Attachment ‘A’: Cycling Facility Selection Tool

Figure 1: Separated Cycling Facilities
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@ Thee goal when incorporating physical
separation into the painted buffer of
a cycling facility should be to provide
at least 2.0m of total clear space to
allow sweepers and other smaller
maintenance vehicles access to the
separated facilities.
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@

turning conflicts.

- Street-oriented land uses; and./or

+  Frequent high-volume drivewways, and/or @
»  High anticipated cycling or pedestrian demand. @
»  Signalized intersections with high-volume

+  Backlotted land uses; and

»  Lowanticipated cycling or @
pedestrian demand,
+  Low-volume turning conflicts.
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@ Other factors that may indicate a need
for separation: heavy truckbus volumes,
collision history, major intersections with
multiple turn lames, high volumes of
anlicipated youth cyclists. Each corridor to be
evaluated using professional jedgment on a
case-by-case basis.
Frequent driveways are generally defined as
< 200-2R0M Spacing on average as a starting
assumption.

@ TAc

suggests separating users where there is:

A high percentage of pedestrians imare than 20% of
users) and total user volumes greater than 33 persons
pear hour per metre of path width or

A low percentage of pedestrians (less than 20% of
users) and total user volumes grealer than 50 persons
per hour per metre of path width

®, Multi-use paths should be provided on beth sides unless
there is a demonstrated lack of destinations or access
points on one side.
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Figure 2: On-Road Cycling Facilities
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3 Consider alternate route or separated cycling facilities
@ Alternatively. consider opportunities to reduce speeds and/or volumes
. Through trafiic calming operations. speed should ‘“Wheraver space permits, a buffer should be added to a bike lane as
O n = Road Cycu ng @ be reduced to =40 km/hr to be eligible for a shared @ additicnal visual separation. A buffer must be provided bebween parked
facility vihicles and cyclists to provide clearance to the door zone:

Fac | U ty Se le(:t| on @ Any locations identified as potential advisary bike @ Other factors that may indicate a need for separation: heavy truck/bus

lanes should first be reviewed to evaluate the volumes, collision history, major intersections with multiple turn lanes,
TOO l patential to provide corventional bike lanes. high volumes of anticipated youth cyclists. Each corridor to be evaluated
using professional judgement on a case-by-case basis.
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