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● Survey developed by the MCAC Transportation & Safety subcommittee (Russ, Janelle, 
Gentri) from September 2024 to December 2024 with input from the broader MCAC
o Purpose of the survey is to gather public opinion on the state of traffic safety in 

Manchester
● 16 questions

o 13 questions about road safety topics
 8 “select one” questions
 2 “select all that apply” questions
 3 open-ended questions

o 3 questions about the respondents
● MCAC approved survey in December 2024
● Survey went live in early January 2025 and remained open through February
● Survey socialization included:

o MCAC social media
o Kitsap County bulletins / mailing lists
o Manchester Elementary newsletter

About the survey



Respondents

● 144 responses

o ~135 in Manc he s te r
o ~4  North of Manc he s te r
o ~4  We s t of Manc he s te r
o ~2 South of Manc he s te r

Respondents were asked to provide the 
nearest cross street they live on. This 

map represents these intersection 
locations.



Question 1

note

91% of respondents walk, jog, or 
bike in Manchester



Question 2



Question 3



Question 4



Question 5

Context notes:
● About 3%  of Manc he s te r Ele me nta ry 

s tude nts  c urre ntly wa lk to  s c hool
● At le as t 13%  of Manc he s te r Ele me nta ry 

s tude nts  live  within 0 .5 mile s  of the  s c hool90% of applicable 
respondents strongly agree



Question 6



Question 7 77% of respondents selected at 
least one of the listed issues



Question 8
“If you selected any motorist issues in question 7, which roads or 
intersections most need issues addressed?”

Results on following slides.

Notes on results visualizations:

● Almos t a ll re s ponde nts  foc us e d  on roads , not inte rs e c tions , s o inte rs e c tions  we re  ge ne ra lize d  into 
the ir c ons titue nt roads .

● Some  re s ponde nts  s pe c ifie d  c e rta in portions  of road , but mos t d id  not. For e as e  of re porting , 
re s pons e s  we re  ge ne ra lize d  by road .

● Some  re s ponde nts  d id  not s pe c ify any roads  or inte rs e c tions .
● Almos t no re s ponde nts  s pe c ifie d  one  is s ue  for one  road  and  anothe r is s ue  for anothe r road , s o 

da ta  was  aggre ga te d  bas e d  on a ll roads  and  a ll is s ue s  s e le c te d  by a  re s ponde nt.



Q8: Avoiding 
walkers or bicycle 
riders

California: 28
Colchester: 28
Alaska: 26
Beach: 15
Chester: 9
Main/Madrone: 8
Caraway: 2
Woods: 1
Mile Hill: 1
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Q8: Speed limits 
set too high

Colchester: 22
Alaska: 15
California: 13
Chester: 7
Beach: 5
Main/Madrone: 4
Mile Hill: 1
Monte Bella: 1
BlakeView: 1

Note: four respondents stated speed limit too low but did not specify any roads.
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Q8: Vehicular 
traffic / 
congestion

California: 8
Chester: 6
Main / Madrone: 6
Colchester: 4
Alaska: 4
Beach: 4
Woods: 1
Caraway: 1
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Q8: Vehicular 
accessibility / 
insufficient 
alternate routes

California: 5
Chester: 5
Main / Madrone: 2
Alaska: 2
Beach: 1
Colchester: 1
Caraway: 1
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Question 9 91% of respondents are concerned 
about speeding issues



Question 10 84% of respondents have issues 
with motorist noise pollution



Question 11

Speed bumps are the most popular 
kind of traffic calming measure.

Note: traffic calming solutions and descriptions provided by  Federal Highway Administration Traffic 
Calming ePrimer website and Seattle DOT

https://highways.dot.gov/safety/speed-management/traffic-calming-eprimer
https://highways.dot.gov/safety/speed-management/traffic-calming-eprimer
https://www.seattle.gov/transportation/projects-and-programs/safety-first/safe-routes-to-school/school-streets


Question 11

80% of respondents support at 
least one kind of traffic calming 
measure



Question 12
“If you selected any traffic calming measures in Question 11, which roads or 
intersections most need traffic calming measures, in your opinion?”

Results on following slides.

Notes on results visualizations:

● Almos t a ll re s ponde nts  foc us e d  on roads , not inte rs e c tions , s o inte rs e c tions  we re  ge ne ra lize d  into 
the ir c ons titue nt roads .

● Some  re s ponde nts  s pe c ifie d  c e rta in portions  of road , but mos t d id  not. For e as e  of re porting , 
re s pons e s  we re  ge ne ra lize d  by road .

● Some  re s ponde nts  d id  not s pe c ify any roads  or inte rs e c tions .
● Almos t no re s ponde nts  s pe c ifie d  one  me as ure  for one  road  and  anothe r me as ure  for anothe r road , 

s o da ta  was  aggre ga te d  bas e d  on a ll roads  and  a ll me as ure s  s e le c te d  by a  re s ponde nt.



Question 12



Question 12
This chart 
aggregates 
mentions of 
each road and 
each traffic 
calming 
measure



Most frequently 
mentioned 
intersections

● Chester & California: 4 - way s top  
or mini- roundabouts  re que s te d

● Alaska & Madrone: 4 - way s top  or 
mini- roundabouts  re que s te d

● Beach & Main: Re que s t be tte r 
s ignage  tha t it’s  only a  3 - way s top , 
trimming bac k bus he s  a t 
inte rs e c tion for vis ib ility

Che s te r & 
Ca lifornia

Alas ka  & 
Madrone Be ac h & Main

Manc he s te r 
Ele me nta ry



Select quotes from respondents
Pedestrian / school safety excerpts:

“When cars queue in the mornings and 
afternoons to drop off/pick up their kids 
there is no room on shoulders for walkers…” 
“pedestrians [kids] have to walk in the 
street.”

“The parent pick up traffic in front of 
Manchester Elementary is absurd.”

“My elderly grandparents have had to stop 
walking outside due to the lack of sidewalks. 
It’s very unsafe to walk the streets of this 
neighborhood.”

“I just wish everyone would just slow down, 
especially by the School.”

Many open -ended responses were received. 
Themes include alarm over racing/speeding, alarm 

over traffic near the elementary school during 
pickup/dropoff, and frustration with noise.

Speeding / racing excerpts:

“Colchester is used as a racing strip for both 
cars and motorcycles.”

“Alaska is like a race track. Almost got hit twice 
walking my dog.”

“California is a death trap. People speed, teens 
race their cars!”

“Frequent fast and loud motorists and 
motorcycles on Main Street w/ no mufflers.”



Observations
● An ove rwhe lming  ma jority of re s ponde nts  a re  

c onc e rne d  about s pe e ding  and  tra ffic  s a fe ty
o A thin minority have  no c onc e rns  about 

s pe e ding , be lie ve  s pe e d  limits  a re  too 
low, and/or have  no c onc e rns  about 
pe de s trians .

● Virtua lly a ll c ompla ints  we re  re ga rd ing  roads  
c la s s ifie d  a s  Minor Arte ria l or Ma jor Colle c tor
o Pe r Public  Works , a rte ria ls  and  ma jor 

c olle c tors  do not qua lify for ac tive  tra ffic  
c a lming  me as ure s  s uc h a s  s pe e d  bumps .

● Manc he s te r’s  p rimary ave nue s , Ca lifornia , 
Alas ka , and  Colc he s te r a re  a ll ve ry s tra ight and  
unobs truc te d , e nabling  s pe e de rs

● Manc he s te r ne ighborhoods  a re  unide ntifiab le  
without the s e  primary ave nue s , whic h a ll fit the  
de s c rip tion of re s ide ntia l roads

Manchester Road Classifications



Road classification definitions
Excerpts from Kitsap County Road Standards

“Rural minor arterials provide service to corridors… link cities and larger towns and form an inte gra te d  
ne twork provid ing  intra - c ommunity c ontinuity. … Rura l minor a rte ria ls  a re  route s  whos e  de s ign s hould  be  
e xpe c te d  to  a llow for re la tive ly high ove ra ll trave l s pe e ds  with minimum inte rfe re nc e  to  through 
move me nt. The y may c a rry loc a l bus  route s , but ide a lly do not penetrate identifiable neighborhoods .”

“Rural collectors s e rve  intra - c ounty trave l c orridors  linking  ne a rby c itie s  or towns  with route s  of highe r 
c las s ific a tion. The y may pe ne tra te  re s ide ntia l ne ighborhoods , p rovide  d ire c t land  ac c e s s  and  d is tribute  
trips  from the  princ ipa l and  minor a rte ria ls  through the  a re a  to  the  ultima te  de s tina tion.”

“Local sub -collectors s e rve  as  primary ac c e s s  to  a  de ve lopme nt from the  ad jac e nt road  s ys te m, 
providing circulation within neighborhoods . The y channel traffic to the collector s ys te m from the  loc a l 
road  c las s ific a tion in re s ide ntia l ne ighborhoods . A loc a l s ub- c olle c tor us ua lly s e rve s  one  ne ighborhood or 
a  c ombina tion of a  fe w s mall de ve lopme nts , ra the r than inte rc onne c ting  two or more  la rge r 
ne ighborhoods . Abutting residences are oriented away from the local sub -collector and direct lot access 
is discouraged . Loc a l s ub- c olle c tors  s e rve  re s ide ntia l s ing le  family, multip le  dwe lling  de ve lopme nts , 
c omme rc ia l bus ine s s  offic e , p rofe s s iona l ac tivitie s , and  indus tria l de ve lopme nt.”



Recommended actions
● Initia te  a  ne ighborhood education “drive  frie ndly” c ampaign to  e nc ourage  s a fe  

road  us age .

● Make  Manc he s te r’s  top  priority TIP project walkways  (s ide walks ) with 
s houlde rs  a long  Ca lifornia .

● Make  improve me nts  to  Manc he s te r Ele me nta ry’s  pickup and dropoff s ys te m, 
inc luding:
o Support and  e mpowe r the  s c hool adminis tra tion and  PTA in managing  

tra ffic
o Explore  a  “Sc hool Stre e ts ” program with road  c los ure  to  through tra ffic  

during  p ic kup and  dropoff. This  may re quire  re route  or re s c he dule  of the  
86  bus  route .

o Explore  a  re vis e d  p ic kup/dropoff tra ffic  pa tte rn

● Re - e va lua te  Manc he s te r’s  a rte ria l and  c olle c tor road classifications to  c ons ide r 
re vis ing  downward  to  a lign the  road’s  us e  with its  func tiona l c las s ific a tion 
de s c rip tion and  inte nt and  to  unloc k options  for tra ffic  c a lming  me as ure s



Recommended actions
● Re vis e  key intersections:

o Four- way s tops  or mini- roundabouts  a t Ca lifornia  and  Che s te r, Alas ka  and  
Madrone .

o Trim bus he s  and  vis ua l ba rrie rs  from the  inte rs e c tion of Be ac h and  Main 
and/or re vis e  inte rs e c tion from 3 - way s top  to  4 - way s top .

● Expand the  County’s  toolkit of active traffic calming measures to  inc lude  not 
only s pe e d  bumps , but a ls o:
o mini roundabouts  / tra ffic  c irc le s
o c orne r e xte ns ions  / bulbouts  / c hoke rs , full c los ure s
o ha lf c los ure s  tha t may be  us able  on c olle c tors  and  a rte ria ls  tha t a ls o s e rve  

as  re s ide ntia l roads .

● De ploy any tra ffic  c a lming  me as ure s  on Ca lifornia , Colc he s te r, Alas ka , Be ac h, 
Main, and  Che s te r.

● Enforc e  s pe e d  limit and  nois e  laws .

● Support pe de s trian and  non- mota rize d  vis ib ility.



Neighborhood Awareness Campaign – MCAC Pilot

GOALS:

1. Increase awareness about the impact of 
speeding on community safety.
2. Reduce speeding through education and 

community engagement.
3. Encourage a culture of respect among 

drivers, pedestrians, and cyclists.
4. Bring neighbors together to strengthen 

community connections and foster a 
culture of care for neighbors.

30



Neighborhood Awareness Campaign – MCAC Pilot

PROPOSED CAMPAIGN ELEMENTS:
1. Expanded Committee will co-create pilot 
parameters with the County and be prepared to 
launch 6-month pilot at MCAC May Open House.
2. Engagement criteria will be established for 
residents to receive yard signs, car magnets, 
reflector vests, and lights for backpacks and collars.
3. County will put up branded signs on Colchester, 
Alaska, California, and Beach at Manchester entry 
signs (approx. 10).
4. Local businesses will be asked to participate 
with signage and other ways to promote the 
campaign.
5. Post survey results will determine impact.
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