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Traffic Control Asset Class Overview

(Traffic signs and pavement markings)
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The primary risk of maintaining existing service levels is

related to the lifespan of painted crosswalks being

exceeded. Currently, most crosswalks along school routes

are repainted every two years. Crosswalks immediately

adjacent to school are painted each year. This equates to

approximately 50% being painted each year. At the end of i =

a year, the paint is beginning to fade and lose its vile crosswa snalized intersections were
reflectivity properties. The risk is considered on the low - ' 9% of all ols locate ! in residential
side because the crosswalks are utilized during the daylight areas were not repainted during the year.
hours at locations that have legal crosswalks established

without any pavement markings needed. By law, drivers

are required to yield to pedestrians in these crosswalks

whether they are marked or not. Accident statistics are

also not indicating a safety concern. It’s recommended to

have funding keep pace with the increased number of

assets being added in this asset class to maintain this

current grade.
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Risk is low with this asset class. Looking for opportunities

to improve the percentage of recovery zone area will

continue. Based on historical acadent statistics, the risk in
~ thisareais low.
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recommended to be prioritized to co
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The Town’s transportation structural assets are in good

condition..It’s re ommended tha rent resource
allocations and practices be maintained.
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