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Bicycle box and crossing

What We Have Done

. Include cyclist progression as a factor in future signal re-timing. 15th St re et

. Institute a cyclist education and enforcement campaign to encourage compliance with traffic signals What We Have Done

Pennsylvania Avenue

Example bicycle signal

® Added green pavement coloring to the bike boxes (see intersection graphic).

Future Improvements (2014 or 2015)

® Improved pavement conditions along cycle track through resurfacing

New traffic separator (“zebras”)

e Added green pavement coloring, including at unsignalized conflict areas. ® Reconstructing the intersection to add the following recommended elements:

What We Will Be Doing This Year

What We Have Done

. Adding medians on New Hampshire Ave contraflow lanes near 16th Street

e Greater protection for cyclists from illegal U-turning vehicles to form a permanent barrier between motorists and cyclists.

® Adding bicycle signal heads to some intersections to control bicycle

. New “zebra” traffic separators

. Modifying signal timing to allow cyclists to cross 16th Street concurrently

movements and minimize confusion

Educational flyer describing how to turn on : :
y 5 . Educational campaign on U-turns.

with the green time on U Street (much more time than current 12 seconds)

Pennsylvania Avenue

pennsylvania ave

bicycle lanes

® Adding pedestrian crossing islands north of Massachusetts Avenue.

Future Recommendations

. Adding protected left turns on U Street to eliminate conflicts with cyclists

Future Recommendations

crossing 16th Street from New Hampshire Avenue

e Use bicycle signals and/or markings and signs to clarify and improve
operations. lllegal U-turn educational campaign (2013) ® [nstall a bicycle box at 15th/Pennsylvania for turning cyclists
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How to Turn While Using the Pennsylvania Avenue Bike Lanes

. Independent vehicle and bicycle through phases would

e

improve motor vehicle progression. The bicycle lane is to the

N

left of the vehicle left-turn lane and the current configuration DDOT is already using the results of this study to improve the design of

redesign
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existing and future facilities

The District peomotes sate eyeling through its Bike
Ambassador program snd is adding more dedicated
bike infrestructures, but we need the cooperation of
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® Look at bicycle signals for intersections with high turn volumes,

Bike lanes are for travel in one ” ENSWNGBOLURDG{EI & TRAVEL LANE
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