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• Allowing pedestrians to cross dangerous, awkward or too wide intersections. 
 
• Running red lights – vehicles failed to obey red indication and continued 

through or turned at the intersection and intruding into the all-red or exclusive 
pedestrian phase. (This problem was noted at one specific intersection where 
the signal was located on the down-slope of a steep grade and it appeared that 
vehicles were traveling too fast to come to a complete stop). 

 
It should be noted that these problems were not noted at all of the signalized 
intersections. In fact, many of the signalized intersections in Bridgeport have been 
upgraded over the last five-to-ten years as part of a comprehensive traffic signal 
modernization program. In addition to replacing old, out-dated traffic signal 
equipment and controllers, improvements included adding pedestrian curb ramps, 
providing marked crosswalks and installing pedestrian-control signals. Despite these 
projects, problems as described in the above list, still remain and need attention. 
 
To supplement the above condition information, field surveys were conducted 
throughout the region and along main travel corridors. A thorough evaluation of 
operating problems of pedestrian control signals and condition of crosswalks and 
sidewalks is beyond the scope of this study. Instead, the intent was to obtain a sense 
of the general condition of pedestrian facilities and features, as well as, verify the 
continued existence of the problems identified during the traffic signal evaluation and 
inventory study. 
 

• General Pedestrian Conditions in Bridgeport: 
 

Pedestrian activity in Bridgeport, especially in 
the downtown area, is the highest of any 
location within the region. There are several 
main arterials that traverse the city, including 
US Route 1, Main Street, Madison Avenue and 
Park Avenue. These corridors have a wide range 
of features to accommodate pedestrians and 
provide protection while crossing. However, 
there is inconsistency in the application of the 
features and the condition is variable. 
 
In downtown Bridgeport, a high employment 
base coupled with it being the transportation 
hub of the region with the second most used 
commuter rail station on the New Haven line 
and main local bus terminal results in a high 
level of walking throughout the downtown. To 
accommodate this activity, most of the signalized in
exclusive pedestrian phase activated by a push 
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control signal. Crosswalks are marked at all signalized intersections, at several 
uncontrolled intersections and at several mid-block locations. Wide (eight-to-
ten feet) concrete sidewalks are provided along both sides of all streets.  
 
The following are the general condition of pedestrian facilities observed during 
field walks in downtown Bridgeport: 
 

• Crosswalk markings are badly faded in many locations. 
• Utility cuts have damaged crosswalk markings and they have not been 

repaired. 
• Signs at mid-block locations advising motorists to YIELD TO PEDESTRIANS 

IN CROSSWALK are obscured by tree branches. 
• Several signalized intersections have crosswalks but pedestrian-control 

signals have not been installed. 
• Several pedestrian-control signals have been damaged (symbols not 

illuminated, broken buttons, missing signs, misaligned heads) or do not 
appear to be functioning. 

• Few pedestrians observed activating the pedestrian-control signal button 
and waiting for exclusive pedestrian phase. 

• Many pedestrians do not cross in a designated crosswalk. 
 
With the relocation of the downtown bus terminal from John Street to the 
northeast corner of Stratford Avenue and Water Street, pedestrian patterns 
have changed in the downtown area. The John Street location was on a two-
lane road and more readily accessible to the Main Street commercial area and 
commuter rail station. Traffic along John Street is a relatively low 4,500 
vehicles per day (vpd). By contrast, the new location is farther removed from 
the Main Street area and pedestrians traveling to and from the terminal need 
to cross a five-lane road (Water Street) that carries about 9,000 vpd. The 
intersection adjacent to the new terminal is controlled by a multi-phased signal 
that provides exclusive left turn movements. Crosswalks are marked along all 
four legs and an exclusive pedestrian phase is also provided. Despite these 
features, many pedestrians have been observed making unsafe maneuvers – 
crossing away from the crosswalks, walking against the signal and not using the 
pedestrian activated push button. Since the terminal has only recently opened, 
it is difficult to determine if these conditions will pose a serious pedestrian 
safety hazard or if observed behavior is part of a period of adjustment to a new 
facility. Also, an elevated walkway was built as part of the project that will 
allow pedestrians to cross Stratford Avenue separated from ground traffic. It 
will also connect the bus terminal with the rail station. It has not been opened 
to the public at the time of this study, so how well it will be used and its affect 
on pedestrian safety is unknown. 
 
Along Main Street, pedestrians face a difficult time trying to cross this high 
volume arterial. At signalized intersections, crosswalks are provided and the 
condition of the markings is generally good. However, most only have push 
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buttons mounted the span poles to activate the green phase on the cross 
street. Pedestrian-control signals are in place at only few locations. The 
condition of the crosswalk markings is fair and many need to be repainted. 
Sidewalks run the length of street on both sides, but deterioration is occurring 
along many sections.  
 
A relatively high concentration of pedestrian accidents was recorded along 
Madison Avenue between Capitol Avenue and Taft Avenue. Only the 
intersection at Capitol Avenue is signalized. Crosswalks are provided but no 
pedestrian-control signals. This section is a high activity area with extensive 
on-street parking. Pedestrian safety is compromised by this type of land use as 
well as the lack of pedestrian features. 
 
A number of pedestrian safety features 
have been installed along the northern 
section of Park Avenue in the vicinity of 
Sacred Heart University. Many of the 
features were installed to accommodate 
students walking between dormitories 
located on the east side of Park Avenue and 
the main campus located on the west side. 
Physical improvements included: 
 

• Raised median islands to help narrow 
the road and provide a refuge. 

• Painted crosswalks. 
• Pedestrian-control signals with 

countdown indicators. 
 

Pedestrian refuge islands & raised 
medians help narrow the road & 
increase visibility of pedestrians. 

Other sections of Park Avenue do not have similar pedestrian friendly features. 
The most critical factors are a wide cross section and straight road design. Both 
of these induce traffic to travel faster than posted speed limits. 

 
• General Pedestrian Conditions in Easton: 
 

Easton is a rural community with large tracts of undeveloped land and very 
little retail or commercial land uses. Few pedestrian friendly features have 
been installed, but land use patterns are such that there may not be a great 
need for them. Most walking likely occurs within residential areas on light 
volume roads. Both pedestrians and traffic can be safely accommodated on 
these types of roads. However, the town is also traversed by three inter-town 
state highways: Route 58, Route 59 and Route 136. These state routes provide 
motorized traffic with good connections to adjacent towns and regions with 
few controlled stops. The downside of this type road network is that these 
roads are not safe for pedestrians to walk. Speeds are typically high (+40-mph) 
and shoulder areas limited (generally less than two feet). 
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• General Pedestrian Conditions in Fairfield: 
 

The two main travel corridors in Fairfield are US Route 1 and Route 58. Some 
pedestrian features are installed along both roads. However, the highest level 
of pedestrian activity is in the Town Center area, generally defined as the 
section of US Route 1 between Mill Plain Road and Route 135, a distance of 
about 0.95 miles. There are eleven signalized intersections along this stretch. 
The area is characterized by a concentrated mix of commercial, retail and 
public uses with moderately dense residential dwellings located typically one 
block from US Route 1. In addition, the Fairfield railroad station is located in 
the area and in proximity of the many businesses and residences along the US 
Route 1 corridor. Because of this concentration of mix land uses, pedestrian 
activity is fairly heavy. Pedestrians are accommodated with sidewalks along 
both sides of the road, crosswalks at most intersections, and exclusive 
pedestrian phasing at several locations. Despite these features, the Town 
Center area is considered unsafe for pedestrians. Pedestrian safety problems 
are caused by a four-lane cross section with left turn lanes at several locations 
that creates a long walk distance to cross and on-street parking that restricts 
visibility. Traffic volumes are relatively high (21,000-to-26,000 vpd). Even 
though travel speeds are low, pedestrians are somewhat intimidated at these 
traffic levels. Pedestrians are also exposed to conflicts because of the high 
number and frequency of commercial driveways. 
 
Some of the traffic signals along the 
section through the Town Center 
operate with an exclusive pedestrian 
phase, while, at others, a concurrent 
phase is provided. Pedestrian signals 
only face persons crossing US Route 1 
and none are oriented toward the 
cross street movement. Although the 
exclusive phase causes traffic to stop 
at all approaches and provides 
pedestrians with complete protection 
from traffic, long wait times can 
occur, causing some pedestrians to 
become impatient and not wait for the 
pedestrian phase to begin. The long 
wait times are because the signal 
phasing is designed to move traffic through the area and long green times are 
given to US Route 1 approaches. A survey of pedestrian activity, competed 
during a congestion management study of the area conducted 2003, also 
demonstrated that pedestrians tend not to activate the push button even when 
one is available. During the early afternoon time period, roughly between 12:00 
and 1:00 pm, only about 41% of the pedestrian groups (one or more persons 

Pedestrians crossing US Route 1 in Fairfield 
Town Center area are faced with several 
challenges. 
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crossing at the same time were considered a group) that crossed US Route 1 
activated the pedestrian control signal and waited for the pedestrian phase. 
Most crossed when there was sufficient gap or during the concurrent phase on 
the cross street. The proportion of pedestrians that activated the pedestrian-
control signal when crossing the cross street was only about 4% of the total. 
This survey indicates that most pedestrians tend not use the pedestrian phase 
and will cross when they feel it is possible. The condition of the crosswalks is 
generally fair with some fading noticeable. 
 
Along other sections of US Route 1, pedestrians are accommodated at 
signalized intersections with marked crosswalks. Typically, these locations do 
not have pedestrian-control signals installed. As mentioned above, there are 
several locations with mid-block crosswalks that provide only limited 
protection for pedestrians. The condition and utility of some of the sidewalks is 
also a concern. A number of locations have sidewalks that have deteriorated 
over time and do not appear to have been used recently – grass and weeds are 
growing in the cracks in the concrete. In areas of more recent development or 
high activity, the condition of the sidewalks is much better. 
 
A major retail strip in the town is located along 
Route 58 from the intersection with Black Rock 
Turnpike to the vicinity of Fairfield Woods Road. 
Similar to US Route 1, this retail corridor is 
characterized by high traffic volumes, four-lane 
cross section, turn lanes and signalized 
intersections. Although sidewalks are provided 
along both sides of the road and pedestrian-
control signals and crosswalks have been 
installed, the corridor is not very pedestrian 
friendly. The type and configuration of the 
developments in the area do not encourage 
shoppers to walk between businesses and it is 
much easier to drive from one to another even if 
they are located adjacent to one another. Other 
problems noted in this area are the low hanging 
branches of many of the trees that line the sidewalks and the lack of good 
pedestrian paths at bus stops. Low hanging branches force anyone walking on 
the sidewalk to duck under to avoid being hit. At the bus stops, various objects 
intrude in space between the curb and the 
sidewalk. 

Low hanging tree branches can 
create an unpleasant walking 
environment. 
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• General Pedestrian Conditions in Monroe: 
 

The town of Monroe is primarily a suburban/rural community comprised of 
single family residences on large lots. The two main travel corridors where 
most commercial and retail developments are located are Route 25 and Route 
111. Pedestrian amenities are few, limited to crosswalks at only a couple 
locations and intermittent sidewalks near newly constructed developments. 
Pedestrian safety is further hindered along Route 25 by closely-spaced, 
frequent and, in many cases, uncontrolled driveways. This driveway pattern 
increases the number of conflict points and exposes pedestrians to more 
opportunities to collide with motorized vehicles. 

 
• General Pedestrian Conditions in Stratford: 
 

A number of pedestrian safety features have been installed throughout the 
town of Stratford. Sidewalks are in-place along most streets and many 
signalized intersections have crosswalks and pedestrian-control signals. The 
condition of the markings ranges from fair-to-good. 
 
In the town center area and along Route 113 from about Route 130 and US 
Route 1, additional pedestrian improvements have been implemented over the 
years. These include:  
 

• A raised median between Route 130 and the I-95 overpass. 
• Sidewalks along both sides of the road. 
• Painted crosswalks. 
• Pedestrian-control signals. 

 
Along the section from East Broadway 
to the I-95 overpass, several traffic 
calming-type improvements have been 
implemented. The curb radius at East 
Broadway was reduced and the curb 
bumped-out. This tightened the 
northeast corner of the intersection, 
thereby, slowing turning traffic and 
shortening the walk distance across 
East Broadway. A mid-block crosswalk 
was installed opposite several retail 
and commercial buildings. It is slightly 
raised to provide greater visibility and 
the east side curb is bumped-out to 
shorten the walk distance and provide 
refuge for pedestrians between on-
street parking areas.  

A pedestrian friendly crosswalk has been 
installed in Stratford center; it includes 
slightly raised crosswalk & curb extension. 
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