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Caltrans San Juan Capistrano Project Details Example of State DOT ICE Policy Process Diagrams
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State DOT ICE web links:

costs and life cycle cost consideration.

MN (update 2017) - http://www.dot.state.mn.us/trafficeng/safety/ice/ Minnesota DOT—Intersection Control Evaluation Process

WI (update 2017) - http://wisconsindot.gov/rdwy/fdm/fd-11-25.pdf#fd11-25-3

Furthermore, ICE policies and procedures can help states achieve safety
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. . Figure 1: The ICE Process
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consin DOT's updated their original ICE policies in 2017. Caltrans implemented an ICE policy (Traffic Operations Policy Directive 13-02) MmN, = o g !
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in accelerating the implementation of roundabouts being considered on projects

and it also brought awareness of other innovative intersections that reduce con- Caltrans Template for Documentation of ICE Findings Wisconsin DOT—Intersection Control Evaluation Project Triggers
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The first roundabout on the state system in District 12 (Southern CA) was al- pio e S e » New traffic control
>
) . H 1 - 1 P T RS R R T S G B A BT e &z;“ . .
5 so one of the first projects to use the ICE process after the Directive was in place. s » A change in traffic control
© The intersection of Valle Rd/ LaNovia Ave/ I-5 NB hook ramps was complex and aseing . . . _
$ _ _ . . o » A new or alternative type of intersection or interchange
S new development was planned for this area. This offset stop control intersection .
= . : . : : » Introduction of access/median restrictions on the State Truck
T had operational issues and the City and a developers team desired to improve
- _ _ _ _ _ _ vt 57 Network
= ] the intersection. Several signal alternatives were considered along with a round-
8 & b = . Alt Strategy . . .
o — . | about. The City, developer team, Caltrans and FHWA worked as a team to vet o » Off-setting intersections
xisting Interest in
CE Foicics —— ICE Policies the alternatives using the ICE process. Pt

O C O . correr
O RESOURCE CENTER
OO

e LS, Dapariment of Transportation
Federal Highway Administration




