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COMPLETE STREETS



Does the project contain Complete Streets Elements as defined under PA 135 of 2010? YES NO



If answered Yes to the above question:  In scoping and/or stakeholder discussions what requests were made and what elements are included to 
accommodate non-motorized and/or alternative modes.  Please explain below.



Request made for pedestrian crossing at ramps from local road. 



Were you able to incorporate any design features that would improve mobility for all users?  In 
particular, items related to: ADA, senior mobility, pedestrian crossings, count-down signals, 
timing, lane reductions, curb radii, sight distance, transit facilities, bike lanes, trail crossings, 
refuge islands, sharrows, or other features that might improve safety and travel? 



NO YES



If yes, please describe:



Crossings and ADA complioant ramps were added to sidewalk at ramp locations.



Have there been any areas of the project where MDOT, the municipalities, or other agencies 
of jurisdiction have been unable to agree with MDOT or each other on final Complete Street 
elements and/or non-motorized connections? 



NO YES



If Yes, please elaborate on the circumstances and nature of the disagreement reasons for the disagreement and the current status of the project.  If the 
municipality has an adopted Completed Streets Policy, and no agreement is possible, Form 1631 Complete Streets Exception Request should also be 
filled out and submitted.  If an agreement was reached to add it to a future project or a substitute was found, please also provide this explanation.



To the best sof my knowledge, the stakeholder engagement was conducted in accordance with this Stakeholder Engagement Plan and 
the MDOT Guidelines for Stakeholder Engagement except as noted in the comments above.



PROJECT MANAGER DATE



REGIONAL PLANNING DATE



Attach any additional documentation as necessary.
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STAKEHOLDER ENGAGEMENT ACTIVITY LEVEL See Table 3 of the Guidelines for Stakeholder Engagement

PLANNED TOOLS:  (See list on page 19 of the Guidelines for Stakeholder Engagement)  Select all that apply:

PLANNED PEOPLE TO ENGAGE (See list on page 19 of the Guidelines for Stakeholder Engagement)  Select all that apply:

PLANNED ACTIVITIES TO ENGAGE (See list on page 19 of the Guidelines For Stakeholder Engagement)  Select all that apply:

COMPLETE STREETS

Does the project contain Complete Streets Elements as defined under PA 135 of 2010?

Were you able to incorporate any design features that would improve mobility for all users?  In particular, items related to: ADA, senior mobility, pedestrian crossings, count-down signals, timing, lane reductions, curb radii, sight distance, transit facilities, bike lanes, trail crossings, refuge islands, sharrows, or other features that might improve safety and travel? 

Have there been any areas of the project where MDOT, the municipalities, or other agencies of jurisdiction have been unable to agree with MDOT or each other on final Complete Street elements and/or non-motorized connections? 

To the best sof my knowledge, the stakeholder engagement was conducted in accordance with this Stakeholder Engagement Plan and the MDOT Guidelines for Stakeholder Engagement except as noted in the comments above.

Attach any additional documentation as necessary.
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COMPLETE STREETS


Does the project contain Complete Streets Elements as defined under PA 135 of 2010? YES NO


If answered Yes to the above question:  In scoping and/or stakeholder discussions what requests were made and what elements are included to 
accommodate non-motorized and/or alternative modes.  Please explain below.


Request made for pedestrian crossing at ramps from local road. 


Were you able to incorporate any design features that would improve mobility for all users?  In 
particular, items related to: ADA, senior mobility, pedestrian crossings, count-down signals, 
timing, lane reductions, curb radii, sight distance, transit facilities, bike lanes, trail crossings, 
refuge islands, sharrows, or other features that might improve safety and travel? 


NO YES


If yes, please describe:


Crossings and ADA complioant ramps were added to sidewalk at ramp locations.


Have there been any areas of the project where MDOT, the municipalities, or other agencies 
of jurisdiction have been unable to agree with MDOT or each other on final Complete Street 
elements and/or non-motorized connections? 


NO YES


If Yes, please elaborate on the circumstances and nature of the disagreement reasons for the disagreement and the current status of the project.  If the 
municipality has an adopted Completed Streets Policy, and no agreement is possible, Form 1631 Complete Streets Exception Request should also be 
filled out and submitted.  If an agreement was reached to add it to a future project or a substitute was found, please also provide this explanation.


To the best sof my knowledge, the stakeholder engagement was conducted in accordance with this Stakeholder Engagement Plan and 
the MDOT Guidelines for Stakeholder Engagement except as noted in the comments above.


PROJECT MANAGER DATE


REGIONAL PLANNING DATE


Attach any additional documentation as necessary.





STAKEHOLDER ENGAGEMENT PLAN
Michigan Department 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STAKEHOLDER ENGAGEMENT ACTIVITY LEVEL See Table 3 of the Guidelines for Stakeholder Engagement
PLANNED TOOLS:  (See list on page 19 of the Guidelines for Stakeholder Engagement)  Select all that apply:
PLANNED PEOPLE TO ENGAGE (See list on page 19 of the Guidelines for Stakeholder Engagement)  Select all that apply:
PLANNED ACTIVITIES TO ENGAGE (See list on page 19 of the Guidelines For Stakeholder Engagement)  Select all that apply:
COMPLETE STREETS
Does the project contain Complete Streets Elements as defined under PA 135 of 2010?
Were you able to incorporate any design features that would improve mobility for all users?  In particular, items related to: ADA, senior mobility, pedestrian crossings, count-down signals, timing, lane reductions, curb radii, sight distance, transit facilities, bike lanes, trail crossings, refuge islands, sharrows, or other features that might improve safety and travel? 
Have there been any areas of the project where MDOT, the municipalities, or other agencies of jurisdiction have been unable to agree with MDOT or each other on final Complete Street elements and/or non-motorized connections? 
To the best sof my knowledge, the stakeholder engagement was conducted in accordance with this Stakeholder Engagement Plan and the MDOT Guidelines for Stakeholder Engagement except as noted in the comments above.
Attach any additional documentation as necessary.
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