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Why bike?

1. Healthy, active living
2. Style, fun & freedom

3. Economic & environmental
sustainability

4. Few other options




City: Why?

Calgary Transportation Plan
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¥ mi\i B *Policy direction on multiple aspects of the city’s
Al ] he transportation system.

2. * Section 3.2 > Walking and cycling policies

Calgary Transportation Plan
L

Cycling Strategy

 Rationale and actions for making Calgary one of the
premier cycling cities in North America.

* Three-pillar approach




Degree of
Sustainability

Figure 1-2: The Transportation Sustainability Triangle
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Bicycle-Friendly City
E
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Do Calgarians want to cycle more?

NO INTEREST
IN CYCLING
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Figure 2-5: Length of Calgary multi-use pathways and on-street bikeways. Source: The City of Calgary



Fearless . Confident . Interested . Reluctant
Fearless cyclisis Confident cyclists Interested cyclists Reluctant cyclists
* Cycling is a strong part = Cycling is a part of their identity. = Do not identify as a cyclist. = Do nD_T identify as
of thelr Identity. » Slightly or moderately = Not comfortable sharing a cyclist. _
« Generally undeterred by comfortable sharing the the road with motor = Not comfortable sharing
motor vehicles. road with motor vehicles. vehicles without a visible the road with motor
i vehicles without a
« Will consider cycling even i WIll consider cycling If the route 1K@ facllity. visible bike facility.
the absence of any visible is mostly on a bike facility. * Interested In cycling
bike facili if the route ison a « Not interested in cycling.
. bike facility.

%

Figure 6-2: Categories of Calgary cyclists. Source: The City of Calgary Cycling Strategy Research Public Telephone Survey 2011
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Calgarians said:

| have other obligations that
prevent me from cycling.

| would not be able to carry all
of the items that | need.

There is nowhere to shower or
change when | arrive at a destination.

| am concerned that the weather might
turn to wind, rain or snow.

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

B strongly agree [ Agree Disagree Strongly disagree



Online Survey

do not feel safe cycling in traffic.

e racks are not secure enough to protect
my bike from being stolen.

There are not enough bike
racks to lock up my bike.

The bike routes to my destinations
are too far out of my way.

There is nowhere to shower or change
when | arrive at a destination. | | .

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

B Strongly agree [ Agree Disagree Strongly disagre

Figure 3-5: Top five barriers to cycling (online survey)
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Buffered bike lane
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Seattle Department of Transportation




¢ Shared lane,
side by side




Shared lane, single file
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Multi-use pathway
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...Feasibility

* Durability

* Maintenance
— markings
— signage
— SNoOwW
— gravel




Where?
10 St NW

10 Street N.W. overview
4/5 Avenue to 23 Avenue
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From 5 Avenue turn right onto the | »
10 Street bike lane or pathway
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% From the alley turn
| left onto 5 Avenue

| From 4 Avenue turn
~| right into the alley

[
From the bike lane, turn |
left onto 4 Avenue







Where else?
Riverwalk
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What’s next? Road standards
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What else is next? Centre City

City Centre Actlon Plan
Bicycle Routes

IR Upgrade Existing 2011-2012
I W implement New 2011-2012
s Planned 2013-2014

Planned 2015+

New River Crossing 2011-2014
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What then?



Bicycle Facilities? In Calgary?







The end



