AGENDA ITEM G
BICYCLE ADVISORY COMMISSION MEETING DATE: April 26, 2016

CITY OF MERCED
Planning Department

TO: Bicycle Advisory Commission
FROM:  Bill King, Principal Planner
DATE:  April 26, 2016
SUBJECT: Review of Draft City of Merced Standard Bikeway-Related Designs

At the February 23, 2016, Bicycle Advisory Commission meeting, Principal Architect John Sagin
presented a report about the draft City of Merced Standard Bikeway-Related Designs. The Commission
requested additional time to review and comment, to which Staff granted, noting that Commission
comments can be provided at or before the regularly scheduled April 26, 2016, Bicycle Advisory
Commission meeting.

Attachment
A. Current City of Merced Standard Bikeway-Related Designs



| Shared Roadway (o bikeway designation) - Most bicycle travel in the’

“State now occurs on streets and- highways without bikeway desig'n,at'ii‘ons." ‘
I classi1 Bikeway (bike path) - Bike paths- used to serve corridors not - .
- served by streets “and_highways or where wide rights-of-way exist, permitting

su'ch.'facjﬂitiés to be constructed away from. the influence of parallel:streets.

‘Class 1T Bikeway ,'(b'i ke lane) - Bike: lanes are established along stre‘e%‘s“_'
" 3p corridors. where: there is signi ficant bicycle demand, and- where there

aré distinct needs that can be served by them.
* ‘Class TII Zikeuay (bike roite) - Bike routes are shared facilities which
serve either to: (1) provide continuity to other bicycle facilities

(usually Class II bikeways); or (2) to-designate preferred routes through
high-demand corridors. - ' , ' ‘ ' :

‘ Al 'desigﬂ iclct"tu"‘sihull’- be' bnseé'pinv CALTRA‘NS " P.!!cufmi_ng. & Design 'Criteria f<.>r' Bikeway;",..
| | TWO-WAY BIKE PATH ON' SEPARATED
o RIGHT - OF - WAY - -

SO A Graded |-

TYPICAL CROSS SECTION
BIKE PATH ALONG HIGHWAY

-2 Graded Area{Min) :
5' One—Way _\
- 8' Two-Woy(Min), 1 _ 4, 1|

2% —» | —p]

AR AL RS

Bike Poth

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT ‘ , 5 B CITY OF MERCED, CAUE

.Bi.keway Deéigndtion' and Detaﬁ&

" {DRAWN APPROVED BY: . . . DATE - BW"l‘_

i T : {ff@:-_—_—: 22, m_‘_ : .41%&77_-5, y & A _
‘} REVISED ¢/ /2//30 . CITY ENGINEER / SHEET OF

ATTACHMENT A




1. .“M1n1mum paved w1dth for ‘two- way bike path shal] be & feet M1nﬁhum»"“' '
... paved width for: one-way bike path shall be 5 feet. A minimum - T
- 2-foot wide graded -area shall be provided adjacent to the- pavement.v;
oA 3-foot graded area is recommended The c}ear wwdth on structures
"V"between railings shall be not Tess than 8 feet.

'Z.dAiThe vertwca1 c]earance to obstruct1ons across the cTear w1dth of
© 7 the patn ‘shall be a m1n1mum of 8 feet :

3. ¢ A ye]]ow center]1ne str1pe may be used to separate oppos1ng d1rec-
- tions. of travel: (1) where there is heavy use; (2) on curves with
;;restr1cted sight distance; and,. (3) where the path is un11ghted and
nighttime- r1d1ng is expected , , :

4.  Bike paths closer than 5 feet from the edge of a- h1ghway sha11 L
- “include-a physical divider to’ prevent cars from encroachxng onto
the b1keway : o : :

5. Installat1on of "speed bumps“ or other similar surface obstruct1ons,
~ -intended to cause b1cyc]1sts to slow down in advance of 1ntersect1ons,' :
S shaTT not be used : S -

6. -.The max1mum grade rate requ1red for b1ke paths is 5 percent.

7. A minimum pavement thickness of 2 1nches of aspha]t concrete over
4 inches of aggregate .base is required.” Type A" or "B" asphalt-
concrete with 1/2-inch maximum aggregate and wedium grading is
required. Drive approach to-bike paths. sha]l be per D- 1, wwdth
8 feet and no 1ip at flow line.

S. The surface of a. bike- path shall have a 2 percent cross-slope..

‘9, -It may be necessary to 1nsta11 barr1er posts ("bollards"). at en-

' trances to. bike paths to prevent motor vehicles from entering.’
Where more than one post is necessary, a 5-foot spacing should be
used to permit passage of bicycle-towed trailers, adult tricycles
and to assure adequate room for safe bicycle passage without dis-
mounting. Barrier post installations should be designed so they
are removable to perm1t entrance by emergency and service vehicles.

10;' Uniform signs, mark1ngs and,traff1c contrel devices are mandatory, '
- per Section 2376 of the Streets 'and Highway Code.

ER . . ’ } s

KON | ~a. - The Rl sign shall be used on a bike path where it intersects a
o ‘ highway, where conditions demand, in the standard position on
the r1ght of the bike path :

b. The R39 sign may be used where it intersects a h1ghway, but:
where the- STOP sign is not warranted e
- o o c. The R44A sign may be used to identify a “bike path and prohibit
- motor veh1c1es and motor1zed bicycles From enter1ng the bike path.
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