Agenda

Traffic Safety Committee

February 19, 2026, 4:00 pm
_‘ ( ],LI "Ih'{}\ l Folsom City Hall | City Council Chambers | 50 Natoma Street, Folsom CA 95630

. CALLTO ORDER

. ROLL CALL
M. Austin, Z. Bosch, J. Brausch, R. Cogil, K. Goddard, M. McGee, C. Rouse

. MINUTES
Approval of the Minutes of the December 4, 2025, Meeting.

. BUSINESS FROM THE FLOOR

Discuss any items not on the agenda that a member of the public wishes to bring to the
Committee’s attention. The Traffic Safety Committee cannot take formal action on the item but
can request that it be placed on a future agenda for further discussion.

. ADMINISTRATIVE ACTIONS
a. Oath of Office

. ACTION/DISCUSSION ITEMS

a. Request for Parking Restrictions to Address Line of Sight Issues at Haddington Way and
Langholm Way

b. Resident Request for Side Street Stop Control at Thurman Way and Scheidegger Circle and
Information Regarding Recent Signage Changes on Thurman Way

c. Committee Request for Assessment of All-Way Stop Sign at Coloma Street and Persifer Street

d. Public Works Proposal to Change Traffic Safety Committee Meetings from Monthly to
Quarterly for Remainder of 2026

. INFORMATIONAL ITEMS

Rumble Strip Educational ltem

E-Bike Program Update — Summary of City Council Discussion from January 27, 2026
Traffic Safety Committee Action Item Updates

Upcoming Traffic Safety Committee Items

. ADJOURNMENT
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Copies of the written documentation relating to each item of business described above are on file in
the Public Works Department, Folsom City Hall, 50 Natoma St., Folsom, California and are available
for public inspection during regular office hours which are 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., Monday through
Friday. We request advance notification to facilitate your requests. Copies of documents may be
purchased for $0.10 per page.

Pursuant to State law, this agenda was posted at least 72 hours prior to the meeting at the Folsom
City offices, and City website. The City Hall phone number is 916-461-6000. To contact City Hall
using a telecommunication device for the deaf (TDD), please call (800) 735-2929 and an operator will
assist you.

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need special assistance to participate
in this meeting, please contact the Public Works Department at 916-461-6702. Notification 48 hours
prior to the meeting will enable the City to make reasonable arrangements to ensure accessibility to
this meeting.

Please mute or turn off cellular phones, tablets, and other electronic devices during the meeting.




Traffic Safety Committee Meeting Minutes

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

FOLSOM

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
Chair Brausch called the meeting to order at 4:05 p.m.
ROLL CALL:

PRESENT: Z. Bosch, J. Brausch, K. Goddard, M. McGee, C. Rouse, B. Ulm

ABSENT: R.Cogil
MINUTES

Approval of the Minutes of the September 28 2025, Meeting.
Goddard motioned to accept the minutes.
McGee seconded the motion.
Motion was carried with the following vote:
AYES: Bosch, Brausch, Goddard, McGee, Ulm
ABSTAIN: Rouse
ABSENT: Cogil

BUSINESS FROM THE FLOOR/GOOD OF THE ORDER
Public Comment made by Jasleen Rana and Geetika Guthi, students from Vista Del Lago High

School, regarding e-bike safety. They would like additional signage placed reflecting e-bike
regulations.

ACTION/DISCUSSION ITEMS

a. Resident Petition for All-Way Stop Sign at Ader Creek Parkway and Blacktail Way/Quail
Meadow Way

Public Comment made by Milan Rana and Alex Rana.

The Traffic Safety Committee did not recommend an all-way stop sign at the intersection of
Alder Creek Parkway and Blacktail Way/Quail Meadow Way.
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The Traffic Safety Committee recommended evaluation by the Public Works Department of
the following possible traffic calming measures:
e Line of sight tree removal or trimming
e Radar Feedback sign placement on Alder Creek Parkway westbound prior to the
intersection
e Install school bus signage for motorists
e Focused Police Department enforcement on Alder Creek Parkway between
Westwood Drive and Grand Prairie Drive

e Follow up in about one year to the committee regarding this intersection

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

b. Resident Request for Evaluation of Crosswalk near Twin Lakes Food Bank on Montrose Drive.

Public Comment made by Lisa Tudor, Executive Director of Twin Lakes Food Bank, and
Elizabeth Martin, Operations Director of Twin Lakes Food Bank, and Scott Bailey.

The Traffic Safety Committee recommends enhanced pavement marking between the two
driveways between 320 Montrose Drive and 327 Montrose Drive.

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

INFORMATIONAL ITEMS
a. Traffic Safety Committee Action Item Updates
Bosch announced that he met with school district representatives regarding children riding bikes
returning from school safely at the intersection of North Lexington Drive and Oak Avenue
Parkway. Joanne Brausch asked that Erin Howard be in the loop regarding education at Folsom
Middle School; she also asked that this item be added to the spreadsheet.
b. Upcoming Traffic Safety Committee items
These items are proposed for future meeting agendas:
e Rumble Strip Educational Item

e Willow Creek Safety Assessment
2



e Request to revise the TSC meeting schedule coming in January from the Public
Works Department

Chair Brausch would like the following two items on a future agenda: The intersection of Persifer Street
and Coloma Street, and an update to the e-bikes topic at the meeting in January.

7 ADJOURNMENT

Meeting adjourned at 5:21 p.m.



Agenda Item No. 5a
TSC 26-001
02/19/26 Meeting

TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMITTEE

STAFF REPORT
DATE: February 19, 2026
TO: Traffic Safety Committee
FROM: Public Works Department

SUBJECT: Oath of Office

BACKGROUND/ANALYSIS

Pursuant to Government Code Section 40813, the City Clerk has appointed Zach Bosch,
Public Works Representative to the Traffic Safety Committee, as a Deputy of the City
Clerk’s Office for the express purpose of administering the Oath of Office to all Traffic
Safety Committee members.

The Oath will be administered verbally to the two new Representatives and then written
oaths will be signed by each member and the person administering the oath. This date also
starts the 30-day window for each member to file their statement of economic interests.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION/TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMITTEE ACTION

Each new and At-Large Representative will complete the oath of office.
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ACTION/DISCUSSION ITEMS
Agenda Item No. 6a

TSC 26-002

02/19/26 Meeting

TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMITTEE

STAFF REPORT
DATE: February 13, 2026
TO: Traffic Safety Committee
FROM: Public Works Department

SUBJECT: Request For Parking Restrictions to Address Line of Sight Issues at
Haddington Way and Langholm Way

BACKGROUND/ANALYSIS

1. Introduction/Background

Traffic Safety Committee discussed this area in September of 2021, as part of a request to
evaluate line of sight at the intersection of Haddington Drive and Freswick Way,
Haddington Drive and Duckeld Lane, and Haddington Drive and Langholm Way.

At that time, the Traffic Safety Committee recommended restriction of parking on
Haddington south of Freswick Drive, on the aast side of the roadway. There were no
recommended parking restrictions on Haddington Way north of Langholm Way by the
Committee.

Since that time, residents in the vicinity have observed vehicles parked near the corner of
Langholm Way and Haddington Drive that have impeded the line of sight of southbound
traffic on Haddington Drive, causing what they feel is a safety issue and have asked that
the Traffic Safety Committee revisit the issue.

2. Policy

The City of Folsom addresses parking issues on a case-by-case basis due to the unique
nature of each circumstance, attempting to find a balance between residents’ expectations
that parking near and around their residence be available while also addressing legitimate
safety concerns. In the past, Traffic Safety Committee has requested neighborhood
petitions filled out in support of parking restrictions, other times the Committee has taken
action without requiring this additional documentation.

Feb.26.Item6a



3. Analysis
Sight Distance and Operations

City staff collected line of sight data in its original staff report dated September of 2021,
as the geometrics of this intersection has not changed since that time.

For a roadway with a speed limit of 25 mph, the stopping sight distance is 155 feet. The
image below shows in general terms where that distance is, and where parking could
obstruct that line of sight. Using the image as reference, there is approximately 50 feet of
curb distance where, if a vehicle were parked (indicated by the red line on the image),
would force the vehicle on Langholm Way to inch out past the stop bar before being able
to see oncoming traffic. This is not uncommon at many intersections in residential areas in
the City of Folsom.
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Collision History

A review of the past three years of reported collision data found no collisions at the
intersection, no calls for service from the Police Department, and none of the issues
reported by residents reflected a pattern of right-of-way confusion or correctable crash

types.

Approach Speeds
Multiple site visits performed by City staff observed no excessive speeding for vehicles on
Haddington Drive.

4. Cost Estimate

The estimated cost to implement parking restrictions on Haddington Drive would be
approximately $300 for staff time and materials. City staff would handle the fabrication
and installation of the ‘No Parking’ signs, and those associated costs would be covered
under the existing Public Works maintenance budget.

5. Conclusion

Residential parking restrictions require a careful balance between intersection safety and
neighborhood parking needs. City staff generally recommends restrictions where parked
vehicles obstruct sightlines and alternative parking is readily available. As both conditions
are met in this instance, staff recommends installing a "No Parking' sign on the east side of
the street, 50 feet north of Langholm Way.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION/TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMITTEE ACTION

City Staff recommends the installation of one ‘No Parking’ sign, 50 feet north of Langholm
Way, on the east side of the street, installed by City Staff at a time that is convenient to
their normal maintenance workload.
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ACTION/DISCUSSION ITEMS
Agenda Item No. 6b

TSC 26-003

02/19/26 Meeting

TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMITTEE

STAFF REPORT
DATE: February 13, 2026
TO: Traffic Safety Committee
FROM: Public Works Department

SUBJECT: Resident Request for Side Street Stop Control at Thurman Way and
Scheidegger Circle and Information Regarding Recent Signage
Changes on Thurman Way

BACKGROUND/ANALYSIS

1. Introduction/Background

In October 2025, a resident on Thurman Way requested that city staff investigate reported
issues of speeding, aggressive driving around the 90-degree bend, cut-through traffic and
improved intersection control at Thurman Way and Scheidegger Circle.

2. Policy

The City of Folsom staff attempts to substantiate the resident’s observations of speeding
and improved right of way control by collecting data, performing site visits and then
reporting these findings to the Traffic Safety Committee if the recommended actions
require or would benefit from a public discussion and a majority vote of the Committee. In
this case, the request for the addition of a new stop sign placed on Thurman Way at
Scheidegger Circle would constitute a potential impact to the neighborhood where public
input from the residents directly adjacent to the proposed stop sign is valuable to the
Committee.

3. Analysis
Traffic Engineering Evaluation

Stop Sign Application guidance is provided in Section 2B.06 of the California Manual for
Uniform Traffic Control Devices (CAMUTCD) shown below:
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Section 2B.06 STOP Sign Applications

Guidance:

01 At intersections where a full stop is not necessary at all times, consideration should

first be given to using less restrictive measures such as YIELD signs (see Sections 2B.08
and 2B.09).

02 The use of STOP signs on the minor-street approaches should be considered if
engineering judgment indicates that a stop is always required because of one or more of
the following conditions:

A. The vehicular traffic volumes on the through street or highway exceed 6,000
vehicles per day;

B. A restricted view exists that requires road users to stop in order to adequately
observe conflicting traffic on the through street or highway, and/or

C. Crash records indicate that three or more crashes that are susceptible to
correction by the installation of a STOP sign have been reported within a 12-
month period, or that five or more such crashes have been reported within a 2-
year period.

= Note: Such crashes include right-angle collisions involving road users on
the minor-street approach failing to yield the right-of-way to traffic on the
through street or highway.

Approach Volume and Speeds

Speed data was collected on Thurman Way between 10/23/2025 and 11/3/2025. The
measured 85th-percentile speed on Thurman Way travelling northbound/southbound was
26 MPH, which is consistent with its function as a residential roadway and reflects typical
operating speeds for its roadway geometry. Average speeds were 22 MPH. Average daily
volumes were 177 vehicles per day over the course of the counting period. Overall, these
are very reasonable speeds and volumes on a residential roadway and therefore, no
mitigation measures are recommended.

Sight Distance and Operations

City staff collected line of sight data by performing multiple sites visits by various city
staff. Line of sight was generally very good in both directions onto Scheidegger Circle with
staff able to see oncoming vehicles well within engineering standards for stopping sight
distance. Observed vehicle interactions turning from Thurman Way onto Scheidegger
Circle treated this intersection more of a “Yield” situation than a full stop which is
consistent with the available line of sight and vehicle, volumes and speeds. Vehicle
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conflicts were uncommon due to the low vehicle volumes. The current uncontrolled,
implied stop/yield of this intersection is not uncommon at many intersections in residential
areas in the City of Folsom, particularly in the Parkway subdivision.

Collision History

A review of the past three years of reported collision data found no collisions at the
intersection, no calls for service from the Police Department, and none of the issues
reported by residents reflected a pattern of right-of-way confusion or correctable crash

types.

4. Cost Estimate

The estimated cost to side street stop control at a three-legged intersection is approximately
$300 for stop legend, $150 for the stop bar, and approximately $300 for staff time and
materials. City staff is able handle the fabrication and installation of the stop sign, and those
associated costs would be covered under the existing Public Works maintenance budget.

5. Conclusion

The intersection does not meet CAMUTCD warrants for all-way stop control, and field
observations do not indicate operational or safety issues that would justify a variance.
However, side street stop control warrants are less intensive, and this intersection’s
geometry could benefit from a side street stop bar.

INFORMATIONAL ITEM SECTION

Between November 2025 and February 2026, City staff installed requested signage on
Thurman Way between Scheidegger Circle and Parkway Drive. This signage included
speed limit signs in both the northbound and westbound direction entering Thurman Way,
as well as 15 MPH curve warning signs in approach to the 90-degree bend in the roadway.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION/TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMITTEE ACTION

Staff recommends that the Committee approve the installation of a stop sign, bar and legend
on southbound Thurman Way at Scheidegger Circle contingent on the directly adjacent
neighbors’ support.
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ACTION/DISCUSSION ITEMS
Agenda Item No. 6¢

TSC 26-005

02/19/26 Meeting

TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMITTEE

STAFF REPORT
DATE: February 13, 2026
TO: Traffic Safety Committee
FROM: Public Works Department

SUBJECT: Committee Request for Assessment of All-Way Stop Sign at Coloma
Street and Persifer Street

BACKGROUND/ANALYSIS

1. Introduction/Background

Public Works received a request to evaluate the intersection of Coloma Street and Persifer
Street for all-way stop control. Concerns typically associated with such requests include
driver yielding behavior and pedestrian safety, particularly during peak school travel
periods. Coloma Street serves as the major street (currently uncontrolled), while Persifer
Street is the minor street and is currently stop-controlled. Persifer Street is adjacent to
Sutter Middle School and currently has one crosswalk along the southwesterly corner.

2. Policy

The City of Folsom utilizes the California Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices
(CAMUTCD), specifically Section 2B.07 to determine if multi-way stop control is
warranted. For collector streets like Coloma Street, the City strictly follows these warrants
to ensure consistent traffic flow and driver expectancy.

3. Analysis

Traffic Engineering Evaluation

City staff collected turning-movement counts, pedestrian counts, and speed data and
performed multiple site visits during school and non-school peak times. The location was

evaluated against the CAMUTCD multi-way stop warrants.

Interim Measure for Future Traffic Signal (Criteria A)
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Coloma Street and Persifer Street is not a location that has a planned traffic signal, therefore
this criteria is not met.

Collision History (Criteria B)

A review of the past three years of reported collision data found no collisions at the
intersection, no calls for service from the Police Department, and none of the issues
reported by residents reflected a pattern of right-of-way confusion or correctable crash

types.

Volume Warrant (Criteria C.1, C.2)

An eight-hour volume analysis was performed using the standard thresholds with are 300
vehicles or units per hour for major street; and 200 vehicle or units per hour for the minor
street.

Coloma Street carries the bulk of the traffic with 3,365 daily vehicles with 1,993
northbound and 1,372 southbound. The eight-hour average for Coloma Street was 263
vehicles per hour (VPH). With an hourly average of 263 VPH, the major street for Warrant
C of Section 2B.07 major-approach requirement is not met, reaching only approximately
88% of the required threshold.

Persifer Street (minor street), including all pedestrians crossing Coloma Street, averages
133 units/hour, below the required 200 units/hour reduced threshold. As a result, the
Volume Warrant is not met.

Approach Speeds (Criteria C.3)
Speed data was collected on Coloma Street to determine the appropriate volume thresholds.

e Northbound (South of Persifer Street): 85th-percentile speed was 31 mph
e Southbound (North of Persifer Street): 85th-percentile speed was 32 mph

CAMUTCD allows the use of reduced volume thresholds when the 85th-percentile speed
on the major street exceeds 40 mph; however, in this case, since the 85th-percentile speeds
do not exceed 40 mph, the standard 100% volume thresholds apply for this analysis.

It is also important to note that stop signs are not an appropriate tool for speed control as
stated in the CAMUTCD. Studies have shown that installing unwarranted stop control at
locations where drivers do not expect to stop can introduce new safety concerns, including
increased rear-end collisions and reduced compliance over time.

Other Considerations

The CAMUTCD provides guidance to allow other criteria that may be considered in an
engineering study. These include
A) Need to control left-turn conflicts
B) Need to control vehicle/pedestrian conflicts near locations that generate high
pedestrian volumes
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C) Locations where a road user, after stopping, cannot see conflicting traffic and is not
able to negotiate the intersection unless conflicting cross traffic is also required to
stop

D) An intersection of two residential neighborhood collector (through) streets of
similar design and operating characteristics where multi-way stop control would
improve traffic operational characteristics of the intersection

Pedestrian crossing activity was highest in the afternoon (3:30 p.m. — 3:45 p.m.) with 16
pedestrians on Tuesday 1/13/2026, and 13 on Wednesday 1/14/2026, with a peak of 20
units in the 2:00 p.m. hour on Thursday 1/15/2026. These pedestrians crossed on the west
leg of the intersection, closest to the school, traveling northbound. Pedestrian volumes
crossing Coloma Street were typically in the one-to-two range, sporadically spaced
throughout the day. Crossings on north and south side of the intersection around school
times range from one up to four in the 15-minute windows. Peak 30-minute volume
occurred on Tuesday between 3:30 p.m. and 4:00 p.m. with six pedestrians crossing
eastbound on the south leg of the intersection. During that same time 200 vehicles travelled
on Coloma Street northbound and southbound (132 northbound, 69 southbound) and 97
approached from Persifer Street (87 eastbound, and 10 westbound).

Using the additional considerations as guidance from the CAMUTCD, it is Staff’s opinion
that none of the four additional considerations are met.

4. Recommendations

Based on the data collected, engineering analysis, and CAMUTCD guidance, Public Works
does not recommend installation of all-way stop control at Coloma Street and Persifer
Street.

5. 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 are 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.

6. Conclusion
The intersection does not meet CAMUTCD warrants for all-way stop control, and field
observations do not indicate operational or safety issues that would justify a variance.

Public Works recommends maintaining the existing stop control on Coloma Street and
Persifer Street and pursuing targeted pedestrian improvements if desired.
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION/TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMITTEE ACTION

Staff recommends that the Committee deny the request for all-way stop control at Coloma
Street and Persifer Street and continue to monitor this location in the future.
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Attachment A



Location: Coloma St & Persifer St

Prepared by Nationa Data & Surveying Servces

Pedestrian Study

city: folsom
Pedestrian Crossing Volume
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ACTION/DISCUSSION ITEMS
Agenda Item No. 6d

TSC 26-005

02/19/26 Meeting

TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMITTEE

STAFF REPORT
DATE: February 13, 2026
TO: Traffic Safety Committee
FROM: Public Works Department

SUBJECT: Public Works Proposal to Change Traffic Safety Committee Meetings
from Monthly to Quarterly for Remainder of 2026

BACKGROUND/ANALYSIS

1. Introduction/Background

The City of Folsom is currently facing significant fiscal challenges, including a projected
$3 million shortfall in the General Fund for fiscal year 2025-26. To address this structural
deficit, the City Council approved a two-phase cost-saving plan in late 2025 that includes
the elimination of 20 full-time positions and a major reorganization of key city
departments.

As part of this reorganization, the Public Works Department has undergone significant
realignment to reduce its impact on the General Fund by approximately 22% ($1.1 million
annually). This restructuring involved realignment of resources by shifting staff focus on
projects funded by special revenue to maximize cost recovery and administrative efficiency
that consolidate mid-management duties to streamline operations in a constrained fiscal
environment.

Given the need to prioritize core infrastructure and safety projects, maintaining a monthly
meeting schedule is no longer administratively sustainable. Transitioning to a quarterly
schedule for the remainder of 2026 allows Public Works staff to consolidate traffic safety
requests, ensuring that each meeting is productive and that staff time is used efficiently to
address the community's highest-priority safety concerns.

2. Policy
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The Traffic Safety Committee (TSC) is governed by Section 10.02 of the Folsom
Municipal Code, which mandates the establishment of a formal meeting schedule.
Historically, the Committee has alternated between monthly and quarterly schedules,
typically convening on the fourth Thursday of the month.

Under Folsom Municipal Code 10.02.060, there is no set minimum number of meetings
required per quarter, and regularly scheduled meetings may be canceled at any time.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION/TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMITTEE ACTION

The Public Works Department recommends that the Traffic Safety Committee:
e Approve the transition from a monthly to a quarterly meeting schedule for the
remainder of 2026 (April 23, July 23, October 22).
e Adopt a quarterly calendar (meetings in January, April, July, and October) to
provide predictable intervals for public meetings.
e Maintain the 4:00 p.m. meeting time on the fourth Thursday of the month to
preserve public accessibility while adhering to the new operational model.
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COMMITTEE ITEMS
Agenda Item No. 7a
TSC 26-006

02/19/26 Meeting

TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMITTEE

STAFF REPORT
DATE: February 10, 2026
TO: Traffic Safety Committee
FROM: Public Works Department

SUBJECT: Overview of Rumble Strip Applications and Safety Benefits

BACKGROUND/ANALYSIS

This informational item provides the Traffic Safety Committee with technical data and
safety performance overviews of rumble strips. Rumble strips are a proven, low-cost safety
countermeasure used to reduce lane departure crashes or provide tactile feedback to
motorist in approach to a road feature. This report is intended to serve as a resource for the
Committee when evaluating future traffic safety requests and infrastructure projects.

Function and Effectiveness

Rumble strips are textured patterns installed on the pavement surface designed to alert
inattentive, drowsy, or distracted drivers through both audible (sound) and tactile
(vibration) warnings. When a vehicle's tires pass over the strips, the vibration and noise
prompt the driver to take immediate corrective action.

According to Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and Caltrans data, rumble strips
significantly reduce the following crash types:

e Run-off-road (ROR) crashes: Shoulder or edge line rumble strips reduce single-
vehicle ROR injury crashes by 30% to 50% on rural roads.

o Head-on or sideswipe collisions: Centerline rumble strips reduce fatal and injury
cross-over crashes by 45% to 60%.
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Types of Rumble Strips and Design

Milled-in vs. Raised: Milled-in rumble strips (grooves cut directly into the pavement) are
the industry standard as they provide 12 times more vibration than older rolled-in or raised
versions.

Ceramic Buttons (Botts’ Dots) Ceramic buttons are 4-inch raised domes made of glazed
ceramic. Unlike milled strips, they are adhered to the surface of the road.

e Safety Function: They provide a "thump-thump" sensation (audible and tactile)
when a vehicle changes lanes or when approaching roadway features or geometrics
that benefit from extra feedback.

e Transition in California: Caltrans and many local agencies have begun phasing out
ceramic buttons as a primary lane-marking tool. This is due to the maintenance cost
of replacing dislodged dots and the fact that they are non-reflective.

e Some jurisdictions are now utilizing larger ceramic buttons (6-inch or 8-inch) as a
deterrent for "sideshow" activity at intersections, as the high bumps make it difficult
and uncomfortable for vehicles to perform high-speed maneuvers.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION/TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMITTEE ACTION

Informational item only. The Public Works Department recommends that the Traffic
Safety Committee receive and file this informational report and the accompanying exhibits
regarding rumble strip technology and safety applications.
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COMMITTEE ITEMS
Agenda Item No. 7b
TSC 26-007

02/19/26 Meeting

TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMITTEE

STAFF REPORT
DATE: February 10, 2026
TO: Traffic Safety Committee
FROM: Public Works Department
SUBJECT: E-Bike Program Update — Summary of City Council Discussion from
January 27, 2026
BACKGROUND/ANALYSIS

This report summarizes the Folsom Police Department’s presentation delivered to the City
Council on January 27, 2026.
CALIFORNIA E-BIKE

CLASSIFICATIONS AND MICROMOBILITY

DEFINITIONS

Per California Vehicle Code (CVC), an electric bicycle is defined as a bicycle equipped
with fully operable pedals and an electric motor not exceeding 750 watts. To ensure
legislative alignment and public safety, riders and municipal staff must distinguish between
the following three classes:

Feature Class 1 E- | Class 2 E- | Class 3 E- |[E-Scooters| Moped E-
Bike Bike Bike Motorcycle
aPr?((liiL?(S)ftllset No pedals, [No pedals,
Motor/Pedal [Pedal assist Pedal assist exclusivelylexclusively
. (allows
Mechanism |only only powered [powered by
motor-only
. by motor |motor
operation)
Maximum
Speed 20 mph 20 mph 28 mph 15 mph
+ wi + wi
Age No No Riders must éfivg:};h cllflvev;/’l ;h
Restrictions [restriction [restriction |be 16+ . .
license license
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Required |DOT DOT

Access to Bike
Lanes/Trails

Helm.et Required |Required Reququd for all helmet helmet
Requirementsjunder 18 |under 18  [for all riders| . . .
riders required [required
Off-
No riding highway
Permitted |Permitted |Permitted |on Street Onlyjuse only or
sidewalks must be
registered

Additional Micromobility Regulatory Gaps

Vehicles not meeting the strict "750-watt and operable pedals" e-bike definition fall under
different regulatory frameworks, often requiring licensing or registration:

E-Scooters: Restricted to riders aged 16+ with a valid permit or license. These are

capped at 15 mph, prohibit passengers, and are strictly banned from sidewalks.

Mopeds / Motorized Bicycles: Classified as motor vehicles requiring a driver’s

license, DMV registration, and a license plate. Riders must utilize DOT-compliant

helmets and are prohibited from bike trails.

E-Motorcycles: From a law enforcement perspective, these are categorized by

design features rather than pedal assistance:

» Street-Legal: Requires DMV registration, a license plate, an M1 or M2
endorsement, and DOT-compliant helmets.

» Off-Highway: These models are designed for off-road use only. If they lack
safety equipment (headlights, mirrors, horn), they are prohibited from all public
infrastructure, including streets, sidewalks, and bike paths.

REGULATORY FRAMEWORK: STATE LAWS AND PENDING LEGISLATION

The following legislative items dictate the current enforcement landscape and signal future
shifts in e-bike oversight:

1.

CA Vehicle Code 21207.5: Explicitly prohibits Class 3 e-bikes and motorized
bicycles from bike paths, trails, equestrian trails, and hiking/recreational trails
unless the path is adjacent to a roadway or specifically permitted by local ordinance.
Assembly Bill 544: Enhances visibility requirements by mandating a red reflector
or solid flashing light with a built-in reflector to the rear during all hours of the day.
It also offers a rehabilitative path for minors, allowing a CHP online safety course
to fulfill requirements for helmet-related citations.

Pending Legislation (Assemblymember Papan): This proposed bill seeks to close a
significant regulatory gap by clarifying that the 750-watt limit applies to peak motor
power. This would effectively reclassify high-output vehicles currently marketed
as "e-bikes" into motor-driven cycles.

County Pilot Programs: Under AB 1778 and AB 2234, Marin and San Diego
Counties are piloting stricter municipal codes until January 1, 2029. These include
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age-based restrictions (no Class 2 for under 16 in Marin; no Class 1 or 2 for under
12 in San Diego) and mandatory helmet use.

FOLSOM COLLISION DATA TRENDS (2023-2025)

The Folsom Police Department’s analysis of local collision data reveals a critical public
safety trend that necessitates immediate intervention:

e 2023: 10 collisions
* 2024: 11 collisions
e 2025: 22 collisions

Strategic analysis of these figures highlights three high-priority findings:

* A 100% year-over-year increase in collisions from 2024 to 2025

*  72% of all e-bike collisions involved juveniles, identifying this as the primary
demographic for safety outreach

* 70% of collisions were the primary fault of the e-bike rider, suggesting a significant
gap in the operator’s knowledge of the vehicle code

MEDICAL RESEARCH AND SAFETY CONCERNS

Clinical data reinforces the urgency of the department's enforcement focus. National and
regional findings indicate:

* A disproportionate impact on children regarding e-bike-related trauma

* A doubling of e-bike injuries between 2017 and 2022, according to national
emergency department data

» Hospitalization rates for e-bike accidents are more than twice as high as those for
traditional bicycle accidents

* Helmet compliance among e-bike riders is significantly lower than that of
traditional cyclists, despite the higher speeds and kinetic energy involved in e-bike
collisions

EDUCATION AND ENFORCEMENT STRATEGIES

In response to the doubling of collisions in 2025, the Folsom Police Department
implemented targeted educational campaigns at local middle schools, with sessions held at
Sutter Middle School (October 7, 2025 and January 7, 2026) and Folsom Middle School
(October 9, 2025 and January 10, 2026).

The Police Department’s ongoing strategy is built upon three professional pillars:

1. School District Partnerships: Collaborative outreach designed to directly engage
the juvenile demographic, which represents the majority of local collisions.
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2. Community Education: Broad-based initiatives to address the "at-fault" trends by
educating riders on right-of-way and equipment requirements, such as the 24-hour
reflector mandate.

3. Officer Enforcement Guides: The deployment of specialized guides to assist field
officers in distinguishing between Class 2 e-bikes and "Off-Highway" e-
motorcycles, ensuring accurate citations and the removal of non-compliant vehicles
from public trails and sidewalks.

CONCLUSION

As presented by Chief Adam Green, the Folsom Police Department is dedicated to
reversing the current collision trends and protecting our youth. Using the existing
California Vehicle Code sections to enforce safe use of bicycles and e-bicycles, plus
ongoing education.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION/TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMITTEE ACTION

Informational item only. No action required.
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COMMITTEE ITEMS
Agenda Item No. 7¢
TSC 26-008

02/19/26 Meeting

TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMITTEE

STAFF REPORT
DATE: February 9, 2026
TO: Traffic Safety Committee
FROM: Public Works Department

SUBJECT: Traffic Safety Committee Action Item Updates

BACKGROUND/ANALYSIS

In an effort to provide transparency and accountability for items from the Traffic Safety
Committee, the Public Works Department will provide an update on previously voted on
action items.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION/TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMITTEE ACTION

Informational item only. No action required.
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Attachment A



Agenda Item

Number Meeting Date Agenda Item Action Item Project Update/Next Steps Needs to be on an upcoming TSC agenda? Y/N
The Traffic Safety Committee recommends that the Public Works Department install a
crosswalk as explained in the recommendations portion of the staff report including the
Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacons. Location added to future striping project,
TSC 24-029 10/24/2024 |Crosswalk request near Creekside Manor Folsom on Creekside Drive. project bid released N
The Traffic Safety Committee recommends approval of the three crosswalks identified in
the staff report and the addition of a fourth crosswalk at the intersection of Sky Garden
Way. They recommend bollards at the two crosswalks on Silent Grove Drive. They
recommend future consideration for Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacons after speed data|Location added to future striping project,
TSC 24-031 10/24/2024 |Crosswalk request on Silent Grove Drive is received. project bid released N
Construction. Anticipate Bidding in March,
Awarding in Spring, construction in Summer
N/A 10/24/2024|Folsom Lake Crossing Median Barrier Phase 2 2026 Y
The Traffic Safety Committee recommends radar feedback signs, increased police
speeding enforcement (once monthly effective immediately), increased traffic signage,
SPEEDING AND CUT THROUGH TRAFFIC CONCERNS ON FOXRIDGE DRIVE AND SIMMONS WAY residential neighborhood signage, pavement painting, and additional research developing |Installation Complete - 6 Month Reevalution in
TSC 25-013 2/27/2025|AND OAK AVENUE lighting and stop signs. Feb 2026 Y
The Traffic Safety Committee recommends making improvements to the intersection of
Willow Creek Dr. and Randall Dr. to include the recommendations from the Staff Report
of high-visibility crosswalks, installation of compliant ADA curb ramps at the three corners
identified in the exhibit, including the two enhanced crosswalks, installing plastic bollards
and parking restrictions between 212 Randall Dr. and Willow Creek Dr. to discourage
rolling right turns and re-evaluate their effectiveness in six months for a potential
permanent solution. Additionally, to include a cantilever stop sign on the west bound side |City Staff met with residents to place bollards.
REQUEST FOR IMPROVEMENTS AT WILLOW CREEK DRIVE AND RANDALL DRIVE TO IMPROVE of 212 Randall Dr., radar feedback signs, evaluate the appropriateness of pavement Crosswalk and Ramps programmed into
TSC 25-014 2/27/2025|STOP SIGN COMPLIANCE markings for stop ahead, and evaluate middle of the street crosswalk bollards. annual project. Y
City staff request for Traffic Safety Committee recommendation to establish Flashing Yellow Contract Routed begin, anticipated installation
TSC 25-017 3/27/2025|Arrow Pilot Program Proceed with recommendation to Clty Council for Trial Project in April 2026 Y - 6 month Follow-up after installation
The Traffic Safety Committee recommends speed limit signs on Pine Grove Way in both
directions, pavement paint with speed limit in both directions, pedestrian warning
signage, intersection pedestrian warning signage, and installation of radar feedback signs
on Pine Grove Way on approach. There will be a three-month evaluation of the
effectiveness of the preventative measures, based on residential feedback and results Installation of instersection warning signage
TSC25-24 6/26/2025|Pine Grove Way and Oakplace East/Oakplace West from the radar feedback signs. with speeds complete. Y - 3 months ending in November.
The Traffic Safety Committee recommends radar feedback signs on north and south
bound Needlegrass Drive, committee standard measures for speed reduction, dotted line
paint markers for bike lanes across street entrances, encourage the residential speed
watch program, and encourage the Folsom Police Department to increase enforcement of
speed limits where possible. Six months after the future trail and crosswalk are
completed, Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacons (RRFB) installed, and school resumes, the
committee will evaluate the effectiveness, unless the speed watch program brings Improvements to be installed with Parks and
TSC25-25 6/26/2025|Westwood Drive and Needlegrass Drive additional information sooner that needs to be addressed. Rec Trail Project. N




Agenda Item

Number

Meeting Date

Agenda Item

Action Item Project Update/Next Steps

Needs to be on an upcoming TSC agenda? Y/N

TSC25-030

8/21/2025

American River Canyon Drive and Morning Dove Lane/Bobwhite Lane — All-Way Stop Control

Request

The Traffic Safety Committee recommended evaluation by the Public Works Department
of the following possible traffic calming measures: Radar feedback signs along American
River Canyon Drive in approach of Morning Dove Lane and Bobwhite Lane. Installation of
a midblock uncontrolled crosswalk that would include RRFBs advance signage, and all
other striping and signage that would be necessary.

In the future, after other measures are trialed, consideration of a potential pedestrian
activation signal.

No Update
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