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Project Overview

Sandy City and Cottonwood Heights have partnered to study
pedestrian satety along Creek Road

ABOUT THE CORRIDOR WHY THIS STUDY?

Creek Road runs nearly There are currently nine
four miles on the border  crosswalks along Creek

of Sandy City and Road—many installed
Cottonwood Heights, without city involvement
connecting Union Park and not meeting current
Ave to Wasatch Blvd. It safety standards. This
serves schools, parks, study will identify where
churches, and thousands = crossings should be

of daily commuters. added, improved, or

removed.
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Community Input

. Creek Road Safety &
C?pve\/r;dl: ::dsai/ May 6 Pedestrian Crosstl)lllg Study Sﬁn}y

OPEN HOUSE

e 45+ attendees 5] WEDNESDAY, MAY 6, 2026 %
& 7

5:30 PM - 7:00 PM

' Honwood Helghs
» 100+ comments received on maps 7. SAKDALE etEmENTARY scrooL g
° 20 Su rvey respo nses Light refreshments will be served.
. GOALS WHY ATTEND?
: O N | ne S u rvey * Identify safe pedestrian * Talk with project planners.
crossings. e Sh i d
¢ 1 3 2 I’eSpOﬂ Ses * Create a master plan for wa?ligbsﬁitiltgc?r?cerns.

the corridor.
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Key Takeaways

The Forbush Lane intersection generated by far the most concern
The dominant safety concern is speeding
Drivers often don't yield to pedestrians at marked crosswalks

RRFBs are the most desired improvement as respondents
commented that they improved driver compliance

Missing sidewalk sections are a corridor-wide concern

There is a general desire for more crosswalks as most people
currently cross at unmarked locations

cccccc
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Community Input Form

How often do you cross Creek Road? _
Why do you cross at that location? (Check all that apply) IO cox
146 responses
137 responses
@ Daily To get to or from school 26 (19%)
@ Several times a week To access a park or trail 54 (39.4%)
@ Afew times a month To reach a church 35 (25.5%)
Rarel Commuting to work 12 (8.8%)
@ Rarely or never Reaching shops or services 22 (16.1%)
Exercise or recreation —103 (75.2%)
? - 0 co ; ; =
Wherg dg You currently/cross Greek Roga? (Check all that apply - erosswalk L py Which are your preferred crosswalk improvements? (Check your top choices) I_D Copy
locations listed from west to east)
138 responses
138 responses
7450 South 9 (6.5%) Flashing beacons (RRFB) —106 (76.8%)
1485 East
Tetford Way. (crossing wilhllas. . Pedestrian refuge islands 50 (36.2%)
Siesta Drive (school crossing w...
Highiand Drive (signalized inter... AT
2300 East Improved lighting 52 (37.7%)
Royal Lane
2970 East (crossing with refug... Bulb ouls {also called.cum 33(23.9%)
e £ extensions)
3245 East (crossing with flashi...
At an unmarked location 67 (48.6%) Just a simple well-placed 35 (25.4%)
1 avoid crossing — it feels too u... crosswalk is all | need
0 80 0 25 50 75 100 125
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Community Input Form

What are your biggest safety concerns? (Check all that apply) LD Copy char

148 responses

Venhicles traveling too fast 116 (78.4%)
Poor sight lines — vegetat...
Insufficient lighting, especi...
Missing or broken sidewalks
No flashing beacons or sig...
Drivers not yielding to ped...

Conflicts with cyclists

Crosswalks in poor locatio. ..

—69 (46.6%)

—46 (31.1%)
—63 (42.6%)
76 (51.4%)

103 (69.6%)

16 (10.8%)
42 (28.4%)

Is there a specific location that feels especially dangerous?

06 responses

The most frequently cited dangerous location is the intersection
of Forbush Lane (7800 S) and Creek Road, with many
respondents highlighting frequent accidents, high vehicle
speeds, and drivers failing to stop. Other commonly mentioned
areas include the intersections at Willow Creek Drive, Danish
Road, and Oakdale Elementary. Residents often attribute the
danger in these spots to poor visibility caused by road curves, a
lack of continuous sidewalks, and inadequate lighting or
signalization.

Where would you most like to see a safe, marked crossing? (Describe the location(s) as best you
can, e.g., near a street name, school, church, or park and why you want a crosswalk there)

98 responses

The most frequently mentioned areas include the
intersection of Forbush Lane, Royal Lane, Danish
Road, and Willow Creek Drive. Many residents
emphasized the need for safer crossings near Oakdale
Elementary and other school routes to protect
children, as well as improved access to local parks,
trails, and shopping areas.

Any other comments, concerns, or suggestions for the study team?

71 responses

Residents frequently call for the installation of flashing beacons
(RRFBs), marked crosswalks, and continuous sidewalks,
particularly on the south side of the road. Specific locations like
the intersection at Forbush Lane and 7800 S are repeatedly
identified as dangerous due to high vehicle speeds, drivers
failing to stop, and poor visibility. Many respondents also
advocate for traffic calming measures, such as speed bumps or
increased enforcement, to address concerns about speeding
and the safety of children crossing for school. 9
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Data Collection

Existing conditions — speed limits, crosswalks
locations, sidewalk coverage, ADA ramps, etc.

Crash data (2020 to 2025)
Pedestrian counts at nine locations
Traftic volumes and speeds at four locations

Safe Routes to School and school bus stop
locations

10
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Vehicle turned in
front of cydists
traveling along

Creek Road

Slesta Dr

Single vehicle

crash involving a
distracted driver

Driver swerved Into
J shoulder to avoid rear-
"J ending stopped vehicle
and hitz child on bike
riding in the shoulder

Forbush Ln

Motorcycle traveling
at 80 mph

lost control

Traffic stopped tn
let a pedestrian cross,

g and following vehicle
m rear-ended
stopped vehide
|
.
Total Crashes: 115 “ﬂ

Ped/Bike Involved: 5
Serious Injury: 4
Fatal: 0

4

Bengal Bivd

Ao wooug uuey

v FOIL Union Bivd

10 puriybiy

Tiallic stupped W
et a pedestrian cross,

and following vehicle
rear-ended
stopped vehicle

N

Legend
° No injury/ ) Pedestrian
PNO ¥ Tnwalved
~ Possible .
O injury {g Bike Invoived
@ Suspected _ Sandy Creek
Suspected
® Serious Injury
g@
%
%

3008ES




10NS! ||

Pedestrian Da Cllction Lcat

1. 1480 East

2. Telford Way
3. 2300 East

4. Royal Ln
| 5. 2970 East

| 6. 3245 East {Deercreek Rd)

Location ID

hour Pedestrian Count

Daily Pedestrian Count

# - Poak-

#)

| 1. Creek Rd at Hilden Ct

Tralfic (ADT)

## - 85th Percentile Speed (mph)

3. Creek Rd at 2500 East

4. Creek Rd at Deer Creek Ln
Location ID
##44# - Average Daily
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Additional Crosswalk Treatments

You can’t prioritize both safety and speed

Due to traffic volumes and speed along
Creek Road, marked crosswalks alone Ifhitbyacar g rataity @ Person survives collision

traveling:

are insufficient and could actually lead
to an increase in pedestrian crash risk.
Thus, “low-level” pedestrian
enhancements are recommended for all
marked crosswalks.

= Average daily traffic is 4,000 to
13,000

- 85" percentile speeds are 35 MPH or

g re a te r National Traffic Safety Board (2017) Reducing Speeding-Related Crashes Involving Passenger Vehicles.
Available from: https//www.ntsb.gov/safety/safety-studies/Documents/SS1701.pdf

g Transportation 7% Smart Growth America
for America iy
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What is a low-level treatment?

Pedestrian Rerge
~Islands

Bulb outs / ~= Improved Lighting

14



Crosswalk Analysis

Evaluation Locations: Selected 22 locations

based on:

1. Locations which currently have a crosswalk

2. Community feedback
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Crosswalk Analysis

Determination of crosswalk locations: UDOT Policy and
Guidelines used as a starting point, but modified for local
factors

* From UDOT Guidelines
Current pedestrian crossing volume
Gaps in vehicle traffic
Nearby transit
Adjacent land-use
Distance to nearest crosswalk
Crash history
Sight distances

e Additional Considerations
Community feedback
Neighborhood connectivity 16
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Recommendations

= Short Term

= Long Term
» Full corridor sidewalk and paved [

Move 3 crosswalks & install
low-level treatment

Install new crosswalks at 2
locations

Additional low-level treatment
at 2 existing locations

path coverage

Upgrade pedestrian facilities
throughout corridor to meet
current ADA and PROWAG

standards

* Improved lighting at crossings
* Speed management measures 17



g Short Term:

f | Recommended Crosswalk

Cut tree down, install
pedestrian ramps, and
install low-level treatment

Changes

i —

[Siosta or

Crestwood Park -

| Brighton High

Trim vegetation, potentially
add bulb-outs to improve
sign/ped visibility at

Butler Middle

Oakdale Elementary Move crosswalk

install low-level treatment

Highland Dr

Farm Brook Way

Move crosswalk east 1,000' to Willow

= Move 3 crosswalks & install e

low-level treatment (potentially

bulb-out on north side to maintain
| OW— | eve | tre atm e N t adequate sight distance for WB traffic)

= |nstall new crosswalks at 2
locations

= Additional low-level treatment at 2

avietinAa lacatinane

west 800' to Farm
Move crosswalk north

i » Brook Way & install
900' to Forbush Lane & : low-level treatment

Brookwood
School

Sidewalks
== Existing Sidewalk
== No Sidewalk

@ Stop Sign

<‘k> Crosswalk

Legend

g Flashing Beacon

School Crossing /
Flashing Beacon

I Signal
#5 School
* Park

Install school crosswalk on
west leg and standard
crosswalk on south leg at
Danish Rd intersection

*Crosswalk on east leg of intersection is optional.

Install crosswalk
on west leg

Galden Hilis Park

StevensED LLC




7450 S Crosswalk

T

Cut tree down install
pedestrian ramps, and
install low-level treatment
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Move 1485 E Crosswalk to Forbush Lane

.’ Move crosswalk north 900'
ito Forbush Lane & install
Iow Ievel treatment

quququ
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Oakdale Elementary School Crosswalk

Bl.d bulb-outs to improve
@l sign/ped visibility at
| Oakdale Elementary

17 ————_ e




Move 2300 E Crosswalk to

F-w-~——w-——u T

A
HMove crosswalk
- #west 800' to Farm
*HBrook Way & install

Iow Ievel treatment
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Move Royal Lane Crosswalk to Willow Cireek
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“|Move crosswalk east 1,000' to 5
Willow Creek Drive & install low-levelf
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treatment (potentially bulb-out on 2.
Z|north side to maintain adequate sightjg
jdistance for WB traffic)
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Cottonwood Heights

Recommendations — Long Term

Community Input

* Frequent concerns about
high vehicle speeds along
the corridor

* Drivers not yielding to Solution: Design the
pedestrians in crosswalks corridor for all users, with
Crash Data greater emphasis on
» Pattern of bike/pedestrian pedestrian safety

crashes resulting from
drivers being “caught off
guard” from people in
crosswalks

cccccc
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Recommendations — Corridor for alf® “~
users

= Roadside Recommendations
* Full sidewalk coverage on north side of Creek Road

* Work with UDOT for full paved path coverage on south side of Creek
Road

 Upgrade pedestrian facilities throughout corridor to meet current
ADA and PROWAG standards

° Plant trees Iﬂ pa ﬂm‘:’-;- .|.|,.‘ - ~arrantiv ..
sight distance alSSEgls i

). ‘.f“l V"DC‘C‘;:IAIQJre

X
! i W T

25
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Recommendations — Corridor for alf®

users

= Corridor Lighting (focused on crossing
locations)

» Telford has a nearby light, but probably
insufficient for the crosswalk

* Oakdale Elementary has lighting on one side
* 2900 E is partially lit by a decorative light
* Deer Creek Rd is unlit

« Speed Management
 Additional driver feedback signs
» Targeted median islands

* Remove two-way left-turn lane

West of Forbush Ln (ADT: 7,200)
East of Willow Creek Dr (ADT: 6,500) -
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Long Term Brainstorming
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Questions
2,



