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SUBJECT: Use of sharrows on M Street 
 
 
BACKGROUND 

Over the course of the last year, the BAC has been discussing the challenge for cyclists to use M Street, 
particularly over the Bear Creek Bridge, and for ways to improve conditions for bicyclists such as 
appropriate signage and street markings.  At the February BAC meeting, BAC members offered ideas 
and comments concerning the use of sharrows for staff’s consideration.  

Upon review of those comments and other information provided by the BAC (Attachment 1), while 
Planning Staff concurs that there are challenges for pedestrians and cyclists, and that sharrow markings 
can improve cycling conditions, placement of sharrows on M Street in the near-term is not the best 
approach.  An alternate resolution, as described below, could be implemented successfully.  
 
DISCUSSION 

As acknowledged in the adopted 2013 Bicycle Transportation Plan, directing cyclists to use a sidewalk 
which is designed and constructed for pedestrian use is not a good practice, and should occur under 
limited circumstances.  Yet, the “traffic culture” of Merced is otherwise.  For example, the Merced 
Municipal Code allows cyclists to use sidewalks except in a small part of downtown, and, many 
cyclists in Merced utilize sidewalks even where adequate on-street bikeways are provided.  The 
mindset of many cyclists and motorists in Merced is that sidewalks are appropriate places to ride a 
bicycle.  

Pursuant to the siting guidelines and standards for sharrows included in the 2013 Bicycle 
Transportation Plan,  M Street and its choke points would not be a place that would normally have 
sharrows.  If traffic congestion gets to a point where traffic speeds are slower, and if the “traffic 
culture” in Merced were to change to view cyclists as a part of the roadway system, then sharrows 
could be considered. 

Posted traffic speeds are not arbitrarily set.  By law, they must be within a certain percentage of the 
actual speeds vehicles travel on the road.  Thus, except near schools, the City can’t lower the posted 
speed limit as a way to minimize conflicts between vehicles, pedestrians and cyclists. 
 
ALTERNATIVE RESOLUTION 

If it can be said that Mercedian motorist’s love their roads, then it can also be said that, on whole, 
Mercedian cyclists love their sidewalks.  Placement of a sharrow marking on a roadway will not 
change this, and could actually create a backlash that could marginalize other positive actions to 
promote and improve the conditions for cyclists.  This is not to say that change should not occur, 
however.  



Change can occur through a multi-pronged approach deployed over several years, which could end in 
the successful installation, use and respect of sharrow markings throughout the City.  The first and 
primary approach is a deep and prolonged public outreach and education program about all bikeways, 
with a special focus on sharrows.  The second or concurrent prong is the installation of sharrows on 
roadways identified by the public and which have a high potential for actual use.  Lastly, improve a 
limited set of existing cyclist/pedestrian choke points, for example, the M Street Bridge.  Removal of 
the planters, addition of railings, and upgrading the sidewalk ramp connections to the roadway, will 
improve conditions for cyclists and pedestrians crossing Bear Creek on M Street.   

 
ACTION 

Consider Staff’s recommendation to form a temporary working BAC sub-committee to identify and 
secure grant funding for the City to hire a consultant to develop and implement the multi-pronged 
approach described above, or if that is not possible, for the sub-committee in partnership with Staff, to 
establish an education outreach program and to identify appropriate sidewalk improvement sites.  The 
first step of any successful plan is to garner community support to resolve a community problem. 

 

ATTACHMENT 

A. Justin Hicks’ comments 
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