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“Walking and bicycling foster safer, more
livable, family-friendly communities; promote
physical activity and health; and reduce
vehicle emissions and fuel use. “

“... DOT encourages transportation agencies
to

, and proactively provide

convenient, safe, and context-sensitive
facilities that foster increased use by bicyclists

and pedestrians of

n

FHWA. United States Department of Transportation Policy Statement on Bicycle
and Pedestrian Accommodation Regulations and Recommendations. 2010.

United States Department of Transportation Policy Statement
on Bicycle and Pedestrian Accommodation Regulations and
Recommendations

Signed on March 11, 2010 and announced March 15, 2010

Purpose

The United States Department of Transportation (DOT) is providing this Policy Statement to
reflect the Department’s support for the development of fully integrated active
transportation networks. The establishment of well-connected walking and bicycling
networks is an important component for livable communities, and their design should be a
part of Federal-aid project developments. Walking and bicycling foster safer, more livable,
family-friendly communities; promote physical activity and health; and reduce vehicle
emissions and fuel use. Legislation and regulations exist that require inclusion of bicycle
and pedestrian policies and projects into transportation plans and project development.
Accordingly, transportation agencies should plan, fund, and implement improvements to
their walking and bicycling networks, including linkages to transit. In addition, DOT
encourages transportation agencies to go beyond the minimum requirements, and
proactively provide convenient, safe, and context-sensitive facilities that foster increased
use by bicyclists and pedestrians of all ages and abilities, and utilize universal design
characteristics when appropriate. Transportation programs and facilities should
accommeodate people of all ages and abilities, including people too yvoung to drive, people
who cannot drive, and people who choose not to drive.

Policy Statement

The DOT policy is to incorporate safe and convenient walking and bicycling facilities into
transportation projects. Every transportation agency, including DOT, has the responsibility
to improve conditions and opportunities for walking and bicycling and to integrate walking
and bicycling into their transportation systems. Because of the numerous individual and
community benefits that walking and bicycling provide — including health, safety,
environmental, transportation, and quality of life — transportation agencies are encouraged
to go beyond minimum standards to provide safe and convenient facilities for these modes.

Authority

This policy is based on various sections in the United States Code (U.S.C.) and the Code of
Federal Regulations (CFR) in Title 23—Highways, Title 49—Transportation, and Title 42—The
Public Health and Welfare. These sections, provided in the Appendix, describe how
bicyclists and pedestrians of all abilities should be involved throughout the planning
process, should not be adversely affected by other transportation projects, and should be
able to track annual obligations and expenditures on nonmotorized transportation facilities.



FHWA supports “taking a flexible approach to
bicycle and pedestrian facility design. ... The
National Association of City Transportation
Officials (NACTO) Urban Bikeway Design
Guide, [the Urban Street Design Guide,] and
the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE)
Designing Walkable Urban Thoroughfares
guide builds upon the flexibilities provided in the
AASHTO guides, which can help communities
plan and design safe and convenient facilities for
pedestrian and bicyclists. FHWA supports the
use of these resources to further develop
nonmotorized transportation networks,
particularly in urban areas.”
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* [TE Walkable Thoroughtares
(2010)

* NACTO Urban Bikeway
Design Guide (2012)

* NACTO Urban Street Design
Guide (2013)
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Mixed Traffic Visually Separated Physically
~ Separated




EXAMPLE APPLICATION
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Real world examples for a

facilities:

Project background
Design elements
Role in the network
Project funding
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 Advisory Shoulder
e Pedestrian Lane

* Sidepath*

*While not a new facility, design
guidance in this publication
addresses the transition to bike
lanes










Note: Advisory shoulders are
' a new treatment type in the
United States and no
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Two-way Center

Travel Lane

Yield to Bicyclists
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» Establishes a shoulder on an
otherwise too narrow road

* Delineated by pavement
markings

» Colored pavement optional
and mostly not done in US Sh@ammelmed 108108

e Driver must exit shoulder to
overtake bicyclists

 Driver must enter shoulder to
yield to oncoming traffic
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Population: 108,090




02 CASE STUDIES

. Te support this white paper, authors conducted a survey on 12
= Advisory Bike Lane installations. Those installations are!
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A pedestrian lane is an interim
or temporary pedestrian facility
that may be appropriate on
roads with low to moderate
speeds and volumes. The lane
may be on one or both sides of
the roadway and can fill gaps
between important destinations
in a community.

Pedle_strian Lang
5-8ft(1.5-2.4m)

Buffer mp'tlonall
0-4 ft (0-1.2 m)

g:’dvemenf‘-
legend
and
pedestrian
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delineator
(Optional)
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T Unpaved Separation
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A sidepath is a bidirectional
shared use path located
iImmediately agljacent and parallel
to a roadway. Sidepaths can offer
a higf'h-qua//ty experience for users
of all ages and abilities as
compared to on-roadway facilities
in heavy tra(])‘ﬁc environments,
allow for reduced roadway
crossing distances, and maintain
rural and small town community

character.
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The U.S. Government assumes no liability for the use of information contained in this document.







