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SECTION AA

Conventional Bike Lanes +
Sidewalk

Typical Local Roadway
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No On-Street No On-Street
Parking Parking
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Varies 1.5m 3.0m 3.0m 1.5m 2.0m Varies
Setback Bike Travel Lane Travel Lane Bike Sidewalk Setback
Lane Lane
11.0 m

*This alternative
requires removal of
on-street parking
and approx. 2.5

m of widening to
accommodate

bike lanes and a
sidewalk.






