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Inventory of Existing Research and Research Needs

* Inventoried existing and on-going research and identified research needs

Initial Research Needs and Gaps Assessment Task 6
= Surveyed professionals for initial prioritization of research needs
N and assessment of gaps Continuity/
Implementation
Plan

Task3 Focused Review of Existing Research

* Developed plan

P ¥ t | k » Summarized existing research using previous research reviews for Council to track
rOJ e C a S S \], and new research Roadmap progress
* ldentified relevant on-going research and assessed research gaps and keep up on

new research

Outreach for the Roadmap
» Conducted workshops to refine and prioritize research needs

Roadmap and Related Deliverables

* ldentified research priorities and implementation pathways
‘I’ * Developed 6 research problem statements

Research Roadmap and Continuity Plan



110 needs placed into 3 priority
levels using survey & workshop
input and team’s knowledge

Top 15 needs reviewed by Panel

Prioritizing and CAT Steering Committee.
Research Their input + survey of CAT

members used to select top 6.
Needs

6 Highest priority
(Research Problem Statements)

g High priority (Research Need Briefs)
31 Medium priority (Research Need Briefs)
64 Lower priority
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documents
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* Or search research roadmap AASHTO council active transportation

NCHRP 20-123(02) [Final]

Research Roadmap for the AASHTO Council on Active Transportation
[ NCHRP 20-123 (Support for AASHTO Committees and Councils) ]

Funds: $250,000

Research Agency: Portland State University
Principal Investigator: Dr. Jennifer Dill

Effective Date: 31412020

IC ion Date: T/15/2021

STATUS: Research is complete.

The Research Roadmap, with prioritized research needs, is available here: http://onlinepubs.trb.org/onlinepubs/nchrp/docs/NCHRP20-123-02AASHTOCATResearchRoadmap.pdf

The Research Review summarizes existing and ongoing research in 22 topic areas: http://onlinepubs trb org/onlinepubs/nchrp/docs/NCHRP20-123-02AASHTOCATResearchReview. pdf

The Continuity and Implementation Plan provides the Council on Active Transportation (CAT) with tools and steps to implement the Roadmap: http.//onlinepubs.trb.org/enlinepubs/nchrp/decs/NCHRP20-123-
02AASHTOCATResearchRoadmapContinuity-Implementation. pdf

A spreadsheet for tracking research is available for download here (xIsx format): http-//onlinepubs.trb.org/onlinepubs/nchrp/docs/NCHRP20-123-02AASHTOCATResearchRoadmap TrackingSpreadsheet xlsx

OBJECTIVE

In November 2016, the AASHTO Board of Directors adopted a new committee structure for the organization that included creating the CAT as part of the Transportation Policy Forum. The Council addresses
issues related to bicycle, pedestrian, and other active transportation modes, including non-motorized access to the multi-modal network.

The objective of this project was to develop a research roadmap that can be used by the Council to focus its efforts to foster, support, monitor, disseminate, and implement research on active transportation. The

roadmap will builds upon existing research and is informed by outreach to the active tfransportation practitioner community. In addition to identifying research gaps and prioritizing research needs, the roadmap
aligns with the Council’s strategic plan for future Council activities, including collaboration with other AASHTO committees and councils.

To create a link to this page, use this URL: hitp-//apps irb.org/cmsfeed TREMeProjectDisplay.asp? ProjectiD=4808
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RPSs for the six highest-priority needs (not ranked):

A1. Applying and integrating active transportation data into planning and

operations.

A2. Using minimum accommodations vs. alternative approaches to
Th e Resea IF'C h increase active transportation.

A3. Determining context-driven optimal spacing between marked
Roa d mad p . crosswalks.
H'gheSt PI‘IOI’Ity A4. Addressing barriers to integrating active transportation throughout
Needs (6) planning and engineering practice.
Research Problem A5. Racial and economic disparities in pedestrian and bicyclist safety.
Statements A6. Speed management solutions and strategies to improve pedestrian

and bicyclist safety on arterial roadways.
Follow the 2020 NCHRP problem statement format




Research Topic

B4: Designs to improve safety at shared-use path intersections

Overview

The Research

Shared or multiuse paths invite a wide range of users, i r
and other wheeled users, with a range of transportation purposes such as commuting,
exercize, and 1o, For railadj; paths, the ings may also include
traversing railroad tracks. Absent adequate accommodations, shared-use path
crossings can present users with complex tasks including gap selection, scanning for
turning vehicles, and interacting with other path users.

Ensuring safe crossings for all users at these locations is essential. There is a large

hoddy of h an the affecti of enh d i for ped
only ings. Pedestri i d yellow flashing b . usually in bination
with high-viaibility il or ad yield refuge median izlands, rapid

rectangular flashing beacons (RRFBs), and pedestrian hybrid beacons (PHBs) have all
heen shown to increase driver yielding rates and pedestrian safety. Additional
enhancements and design elements such as signing, markings, and geometry can also
he used at these crossings. While some or all of these tools translate to shared-use
path crossings, it is not clear how to integrate treatments for different types of path
uzers, road classifications, land use and ing g Overall, there iz
limited quid for lection, p ly for paths next to railroads.

Research is needed to identify contextually appropriate designs, and which design
! and tools should use in the shared path envi

Roadmap:

Research
Objectives

High (9) & Medium (31)
Priority Needs

Research Need Briefs

Research in this area would likely include best practice scans, particularly to better

document and understand how to safely impl hared path ¢ ingsina
wide variety of different state, land use, and roadway and path contexts. New empirical
research may also be needed to confirm or vali typical designs and The

research should seek to address the following:

« Develop a design toolbox, including retrofit imp that is context
sensitive and distinguishes how to assess and apply treatments at
intersections of paths on all roads, including midblock crossings, and for
different path user types. This toolbox would benefit from detailed case
studies, including urban, suburban and rural, and guidance on appropriate
performance for evaluating imp (e.g., driver yielding,
conflicts, crashes).

= How best to design and accommodate people of all ages and abilities - ages,
i mic groups, mahility devi types of hikes, visual acuity, and
preferred speeds.

+ How to design intersections now to plan for changes in technology that can
help mitigate conflicts with trail users.

Research Typs

1%

Emgirical Dara Bt Prsctices

AASHTO C: il on Active

Ressarch Needs: Design

P Research {July 2021)

Research
Review
Potential
Funding

Pathways

Research

Related
Projects

Related RNS=

Bicycles al intersections: Design and safety

TRE Cooperative Pragrams: NCHRP reqular process

Other: FHWA
Scope and initiate Complate and implement Menitor application of
research research research
Monitor and coordinate
with NCHRP 03-141
AASHTO Committees: Design/JTCNMT; Safety
TRB Committees: Pedestiians; Bicycle Transportation
US DOT: FHWA
Other organizations: Rails 1o Trails Conservancy
Description/Gonnection -] Status

NCHRP 03-141: Midblock Pedestrian Signal Warrants and Operation

This research will focus on when signals are suitable for midblock Start 2021
Crossings.

NCHRP 17-97: Strategies to Improve Pedestrian Safety at Night

This research may touch on lighting for shared-use path intersections. | Anticipated
2021

FHWA, Outreach and Awareness Program on Strategies to Enh Pedestrian and
Bicyclist Safety at Intersections

Research on this topic should coordinate with this project described in | Anticipated,
FHWA's Pedestrian and Bicycle Safaly Program Strategic Plan. 2021-2022

Traffic Control at Shared-Use Path Road Crossings (ACH20, Bicycle Transportation)
[} HAuls . dpioj =387

I ion Sight Di for Bicyclists (ACH20, Bicycle Transportation)
https: dstails/dorgi 2043238

Evaluation of Pedestiian Crossing Design Practices Based on User Behavior and
Psychalogy (ACH10, Pedestrians)

AASHTO Council en Active Transportation Reseach Roadmap (July 2021)
Research Neads: Design



Nine high-priority needs (no ranking within):
B6 Improving data on pedestrian and bicyclist fatalities and injuries

B4 Designs to improve safety at shared-use path intersections.

The Resea rCh B5 Equitable representation in active transportation
Road Ma p . B2 Bicycle networks: measures and effects

High Priority B3 Changes in bicycle ridership with innovative infrastructure
Needs ) B7 Incorporating active transportation into travel demand modeling
B8 Safety and operations of separated bike lanes at intersections

B9 Using crash records and surrogate measures to identify safety
hotspots and plan bicycle/pedestrian improvements

B1 Connected and autonomous vehicles and active transportation users




The Research
Roadmap:

Lower Priority Needs
(64)

Other design needs

Relevant Research

Related Research Statements

Reviews

DZ: Bicycle Bicycles at Optimal Methads to Communicate FHWA: Mainstreaming
signals: face i i llowable P d. or Permissi Best Practices for
design, bicyelist | Design and safety A to Bicyclists at Signalized r 1 Signal
and driver Intersections (AGH20, Bicycle Timing Practice 1o
comprehension Transportation) Enhance Multimodal
and compliance httpsy/metrb.org/dproject.asp?n=4325 | Safety (Anticipated,

& PBSP Strategic Plan)

T 1 Pedestrian Signal

Indications (AND40, Visibility)
En=38905

D3: Bicycle Bicycles at Optimal Methods te Communicate FHWA: Mainstreaming
signals: user i i llowable P d, o Permissis Best Practices for
comprehension | Design and safety Movements to Bicyclists at Signalized Nenmotorized Signal
and safety of Intersections (ACH20, Bicycle Timing Practice to
permissive Transportation) Enhance Multimodal
phasing hitps://ms.trb.org/dproject.asp?n=4325 | Safety (Anticipated,
L1 PBSP Strategic Plan)
ly Und d Pedestrian Signal
Indications (ANDAD, Visibility)
Ittos:fins tib. Jetailsfduroiect asn
An=38005
D8: Deployment | Bicycles at Comp ive Review and Synth None identified
and intersections: of Emerging Urban Street and
effectiveness of | Design and safety Intersection Design Guides (AFB10,
emerging urban Bikeways: Safety Georljwic Design) .
street and and design 0=
intersection 1
design guides Bikeways: Ridership
and demand
Pedestrian
crossings: Design
and safety
D9: Design and None None identified Mone identified
operations
strategies to
promote
social/physical
distancing of
pedestrians
during
pandemics

AASHTO Council on Active Transportation Research Rosdmap (July 2021)

Research Needs: Design

63

Need

Related Research Statements

Related Current

D10: Designof | Accessibility for None identified None identified
bicycle facilities | pedestrians and
to accommedate | cyclists with
different bicycle | disabilities
types (¢.9. cargo Bikeways: Safety
bikes, adult and dasion
tricycles, etc.) i
Equity and bicycling
D20: Guidance None None identified None identified
on adequate
physical
distancing for
active
transportation
maodes to reduce
exposure to
viruses
D36: Optimal Bicycles at None identified MHNDOT: Pavement
bicycle intersections: Marking Patterns and
wayfinding signs | Design and zafety Widths = Human
and pavement s . Factors Study (Start
Bikeways: Safety
markings and design 2019, End 2021}
Bikeways: Ridership
and demand
D37: Optimal Bicycles al Optimal Methods to Communicate FHWA: Mainstreaming
methods to i ions: A L d, or Permissi Best Practices for
communicate Decign and safety M 1o Bicyclists at Si ized Signal
allowable, Intersections (ACHZ0, Bicycle Timing Practice to
protected, or Transportation) Enhance Multimaodal
permissive Iutpsfmeub {pioi n=4325 | Safety ( l,
movements to & PBSP Strategic Plan)
himl;:’:d“ Intuitively Understood Pedestrian Signal
'h'l m: ot Indlc?llons (ANDAD, V:s_lblimr) :
x20-38905
[ A an Active Research Roadmap (July 2021)

Research Neads: Design



* Equity

* Research on practice and policy

- Some older, inadequate research and assumptions are barriers
- Need more crash modification factors

- Walking and bicycling should often be considered separately
The Research

Roadmap:
Some themes




*The Research Roadmap...
- should be considered a starting point.

*is not comprehensive.

Keep in mind...
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Is there any evidence that shared lane markings

(sharrows) have a safety benefit?

* Studies of shared lane markings, or sharrows, indicate that they may influence cyclists’ position on the
road, but there is no evidence of a reduction in crashes or injuries (DiGicia et al., 2017). A more recent
study found an increase in injury and crash rates in places with only shamows as bicycle infrastructure
(Ferenchak & Marshall, 2019). A review of research on the effect of sharrows on lateral passing distance
found mixed results (Rubie et al,, 2020).

Use the
Research

What about economic impacts of active transportation infrastructure?

| |
ReVI ew a S a Economic benefits of walking and bt obeeainge
bi cyc lin g Businesses foeing streets with improved wilking and bicyeling infrastructure often see

reference

iy sty nd, in tam,

What do we know?
Studies looking 3t business impacts of walking and bieyeling find genarally
positive Impact.

& aumber af studies document the cconomic impact af the bicyeling industry, including bicycle
sales, and towrism,

+ e

e ovm

20y

People arriving of businesses by wolking or bicycling spend as much or more than thase
arriving by cor.

prraple wt aireve by walkieg, bicycle 4 ptly, 40 Ry e

[ PR
o, du b maone freguent st (Dem & Snga, 2003).

*  Areviewof 15

dcibsins” (Volkw and Hancy, 2021, p. 19) asay of

iomed by the retsd st {Las & 54, 2020

conidors in b
» Asyloski
cites found t
including dis
2001}
Findings are mixe
aithough some st

Active tranzpel
ampleyment b

Businesses facing streets with improved walking and bicycling infrastructure often see
increased economic indicators, such as employment or sales.

A review of 15 Morth American studies found “positive effects for the vast majority of active travel
facilities™ (Volker and Handy, 2021, p. 19). That review included a study of seven corridors (in four cities)
with bicycle and pedestrian improvements implemented and looked at several sources of employment
and sales data. It found that such street improvements had “either positive impacts on comidor economic
and business performance or nonsignificant impacts,” with the food service industry benefiting the most,
followed by the retail industry (Liu & Shi, 2020).

. Ay walking and bicy * A study in Mew York City examining sales tax data before and after street projects involving walking and
S i ok sw, e R o ”’:m'"::‘ bicycling infrastructure found that storefronts in these areas generally cutpaced comparable areas and
+ s found it e o ight Mo Aewerica ooy cormidors in terms of sales (New York City Department of Transpertation, 2013).
% scaesmic vl
mmpmmm{:mm““ vt * A study locking at the impact of bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure spending on employmentin 11 U.S.
WEIRISE QIR M4 taen ST prmsrglory cities found that of 58 such projects, an average of nine jobs were created per million dollars spent,
* sty in Montans found Sat, fiom 2011 b 3003, chalenge . . . . . . . . . - . .
Vg e el including direct jobs via engineering and construction and indirect jobs in the supply chain (Garrett-Peltier,
“ e ] w‘;::m 20 ]




Okay, but

what about
new research?

data) may provi : imputation f thase
samples. yeling specific facilities, providing
FSRTA A control for other
lwoh.mnmmmnktnd‘ﬁa‘umlmnlmm x nges
of ists. With the increase & ities, 2 few studies at
changes longi larges " more factors.
a variety of b inconsistent findings. At an

ndnidual level. this can include whether 3 person bicycles at all how often or far they bicycle. and/or the
purposes for which they bicycle (e.g., utility vs recreation). At the aggregate level the analyses can be done at the
WMCMW«LWMMMHMMWW&MMWV

. which does not

types of 6

or
varying costs) for investments.

Current research

e sions. | The pioposed project s 2 longitodnal analysis o study the effects of | 9/30/21
. paths, on bicycle

and Education vy

wre) sharing sy: demand.

hittos//rip.trh.acg/
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‘National Highway acilities Expected
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wwul.cﬁyluemd

educationai resources and miiatives. rmmum
bike lanes, green lanes, HAWKS, shared right tums, leading
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D ... IR —
Worth Caroling | Assessment of Separated Bike Lane (SBL) Applications in North | Expected

oor Carolina ‘completion date:
e //op ik 22gl | The objective is 1o assess the state of the practice with respectto | 7/31/21
Yieo/1672482 | 5By planaing and design, and conduct research on the

of SBL applications in North Carolina. The team will be able to

volumes, speed. and other cutcomes.

‘National impacts of Actve Transportation Network Gaps Anticpated start
o 2021
Vighway impacts of gaps
Research mummmwmnmmm«mmu
. Various active transportation users.
hmps//tp b ocg/
View/1842753
oty 2021) o

Research Renew Skeways fadehp and demand

Check the status of on-going research listed in the Review

Research reviews

Aldred, R. Eliott, B. Woodcock. J., & Goodman, A (2017). rom motor traffic: A
. . y by gender 3ad age. Transport Reviews. 37(1). 99

2955, i 20161200156

Buehler. R & Dil. J. (2016). Bikeway Networks: A Review of Effects on Cycling. Transport Reviews, 36(1). pp 9-27.

20151060908

Pucher, J., il J.. & Handy, S. (2010). programs, Ses 1o i " P i
review. Preventive Medicine. S0, $106-5125. 10 200007 028

Schultheiss, B.. Sanders, R.. Judeiman. B.. Boudart. J. Blackburm, L. Brookshire, K- Nordback. K.. Thomas, L. Van
Veen. D Embry, M... (2018). L mm-: Federal
Mgty b dot bike/t00ls

Wang. L, & Wen, C. (2017). Active

Aduhs: A b 2 1(3).p 29

Lol deiog 10 3300 webans N0A000S

Yang, Y. W, X.. Zhou, P Gou. Z.. & Lu. . (2019). Towards y: L the
. - ¢ 7). Joumal of Transport & Health,

14. hitns//doi 0g/10.1016/4th 2019100613

Key documents
‘Schultheiss. B.. Gooﬂnln.n WLMLMD.MM_(NIQ) Bikeway Selection Guide. Fedecal
Hghway

g 200t
{2015). i edestrian
and Bicycle Networks.
Bitp/ fwww fheea dot 1eport pdf
Federal Highway Administration. (2016). mmmmm
bt/ wew fhwa dot il book pdf
: SR ing IR
Associates. (2015). ng 3
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National City . (2012). #3390 Gunde.
Research cited
MLM&.WJ & Goodman, A (2017). Cycling provision separated from motor traffic: A
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2955, 10, 20161200156
Broach, J., DAL J.. & Ghebe. J. (2012).
pre A cy 46{10). pp 1730-1740.
hnos//doi 0ra/10 1016/11r2. 2012.07.005
Buehler, R_ & Dill J. (2016). Bikeway Networks: A Review of Effects on Cycling. Transport Reviews, 36(1). pp 927,
hitos //doi 010/10 1080/01441647 2015 1069908
Cabral L. & Kim, A. M. (2020). i the four types of cyclists. Research Part
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* Use TRID to search! |
https://trid.trb.org/ i et

. . Most common TRID index terms
- The Research Review includes the most -

Pedestrian safety
common Index Terms for each research o

top Te Pedestrian movement
Pedestrian-vehicle crashes
Pedestrian-vehicle interface
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what about Caemessus

Before-and-after studies

.

Pedestrian areas

new research? ot
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https://trid.trb.org/

New to using
TRID?

The Continuity &
Implementation Plan
provides advice on
searching TRID to keep up

on new research & projects.

There is also a spreadsheet
with some pre-populated
searches for new Research
in Progress

Keywords ©

@ e s ©
Tige ®

AGmrataTon 870 Menegemert

saion
Bridges 400 oener suctures

Paper, lq-tt--u-b—u--ni

Source ©
Al sources

Index Term @

Result Type ®
A5 pubcavons and proyects

Uit resusts 10 free o fee-Dased fui-test inks @

Language of Pubication
Select Date Range ©
1Mo ¥ s

Date Range Type
® Pusines / Project Suat Dase.
Sort By

WD&
Toe

- Custom

Recors Crestes Dace
Sort Order

# Descenging

Figure 5: TRID Filters (Source: TRB and The National

Academies)

Active
Continuty and implementation Plan

Roadmap (July 2021)

Keywords: This field searches many TRID data fields,
including the abstract. It is useful to put phrases in
quotes, such as "bicycle lane” rather than bicycle
lane. The former yields about 300 results, while
leaving the quotation marks out yields over 3,000
because it includes items with both words, but not as
a phrase.

Try using one or more of the most common index
terms listed in the Most Common Index Terms by
Topic section that follows. Using the boolean "AND™
between terms can narmow the search.

After entering search terms and selecting filters and clicking "Apply”, the results will display. At this point, the user
can add additional filters. For example, Figure 6 shows the results of a search using “crowdsourcing” as a key
word and within the Pedestrians and Bicyclists subject area. This term was the most common TRT index term
used in the review of emerging user-based data. This search was also limited to records created in the past year.
There are 25 results. At this point, the user can apply additional filters (e.g. limiting it to projects or publications)
or start using the records.

2 AASHTO CAT Resea

s

i File Home Insert Draw Page Layout Formulas Data Review View Help

P

n A18 ~ i »x v fr https://rnsitrb.org/

o

In ‘_ A B C D

: TRID Searches to find new Research in Progress
s 1

2

: 3 Research Projects entered into TRID from March 2021 to December 2021 Notes

o https:/itrid.trb.org/Results ?txtKeywords=&txtTitle=&txtSerial=&ddISubject=1776&txt The "from" date for this search can be

u ReportNum=_&ddITrisfile=RiP&txtindex=&specificTerms=&txtAgency=&sourceagenc changed to a later date after clicking on the
o y=&ixtAuthor=&ddIResultType=PR&chkFulitextOnly=0&recordLanguage=&subject link and getting the results.

; Logic=or&dateStart=202103&dateEnd=202212&rangeType=recordcreateddate&so

tBy=created&sortOrder=DESC&rpp=25

o
CICES

. 6 Same search as above, but just for State DOT projects
0 https:/ftrid.trb.org/Results ?txtKeywords=&ixtTitle=&txtSerial=8ddISubject=1776&txt
ReportNum=&ddITrisfile=STATEDOT &txtiIndex=&specific Terms=&ixtAgency=&sour
ceagency=&txtAuthor=&ddIResultType=PR&chkF ulltextOnly=0&recordLanguage=
&subjectlogic=or&dateStart=202103&dateEnd=202212&rangeType=recordcreate
7 ddate&sortBy=created&sortOrder=DESC&rpp=25
8
8 Same search as above, but just for TRB projects, including NCHRP
hitps:/itrid.trb.org/Results ?txtKeywords=&ixtTitle=&txtSerial=&ddISubject=1776 &txt
ReportNum=&ddITrisfile=TRB&txtIndex=8&specific Terms=&txtAgency=&sourceagen
cy=&txtAuthor=&ddIResultType=PR&chkFulltextOnly=0&recordLanguage=&subiject
Logic=or&dateStart=202103&dateEnd=202212&rangeType=recordcreateddate&so
10 rtBy=created&sortOrder=DESC&rpp=25

12 Same search as above, but just for University Transportation Center projects
https://trid.trb.org/Results ?ixtKeywords=&txt Title=&ixtSerial=&ddISubject=1776&txt
Current Research Projects ~ Other Research Statements | TRID Searching | (%) i [4]




How can |
influence the
research?

National Highway Cooperative
Research Program

Transit Cooperative Research
Program

Behavioral Traffic Safety
Cooperative Research Program

Transportation Research Board Cooperative Research

Programs Division

SHARE f W in =

The mission of CRP is to promote innovation and progress in transportation through research. CRP seeks and shares

knowledge that helps us tackle our nation’s toughest transportation challenges - those we face today, and those we will likely

face tomorrow.

TRB HOME ABOUT

Programs

ACRP

Legal Digest | Syntl Events | Graduate
Award Program | Uniwve Design Competition | Quick
Response Projects

ACRP WEBSITE —

BTSCRP

BTSCRP WEBSITE —

NCHRP

Synthesis | IDEA | Domestic Scan | International Sharing
| Implementation Program

NCHRP WEBSITE —»

TCRP

Hame | Ahaut | Proiects | Puhlications || eeal Dipect |

PROJECTS PUBLICATIONS CURRENT RFPS SUPPORT TRE

Key Due Dates

October-December 2021

MNCHRP problem statements — 11/1

January-March 2022

ACRP Synthesis panel nominations — 1/17
TCRP panel nominations — 2/4

BTSCRP problem statements — 2/12
NCHRP Synthesis topics — 2/18

NCHRP IDEA proposals — 3/1

TCRP Synthesis topics — 3/18

April-June 2022

ACRP Problem Statements - April

ACRP University Design Competition applications — 4/29
ACRP Graduate Research Program applications — 5/15
TCRP IDEA proposals — 5/2

TCRP problem statements — 6/17

TCRP Synthesis panel nominations — 6/30

NCHRP Regular and Synthesis panel nominations — 6/30

July-September 2022

BTSCRP panel nominations — 7/17
MNCHRP Synthesis letters of interest (LOI) — 8/29

Information

For Contractors

General Information
Procedural Manual

For Panel Members

Volunteer for Panel Service
Information for Panel Members

For Proposers

Conduct Research
General Information
Manual for Proposers
Current RFPs

https://www.nationalacademies.org/trb/programs/cooperative-research-programs

Or go to trb.org and click on Programs.


https://www.nationalacademies.org/trb/programs/cooperative-research-programs

TRB Committees (ACHz10: Pedestrians and ACH2o0: Bicycle)

State DOTs

- Each has a research office and different processes for soliciting and
selecting research projects.

- Many state DOTs participate in “pooled fund” projects

How can | o |
_ University Transportation Centers
Inﬂ vuence the - AllUTCs require non-federal matching funds

* Will be new competition for UTCs this year under the 11JA/BI

research?

Provide input to US DOT on their Transportation Research and

Dev ment Str ic Plan
evelopment Strategic Pla ¢ . FEDERAL REGISTER (i

NAIIONAL The Daily Journal of the United States Government \: P‘
ARCHIVES

— ® Notice Il

Transportation Research and Development Strategic Plan;
Request for Information

A Notice by the Transportation Department on 12/30/2021 P v

, Comments on this document are being accepted at Regulations.gov. SUBMIT A FORMAL COMMENT

Read the 28 public comments @

= AGENCY: Printed version:

PDF
Office of the Assistant Secretary for Research and Technology (OST-R), U.S.
[ ] Department of Transportation (DOT). Publication Date:

12/30/2021



RPSs for the six highest-priority needs (not ranked):

A1. Applying and integrating active transportation data into planning and

operations.

A2. Using minimum accommodations vs. alternative approaches to
Th e Resea IF'C h increase active transportation.

A3. Determining context-driven optimal spacing between marked
Roa d mad p . crosswalks.
H'gheSt PI‘IOI’Ity A4. Addressing barriers to integrating active transportation throughout
Needs (6) planning and engineering practice.
Research Problem A5. Racial and economic disparities in pedestrian and bicyclist safety.
Statements A6. Speed management solutions and strategies to improve pedestrian

and bicyclist safety on arterial roadways.
Follow the 2020 NCHRP problem statement format
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