
Purpose
Calms traffic by reducing travel space for motor 
vehicles and may reduce cut-through volume.

Description
A two-way street with a “checkered” on-street 
parking pattern and single driving lane causing 
motor vehicle traffic to yield the right-of-way to 
oncoming vehicles, slowing overall motor vehicle 
speeds and possibly lowering volumes. Many 
streets in Hyattsville are today designed as yield 
streets.

Primary Modes

   
Estimated Cost

   
Timeline

   
Safety Benefits
•	 Reduced motor vehicle speeds as motorists 

must yield to other road users.
•	 Encourages cautious behavior.
•	 May reduce overall motor vehicle volume.
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Yield Street
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Example Image(s)
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Applicable Street Types
•	 Local

Other Location Guidance
•	 Typically used on residential streets where 

existing motor vehicle speeds and volumes are 
low.

Design Guidance and Considerations
•	 Appropriate where on-street parking utilization 

is generally 40-60% or less.
•	 Street width should be sufficient so that 

motorists can easily understand and see the 
street without risk of head-on collision. This 
can be accomplished with signage indicating 
bidirectional traffic where bi-directional traffic 
is a new configuration.

•	 Street striping, lane markings, and signage 
are generally unnecessary, as street speed 
is self-enforcing. But see bi-directional note, 
above. This also means neighborhood yield 
streets lack designated crossing locations for 
pedestrians.

•	 Reduce conflicts at driveways by maintaining 
sidewalk grade and materials across the 
driveway.

•	 Curb bulb outs and buffers between parking 
and the sidewalk create opportunities for 
additional street furniture, street trees 
and other landscaping, and stormwater 
management.

Expected Crash Reduction
A crash reduction estimate is not available for this 
treatment.

Systemic Safety Potential
Generally applicable as a spot treatment.

Additional Information
NACTO Urban Street Design Guide

https://nacto.org/publication/urban-street-design-guide/streets/yield-street/


Appendix



Functional Classification

Arterial

Collector

Local

Hyattsville Roadway Classification

Arterial
Collector
Local

Roadway 
Classification

50Hyattsville Multimodal Toolkit



Arterial Roadways 
in Hyattsville
Most arterial roadways, or wider streets, in 
Hyattsville are owned and controlled by the State 
of Maryland and Prince George’s County. The City 
of Hyattsville continues to work with its state and 
county partners to improve roadways in Hyattsville 
not controlled by the City.  

While the City continues to advocate for updates 
to these roadways, we also encourage residents 
and other stakeholders to express their roadway 
safety concerns directly to the State of Maryland 
or Prince George’s County using their respective 
channels.

State of Maryland
Additional information about context-sensitive 
planning and design in the State of Maryland is 
available at Context Driven Maryland.

Non-emergency concerns such as signal outages 
or poor conditions on roads owned by the State 
of Maryland should be reported to the Statewide 
Operations Center at (800) 543-2515 or (410) 582-
5650. To learn more about submitting an electronic 
service request visit https://roads.maryland.gov

 
Prince George’s County
Information about the Prince George’s County 
process for evaluating streets for potential traffic-
calming can be found on the Neighborhood Traffic 
Management Program website.

Prince George’s County adopted a Complete and 
Green Streets Policy in 2012 to support Complete 
Streets improvements in county road construction 
and reconstruction projects.

In 2017, the County adopted design standards 
guiding roadway design within Regional Transit 
Districts and Local Centers in the County. 
Additional information can be found in the County’s 
Urban Streets Design Standards publication.

Prince George’s County Department of Public 
Works and Transportation (DPW&T) responds to 
potential hazardous locations reported on County 
roads. To report potential hazards or surface issues 
on County owned rights-of-way call 3-1-1 within 
the County or (301) 883-4748. 

The map on the following page identifies which 
roadways in Hyattsville are owned and controlled 
by the City of Hyattsville, and which by the State or 
County.
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https://experience.arcgis.com/experience/3476e680584c49e48303fe6d52ceeda9
https://roads.maryland.gov
https://www.princegeorgescountymd.gov/1062/Neighborhood-Traffic-Issues
https://www.princegeorgescountymd.gov/1062/Neighborhood-Traffic-Issues
https://library.municode.com/md/prince_george's_county/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=PTIITI17PULOLAPRGECOMA_SUBTITLE_23ROSI_DIV7COGRST_S23-615COGRSTPO
https://library.municode.com/md/prince_george's_county/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=PTIITI17PULOLAPRGECOMA_SUBTITLE_23ROSI_DIV7COGRST_S23-615COGRSTPO
https://www.princegeorgescountymd.gov/DocumentCenter/View/20269/Prince-Georges-County-Urban-Street-Design-Standards_2017


Ownership

State

County

City

Hyattsville Roadway Ownership

State
County
City

Roadway 
Ownership
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