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This document contains the text, supporting maps and tables for the Approved and
Adopted Countywide Bikeways Functional Master Plan. It serves as a comprehensive
amendment to the 1978 Master Plan of Bikeways. The document recommends

nearly 200 Countywide Bikeways, totaling more than 500 miles. The document also
contains recommended bikeway design standards for the County, recommends a
methodology for implementation, and identifies related policies and programs necessary to
effectively and efficiently implement the plan’s goals over the next 15 to 20 years.
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THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission is a bi-county agency created by
the General Assembly of Maryland in 1927. The Commission’s geographic authority covers most of
Montgomery and Prince George’s counties. The Commission’s planning jurisdiction, the Maryland-
Washington Regional District, comprises 1,001 square miles; its parks jurisdiction, the Metropolitan
District, comprises 919 square miles.

The Commission has three major functions:

1) The preparation, adoption, and from time to time, amendment or extension of the General
Plan (On Wedges and Corridors) for the Physical Development of the Maryland-Washington Regional
District Within Montgomery and Prince George’s Counties

2) The acquisition, development, operation, and maintenance of a public park system.

3) In Prince George’s County only, the operation of the entire County public recreation program.

The Commission operates in each County through a Planning Board appointed by and responsible

to the County government. The Planning Boards are responsible for preparation of all local master

plans, recommendations on zoning amendments, administration of subdivision regulations and general
administration of the parks.

The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission encourages the involvement and participation
of individuals with disabilities, and its facilities are accessible. For assistance with special needs (e.g., large

print materials, listening devices, sign language interpretation, etc.), please call the Community Relations
Office, 301-495-4600 or T.D. 301-495-1331.
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NOTICE TO THE READER

An area master plan, after approval by the County Council and the adoption by The Maryland-
National Capital Park and Planning Commission, constitutes an amendment to The General Plan (On
Wedges and Corridors) for Montgomery County. As such, it provides a set of comprehensive recommen-
dations and guidelines for the use of publicly and privately owned land within its planning area. Each
area master plan reflects the vision of future development that responds to the unique character of the
local community within the context of the Countywide perspective.

Area master plans are intended to provide a point of reference with regard to public policy. To-
gether with relevant Countywide functional master plans (such as the Master Plan of Highways within
Montgomery County, Maryland; the Master Plan for Historic Preservation; and the Master Plan for the
Preservation of Agricultural and Rural Open Space), they should be referred to by public officials and
private individuals when decisions are made that affect the use of land within the plan boundary. Local
municipalities also adopt ordinances and approve plans that may provide guidance for public and private
decisions.

Master plans generally look ahead about 20 years from the date of adoption, although they are
intended to be updated and revised every 10 years. It is recognized that circumstances will change
following adoption of a plan and that the specifics of a master plan may become less relevant over time.
Generally, sketches or drawings in an adopted master plan are for illustrative purposes only and are
intended to convey a general sense of desirable future character rather than a specific commitment to a
particular detailed design.

Functional Master Plans such as this plan are developed through a process similar to that of an
area master plan and are also considered amendments to the General Plan for the County. Functional
master plans provide guidance for the preparation and update of area master plans. Unlike area master
plans, functional master plans do not typically recommend changes in existing zoning and are not
accompanied by sectional zoning map amendments.
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THE MASTER PLAN PROCESS

STAFF DRAFT PLAN — This document is prepared by the Montgomery County Department of Park and
Planning for the presentation to the Montgomery County Planning Board. The Planning Board reviews
the staff Draft Plan, makes preliminary changes as appropriate, and approves the Plan for public hearing.
When the Board’s changes are made, the document becomes the Public Hearing (Preliminary) Draft
Plan.

PUBLIC HEARING (PRELIMINARY) DRAFT PLAN — This document is a formal proposal to amend an
adopted master plan or sector plan. Its recommendations are not necessarily those of the Planning
Board; it is prepared for the purpose of receiving public hearing testimony. The Planning Board holds a
public hearing and receives testimony on the Draft Plan. After the public hearing record is closed, the
Planning Board holds public Worksessions to review the testimony and revise the Public Hearing
(Preliminary) Draft Plan as appropriate. When the board’s changes are made, the document becomes
the Planning Board (Final) Draft Plan.

PLANNING BOARD (FINAL) DRAFT PLAN = This document is the Planning Board’s recommended Plan and it
reflects the revisions made by the Board in its Worksessions on the Public Hearing (Preliminary) Draft Plan.
The Regional District Act requires the Planning Board to transmit the Plan directly to the County Council
with copies to the County Executive. The Regional District Act then requires the County Executive, within
sixty days, to prepare and transmit a fiscal impact analysis of the Planning Board (Final) Draft Plan to the
County Council. The County Executive may also forward to the Council other comments and recommendations
regarding the Planning Board (Final) Draft Plan within the sixty day period.

After receiving the Executive’s fiscal impact analysis and comments, the County Council may hold a
public hearing to receive public testimony on the Plan. After the record of this public hearing is closed,
the Council’s Planning, Housing and Economic Development (PHED) Committee holds public Worksessions
to review the testimony and then makes recommendations to the County Council. The Council holds its
own Worksessions, then adopts a resolution approving the Planning Board (Final) Draft Plan, as revised.

ADOPTED PLAN - The Master Plan approved by the County Council is forwarded to The Maryland-National
Capital Park and Planning Commission for adoption. Once adopted by the Commission, the Plan officially

amends the various master or sector plans cited in the Commission’s adoption resolution.

Countywipe Bikeways FUNCTIONAL MaSTER PLan

ix



Approved and Adopted - March 2005

CounTywiDE BikewAys FUNCTIONAL MASTER PLan



Approved and Adopted - March 2005

TABLE OF CONTENTS

CHAPTER 1 - Plan Foundation

EXECULIVE SUMM@NY ..ottt re et s r s st e s e s e s e e rre s s e e s e e s e e e e erab s assesenab s sstaseesnnsnnsnssesenenns 1
127=Tol o o100 o RN 3
LA L7 = 10 o 12 T S OO 3
g T ol o 1= PO PSS 3
ComMPreRenNSIVE APPIOBCH ....uiiiiiiiiiiiie it s s sb s b et e eaeesaesssa s breesaseneeesnnnsnsnnnns 5
PIaN PUIPOSES ...uuiiiieiiiiritir it s e s s s s s s e s b s e bt aa b e es e e e s e s e taeseee et eesaaeeseasennee b b e nebeeaeteeesnenasssnsssnnnnnnns 6
Plan GOalS @Nd ODJECLIVES ..vviviriiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii it is sttt e st a e s e s s s as e e st s e e s s aeesase e e s rabererereeasssesenansetentarnans 8
GUIdING PrINCIPIES ..ot e e e s s e e e e s e ebn b e b e eeenaeenas 8
What This Plan Is and What This Plan IS NOt ... e s s e e 9
B0 ol =T e 9
Benefits of a Comprehensive Bikeway NEEWOTK ........c.uiuerieriiiiriiiiii s s es s seeee e s s e e ereeeereesrreenreens 10
(1=t o J @] g T [ o o L= O 11
Existing County BIKEWaY SYSEEM ...ccvvrrruriiiiiii it e a s e s rer e s s s s e e s e e e s e e e e ee et bbb e e e e e e ar s 12
MUIIMOAAI TrAVEI ....eeeiiirtir e et re s e e e s es et aeeerasaeeesaeeese et e s enatraaeaaeaassenenenensnnnes 15
2 TTo Yo T =15 (] oo [ PO PP U PPUPPRUUR: 17
THE PIaNNING PrOCESS ...cvtviviiiriiriiitiiiiiss s s ssrerrs s st tr s e rr et e e s e s s e e e s s e s s s s s s s e s s s s s e e e e e e e eaeaaeeeasssasassaeanrenaenneens 17

CHAPTER 2 - Countywide Bikeway Network Concept Plan

L2721 (o 00 o PP PPUPUPPPPPPTOUPPOPORt 19
Bikeway Types and Desirable APPlICAtiONS ......ciiiiiiiiiii it s e e s e e s e s e eaa s e e e sarsessbans 19
Other Bikeway-Related FACHtIES ..vvverrirrrerreiiiersiiisiissiinssrssstsenrerererrreetereeterre st esseeseeennnsennranessersreessnesernnssnsnns 24
Relationship Between Countywide and Local/Neighborhood BIKEWays ..........cccoiieiiiiiiiiiiininiiinen e eeeerceeeseenns 24
LEIT o g Ta R (o] Moo= o - oL PP 26
Relationship to Countywide Park Trails Plan ..........ccuiiiiiiiiiiiiiii s ens s e ee s e ensneeens 27
ACtiVity Canter ANIYSIS ...ovvviieii i e e e e e e n e e e neeeees 27
COUNLYWIAE BIKEWAYS .....eiieeirrrrinieerieiissieiesesestenrressrensessssssssstereresrnnesssesasessesessestennenseseesesrtasanseseesensnsanreerernen 29
Countywide Bikeway NUMDENNG SYSEEM ..u.u.iiiiiiiiiiiii i rre e e er e s erae s s er e s e e e ran s e e asa e sesnnssenes 29
(@004 110115t o LU =Py 30

CHAPTER 3 - Bikeway Facility Design Guidelines

| g1u ol 1w u o o U 63
Purpose of Bikeway Design GUIAEINES ..........ocicimiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiriie e e e s s e e n e e en e e s s e e e aeaeeeees 63
Goals of Bikeway DeSign GUIAEIINES ........ccvvrieiiiiiiereesenisrirsrtes s ssireers e s s s s ssserseeesessessssssasasesseeeessssssassnnessnnes 64
Relation to County’s ROAA COUE ......iviiiiiruiiiiiiii it e e e e e re s e s s e e e e e s e e e e re s e e esaana s e eeseananss 65
LIS L= T | T =10y o OO 65
TYPES Of BIKEWAYS ... cieeiiviiiiiiiiiiiieiie st et s e seeeeerierre e ssrressssee e e ea e e s e s s s e e e e re e e e s ban s aseesasasanaa st saessensssnnsssssnsnes 65
Shared Use Paths (Class I DIKEWAYS) ....cceuuiiiiiiiiiiiiie i ceriiie s s st s et s s e eeau e s e ana s s erastsssesrnnnseresssnssrnnnsans 65
2 I L T (O T 0T i 1Y) 68
Signed Shared Roadways (Class III DIKEWAYS) ....ccueueiriiirinieiierniin e e eeiis e e eestasssesnanssrranssesrrsssreressnnssesnnn 70

CHAPTER 4 - Implementation

Plan Policies Regarding BiCyCle FaCIlitiES ....uuuuuuiiiieiiiiiirerie i nr e e s e s srsr e na s s e e naaaan s 73
(oL .c= 1o o PSPPSR 73
Bikeways Connecting t0 TFANSIL ....uuiviiiiiiis ittt e e s e s e e s s aeseaesesenenseaeesaeenesnnns 74
Bikeways Connecting to Muncipalities, Central Business Districts and Town Centers ..........cccceeerevivvrreeeeeereennnens 76
Bikeways Connecting to Other Employment CENLETS ........oovieeeiiie it e e e e e e e e e 77
Bikeways Connecting to Major County Park Trail Cormidors............ovvieriieiiiiiiinniieriinn s e e s e e e e e e e e 78
Shared Use Paths Providing Significant Pedestrian BENEfits ...........ccccuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e snannns 78
On-going Implementation - Local/Neighborhood Bike ROULES ..........ccovveiiiiiiiiiicrii e 79

CountywiDE BIKEWAYS FUNCTIONAL MASTER PLan xi



Approved and Adopted - March 2005

FUNAING fOr BIKEWAYS ..ieiiiitiiiiciiiii ittt st e e s st e s r e e e e s s ssaneeseneeeensesseseeessessssensnns 79
Understanding Bikeway IMplementation .........cocooviiiiii s e 80
Funding for BiCYCle Parking .......ccceviiiiiiiiiiiiie e e s s rr e e s sae e s s e ae e e e e s s naaeeeesaans 81
Funding for BIKeWay MaINtENANCE ......cccuveriiiiiiiiiiiirireree s sesirieeee e s s e e sisrereeee s s s sasssaeseseresessessasnasereeesssesessssssssns 81
APPENDICES

Appendix A - Related POlICES @Nd PrOgQrams .......civuiuiiuriiiirriiiiriir s sresris s ssesseasasessssesssssesssssessssssssssees 83
Appendix B - Bikeway-Related Recommendations, 1998 Countywide Park Trails Plan ..........coevviieiiiiiiiinnnnnceenn, 87
Appendix C - INNOVative BIKEWAY DESIGNS .....ccuiiiiiiriiiiiriiiriiriri i s e e s se s i s s s s s s s sesssesssnenes 89
Appendix D - Bicycle Parking at Metrorail and MARC Stations ........cccccccvvi i n e 93
Appendix E - SHA Guidelines for Accommodating Bicycles and Pedestrians on State Highways ..........cccceveeeennns 96
Appendix F - M-NCPPC Pedestrian Impact Statement for Land Development Projects ........ccccceeveerveecnnnnennnnnn. 101
Appendix G - TEChICal AQVISOTY GIOUP ...iiiiviiiiiiiiiiisiiicrrersessssssssisnesss s s ssinsaeeeseeeessssnssnseessessssnnsnsesesesssesnans 102
Montgomery County Council Resolution .........ccccieeeirenanns eeeSEEeesEEEssEEssEEEssEEssEEssEEssssEssssess vanseraas S 103
M-NCPPCResolution ........coserineessnnnns EeNMaNESNNREESEEEERSEESsSSEEEERRERERSSSESERSSRSRERRSSRRERRRERRRRRERE crnesrasannnan S 109
Staff Acknowledgements.........coucciininniiinneeeesnnnnsnsennan, EEeeEsEEEEssEERESEERESEEESEEREEEREEERRSSRENEESRSSEARSSERsEEREEES 111

Xii CountywiDe Bikeways FUNCTIONAL MASTER PLan



Approved and Adopted - March 2005

LIST OF FIGURES AND TABLES

FIGURES

1-1, Land Use Plan Concepts, 1993 General Plan REfINEMENL ........ciiiiiiiiiii it erne e s e s neene 4
1-2, Major Bicycling Destinations and ACtiVity CENTEIS.......cuiviiiiiiiiiiiiiiriiisrire s e e s e e re e renranes e e e sareaes 5
1-3, Bicycle-related transportation objectives, 1993 General Plan Refinement ..........ccveevvvviiiiiciinnrenennciinneneenen 7
2-1, SHA bicycle area along road with curb and QUELET .........coooi oo e e 25
2-2, SHA bicycle area along road without curb @and QUELET ...........uciiiiiiiiiiiiiieccctrcrrrr e 25
2-3,1-270 Corridor Bikeway Concept, 1998 Countywide Park Trails Plan ..........cciievierieiiiiniiiinn s reeeesnnnnann 28
2-4, Complex ROULES, SR-10 & SR-11 ...ciiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiin et re s e e s e s r e s ae s e e r s e s s e e e s s nee s 31
2-5, Complex ROULES, SR-17 BUSR-21 .....uciiiiiiiiiiiiitinniiiiii e s ee et s e e eeeeear s e esaeresaassesaeaenarseasassssssstnssesssnerenns 32
2-6, CoMPIEX ROULE, SR-19 & SR-20 ... .ctuuuiierririiiiietetruiiereerernerrrerrsrssesessrersssstesssserssssssresnnssesssinnsesssssssenes 33
B R e T | o (= 1Y P T 34
2-8, Small area map of countywide bikeways - Bethesda & Friendship Heights .......cccccovviiiiviiiiiiniiiii e, 35
2-9, Small area map of countywide bikeways - Silver Spring and Takoma Park ...........ccccvveiiviriiriiiiiinnineceeesennn 36
2-10, Small area map of countywide bikeways - North Bethesda & White Flint ..........c.ooviiviiiiiiniiniiiii e, 37
2-11, Small area map of countywide bikeways - Wheaton & Aspen Hill ........cccoovveiiiiriiii e 38
2-12, Small area map of countywide bikeways - Greater ROCKVIIlE ........ccciiiiiiiiiiiiiiniiriircir s 39
2-13, Small area map of countywide bikeways - Greater Gaithersburg..............ccccvrrerrrereeieiniie e e e 40
2-14, Small area map of countywide bikeways - GErMANTOWN ........ccvviiiiiiiiiiieiriiirrrr e e e e enes 41
2-15, Small area map of countywide bikeways - ClarkSburg ... e 42
3-1, Cover of AASHTO Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities............cccceevvveeeeiirevicir e, 64
3-2, Cover of Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) .........ccvieiiiiiniieiieniien e rrrnrsin e seessisnnene e 64
3-3, BiCycle OPErating SPACE ....cccvviiiiiiiiiiiiiii i a e e e bbb aaaes 65
3-4, Shared use path along major road or highWay ..........coiiuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiie et e enreeee s n e 66
3-5, Cross-section of typical shared USE Path .........covvvriiiiciiii e e e e 66
3-6, Bike lane With 0G0 @Nd @ITOW .....c.coiiiiiiiiisi st e e e e e s e s e eeseeeeeee e e er e e e ara s s saasrarabsaassarans 69
3-7, Bike [ane With tEXE N0 @ITOW ...cee.iviiiieii e e e e e reb s s e ea s e seaas e e seaba s s sebansesenasseessessnsssssnnnrees 69
3-8, Cross-section of bike lane between travel lane and on-street parallel parking ..........cc.cevvviiiiininnnnnnn, 69
3-9, Cross-section of bike lane between travel 1aNe and CUID .....civviiiiiiiiiiiicce e e s s s e s e eeeennnes 69
3-10, Signed shared roadway, wide oUtSIAE [aNE ..........coveeiiiiiirrrr e e 70
3-11, Cross-section Of WIdE CUID JaNE....ccuvuiirieiiiiii it e s e st b s ssbb s eesnn s eeeerransssesnnrsens 70
3-12, SPOUIAEI DIKEWAY ....unecieiiiicicci e e e s e e e e e s e e s e e e ee s s e s e eeneaa s sreaeessseassssassnssensins 71
3-13, Cross-section of Shoulder DIKEWAY ..........cooiiiiiiiiiiiirr e e s e rr s aaaans 71
3-14, Local/neighborhood DIKEWAY ........coviiiiiiiiiiiii e e e e e e n e e r e e nrea e s e e 71
3-15, Drawings of safe drainage grate dESIGNS .......cccceivvrcirirunriiiiierieriire e s e e s e erreeeerererrse s e s sressabensssssses 72
3-16, Aerial view Of CUrb CUL fOr BrAge ...ccoivceiiiiiee e s 72
A-1, Cover for Montgomery County Bicycle Route Map BOOKIEL ............uuvruimienmciiiierirrn e 85
A-2, Cover for “Biking to Work in the Washington Area” .........c.ooo i e 86
O R =TT Yol < oo 1H L=V ' I 90
C-2, Cross-section Of @ raiSed DIKE |aNE ......cccuuiiiiiieiiiie e e e s e e s sra s e s bbrreeasa s sersraassesernnssens 91
@G A @e a1 a = B [T o1 =T T 91
C-4, Aerial view of bike 1ane and DUS [@NE ........iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e e st s b s e eaa e eesbsra s erennsens 92
TABLES

b = T VA Yo T T o o Y o] o) [ Tr= o o L3 20-23
2-2, COUNTYWIAE BIKEWEYS ...eeeevrireriiiierieiiierrieirriesens s essesses s sessss s e e se e s eeae e aae s s s nassnna s rassrersssaaaesnsinessnans 43-62
FOLDED MAP (INSERT)

Existing, Planned and Proposed Countywide Bikeways

CounTywipe Bikeways FUNCTIONAL MASTER PLan xiii



Approved and Adopted - March 2005

GLOSSARY OF TERMS
ADT—Average Daily Traffic
AASHTO — American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials
AASHTO Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities (1999) — A document recognized and
used by public and private entities throughout the country to ensure safe, consistently designed and

implemented bicycle facilities.

Bicycle — Any two- or three-wheeled, human-powered vehicle on which a person rides. Excludes
mopeds, scooters and segways.

Bicycle facility — a general term denoting improvements and provisions intended to accommodate or
encourage bicycling, including bikeways, bike parking and storage.

Bicycle parking - An area dedicated and designed specifically for storing and locking a bicycle.
Includes bicycle racks and bicycle lockers.

Bicycle route — A bikeway that features appropriate directional and informational signage

Bikeway — A transportation or recreational facility designed to accommodate bicycling. May include
shared use paths, bike lanes and shared travel lanes/roadways.

Bike lanes (Class II bikeway) - A portion of a roadway that has been designated by striping,
signing and pavement markings for the preferential or exclusive use of bicyclists. Consists of a 4'-6’
lane in each direction, with traffic flow.

Bike path — See shared use path

BLOC - Bicycle Level of Comfort. Refers to score assigned to nearly all State highways in Maryland by
the 2003 Maryland Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan. Similar to Bicycle Level of Service (BLOS).

CBD — Central Business District. Refers specifically to Bethesda, Friendship Héights, Silver Spring or
Wheaton

CBFMP - Countywide Bikeways Functional Master Plan

CIP — Capital Improvement Program of Montgomery County, Maryland

Class I bikeway — outdated term for a shared use path or bike path

Class II bikeway — outdated term for bike lanes

Class III bikeway — outdated term for a shared roadway

Countywide Bikeways — Bikeways of countywide significance that provide connections to major

destinations: municipalities, central business districts, town centers, employment centers, transit
centers and regional parks and trails. Function as the skeleton for the County’s bikeway network.

Xiv CounTYwIDE Bikeways FuncTionaL MASTER PLan
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GLOSSARY OF TERMS (CONTINUED)

CPTP - 1998 Countywide Park Trails Plan

CTP — Maryland Department of Transportation’s Consolidated Transportation Plan
DDOT - District of Columbia Department of Transportation

DPWT - Montgomery County Department of Public Works and Transportation

Dual Bikeway — A roadway that features two types of bikeways: 1) shared use path and bike lanes;
or 2) shared use path and shared roadway/travel lane. The roadway corridor accommodates both on-
road and off-road bicycling.

GPR - 1993 General Plan Refinement

Hiker-biker trail — An 8'-10" asphalt path located mainly within local or state parkland. Designed,
built and maintained by land management agencies such as the M-NCPPC, Maryland Department of
Natural Resources or the National Parks Service. Examples include Rock Creek Trail, Sligo Creek Trail
and the Capital Crescent Trail.

Local/Neighborhood Bikeways — Bikeways that provide important connections from Countywide
Bikeways to community facilities such as schools, libraries, community and recreation centers and local
retail centers. Identified as part of community master plans and sector plans.

MCBAG - Montgomery County Bicycle Action Group. An informal, unofficial body formed by the County
DPWT to provide guidance on bikeway implementation

MUTCD - Manual for Uniform Traffic Control Devices. A document recognized and used by
transportation agencies throughout the country to ensure consistently designed and implemented
signs, pavement markings and other traffic control devices.

M-NCPPC - Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission, Montgomery County
Department of Park and Planning

MTA — Maryland Transit Administration
MWCOG - Metropolitan Washington Regional Council of Governments
SHA — Maryland State Highway Administration

Shared use paths (Class I bikeway) — An 8’-10’ asphalt or concrete path that is separated from
motorized traffic either by barrier or a minimum five-foot landscape panel. These facilities may be
located within a roadway right-of-way and parallel the road (Great Seneca Highway) or within an
independent right-of-way (North Bethesda Trail). Can also be used by pedestrians, skaters, wheelchair
users, joggers and other non-motorized users if properly designed. Designed, built and maintained by
transportation agencies such as State Highway Administration, the County’s Department of Public
Works and Transportation, or the Maryland Transit Administration.
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GLOSSARY OF TERMS (CONTINUED)

Shared roadway — A roadway open to both bicycle and motor vehicle travel. This may be an existing
roadway, street with wide curb lanes or road with paved shoulders. Types include: 1) wide outside curb
lane (14'-16"); 2) bikeable shoulder (4'-6"); or 3) low volume, low speed streets.

Signed shared roadways (Class III bikeway) — A shared roadway that has been designated as a
preferred route for bicycle use using warning, directional and informational signage.

Right-of-way (ROW) - A general term denoting land, property or interest therein, usually in a strip,
acquired for or dedicated to transportation purposes.

WABA - Washington Area Bicyclist Association. The largest bicycle advocacy organization in the
Washington, D.C. metropolitan area.

WMATA - Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority. Manages Metrobus and Metrorail.
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Executive Summary

* This functional master plan establishes the countywide network plan for utilitarian bicycle transportation. It
serves as a comprehensive amendment to the 1978 Master Plan of Bikeways and amends all community
master plans and sector plans. The plan complements the 1998 Countywide Park Trails Plan.

* The plan recommends nearly 200 bikeways totaling more than 500 miles. This include 181 miles of existing
and proposed shared use paths (formerly called Class I bikeways), 81 miles of existing and proposed bike
lanes (formerly called Class II bikeways) and 157 miles of proposed signed shared roadways (formerly
called Class III bikeways). Two hundred and four (204) miles of bikeways are newly proposed and not
included in adopted and approved master plans. Of these new miles, 21 miles are existing or proposed shared
use paths, 18 miles are existing or proposed bike lanes and 97 miles are proposed signed shared roadways.
The remaining 67 miles of newly proposed bikeways are “dual bikeways”.

* The plan introduces a new type of master-planned bikeway: dual bikeway. This type of bikeway meets the
needs of the total range of bicyclists. Roads recommended for dual bikeways will ultimately feature both an
on-road and an off-road bicycle facility. In other words, a roadway may have a shared use path and bike
lanes, or a shared use path and signed shared roadway. The plan recommends 114 miles of dual bikeways.

* The plan emphasizes bikeways of countywide significance and focuses on ensuring bikeway connections to
the County’s major activity centers: municipalities, central business districts, town centers, transit stations,
major employment hubs, countywide park trails and regional parks. Bikeways that provide a direct, or form
part of an important, connection to or between these destinations are considered highest priority for imple-
mentation under this plan.

* While focusing on countywide bikeways, the plan provides guidance to future community master plan and
sector plan efforts to identify and evaluate local bikeway networks. Local bikeways supplement the countywide
bikeway network, providing connections to countywide bikeways as well as to basic local destinations such
as retail shopping centers, schools, community and recreation centers, libraries, post offices, and local parks.

* The plan strikes a balance between bikeways intended for beginner and intermediate skill levels (shared use
paths) as well as more experienced bicyclists (bike lanes and signed shared roadways). The plan highlights
the benefits of each type of bikeway and recognizes the desirable application of each type based on land
uses, roadway and traffic conditions and destinations.

* The plan reflects basic design characteristics for the three major types of bikeways as recommended in the
1999 AASHTO Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities and supported by the Montgomery County
Department of Public Works and Transportation (DPWT). The plan appendix contains innovative bikeway
design concepts not yet supported by DPWT, but which are currently implemented by other jurisdictions
around the country and could be implemented in Montgomery County in the future.

* The plan describes related County and regional programs and policies that will help the Cou11fy develop a
comprehensive bicycle program, including bicycle safety, bicycle education, and bicycle encouragement
and promotion.
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* The plan does not evaluate bicycle suitability conditions or identify potential bikeways along all County
roads and state highways, but rather focuses on ensuring bicycle access and connectivity to major countywide
destinations and activity centers.

* The plan does not specify actual alignments of bikeways along roads, but rather leaves that task to the
transportation agencies that are responsible for implementation or for permitting implementation by devel-
opers and others.

* The plan is consistent with existing bikeway plans (or currently proposed amendments) of municipalities
and adjoining jurisdictions.
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