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Leadingbicyclehighwaysacrosshe city
Quality= safe &appealing




Philosophy of Cycling highways

\v\lll h‘
Urban - Regional - Agglomerative W“ é}
Straight

10,2 km in total

Red carpet , self explaining
Re-allocating and re-using existing streets
and infrastructure
Autonomous network
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Nijmegen

Network super cycling highways

Modal split ¢ trips upto 7,5km
0% 29%

24%
e=====_ main cycle rk Nijmeg ===== realised, 100% quality A - cyclebridge “De Snelbinder” 2300m
; supercycling highway B - solitaire 4 - 4.5m wide
== toberealised interesting to visit C - cyclostrest
[ main destinations D - cyclebridge
3 } state of art
other cycle routes E=cyclingtunnel
. F - roundabout, priority cyclist
[ highschool G - cyclepaths



Some context
> 180.4000- ihhabitahts
> urban agglomeratlon
> regionai centre. 1abour
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Propositions from four perspectives:
1. Governance and planning

Determining the corridor where the cycle
highway route will be constructed is a 100%
political choice.
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http://www.taxipro.nl/wp-content/uploads/2011/02/stationnijmegen.jpg
http://www.taxipro.nl/wp-content/uploads/2011/02/stationnijmegen.jpg

of Super Cycling
Highways

1. hotspots

bicycle network
2. regional connections

3. re-use of infra
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Which one will be realized? North-West Europe

A 4 A CHIPS
a 5 S U S NiWeAcgtrddgt Where the cycle highway === g
route will be constructed is a 100% politi@alK 2 A OS ¢
Which factors are influencing: ‘r":’q’geadv Part of pojic,
.. . . . - ney tOC .
E Political will and ambitions  ->so, yes ., "N content
ut:

Your own (strategic) preferences
Best profit for cyclists, ROI

Value for promoting trains

Work -with -work maintenance
Projects regional cooperation
Opportunities for co -financing
Urgency (roadsafety )

Quick wins, smart ¢ o mbetcA s
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Benefits society per kilometer
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Propositions from three perspectives:

2. Routedesign from planner
perspective

Design standards of the cycle highway must be implemented in all cases.
Even if it has the effect of severe (planning) delays, extra costs.
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