BICYCLE NETWORK
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In the 2021 Moving Together Towards Vision Zero
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bicycle lanes were added?
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Some car trips could be made by bicycling if infrastructure 2021 Moving Together Towards Vision Zero Plan Goal:
that feels safe and comfortable was built Building out a safe and comfortable bicycle network for
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half mile and 3 miles long.

between a half and 3 miles long.
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bicycle trips if infrastructure that
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Comfort Typology of Bicyclists
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are physically unable to traffic-calmed residential roads. May not bike at all | bicycle lanes or on paved lanes.

Design User Profile Non-Bicyclist Interested but Concerned Somewhat Confident Highly Confident
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