
 
Transportation Advisory Committee 

 
Date: Wednesday, April 9th, 2025. 
Time: 7:00 PM – 9:00 PM. 
Location: Conducted via Remote Participation. 
 
Remote Participation Details 
 

• To register for the Zoom meeting: 
https://www.arlingtonma.gov/Home/Components/Calendar/Event/35811#!/  

• After registering via the link in the calendar event, you will receive a confirmation 
email containing information about joining the meeting. 

 
Members of the public are asked to send written comments to Jim Stubbe, TAC Chair at 
tac@town.arlington.ma.us.  
 
*Notice to the Public on meeting privacy*  
In the interests of preventing abuse of videoconferencing technology, all participants 
wishing to attend via the Zoom App must register for each meeting and follow multi-step 
authentication protocols. Please allow additional time to join the meeting. Further, 
members of the public who wish to participate without providing their name may still do 
so by telephone at (646) 876-9923 using Meeting ID 823 4735 2935. 
 

Agenda 
 
NOTE: Times are for planning purposes only and will vary depending upon discussion. 
If time becomes short, some topics may be postponed to a later meeting. 
 
1. 7:00 Administration – Chair (15 min). 

A. Notice of Remotely Conducted Meetings. 
B. Vote:  Approval of 3/12/25 meeting notes. 
C. Pedestrian Flag Refresh. 
D. Correspondence. 

2. 7:15 Public Comments (for information only, not for action) – Chair (5 min).  
A. To submit a “fix” request, go to Arlington’s Question/Answer Center at: 

https://arlingtonma.mycusthelp.com/WEBAPP/_rs/(S(bsbaz15s3wuqodzqwd0
qhvo3))/supporthome.aspx 

B. To submit a new transportation infrastructure request, go to Arlington’s 
Roadway Safety Request form at: 
https://www.arlingtonma.gov/town-governance/boards-and-

https://www.arlingtonma.gov/Home/Components/Calendar/Event/35811#!/
mailto:tac@town.arlington.ma.us
https://arlingtonma.mycusthelp.com/WEBAPP/_rs/(S(bsbaz15s3wuqodzqwd0qhvo3))/supporthome.aspx
https://arlingtonma.mycusthelp.com/WEBAPP/_rs/(S(bsbaz15s3wuqodzqwd0qhvo3))/supporthome.aspx
https://www.arlingtonma.gov/town-governance/boards-and-committees/select-board/roadway-safety-request-form


committees/select-board/roadway-safety-request-form 
 

3. 7:20 Town Issues/Activities (not already on the agenda) – John/ Bill/ Corey (25 
min) 

4. 7:45 Discussion: Crosswalks – Criteria and Research – Jim – (20 Minutes) 
5. 8:05 Discussion and Vote: Crossing Flag Request – Park Ave – Jim (20 

minutes) 
6. 8:25 Update: Arlington Heights Safety Zone Implementation – Ofer (10 Minutes) 
7. 8:35 Update: SSR / Speed Limit Status – Ofer (10 minutes) 
8. 8:45 Discussion: Proposed Safety Zones on Summer St – Jim (15 minutes) 
9. 9:00 Adjourn 
 
 
Correspondence Sent/Received from 3/8/25 - 4/4/25. 
 

• None. 
 
Next Meetings. 
 

• May 14, 2025. 

• June 11, 2025. 
 
 

https://www.arlingtonma.gov/town-governance/boards-and-committees/select-board/roadway-safety-request-form


 

 
Transportation Advisory Committee. 

Date: March 12, 2025. 
Time: 7:00 PM – 9:00 PM. 
Location: Conducted via Remote Participation (Zoom). 

Minutes. 

1. Administration. 

Members in Attendance: John Alessi (DPCD), John Aslanian, Beth Benedikt, 
Bill Copithorne (DPW), Lenard Diggins, Andrew Greenspon, Melissa Laube, 
Ofer Mazor, Kristina Osborn, Emily Prud’hommeaux, Scott Smith, Laura Swan 
(acting Chair), Shoji Takahashi, and Chris Tassone. 

Members Absent: Corey Rateau (APD) and James Stubbe (Chair).  

Members of Public in Attendance: Sarah Bjorkman, Kris Carter, Rebecca Gruber, 
Carol Luddecke, Mike Rademacher, Lauren Sheik, Petru Sofio, and Heather 
Thomas.  

The Chair provided notice regarding Remotely Conducted Meetings, referring the 
members to the agenda attachment entitled “Governor Charles Baker’s 
3/12/2020 Executive Order Suspending Certain Provisions of the Open Meeting 
Law”. The Chair reviewed the meeting ground rules and announced that the 
meeting was being recorded. 

B. Approval of February 12, 2025 Meeting Notes. 

Minutes for the February 12, 2025 Meeting were approved. 

C. Update: Arlington Heights Safety Zone. 

Select Board approved Safety Zone in the Arlington Heights Business District to 
extend to the Arlington-Lexington Town border. 
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D. Park Ave and Oakland Ave Pedestrian Flags. 

A driver struck a 16-year-old student at the intersection when swerving around a 
truck that was stopped to make a left turn. TAC installed pedestrian flags at the 
request of the Town Manager. TAC had previously declined to install pedestrian 
flags noting that they might provide a false-sense of security.  

Andrew Greenspon commented that there is a bus stop at this intersection, and it 
needs to-be made safe for pedestrians to cross.  

Emily Prud’hommeaux observed a new speed-feedback sign installed on a utility 
pole near the intersection. Laura Swan added that it was part of TAC 
recommendations to enhance safety at this location.  

E. Ofer Mazur – Official Welcome. 

Ofer Mazor is now an At-Large Member of TAC, and Jim Stubbe is representing 
Precincts 15 – 20. 

F. Correspondence Sent/Received from 2/8/25 – 3/7/25.  

From the Select Board: 

• Approvals for Ofer Mazor taking the At-Large role and Jim Stubbe 
representing Precincts 15-20. 

• Approval of Arlington Heights Business District Safety Zone. 

2. Public Comments (for information only, not for action).  

A. To submit a “fix” request, go to Arlington’s Question/Answer Center at: 
https://arlingtonma.mycusthelp.com/WEBAPP/_rs/(S(bsbaz15s3wuqodzqwd0qhv
o3))/supporthome.aspx 

B. To submit a new transportation infrastructure request, go to Arlington’s 
Roadway Safety Request form at: https://www.arlingtonma.gov/town-
governance/boards-and-committees/select-board/roadway-safety-request-form.  

3. Town Issues/Activities (not already on the agenda). 

A. Update from the Department of Planning and Community 
Development (John Alessi, DPCD). 

Park Ave Safety Corridor Meeting: March 31 meeting in Town Hall. Stantec will 
have a short presentation including an analysis it conducted along the corridor. 
Following the presentation, three tables will be set up to discuss and provide 

https://arlingtonma.mycusthelp.com/WEBAPP/_rs/(S(bsbaz15s3wuqodzqwd0qhvo3))/supporthome.aspx
https://arlingtonma.mycusthelp.com/WEBAPP/_rs/(S(bsbaz15s3wuqodzqwd0qhvo3))/supporthome.aspx
https://www.arlingtonma.gov/town-governance/boards-and-committees/select-board/roadway-safety-request-form
https://www.arlingtonma.gov/town-governance/boards-and-committees/select-board/roadway-safety-request-form
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feedback on two conceptual alternatives at each intersection: (1) Park Ave and 
Paul Revere Rd / Wollaston Ave; (2) Park Ave and Appleton St; and (3) Park Ave 
and Oakland Ave. 

Stratton SRTS: Right-of-way acquisition process underway. 54 certified letters to 
home owners were mailed last week. Construction bid will be advertised in 
August, 2025, with an anticipated construction start in spring, 2026.  

Minuteman Bikeway and Ryder St: Survey closed on Sunday with 182 
responses. Survey and comments will be reviewed and analyzed to advance to a 
preliminary design, which is the final deliverable. 

Broadway Corridor Project: RFP drafted and will be released in the spring for 
bidding by contractors. The project is scheduled to start in July with the new 
fiscal year.  

Traffic Calming Design Guide: Online dashboard is being developed. FAQ 
section is under construction. Laura Swan suggested use of stop sign as traffic 
control and not traffic calming. Andy Greenspon suggested a general guide on 
costs and time of implementation for different traffic-calming measures. Emily 
Prud’hommeaux asked for a section on “Why can’t we have speed bumps and 
speed humps in Arlington?”. 

B. Update from the Department of Public Works (Bill Copithorne, DPW). 

Arlington Heights Safety Zone: paint markings will be refreshed.  

Mystic St Bridge: Environmental controls are being installed. Lane shifts will be 
set up in April when utility work begins. Demolition phase will begin July 1.  

Minuteman Bikeway Bridge Deck Replacement (near Alewife Station): awaiting 
approval from MBTA. Construction is planned for June due to schedule of 
contractor. Anticipate ~1 week for the construction.  

AHS Traffic Signal Activation (Mill St and Mill Brook Dr): Traffic signal activated. 
Designer, APD, and DPW each separately made observations. Data are being 
compiled and more definitive conclusions will be presented at the next meeting.  

C. There was no update from the Police Department. 

4. Discussion: TAC Website. 

Scott Smith reviewed his assessment of the present posted links on the TAC 
website. He has noted dated information and recommends that they be removed. 
He recommends that the term “Alternative Transportation” be renamed to 
“Sustainable Transportation” or other term.  



 

4 

In response to questions and comments from TAC, Scott Smith proposed 
organizing the website in four sections: (1) Guidelines and Town-wide Data (e.g., 
crash maps); (2) Reports on TAC Recommendations; (3) External Links; and 
(4) Archives.  

The front page will include recent information such as reports and minutes. The 
secondary pages will hold archives.  

5. Discussion: MassDOT Direct Vision Study. 

Kris Carter of The Lab @ MassDOT presented “What You Can’t See” slides.  

6. Discussion: Traffic Rules & Orders (TRO). 

Len Diggins updated that he is going through the archives. Under this Phase 1, 
he is trying to obtain data that are missing from ~2013 – 2020. Phase 2 will be to 
see if TRO match the paper plans/archives, and Phase 3 will be to see if TRO 
match the roadway markings and signage.  

7. Adjourn. 

The meeting was adjourned at 9:00 pm. 



Crosswalk Discussion

Objective This is a starting discussion relating to both crosswalks and crossing 

flags. The objective for today is to begin the TAC discussion around 

both crosswalks and pedestrian flags.

Outcome The desired outcome from today is to have our initial framing 

discussion and establish a working group to work on updating the 

policies for both crosswalks and flag and tiing that to the current 

work to update TAC’s outward facing information on the web.

104/07/25



Crosswalk Discussion

High Level Summarized below are some of the important things to remember 

when considering whether a crosswalk is needed and if so, where 

they are most effectively placed. 

▪ Pedestrians are legitimate users of the transportation system and 

should be able to use the system safely

▪ Marked crosswalks are one tool used to direct pedestrians safely 

across a street

▪ Marked crosswalks are best used in combination with other 

treatments (e.g., curb extensions, raised crossing islands,  and 

other traffic calming measures)

▪ At an intersection, a crosswalk is defined as the extension of the 

sidewalk or the shoulder across the intersection, regardless of 

whether it is marked or not

▪ The only way a crosswalk can exist at a midblock location is if it is 

marked

▪ Crosswalk markings provide guidance for pedestrians who are 

crossing roadways 

▪ Crosswalk markings also serve to alert road users of a pedestrian 

crossing point across roadways

204/07/25



Crosswalk Discussion

References Here are two references that provide different information.  There 

are many other articles out there if you are interested.

▪ Safety Effects of Marked Versus Unmarked Crosswalks at 

Uncontrolled  Locations (compendium of research)
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/publications/research/safety/04100/04100.pdf

▪ TAC Crosswalk Guidelines 2019 (included with the files posted 

for this meeting)

Issues There are several core issues involved in ensuring that pedestrians 

can safely across a street.

▪ Infrastructure puts pedestrians on the defensive

▪ An over-abundance of infrastructure options confuses driver 

expectations (think Holland St Somerville into Davis Sq.)

▪ Do marked crosswalks increase the likelihood of a pedestrian 

being hit?

▪ The data can be confusing

▪ Mis-alignment of motor vehicle and pedestrian expectations 

▪ For example - Does eye contact mean the same thing to the 

driver and pedestrian?

304/07/25



Crosswalk Discussion

Volunteers So, who would like to volunteer to join the working group and tp lead 

this team?

Next Steps More discussion to come as the working group brings their 

thooughts back to TAC.

404/07/25



Arlington Transportation Advisory Committee
Marked Crosswalk Guidelines

January 8, 2019

Marked crosswalks are one tool to enable pedestrians to cross streets safely and conveniently. On
lightly traveled local streets, marked crosswalks are usually not needed because the pedestrian can
simply wait a short time for a gap in traffic, and then cross safely and legally. At the other extreme,
multi-lane streets with heavy traffic, a marked crosswalk by itself will not be enough to ensure adequate
pedestrian safety. Further measures, such as curb extensions, refuge islands, flashing beacons or
signalization, may be required (Porter, et al. 2016) (Federal Highway Administration 2017). In all cases,
good engineering judgment should be applied in determining the appropriate pedestrian crossing
treatment.

Marked crosswalks are generally appropriate under the following conditions:
1. At locations with stop signs or traffic signals, where the crosswalk crosses the road that is being

controlled by the sign or signal, and leads to a sidewalk or adequate shoulder. Since vehicles
might block pedestrian traffic when stopping for a stop sign or red light; marked crosswalks may
help to reduce this occurrence (Zegeer, Nabors and Lagerway 2013).

2. At signalized intersections all approaches with pedestrian access should have a crosswalk1

(National Association of City Transportation Officials (NACTO) 2013) (MassDOT 2018)

3. At non-signalized street crossing locations in designated school zones. Adult crossing guards,
school signs and pavement markings, and/or traffic signals with pedestrian signals (when
warranted) should be used in conjunction with marked crosswalks, as needed.

At other non-signalized locations, the following should be considered.
1. Visibility: the pedestrian in the crosswalk needs to be visible from far enough away so that a

driver has time to react and stop2. For vehicle speeds of 20, 25, 30 and 35 mph, the minimum
recommended sight distances are 115, 155, 200 and 250 feet, respectively (MassHighway
(now MassDOT) 2006). The 85th percentile speed or posted speed, whichever is higher,
should be used for determining sight distance.

2. To improve visibility, either curb extensions should be provided (when the road has a
designated parking lane) or parking should be prohibited within 20 feet before the
crosswalk

3. To enable motorists to exit a parking space without backing into a crosswalk, curb extensions
should be provided or parking should be prohibited within five feet following the crosswalk.

2 In 2004, TAC recommended removal of the crosswalk at Norfolk and Jason due to inadequate visibility

1 At intersections with unusual geometries (e.g., Summer Street and Brattle Street), more creative solutions may be
warranted.

https://www.arlingtonma.gov/home/showdocument?id=2538


4. Street width and vehicular traffic. On lightly traveled narrow local streets, pedestrians can
simply wait a brief period for a gap in traffic, and then cross safely without any need for a
marked crosswalk (National Association of City Transportation Officials (NACTO) 2013).
Some communities use a lower limit of an average daily traffic volume of 3000 vehicles for
mid-block crossings (Town of Concord, Massachusetts 2014). Alternatively, a traffic gap
analysis might be performed during a peak traffic period, to assess whether an adequate
number of gaps exist to enable pedestrians to cross without the aid of a marked crosswalk3.

5. An uncontrolled crosswalk should not be placed within 200 feet of a crosswalk that is
controlled by a traffic signal4.

6. A higher priority should be given to locations having a minimum of 20 pedestrian crossings
per peak hour (or 15 elderly and/or children) (Zegeer, Nabors and Lagerway 2013).

7. Adequate street lighting should be provided at the crossing location.

References
Federal Highway Administration. 2017. Proven Safety Countermeasures. Accessed 10 12, 2018.

https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/provencountermeasures/.

FHWA. 2009, revised 2012. "Chapter 4E Pedestrian Control Features." InManual of Uniform Traffic Control

Devices, by FHWA.

MassDOT. 2018. "Muncipal Resource Guide for Walkability."

MassHighway (now MassDOT). 2006. 2006 Project Development and Design Guide.

https://www.mass.gov/files/documents/2018/08/08/pddg.pdf.

National Association of City Transportation Officials (NACTO). 2013. Urban Street Design Guide. 10. Accessed 10

13, 2018.

https://nacto.org/publication/urban-street-design-guide/intersection-design-elements/crosswalks-and-cro

ssings/.

2016. "Enhanced Crossing Treatments." In Achieving Multimodal Networks: Applying Design Flexibility and

Reducing Conflicts, by C. Porter, M. Danila, C. Fink, J. Toole, E. Mongeli and W. Schultheiss. FHWA.

Town of Concord, Massachusetts. 2014. Crosswalk Policy and Design Guidelines.

https://www.concordma.gov/DocumentCenter/View/244/Crosswalk-Policy-PDF.

4Reference (Zegeer, Nabors and Lagerway 2013) recommends not being too close to signals while (National Association of City
Transportation Officials (NACTO) 2013) states “There is no absolute rule for crosswalk spacing. Rather it depends on block
length, street width, building entrances, traffic signals, etc. 120-200 feet has been shown to be sufficient.” MassDOT suggests
that a spacing of 200 to 300 feet is reasonable in developed areas, and up to 500 feet is acceptable (MassDOT 2018). The
existing crosswalks on Medford Street between Mystic and Warren streets are each approximately 200 feet from a signalized
crosswalk.

3 Steps to perform a simple gap analysis:
● Assess crossing time as distance to the other side of the street divided by 3.5 ft/sec. --- 3.5 ft/sec. is the

slower-than-average walking speed that is typically used to determine the duration of a flashing-don’t-walk
indication on a pedestrian signal (FHWA 2009, revised 2012).

● Go to the site during a peak traffic period. Over at least 15 minutes, measure the average and maximum number of
seconds until a gap in traffic that exceeds the crossing time appears.

● If the average is greater than 30 seconds, or the maximum greater than 60 seconds, then a crosswalk or other
pedestrian crossing aid such as a refuge island should be considered.



Zegeer, Charles, Dan Nabors, and Peter Lagerway. 2013. Pedsafe. August. Accessed 10 12, 2018.

http://www.pedbikesafe.org/pedsafe/resources_guidelines_crosswalks.cfm.



Park Ave Crossing Flag Request / Discussion

Request A request was made by town leadership asking TAC to consider 

proactively installing pedestrian crossing flags at every non-

signalized intersection on Park Ave starting at the border road along 

Rt 2 and continuing down to Downing Sq.

Scope Intersections under consideration:

4/5/2025

Cross Street
Traffic Control 

in Place (Y/N)
Type Considerations

Rt 2 Border Road Y Signal No flags at signalized intersections.

At Firestation / Water Tower Y Signal No flags at signalized intersections.

Park Circle N Std Crosswalk Signage Relatively flat and good visibility

Oakland N Std Crosswalk Signage and Flags Recently installed flages

Florence Y Signal No flags at signalized intersections.

Appleton N Std Crosswalk Signage

Wollaston N Big expanse of pavemement

Paul Revere N Big expanse of pavemement

MassAve Y Signal No flags at signalized intersections.

Downing Sq N Std Crosswalk Signage Only Park Ave northbound does not stop

Park Ave Crosswalk Flag Discussion



Park Ave Crossing Flag Prioritization Discussion

Focus The intersections that TAC is considering (others - 4 are signalized 

and one already has flags) for potential pedestrian flag installation 

are shown in the table below.

4/5/2025

Cross Street
Traffic Control 

in Place (Y/N)
Priority Notes

Park Circle N 2
Easy location on a relatively flat spot with good 

visibility.

Appleton N 1
As with Oakland, this would only be a temporary 

solution until the Park Ave redesign is in place

Wollaston N 4/5

Paul Revere N 4/5

Downing Sq N 3

Good visibility for the Park Ave northbound 

traffic but still too many places to look for both 

drivers and pedestrians.

There is already so much going on in this 

intersection, it does not feel like flags would help.

Park Ave Crosswalk Flag Discussion - Possible Locations

Pedestrians would be very confused about 

where to put the flags aftrer crossing.  Really 

need a complete redesign.



Park Ave Crossing Flag Vote

Justification Per TAC’s rules, each of the possible locations can be considered 

as a potential location for pedestrian crossing flags.  While the 

locations vary somewhat in the specific details, overall they all are 

valid candidates for consideration and proactive installation of flags.

Vote Separate votes are required for each of the proposed locations:

▪ Park Circle

▪ Appleton

▪ Wollaston

▪ Paul Revere

▪ Downing Sq

4/5/2025



Arlington Heights Business District:  Safety Zone

Span of Zone The Safety Zone covers the Arlington Heights Business District 

including portions of both Park Ave and Massachusetts Ave.

     Mass Ave   Starting ½ block east of Penzey’s and continuing for 0.75 miles to 

just before the intersection with Lancaster Rd

Park Ave   Starting ~100 feet south of the Wollaston / Park intersection and 

continuing for ~0.25 miles to just south of Downing Square

103/23/25

Park Ave Mass Ave



Safety Zone Signs Needed

Begin Zone The signs used to start the Safety 

Zone are MA-R2-8.  

Continue Zone The signs used in the middle of the

Safety Zone are also MA-R2-8.

End Zone  The signs used to end the Safety Zone

are MA-R2-7.

Numbers Needed  6 signs needed 24” MA-R2-8

4 signs needed 24” MA-R2-7

203/23/25



Safety Zone Sign - Proposed

Middle Zone Proposal to install a “friendly” sign at the intersection of Park Ave 

and Mass Ave.  The sign could say something like:

 Welcome to the

 Arlington Heights Business District

 Speed Limit 20 MPH

 The sign should be visible to drivers going in all directions.  There is 

a sign already on Mass Ave near Penzey’s.  This sign could be in 

addition to that sign or as a replacement and relocation of that sign.

303/23/25



Safety Zone Sign Locations – Mass Ave

403/23/25

Mass Ave Begin and end zone signs and one continue zone sign.

Westbound Three signs in total going westbound:

▪ MA-R2-8 located in front of 1277 Mass Ave

▪ MA-R2-8 located on the curb bump out in front of the bus depot

▪ MA-R2-7 in front of 1513 Mass Ave

Eastbound Three signs in total going eastbound:

▪ MA-R2-8 located in front Trattoria Nina

▪ MA-R2-8 located next to the fire hydrant in front of Citizens Bank

▪ MA-R2-7 located in front of 1286 Mass Ave

Park Ave  Begin and end zone signs.

Northbound MA-R2-8 located in front of 116-118 Park Ave

Ma-R2-7 located on the curb bump out in front of Peter Pan

Southbound MA-R2-8 located on the curb bump out just north of Park Ave Gas

MA-R2-7 located in front of  119 Park Ave (refer to note below)

Note: we recently installed a Thickly Settled District 25 MPH sign just south of Wollaston.  

Recommend that we put the End Speed Zone sign on that post and move the Thickly 

Settled District sign to in front of 119 Park Ave.



Map and Pictures Showing Locations - Mass Ave

503/23/25



Map and Pictures Showing Locations - Park Ave

603/23/25

See Note for End 
Speed Zone Sign



SSR Recission – Sign Installations

Roadways The recent recission of Special Speed Regulations (SSRs) affect 

the roadways listed on this page.

The roadways below require new signage as detailed in this 

package

▪ Mystic St

▪ Rt 2A – Summer St

▪ Rt 60 – Pleasant / Mystic / Chestnut / Medford

▪ Gray St

▪ Lake St

The roadways below do not require any sign installations

▪ Wachusett Ave

▪ Mountain Ave

▪ Pheasant St

▪ North Union St

4/4/2025



Post Recission – Type of Signs Needed

Thickly Settled The signs used to remind drivers of the 

townwide 25 MPH limit (MA-W13-4).  

▪ Mystic St

▪ Rt 2A – Summer St

▪ Rt 60 – Pleasant / Mystic / Chestnut / Medford

▪ Gray St

▪ Lake St

Townwide There is one Townwide (MA-R2-9B) sign missing

on Summer St at the Lexington border.

4/4/2025



Post Recission –Type of Signs Needed - Cont

Safety Zone The signs used to start the 2 Safety 

Zones on Summer St are MA-R2-8.  

End Zone  The signs used to end the Safety Zones

are MA-R2-7.

4/4/2025



Post Recission – Number of Signs Needed

Numbers Needed  

▪ 4 - 24” MA-R2-8

▪ 4 - 24” MA-R2-7

▪ 25 – 24’ MA-W13-4

▪ 1 - MA-R2-9B

4/4/2025



Map and Pictures Showing Sign Locations – Mystic St
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Mystic St northbound just 

north of Chestnut by Mystic 

Tower Condominiums  

Install on existing sign post 

with No Parking sign.  25 

MPH  sign removed 

already.

1 2

3

Mystic St northbound in 

front of 207 Mystic St.

4

Mystic St 

northbound just 

north of the second 

Beverly Road 

intersection and 

across the street 

from 310 Mystic St.

Mystic St northbound just 

south of Rangeley Road.  

Install on existing sign 

post.  25 MPH  sign 

removed already.

Map and Pictures Showing Sign Locations – Mystic St

4/4/2025



Mystic St northbound in 

front of 389 Mystic St

5 6

7

Mystic St southbound 

between 384 and 372 

Mystic St near the fire 

hydrant and utility pole.

8

Mystic St 

southbound south 

of College Ave and 

next to the utility 

pole before 334 

Mystic St.

Mystic St southbound in 

front of 428 Mystic St

Map and Pictures Showing Sign Locations – Mystic St

4/4/2025



Mystic St southbound in 

front of 292 Mystic St

9 1

0

Mystic St southbound at 

Ridge St – place in the 

island..

Mystic St 

southbound in front 

of Police Station,

Mystic St southbound in 

front of 220 Mystic St

Map and Pictures Showing Sign Locations – Mystic St
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Map and Pictures Showing Sign Locations – Summer St
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Safety Zone - Summer St 

westbound in front of 

Mystic St Gulf

1 2

3

Summer St westbound just 

east of Winthrop St

4

Summer St westbound in 

front of 141 Summer St

End Speed Zone - 

Summer St westbound in 

front Fresh Pond Seafood

Map and Pictures Showing Sign Locations – Summer St

4/4/2025



Summer St westbound in 

front of 249 Summer St

5 6

7

Summer St westbound 

across from Ed Burns 

Install on existing sign 

post.  25 MPH  sign 

removed already.

8

Summer St westbound in 

island at Edmund Rd

Summer St westbound in 

front of 305 Summer St

Map and Pictures Showing Sign Locations – Summer St

4/4/2025



Summer St westbound on 

existing sign post opposite 

Alpine Rd.  Existing sign 

taken down.

9
1

0

1

1

Summer St westbound in 

front of 737 Summer St.

1

2

Summer St eastbound on 

existing post just west of 

Evergreen Lane.  Townwide 

sign is missing.

Summer St westbound in 

front of 651 Summer St

Map and Pictures Showing Sign Locations – Summer St

4/4/2025



Summer St eastbound 

across from 737 Summer 

St

1

3

1

4

1

5

Summer St eastbound just 

east of Alpine St. Install on 

existing sign post.  25 MPH  

sign removed already.

1

6

Summer St eastbound just 

east of Lennon Rd.

Summer St eastbound in 

front of 644 Summer St

Map and Pictures Showing Sign Locations – Summer St

4/4/2025



Summer St eastbound 

across from 737 Summer 

St

1

3

1

4

1

5

Summer St eastbound just 

east of Alpine St. Install on 

existing sign post.  25 MPH  

sign removed already.

1

6

Summer St eastbound just 

east of Lennon Rd.

Summer St eastbound in 

front of 644 Summer St

Map and Pictures Showing Sign Locations – Summer St

4/4/2025



Summer St eastbound 

beside Summer St Field

1

7

1

8

1

9

Summer St 0n existingpole 

in front of 214 Summer St.

2

0

Summer St eastbound in 

front of 162 Summer St

Summer St eastbound in 

front of 296 Summer St

Map and Pictures Showing Sign Locations – Summer St
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Summer St eastbound in 

front of 86 Summer St / 

Russell Terrace

2

1

2

2

Summer St eastbound in 

front Cusak Terrace

Map and Pictures Showing Sign Locations – Summer St
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Speed Limit Sign Removal

The Special Speed Regulations (SSRs) on the following roadways are rescinded: 

▪ Mystic St

▪ Rt 2A – Summer St

▪ Rt 60 – Pleasant / Mystic / Chestnut / Medford

▪ Gray St

▪ Lake St

▪ Wachusett Ave

▪ Mountain Ave

▪ Pheasant St

▪ North Union St

The table on the following pages provides a detailed listing of the locations of each Speed Limit Sign that must be 

removed due to the recissions.

For these removals, the Transportation Advisory Committee is also working on a package for the locations of the 

Thickly Settled 25 MPH signs that will go up on these roadways.  Given that then new sign locations are not yet 

available, TAC requests that most sign posts be left in place to reduce installation times for the new signs.   There 

are a few indicated in the table to remove the posts as well due to poor location.

The specifications for the new sign locations will be available by 4/7.

3/31/2025



Speed Limit Sign Removal - Detail

3/31/2025

Roadway Location Removal / Installation Instructions

47 Mystic St - in front of Mystic Tower 

Condominiums

Remove existing R2-1, 25 MPH sign on post with No Parking 

Anytime Sign.  Do not remove post.

151 Mystic St- at the south corner of 

Mystic/Rangely
Remove existing R2-1, 25 MPH sign.  Do not remove post.

Just past 249 Mystic St at the south 

corner of Mystic/Draper
Remove existing R2-1, 35 MPH sign.  Do not remove post.

In front of 468 Mystic /  Winchester 

Country Club
Remove both the existing R2-1, 35 MPH sign and the post ****

246 Mystic St Remove existing R2-1, 25 MPH sign on utility pole

112 Mystic St

In front of Police Station
Remove existing R2-1, 25 MPH sign on utility pole

433 Summer St - across from Ed Burns 

Arena
Remove existing R2-1, 25 MPH sign.  Do not remove post.

587 Summer St - across form Apline St Remove existing R2-1, 35 MPH sign.  Do not remove post.

724 Summer St Remove existing R2-1, 35 MPH sign on utility pole

580 Summer St Remove existing R2-1, 25 MPH sign.  Do not remove post.

422 Summer St - Ed Burns Arena - sign 

is just after their driveway
Remove existing R2-1, 30 MPH sign and the post ***

03/31/25 - Speed Limit Sign Removals

Mystic St - 

Northbound

Mystic St - 

Southbound

Summer St - 

Westbound

Summer St - 

Eastbound



Speed Limit Sign Removal - Detail

3/31/2025

Roadway Location Removal / Installation Instructions

252 Pleasant St Remove existing R2-1, 30 MPH sign on utility pole

184 Pleasant St Remove existing R2-1, 25 MPH sign.  Do not remove post.

118 Plleasant St Remove existing R2-1, 35 MPH sign.  Do not remove post.

Chestnut St at Saint Agnes Parrish Remove existing R2-1, 25 MPH sign.  Do not remove post.

87 Medford St Remove existing R2-1, 35 MPH sign.  Do not remove post.

Medford St - Mount Pleasant Cemetary Remove existing R2-1, 25 MPH sign.  Do not remove post.

30 Mystic St

In front of Dept of Children and Families
Remove existing R2-1, 25 MPH sign.  Do not remove post.

Across from 60 Pleasant St - by 

cemetary
Remove existing R2-1, 35 MPH sign.  Do not remove post.

119Pleasant St Remove existing R2-1, 25 MPH sign.  Do not remove post.

183 Pleasant St Remove existing R2-1, 30 MPH sign.  Do not remove post.

Rt 60 

Northbound

Rt 60 

Southbound

03/31/25 - Speed Limit Sign Removals



Speed Limit Sign Removal - Detail

3/31/2025

Roadway Location Removal / Installation Instructions

Gray St - 

Westbound
11 Gray St

Remove existing R2-1, 25 MPH sign on post with No Parking 

Anytime Sign.  Do not remove post.

77 Gray St Remove existing R2-1, 30 MPH sign.  Do not remove post.

Gray St just west of Newport / Gray 

intersection
Remove existing R2-1, 25 MPH sign.  Do not remove post.

170 Gray St Remove existing R2-1, 25 MPH sign.  Do not remove post.

Across from 14 Lake Remove existing R2-1, 20 MPH sign.  Do not remove post.

83 Lake St Remove existing R2-1, 30 MPH sign.  Do not remove post.

156 Lake St Remove existing R2-1, 30 MPH sign.  Do not remove post.

255 Lake St Remove existing R2-1, 30 MPH sign on concrete pole

Lake St  - 

Northbound
174 Lake St Remove existing R2-1, 30 MPH sign on utility pole

Gray St - 

Eastbound

Lake St - 

Southbound

03/31/25 - Speed Limit Sign Removals



Speed Limit Sign Removal - Detail

3/31/2025

Roadway Location Removal / Installation Instructions

Wachusett Ave No signs are present on Wachusett Ave.

Mountain Ave No signs are present on Mountain  Ave.

Pheasant Ave 174 Pheasant Ave Remove existing R2-1, 20 MPH sign and the post ****

N Union St 134 N Union St Remove existing R2-1, 20 MPH sign on utility pole

03/31/25 - Speed Limit Sign Removals



Summer St:  Proposed Safety Zones

Span of Zones With the recission of the SSRs in effect on Summer St, that leaves 

two segments of the roadway that fall in line with Arlington’s Safety 

Zone prioritization for Parks / Playgrounds.

▪ McClennen Park 

▪ Buzzell/Arlington Catholic Fields

Each of these areas fits the criteria to establish a Safety Zone and 

while the character of Summer St is different for each, they both 

present a significant potential hazard for our vulnerable users.

The proposed span of the two zones is shown below.

104/06/25

McClennen Park Buzzell / Arlington Catholic Fields



McClennen Park

Overview This section of Summer St is straight and relatively wide and 

formerly had a Speed Limit of 35 MPH.  The park does have it’s own 

parking lot as well as protected parking along the north side of the 

street.  This is unique in Arlington and provides excellent access to 

the park for those arriving by motor vehicle.    

 Pedestrians and bicyclists are in constant conflict needing to cross 

Summer St to get to the park.

Crash Summary In the past 5 years, this area has seen 5 crashes, 0 including 

vulnerable users.

204/06/25

MassDOT Procedures for

Speed Zoning: Safety Zone

Minimum ¼ Mi

Distance

Vulnerable

User

Attraction(s)

User / Vehicle

Conflicts

McClennen Park is the primary vulnerable user attraction in this 

area.

This is a heavily used vehicle corridor and presents a conflict for 

those vulnerable users arriving by bike or on foot.

The proposed zone is approximately ¼ mile.  



Buzzell / Arlington Catholic Fields

Overview This section of Summer St is very heavily used and due to parking 

on game days and the curvature of the road, there are recognized 

visibility issues.  TAC has made several recommendations which 

have not been adopted as yet.

 Given the lack of parking at the fields, many of the people arriving 

by motor vehicle are parking in the neighborhood north of Summer 

St and then proceeding to cross Summer St on foot..  This creates a 

constant conflict between vulnerable users and vehicles.

Crash Summary In the past 5 years, this area has seen 10 crashes, 2 including 

vulnerable users.

304/06/25

MassDOT Procedures for

Speed Zoning: Safety Zone

Minimum ¼ Mi

Distance

Vulnerable

User

Attraction(s)

User / Vehicle

Conflicts

Buzzell / Arlington Catholic Fields are the primary vulnerable 

user attractions.   Dunkin and Fresh Pond Seafood attract 

vehicular traffic.

This is a heavily used vehicle corridor and a heavily used cross 

street pedestrian corridor for people going to and from games on 

both fields.  Pedestrian visibility is poor on game days due to 

parked vehicles along Summer St and the curvature of the 

roadway.

The proposed zone is approximately ¼ mile.  


