MEETING SUMMARY
CITY OF CARROLLTON
TRAFFIC ADVISORY COMMITTEE
April 13, 2015

Committee Members Present
John P. Denholm III
Peter Sharrow
Robin Chavez
Carolyn Sees
Luke Schmidt
Howard Saltzman

Committee Members Absent
Elayne Fairchild
Ronald Edwards
Michael Gorman

Staff Members and City Officials
Tom Hammons – Engineering
John Romberger – Engineering
Carmella Flemming – Engineering
Fernando Villarreal - Engineering
Sgt. Chuck Monroe – Carrollton Police Department
Bob Garza – Councilmember
1. Call to Order – John Denholm called the meeting to order at 7:00 P.M.
2. Approval of minutes for February 9, 2015. The meeting Summary of the February 9,

2015 TAC meeting was reviewed by Committee members. A motion to approve the Meeting
Summary as written was made by Robin Chavez. Seconded by Carolyn Sees. All in favor.
Vote was unanimous.
Tom Hammons indicated to the committee that a citizen in attendance would like to address the
committee prior to the meeting. Jerry Sylo, 1512 Blue Mesa Road wanted to thank the staff and
committee for the implementation of traffic calming devices on Eisenhower Street, indicating it was
effective in reducing speed and cut through traffic in the neighborhood.
3. Signal Prioritization Methodology (John Romberger)
John Romberger advised the committee this worksession was to continue discussion of the city’s current
traffic signal prioritization methodology, completed annually to prioritize installation of traffic signals.
He provided a recap of the February 9th TAC meeting which outlined the city’s current “Traffic Signal
Prioritization Methodology” based on eight traffic signal warrants in the Manual on Uniform Traffic
Control Devices (MUTCD), and the 2009 version of the MUTCD which includes an additional warrant
for “Intersection Near Railroad Grade Crossing”.

He provided the committee with a review and explanation of the “Traffic Signal Warrants” and the
current and proposed point distribution for prioritization purposes.

John Romberger reminded the committee that potential traffic signal locations are prioritized using a
point system that assigns values based on each of the signal warrants, intersection characteristics, number
of accidents occurring over a three year period, and the proximity of a location to a hike and bike trail.
Once a location has met one of the signal warrants and is a desirable candidate for signal installation it’s
placed on the “Signal Prioritization List”, and a more detailed evaluation is conducted. If it’s determined
that a location meets one of the warrants but is not considered a desirable location for signal installation
it’s placed on the “Warranted Only” list. In addition, he provided the committee with a review and
explanation of the current and proposed warrant point distribution for prioritization purposes based on
staff and committee recommendations.
The committee discussed the current and proposed warrant point distribution, and the impact the changes
would make to the prioritization process in the future.

Peter Sharrow made a motion to approve staff’s recommendation to revise the Signal Prioritization
metrics and point scale as detailed in the staff report. Carolyn Sees seconded the motion. All in
Favor. Vote was unanimous.
4. School Zone Policy Work Session – Supplement (Fernando Villarreal)
Fernando Villarreal reminded the committee that On Monday, January 12, 2015, Traffic Advisory
Committee (TAC) members and staff participated in a work session to discuss operational and traffic
generating similarities and differences among public schools, private schools, and charter schools. The
intent of the work session was to describe and investigate the characteristics associated with each type of
school and determine how, if at all, the current school policies should be revised, to address the
installation of school crossing guards and school zones for charter schools.
The committee asked Staff to investigate the implications of treating charter schools like public schools as
opposed to like private schools. The committee asked for the implications of basing policy on enrollment
thresholds or pedestrian thresholds and asked for information regarding the locations of private and
charter schools.
Fernando Villarreal provided clarification as to the states definition of Traditional Public Schools, Charter
Schools, and Private Schools, and provided information related to the two additional charter schools
(other than Harmony) located in Carrollton. He discussed the implication of treating charter schools as
typical public schools or private school and what the enrollment and pedestrian threshold might be.

The committee discussed school zone and crossing guard policy implications. The discussion
focused on pedestrian activity, enrollment and operational differences between the school types and
how current polices are applied to each, high volume traffic issues, and the presence of a police officer
for traffic control. The committee concluded that school zones and crossing guards should be for
the safety of pedestrians not as a traffic calming device.
This was a worksession item no vote was taken.

Other Business (John Denholm)
A second vice chair was elected in the event both the chairperson and vice chair were unable to
attend the May 11, 2015 meeting. John Denholm made a motion to elect Peter Sharrow as the
second vice chairperson. Carolyn Sees Seconded the motion. All in Favor. Vote was
unanimous.
Tom Hammons announced we will have a meeting in May to discuss Spring 2015 School
Crossing Guard Index Summary. In Addition, the Signal Prioritization for the Fiscal Year 2016 will
be presented to the committee in June.

Carolyn Sees made a motion to adjourn. John Denholm seconded the motion. All in favor. Vote
was unanimous.

5. Adjourned – Meeting adjourned at 7:45.

_______________________________________
Peter Sharrow, Second Vice Chairperson

__________________________________
Tom Hammons
Transportation Engineering
Division Manager

