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LOCAL ACTIONS TO REDUCE GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS
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INFRASTRUCTURE

Bicycle Facilities
Paths and Road Markings

Cﬂ.mbndge hlassachmsetts

e B2k Path /Mol Tse Pach

s Flanned Biks Fath /Mult Use Path
A bilr ar polti-we padh iz an off-road facdny,
phrrsically separated from motor vebicle traffie by
an open spaee or barker. Mres paths are wsed by
zny forne of nop-pantosized tawel (e g, wallbng,
sixtimp, and jogzEg) in addition o hicpeling.

s Edpe Limne

e Bl Lane Flanned Cyele Track e Planned Edge Line
s Flanned Biles Lane Grade-sapanned hicvels lines, nmally located Al known a5 grade nes o fop Ines, these are
ALmme om 2 stoees pevtricted 1o hicpeles and desig- betrmen the smest and the sidemalc. stripes at the meide edpe of the tome] bine closest ‘Thiz map iz for plansimg parposes and is subjecs to chamge It & not
mﬂ“""—"“-"—'“fP:ﬁ'-?‘im prremer: colodag, Shared Lane Paremen: Maring 1o the s a romte map. Bicpele: are enconrazed to use o1l steets wthin the eity.
Fueyele smbal, o ofher appropeiate masking. Plunned Shared Lane Farement Marking — Bared Strees An updated version of this map will be posted on the sty webaiis evezy
Contra-flow A hirpele sprabol porked on the parement insended A street that is cxeated 2 2 common space to be Llzy (GoGoren Moad
A contr-fow lane 2 hirpels fapliy pored i peoomd meriorrsts that hicpelises chare the road thared by pedestrons, hirpelicts, and oo speed For mors infoemasicn oo oot biks e
to allowr hicyelists to torrel agamst the Sow of Used when there is moafficient space for bicpcle lanes mortor vehicles, all a2 the same level withont hittpe/ e eamnbaidgesna go, ~<CTID et b.ﬂ-_z
tffic on 2 ane-way stoeet. and specific bicyrle markine are desized. grade-separated wdemalks,
VAR e iy RS OIS o PRy T, ST LN R Pt e T T




DOCUMENTATION

Cambridge Bicycle Counts

Percent
Increase
Over 2002
Baseline




FUN STUFF

Comparisons of Commuters who Walk and Bike
to Work
In Select US Cities

USA (National Data) | 2.8%.5%
New Orleans, LA | 6.2%
Philadelphia, PA |.8.2%

Providence, Rl | .8.5%
Portland, OR | 4.9%
Minneapolis, MN | 6.6%
New York, NY | 10.1%
Seattle, WA |8.6%
San Francisco, CA | 9.5%
Washington, DC | 11.7%
Somerville, MA | 9.8%
Boston, MA | 14.0%
Boulder, CO [ 9.7%
Berkeley, CA |.16.6%
Cambridge, MA | 22.5%
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SOCIAL MARKETING

walk

drive alone

drive with/as passenger

bicycle

H baseline
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taxi/limo
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