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Comox Road — Multi-Use Path Options
* Work Shop #1
* Work Shop #2
* Results - Constraints

* Concept Design

* Next Steps



Comox Road Multi-Use Path Project

Finalize technical workshop scope of work and agenda December 2016

* Present technical workshop scope of work, agenda, and list of attendees to IRTSC. Determine preferred path
concept. January 5, 2017

» Host technical workshop June 2017

* Report on results of technical workshop to IRTSC July 2017

~+ Recommendation from IRTSCto CVRD board on direction of project based on findings of technical workshop
(ie. support of project phasing approach), and to proceed with project. Summer-Fall 2017

* Survey & design work (as necessary) Summer-Fall 2017

* Bicycle traffic counts Summer 2017

* Develop cost estimates Summer 2017

* Public consultation Summer 2017

* Permitting for phase 1 of project (ie MOTI, archaeology) Summer-fall 2017
* Estimated opening of 2017 Bike BC funding call October 2017

« Recommendations to appropriate jurisdictions re: proceeding with project and request for local funding (e.g.
CWEF funding for CVRD electoral area share of project costs) November 2017

* BikeBC grant application November 2017
* Estimated 2017 BikeBC grant application deadline December 15, 2017



Workshop #1 - Review




Workshop #1 - Review

e Attendance

* Background Review

e Facilitated Discussion

e Results




Fundamental diagram of traffic flow

‘ Fundamental equation of traffic flow: D-V
WO r k S O p | Source: Hendrik Ammozer, Fakultdt Yerkehr swissenschatten, Dresden, Germany
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Workshop #1 - Traffic Flow

Least Protected Most Protected

Arterial/Highway Bikeway Continuum (without curb and gutter)

Shared Lane  Marked Wide  Shoulder Wide Shoulder Cycle Track: Shared Use Path
Curb Lane Bikeway Bikeway protected with
barrier




Workshop

1 — Research Presented

* 69% of Canadian adults and 91% of Canadian children and youth are
not getting the recommended levels of daily physical activity.

* One in four Canadian adults are considered obese, along with about
one in ten Canadian children and youth between the ages of 6 and

17.

* 2008 economic costs of obesity are conservatively estimated at S4.6
billion using the eight chronic diseases most consistently linked to
obesity. This is up about 19% from 2000.

* Numerous studies and recent research from across Canada have
linked the lack of physical activity as a key contributor to Canada’s
high (and growing) obesity rates.



Workshop #1 — Results

* Assigned Homework — projects along the corridor — planning documents
etc.

* Emergent Themes
* Larger shared vision required
e Recreation and Commuter focuses — different but inter-connected
Campbell River / Courtenay Riverway — example projects
3rd Party — Community Leaders
* Climate Change (sea level rise) discussed

* Need for the project discussed.

e Recreation vs. Commuter Corridor.
e Documents to review



Workshop #2 Review

e Attendance

e Background
Presented

* Facilitated
Discussion — design
concepts

e Results




Workshop #2
Current Standards - TAC

* New standard in development

Figure 3.4.3.1
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Workshop #2
Current Standards - Vancouver

Less Level of Comfort More
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Workshop #2
Current Standards - Victoria
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Workshop

Current Standards - CRD

g | Continuum of Bikeway Facilities on Arterials without Curb & Gutter
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Figure 4. Continuum of Bikeway Facilities on Arterials without Curb & Gutter

another and avoid obstacies
without encroaching into the
tavel lane

Mark a shy line from the
pavement end

Can be used for emergency
vehicle parking

* innovative bicycle-friendly design
needed at intersections to reduce
conflicts batween tutning motorists
and bicyclists

& Barrker options Include extruded curb,
jersey barriers, bollards, and grade
separation

Where cyclists may enter or l2ave the cycle track, or whete
maotorists cross at a driveway, the curb should be mountable
with a small 45 degree ramp, allowing cychst tuming
movements

Provide safe transitions 10 bike lanes or populat destinatians
toraduce wrong-side tiding



Workshop #2 — Facilitated Discussion and
Results

* Concept level design — ID constraints — connections — cross
sections

* Next Steps
* Homework



Workshop #2 — Results - Constraints
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Workshop #2 — Results - Sections
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Next Steps




Comox Road Multi-Use Path Project

Finalize technical workshop scope of work and agenda December 2016

* Present technical workshop scope of work, agenda, and list of attendees to IRTSC. Determine preferred path
concept. January 5, 2017

* Host technical workshop June 2017
* Report on results of technical workshop to IRTSC July 2017

| * Recommendation from IRTSC to CVRD board on direction of project based on findings of technical workshop
(ie. support of project phasing approach), and to proceed with project. Summer-Fall 2017

I Survey & design[work (as necessary) Summer-Fall 2017
* Bicycle traffic counts Summer 2017

* Develop cost estimates Summer 2017

* Public consultatjon Summer 2017

* Permitting for phase 1 of project (ie MOTI, archaeology) Summer-fall 201]’

* Estimated opening of 2017 Bike BC funding call October 2017

Recemmendations to appropriate jurisdictions re: proceeding with project and reque
CWF funding for CVRD electoral area share of project costs) November 2017
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