BICYCLE TRANSPORTATION PLANNING TIMELINE
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BICYCLE TRANSPORTATION DESIGN

R PROFILES

Somewhat Highly
Confident Confident
5-9% fopiiaion ~ 4=T% Sopiiaien
Generally prefer more Comfortable nding with
separated faciliies, but are traffic. will use roads
comfortable nding in without bike lanes.
bicycle lanes or on paved

LOW STRESS 1 HIGH STRESS
TOLERANCE | TOLERANCE

FHWA, BIKEWAY SELECTION GUIDE



BICYCLE TRANSPORTATION DESIGN

Exposure Lewel:
High

0000
Exposure Leval: Exposure Lewel:
High to BMedium Medium to Low

N

CONVYENTIOMAL BIKE LANES
AND SHARED LANES

Elks lanesa and ehared lanss
requirs blcyclista to share and
nagotiate apacs with motor
vehiclae 23 they move through
Interesctions. Motorsts have
a large advantage In thia
negotiation a3 they ame driving
a vehicie with signicantty
MCrs Mags and ans IJE...IE"':.I'
cp=rating 3t a nighsr spesd
than bioycliste. Thie creates

a stressful smvircnmant for
bloyoilsts, particularty as the
gpead difforential between
bloyollsts and motorsts
Incraaese. For hees resaons,
It Iz preferable fo provids
gaparaticn through the
Imeresction.

SEPARATED BIKE LAMES WITH
MIXING ZOMES

One strategy that nas been
uased In the LS. &t conatralined
Inferasciions om Birests with
asparated bike lanee la to
reirroduce the bicyoiet Imo
micior vehicle travsl lanes (and
wum anae| at Imersscticns,
removing the esparation
Detwean the teo modss of
travel. Thie deeign k= lese
prefsrabls to prosidng a
protected Imerssciion for the
#ams reascns a8 discuassd
under comvenional blkis lanse
and ehared lansa. Whans
prowided, mbdng 2onse should
o& casigned 1o rsouce Motcr

wvehiclks epsacs and minimizs the

ares of exposuns Tor bloyolista,

Source: MassDOT Separated Bike Lane Planning & Design Guide

FEPARATED BIKE LANES
THROUGH ROUNDABODUTS

Separated bilks lanee can be
continued through roundabouts,
with crosaings that ans almilar
0, and typlcally adjacent

i, pedeatrian crosswalks.
Motoriste approach the bioycks
croegings at @ perpandicular
angls, madmizing visklity

of approaching bicyclksta,
Bloyoilste must travel a mons
crcuttcus route | tuming ket
and must cross four esparzis
miotor vehicks path approaches.
Y¥isiding ratse ars higher at
gingle-lans roundabouts

FHWA, BIKEWAY SELECTION GUIDE

PFROTECTED INTERSECTIONS

A protected Interasction
malntaine the phyaical
saparation through the
Inferaection, themsby slminating
tne menging and weaving
movasmenie inherent In
comventional bike lane and
shared lans dealgns. This
recuces the conficts fo a
singls location where tuming
tratfc croases the Dike lans.
Thia single conflict point can
be slminated by providing

a separate signal phass for
tuming tramc

bicycle —p=
motor vehicle —ps
conflict area (9



	Slide Number 1
	Slide Number 2
	Slide Number 3

