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 Traffic Saf ety Com mittee  Meeting Minutes  
 

City Council Chambers | 50 Natoma Street, Folsom CA  95630 
April 24, 2025 
4:00 PM 

 

 
 
 
 
Meeting minutes contain an action summary. A video recording of the meeting in its entirety can be 
found on the City of Folsom website on the Traffic Safety Committee webpage. 
 
1. CALL TO ORDER 

 
Goddard called the meeting to order at 4:05 p.m. 

 
2. ROLL CALL: 
 

PRESENT: Z. Bosch, J. Brausch (arrived at 4:16 p.m.), R. Cogil, M. Austin (subbing for T. 
Galovich), K. Goddard, M. McGee, M. Washburn (left at 5:00 p.m.) 
 
ABESENT: None 

 
3. MINUTES 
 

Approval of the Minutes of the March 27, 2025, Meeting. 
 McGee motioned to accept the minutes with edits. 
 Cogil seconded the motion. 
  Motion carried with the following vote: 
  AYES:  Bosch, Cogil, Austin, Goddard, McGee, Washburn 
  ABSTAIN: None 
  ABSENT: Brausch 

 
4. BUSINESS FROM THE FLOOR/GOOD OF THE ORDER 
 

Public comment made the following individuals. Lance Ungerman, regarding speeding on 
Needlegrass Drive, Mangini Parkway, and Westwood Drive. He requested that the street lighting 
be included in the report. Cheryl Ungerman regarding Needlegrass Drive. David Hamilton, 
regarding Briggs Ranch Road and East Natoma, is interested in an egress and ingress at that 
intersection. Bob Peake regarding the intersection of Briggs Ranch Road and East Natoma. 
Phillip Gardner had comments regarding traffic calming measures in the area of Darrington 
Drive. Chip Wilkes had a comment regarding Iron Point and East Bidwell.  

 
5. ACTION/DISCUSSION ITEMS 

 
The Committee decided to change the order of the items to c, a, b, due to public attendance at the 
meeting.  
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c.  Darrington Drive - Resident Request for Traffic Calming 

 
Public Comment made by Bob Peake, Tatiana Delledera, Jim Kinnicutt, Susan Miller, David 
Hamilton, and Sabrina Reed. 
 
Traffic Safety Committee recommends a future study of the topography west of Farrell Court 
and east of Briggs Ranch Drive. In addition, the temporary installation radar feedback signs 
on Darrington Drive, one in each direction for a period of approximately three months.  

 Goddard proposed the motion. 
 Cogil seconded the motion.  
  Motion carried with the following vote: 
   AYES:  Bosch, Brausch, Cogil, Austin, Goddard, McGee, Washburn 
   ABSTAIN: None 
   ABSENT: None 
 
a. Oak Avenue and Vista Oak Drive �± Resident Request For All-Way Stop Sign Control.  

 
Public Comment made by Lisa Wright, Lisbet Liepart, Richard Gray, Lesley Taylor, and John 
Lazaro. The Public Works Department committed to trim trees if they are blocking line of 
sight at the intersection. The Public Works Department will evaluate signal timing at Folsom 
Auburn Road and Oak Avenue including signal sensors. Bosch committed to a future 
informational item regarding the possibility of 15-mile per hour speed limits in certain areas.  
 
Traffic Safety Committee recommends that the City Council approves the installation of an 
all-way stop sign. They recommend that the Public Works department evaluate the 
intersection for a possible crosswalk.  

 Cogil proposed the motion. 
 Bosch seconded the motion.  
  Motion carried with the following vote: 
   AYES:  Bosch, Brausch, Cogil, Austin, Goddard, McGee 
   ABSTAIN: None 
   ABSENT: Washburn 

 
b. Mangini & Wildflower and Mangini & Rock Hearth - Resident Request for All-Way Stop 

Sign Control. 
 

Public Comment made by Chip Wilkes.  
 
Traffic Safety Committee recommends installation of the previously approved Rectangular 
Rapid Flashing Beacons (RRFBs), instillation of yield lines in approach of both intersections, 
and an evaluation of advanced pedestrian warning signage at both intersections. City Staff to 
educate the neighborhood on the use of RRFBs and the laws regarding crosswalks through the 
�&�L�W�\�¶�V Communication department.   

 Bosch proposed the motion. 
 Goddard seconded the motion.  
  Motion carried with the following vote: 
   AYES:  Bosch, Brausch, Cogil, Austin, Goddard, McGee 
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   ABSTAIN: None 
   ABSENT: Washburn 

 
 

5. INFORMATIONAL ITEMS 
 

a. Traffic Safety Committee Action Item Updates 
 

Bosch gave an update of Folsom Lake Crossing Phase 2, proposals have been received, and 
the City is reviewing them now. In addition, he shared that the ITS Master plan project is 
being finalized through Cal Trans now.  
 

b.Upcoming Traffic Safety Committee items 
o Discussion Regarding Whether to Have a Special Meeting for South Lexington  

 
Bosch asked the Committee if they would be open to holding a future Traffic Safety 
Committee meeting in the community, at Lakeside Church. The Committee agreed to 
accommodate that request. 
 

o Westwood and Needlegrass �± Resident Request for Traffic Calming/Intersection 
Control 

 
The Public Works Department is working to gather data in this area, and it will be a 
future agenda item. 
 

o Pine Grove Way and Oakplace West�± All Way Stop Control Request 
o Riley Street and Teceira Way �± All Way Stop Control Request 
o East Natoma and Wesley Drive �± All Way Stop Control Request 
o Oak Ave Parkway and Vista Oak Drive �± All Way Stop Request 

 
Cogil asked that the Willow Creek Drive and Randall Drive area near where the trail 
crosses Willow Creek be evaluated for further safety measures. 

 
6. ADJOURNMENT 
 

Meeting adjourned at 6:24 p.m. 



June.25.Item5a 

ACTION/DISCUSSION ITEMS 
Agenda Item No. 5a 

TSC 25-024 
06/26/25 Meeting 

 
 

TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMITTEE  
STAFF REPORT 

 
DATE:  June 20, 2025 
 
TO:  Traffic Safety Committee 
 
FROM: Public Works Department 
 
SUBJECT: PINE GROVE WAY AND OAK PLACE EAST/OAKPLACE W EST�± 

RESIDENT REQUEST FOR ALL -WAY STOP SIGN CONTROL  
 
 
BACKGROUND/ ANALYSIS  
 
1. Introduction /Background 
 
On Thursday March 27, 2025, a Folsom resident stopped by City Hall with a request for 
intersection control at the intersection of Pine Grove Way and Oakplace East/Oakplace 
West. The resident described situations where motorists failed to yield, unsure of who had 
right of way, and pedestrian safety. She recounted a situation of a young girl was walking 
to school and almost hit by a motorist that failed to yield. 
 
City staff explained the current policy of requesting a neighborhood petition showing 
support for the requested all-way stop sign. The resident understood the process and was 
able to circulate the petition and return it to Public Works on March 30 in support of the 
requested intersection control. 
 
2. Analysis and Findings 
 
�7�K�H�� �&�L�W�\�¶�V�� �F�X�U�U�H�Q�W�� �S�R�O�L�F�\�� �D�O�O�R�Z�V�� �I�R�U�� �U�H�V�L�G�H�Q�W-initiated all-way stop sign requests at 
residential intersections without requiring a formal traffic study. Instead, applicants are 
expected to demonstrate neighborhood support through a completed petition, with an 
emphasis on contacting and securing input from residents living adjacent to the proposed 
stop-controlled intersection. Ideally, those directly impacted should be made aware of the 
potential drawbacks associated with stop sign installations, including increased noise from 
braking and acceleration and potential impacts on air quality from vehicle idling. 
 
�,�W���L�V���D�O�V�R���W�K�H���&�L�W�\�¶�V���S�R�O�L�F�\���W�K�D�W���V�W�R�S���V�L�J�Q�V���V�K�R�X�O�G���Q�R�W���E�H���X�V�H�G���D�V���D���P�H�D�Q�V���R�I���V�S�H�H�G���F�R�Q�W�U�R�O����
in accordance with Section 2B.04 of the California Manual on Uniform Traffic Control 
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Devices (CAMUTCD). Additionally, enforcement of stop sign compliance in residential 
areas is dependent on the availability of Folsom Police Department resources and may not 
receive consistent enforcement attention over extended periods. 
 
City staff reviewed the submitted petition for consideration and found that 12 residents 
signed the petition from the surrounding area(s), with 11 coming from separate residences. 
While some of the signatures were from the same household, the multiple sheets of 
signatures show consistent and overwhelming support for the proposed all-way stop sign. 
 
3. Recommendations 
 
Although the intersection of Pine Grove Way and Oakplace East/Oakplace West does not 
meet CAMUTCD warrants, the City of Folsom allows for a variance of these conditions if 
the stop sign is within, and on residential streets, which this location is. The variance is 
subject to the Traffic Safety Committee discussion and a recommendation to the City 
Council for final approval. 
 
The process for consideration of the all-way stop sign has been followed per City policy 
and is supported by the majority of residents in the affected area and therefore can be 
considered by the Traffic Safety Committee. 
 
Due to the intersection angle, lack of pedestrian facilities, pre-disposition of drivers to turn 
right, and neighborhood support, Public Works recommends installation of an all-way stop 
sign. Public Works would also support side street stop control on Oakplace East and 
Oakplace West and no stop control on Pine Grove Way. 
 
4. Cost Estimate 
 
The estimated cost to implement all-way stop control at a four-legged intersection is 
approximately $8,000, based on comparable work previously completed by the City. Due 
to the need for thermoplastic striping, installation must be performed by a licensed 
contractor, as City staff is not equipped to carry out this portion of the work. City staff 
would handle the fabrication and installation of the stop signs, and those associated costs 
would be covered under the existing Public Works maintenance budget. 
 
5. Conclusion 
 
Based on the recent discussions surrounding the traffic safety concerns of the neighborhood 
and the support of the residents in the affected area, the Public Works Department would 
not oppose placing an all-way stop sign at the intersection of Pine Grove Way and Oakplace 
East/Oakplace West. 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION/TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMITTEE ACTION  
 
Staff recommends that the Committee discuss appropriate further actions, if necessary. 



Attachment A 



Petition 
Signatories in 
Support of Stop 
Sign at Pine 
Grove Way and 
Oakplace 
East/Oakplace 
West

Proposed Stop Sign Location



Proposed Striping and Signage Plan



 

June.25.Item5b 

ACTION/DISCUSSION ITEMS 
Agenda Item No. 5b 

TSC 25-025 
06/26/25 Meeting 

 
 

TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMITTEE  
STAFF REPORT 

 
DATE:  June 20, 2025  
 
TO:  Traffic Safety Committee 
 
FROM: Public Works Department 
 
SUBJECT: WESTWOOD DRIVE AND NEEDLEGRASS DRIVE�± RESIDENT 

REQUEST FOR TRAFFIC CALMING/INTERSECTION 
CONTROL  

 
 
BACKGROUND/ ANALYSIS  
 
1. Introduction /Background 
 
In January of 2025, a resident on Needlegrass Way expressed longstanding concerns 
regarding traffic safety in the neighborhood. The primary issue is excessive speeding along 
Westwood Drive, particularly the stretch from Savannah Parkway to Mangini Parkway, 
described as a straightaway where vehicles often exceed 60 mph. The resident  requested 
the installation of a stop sign and crosswalk at the intersection of Westwood Drive and 
Needlegrass Drive to mitigate speeding and improve pedestrian safety. It was stated that 
these concerns have reportedly been raised for over four years without resolution. The 
resident emphasizes the urgency of addressing these public safety hazards. 
 
Westwood Drive is designated as a two-lane collector roadway between Mangini Parkway 
and Placerville Road, and within the requested area, has a roadway cross section of one �����¶��
�O�D�Q�H���L�Q���H�D�F�K���G�L�U�H�F�W�L�R�Q���� ���¶���E�L�N�H���O�D�Q�H�V���� �Z�L�W�K���D�������¶���5�L�J�K�W���R�I���:�D�\���� �D�Q�G���V�H�S�D�U�D�W�H�G���V�L�G�H�Z�D�O�N�V����
Unrestricted parking is allowed along Westwood Drive pursuant to the CVC. 
 
2. Analysis and Findings 
 
Traffic speed and volume data were collected for both northbound and southbound 
directions along Westwood Drive between May 16 and May 22, 2025. There are no posted 
speed limit for the corridor; however, it should be noted that all attached survey data was 
�E�H�Q�F�K�P�D�U�N�H�G���W�R���D���������0�3�+���U�H�I�H�U�H�Q�F�H�����Z�K�L�F�K���L�V���W�K�H���G�H�I�D�X�O�W���V�\�V�W�H�P���V�H�W�W�L�Q�J���R�I���W�K�H���&�L�W�\�¶�V���G�D�W�D��
collection device. 
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Speeding Trends and 85th Percentile 
�x Northbound (primary direction of concern near Needlegrass Way): 

o The 85th percentile speed was 39 MPH. 
o The average speed was 30.74 MPH, indicating that a substantial portion of 

drivers regularly exceed the speed limit. 
o 27.5% of vehicles were recorded traveling faster than 35 MPH, 8.97% over 

40 MPH, with 2.99% exceeding 45 MPH. 
�x Southbound: 

o The 85th percentile speed was 38 MPH, and the average speed was 29.08 
MPH. 

o 24.6% of were recorded traveling faster than 35 MPH, 11.45% over 40 
MPH, and 1.95% over 45 MPH. 

�x Excessive Speeding: 
o Collected data showed 45 Vehicles out of 4113 (or 1.1%) traveling in excess 

of 50 MPH. With the highest concentration (4) between 9:00 a.m. and 10:   
a.m. southbound, and 11:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. northbound. 

 
Traffic Volume and Peak Periods 

�x Daily traffic volumes for both directions averaged between 1,839 and 1,930 
vehicles during weekdays. Volumes that are within reasonable amounts for 
collector roadways. 

�x Highest traffic volumes were observed during traditional commuting hours: 
o Morning peak: 7:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m. 
o Afternoon peak: 3:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m. 

�x On northbound approaches, multiple days showed peak hourly volumes exceeding 
200 vehicles, particularly in the 4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m. range. Again, not an 
unreasonable amount for this roadway classification. 

 
The data substantiates resident concerns of excessive speeding by a small segment of 
motorist (approximately 10%) on Westwood Drive, especially between Savannah Parkway 
�D�Q�G�� �0�D�Q�J�L�Q�L�� �3�D�U�N�Z�D�\���� �7�K�H�� �U�R�D�G�¶�V�� �O�R�Q�J���� �X�Q�L�Q�W�H�U�U�X�S�W�H�G�� �V�W�U�D�L�J�K�W�D�Z�D�\�� �J�H�R�P�H�W�U�\�� �P�D�\��
encourage aggressive driving behavior. 
 
�,�W�� �L�V�� �D�O�V�R�� �W�K�H�� �&�L�W�\�¶�V, in conjunction with California Manual on Uniform Traffic Control 
Devices (CAMUTCD) policy, that stop signs should not be used as a means of speed 
control, in accordance with Section 2B.04 of the CAMUTCD. A high-level analysis of 
volumes, accident history and pedestrian usage indicates that this intersection would most 
likely not meet CAMUTCD warrants for an all-way stop sign and therefore is not 
recommended by staff at this time.  
 
Visibility from Needlegrass Drive looking in both directions is excellent and City staff was 
able to view oncoming traffic in both directions far exceeding the stopping sight distance 
of 266 feet for the recorded 85th percentile speeds. 
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Future Trail Crossing and Pedestrian Safety Implications 
 
In addition to current safety concerns, the Folsom Parks and Recreation Department has 
plans for a future multi-use trail project that will introduce an uncontrolled midblock 
crosswalk just north of Needlegrass Way. This new pedestrian crossing will increase foot 
traffic across Westwood Drive and further elevate the need for traffic calming measures. 
 

 
 
3. Traffic Calming Recommendations for Westwood Drive 
 
Based on the speed survey data collected along Westwood Drive, staff recommends a 
multi-tiered traffic calming approach to address speeding and improve safety in this 
residential corridor. Short-term, low-cost measures such as radar speed feedback signs and 
high-visibility signage for the future crosswalk can be deployed quickly to raise driver 
awareness. These features are known to reduce operating speeds and enhance pedestrian 
safety. Staff also recommends coordinating with Folsom Police Department for targeted 
enforcement during peak speeding periods (particularly 7:00 a.m. �± 9:00 a.m., 11:00 a.m. 
to 12:00 p.m., and 4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.), and exploring a community-based 
Neighborhood Speed Watch program to reinforce accountability. A follow-up traffic study 
is suggested after these recommendations are implemented. 
 
4. Cost Estimate 
 
The estimated cost for the two radar feedback signs would be approximately $6,000. City 
Staff would be able to handle the installation and programming. Enhanced striping would 
be included in the upcoming trails project and would be approximately $3,000 for 
additional signage and striping. 

Future Trail and 
Crosswalk Location 
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5. Conclusion 
 
The data substantiates resident concerns of some excessive speeding along Westwood 
�'�U�L�Y�H���� �H�V�S�H�F�L�D�O�O�\�� �E�H�W�Z�H�H�Q�� �6�D�Y�D�Q�Q�D�K�� �3�D�U�N�Z�D�\�� �D�Q�G�� �0�D�Q�J�L�Q�L�� �3�D�U�N�Z�D�\���� �7�K�H�� �U�R�D�G�¶�V�� �O�R�Q�J����
uninterrupted straightaway geometry may encourage aggressive driving behavior. A 
considerable percentage of vehicles are consistently exceeding both the proposed posted 
30 MPH speed limit. These conditions represent a potential safety hazard for residents and 
pedestrians and support the need for low-cost traffic calming interventions at locations such 
as Needlegrass Way and Westwood Drive as a first attempt to reduce the number of 
excessive speeders. 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION/TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMITTEE ACTION  
 
Staff recommends that the Committee approve installation of two radar feedback signs, 
enhanced pedestrian crossing signs/bollards at the future trail crossing, and work with the 
Folsom Police Department to do focused enforcement of the area once a posted enforceable 
speed limit is installed. 



Attachment A 



Savannah Parkway

Mangini Parkway

Westwood Drive

Subject Intersection



Place Currently Not Set
Time vs Speed

5/29/2025, 08:31:49

Location: Westwood Dr-OPPOSING Zone: Residential
Date: 5/17/2025 Travel Direction: N
Posted Speed Limit: 25 MPH

--- Speed Ranges ---
Time Span Total 1-5 6-10 11-15 16-20 21-25 26-30 31-35 36-40 41-45 46-50 51-55 56-60 61-65 66-70 71-75 76-80 81-85

00:00-00:59 11 0 1 0 0 2 2 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0
01:00-01:59 6 0 0 0 1 2 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
02:00-02:59 4 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
03:00-03:59 5 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
04:00-04:59 15 0 0 1 2 2 5 2 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
05:00-05:59 10 0 1 0 1 0 3 2 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
06:00-06:59 24 0 2 1 4 2 4 6 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
07:00-07:59 63 0 5 1 9 5 12 13 10 5 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
08:00-08:59 115 0 2 8 16 14 13 31 19 11 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
09:00-09:59 129 0 4 8 19 16 18 25 20 13 2 4 0 0 0 0 0 0
10:00-10:59 138 0 2 7 19 21 22 28 32 5 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
11:00-11:59 133 0 5 11 18 14 19 32 21 12 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
12:00-12:59 170 0 5 6 26 20 21 38 29 24 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
13:00-13:59 168 0 4 9 26 26 22 34 34 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
14:00-14:59 138 0 2 12 16 15 22 37 26 6 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
15:00-15:59 161 0 11 11 20 19 23 32 21 20 2 1 1 0 0 0 0 0
16:00-16:59 139 0 5 10 15 18 29 24 30 6 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
17:00-17:59 140 0 5 11 13 18 33 25 20 13 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
18:00-18:59 159 0 7 13 16 23 22 38 30 9 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
19:00-19:59 120 0 3 7 12 15 22 35 21 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
20:00-20:59 108 0 2 6 12 15 24 30 15 3 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
21:00-21:59 79 0 2 4 7 12 12 18 17 5 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
22:00-22:59 45 0 0 5 5 10 2 10 6 5 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
23:00-23:59 26 0 1 1 3 6 4 6 3 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Totals 2106 0 69 134 261 277 335 469 366 159 21 9 3 1 0 2 0 0



Place Currently Not Set
Time vs Speed

5/29/2025, 08:27:28

Location: Westwood Dr Zone: Residential
Date: 5/17/2025 Travel Direction: N
Posted Speed Limit: 25 MPH

--- Speed Ranges ---
Time Span Total 1-5 6-10 11-15 16-20 21-25 26-30 31-35 36-40 41-45 46-50 51-55 56-60 61-65 66-70 71-75 76-80 81-85

00:00-00:59 6 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
01:00-01:59 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
02:00-02:59 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
03:00-03:59 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
04:00-04:59 11 0 2 0 0 2 0 2 3 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
05:00-05:59 39 0 6 1 1 1 10 9 6 4 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
06:00-06:59 58 0 4 1 1 8 11 17 9 6 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
07:00-07:59 112 0 7 2 7 7 27 38 19 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
08:00-08:59 138 0 3 5 3 8 28 27 39 14 8 2 1 0 0 0 0 0
09:00-09:59 161 0 5 5 6 17 24 45 36 17 4 1 1 0 0 0 0 0
10:00-10:59 143 0 2 2 11 10 31 45 23 14 4 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
11:00-11:59 143 0 6 9 9 11 34 28 22 14 6 4 0 0 0 0 0 0
12:00-12:59 137 0 2 8 6 14 26 39 28 10 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
13:00-13:59 124 0 8 5 6 17 17 35 21 11 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
14:00-14:59 141 0 6 9 5 23 24 46 18 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
15:00-15:59 120 0 4 7 7 14 28 24 23 10 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
16:00-16:59 126 0 4 3 10 16 23 28 24 12 4 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
17:00-17:59 152 0 10 10 15 21 26 44 14 10 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
18:00-18:59 141 0 1 10 11 20 25 31 30 12 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
19:00-19:59 85 0 2 5 5 5 21 23 18 4 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
20:00-20:59 65 0 3 2 3 10 19 20 4 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
21:00-21:59 48 0 1 1 2 11 8 10 8 5 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
22:00-22:59 41 0 1 2 3 8 7 6 10 2 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0
23:00-23:59 13 0 1 1 0 2 2 3 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Totals 2007 0 80 89 111 225 392 520 360 166 44 16 3 0 1 0 0 0



Place Currently Not Set
Traffic Survey Summary

5/29/2025, 08:29:16

Location: Westwood Dr-OPPOSING Zone: Residential
Start Date: 5/16/2025 Start Time: 10:09:30
End Date: 5/20/2025 End Time: 23:00:29

Travel Direction: N

Speed 1 - 19 20 - 21 22 - 23 24 - 25 26 - 27 28 - 29 30 - 31 32 - 33 34 - 35 36 - 37 38 - 39
40 - 
999

Volume 1797 534 489 472 504 658 752 910 1055 829 663 1101

% of 
Total 18.4% 5.46% 5% 4.83% 5.16% 6.73% 7.7% 9.31% 10.8% 8.49% 6.79% 11.27%

Total Vehicles: 9764

Speed Statistics

Posted 25

#At/Under Limit 3292

# Over Limit 6472

Average Speed 29.08

10 MPH Pace

Pace Speed 29 to 38

# in Pace 4257

% in Pace 43.59%

85% Percentile 38

Number Exceeding Limit

Speed 25+ 35+ 45+ Total

Number 3879 2402 191 6472

Percent 39.72% 24.6% 1.95% 66.28%



Place Currently Not Set
Traffic Survey Summary

5/29/2025, 08:16:53

Location: Westwood Dr Zone: Residential
Start Date: 5/16/2025 Start Time: 10:09:30
End Date: 5/20/2025 End Time: 23:00:29

Travel Direction: N

Speed 1 - 19 20 - 21 22 - 23 24 - 25 26 - 27 28 - 29 30 - 31 32 - 33 34 - 35 36 - 37 38 - 39
40 - 
999

Volume 1083 281 345 483 649 716 875 970 1031 840 642 1344

% of 
Total 11.69% 3.03% 3.72% 5.21% 7% 7.73% 9.45% 10.47% 11.13% 9.07% 6.93% 14.51%

Total Vehicles: 9259

Speed Statistics

Posted 25

#At/Under Limit 2192

# Over Limit 7067

Average Speed 30.74

10 MPH Pace

Pace Speed 28 to 37

# in Pace 4432

% in Pace 47.86%

85% Percentile 39

Number Exceeding Limit

Speed 25+ 35+ 45+ Total

Number 4241 2549 277 7067

Percent 45.8% 27.52% 2.99% 76.32%



June.25.Item5c 

NEW BUSINESS 
Agenda Item No. 5c 

TSC 25-026 
06/26/25 Meeting 

 
 

TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMITTEE  
STAFF REPORT 

 
DATE:  June 26, 2025 
 
TO:  Traffic Safety Committee 
 
FROM: Public Works Department 
 
SUBJECT: SPEED LIMIT ADOPTION : VARIOUS  ARTERIAL AND 

COLLECTOR STREETS  IN THE FOLSOM PLAN AREA  
 
 
BACKGROUND/ ANALYSIS  
 
In accordance with the California Vehicle Code (CVC) and the California Manual on 
Uniform Traffic Control Devices (CAMUTCD), the City of Folsom is required to conduct 
periodic Engineering and Traffic Surveys (E&TS) on its arterial and collector roadways. 
These surveys support the establishment and enforcement of speed limits that are safe, 
reasonable, and legally defensible �²  particularly for radar enforcement. 
 
Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. was retained to conduct the latest E&TS for six roadway 
segments within the Folsom Plan Area. These surveys were completed in May 2025 and 
included collection of radar-based speed data, field observations, and evaluation of 
roadway conditions, traffic volumes, pedestrian and bicycle activity, and historical 
collision data. These factors are required by Section 627 of the CVC and are consistent 
with the methodology described in the 2014 CAMUTCD. 
 
SURVEY LOCATIONS AND FINDINGS 
 
The segments surveyed included the following: 
  

Street Segment Existing 
Speed Limit 

Recommended 
Speed Limit 

1 East Bidwell Street US-50 EB Off-Ramp 
to White Rock Road 

45 mph 45 mph 

2 Westwood Drive Alder Creek Parkway 
to Mangini Parkway 

Not posted 30 mph 
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Street Segment Existing 

Speed Limit 
Recommended 

Speed Limit 
3 
 
  

Alder Creek Parkway Westwood Drive to 
Rustic Ridge Circle 

30 mph 35 mph 

4 Grand Prairie Road Rustic Ridge Circle to 
Alder Creek Parkway 

35 mph 35 mph 

5 Mangini Parkway Savannah Parkway to 
Empire Ranch Road 

30 mph 35 mph 

6 Mangini Parkway East Bidwell Street to 
Oak Avenue Parkway 

40 mph 35 mph 

 
Speed data, 85th percentile speeds, 10-mph pace ranges, and collision records were 
analyzed. All proposed changes are within the guidelines set by the CAMUTCD and 
include considerations for pedestrian activity, adjacent land uses, and roadway 
characteristics. 
 
Notably: 

�x A 5 mph reduction from the 85th percentile speed was applied on some segments 
pursuant to CVC Section 22358.6 and 22358.7, due to the presence of high 
pedestrian and bicycle activity and use of these corridors by vulnerable road users. 

�x Field conditions such as single-lane configurations, planted medians, sidewalks, 
and bike lanes were considered in the engineering judgment applied to each 
recommendation. 

 
�7�K�H�� �I�X�O�O�� �V�S�H�H�G�� �V�X�U�Y�H�\�� �Z�R�U�N�V�K�H�H�W�V�� �D�Q�G�� �P�D�S�V�� �D�U�H�� �S�U�R�Y�L�G�H�G�� �L�Q�� �W�K�H�� �F�R�Q�V�X�O�W�D�Q�W�¶�V�� �P�H�P�R�� �I�R�U��
reference. 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION/TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMITTEE ACTION  
 
Staff recommends that the Traffic Safety Committee recommend approval of the speed 
limit recommendations listed above. Upon approval by the Committee, these 
recommendations will be forwarded to the City Council for adoption by ordinance, which 
is required for radar enforcement of speed limits on these roadways. 
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