Whatcom County Bicycle Pedestrian Advisory Committee

18 March 2009

Present: Ellen Barton; Don Ligocki; Jeff Margolis; Scott Thompson; Rich Clearman; Marc Curtis; Alice 
Simmons and guest: Rodney Vandersypen, WC Public Works.

Meeting opened at 5:30 PM.

Minutes from February 18 accepted and approved.

1. Committee continued review of written comments by the Whatcom County Public Works Department of the Draft- Labeled, March 2008, Whatcom County Pedestrian and Bicycle Plan.


16. Page 25, 3.3, 3rd sentence should reference Appendix 2 instead of appendix A. Committee 


agreed.


17. Page 27, item 16, Ferndale, should read City of Ferndale. Committee agreed.

18. Page 29, 3.3.2 first paragraph Appendix 4, should be Appendix 3. Committee agreed.

19. Page 29, 3.3.2 second paragraph Appendix 5 should be Appendix 4. Committee agreed.


20. Page 30, 3.4 second implementation strategy, where did the two mile radius come from. 




Understanding is that schools are using a one mile radius. Committee agreed.


21. Page 30, second paragraph policy of sidewalks takes place for complete street. Sidewalks, 



paths and shoulders will be taken into account with project design.  Roadway shoulders should 



be added into this statement for pedestrian and bicycle connection. Committee agreed to 



the following: 

Sidewalks should be considered where road reconstruction projects take place in unincorporated (rural) areas of the county, as part of a policy of complete streets.

22. Page 33, 3.6.1 under on road facilities, another major type of facility is shared use shoulder committee agreed.

23. Page 34 to 36- costs of crosswalks, ped signals, count down times, bike loop detectors cost varies and are increasing, is there a need to put these costs into this plan? Committee agreed to eliminate costs.

24. Page 36, 3.6.2 ¨Ensure that pedestrian and bicycle facilities are included in all projects using federal transportation funds as required by federal law.” Committee agreed to the following, Ensure that pedestrian and bicycle facilities are given due consideration in all projects using federal transportation funds, as required by federal law.

25. Page 37. Highway Bridge Replacement funds- Federal requirements stipulate that bicycle facilities shall be constructed on bridges when they are reconstructed using there funds. Currently, Whatcom Countyś main roadway bridges are structurally sound and do not qualify for this finding source.  Committee agreed to the following:

 Federal guidance directs jurisdictions to presume that people will walk and bicycle on bridges using those funds for reconstruction. Projects using these funds should give due consideration to walking and bicycling as port of project design.

26. Page 39. Definitions Bike Lane the following definition should be included in the definition for 
bike lane-should include for the exclusive use of Bikes.  Committee agreed to change.

27. Page 43. Identified as Appendix 4, ¨Proposed Heritage Cycling Roads List” stated in the second paragraph on this page, to maintain the ¨low-traffic, low-speed character” of the routes. Two issues are noted here. First the majority of these roads are presently 35 MPH or higher. If low 
speed is defined as 25 MPH or lower, speed studies and the county will probably not support, Second issue, these roads should be reviewed to tie together into routes for a continuous system. Committee agreed to Heritage roads may benefit from educational and enforcement strategies to maintain the low-traffic, speed 35 mph or less character of the routes and to …
2. Nooksack Loop discussed: Marc attended meeting on Nooksack Loop. States next step is to have planned route overlay the current parcel map in order to know the parcel ownership. Funding issue concerns as will need to acquire right-of-ways.

Next Meeting Wednesday, April 15 at 5:30.

Submitted by Alice Simmons, BPAC member
