ % (I 5% 1% o o i o%
Reslace tile flcor In restrooms of dassoons 8 and 9 SL37S G ™ . (1) o% O 0%, o o o% 0%
Mestroams of §and 9 are ot ADA £40,000 1 a % 0% % 0 [ ) o 0% 0%
Rexlace Fixtures {2 stools, 6 sinks, 2 fountains| S8.800 [ ™ (L) s [ [ 0% 100, O % 0%
£27.500 [ % s 0% [ i 0% o o (% %
wom o I o % [ % 0% % o [ [
‘Reglace Gym Floor 96,250 [ o [ % on % % s % % 0%
‘Heglace corridar dooes $4,12% [ o N % o o 0% U% % [ o%
Mecoulk cootrol joints P o N e m [ % 0% an O o o
{epaint door frames a8 ox 3% % % oK [ O, [ o 0% 0%
Paint walls 56,875 e o a% [ (% % X ™, o o5 %
1996 Classrooms
‘Faint music walls $2, 7150 (M ™ L) % [ [ ) o (5 ox %
|Replace music carpet »L.k..m...- (s A (L (ra (7% U (I (% O s (™
Reaaint door frames at rusic s34 (e % N, o O [ O %, [ % %
‘Paint Kindergarten walls §1.719 (o ™ T o 0% i 0% o O N %
(Realace tollet partitions §12, 225 (o % [ % 1 [ 0% [ 1 8 %
(Paint walls $2063 % . om o) [\ (% % m, o B )
?ﬂ_uﬁ Lavs at comldor restrooms 54,124 [ s (1.4 % (' [ 0% o 74 (% %
.*E_unu mitrors $1.031 [ o [ [ [ [ % o (% (0 %
ﬁmm-:s-__ tile $1.375 (s P [ rs % [ e (M Lo (% %
MReolace wood doors 52,063 % N o 0 0% (% % % (% 0% o%
_ 1996 Corridar
(Fatch and Paint walls 511,000 s N o % o % X o™ % o %
JReplace vinyl base 53438 % 0% (13 s o [0 N s O 0% 0%
\Heplage vestibule carpet S27%0 o s om N [0 508 (% %, oy o )




H

N School

HS wir!‘ Envelope

1937 Area

Tuckpolinting 5206,250 %% % 0% s 0 0% {5 m ™% % 5%
|Replace windows/glsss block threughaut 302,500 0 s 0% 0% 12 B¢ % % % 0% )
|Replace Exterior Doors 437,813 % i o Q% 0% 0 (% 0% N 100%
Replace sidewalk at West entrance for ADA 35 500 % e 0% & 0% O e X % N 100%
Replace window sills $3,438 o% [t 0% 0% 0% O 0% % 100%
Repair Plaster on north wall $2.750 O % % 0% ¥k 0% % % 0% 0% 100%
| 1962 South
Replace windows throughout 511,000 O % 0% 100% 0% M % % (15 0% %
Repalr Brick slang south 5$1.375 O O 0% [ 0% {y O 0 N
North Entrance coors not accessitle due to settiing. Instl 52,750 0% o 0% 100% 0¥ 0% O% 0% 0% %
Replace driveway on east 56,875 0% % 0% 100% O O 0% % 0% o 0%
Replace turf on east side for drainage 51,031 o % O 100% % e % o 0% %
[ 1962 North
Replace windows throughout 513,750 m o 0% 100% (% [ { (% % (1
Repalr beick along NE corner 51,375 " 0% 100% O% M { O 0% ()
_zm_uw: soffits at east entrance 52,063 08 ta 0% 100% D ) i % 0% % )
_mnu_unn doors at east entrance $2,750 o% g 0% 100% O 0% O a%. 0% % )
1981 North
Replace Windows S28.875 0% % 0% 100% (56 036 b2 0% (123 0% %
Repair Brck {3 areas) 51,375 O O% 0N 100% [ ON ON 0% oM N
Paint Louver 5344 % % 0% 04 0% o O % % (%
Exposed Insulation - Replace and Regrade $4,125 05 o 0% 100% [ 0% % 2 % o 0%
Tuckpoin: Stone Wall 56,875 O % 0% % o O% o s o [V 0%
1981 East
Replace Windows S20,625 % % % 0% (% 100%: y % 4% N %
Tuckpolnsing [minar] 51,375 s % 0% [ [ »L’Ft A [ % o )
Replace damaged downsgout 5688 5% o %% D% 05 L»!I’ 1% U % % )
Damaged Overbead door section - Replace $6.875 O % 0% Ox O 100% 0 % % o% o
Entrance doors (2 locations | not ADA - Install stoop and wl 85,500 O O 0% 0% 100% 0% 0%
1581 South
Replace Windows 511,000 o (% 0% (%% [ 2100% ™ 0% o %
Replace damagec downspout 534 % % % 0% M 1005 o o ™% o
Replace south entry doors 56,875 05 % 0% 0% e 1005 X % O U 0%
Tuckpoint/Repair $10,000 O 0% 0% % 100% 0 2, 0% 0%
1996 South
[Hepatt North-and-South-Canopies—Hemoved S75:000 o % % [ (1% 0% (% ™ o [ %
Yuck-painting |6 locations) $2,063 % 0% (% [0 M 100% % % %%
|Replace sidewalk at west antrance for ADA $1,375 % 0% X [T 0% 100% % [ A
Repair EIFS near roaf access $1.375 % % 0% O 0% 100% 0% % % o
Control Jaint Caulking 56,875 0% 0 O {J [ 100% O% (1] % (1,
General 50 o ON O (0% O 0 O OX 0% o o
Paint all Exterior Metal doers and frames $13,750 0% % 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% N 0% o5 o
Re-Caulk all masonsy control jeints and openings $13,750 % 0% 0% 03 05 100% O 0% 0% % )
Provide now weather stripping at all doors $13,750 0 O [t (1 0¥ 0% 100% O, % o% O
Caulk all E1FS control joints 52,750 Y e o 0% O 2007, o ™ (45! %




High
School

B 0¥ 7] 4 () o 0% {1 0% % (13 0%
176 625 0% % % % (1 % 1% 1% % s %
-% 0% % 0 0% X % e s (b % %
+ S5a TR 0 ™ (4 0% o % ™ o % %
Roofing Area F, and 1 thru 0(1996) Fully Adhered 5653 750 0% % [ 0N % % % ax DX s (1o
Hoolmp Arca F;and J e 0118961 BR 4575 000 % o% oW o 0% oM o o % N 04
Aces 512004 Sattested 4B 758 0¥ ™ o ) s ™ [ oW, % 3 [
Area B (2004) Fully Adharod 354,304 0% ™ 0% % % [ m o% [r [ o
Aros B {2004) BUR 372,500 o% % % 0% % 0% % % 0% O 0N
DT e e Y WL AR 0 % o % o % D% o oy % [
Area G, Fand 0 {2005} Ful'y Adhered 51,045,000 0% ) % o [ % o % % % %
(fseea G etk D L3005 BAR et 0% P [ 1] 0P % % T % O 0%
] B 0% "™, [ 0% % % o™ o % o O
Area C (2009) Fully Adhered 159,375 0% % {1 0% (5% 0% 0% aw 1" 0% Ok
HS Interior
| 1887
Ruplace Stage Curtain 349, 500 0% % 0% oM % % o % % % [
Patch/Paint Stage walls 56875 0% [ % ™ oM % ax 0% (% o
Cym/Stage Floor 5146644 0% % [ oM o % % o% % X o
Gym CollIng Replacemant 349,088 0% % % 0% [ 0% o 1 [ 0% %
Plaster Regair/Pant $171,875 0% ) o [ o UH % o 0% W X
1562 South
Replace wood coors throughout 341,290 0% % o o N oK 0% o [ X O
Floorng 337,066 [ ™ % o o o % 0% 0% (L5 £
Palnting $4.538 s % o 0% (% 0% o o 1% o %
Wamen's and Mens Tollet Partitions 53,30 % % (e [0 N [ o % [F O )
Music Acoustical Wall Replacement 313,750 0% % [ "% o e o X (1] 0% %
.nlue..:as 55,875 0 0 e o 0% % o % [r 100% o
1962 North
Replace wood coors throughout 320,625 0% % [ o % OH om o 0% o 0%
Paint walls throaghout 316,363 0% (% i 1) ) A ™ ™ by aw [
Caulk wirdows - Intefior 31,730 0% 0% o5 N O o % o 0% % 0N
Flooring 388,756 0% o i o o % o an o A [
[Replace Chalkboards with Whitehoards 56,738 0% " % % o o™ ™ Y % e o
Cabinetry Reptacement 5101750 £ 153 o5 0 o ox 0% an, 0% 0% [
Restroom Todet Partitions $13.750 0% e % 1oy [ % [ 1% [ar %
Mirrors 52,858 0% 1) O 0% o oM o 100% % i %
Provide accessible stall S687S I o [ 0% o % % 100% 1% X %
1561
Paint 333,550 (b (% e o o ™ m o % 0% ™
Tite Werk 311,668 0% "% [ % % o8 1o I 1% [46 0%
Replace Teckboards/Chalkboards 54813 0% % o i % () % N [ [ 0%
_Rm_ln entrance for ADA m~.8lu 0% ) [ 0N [ % om N % o %
Flooeing Replscement 367,001 0% % 0% [ s o 0% ™ (% % 0%
Replace csewoek 357,650 0% n s % % % 0% N [ X %
Replace coors $33,000 0% N s 0% [0 0% 0% o % (13 [0
Provide ADA Accossibie Stalls whls % N oM % % % % 100% 0% 10 [he
Replace tollet partitions $13, 750 0% o [ o [ N 0% 100% % [ %
Replace mirors 55, 17% 0% ™ % r o o% o 100% [ o o%
1596
_m.lu_la.. m..b.wnlw 0% % o % i U % Un M % o%
(Flooring $63,938 0% (% % i [ (% 1% % [ %
Replace toilet sartitions 59,330 0% 0% [ oN [ 0% [ 100 O % 0%
Gym 106 Replace Gnlles 82 750 % 1L (4 e [ o ™ T™, (hy %
Replace casework 57,563 % ) [ 0% % o on e % (¥ N
Floor tle/Grout 53,438 o% o [ o% (% % o 100% % X 0%
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General

General Allowance
Plumbing $15,000
Electrical 515,000
Mechanical 515,000
Interior Surfaces $5,000 (5%
Athletic Fields to ADA Code 547,816
Asbestos Abatement $159,500
Scope Toilets $5,000 0%
Bus Garage Overhead Doors $24,000 0
Bus Garage Roof 560,000 0%
North Entrance Handicap Ramps $36,225 0%
Wall Mats 540,000 0%
Roof Maintenance 520,000 0%
ICS LTFM Planning Agreement 55,000 0%
WSN Structural Inspection $1,000 0%
Elementary Asbestos Abatement - Induded in H&S $12,800 0%
Elementary New Flooring 511,200 03
Plumbing System Investigation 55,000 0%
ADA Accessibility Ramp $35,000 0%
East Sidewalks/Grading 543,800 0%
Doors 11,12, 13 $20,000 0%
Metal Shop Door 55,000 0%
Correct Entrances (Architectural Metal) <0 0%
Roof Maintenance 515,000 0%
Elementary Oven $8,000 P
Fire Door Installation 8375 0%
75% ICS Planning Agreement 55,569 o
FY18 ACTUALS S0 0’
Code 368 - Building Envelope 514,343 100%
Code 369 - Building Hardware and Equipment S5,408 100% 0% 05 (V.. % (00 % (%
Code 370- Electrical 54,789 100% 0% O 0%
Cade 379 - Interior Surfaces $34,855 100% 0% %
Code 380 - Mechanical Systems $20,138 100% 0% 0%
Code 381 - Plumbing $9,317 100% (B B %
Code 382 - Professional Services and Salary $10,569 100% 0 % % 0% 0%
Code 383 - Roof Systemns 52,700 100% 0% 0% 0% % 5%
Code 324 - Site Projects 56,771 100% 0% 0% o3 % 0% 0%




EXPENDITURE SHEET

Dwgton of Scho Fnence

—— 1590 Higtvirng b Yo Long-Term Facilities Maintenance Ten-Year Expenditure Application ED- 0347804
©F Sbscation Rosowo. Wy 561134986
i 4 rtes ext mated esgerdd that are ol bl e ST Long Temm Fadi i o e Manienan (e Remes i nder M e o SEmares, Sacson 1738 895, subdvidion 1O Eme iy Uniform Snantal ard Acoentag Segomng Sindacdy {URLEST S 1a0re code ry NAs poar in i Lpece goowided
L L
_5.55 Name Fasston School INstrict Dserict 8 601
Date
| Dstrics Contact for Quwstions 00 this Sarmedsheet |Email: knche & 201 o0
ame | Cevin Ricke Proce ¥ 182356335 |
Fiscal Yoar, Ending June 3th I 2009 210 m 022 2013 AL s 226 2027 200
I
axdudut project casts of $303,000 or More for Which
additional re s requested for Fmance Codes 358, 363 and 356
| finsnce Code | Category _. 2 . L S B L 8 L L
347 Pligaical Banancs 5 19man 55,554 53,620 S5,670 35733 35,720 55,848 55,906 5,365 6005 26,065
35 Tther Razardous Materials s w0 736" 512" si261 " s ” s1.28 " 53,78 51318 51,327 s1up s
31 Invrnmentsl Heaith and Safecy Mansgesent s s sinem " f1amo0 " 614,088 " TSI B s12 " sz | s1nser 7 s siss0” 416000
ise Achasics Remoual and Enapudation it r s13, 08 " s20 " ssas ssu " ss36 " s ” sar sss2 " s " 561
363 Fire Satoty s wmmn 510,058 7 0% " s10,668 | 50775 sinass | st ” s " su2me’ sk’ $11.4%
2 Indoor Al Crality ’s s0” s’ s’ Cd w’ s0” sa’” so! w” @
Total Mealth e Safety Captal Projects r SI061 a7 06k $3L 781 SiL1Y - $134%0 TV M 536,012 $34005 © S smaa $15,510
Pt sl Safcly Profect Costing $300,000 o more per Sz Ve, i
Tinence Code | Category 1
358 Ashustos Resransl and Enzapsutation 0 X 0 50 s 50 s0 S0 50 o o
363 Fire Safery o ® ® S0 ) 0 ) 50 30 “@ 3
13 Indoor Al Creality 50 bl 0 0 ) bl o] 30 30 & 6
Total Health i Saluty Cagotwd Projects $100,000 or Morw { 30 o 50 50 0 [ [ 0 50 0 %0
Swmadwling fur Agproved Votuntary Pre-K under M St section 1240151
Finance Coda | Cotogory 1
35 Remadeling foe preainderganen [PreK) Instruction appaved ty the
Commwsscner 0 XK K S0 £0 0 S0 30 30 e 0
s
Fineoce ot | Catogory 1
'} Aczensibility 0" S50~ P 2010 " YRt 6072 ” 7R sanndn © 50 i 56301
d Capit bxpemal turm Pojects
Comw | Catugory 1
362 Butid ng Envmlope U5 143288 25,000 % $121.689 450 559,603 ST 51573 $15110 o 533636
" Dt g Hardware it Cguil e "5 sam %) w0 50 & 0 %0 29,851 50 @6 w
wn Hactricl . 5. 47045 ) $15,000 515,000 515000 $15,000 515,000 £15,000 $15,000 $15.000 @
in Intarics Swlates S 348s4ss 511,200 S4E. 56 55,000 55,000 55,000 san8m2 439,274 5142540 5000 @
a8 Mechanical Syzieme ‘s wimes w 15,000 $15,000 515,000 515,000 $35,000 $15,000 315,000 515,000 @
1| Plusbirg s anem 48,000 £18,000 S1S000 515000 £15,000 s1a611 25,108 $18.000 S15.000 «
s Profesucnal Ssecvices and Salacy "L uman 55,500 % 0 50 % e %0 % @ @
383 Rool Systems 's  aema 515,000 520,000 50 @ 9 s % s0 “w w0
33 Site Frojecta 3. ET0EE S3.800 . 3830 0 33 SL48 3 38 L =
Tota! Deferied Copited Expenze 2nd Malntemance 4 th&i 2113.948 S111656 | d 3190073 d 2114646 133603 ] 175110 o 3125813 I $204,153 558,216 v 536%
[retal Annanl 30 Year Plan Lrpenditues 51a35,551 $106,730 5361407 $226 116 £200.3%9 $170,460 $297.40% 52714,123 5239%,800 59130 955 490

1CS

CONSULTING, INC
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Abbreviations

ADA: Americans with Disability Act

BUR: Built-Up Roof System

EIFS: Exterior Insulation and Finish System
Elem: Magelssen Elementary

FY: Fiscal Year

ICS: Innovate, Collaborate, Sustain

LTFM: Long-Term Facilities Maintenance
H&S: Health and Safety

HS: Fosston High School

HVAC: Heating, Ventilation and Air Conditioning
VCT: Vinyl Composition Tile

WSN: Widseth, Smith, Nolting

L]
. B . )
Hﬁl'f CONSULTING, INC
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Appendix | — Fosston Crash Listings

ROUTE Relationship FIRST HARMFUL
MAP IT | COUNTY CITY DATE TIME SEVERITY to EVEN/CRASH
NAME .
Intersection TYPE
Property L
USTH2 | Maplt! | POLK | Fosston | 1/22/2018 | DamageOnly | Tintersection | MOtor Vehiclein
Transport
Crash
Property Driveway . -
Light Pol lit
W 1STST | Maplt! | POLK | Fosston | 2/8/2018 | Damage Only Access 'ght :o: Utility
Crash Related
Four-Way Parked Motor
W 1ST ST Map It! POLK F 10/201
STS ap It O osston | 5/10/2016 0 Intersection Vehicle
Property
Four-Way Parked Motor
W 1ST ST Map It! POLK F 1/6/2017 D I
STS ap It © osston /6/20 amage Only Intersection Vehicle
Crash
Suspected . S
S JOHNSON Intersection Motor Vehicle in
| . )
AVE Map It! POLK Fosston | 5/16/2017 Minor Injury Related Transport
Crash
N OMLAND Property Motor Vehicle in
Map It! POLK Fosston | 11/7/2016 Damage Only | T Intersection
AVE Transport
Crash
Property Four-Way Motor Vehicle in
I
2ND ST NE Map It! Polk Fosston | 12/12/2017 Damage Only Intersection Transport
Crash
Not at
Possible Injury | Intersection,
I
2ND ST NE Map It! POLK Fosston 5/3/2017 Crash Interchange Overturn/Rollover
or Junction
Property Motor Vehicle in
E 1STST Map It! POLK Fosston 1/4/2018 Damage Only | T Intersection
Transport
Crash
Property . S
N EATON Intersection Motor Vehicle in
|
AVE Map It! POLK Fosston 3/4/2016 DamcargaihOnly Related Transport
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http://maps.google.com/maps?q=47.57917713,-95.75819919
http://maps.google.com/maps?q=47.57903037,-95.75791175
http://maps.google.com/maps?q=47.57672326,-95.75277122
http://maps.google.com/maps?q=47.57612363,-95.75170904
http://maps.google.com/maps?q=47.57609664,-95.75170052
http://maps.google.com/maps?q=47.58302652,-95.75822685
http://maps.google.com/maps?q=47.57535799,-95.74607233
http://maps.google.com/maps?q=47.57535705,-95.74324675
http://maps.google.com/maps?q=47.57404785,-95.74297524
http://maps.google.com/maps?q=47.57541153,-95.74450442

Property

N DUNLEY Four-Way Motor Vehicle in
I
AVE Map It! POLK Fosston 2/8/2018 Damage Only Intersection Transport
Crash
Property . .
N MARKAVE | Mapit! | POLK | Fosston | 6/10/2017 | Damageonly | 'Mtersection Other - Fixed
Related Object
Crash
Property Intersection Motor Vehicle in
I
N MARK AVE | Map It! POLK Fosston | 2/23/2018 Damage Only Related Transport
Crash
Property Intersection Traffic Signal or
ATHER DR Map It! POLK Fosst 201 D I
> d O osston 6/8/2016 amage Only Related Signal Structure
Crash
Property Not at
--NOT ON Intersection, Light Pole/Utility
I
ROADWAY — Map It! POLK Fosston | 5/10/2016 Damage Only Interchange Pole
Crash .
or Junction
Not at
Property Intersection Roadway Sign or
TH 2 Map It! Polk 4/26/2017 D I !
us ap It ° /26/20 amage Only Interchange Signal Structure
Crash .
or Junction
Property L
USTH2 | Maplit! | Polk 1/2/2017 | Damage Only | ¥ Intersection | MOt Vehiclein
Transport
Crash
Property icla i
USTH2 | Maplt! | Polk 5/20/2016 | Damage Only | Tintersection | “Oto" Vehiclein
Transport
Crash
Not at
Property Intersection Roadway Sign or
430TH STSE | Map It! POLK 1/25/201 D I !
30THSTS Map It O /25/2016 amage Only Interchange Signal Structure
Crash .
or Junction
Property Not at
COLUMBIA Intersection Parked Motor
| 7’
RD Map It! POLK 7/27/2016 Damage Only Interchange Vehicle
Crash .
or Junction
Not at
COLUMBIA Intersection Parked Motor
| ’
RD Map It! POLK 7/17/2016 N/A Interchange Vehicle
or Junction
Property .
320TH AVE Map It! POLK 1/22/2017 Damage Only Intersection Overturn/Rollover
SE Crash Related
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http://maps.google.com/maps?q=47.57659583,-95.74292305
http://maps.google.com/maps?q=47.57798615,-95.75532165
http://maps.google.com/maps?q=47.57983885,-95.75339257
http://maps.google.com/maps?q=47.57080689,-95.74124651
http://maps.google.com/maps?q=47.57900046,-95.75827435
http://maps.google.com/maps?q=47.58606166,-95.77301262
http://maps.google.com/maps?q=47.57240159,-95.74465106
http://maps.google.com/maps?q=47.57070774,-95.7414102
http://maps.google.com/maps?q=47.54420615,-95.79012395
http://maps.google.com/maps?q=47.57241462,-95.74444177
http://maps.google.com/maps?q=47.57220118,-95.74244656
http://maps.google.com/maps?q=47.54414668,-95.78988183

Not at

310TH AVE Intersection
| 7’
SE Map It! POLK 8/13/2017 N/A Interchange Overturn/Rollover
or Junction
Property L.
Four-Way Motor Vehicle in
|
SATHER DR | Map It! POLK 12/5/2016 Damcari(:hOnly Intersection Transport
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http://maps.google.com/maps?q=47.54438608,-95.80978276
http://maps.google.com/maps?q=47.57207704,-95.74060623

Appendix J — Fosston Survey Results

Parent Survey Aggregate Summary

Program Name: Fosston School District
Date range: Fall 2018 {luly - December 201 8)

Date Report Generated: 01/02/2019

Fosston High December 2018 o 26
School (1B8288%)
Magelssen December 2018 i) 63
Elementary (1B286)
School
Total: 0 89

This report contains information from parents about their children's trip to and from school, The report also reflects parents'
perceptions regarding whether walking and kicyeling te school is appropriate for their child. The data used in this report were
collected using the Survey about Walking and Biking to School for Parents form from the National Center for Safe Routes to School,

Sex of children for parents that provided information

45

B Male
@ Female

Page 10f 14
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Percent of Children

Grade levels of children represented in survey

2U—

18

)

(o)

=

4

2

0
Kindergarten 2 3 4

o
o]

-
@
w
=
o

Grade levels of children represented in survey

Resporses per
Grade in School Erade
Number | Percent
Kindergarten 12 15%
1 6 8%
2 3 8%
3 3 4%
4 10 13%
5 15 19%
6 8 10%
7 4 5%
8 7 Do
9 1 1%
10 4 5%
11 2 3%
12 2 3%

No response: O
Parcontages may not total 100% due 1o rounding.
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Parent estimate of distance from child's home to school

Percent of Children

ou

40

w
o
|

204

10

< 1/4 mile

1/4 ta 1/2 mile

Distance between Home and School

172 ta 1 mile

> 2 miles

| to 2 miles

Parent Survey Aggregate Summary

Distarie b.e“,“ee'.‘ Number of children Percent
home and school
Less than 1/4 mile 27 32%
1/4 mile up to 1/2 mile 9 11%
1/2 mile upto 1 mile 6 7%
1 mile upto 2 miles 2 2%
More than 2 miles 41 48%

Don't know or No response: 4

Percentages may not total 100% due to rounding
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Typical mode of arrival at and departure from school

I
I B Morning O Afternoonl

o
g

58
B 52

w1
i

S
i

34
30-

204

Percent of Children

14
10 mm

10+ :
11 2
0.. — __ b E l-- : o 8 S

Walk Bike School Family Carpool Transit' Other
Bus Vehicle

A

Typical mode of arrival at and departure from school

Time of Trip Numbrer Walk Bike School Bus Faml;ly Carpoo! Transit Other
of Trips Vehicle
Morning 87 1096 1% 34% 52% 2% %% %
Afternoon 25 14% 1% 58% 26% 1% 0% %

No Response Morning: 2
No Response Afternoon: 4
Percentages may not total 100% due to rounding.
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Typical mode of school arrival and departure by distance child

lives from school

[0 Afternoon

B Morning

L
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Typical mode of school arrival and departure by distance child
lives from school

School Arriva
Distance r"‘"r'[',f:;rd‘,'l'j:,h"" Wialk Biko \;'(':"3’:): i‘,Z'::;:L carpool | Transh Other
1 Less than 1/4 mile 27 33% 4% 15% 41% 7% 0% 0%
2 1/4mile up to 1/2 mile 8 0% 0% 63% 8% 0% 0% 0%
3 3/2 mileup to 1 mile 6 0% 0% 33% 67% 0% 0% 0%
4 1 mile up to 2 miles 2 % % 0% 100% 0% 0% 0%
5 More than 2 miles 41 0% % 41% 59% 0% 0% 0%
Don't know or No response: 0
Percentages may not total 100% due to rounding.
School Departure
Distance " ”[;l;;:":r':vhm Walk Bika X ;I::"l :’:_":::L Carpool Transit Other
Less than 1/4 mile 27 37% a% 48% 11% 0% 0% 0%
1/4 mile upto 1/2 mile 8 25% 0% 38% 38% 0% 0% 0%
1/2 mile upto 1 mile [ 0% 0% 67% 33% 0% 0% 0%
1 mileupto 2 miles 1 0% 0% 100% 0% 0% 0% 0%
More than 2 miles 40 0% 0% 65% 33% 3% 0% 0%

Don't know or No response: 0
Percentages may not total 100% due to rounding,
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Percent of children who have asked for permission to walk or
bike to/from school by distance they live from school
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Percent of children who have asked for permission to walk or
bike toffrom school by distance they live from school

Asked Permission? || Number of children Less th.an 1f4 mile up 142 rm!e. up 1 mile up to More‘!han 2
1/4 mile 10 1/2 mile to 1 mile 2 miles miles
Yes 160 T8% 50% 33% 100% 7%
No 260 22% 50% 67% 0% 93%

Don't know or No response: 0
Percentages may not total 100% due to rounding.
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Issues reported to affect the decision to not allow a child to
walk or bike to/from school by parents of children who do not
walk or bike toffrom school

Crossing Guards R
Time
Vialence or Crime_
Convenience of Driving. RS
Sidewalks or Pathways_
Adults to Bike/Walk With™ 3
Amount of Traffic Along Route
Child's Participation in After School Programs ™ |
Speed of Traffic Along Route &=
Safety of Intersections and Crossings i
Weather or climate” |
Distance™

0001 020304050607 080¢
Percent of Responses

|ssues reported to affect the decision to allow a child to walk or
bike to/from school by parents of children who already walk or
bike to/from school

Crossing Guards
Time ||
Violence or Crime
Convenience of Driving
Sidewalks or Pathways
Adults to Bike/Walk VWith
Amount of Traffic Along Route
Child's Participation in After School Programs
Speed of Traffic Along Route
Safety of Intersections and Crossings Ji
Weather or climate” |
Distance

| | | |
00 01 02 03 04 05 06 0.7 0
Percent of Responses
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|ssues reported to affect the decision to allow a child to walk or
bike to/from school by parents of children who already walk or
bike to/from school

Issue Child does not walk/bike to school Child walks/bikes to school
Distance 86% 40%
Weather or climate B6% 0%
Safety of Intersections and Crossings 62% 0%
Speed of Traffic Along Route 0% 80%
Child's Participation in After School Programs 58% 20%
Amount of Traffic Along Route 56% 0%
Adults to Bike/Walk With 51% 40%
Sidewalks or Pathways 519 20%
Convenience of Driving 48% 20%
Violence or Crime 48% 20%
Time 45% 20%
Crossing Guards 44% 40%

Number of Respondents per Category 73 5

Noresponse: 11

Note:

—Factorsare listed from most to least influential for the 'Child does not walk/bike to school' group.

—Each column may sum to > 100% because respondent could select more thanissue

—The calculation used to determine the percentage for eachissue is based onthe 'Number of Respondents per Category' within the
respective columns (Child does not walk/bike to school and Child walks/bikes to school.) If comparing percentages between the two
columns, please pay particular attention to each column's number of respondents because the two numbers can differ dramatically.
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Parents' opinions about how much their child's school
encourages or discourages walking and biking to/from school

82, Neither 4, Discourages

0, Strongly Encourages

,. ' \_1, Strongly Discourages
/\_13 , Encourages

Parents' opinions about how much fun walking and biking
toffrom school is for their child

50, Neutral -

4 5, Boring
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Parents' opinions about how healthy walking and biking
to/from school is for their child

40 , Healthy
16 , Neutral

.. 1,Unhealthy
0, Very Unhealthy

43, Very Healthy
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Comments Section

School SurveylD Commamt

Fosston High School | 1643208 My child is in a wheelkchair and we live in the country
Fosston High School | 1643920 We live over by Lengby
Fosston High Schoel | 1644020 | arn not against biking or walking but we live & miles out of town. Biking and Walking is not an option
Fosston High School | 1644070 Some sidewalks need repair.

Magelssen 1643797 Open enrolled, live south Erskine
Elementary School

Magelssen 1643799 Kids that get on and off the bus at their bus stop or home | feel needs to be safer. | do not know how to
Elementary School solve this problem but it is very unsafe for kids to have to cross the road to get on the bus.

Magelssen 1643801 | Woe have a 2nd grader and Kindergartner. Nest year, 3rd and 1st graders will walk most days. Overall very
Elementary School safe,

Magelissen 1643814 My biggest concern is drivers not being aware of walkers
Elementary School

Magelssen 1643819 My Child has special needs so | don't know If 1'll ever truly feel safe for him to walk/bike to school
Elementary School

Magelssen 1643824 Doesn’t apply to my child, We live in the country 16 miles away.
Elementary School

Magelssen 1643827 A child walking or biking should be up to the parents, not the school. The schoof should not be libel,
Elemnentary School

Magelssen 1643833 We live 5 miles out of town
Elementary School

Magelssen 1643841 We walk as a group on nice days. As weather gets below 30 degrees we drive. Vehicles don't stop for
Elementary School crosswalks, or watch for kids crossing streets or alleys.

Mageissen 1643845 This s not applicable in our situation as our child is wheelchair bound,
Elementary School

Magelssen 1643846 | | picked to buy my house because of the proximity to both schools. | work early or late so it was important
Elementary School to be close to schooks,

Magelssen 1643848 We live 8 miles from town
Elementary School

Magelssen 1643852 | believe all children should be able to ride the school bus at anytime or age. No child should be forced to
Elementary School walk especizlly in winter conditions

Mageissen 1643860 We live in the country but love that Fosston Is still safe for kids to walk and bike.
Elementary School

Magelssen 1643864 Build it!
Elementary School

Mageissen 1643874 | When Steven was in daycare, walking to and from schoo! wasn't an issue. He no longer is in daycare or in
Elementary School town so these questions don't pertain as much,

Magelssen 1643878 My son lives with his Mom 50% of time and she lives in town so he walks half time
Elermnentary School

Magelssen 1643883 Get rid of the Ice, Make it not snow,
Elementary School
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Appendix K — Sidewalk Pedestrian Ramp

Replacement & Crosswalk Marking Project
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Ramp #

Crosswalk Striping

Transportation Alternatives & Safe Routes to School
Toeston, Mrresota Jerery 2019
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Estimated Cost Breakdown

tem Yotal Extended

Nurmber ftem Description Unit | Quantity Unit Price Amsount

2021.501 [MOBIUZATION LUMP SUM 1 51500000 | $ 15,000.00
2104501 [REMOVE CLURB & GUTTER LN FT 870) 5 7.50 ,525.00
2104.502 [SALVAGE SSGN TYPE C LACH 5] S 10000 | § 500.00
2104.503 [REMOVE CONCRETE SIDEWALK [sa T EEB 200)8 £,680.00
7104.503  [SAWING BITUMINOUS PAVEMENT (FULL DEPTH] UN FT EOB 2.00 1,800.00
7104.513 [REMOVE CONCRETE DRIVEWAY PAVEMENT 5Q FT 300 5 2.50 750.00
2104.518 [REMOVE BITUMINOLUS PAYEMENT 50 FT 1,930 5 20015 3,860.00
2211.501 |AGGREGATE BASE CLASS 5 TON 137) § 15.00 2,065.00
2504.602 [ADIUST VALVE BOX EACH 515 500,00 2,500.00
2506522 [ADIUST FRAME AND RING CASTING EACH 14} 5 50000 | § 7,000.00
2506.502 [INSTALL CASTING fEACH 2} s 50000 | § 1,000.00
2501.602 [SAFETY GRATE EACH 2 s 1,00000 | § 2,000.00
2503.602_[ADJUST SANITARY SEWLR CLLANOUT LACH 1§ 50000 | § 500.00
2504602 |ADJUST CURB STOP fEACH 2 50000 | 1,000.00
2521615 [6" CONCRETE WALK [SPECIAL) fsar 5,480 5 1000 | $ 58,600.00
7531.501 |CONCRETE CURE & GUTTER DESIGN [TBD) Jur 7T 0] § 2000 | § 18,000.00
2531.618 [TRUNCATED DOML & 470} 5 50.00 23,500.00
2545.602  [ADIUST HANDHOLE LACH 1} 5 50000 | 5 500.00
2563601 [TRAFFIC CONTRCL Juume sum s 10,000.00 | § 10,000 00
7564.507 [IMSTALL SIGN TYPE C _mkz 515 50000 | § 2,500,00
2571.524 _gwﬂ;zﬂ«a*ﬂ.snvﬂmuu_; EACH 1} S 200000} 5 2,000.00
2573.530 |STORM DRAIN INLET PROTECTION LACH 146 $ 25000 | § 4,000.00
2575505 |TURF RESTORATION LUMP SUM 1B 10,00000 | 5 10,600.00
2582.503 |CROSSWALR PREFORM TAPE - GROUND IN fsa Fr 1,420] S 12400 20,160.00

SUBTOTAL| §  196,630.00 . "
L0 Contingences| 19,6300 Engineer’s Estimate
Total Construction Estimatel §  216,293.00 . g
vl wiiea
Ergooering (25% | 5 56407335 -
TOTAL PROJECT COST] §  270,366.25 |

City of Fosston
Transportation Alcernatives & Safe Routes to School
Tosaton, Minnesota ey 2013

Ay

Fosston  p KARVAKKO Detailed Cost Estimate




Breakdown of Estimated Quantities
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Appendix L — Fosston Sidewalk Inventory

SUMMARY OF SIDEWALK INVENTORY
CITY OF FOSSTON
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SUMMARY OF SIDEWALK INVENTORY
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SUMMARY OF SIDEWALK INVENTORY
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SUMMARY OF SIDEWALK INVENTORY
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SUMMARY OF SIDEWALK INVENTORY

CITY OF FOSSTON »
WEN PROJECT NO. 513C0N05 Key Sank Bow = Simeens 20 rot iersec T o — = Sigewnh TRy Accogrind far gﬁ-ﬁ_
Sy § 2015 Yolpe X o Np xeipwelc EFHEIE#R“ ﬁ

! i " .

- ARARAR R IR AN R R AR RN AR AR AR
H g g AEAE IR EEEE AR ARAEDE
HHEIHHHHHHHEHEHEHRHH BRI FIE I 1IN 1E

Sazzrad Soeet ST “ & 3

Durbery Avunas ”

ssbegons Bouseaan ”H
T ¥ 3 3 S S R : =t LT (O C i K N :

83




SUMMARY OF SIDEWALK INVENTORY
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SUMMARY OF SIDEWALK INVENTORY
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SUMMARY OF SIDEWALK INVENTORY
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Appendix M — Forms

1. SCHOOL NAME:

2. GRADE:
3. ARRIVAL START TIME: END TIME:
DISMISSAL START TIME: END TIME:

4. CIRCLE APPLICABLE WEATHER CONDITIONS:
SUNNY RAINY OVERCAST SNOW OTHER!

5. APPROXIMATE TEMPERATURE:

YES NO

6. 15 THERE AN APPOINTED SCHOOL STAFF MEMBER OR VOLUNTEER DIRECTING | O
TRAFFIC FLOW?

7. 1S THERE A SPECIFIED DROP-OFF / PICK-UP AREA? (| (]

8. IS THE DROP-OFF [ PICK-UP ZONE SEPARATE FROM OTHER VEHICLES? | 0

9. IS THERE A SPECIFIED BIKE ARRIVAL / DISMISSAL AREA? O ()

Print & map of your school area || ane does not ssist use 3n online map such as Google Maps Qutline the obrsesvation
area of each Jocation where you are conducting the obsenvations: Assign o location number to @ach obsesvition area
using the nurnbers listed i the table below. Then tormplete thie remalning colummns in each row with the corresponding
observier name, whethes e listad trattic control devices are prcent fenter Y o M and whether the location is a2 midblock
orany InteiLection (enter Marf). You can have ug 1o six abservation aress. It may be helplul 1o have abservess document

thedr ahiservation aren by taking pictures of their area from where they ae standing

Location | Observer Name Which of the following tratfic control devices are present at the cbservation Midblock (M)
Number arwal {Mark an X in the column for each device that is present) o Intersection
Crosswalk | Pedestrian | Signsl | Stopsign | Crowing | School | Dtner n
Present Crosting Guard Patrel Ispecity)
1
2
3
)
]
B
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Appendix N — Executive Summary

The Fosston School District, city of Fosston and several local, county and city staff, residents
and agencies have come together to complete the Fosston Safe Routes To School (SRTS)
Plan. The Fosston SRTS Plan establishes infrastructure and program recommendations that
will improve overall safety for students walking, biking and rolling to school. The plan will
also improve these same capabilities for the residents and visitors of Fosston.

In 2018, the Fosston School District successfully applied for a Minnesota Department of
Transportation (MnDOT) SRTS program planning assistance grant to develop a SRTS Plan.
The MnDOT Safe Routes to School Program is federally funded for activities which enable
and encourage children of all abilities to walk and bicycle to school.

A combination of meetings, site assessments, walk audit and surveys were done over the
2018-2019 year timeframe. Assessment activities identified areas of concern as well as
infrastructure/program recommended strategies involving engineering, education,
encouragement, enforcement, equity and evaluation. Strategies varied from low to high
priority with many items intended to be implemented on an ongoing, community-wide
basis. The success of the Fosston SRTS plan is dependent upon whole community
involvement in order for achievement of listed implementation strategies.
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