
Hi Gents, 
 
Thanks for your note; looks good! As Larry raised at the last meeting, I feel strongly that 
potential projects in the immediate vicinity of the development be given priority, since the intent 
of the funding was to help the part of Bluemont most impacted by Peck-Staples. Perhaps 
unsurprisingly, I also live in that area (Ballston Mews townhomes S. of Wilson, between 
Vermont and Wakefield).  
 
I'd like to nominate for consideration completion of the sidewalk on the East side of N. 
Wakefield Street, between 7th Street North and Wilson. About half the block already has a 
sidewalk, and there's a sidewalk on N. Wakefield between 7th Street North and Carlin 
Springs. Addition of a sidewalk would represent a significant safety improvement because there's 
pretty heavy foot traffic on that block; folks presently have no option except walking in the 
street, which is quite narrow and is facing an increasing volume of cut-through traffic as a result 
of the Peck-Staples development.  
 
Specifically, the existing sidewalk runs from the funeral home at Wilson and N. Wakefield, past 
a clump of townhomes, and sort of continues along the paved area in front of 723 and 719 N. 
Wakefield.  As such, I think there are five homes that lack a sidewalk. I believe this stretch of 
sidewalk is too large to qualify for the "missing links" program (typically three homes or less) 
and the Peck-related funding might enable us to address the issue faster than the NC Plan 
process.  
 
I don't know how how much that would cost, how far the County's right of way extends, or what 
type of neighborhood input/approval the County might require.  I've spoken with a few neighbors 
that support this project,  but haven't done a comprehensive petition drive or canvassing. I'm 
guessing that some or all of the folks who stand to lose a few feet of lawn might not support the 
project. I'm open to doing most of that legwork, if necessary, and would appreciate if the Task 
Force can help me understand the County's criteria for neighbor approval, if any, along with 
what type of information needs to be gathered, in what format. I'd like to avoid having to speak 
with folks multiple times, or facing a scenario like N. Woodrow where folks initially supported, 
but now oppose, a NC project. 
 
As an aside, there's currently street parking on both sides of N. Wakefield; it's sufficiently 
narrow as to likely be on the borderline for Arlington converting it to parking along only one 
side of the street, however, street parking is already exceedingly tight, so I'm guessing residents 
would strongly oppose any project that might jeopardize street parking.  
 
I'll try to make your next meeting on December 8th, but I may have a conflict. 
 
Thanks much, 
John Herickhoff 
  



Dear Mr. Healey and Mr. Fendley: 
 
I am writing to submit a request for traffic calming funds in the Bluemont neighborhood of 
Arlington. I live at 625 Emerson Street North, which is a very narrow and residential street.  I am 
a stay at home mom with three children under the age of 6 years old.  My son was assigned to a 
bus stop at the corner of 6 th and Edison Streets North.  Each day as I rounded the corner from 
Emerson to 6th Street with my children in tow I feared being struck by one of the many 
commuters racing to avoid lights and traffic at the Wilson and N. George Mason intersection.  I 
was able to switch his bus stop to the stop located at Emerson where the bike path crosses near 
Wilson.  Getting to this stop is easier.  However, There is a concern that one of the children will 
get hit as they are crossing to get the bus as commuters race through from Wilson. 
We have two cars but a driveway that only fits one car. There have been many occasions were I 
am in the street loading up my toddler and cars race by without slowing down. My obvious fear 
is getting struck or my child being struck by one of these commuters racing to avoid traffic. In 
fact several years ago our car was hit.  
For these reasons I feel our neighborhood would benefit from the available traffic calming funds. 
These funds could be used to erect speed bumps, "No Through Traffic" signs, and/or stop signs 
on both sides of the stret at the intersection of 6th and Emerson. Another option would be to 
make the street one way. 
Thank you for taking the time to consider this request and if you need anything else please do not 
hesitate to ask. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jeenifer Sachar 
N. Emerson St. 
  



Hi Terry-- 
 
This is to confirm my understanding of our conversation this morning, 
where you suggested a use of the traffic calming funds associated with 
the Peck Site development that are available to our neighborhood. 
 
I heard the suggestion of using the funds to add or improve 
pedestrian-oriented markings and signage on the neighborhood streets 
south of the Peck site west of Glebe Road including Tazewell, 
Wakefield, and Vermont.  Such markings and signage could include (but 
not be limited to): 
-- yield-to-pedestrian signs or stop signs 
-- marked crosswalks 
-- hash marks, shy lines, or other on-street markings that serve to 
calm traffic or otherwise enhance pedestrian safety. 
 
Comments, corrections, or confirmation welcome.  Also, to confirm -- 
you live at 657 North Tazewell Street, right? 
 
Thanks again Terry.   
 
Copying BCA Sidewalk Safety Task Force co-chair Chris Healey. 
 
  



Hi Ed, 
 
Enjoyed our short visit on Metro-Rail this morning.  Thanks for the note.  Good summary of my 
comments. 
 
When we worked on the Peck-Staples project, neighborhood traffic  and pedestrian issues were a 
top concern for 
 
1.  the folks that live west of the site (800 block) ---- in addition to the three new buildings (VA 
Tech, Jordan Manor and the office building), there will be some 35 new townhouses between N. 
Wakefield and N. Woodrow Streets).  The traffic impact on those streets and implications 
for pedestrians is not yet known because the townhouses are just being built, the office building 
and VA Tech are not fully occupied..... and none of the ground floor retail in the Peck corner 
office building is occupied yet. 
 
2. residents in the 600 and 700 blocks of N. Wakefield, N. Vermont, and N. Tazewell 
Streets.  These streets are south of the Peck-Staples site and inviting cut-through connectors 
between Wilson and N. Carlin Springs.   
 
3. The lack of a left turn lane from N. Vermont street for cars going west on Wilson.  We asked 
for the current street to be marked to create two lanes on the side going north. That would help 
organize traffic ----- sometimes folks are in the middle of the lane trying to turn left and that 
blocks cars trying to make a right turn.  We also asked if there could be markings on Wilson to 
alert cars of the pending intersection so they leave room when the light on Wilson is red.  What 
happens is that cars stop bumper to bumper when the light is red and there is no drive isle to get 
out of N. Vermont to go left (west on Wilson).   
 
The main concern for area residents is pedestrian safety on the streets and particularly at the 
intersections. Parking flowing over into the neighborhood was another major concern (again, will 
not know until project is fully occupied) 
 
As the project office buildings are not yet fully occupies and the townhouse not built, it is 
unclear if there will be a negative impact on those streets caused by the project.  However, if all 
the project funds that were set aside are spent now, how will future, project related, traffic issues 
be addressed for those streets? 
 
Thanks to you and the others for continuing to work on this and the other traffic and pedestrian 
issues through-out the BCA. 
 
Best regards, 
Terry Serie 
 
N Tazewell Street 
 
P.S. I copied John as he was deeply involved in the Peck project and traffic-pedestrian issues. I 
trust his memory and judgement to correct or clear up my recollections.  



Dear Ed and Chris, 
 
I’m a neighbor of Tom Carter’s on N. Emerson St. and I’m writing in strong support of directing 
traffic calming funds to N. Emerson St. The narrowness of the street, along with its high volume 
of traffic due to commuters using it as a shortcut from Wilson Blvd to N. George Mason make N. 
Emerson St. dangerous to residents, to our cars parked on the street, and to the users of the 
Bluemont Trail- which intersects our street. Since we’ve moved in 4 years ago, our cars have 
been hit 4 times by drivers- and none of these drivers have been neighbors, they’ve all been 
speeding by in a rush, or in one case a drunk driver that managed to hit 5 vehicles parked in a 
row. Unfortunately our driveway is too steep and narrow to park in, otherwise it would be an 
excellent “safe sanctuary” for these crazy drivers. Our neighbor across the street has also had his 
car hit a number of times (3 or 4 I believe). We also have a number of UPS and FedEx delivery 
trucks who use our street as a short cut, and they drive through much too quickly for a quiet 
residential street. 
  
My main concern with the heavy volume of traffic are the small children who live on N. 
Emerson St., we have altogether 13 children under the age of 6 on N. Emerson St. (from N. 6th to 
Wilson Blvd), with a 3 yr old and a 10 mo. old at our house. I am absolutely terrified that our 3 
yr old, or one of the neighbor kids will one day dart out into the street and get hit by a speeding 
UPS truck. We recently spent thousands of dollars on a backyard fence so our child would have 
somewhere to play safely outside. The Bluemont trail is also very popular with bikers, joggers 
and dog walkers, its intersection with N. Emerson St. is also a school bus stop. I think Mr. 
Carter’s ideas to place stop signs at the Bluemont trail intersection is very good, as well as on the 
blind corner of N. 6th and Edison. I would also like “Slow, Children” signs on the street. If the 
budget allows, a few speedbumps, and a raised crosswalk for the Bluemont trail intersection 
would be ideal- since they would be the most effective. I would be happy to speak in more detail 
about the traffic issues affecting the residents on N. Emerson St. at any time. 
  
Thanks for your help with this important neighborhood issue. 
  
Best Regards, 
Liz Martin 
N. Emerson St. 
  



 

Chris and Ed –  
 
I'm interested in helping the pedestrian safety committee, if you can use me.  And specifically, 
I've got a project to recommend--a *pedestrian-activated* traffic light at Harrison and Wilson 
Blvd.  I live right there and notice lots of families and children trying to cross Wilson to get to 
the bike trail, parks, and swimming pool.  All are walking distance for lots of local kids, but the 
Wilson crossing makes walking or biking very dangerous.   
 
Thanks and please let me know what I can do to help, 
 
Sebastian Dunne 
 

  



Dear Sirs, 
 
I have two suggestions. For more than 10 years, I've lived at 830 N Frederick St, just west of the 
Safeway on Wilson Blvd. I often walk to Ballson Metro and for shopping and dining. 
 
I would like to see the sidewalks on Wilson Blvd, between Glebe and George Mason, widened--
to make walking to and from the Metro during the dark winter months safer. (I use the path 
behind the gas station during the summer months but do not feel safe walking alone there when 
it's dark.) 
 
I would also like to see traffic calming put in place on Wilson Blvd, west of George Mason, 
because people accelerate right after passing the light near Safeway, seeing the next long section 
as a stretch where they can drive much faster than the congested sections of Ballston. They 
especially pick up the speed between Frederick and Greenbrier. (I see it as I wait in our 
townhouse parking lot, trying to turn onto Wilson.) 
 
My hope is that the Safeway project will include wide sidewalks, turning the blocks between 
Geo. Mason (McD's) and Safeway into a wonderful pedestrian-friendly shopping area.... a new 
Westover. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Risa Ryan  



Chris and Ed:   
 
Thank you for reaching out on this issue.  I live on Wakefield Street between Wilson and Carlin 
Springs.  The Peck development and the new traffic light at Wakefield and Wilson has increased 
the cut through traffic on Wakefield and I expect that it will get worse once the "Peck" building 
is fully occupied.  Wakefield is a very narrow street and due to the proximity of the metro and a 
number of rental homes the curbs are always packed with cars making visibility very poor.  The 
700 block of Wakefield has limited sidewalks (nothing on the west side and only for about half a 
block on the east) thus residents are forced to walk in the street on this very narrow block.  I'm 
not sure if this in your scope but completing this sidewalk would be a very significant 
improvement.  If this problem can't be fixed then it would be helpful to slow the traffic on 
Wakefield to make it safer for pedestrians forced to walk in the road.  I would suggest either a 
four-way stop sign at Wakefield and 7th Street or a raised crosswalk at this intersection (note that 
this intersection receives more pedestrian traffic than one might expect due to the fact the 
townhouse complex on Abington connects to the 7th street culdesac). 
  
My kids' schedule keeps me away from most Wednesday meetings but if there is anything that I 
can do to help please let me know. 
 
Thank you, 
John McClelland 
  



Chris and Ed, 
  
My husband, Richard Gibson, and I live at XXXX Wilson Blvd. and we would very much like -
at the very least- the sidewalks along our area of Wilson to be widened. Although the speed limit 
is 35, cars, whiz by at much higher speeds and it is frankly disconcerting to be a pedestrian along 
our sidewalks. It would also be good safety improvement to have a bike lane added to Wilson 
where we are and a strip of grass separating the sidewalk from the road. We feel that these safety 
improvements are especially important since children walk along our area of Wilson on their 
way to and from Ashlawn Elementary School and to and from Bluemont and Bon Air Parks (and 
in the summer to and from Dominian Hills pool and Upton Hill). 
  
Thank you, 
Sara Barker 
  



gents, 
  
i have no specific proposal for you, but here are som e loose thoughts to corroborate, perhaps, 
your own. 
  
i want to second the "widen sidewalks to meet ADA requirements" proposal included in your 
thoughtful september report.  i leave the details on how to pull that off to the experts! 
  
  
(1) some of the pictures with telephone poles included in that presentation might easily have 
been taken on the sidewalks east of Geo Mason. 
  
it is a bit of scare sometimes in the morning when i pedal across g.mason westward and don't 
take the trail behind the firehouse. the sidewalk east bound along wilson is not a real option for a 
bicycle (ditto westbound, to the east of the firehouse).  (DISCLOSURE: i would probably ride 
the street there regardless, but i empathize with others i see trying to navigate the 
sidewalk.)  there are just enough dips-leftovers-from-filled-potholes next to the curb (on both 
sides of wilson, just west of the Albemarle) that makes the bike ride near the curb a little sketchy 
with traffic whizzing by too.  
  
(2) this next thought is not a particular peeve for me, and i suspect that it is already on your list, 
but i think a photograph of the SE corner of Geo Mas + Wilson could be downright comical with 
a couple of bikes and pedestrians waiting to cross Geo Mason.  i have to say, that in all the years 
i have crossed at that corner (and i have occasion to do it with bicycle in each direction), i have 
NEVER had a bad experience with pedestrians or other bikes--a testament to the neighbors we 
all enjoy.  but we can find ourselves practically on top of each other and with a couple of bikers 
who have not dismounted in the mix or someone with a dog on a leash, that telephone pole 
standing right next to the wall makes for tight space.  i am not sure that i'd want to see the 
telephone pole disappear, b/cse i sort of hide from the traffic behind it when waiting! 
  
(3) the only other thing i can think of is to maybe put a little grass lot off to one side and park 
some food carts in it for me to stop at on the way home--that would calm me! <grin> 
  
thx for your efforts on behalf of us all! 
  
ty 
  



Chris and Ed, 
  
Responding to the below, it seems to me the biggest area to improve traffic and pedestrian safety 
affected by this site is the crosswalk at Glebe and Wilson.  This may be beyond the scope of 
what the county could do with $125K, but I think we really need some way to make it easier for 
pedestrians and cyclists to cross the vast expanses of  Glebe in particular without being 
threatened by turning traffic. Its just a badly designed intersection, and the increasing traffic 
makes it worse. 
  
Thanks, 
  
Jeff Bartos 
  



Hi Chris and Ed, 
  
Thank you for your continued service to the Bluemont Community Association and the 
opportunity to respond to your email below. 
  
I am Lizbet Boroughs and my husband, Dave Tyahla and I live in the Ballston Place townhouses 
– 30 units between Tazewell and Vermont Street with a private road connecting our parking 
areas with those streets. We participated in the Peck development meeting led by Terry Serie. 
Ballston Place  has lots of “cut-thru” traffic despite two speed bumps with “No Trespassing” 
stenciled in 22 inch letters on them. Ballston Place is currently exploring options to narrow the 
street entrances to our private drive in the hopes of discouraging cars looking for a short-cut to 
southbound Glebe. 
  
Meanwhile, it would be useful to have the County install legible signage near the intersection of 
Tazewell and 7th Streets: in particular the “Zone 8” parking signs are barely legible due to fading 
as is one (of two) “Do Not Enter” signs at the intersection of  Tazewell and 7th Streets. Signage is 
not an expensive outlay and it could help prevent people parking on Tazewell and walking to the 
Peck site a block away. Would the BCA consider sharing this request with the County? 
  
Vermont, Tazewell and 7th Streets are already quite busy and forcing dog walkers, strollers and 
children to dodge yet more traffic adds another level of adventure to urban living. 
  
Thank you so much  for considering our request. Dave is the current Board chair for Ballston 
Place and I am the designated BCA rep from our community. 
  
All the best, 
Lizbet Boroughs 
  
  
  



I have been walking to and from my home on Albemarle Street and the Ballston metro station 
almost every day for over 13 years.  It is very scary crossing Glebe Road, especially after 
dark. No less than 6 cars routinely run red lights and turn against crossing signals at each light 
cycle.  Police often sit in their cars at the corner but never stop any of the violators.  Can we 
request better enforcement of traffic laws?  That would certainly curb traffic violations. 
  
I know it is way over our budget,but is there any way to work with  business owners and 
somehow negotiate an overhead crossing or underground crossing?  
  
Those nubs are really dumb, a waste of money. 
  
Also, please explain how the concepts of "building too many high-density structures" and "traffic 
calming" in the same area go together? 
  
Thank you, 
  
Jody Harrington 
  



Chris and Ed, 
 
I have long wanted (and sometimes even requested via BCA) improved lighting in and around 
Bluemont park.  While not related to traffic-calming and pedestrian safety, it is a safety 
measure.  The street and parking lot on the 800 block of N. Lexington St gets traffic and debris 
because the parking lot and adjacent street has stretches of darkness and has a commercial 
appearance (with the highway-type cobra lights).  I would like to see more even lighting for the 
parking light and surrounding streets and that gives the sense that visitors are in a neighborhood 
and not in a commercial area.  The goal with this is to reduce "lover's lane" type activities and 
the resulting debris. 
 
V/r, 
 
Naomi Verdugo 
 
  



Hello All, 

 
Last week I bumped with another BCA resident, Ed Fendly, and he has volunteered to work up 
ideas for the BCA on how to utilize some $125,000 of traffic calming funds that were a condition 
of the Peck-Staples Project.  I have included the condition language at the end of this message. 
 
Ed asked me for some thoughts on the purpose of the funds and the situation in the neighborhood 
around Peck-Staples.  I send him a quick note (below) off the top of my head ---- always a 
questionable exercise:) 
 
I encourage you to send your ideas to Ed and to correct or expand on any of the comments I 
made. What are you seeing with the traffic on your streets?  Should there be additional measures 
like? 
 
-- yield-to-pedestrian signs or stop signs 
-- marked crosswalks 
-- hash marks, shy lines, or other on-street markings that serve to calm traffic or otherwise 
enhance pedestrian safe 
-- Sidewalk segments 
-- nubs at corners 
 
Other solutions? 
Please send your comments directly to Ed Fendley 
 
Thanks, and Happy Holidays. 
 
 
Terry Serie 
N. Tazewell St. 

  



Dear Chris and Ed, 
 
Please put a speed bump at the crossing and opening to the bike path on Emerson Street (and 
Bluemont Drive) 
 
Almost 20 children stand at the bus stop there from 7:20 AM until 8:30 AM for pick up for three 
elementary schools (Claremont, Drew and Ashlawn).  Many, many cars speed past during the 
morning commute.  It is really quite dangerous.   
 
Thank you so much. 
  
Barbara J. Wien 
N. Edison St 
 
  



Hi Ed, 
  
As you know, Richard Best and I attended the November Bluemont CA meeting and Richard 
spoke briefly about the $127 K contribution from the developer of the Peck/Staples site for 
traffic mitigation in the vicinity of the site.  Absent any traffic concerns, the funds can be used 
for neighborhood improvements such as sidewalks and pedestrian improvements. 
  
In an email dated Nov. 25th from "John H", a recommendation is made to construct missing 
sidewalk along the east side of N. Wakefield Street from Wilson to 7th Street North.  We have 
done a preliminary analysis of this street and find a sidewalk unfeasible and not likely to be 
supported by the residents.  The right of way width is only 30 feet and street width 26 feet in the 
vicinity where the sidewalk is missing.  Constructing a new sidewalk would require at least eight 
permanent easements from residents, and because of the shallow front yards, are not likely to be 
supported.  Narrowing the street does not seem to be an option as parking is in high demand on 
the street and the existing width is less than the desired minimum for parking on both sides. 
  
Having said this, N. Wakefield does not seem to be a good candidate for these funds and we are 
open to suggestions for other locations.  I understand there is a meeting on Saturday 
morning  where this topic and Wilson Boulevard are to be discussed.  Unfortunately, I am not 
available to attend. 
  
Keep me posted on what you come up with.  We will also look for alternative locations in 
Bluemont where the money might be used and look forward to working with you and others in 
the civic association.  Thanks. 
  
Jeffrey Sikes 
Neighborhood Traffic Calming Coordinator 
Department of Environmental Services 
Division of Transportation 
2100 Clarendon Boulevard, Suite 900 
Arlington, VA  22201 
703-228-3696 
jsikes@arlingtonva.us 
  



Hi Larry, 
 
Thanks for the heads up.  Sorry it took so long for me to respond, I have been slammed at work 
lately with end of the year stuff. 
 
It's hard to know what to recommend at this point because the construction is still 
underway.  The street is a mess right now with the increased parking/traffic from construction 
vehicles.  Optimally, I think it would be best to defer spending any funds until the construction is 
finished -- once it is done, we could see what problem areas remain.  If that's not an option, my 
suggestions: 
 
(1)  Put in left turn arrows on Wilson to Wakefield Street (both directions) - There is a huge 
backup there whenever anyone stops on Wilson to turn left, and because the intersection is 
offset, it's a mess trying to figure out when it is safe to turn onto Wakefield from Wilson 
(particularly during rush hour). 
(2)  Put in speed bumps to slow down cars (particularly people from the office buildings who 
coming jetting out of their garage at 5:00). 
(3)  I've had a couple close calls with people turning left onto Wakefield from 9th street (e.g., 
people turning without stopping notwithstanding the stop sign).  Maybe a speed bump around 
there to slow them down? 
(4)  Some more prominent signs indicating that it is a dead end street (past 9th) - I still see a lot 
of people driving down the street, turn around, and go racing back out to Wilson (I don't know 
why - maybe looking for a cut through?).  Speed bumps might also help with this. 
(5)  Cars frequently stop at the corner of Wilson/Wakefield to unload in front of the apartment 
building (despite the sign that says no loading/unloading) - it's a problem because cars turning 
onto Wakefield get stuck trying to turn if there is a car on the other side of the street.  Not sure 
what the solution is though - maybe a bigger sign? 
 
That's all I can think of right now.  If I can come up with anything else, I'll let you know. 
 
Thanks again for all your hard work on this! 
 
Will Dean 
N. Wakefield Street 
  



Ed and Chris: 
 
Thank you for agreeing to help direct traffic calming funds in the Bluemont area. I live at the 
corner of N. Emerson Street and 6th Street N., which is a major cut through for rushed 
commuters trying to avoid the intersection of George Mason and Wilson Blvds. Harried 
commuters on this block of Emerson Street are particularly problematic for three reasons: 1) 
there are a number of small children living on the street, 2) the road crosses the Bluemont 
Connector bike trail, and 3) the street is very narrow, particularly with cars parked on both sides 
of the streets. One elderly and handicapped gentleman on the block who has no driveway has had 
his cars sideswiped on multiple occasions by cars flying down the narrow street. We are all 
concerned that the next victim will be a child on the block or one of the many walkers, runners or 
cyclists using the bike trail.  
 
One way to discourage or at least slow these short cutters would be to require cars to stop at the 
crossing of the Bluemont trail. This could be easily and inexpensively accomplished with stop 
signs facing both directions at the trail crossing. In addition, stop signs at each approach to the 
corner of Emerson and 6th Streets would prevent cars from speeding around this blind corner. 
Another addition could be "no through traffic" signs at the entrances from Wilson to Emerson, 
from George Mason to 6th, and from Carlin Springs to Edison. Each of these provide access to 
motorists wishing to avoid the preferred traffic arteries and cut through what should be a quiet 
residential neighborhood.  
 
These simple signage solutions could be further augmented by raising the Bluemont Connector 
crosswalk over Emerson Street. But the signs would be the most inexpensive and effective 
options.  
 
Best regards, 
 
Tom Carter 
6th Street N. 
  



Dear Mr. Healey and Mr. Fendley: 
  
I am writing to submit a request for traffic calming funds in the Bluemont neighborhood of 
Arlington. I live at XXXX 6th Street North, which is on the corner of 6th Street North and North 
Emerson Streets, two very narrow and residential streets.  Our neighborhood consists of families 
with small children and pets and a number of elderly residents, at least one of which is 
handicapped and another (in her 80s) who at least three times a week walks to Safeway with her 
shopping cart for groceries.  
  
Both 6th Street North and Emerson Street are constantly being used by commuters who do not 
live in the neighborhood as a way to bypass traffic on Wilson, George Mason, and Carlin Springs 
Boulevards.  Cars drive – at very high speeds, down 6th and Emerson Streets with seemingly no 
regard for the speed limit (25 mph) or the people and animals who live here.  My husband and I 
run or walk every morning about 6:30AM, and each time we leave the house we are almost run 
down by many cars that fly around the corner of 6th and Emerson and head down towards Wilson 
Boulevard.  One of our neighbors, who is handicapped and parks in the street, has had his vehicle 
hit at least twice by cars who are going too fast as they round the bend, then have to quickly pull 
over to avoid hitting another car coming equally fast in the opposite direction.  In addition, the 
bike trail crosses Emerson near where it meets Wilson and we are concerned because many times 
we’ve seen cars almost hit cyclists, runners/walkers, and parents pushing children in strollers or 
holding toddlers by the hand as they attempt to cross.  
  
I would very much like to see some of the available traffic calming funds to go towards the 
erection of speed bumps, “No Through Traffic” signs, and/or (at the very least) stop signs on 
both sides of the street at the intersection of 6th and Emerson.  These would be simple and 
inexpensive ways to discourage or at least slow those motorists who are not residents of our 
neighborhood. 
  
If you would consider this request I would greatly appreciate it and if you need anything else 
from me, please feel free to ask. 
  
Thank you and best regards, 
  
Karen Misencik 
 


