REPORT
2001 October 22

CITY OF BURNABY

TRAFFIC AND TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE
(TRANSPORTATION AND TRANSIT DIVISION)

HIS WORSHIP, THE MAYOR
AND COUNCILLORS

RE: BIKEWAYS PROGRAM FOR 2002

RECOMMENDATIONS:

1.  THAT Council approve the inclusion of the Bike Route Network in the Burnaby
Transportation Plan.

2. THAT Council direct staff to initiate a neighbourhood public consultation process to
determine the alignment and costs of the East Burnaby BikeWay.

3. THAT Council consider inclusion of $100,000 in the 2002 Capital Budget Review Process
to finance the East Burnaby BikeWay.

4.  THAT Council consider inclusion of $50,000 in the 2002 Capital Budget Review Process
for bicycle signing and stencilling for the Lougheed Highway, Gaglardi Way and Barnet

Highway.

5. THAT a copy of this report be forwarded to the Bicycle Advisory Committee.

REPORT

The Traffic and Transportation Committee (Transportation and Transit Division), at its meeting

held on 2001 October 16, received and adopted the attached report advising of the results of the
public consultation process for BikeWays in Burnaby as a basis to proceed to implementation in

2002 of the East Burnaby BikeWay and other improvements to cycling facilities in Burnaby.

Respectfully submitted,

Councillor Nick Volkow

:COPY - CITY MANAGER Chair

DIRECTOR ENGINEERING

3 giigcggiGFlg‘AgEgG Councillor D. Evans
DIR. PARKS, REC. & CULT. SERV. Vice Chair

Councillor B. Der
Member



TO: CHAIR AND MEMBERS 2001 October 10
TRAFFIC AND TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE
(Transportation and Transit Division) Our File: 08,6231
FROM: DIRECTOR PLANNING AND BUILDING

SUBJECT: BIKEWAYS PROGRAM FOR 2002

PURPOSE:  To advise Council of the results of the public consultation process for BikeWavs in

Burnaby as a basis to proceed to implementation in 2002 of the East Burmabyv BikeWay
and other improvements to cycling facilities in Burnaby.

RECOMMENDATIONS:

1.

THAT Council be requested to approve the inclusion of the Bike Route Network in the Burnaby

Transportation Plan.

THAT Council be requested to direct staff to initiate a neighbourhood public consultation process
to determune the alignment and costs of the East Burnaby BikeWay.

THAT Council consider mnclusion of $100,000 m the 2002 Capital Budget Review Process to
finance the East Burnabyv BikeWay.

THAT Council consider inclusion of $50,000 in the 2002 Capital Budget Review Process for
bicycle signing and stencilling for the Lougheed Highway. Gaglardi Way and Barnet Highway.

THAT a copy of this report be forwarded to the Bicycle Advisorv Committee.
REPORT
BACKGROUND

At 1its regular meeting of 1999 September 20, Council approved a process to develop a program
for BikeWavs in Bumaby. BikeWays are an intermediate level cvcling facility between an
Urban Trail (an off-street pedestrian and cycling path which serves the recreational cyclist) and
a Cycle Road (which provides an additional width in the curb lane of major roads for the more
experienced cvclist). BikeWays are on-street Bike Routes (using primarily local streets) similar
in concept to the existing Francis-Union cvcling facility which provides an alternate route for

cvelists 1o Hastings Street.
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These three types of cycling Cycle Road

facilities comprise the various
classes of Bike Routes in
Burnaby.

Urban T rail

BikeWay

BIKE ROUTES

At its regular meeting of 2001 April 23, Council approved a public consultation process for the
development of BikeWays. This process was undertaken through the Bicycle Advisory Committee
(BAC)with the objective of developing a revised Bike Route Network and overall improvements to
the Bike Route Network in Burnaby including Cycle Roads, Urban Trails and BikeWays. At its
meeting of 2001 October 11 the BAC approved this Bike Route Network and appearing elsewhere
on this agenda is a memorandum from the BAC advising of this approval. This process was also
intended to identify the 2002 priorities for new BikeWays and signing improvements to existing Bike
Routes in Burnaby and this report requests Council approval of financing for these improvements
and more specifically approval of a neighbourhood public consultation process for the East Burnaby
BikeWay.

2. BIKEWAYS PROCESS

The process to develop a BikeWays network, as reported to Council in 2001 April, was a four phase
process as shown in Figure I attached involving the development of a preliminary Concept Plan
followed by a Public Consultation Process. We are now at the third step in this process involving
the development of longer term priorities for Bike Routes including Urban Trails, Cycle Roads and
the identification of a priority BikeWay for implementation in 2002.

In Phase 4, implementation of a particular route would involve a neighbourhood public process to
solicit the views of the local community affected by the route and identify and address any concerns.
Following this input, staff would develop a preferred alignment and more precise costs as a basis to
bring forward a Capital Expenditure Bylaw for Council consideration.

3. BIKEWAYS PUBLIC CONSULTATION
3.1 Outreach Activities
The first stage of the process used a various activities to increase the public profile of the

overall BikeWays process. One activity was outreach presentations (see
Figure 2). Presentations were made to each of the following groups:
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* Burnaby Bicycle Advisory Committee March 22
* Kingsway Transportation Management Association May 15
» BEST /Go Green Choices April 6
* Burnaby School District, Building and Grounds Committee April 17
*  Community Policing Committee May 10
*  Bumnaby North Secondary School June 4
+ Ballard Generation Systems June 5
*+ BC Hydro June 11
* Telus June 28

* Willingdon Transportation Action Group August 8

Figure 2 Presentation to Students at Burnaby North Secondaty School

On 2001 May 17 a new page was added to the City’s web-site outlining the BikeWays
program, noting upcoming open houses and providing a questionnaire that could be
downloaded and faxed back to the City.

In addition to the web-page and outreach presentations, newspaper ads were also run in the
Newsleader on Sunday May 20" and the Burnaby Now on Wednesday, May 23 (see Figure 3).

A press release was also issued in -
advance of the open houses and this The th OfBumaby ants Your Opmmn !
initiative resulted in the “Burnaby | v Sican” axaor:sbeng prsoes tas sus

does an awesome job on cycling” |« o ommy swecats v o togiboeod
article which appeared in the | "o tatd sl u il odeg i

. J (empiere the beke acowerk in Burmaly
th -
WedneSday’ June 6% Edition of the however, bedere this eacept b put inte manea the Gty would fike o hear from sy and nenycths afike.

Burnaby Now. if 3y of these wtes are IMPOTTant 1 Yo pease dtreiid ane of The fnflowing opeR howes.
§34m §30¢ pre 5304 pm §30gm

A full page article was also included | Wednesday May23 Wednesday May 30 Wednesday June b Tuesday June 2
AuGitortom, enrors Aty Room, Mam Hall, Bangue; dall

in the Summer issue of Inf oBur naby Lmonds (ommnicy (enrre (ameron Recrtadion {emme (onfederanion Cammenity (estre - Seor Recreation {came

which was circulated to B umaby or vt the Crys webuite at hep/ivws: 2ty burnaty b (aand thek o5 "what ¢ new . Y City of
19 residents on the week of June 6. a5l eer 24 £ 294 7404 Burnaby.

Figure 3 BikeWays Newspaper Azi ’
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3.2

A static mall display was also developed
and set up in a prominent community space
for about a week proceeding each open
house (see Figure 4) in the following
locations:

Figure4  Static Mall Display at Metropolis

* Eastburn Community Centre May 17 to May 22
* Brentwood Mall May 22 to May 27
* Hats Off Day (Heights) June 2

* Metropolis (formerly Eatons Centre) June 4 to June 8

Open Houses

All of these activities culminated in the four interactive open houses, with one held in each
of the four quadrants of the City of Burnaby.

* Eastburn Community Centre, May 23
*  Cameron Recreation Centre, May 30
* Confederation Centre, June 6

* Bonsor Recreation Centre, June 12

At each open house a series of 21
interactive display panels (see Figure
5) were presented which encouraged
participants to:

* identify routes that they now use;
+ identify existing problem areas;

* show their favourite places and
necessary destinations; and
comment on the draft evaluation
criteria to be used in evaluation of
specific BikeWay route options
and in determining priorities
amongst the different Bike Routes.

Figure § BikeWays Open Houses

9
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In total the outreach presentations had an audience of approximately 110 people. The open
houses were attended by more than 100 people and 65 questionnaires were received by the
City. It should also be noted that these open houses occurred during the bus strike when
there were a higher number of cyclists on the streets of Burnaby.

4, BIKE ROUTE NETWORK
4.1 Directions from the Public

Emerging from the public consultation process, the directions from the public reflected the
cycling needs of each geographic quadrant of Burnaby and of the City as a whole.

4.1.1 Predominant Cycling Needs by Geographic Quadrant

QUADRANT/OPEN HOUSE PREDOMINANT DIRECTION(S)

NW - Confederation Community Gilmore corridor from Hastings to south of Canada
Centre Open House Way (includes Highway crossing)
SW - Bonsor Recreation Centre Open | BC Parkway improvements
House
NE - Cameron Recreation Centre Cariboo Road from Government Road south to 10%
Open House Avenue (includes Highway crossing)
SE - Edmonds Community Centre 1. Cariboo Road from Government Road south to 10%
Open House Avenue (includes Highway crossing);

2. Corridor between Cariboo Road and Edmonds

SkyTrain Station

4.1.2  Overall City Wide Cycling Needs

Overall directions from the public regarding cycling needs on a Citywide basis are
summarized below in decreasing priority.

. North/South Routes and Highway 1 Crossings

The difficulty in cycling in a north-south direction in Burnaby and
specifically in crossing Highway 1 was the predominant comment made
throughout the public consultation process. Gilmore, Willingdon, Douglas,
Kensington and Cariboo were identified as important corridors to develop
further, in part because of their Highway crossing potential.
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Specific Highway 1 crossings such as Kensington/Sperling and Cariboo
stood out as the most important crossings because of three factors: their
relative geographic positions in Burnaby (central, east Burnaby
respectively), the lack of suitable alternative crossings, and the safety issues
associated with the vehicle on and off ramps (Kensington) and narrow
pavement width on the bridge deck and approaches (both Kensington and
Cariboo). It should be noted that all Highway 1 crossings and their
approaches suffer from narrow pavement width while only Willingdon,
Kensington and Sprott have on and off ramp concerns.

. Millennium SkyTrain Line/Central Valley Urban Trail

A strong desire emerged to develop Urban Trails along both the new
SkyTrain guideway alignment and through the Central Valley. Development
of both of these facilities would be desirable because of their ability to
provide service to different areas, length and connectivity to other
municipality’s facilities, and the potential for loop cycling trips within the
City of Burnaby. If these two facilities were created, they could connect at
Gilmore Avenue and lead into Vancouver where the City is pursuing a
greenway along the Millennium SkyTrain line. It should be noted that
development of a Millennium SkyTrain Urban Trail is hampered where the
guideway is in a centre median location, particularly between Bainbridge
and Lake City Way.

. Signage

The public consultation process identified a desire for better signage of all
bicycle facilities for cyclist way-finding, promotion, driver awareness and
education. Appropriate signage can be used to help improve overall use of
such facilities and aid in local community building through encouragement
of use by local residents.

. Connectivity To Neighbouring Municipalities’ Bicycle Facilities
This comment recognizes the need for our municipal network to fit into a

regional bike route system. Desire for connectivity to both Vancouver and
New Westminster was identified.

22
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. Localized “Spot” Improvements
A number of safety and cyclist convenience improvements were located on
the Open House Interactive Maps. These items apply to both existing
bicycle facilities and other roads.
. Connectivity to Existing and Future SkyTrain Stations
Analysis of the Open House Interactive Maps revealed a strong interest in
the potential of multimodal transportation (bike ~ SkyTrain).
. Service To Areas Currently Underserved
Analysis of the Open House Interactive Maps identified the desire to
provide bicycle faciliies where none currently exist. This also may
represent extension of an existing facility to an under-served area or
development of a new facility that connects to an existing facility.
4.2 Draft Bike Route Network
The emerging issues identified through the public consultation process formed the basis for
development of the Draft Bike Route Network shown in Figure 6 attached. The Plan seeks
to provide a consistent level of service across Burnaby, provide access to major origin and
destination points, connect to neighbouring municipalities, and reconnect north and south
Bumaby across Highway 1. If approved by the Bicycle Advisory Comumittee this draft Bike
Network Plan would be incorporated in the next update of the Burnaby Transportation Plan
for consideration by Council before the end of this year.
5. BIKE ROUTE PROGRAM
5.1 Recommended Bike Route Improvements

23

Based on the route options presented and comments received at the open houses, more than
80 different potential cycling facilities were identified within the City of Burnaby. Ofthese,
34 were identified as recommended improvements to the Bike Route Network based on the
evaluation criteria. The Bike Routes listed have been placed into one of five groups based
on the type of facility including:

* Five (5) Urban Trails;
+  Twenty (20) BikeWays;
*  Two (2) Cycle Roads with marked bike lanes;




Planning and Building Department
Re: BikeWays Program for 2002
2001 October 10 .. ... .. .. Page 8

5.2

+  Nine (9) Cycle Road without marked bike lanes; and
«  One (1) Cycle Road which is a primary arterial.

If constructed these facilities would expand the number of existing Bike Routes into a
continuous Bike Route Network throughout Burnaby.

Bike Route Priorities

Within each category the evaluation criteria listed across the top of the Figure 7 attached
was used to score each of the 34 Bike Routes including Cycle Roads, Urban Trails and
BikeWays. The routes have been listed from highest scoring to lowest scoring within each
of the categories.

It is important to note that at this stage of the process all of the 20 potential BikeWays listed
in Figure 7 should be thought of as thick crayon lines representing “desire lines”. Staff
have used generic community names at this time in an effort to reflect this level of detail.
However, to better identify where some of these routes may be located, some specific street
names have been used in the “description” column. These “descriptions” are very
preliminary and each individual BikeWay would be subject to a separate neighbourhood
consultation process to review a route options in detail before the final route alignment is
recommended to Council.

Based on this evaluation the following Bike Routes are being recommended as the highest
priority within each category:

. Urban Trail . ... ... ... .. BC Parkway
. BikeWay .. ...... ... East Burnaby BikeWay
(Armstrong / 13" area from Edmonds SkyTrain Station / BC Parkway to Cariboo)
. CycleRoad ...... ... ... .. ... .. .. .. ... ... .. .. Lougheed Highway
with marked bike lanes (from Boundary to North Road)
. CycleRoad ...... .. ... .. . i Moscrop' Street
without marked bike lanes (from Boundary to Willingdon)

It should also be noted that although the Midtown BikeWay was ranked first overall in the
BikeWay category (as an alternative route to Moscrop), and Moscrop itself ranked first

Assumes a Major Collector Greenway standard 1s used to retain the mature trees along this

route. .
24
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Re:

6.

20

overall in the Cycle Roads category, Moscrop is scheduled to be reconstructed to a “Major
Collector Greenway” standard (including on-street bicycle provision and an off-street urban
trail) during years 2003 and 2004 as part of the current 2001-2005 Annual Capital Program.
To reduce duplication of effort and increase the overall effectiveness of bicvcle network
investments, the East Burnaby BikeWay was recommended over the Midtown BikeWay.

2002 BIKE ROUTE INITIATIVES

6.1

The East Burnaby BikeWay

The East Burnaby BikeWay as shown in Figure 6 (attached) emerged from evaluation as
one of the highest priority BikeWay routes for the following reasons:

*  connectivity - serves the SE Bumnaby quadrant of Burnaby which lacks Bike Routes
and connects to the BC Parkway and other planned Bike Routes in New Westminister
as well as the Edmonds SkyTrain Station.

* ease of implementation - could be implemented at relatively low cost as much of the
infrastructure is already in place and the route could make use of existing traffic signals
to cross 6™ Avenue, Canada Way, Kingsway, and Griffiths Avenue between Cariboo
Road and Edmonds SkyTrain Station and the BC Parkway.

A public process would have to be held with residents in the East Burnaby corridor before
a final route (Street “A™ or Street “B”) could be determined. If Council approves the East
Burnaby Route in principle, a route planning process would be initiated this year to finalize
the route, provide more detailed costs and an implementation schedule.

As part of the BikeWays open houses, evaluation criteria were presented to help make the
future choice between candidate streets along a general alignment (Street “A” or Street “B”).
Although the BikeWays initiative was very well received, some residents were concerned
with the possible biophysical impacts associated with some route options. In response to
these concerns staff have expanded the route selection criteria (these changes are underlined
in Figure 8 attached) to incorporate more environmental factors. Specific criteria were
added to minimize environmental impact (protecting sensitive areas, avoiding fragmenting
existing natural areas, and avoiding new stream crossings). In addition several criteria were
also added to respond to cyclists comments (fresh air for cyclists, opportunity for shade
along the route, and avoiding roadway hazards).

The cost of the East Burnaby BikeWay for budgeting purposes is estimated at $100,000
pending the outcome of the route selection process (with neighbourhood involvement) at
which time more precise costs will be available.
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6.2 Existing Cycle Roads Signing and Stencilling

While the City of Burnaby has completed a number of cycling facilities over the past few
years including Urban Trails and Cycle Roads. few of these facilities are properly identified
and signed for safety. As aresult, cyclists travelling in Burnaby or through Burnaby either
is unaware of the existence of bike routes or are uncertain how to use the bike routes that
do exist. More problematic from a safety perspective is the concern that motorists are
unaware that the road on which they are travelling is also an on-street bike route or the
upcoming intersection is a Bike Route crossing.

As the Lougheed Highway was identified as a priority Cycle Road with marked lanes the
following improvements would be undertaken (see Figure 9 attached):

*  new full-width bike lanes are being provided at a number of locations including the
Lougheed-Gaglardi Queue Jumper Project, the Lougheed Highway Reinstatement
Project sections and the station-area civil works around Production Way-University
Holdom and Brentwood stations.

* Cycle Road signing including bike symbol stencils on the pavement within the
bike/emergency stopping lanes, route signage, and cross street tabs along the Lougheed
Highway.

For consistency and to increase safety the existing marked bike/emergency stopping lanes
on the Barnet Highway and Gaglardi Way would also be signed and stencilled. This work
would be undertaken by the City crews.

6.3 Existing Urban Trail and BikeWay Signing

Comments from the BikeWay public consultation process indicated that many cyclists are
not aware of existing Urban Trail and BikeWays ( ie. Francis Union in Burnaby ) due to the
lack of appropriate signing. The following measures would address this concern for existing
routes (also see Figure 9 attached):

* Signing of existing Urban Trails as “Shared Pathway”cycling and pedestrian routes
and stencilling of the cyclist and the pedestrian symbol on all completed Urban Trail
sections.

*+ signing of existing BikeWays such as Francis/Union to a similar standard as the
Greenways in the City of Vancouver including on-street name signs and bike symbol
stencilling.

26
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The cost of these signing and pavement marking initiatives outlined above is estimated for
budgeting purposes at $50,000. In the 2001 April report to Council it was anticipated that
cost sharing for these improvements was to be available from an [CBC cycling program,
however this program has been cancelled.

CONCLUSION

Burnaby is fortunate to have had the foresight to develop a broad selection of Bike Routes appealing
to a wide range of user abilities and cycling needs and to commit significant funding for Urban Trails
and Cycle Roads. However, the focus of the bicycle program over the next five years needs to change
to developing a more balanced and continuous Bike Route Network by directing more resources to
constructing these less costly and more easily implemented intermediate facilities called BikeWays.
Further, increased effort needs to be directed to broadening public awareness of the many cycling
facilities that are available in Burnaby and enhancing cyclist safety by consistent and widespread
application of signing and stencilling. Notwithstanding these efforts on behalf of BikeWays, it is
recognized that Urban Trails will continue to play an important role in the City’s Bike Route
Network.

The approach outlined within this report builds on the comments received from the BikeWays public
consultation process conducted in 2001 June to develop a Bike Route Network and priorities for
implementation of Bike Routes. Specifically, this report recommends initiating a public process this
fall to identify and cost a route for the East Burnaby BikeWay for implementation in 2002 and to
undertake signing and pavement marking on existing Cycle Roads and Urban Trails in Burnaby for
the remainder of 2001 and into 2002.

J.S. Belhouse
Director Planning and Building

RG\DC\MP'sa
Attachments

CcC

City Manager
Director Engineering
Director Parks Recreation and Cultural Services

P:\Bob Glover\BikeWays Implementation .wpd
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Where we are in the process

We are now in the third step of a four part process. Next we will launch a
eighbourhood consultation process for the first specific route(s) this fall.

Phase | - Preliminary Concept
Plan Development

Estabiish Bike Route Cijectives

and Evaluation Criteria

[denufy Key origin

destination poins

ng

Y

Draft Preliminary Gty Wide
Concept Plan

h 4

Council Review

Phase Il - Public Process

W7

Public Open House of Draft
Preliminary Cancept Plan i each
of four city quadrants

Y

Revised City Wide Cancept Plan

y

Council Review

1

Adopticn into Transportation
Plan

Phase lll - Set Priorities

Review BAC Priority List
Review City Priorities
Review Related Opportunities
/Constraints

4

Develop S-year Plan

h We are here now

Phase IV - For each
individual route

Prepare Preliminary Alignment
Qptions

i

Y

Council Review

|

4

Area Residents Open
House

Y

Preferred Alignment Detailed
Cost Estimate

Y

Council Approval

Y

Apply for CNP Funding

|
Y

Receive CNP Funding
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implement Route(s)

Figure T
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Making the Choice Between Candidate Streets

CATEGORY QBJECTIVE MEASUREMENT

safety Reduce the votums of traffic compesng with bicycles. Traffic votume on existing local steet (less s better).
Mimimize the aifference between taffic speed and bicycle speed. Average speed of raffic flower is petter).
Ensure safe cressings at busy cress-streets. Numoer of exisung traffic signals that can be used
tdaximize road surface quality. Percentage of the route that is smooth. clean paved surface.
Avoid hazares Percentage of the route that has asphalt curps fless is berer}

Number of shared through / ngnt turm 1anes used along the route (fess is petter!.

Maximize personal safety. Distance that the route 15 i remote or isoiated areas (less is better).
Ability o ada traffic caiming features, if required. Length of route on focal sreets where raffic calming measures are permitted.
environment improve the environment Esamate of the amount of new bicycle nps awracted to the proposed route (Jow, medium,
or high).
Protect sensiive areas, Amount of sensitive area impacted {less is better).
Avoid fragmenting existing natural areas. Distance of trait that travels through undisturbed narural area {less is better).
Avoid new stream crossings. Number of new stream crossings {less is better).
ar auality Fresh air for cyelists. Distance from point sources of poiluon i.e. trucks).
shade Qpportunity for some shade along the route. Percentage of the route in shade (higher is better).
community Reinfarce community by involving neighbourhoods in the process. Public support.
access Close by and easy to find. Number of major straets or other barmers between major ofiging or destinatons and the
route (the fewer the better).
direct Maximize convenience. Overall distance (shorter is better).

Number of stops along the route - stop signs or ights (fewer is better).

connectons Maximizes travel optons. Number of routes within other municipalities that the route would connect to {more is
better).

Number of major transit transfer points that the route would connect to (more is better).

easy to use Limits the number of steep hills (grade changes). Total cumuiative change in elevaton along the route (lower is better).

POINTS OF INTEREST | KEY DESTINATIONS

key improves community connections. Number of favourite piaces and community destinations adjacent to the route (more is
destinatons better).

Number of regional destinations adjacent to the route (more is better).

access to increase ability to visit parks and conservation areas. Number of sites the route provides direct access to (more is better).

nature

waterfront increases ability to visit waterfront parks. Number of sites the route provides direct access to (more is better).
connections

Views increase access 1o areas with senic views. Number of vistas along the routes (more is better).

landscapes Maximizes the number of pleasant places along the route, Number of unique landscapes or streetscapes along the route {more is better).
cost Minimize the overall cost of the route. Cost estimate {lower is better).

opportunites Uses eusting opportunities. Percentage of the route that uses existing roads or other connections.

locat suppon Maximize local community support Amount of community support for route from the local neighbourhood.

Figure 8
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Proposed Bike Route Signage

This table shows the tvpe of signage that

would be used for each type of bike route
including urban trails, bikeways and cvcle
roads.

Purpose
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Post mounted sign used to advise
uses that are permitted on Urban

Trails - {0 increase use, courtesy

and safety.
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Regulatory

Road side sign used to advise
motorists to watch for cyclists and &
encourage safe, courteous
motorist / cyclist behaviour.
Promote cycling on specific
roads.

Warning

SHARE ]
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Road side sign used to identify

bike routes for cyclists as both a
‘reminder” sign and to guide the
cyclist during changes in direction -
ofroute and intersections with 1}
other routes.
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g Pavement marking used as a
&) TEP reminder to motorists to watch for

S

Guide and Information

cyclists and when combined with
arrows can be used as a quide for |
cyclists. IE

ALY | Street signs identify the route to |3
cyclists and remind motorists that |
bikes may be encountered.

— Additional signs at major cross-
SAREUESLIN | streets (hung from the traffic

signal davit amm) to identify the
bike route and wam motorists that ;.
bicycles may be encountered.

=1 Vanness 15 |
| Vanness Ave.
Information signs to advise
cyclists where points of interest
are relative to the bike route
{particularly if they are close but

not right on the bike route).
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