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TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE MEETING 
MINUTES 

September, 20th 2022 
 
 

I. CALL TO ORDER: 
 

Present:  Debbie Drawe, Jason Ebbs, Laurie Enos, Tim Frelier, Dan McCusker, Mark Valentine, 
Sarah Waterman 

 
Absent: Mary Sweeney, Eric Tait, Zone Captain 

Guests: No Guests 

 
II. APPROVAL OF MINUTES: 

 
a. June 16th, 2022 – Mark clarified that during a portion of the meeting “Child at Play” 

strips were referenced when “Slow Down” strips were intended to be referenced. 
Laurie Enos motioned to approve the minutes with the above referenced correction.  
Jason Ebbs seconded the motion. 

 
 

III. COMMITTEE DISCUSSIONS: 
 

1. Cambray Drive – Speeding Concern 
 

Mark Valentine explained to the committee that a resident reached out to staff with concerns of 
speeding on Cambray Drive which is off Watson Road and Windsor Way.  Staff added this area 
to the list of traffic counters to be placed over the summer.  The traffic counters were placed on 
Cambray Drive last week and staff will gather the data to be presented to the committee at the 
next meeting in October. 
 

2. Request for a 4 way stop at Hunters Drive and Fox Hill 
 

Mark Valentine explained to the committee that he received a request from a resident to install a 
4 way stop.  There are existing stop signs on Hunters Drive,  North and South,  as it comes into 
Fox Hill.  The resident is concerned that it is dangerous for people walking in the neighborhood, 
trying to cross the road, etc. due to drivers using excessive speeds.  Counters were placed on 
Hunters Drive South last week.  They were placed mid-block to capture volumes coming through 
the area.  Mark explained a typical 4 way stop has balanced intersections.  In this area, there is 
the main flow through on Fox Hill Drive that is going into the neighborhood.  Hunters Drive South 
is a cut through between Silver Fox and Fox Hill.  Hunters Drive North is a dead end cul-de-sac. 
 
Sarah Waterman added that when referencing the MUTCD, there would be three regulations 
that staff would need to follow.  The first being the average daily traffic.  If average daily traffic is 
above 6,000 vehicles per day, staff could look at adding a 4 way stop.  Second, would be site 
distance.  If the site distance is adequate, staff would be prevented from adding a 4 way stop 
sign.  Third would be accident data.  If there are less than three accidents in twelve months or 
less than five accidents in two years, staff would also be prevented from adding a 4 way stop 
sign.  Staff is in the process of collecting the traffic counts. Staff has also reviewed the accident 
data from 2019 to present and there were no accidents during that time frame.  
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Mark Valentine said that the accident data was provided to staff by the Monroe County Sheriff’s 
Department.    
 
Sarah Waterman stated that the only intersection that is currently being discussed at this 
meeting that had an accident was on Cambray Drive.  The accident occurred in 2021 when a 
resident backing their car out of their driveway was hit by a car that was travelling on the 
roadway.  This accident would not pertain to the resident’s concern of speeding in the 
neighborhood. 
 
Debbie Drawe asked if there was a specific incident the resident was referring to. 
 
Mark Valentine replied that there was no specific incident mentioned.  Their concern was of 
general speeding in the neighborhood that impacts the safety of residents that are walking, 
biking, etc. in the area.  Once the traffic counts are received, it will be presented to the 
committee for discussion at the October meeting.   
 
 

3. Penfield Center Road – Child at Play and Blind Driveway Sign Request 
 

Mark Valentine explained that two new houses were constructed at 1460 and 1456 Penfield 
Center Road fairly recently so they do not show up on the aerial photo that staff has displayed to 
the committee.   These homes are set back from the road.  Heading eastbound towards the two 
homes,  there is a high spot as well as heading westbound toward the homes as shown in the 
photos.  The two new homes sit farther back off the road, however, there is a strip of older 
homes west of the two new homes that sit closer to the road.  Due to the higher knoll area, the 
two new driveways are slightly “lost” when approaching them.  There has been some turnover in 
this area which has resulted in families residing there with younger children.  
 
Laurie Enos asked what the current speed limit is on Penfield Center Road.  
 
Mark Valentine replied that it is 40mph.  Mark added that a few years ago, staff looked at 
Northrup Road with a similar concern.  The eastern portion of Northrup is very rural versus the 
western end which becomes more of a residential area.  The concern was brought to the 
committee and the committee recommended that Child at Play signs be installed due to the road 
going from a rural area to more of a residential area.  Mark and Sarah Waterman visited the area 
and took photos. 
 
Sarah Waterman explained that in the MUTCD, the blind driveway does not have a specific sign 
approved by the federal government.  Staff looked for backup data and took the approach of 
either a driveway entrance plaque or a Blind Driveway sign. Staff is looking to the committee for 
direction as to what expectations they would have for a Blind Driveway sign.  With the Blind 
Driveway sign being requested in conjunction with a Child at Play Sign, the distance between 
signs also needs to be considered.  It may be reasonable to install one of the signs vs both, 
which needs to be considered and discussed to decide which scenario would be most beneficial.  
 
Dan McCusker asked which particular driveway is under consideration. 
 
Sarah Waterman referenced the aerial map which showed two driveways located at 1456 and 
1460 Penfield Center Road which is not visible due to the crest on Penfield Center Road.  
Therefore, a  Blind Driveway sign has been requested.  Sarah also referenced the addresses  
located at 1386 thru 1404 Penfield Center Road in reference to a Child at Play sign. If the 
committee recommends putting in a Child at Play sign, staff would need to submit a 
recommendation to the Town Board.  If the Town Board agrees with the recommendation, the 
signs would be placed on Penfield Center Road in the general vicinity of 1380 Penfield Center 
Road and 1468 Penfield Center Road.   
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Laurie Enos asked for clarification if staff recommends both signs or one or the other. 
 
Sara Waterman replied that due to the need for separation of the signs and the distance from 
the affected area, Engineering Department staff would not recommend both.  
 
 
Laurie Enos asked what the average speed limit is and when the last time traffic counters were 
placed in the area.   
 
Mark Valentine replied that the speed limit is 40mph but staff will need to check the data from 
the last time traffic counters were placed to find out what the average speed was.  
 
Laurie Enos agrees that both signs are importation, however, children should not be playing 
near a road with a 40mph speed limit.  
 
Sarah Waterman stated that when referencing the MUTCD, the placement of both signs are 
determined by site distance and not speed.  In that area, sight distance does warrant some kind 
of signage.  
 
Laurie Enos asked if both signs can be placed on one post (one above the other). 
 
Sarah Waterman replied that cannot be done.  
 
Tim Frelier asked if there was a sight distance measurement taken when the resident applied 
for the permit for their site plan application. 
 
Mark Valentine said he would look at the plans to see what was submitted. Both driveways are 
set as far back as possible.  
 
Laurie Enos asked if the two new homes share a driveway.   
 
Mark Valentine replied that they do not. 
 
Dan McCusker does not consider the driveways to be blind driveways because there is nothing 
actually obstructing the view.  It is more of a sight distance issue.  
 
Jason Ebbs asked if the sight distance is based on speed as well.   
 
Sarah Waterman replied that the sight distance is based on the speed limit or based on the 
85%.  If the 85% is not available, staff relies on the speed limit or places speed counters to 
collect data.  Staff looked at the speed limit of 40mph and a conservative view based on 45mph.  
The desired sight distance based on those speeds would be 675ft. 
 
Dan McCusker asked how many feet is there now. 
 
Mark Valentine replied that the distance is what needs to be determined.  Staff visited the area 
today and did some initial reviews, however, the exact distance measured in feet has yet to be 
determined.  
 
Sarah Waterman displayed an aerial map and, for reference, showed that from the rise at the 
top of hill to 1380 Penfield Center Road measures at 675ft. 
 
Laurie Enos asked if the two new residents are asking for the Blind Driveway sign. 
 
Sarah Waterman replied that they are asking for both the Blind Driveway and Child at Play signs 
or at the least, one or the other.  There are multiple houses from the same family that are 
requesting the signs.  
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Debbie Drawe asked if the three homes that existed before the two new homes were built ever 
requested signs. 
 
Sarah Waterman replied that she is not aware if signs were requested by the three existing 
homes.  
 
Mark Valentine stated that the request came in collectively from the families that reside in that 
area of Penfield Center Road.   Mark also stated that staff will put out traffic counters to collect 
speed data and look at the original site application to verify how the sight distance was 
calculated.   Staff will also revisit the site and do some measurements pertaining to site distance.  
 
 

4. Qualtrough Road and Hallmark Road Dual Arrow Sign Request – Follow Up  
 
Sarah Waterman stated that last February, a concern was brought to staff pertaining to the 
Qualtrough Road and Hallmark Road intersection.  The resident that lives in the home at the end 
of the intersection requested a double arrow sign in front of their home.  Previously, the 
committee determined not to place a double arrow sign at that location based on a 
misinterpretation of the MUTCD where the understanding was that a double arrow sign should 
not be used in conjunction with a stop sign.  After reviewing the MUTCD again, it was 
determined that a double arrow sign and stop sign CAN be used together as long as they are not 
on the same post.  When determining if a double arrow sign is an appropriate measure, 
engineering staff would review the area which would include site distance.  A double arrow sign 
would be appropriate if a driver was travelling the road and expects the road to continue on 
instead of ending at the intersection.  Nighttime driving should also be considered in this 
situation.  There is a similar intersection in the Town that staff reviewed previously located at Old 
Browncroft Blvd and Parkview Drive.  There is a ravine located at the end of that intersection, 
and that is part of the reason the intersection has a double arrow sign.   Staff would like to bring 
this item back to the committee for review to make an informed decision based on the updated 
information.  
 
Laurie Enos brought up that there was a similar concern on another street farther down on 
Qualtrough that was discussed at a prior meeting where the sign reflectivity had faded.  
 
Mark Valentine replied that farther north on Qualtrough Road there is a similar intersection and 
staff discussed taking a look at that intersection to make sure it is in compliance and consistent 
with other intersections.  Mark stated that the removal of that double arrow sign was discussed, 
but staff did not want to remove it until all information was gathered to make an informed 
decision.  Mark stated that not every intersection that come to a “T” has a double arrow sign or a 
stop sign and there is some engineering judgement involved.  Obviously, drivers should stop at 
“T” intersections whether there is a stop sign or not or at least yield the right of way to oncoming 
traffic.  
 
Jason Ebbs stated that in his opinion, traffic in that area is not travelling fast.  If someone is 
travelling eastbound, they would have already slowed down at the previous intersection.  For 
someone to continue on straight through the intersection, does not seem like an immediate 
threat.  
 
Laurie Enos asked if any vehicles have ended up on the front lawn of the home located at the 
end of the intersection.  
 
Mark Valentine replied that that there was an incident where someone drove onto the 
homeowner’s lawn and that is where the sign request originated from.  
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Laurie Enos said that she would not want to wait until someone actually hits the house or 
someone in the yard.   
 
Debbie Drawe mentioned that there is a double arrow sign on Parkview Drive as well, and as 
she was driving on it, it did not seem that the sign was effective.  
 
Sarah Waterman asked did she mean effective as in preventing people from going over the hill 
or something different.  
 
Debbie Drawe replied that it does not effectively relay information as to what is beyond the hill. 
 
Mark Valentine stated that if someone goes off the road, normally, there is a recovery distance. 
 
Laurie Enos asked if there is a guide rail located at the end of that intersection. 
 
Sarah Waterman replied that there is a guide rail on Parkview. 
 
Mark Valentine stated that a guide rail is not intended for a head on collision.  It is intended for 
guide a vehicle back onto the road.  
 
Tim Frelier added that the intersection is not really a “T” intersection since it has a slight angle in 
the road.  Going back to the Hallmark intersection, there is a two story home on level ground at 
the end of the intersection.  There are many ques showing that the home is there and when 
approaching the intersection there is a clearly visible stop sign, which is the case at many 
intersections in the Town.  
 
Mark Valentine explained that the City View intersection has both a stop sign and a double 
arrow sign.  The neighbor to the south of that intersection (Hallmark Rd) requested that they 
have both a double arrow sign and a stop sign as well.    
 
Laurie Enos mentioned that there is a streetlight located at the intersection of Hallmark Road 
and Qualtrough which is helpful. 
 
Dan McCusker stated that both intersections seem to have adequate sight distance.  The City 
View intersection needs to have some tree trimming to make the sign more visible. 
 
Sarah Waterman stated that the google image is from 2012 so the tree image may not be up to 
date.   
 
Dan McCusker feels that a dual arrow sign is not needed at the Hallmark intersection and the 
existing dual arrow sign at City View should be removed, especially if it has lost its reflectivity 
and is not beneficial.  Dan agrees that this is a residential area but cars are travelling through an 
intersection and speeds are generally slower and feels like the dual arrow signs are not needed 
in this particular location.  
 
Laurie Enos agrees with Dan that the existing dual arrow sign should be taken down at the City 
View intersection and dual arrow sign should not be added at the Hallmark Road intersection.  
 
Jason Ebbs added that there are four dead end intersections that would technically qualify for 
the dual arrow signs.  If a dual arrow sign is added at Hallmark Road, you would need to add 
one to the other four intersections in the area.  
 
Dan McCusker said if this was a higher speed area with a different geometry, he would be more 
inclined to install the dual arrow sign.  With this area being a residential area and not being used 
as a cut through, the traffic consists of local residents that are familiar with the roads and 
signage.  
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Sarah Waterman added that she has driven in the neighborhood and it would be very difficult to 
use it as a cut through.  If the committee agreed to have the existing dual arrow sign removed 
from the City View intersection by DPW staff, a recommendation would need to be made to the 
Town Board.  Once the Town Board approves that recommendation, the sign could be removed.  
 
Dan McCusker said that if the existing sign is still meeting the reflectivity characteristics, it 
should be left in place until it is no longer meeting the reflectivity characteristics and then be 
removed.  
 

 THE COMMITTEE UNANIMOUSLY AGREED TO: 
 

 Staff will check the reflectivity of the existing dual arrow sign at the intersection of City 
View and Qualtrough.  If it meets the reflectivity requirements, it will be left in place until it 
no longer meets the reflectivity requirements and then it will be removed.    
 

 A dual arrow sign will not be placed at the Hallmark Rd and Qualtrough Road 
intersection.  

 
 

5. Guygrace Lane – Speeding Concern - Follow Up  
 
Mark Valentine shared with the committee that this speeding concern was brought up at the 
June Transportation Committee meeting.  Staff placed traffic counters on Guygrace Lane. 
 
Sarah Waterman shared the data with the committee.  The data was collected from 6/28/22 
through 7/5/22.  The ADT was 2,358 and the 85% speed was 29mph in a 25mph speed limit 
zone.  
 
Tim Frelier asked for clarification of 2,358 vehicles in one day? 
 
Mark Valentine clarified that 2,358 was the number of vehicles analyzed over a one week time 
period.   The date reveals that, unfortunately, there was some speeding taking place but the 85% 
speed is less than 5mph over the 25mph speed limit. 
 
Jason Ebbs asked where exactly Guygrace Lane is. 
 
Mark Valentine replied that it is located north of Plank Road and West of Hatch Road near 
Anthony Circle and Simone Terrace.  
 
Laurie Enos stated that it must be the local residents that are speeding since it is not a cut 
through street.   
 
Jason Ebbs said since it is such a small stretch of road, he could see why 29mph would seem 
like a high rate of speed.  
 
Sarah Waterman stated that generally in a situation as this one, staff would request extra 
enforcement from the Sherriff’s office if the committee feels it is warranted.  
 
Laurie Enos asked if there is a neighborhood watch in place.  
 
Sarah Waterman said she is not aware if there is one or not.  
 
Laurie Enos stated that at one time, there was a speeding issue in her neighborhood so they 
formed a neighborhood watch group.  After meeting with the neighbors, it came to light that it 
was a teenager who resided in the neighborhood that was speeding and the situation was 
resolved.  Sometimes meeting with neighbors can help shed some light on the situation. 
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Mark Valentine will contact the resident and share the data that was collected and encourage 
them to form a neighborhood watch group.   Staff will also request extra enforcement in the area 
from the Sheriff’s office.  
 
 

IV. HELD ITEMS: 

 
1. Route 411 & Liberty Street Traffic Light – No Update 

 
 
 

V. NEW BUSINESS: 
 

1.  Valley Green and Summer Glen – Request for Enforcement 
 
 Mark Valentine shared that a resident came to a committee meeting last spring.  He was 

concerned about the speeding in his daughter’s neighborhood. Traffic counters were placed in the 
neighborhood and slow down strips were put in.  The resident has also asked staff to request 
extra enforcement by the sheriff’s office.  Sarah Waterman has also had communications with the 
resident that other neighbors also have concerns about this area. 

 
 Sarah Waterman stated that since the agenda for this meeting was published, another resident in 

the Valley Green neighborhood requested slow down strips on the speed limit sign coming into 
the Valley Green Drive loop area.  Sarah’s understanding from the minutes from the last 
Transportation Committee meeting was that part of the determination of putting the speed limit 
signs on the corner of Summer Glen and Valley Green Drive and further south on Valley Green 
Drive was to deter it from becoming a cut through. The 85% speed in the section of Valley Green 
Drive near Lazy Trail was 28mph.  Originally, the request was for a child at play sign in the 
neighborhood.  Generally, a child at play sign is used if it is not clear that children may be playing 
in the area that you are entering.  It is expected that children may be playing in subdivisions and 
that is why slow down strips were determined to be used instead of child at play signs.  The 
section of Valley Green Drive is a loop which could be considered a dead end and cannot be used 
as a cut through.  This should be considered during the decision making process for child at play 
signs.  

 
 Debbie Drawe asked if staff recommends not putting any signage in the area. 
 
 Sarah Waterman suggested that in this situation, staff would put down traffic counters if the 

committee requests it.  The other option for consideration is putting slow down strips on the speed 
limit signs.  

 
Debbie Drawe asked if staff had the actual counts of cars travelling in the neighborhood.   

 
Mark Valentine replied no and that a study was done on the cut through area and Lazy Trail. 
The quantity of cars on Lazy Trail vs Valley Green was significantly less.   

 
Dan McCusker asked if the 85% was 28mph. 
 
Mark Valentine replied that is correct.  The strips were placed in front of 97 Valley Green Drive. 
 
Tim Frelier asked if there has been any data collected after slow down strips have been installed 
in any other locations to verify if there is any benefit. 
 
Mark Valentine replied that there hasn’t, but staff can go back and put down the traffic counters 
on Valley Green to see if there is any difference.  
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Tim Frelier said it does not have to be on Valley Green.  It can be at any location where slow 
down strips were placed.  Preferably where the slow down strips were not added recently.  Tim 
added that slow down strips are fairly common and sometimes when they are seen frequently in 
various locations, drivers become oblivious to them. 
 
Jason Ebbs agreed that this would be a good idea and the data would influence the decision 
making process moving forward as it pertains to slow down strips.  
 
Mark Valentine stated that this area will remain in the queue of locations for possible slow down 
strips and in the meantime, staff will place traffic counters in an area where slow down strips 
have been placed previously to see their effectiveness.  There are a few other locations that the 
traffic counters need to be placed first, especially with winter approaching.  After those counts 
are complete, staff will find a location with slow down strips to place the traffic counters. 
 
 

2.  Saybrooke Drive Crosswalk Request 
 

Mark Valentine shared that Eric Tait received a concern today from a resident regarding the 
location where Saybrooke Drive meets Whalen Road pertaining to site distance.  The resident 
said that the sight distance was being hindered due to overgrown shrubs.  They also requested a 
stop bar as well as a cross walk.  Since this concern was just received prior to the meeting, staff 
will need to get more information, however, DPW staff did cut back the shrubs and vegetation to 
help with the site distance.  
 
Debbie Drawe asked if there is a new RG&E substation located near this area. 
 
Mark Valentine replied that the Town Board has approved the substation, however, it has not 
been implemented yet.  It will be located around the area of 1164 Whalen Road. 
 
Sarah Waterman said that the expectation is that the substation will not affect the sight distance 
of the road. 
 
Mark Valentine agreed and said that the substation will be set back off the road. 
 
Dan McCusker asked if DPW has trimmed back the vegetation yet. 
 
Mark Valentine replied that they have. 
 
Dan McCusker stated that he feels this item should be tabled because cutting back the 
vegetation may have already solved the problem.  It also seems that the number of homes and 
the number of trips in and out of the neighborhood do not warrant such a large entrance.  
 
Mark Valentine said the consideration at the time of the development of the subdivision was 
more about the landscaping than the wide entrance.  
 
Dan McCusker feels that the wide entrance is precipitating the desire for a crosswalk.  
 
Sarah Waterman added that part of the concern that was expressed in the email from the 
resident was that you can’t always see people approaching on the sidewalk when pulling up to 
Whalen Road. 
 
Debbie Drawe mentioned that the landscaping in the middle of the double entrance seems to be 
overgrown as well. 
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Laurie Enos asked who is responsible for the maintenance of the landscaping on the island.   
 
Mark Valentine said the Town maintains it.  It looks like the vegetation on both corners of the 
intersection was very overgrown, however, DPW crews have trimmed it back. 
 
Dan McCusker feels that trimming back the vegetation may be all it takes to resolve the site 
distance issue.  
 
Sarah Waterman said it may be appropriate for Eric Tait to reach out to the resident to see if the 
sight distance has improved since the vegetation has been trimmed back.  
 
Jason Ebbs asked if the Town is placing detectables on the curb ramps. 
 
Mark Valentine replied that they do.  This particular intersection does not currently have it and it 
would have to be retrofitted.  
 
Dan McCusker agrees that the Town staff should revisit the site to see if the vegetation has 
been cut back enough to improve sight distance and if not, it may need to be cut back even 
further.  
 
Sarah Waterman will relay this information to Eric Tait and request that the area be revisited. 
 
Dan McCusker added that if the all the trees are in the Town’s ROW they should all be taken 
down to avoid any sight distance issues in the future.  
 
Sarah Waterman said the ROW boundaries have to be verified before any trees are removed.  
 
 

 THE COMMITTEE UNANIMOUSLY AGREED TO: 
 

 DWP staff will revisit the intersection at Whalen Road and Saybrooke Drive to confirm 
that the site distance is sufficient since the vegetation has been trimmed back.  If the 
sight distance has not been resolved, this item will be brought back and put on a future 
Transportation Committee agenda.    

 
 

VI. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION: 
No Public Participation 

 
 

VII. NEXT MEETING: October 18th, 2022 
 
 

VIII. ADJOURNMENT:   5:53pm 
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