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12.19.2013

To: The Mobility Sub-committee for Mayor-Elect Bill Peduto’s Cperations and infrastructure
Transition team
Re: Boston Complete Streets summary of the process/Advisory Group designation

The Director of Policy and Planning within the Boston Transportation Department (BTD) in
partnership with the City of Boston Department of Environment and Energy entertained the
idea of developing a Boston set of Complete Street Guidelines in 2008.

The Planning Department within BTD has a discretionary fund in the annual budget ($250k /yr)
to develop pilots, partnership and research related to citywide transportation planning
initiatives. It was determined that a portion of this annual fund would support the first phase of
the guidelines (approx. 150 — 200k set aside).

The Director with the Commissioner of Transportation developed a list of potential Advisory
Group (AG) members with four sets of recruitment representation:

1) Advocacy groups

2) Engineers, Urban Planners/Designers {professionals in the field)

3) Neighborhood residents interested in transportation issues

4} Tech/innovation/academic representatives working on cutting edge research related to
transportation (locally, nationally and globally)

Their charge was to oversee the development of the guidelines through bi-monthly meetings,
draft reviews and participate in field research (i.e. walks, observations, etc.). See invite letter
attached

A consultant was brought on board and in 2009 the process began.

The management of this program was handled by the Director and senior staff within the
Department. The process took longer than the anticipated 1 year pilot {about 4 years) at a
total cost of $400K. In part this was due to the need to coordinate one-on-one with close to a
dozen city agencies to incorporate their specific issues and to get their “buy-in” on the
guidelines.

As the Guidelines were being finalized, Mayor Thomas M. Menino wanted to ensure that they
would be institutionalized in day-to-day project implementation. He appointed Jane Garvey,
former head of head of the US Federal Aviation Administration and part-time resident of
Boston, as a volunteer watchdog. Her charge is to identify concerns in the use of the
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Guidelines during the design process. Additionally, a staff member from the Mayor’s Office,
was dedicated as Program Manager, who would coordinate the design review process for each
project, making sure that the concerns of each agency were addressed. The program manager
will be present at all meetings from the earliest stages of development through construction.
The PM position is funded directly from the Mayor’s office and does not affect the budget of
BTD.

The Advisory Group met with Jane Garvey for their ‘last’ meeting as part of the Complete
Streets project in the fall of 2013. However, with a new city wide Transportation Plan in the
works for 2014, some, not all AG members will remain on board. It is uncertain what their
charge will be as a new Mayor takes office in January 2014, That said, a number of AG
members already sit on the Mayor-elect’s Transition team for Transportation.

Rineet Gupta, Director of Policy and Planning for the Boston Transportation Department is
available for further information. He can be reached via e-mail: vineet.guptaldl cityofboston.gov
or via phone: BI10.F35.2E5F
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CITY OF BOSTON » MASSACHUSETTS

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
THOMAS M. MENINO

July 17, 2009

Kate Bowditch

Charles River Watershed Association
190 Park Road

Weston MA 02493

Dear Ms. Bowditch:

I am writing to appoint you to the Boston Complete Streets Advisory Committee. This group will
focus on developing design guidelines for streetscape projects for the many corridors and squares that
make up the public realm in Boston. With the “livable streets” movement gaining momentum throughout
the world, Boston can establish a leadership position with an innovative program.

[ am committed to creating world class streets in Boston that are healthy, smart and green. Streets
define the character of our neighborhoods and are the common ground where people travel, meet and do
business on a daily basis. Working with a nationally know team of consultants the Streets Advisory
Committec will develop guidelines that will:

s Accommodate all modes of travel equitably including pedestrians, motorists, bicyclists, transit
riders, and persons with disabilities.

» Incorporate design features such as rain-gardens and use of low-maintenance materials to create
sustainable and environmentzally friendly streets.

* Use cutting-edge technologies to make our streets “‘smarter’” in using existing right-of-way
capacity more effectively.

¢ Create public spaces that are attractive, clean and comfortable.

As a commitlee member you will join a group of accomplished professionals, advocates and
neighborhood residents to provide new ideas and review consultant work. Iinvite you to prepare the
Complete Streets Guidelines and a supporting draft executive order/ordinance for me to sign by May next
year. [ have asked the Boston Transportation Department to lead an inler-agency team to work with you.
Plcasc contact Vineet Gupta, Director of Planning, at (617) 635-2756 if you have any questions.

I look forward to working with you on this exciting project.

Sincerely,.—
l——‘“—ﬁ"__j-'—::_

Thomas. M. Menino
Mayor of Boston

BOSTON CITY HALL « ONE CITY HALL PLAZA « BOSTON « MASSACHUSETTS 02201 = 617/6353-4000
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Date: December 27, 2013

From: Mohbility Subcommittee — Chris Sandvig, Chair

To: Office of the Mayor-Elect Executive Team

CC: Mobility Subcommittee, Infrastructure & Operations Committee Chair
Re: Recommendations

On behalf of members of the Mobility Subcemmittee, please find attached the four major
recommendations reached by consensus of our participants. We believe that each of these is
achievable, some of them with in the first 100 days, and will help to help modernize our mobility service
delivery model, foster intergovernmental cooperation, and transform Pittsburgh’s transportation system
into an international competitor for new talent and investment. | have also attached our notes from
these discussions, as well as background work performed by several subcommittee members.

Many members of this subcommittee are not only aware of the issues facing the movement of people
and the place-making opportunity that transportation infrastructure can provide, but also the political
and public-sector structural challenges to its creation. There was general recognition that such
awareness can also be a hindrance, in itself, to creative problem-solving. As such, the subcommittee
agreed to the following framework:

1. Don’t be afraid to think big;
2. Even small changes can yield big results;
3. Forget who owns the asset, but recognize that everyone from the USDOT and FTA to PennDOT
and iocal actors have a role in change;
4. Charge the administration to lead, collaborate, and navigate the regulatory and structural
waters of government interaction to create and implement solutions.
We continue to stand by this framework, and recommend that it be adopted by the incoming

administration as well as stakeholders and employees.

Beyond these four guiding principles, we understand that transportation discussions were also a major
aspect of the Economic Development committee and possibly others. We recommend that further
interaction between the disparate moebility conversations be undertaking to ensure the best possible
outcome for the administration. As part of this, Breen Masciotra — ED transportation subcommittee
chair — and I have been sharing information.

Finally, I'd like to recegnize and thank my subcommittee for their enthusiastic and constructive work.
They include Nora Alden, Domenico Bigante, Scott Bricker, Andrew Conn, Michael Crall, Caesar
DecChicchis, Brandi Eng-Rohrbach, Damian George, Bonita Kwolek, Paul O'Hanlon, William Petrucci, John
Rudiak, Mark Schmeler, Addy Smith-Reiman, Michael Sobkowiak, and Sarah Trhovic.

Thank you for the opportunity to serve and please do not hesitate to contact any of us with questions.

Chris Sandvig

Regional Policy Director, Pittsbhurgh Community Reinvestment Group
csandvig@npcrg.org

412-391-6732, x208
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SUBCOMMITTEE REPORT
(Please use one report for each subcommittee recommendation)

Subcommittee Name Mobility

Subhcommittee Chris Sandvig

Chairperson(s) csandvig@pcrg.org
412-391-6732 x208

Title of Director of Transportation

recommendation

Describe the Potentially a “cabinet” level position, the Director of Transportation would oversee the
recommendation outreach, planning/visioning, financing, and delivery of mobility improvements and the
overall maintenance of Pittsburgh’s transportation network. This individual would interface,
directly, with all relevant internal and external local, regional, and national public-sector
departments and authorities. Individual would also staff the Complete Streets Advisory
Committee {CSAC) and interface with community-based organizations working on mobility
issues throughout the city.

This Subcommittee feels strongly that such a Director should not necessarily come from the
“usual channels,” meaning that engineering and/or planning backgrounds alone should not
be sole determinants of qualification. An understanding of hard and soft infrastructure, and
the role of both in improving both mobility and community, is required. The CSAC should be
in place prior to beginning the Director search and mobility service delivery analysis.

Director qualities should include:

e Background in advocacy and policy, as well as community cutreach and engagement;

* Demonstrated aptitude in engineering, planning, and economic development, though
not necessarily professionally certified in any {work experience and accomplishments
should take precedence);

» Experience in leveraging transportation assets to create great places and improve
communities;

s  Ability to work in cross-functional, interdisciplinary teams;

¢ |dentifies context-sensitive solutions and provides meaningful input inte the mebility
and infrastructure policies crafted by senior-level administration officials and the Mayor
himself.

The Mayor's Executive Team, with input from the CSAC and possibly relevant and willing
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Transition Team participants, should assess the capacity of the Department of Public Works’
Bureau of Transportation and Engineering, as part of this process, to determine whether or
not a re-structuring and elevation and broadening of this Bureau’s influence — in accordance
with the scope of a Transportation Director as outlined above — is appropriate rather than
creating a new department. However, if consolidation of mobility service delivery functions
within one transportation department appears necessary, then the CSAC and relevant
Executive Team staff should begin that process.

Is this an immediate or
long term
recommendation?

Long-term, though process should start within the first 100 days and after the CSAC has
been established.

How will this address
our challenges or reach
our goals?

While the efficient movement of people and goods is a primary function of any city,
traditional separation of planning and engineering from the land use implications and
opportunities has created a car-focused transportation network that is detrimental to
neighborhoods, stifles revitalization, creates inequity for those who cannot drive — especially
the disabled — discourages a car-free/light lifestyle and leaves Pittsburgh at a competitive
disadvantage as America undergoes a seismic demographic shift in how we view car
ownership and quality of life.

To modernize and democratize Pittsburgh mobility, improve competitiveness, and connect
more people to opportunity, uniting the disparate transportation-related tasks of Pittsburgh
under a Director of Transportation re-prioritizes mobility demands and re-connects it to the
built environment’s land use that it drives and serves. Without better integration and
autonomy of engineering, construction, planning, and policy development such as design
standards and parking management, the community-creating integrative approach that
combines ped/bike with transit and disability amenities cannot happen.

What are the obstacles
to implementation?

The creation of this position, and the input of the CSAC, will result in a reorganization of
Public Works and City Planning — as well as some adjustments to the Parking and Urban
Redevelopment Authorities. This is particularly the case if it is determined that Pittsburgh
should create a full Department of Transportation as a result of this endeavor. Hence,
significant traditional organizational cultural barriers could stand in the way. Financial
resources might be required as well.

Who needs to be
involved?

Most of the Peduto Executive Team, Department of Public Works, City Planning, Mobility
Advisory Committee, URA, Ped/Bike Coordinator, Pittsburgh Parking Authority, PWSA, Port
Authority, CSAC, disability community.

What city resources
need to be Invested?

Human capacities of the incoming DPW Director as well as the COO and current DPW
Assistant Director (who oversees the Bureau of Transportation & Engineering). Additionally,
the Director of City Planning and Principal Transportation Planner. All relevant infrastructure
authorities should be engaged as well.

Page 3 of 11
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Peduto Transition Teams

Financially, the current leadership and CSAC should discuss the commissioning of a study to
determine best practices of community-building transportation service delivery and the
proper management/organizational structure the city should create to be a national
mobility leader.

What will be different if
the recommendation is
adopted?

Pittsburgh will become a national model for re-connecting people and communities to the
transportation system in an inclusive way, attracting new talent and business to the city and
retaining the talent already growing here. Additionally, Pittshurgh can become a regional
leader that could transform how southwestern Pennsylvania has approached economic
development and the movement of goods and people throughout the region.

Describe any
background materials
that you consulted

* In Boston, outgoing Mayor Menino appointed Jane Garvey (former FAA director,
transportation advisor on Obama transition team) to oversee the implementation of
their Complete Streets initiatives.

o http://www.mitre.org/about/leadership/trustee/ms-jane-f-garvey
s Portland, OR, Director of Transportation:
o http://www.portlandoregon.gov/transportation/article/456821
¢ City of Pittsburgh Dept. of Public Works, Bureau of Transportation and Engineering:
o htip://www.city.pittsburgh.pa.us/pw/html/engineering.html
* NYC Director of Transportation:
o http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/lanette Sadik-Khan

* WDC:

o http://ddot.dc.gov/DC/DDOT/Aboutt+DDOT/Who+We+tAre/Director's+Biography

[Terry+Bellamy

e Seattle:
o http://www. seattle.gov/mayor/contact/team.htm

Have other cities
implemented this
recommendation?

Many cities have Directors of Transportation and; in fact Departments of Transportation. A
brief list includes Boston; Baltimore; Washington, DC; Milwaukee {County); Chicago;
Cincinnati; Portland, OR.

Many cities’ Directors have technical and experiential backgrounds that are not engineering-
or planning-hased, including the ones listed above.

Are there any other
considerations?

Part of the creation of this position should include a look at all transportation functions
currently being performed by the city, and the related hard and soft infrastructure that is
part of the transportation network, to determine the efficacy and feasibility of creating a
Department of Transportation as part of the Directorship creation. CSAC, and relevant
willing Infrastructure and Operations and Economic Development team members, should be
part of this process.
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SUBCOMMITTEE REPORT

(Please use one report for each subcommittee recommendation)

Subcommittee Name Mobility
Subcommittee Chairperson(s) Chris Sandvig
csandvig@pcrg.org

412-391-6732 x208

Title of recommendation

Complete Streets Advisory Committee {CSAC)

Describe the recommendation

Creation of a Complete Streets Advisory Committee (CSAC), made up of
residents, relevant community/nonprofit advocacy groups with citywide
responsibility, industry specialists, and academics, to advise the Director of
Transportation and associated mobility functions of city government, on
policy formulation and implementation. This group can also serve as an
educational and advocacy resource for improved, equitable mobility
throughout the city and the connection of its transportation network to the
greater region.

Is this an immediate or long term
recommenclation?

Immediate — First 100 days. Committee should be in the creation of the
Transportation Director position as well as the position’s selection process.

How will this address our challenges
or reach our goals?

The CSAC would serve as the bridge between the public sector, business, and
the community at large, providing education to the public and to public
officials as well as advising the city on the implementation of Pittsburgh-
context best practices to move pecple and goods throughout the
neighborhoods and economic centers. It also provides a level of transparency
and good governance to the city’s transportation decision-making that is
currently absent.

As the body that would advise planning and implementation, the CSAC would
ensure that the city adheres to the following principles:

s  Prioritize the place-making potential of neighborhood and business
district streets so that they are more comfortable, welcoming, and safe;

s Institute a culture of integrated design into infrastructure repair and
replacement, and utilized cross-functional teams from multiple disciplines
to add value to these projects;

* Accommodate all modes of travel equitably including pedestrians,
bicyclists, transit riders and persons with disabilities;

Page 5 of 11
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Peduto Transition Teams

* Incorporate design features such as rain gardens and use of low-
maintenance materials to create sustainable and environmentally friendly
streets;

* Appropriately utilize cutting-edge technologies to make our streets
smarter, safer, and more comfortable in using existing right-of-way
capacity more effectively.

What are the obstacles to
implementation?

As is the case with many of these recommendations, cultural shifts within the
relevant city departments and authorities are the biggest barriers.

Who needs to be involved?

e Advocacy groups;

¢ Engineers, urban planners/designers {professionals in the field);

+ Neighborhood residents interested in transportation issues;

* Tech/innovation/academic representatives working on cutting-edge
research related to transportation {locally, nationally and globally)

What city resources need to be
invested?

Human capacities of the incoming DPW Director as well as the COO and
current DPW Assistant Director {(who oversees the Bureau of Transportation
& Engineering). Additionally, the Director of City Planning and Principal
Transportation Planner. All relevant infrastructure authorities should be
engaged as well.

Financially, the current leadership and CSAC should discuss the
commissioning of a study to determine best practices of community-building
transportation service delivery and the proper management/organizational
structure the city should create 1o be a national mobility leader.

What will be different if the
recommendation is adopted?

Residents and stakeholders will have a conduit through which to get
information about transportation issues as well as to bring their issues to
government. Additionally, the government body has a panel of community-
minded experts to help guide and shape forward-thinking transportation
policy for the city.

Describe any background materials
that you consulted

http://www.bostoncompletestreets.org/about.php

http://www.bostoncompletestreets.org/people.php

http://www.advocacyadvance.org/site images/content/BPAC Best Practices
Report FINAL.pdf

Have other cities implemented this
recommendation?

Boston, MA, has utilized a similar committee, known as the Complete Streets
Advisory Committee, to guide the development and implementation of its
complete streets policies. Information on Boston’s complete streets program
and advisory committee — including bios of current participants — are
attached to this recommendation. Further infermation may be obtained from
Vineet Gupta, Director of Planning, 617-635-2756
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Many other cities have developed ped/bike advisory committees. While
these have been successful, the consensus of this Subcommittee is that a
cross-functional committee representing all transportation modes and
concerns —empaneled by a variety of knowledgeable and active citizens —
could be transformative for the city.

Are there any other considerations?

The following organizations should be engaged in the creation and
empaneling of the CSAC:

¢  Bike Pittsburgh

e Friends of the Riverfront

s Riverlife Task Force

* Pittsburghers for Public Transit

s Riverlife Task Force

s  Pittsburgh Community Reinvestment Group (PCRG)
¢ Congress of Neighboring Cornmunities (CONNECT)
s 10,000 Friends of Pennsylvania

e Sustainable Pittsburgh

¢ Pittshurgh Downtown TMA

Oakland TMA (OTMA)

Committee for Accessible Transportation (CAT)
AARP

Allegheny Land Trust

Tree Pittsburgh

Allegheny Conference on Community Development
Urban Land Institute, Pittsburgh Chapter

Port of Pittsburgh Commission

Engineers Society of Western Pennsylvania

Page 7 of 11
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SUBCOMMITTEE REPORT
{Please use one report for each subcommittee recommendation)

Subcommittee Name Mobility

Subcommittee Chairperson(s) Chris Sandvig

csandvig@pcrg.org
412-391-6732 x208

Title of recommendation City-Friendly, City-Understandable

Describe the recommendation A major goal should be to be able to safely and comfortably navigate the city
without a personal automehile ~ whether you are from Carrick, Kittanning,
Kitchener, or Cairo. Aspects that this administration should take on include,
among cother items:

s Interconnected bike networks "better bikeways" that are comfortable,
welcoming and safe;

® Upgrade/modernize amenities and street furniture at, and improve
pedestrian access to, transit stops as well as route and connecting
information at busier stops;

e |Improve transit signage and wayfinding in Downtown, Qakland, and
business districts;

* Designating bike share corridors coordinated with bike share station
deployment;

¢ [nstalling and enforcing taxi stands in every business district with larger
ones in entertainment districts;

® Improving the availability of taxis — regardless of carrier — in the city;

¢ Setting standards for the availability of taxis in late-night hours in
entertainment districts by requiring licensed taxi drivers to work a full
shift;

¢ Setting/improving standards for the availability of wheelchair-accessible
taxis;

¢ Providing more comprehensive mohility information, including signage and
maps, at Pittsburgh International Airport, Greyhound, the convention
center, hotels, and Amtrak;

* All crosswalks and sidewalks must meet modern accessibility standards
with audible signals and lighted signals located above the path and lighting
that does not wash out in the sun. The new administration and its
consuitants should do more to engage the disability experts and enforce
standards in intersection retrofits.
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Is this an immediate or long term
recommendation?

Both

How will this address our challenges
or reach our goals?

Accessibility takes on many forms. The transportation system is only one part
of it. The other is the ability to navigate that system. Pittsburgh has,
historically had a for-us-by-us transportation system that is confusing to others
even if they are driving. To be welcoming to the world, attract new talent and
help our residents with the greatest need get around, our entire system must
be more inclusive.

What are the obstacles to
implementation?

The myriad agencies and companies involved in creating an inclusively
integrated transportation system that is comfortable, welcoming, and safe.

Who needs to be involved?

Port Authority, Public Works, City Planning, PennDOT, PA Public Utilities
Commission, Complete Streets Advisory Committee, Allegheny County Airport
Authority, VisitPittsburgh, Pittsburgh Parking Authority, SPC

What city resources need to be
invested?

Staff time of the incoming administration and relevant Executive Team
members is definitely needed, as will be an examination of existing capital and
operating budgets of the city and relevant authorities. These resources could
be used as local leverage for grants from the state, either under the PA
Infrastructure Bank or the recently-created Multimodal Fund.

What will be different if the
recommendation is adopted?

The city will be more open and welcoming to people of all walks of life, people
will be able to visit its major attraction areas without the need of a car,

Describe any hackground materials
that you consulted

http://nacto.org/

Have other cities implemented this
recommendation?

This is a recommendation to bring Pittsburgh on par with other world cities. It
is a cultural shift away from the notion that outsiders don’t come here and
hence there’s no reason to invest in policies and projects that make the city
more welcoming and easier to navigate.

Are there any other considerations?

NA
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SUBCOMMITTEE REPORT
(Please use one report for each subcommittee recommendation)

Subcommittee Name Mobility

Subcommittee Chairperson(s} Chris Sandvig

csandvig@pcrg.org

412-391-6732 x208

Title of recommendation Institute tactical urbanism pilot projects to help make our city

safe, convenient, and comfortable for all

Describe the recommendation Work with community/neighborhood groups and place-creating
nonprofits to deploy “tactical urbanism” — a low-cost method of
changing people’s behavior — to test infrastructure changes like
new paving markings for bikes, reversing parking and bike lanes,
creating pedestrian streets, improving the street-side transit
experience, et¢. Initiate discussions with funding conduits like
the Home Depot’'s Love Your Block and the Design Center’s
Design Fund to create competitive grant programs to fund these
initiatives. /& is best that such initiatives are taken on by the
community and/or nonprofits and not city government, but
support from city government is key to their success.

Is this an immediate or long term Both
recommendation?

How will this address our challenges | Through tactical urbanism, the city can accomplish two goals:

or reach our goals?
1) Quickly and cost-effectively pilot changes to streetscapes

and traffic patterns to determine their real-world
effectiveness before investing expensive engineering and
construction funds in permanent changes;

2) Increase community participation in transportation
decisions by empowering groups — through legal
channels — to test their own ideas about how to make a
host of changes that make streets better.

3) Address some persistent challenges with mobility of the
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disabled and pedestrians on our sidewalks — such as
maintenance, repair and snow removal - by engaging
community groups in pilot projects.

What are the cbstacles to
implementation?

Beyond some paradigm shifts within Public Works particularly,
the city must explore the legal ramifications of such projects on
city streets. Many other cities have successfully used tactical
urbanism {and one local community group is working with Better
Block Inc. on a project), but the legal issues do require attention.

Who needs to be involved?

Public Works, Director of Transportation, Mobility Advisory
Committee, PennDOT {potentially), Port Authority (potentially),
advocates, philanthropy

What city resources need to be
invested?

City police may be needed to protect the constructors of tactical
urbanism projects from traffic, etc., much like other special
events require. Additionally, Events staff should be part of
developing tactical urbanism policy.

What will be different if the
recommendation is adopted?

Through this approach, some transformative projects can
cheaply and guickly be piloted and moved to the
design/engineering phase. With a real-life “prototype” on city
streets, eligibility for funding through various sources might be
elevated due to demonstrated success and community support.

Describe any background materials
that you consulted

A primmer on tactical urbanism:

http://courses.planetizen.com/course/tactical-urbanism-1

The Better Block Project:

http://betterblock.org/about/,
http://teambetterblock.com/about

Have other cities implemented this
recommendation?

Better Block has a perfoermed over 50 projects throughout the
United States over the past several years.

Are there any other considerations?

While there is a national group doing this, Pittsburgh should find
a way to invest in projects using the local fabric of nonprofits
such as BikePGH, Riverlife, GoBurgh, CDCs, neighborhood
groups, and others,
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Making Bicycling and Walking a Norm for Transportation Agencies:

Best Practices for Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committees

A bicycle and pedestrian advocacy committee (BPAC) is

one of the most challenging but rewarding efforts you can

make to improve walking and bicycling in your
communityl. These groups are appointed by elected
officials and are responsible for providing input to
decision makers on bicycle and pedestrian projects,

programs, and policies. BPACs are especially beneficial as

“insider advocates” working within a state, region, or
local government to impact policies and decisions. A
BPAC can be a big step toward making bicycling and
walking “normal” instead of an “extra” — if they are set
up correctly.

Even if your community already has a BPAC, this report
will provide additional guidance and insight. There are
always improvements that can be made in a group'’s
effectiveness. Unfortunately, there are examples across
the country of poorly performing BPACs that are
hampering bicycle and pedestrian efforts through
dysfunctional relationships with advocates or a lack of
credibility with agency staff and decision makers.

This report outlines best practices for advocates and
agency staff who are looking to establish an effective
BPAC in their community, including how to create the
group and how to emulate successes of effective BPACs
from coast to coast.

Report contents:

» BPAC definition and structure

= Benefits and challenges of a BPAC

= Making the case for a BPAC

= Establishing a BPAC

= Recommendations for an effective BPAC

= Case studies: Nashville, Tenn., and Sandpoint, Id.

-advocacy
blend the

11.agerwey, Peter. “Favorable Factors for Bicycling and Walking Investments.” MAP-21 Action 2020.
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What is a Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee?

A BPAC provides guidance to elected officials and others who are making decisions
that impact bicycle and pedestrians and an ongoing process for resident input. This
report focuses on committees for bicycles, pedestrians, and a combination of both
(referring to these committees as a BPAC).

These committees are a significant step forward but are not a substitute for
advocacy groups. There is a role for a BPAC where it can be the most effective.

A BPAC should...
= Actas acheck for elected officials and agency staff
= Expect presentations and chances to give input to agency staff on major
projects (e.g. bridges, street repaving, comprehensive plan)
= Provide constructive guidance on bicycle and pedestrian issues
= Ensure residents have an opportunity to give input and receive a response

A BPAC should avoid...
= Endorsing candidates or any political involvement {(members can act as
individuals, but cannot represent the BPAC)
= Narrowly focusing on members’ pet causes
= Losing sight of the big picture — adding bicycle and pedestrian facilities to a
bridge is more important than a bicycle map update

The table below distinguishes a BPAC from other types of bicycle and pedestrian
organizations, Each has its role in advancing biking and walking, as well as its own
setup and functioning requirements.

A
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Table 1. Definition of Key Bicycle and Pedestrian Group Organizations?

Group Definition

Role: An advisory body appointed by a local
government or a regional planning agency to
advise that entity's decision-making body on
bicycle and pedestrian planning and policy

Bicycle and/or Pedestrian Advisory decisions.

Committee Legal Status: Part of local government structure
{no independent legal status)

Members: Some committees are composed solely
of community members, while others also
contain staff from various government agencies,

Role: A community group that advocates for
impraved bicycling conditions. These groups
often call themselves "bicycle coalitions.”

Bicycle Advocacy Group Legal Status: Non-profit

Members: Comprised solely of community
members

Role: A community group that organizes
recreational bike rides.

Bicycle Club Legal Status: Non-profit

Members: Comprised solely of community
members

Benefits of a Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee

Elected officials and agency staff have a responsibility to make transparent
decisions regarding bicycles and pedestrians. Too often, this is not the case.
Funding choices are based on criteria set without public input or scrutiny; streets
are repaved without a thought of adding bicycle lanes; and school properties are
bought far away from walkable and bikeable neighborhoods. BPACs can provide a
strong mechanism to provide the needed accountability and many other benefits for
residents.

» Bicycles and pedestrians should be regularly accommodated, a part of every
road project, considered by all departments when setting policy and
programs. This mindset takes a strong effort from agency staff and advocates,
and a BPAC can ensure an “inside advocate” voice for bicycles and
pedestrians.

2 |n part from: Nixon, Hilary and Cathy DeLuca. (2012). An Examination of Women'’s Representation
and Participation in Bicycle Advisory Committees in California. Retrieved from Mineta
Transportation Institute website
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As part of a government organization, BPACs allow for transparency and
public input into a variety of decision-making processes. Not only are
projects and programs publically vetted before the BPAC, but they are also
improved. Additionally, the public has an opportunity to give input ata
meaningful point in a project timeline, instead of after a decision is made or
at a final vote at city council,

Communities ready to establish a BPAC have often started making some level
of progress on bicycle and pedestrian improvements. Now they may be
hitting a wall or having trouble moving beyond the “low-hanging fruit,” such
as Bike to Work Day and Share the Road campaigns. BPACs can help spur
innovation by providing a community forum to work through more
complicated issues such as on-street bike parking or stronger school-siting
policies.

At a basic level, BPACs create a focal point for community discussion of
bicycle and pedestrian issues. This discussion works both ways, with
residents given the opportunity to raise concerns and ideas and agency staff
able to respond and put forth their own ideas.

BPACs also act as bicycle and pedestrian historians for a community. They
are required to follow strict requirements for public deliberation,
information sharing, and record keeping. The agendas, meeting minutes,
memos, and other records can be used to track progress over time and revisit
old ideas.

Challenges of a Bicyvcie and Pedestrian Advisory Committee

When done right, a BPAC can create a community that routinely accommodates
bicycles and pedestrians. There are challenges in all steps of establishing and
operating an efficient BPAC that can be overcome given the right resources and will
to do so. Otherwise, a BPAC can do more harm than good. Many of these challenges
are addressed in this report, with advice from advocates and agency staff who have
dealt with them.

4

Balancing bicycles and pedestrians is a common issue in the active
transportation world. Bicycles have the tendency to become the dominant
focus of many boards when the two constituencies are combined.
Communities with adequate resources often create separate bicycle and
pedestrian advisory committees, which have the best results. With a
conscious effort, a BPAC can still be effective in representing both bicycles
and pedestrians. The careful choice of members and board management can
create parity between the two if separate groups aren’t possible.

0
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= Many agencies (and advocates) worry about the most efficient use of
limited bicycle and pedestrian staff time. A community has to consider if
the time spent providing support for a BPAC will be paid back with
supportive policies, better accommodation of bicycles and pedestrians, and
robust infrastructure and programs. Advocates and agency staff should
conduct a cost-benefit analysis prior to working to establish a BPAC,

= The tensions inherent in the intersection of bureaucracy and advocacy
can hamper a BPAC's effectiveness, Advocates may feel that the group isn't
working quickly encugh. Agency staff may feel that the group is just another
check on a project development list. Finding ways to address this dynamic,
especially through the rules governing the BPAC, is a constantly evolving
challenge with varying solutions depending on the circumstances.

* A major opportunity, such as the creation or revision of a bicycle master plan,
is often the impetus for starting a BPAC. But long-term goals and work
plans may be difficult to determine or agree upon. Some BPACs end up
simply listening to presentations rather than instigating changes within an
organization. The BPAC members, advocates, and agency staff should
constantly be working together to identify a jointly established work plan to
advance biking and walking.

Before Establishing a BPAC: Making the Case '

Making bicycling and walking a normal part of a transportation agency’s practices
can have a huge impact. Establishing an effective BPAC is an important step towards
this goal. Still, there are often concerns from staff, elected officials and others about
forming a BPAC.

Here are answers to several common questions about BPACs.
How can a BPAC help bicycle and pedestrian agency staff?

A community considering a BPAC has some level of support for bicycles and
pedestrians within the government. But the community may be hitting a wall in
advancing bicycle and pedestrian improvements, or ready to move beyond the low-
hanging fruit.

"The metropolitan planning organization’s BPAC helped develop almost all aspects
of our regional bicycle and pedestrian study and the 2035 Regional Transportation
Plan,” says Leslie Meehan, Director of Healthy Communities at the Nashville Area
Metropolitan Planning Organization. “The group also developed the scoring criteria
[supporting multi-modal transportation projects, including bicycles and
pedestrians] and ranked projects.”
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These types of innovative projects
(e.g. revising funding decision
criteria) can be supported and
championed by a BPAC.
Additionally, a BPACis an
opportunity for agency staff and
advocates to work together. This can
lead to new understandings and
relationships that can further spur
bicycle and pedestrian projects and
programs.

How should bicycle and pedestrian  § Iy

dagency staff be involved with a A pedestrian/walkability audit in

BPAC? Linden, Michigan
] . . Credit: Michigan Municipal League

The value of bicycle and pedestrian staff to a transportation

agency is that they make walking and bicycling normal. This

is the best use of limited staff time and an efficiently

operated BPAC can help.

Most communities have committees with a staff liaison. This likely will mean the
bicycle and pedestrian coordinator for most transportation agencies. There is value
in having a BPAC with professional help. Here are some suggestions for how to
manage bicycle and pedestrian staff time spent working with the BPAC:

» Ensure the BPAC chair knows how to run an efficient meeting (e.g. respects
time limits, encourages everyone to participate, keeps members on topic)

= Assist the BPAC chair prepare the meeting agenda, if needed — keep a list
of potential topics

» Identify a BPAC member to record the meeting and prepare minutes

»  Work with other agency staff to identify projects that may benefit from
BPAC review — help them prepare a presentation and answer questions

» Share the agency's annual bicycle and pedestrian work plan and an end-of-
year progress report with the BPAC

» Be clear about the role as liaison — staff is responsible to the transportation
agency, not the BPAC

How can a BPAC facilitate community discussion on bicycle and pedestrian
issues?

Commissions and advisory groups are a great way to include residents in the
decision-making process. This can include the board members themselves,
residents, neighborhoods, community groups and others who want their voices
heard. Showing elected officials that there is community support for bicycling and

Iy
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walking can be a key role of a BPAC, as well as ensuring a project or program will
address the needs of the community.

“The BPAC originally was slated to advise the Transportation Committee, but was
expanded to include the Planning Commission,” says Peter Schultze-Allen, City of
Emeryville, CA. “This allowed input on development project plans from BPAC
members that is then incorporated into the staff report to the Plan Commission and
potentially the development plans.”

In this case, the city is using the BPAC as a formal venue for developers (and
potentially others, such as the transportation agency, urban renewal authority, etc.)
to seek advice and consultation on bicycle and pedestrian improvements. Over time,
the BPAC's recommendations become commonplace to the point that they are now
included in plans as a matter of fact (e.g. institutionalization).

A BPAC also provides a chance for residents to simply listen to what's happening in
the local bicycle and pedestrian community.

“I started attending the Milwaukee Bike Task Force meetings for Bike to Work Week
updates, and kept attending because [ enjoyed the discussion and felt | could
contribute from personal experiences,” says Roger Retzlaff of Milwaukee, Wis.

How can a BPAC support the work of a committee focused on general
transportation?

All modes of transportation must be planned for and implemented knowing that
there are impacts and relationships between them. However, the experience of
many advocates and agency staff is that some modes can take priority over others.
Too often, bicycle and pedestrian systems are engineered by people who only have
the perceptions of a motorist and who have not placed themselves in the actual
condition of having to use a facility?.

Even within a BPAC, this can still be an issue. “While most of the attendees
understood bicycle issues, they were really lacking sensitivity to pedestrian
concerns because they either used a car or bike to get around,” Retzlaff says.

The obvious solution: If your committee combines bicycles and pedestrians ensure
it has diverse representation, and includes several members specifically
representing pedestrians.

Should bicycles and pedestrians be combined, or kept as separate groups?

The amount of staff time available for the committee is often the biggest factor in
deciding if bicycles and pedestrians should be combined. The best use of limited

3 Retzlaff, Roger. Email interview. 22 June 2012,
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staff time is working to make bicycles and pedestrians a normal part of the
transportation system. Bicycles and pedestrians should be separate committees if
there are sufficient resources. This ensures that pedestrian issues are not
overshadowed by bicycles, the single biggest problem in combined committees.

In many commuities separate groups are not possible, due to a lack of political will,
limited staff availability, or the desire to minimize the number of committees, A
combined BPAC can still be effective provided:

* There are members with both pedestrian and bicycle expertise

* The chair has practical experience and expertise on both pedestrian and
bicycle issues

» Pedestrian issues are a regular, signficant part of the agenda and discussion
(see the Sandpoint, ID case study for more information and ideas)

What is the best way to ensure the BPAC members are good representatives of
the bicycle and pedestrian community?

It is important to have BPAC members who are representative of a region’s diverse
bicycle and pedestrian community. The first step is to ensure the BPAC bylaws
require members that represent different geographic areas, organizations and
agencies, and types of bicyclists and pedestrians.

A strong application process is also necessary to vet potential BPAC members.
Many communities require a cover letter and resume, along with a formal interview
(often with agency staff, elected officials, and current BPAC and transpaortation
committee members). This process ensures applicants will be productive members
and provide a needed skill set or perspective. Term limits are also helpful to avoid
“volunteer burnout” and have new members with new ideas and perspectives.

Once on a BPAC, members should be subject to clear expectations for their
participation. This can be stated in general or specific terms. The Tucson-Pima
County BAC has a membership goal to “identify new ways to support the region’s
diverse bicycling culture.*” The City of Beaverton, Ore., BAC specifically requires
members to attend all meetings, be familiar with city transportation plans, codes,
and policies, and be active participants in committee deliberations in a public
setting.s

4 Bicycle Advisory Committee. Retrieved from Tucson-Pima County Bicycle Advisory Committee

website: http:/ /biketucson.pima.gov/
5 Membership Requirements and Expectations. Retrieved from City of Beaverton, Oregon website:
http: / /or-beaverton.civicplus.com/index.aspx?NID=456
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Setting Up a BPAC: When to Establish

The long-term success of a BPAC is, in part, tied to when it was established. If
premature {e.g. before the committee can be properly supported by agency staff),
the committee may have trouble gaining and sustaining momentum, finding a
purpose, and positively impacting bicycling and walking.

When determining whether to establish a BPAC, the proper representatives must be
involved: elected officials, advocates, transportation staff, existing boards that may
work with the BPAC, and the community. Often the impetus will come from a
planning effort or the need to address a bicycle or pedestrian issue in the
community. Here are some signs your community may be ready to establish a BPAC:

* Some level of progress on bicycle and pedestrian projects and programs has
been made (e.g. bicycle lane network, Safe Routes to School program,
Americans with Disabilities improvements)

* There are supportive community leaders, particularly an elected official, city
manager or county executive

» There is a specific purpose for forming a BPAC (e.g. bike plan, creating safe
pedestrian routes)

= The community (and hopefully transportation agency) is ready to move
beyond “low hanging fruit” (e.g. share the road signs, educational pamphlets)

®=  The bicycle and pedestrian community is asking for a voice in government
decision-making

Becoming Formally Established

While a BPAC can be established on an ad hoc basis, it is best when the group is
formally established. The governing council that the BPAC will advise should
establish the group, often by resolution or executive mandate. See the appendix for
the resolution establishing the Davis, Calif,, Bicycle Advisory Committee.

There are effective BPACs that are not formally established or explicitly associated
with the government. However, groups that are effective in the long-term at
normalizing bicycling and walking are more likely to be formally established. This
accomplishes several things:

» The group immediately gains credibility to do work that will have an impact
on decision makers. They are making a statement that they need and want
outside expert input on bicycle and pedestrian issues. This can also be due to
high-profile members® such as a school principal or an established advocate.

= The group has a degree of autonomy that cannot be taken away when
decision makers don't like what the group is saying. Ad hoc groups may be

6 Rodney, Andrew. Email interview. 19 June 2012.
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disbanded when administrations change or programs are defunded. A
formally established group becomes institutionalized and can work to do the
same for bicycles and pedestrians.

» Formal establishment also allows for a public discussion about the purpose
of the group, what it should be accomplishing, and evaluation reporting to
decision makers (such as an annual report). This is also an opportunity for
decision makers to publicly show leadership on bicycle and pedestrian
issues.

When establishing a BPAC it's important the group is given clear means to influence
decision makers. As the goal is to regularly accommodate bicycles and pedestrians,
having access to elected officials and other leaders is their community is key. This
can be accomplished in several ways:

= Independent Group: Many communities have a variety of boards and
committees advising the city council. A BPAC can be given the responsibility
(via resolution or executive mandate) to weigh in on policies, programs, and
projects that will impact bicycles and pedestrians, and advise decision
makers.

* Subcommittee of Existing Group: This approach is similar to an
independent group but part of a larger transportation advisory committee,
allowing a community to examine transportation as a whole, while still
facilitating separate review of bicycle and pedestrian issues.

= Mayoral Advisory Group: A similar approach as above, but often effective in
communities with a strong mayor form of government. Groups, such as
Chicago's Mayor’s Bicycle Advisory Council, provide expert advice and
guidance for a chief executive empowered to make transportation decisions.

Recommendations for Operating an Effective BPAC

This section summarizes many of the technical aspects common to successful
committees. For more in-depth information, please see the appendix and the reports
listed in “Further Reading.”

Represent the Community’s Diversity

The best BPACs have members representing a variety of viewpoints from different
professions, personal backgrounds, experiences, and interests. The easiest way to
ensure diverse representation is to have strong bylaws that require members to
mirror the makeup of local bicyclists and pedestrians. This means men, women,
minorities, recreational and commuter cyclists, senior citizens, students, business
owners, environmental and social justice advocates — anyone who is part of the
bicycle and pedestrian community.
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Those making decisions are not always as representative as the wide spectrum of
residents who bike and walk. The stereotype of a bicyclist as a man clad in Lycra
does not match the reality in many communities. Women are riding more, and
becoming more involved in advocacy and their local communities. Ensuring a full
spectrum of perspectives is necessary to ensure that your community's bicycle
network is serving everyone.

A study published by the Mineta Transportation Institute in 2012 (see below for
link) found significant barriers to women participating in a BPAC and recommends

steps to address the issues:

Table 2. Encouraging Female Representatives on a BAC.

Education About the Committee

“New members” orientation, education materials on board policies and practices

Mentoring throughout the application and appointment process

Targeted Recruitment Efforts

Expand outreach to organizations in which women and minorities are very active

Encourage existing members to seek out potential applicants for the board (using
existing relationships or creating new ones)

Policy and Procedural Changes

Chair ensures all members are educated on the challenges to participation faced by
other members

Chair facilitates meetings in a format that prevents dominant members from
controlling and/or limiting discussion

Members ensure adopted plans, policies, and programs address the concerns and
viewpoints of the desired BPAC demographics

Create and Follow an Annual Work Plan

The role of an advisory group serves to shape that group’s work plan?. The vision for
a BPAC is best captured in an annual work plan. See the appendix for the Olympia,
Wash., Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee 2012 work plan.

7 Building a Better BPAC: Statewide Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Group Best Practices. Retrieved
from Rutgers University Alan M. Voorhees Transportation Center website:

http://policy.rutgers.edu /vic /bikeped/reports /Building a Better BPAC final.pdf
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Develop Strong Bylaws
Similar to an annual work plan, strong bylaws will ensure a BPAC runs efficiently
and remains true to its original purpose. See the appendix for the Portland, Ore,,

Bicycie Advisery Committee bylaws.

Strong Partnership with the Advocacy Movement

BPACs and advocacy organizations
need to co-exist and work together.
The success of this partnership
depends largely on the structure of
the BPAC, which should never be a
replacement for an advocacy
organization.

According to a report from Rutgers
University: “Advocates should
organize independent organizations
that operate outside of the state
mandate and have the fleibility to
puSh 4 SpeCiﬁC agenda without compromisingﬁ" Residents in Santa Cruz give testimony about the

impacl of rumble strips along a section of the
Pacific Coast Highway (Hwy 1)

PO o e e R e et e TR

While a BPAC and advocacy organization may have the
same goal, they do not often employ the same tactics. Credit: Richard Masoner /Flicks

In Berkeley, Calif,, the past BPAC chair was also a

member of a local advocacy group. This enabled him to

be involved in the BPAC, having the connection to local government and instilling
bicycles and pedestrians in the organization. He also has been able to bring the bike
community's input to the BPAC and use the group to enhance local advocacy efforts.
This resulting relationship between the BPAC and advocacy group has worked well
for the group and staff.? As a different agency staff noted: “The most effective BPAC
members are the ones that are active in their communities and use the BPAC to help
advance their issues when necessary.1%”

Conversely, the Brookline, Mass., bicycle advisory committee was established but
has been limited in many ways. This group functions as a blend of an independent
advocacy group and BAC. Local officials often ignored advice and the BAC had no
way to “embarrass them back to the table.” Open government laws also prevent

8 Building a Better BPAC: Statewide Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Group Best Practices. Retrieved
from Rutgers University Alan M. Voorhees Transportation Center website:
http://policy.rutgers.edu/vte/bikeped /reports/Building a Better BPAC final.pdf

9 Anderson, Eric. Email interview. 15 June 2012.

19 Henderson, David. Email interview. 15 June 2012,
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members of the BAC from meetings with more than three people without public
notice — an unworkable situation for an advocacy group. The end result of this
blending was that the group had no credibility with or ability to impact local
officials, and was thus ignored. But they also didn't have enough independence as an
advocacy group, and couldn’t engage in the necessary tactics to support bicycling.!*

A successful relationship requires separate roles and structures for a BPAC and
advocacy group. According to a report by Rutgers University: “Many of the states
and cities with the best reputations for bicycling and walking are home to highly-
organized and dynamic advocacy organizations, many of whom have members
serving on advisory groups. This enables bicycle and pedestrian advocates to wear
two hats — one as an agent for change within the politically independent advocacy
realm and one as an advisor to the state bringing different and needed insights to
the process,12”

Further Reading

Building a Better BPAC: Statewide Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Group Best
Practices (Alan M. Voorhees Transportation Center)
http: //policy.rutgers.edu/vtc/bikeped /reports/Building a Better BPAC final.pdf

An Examination of Women’s Representation and Participation in Bicycle Advisory
Committees in California {Mineta Transportation Institute)
http://transweb.sjsu.edu/project/1034.html

11 Furth, Peter. Email interview. 15 June 2012,

12 Building a Better BPAC: Statewide Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Group Best Practices. Retrieved
from Rutgers University Alan M. Voorhees Transportation Center website:
http://policy.rutgers.edu/vic/bikeped/reports/Building a Better BPAC final.pdf
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Case Study: Growing to Fund Bicycles and Pedestrians in Nashville

The Nashville Area Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) first created a BPAC
as a working group for a regional bicycle and pedestrian study conducted in 2008.
At the time, it was a guiding committee, and was not formally created by the MPO
Executive Committee,

A total of 23 people were invited to join the BPAC from across the Nashville region.
Members include bicycle and pedestrian advocates from each county, as well as
public works staff, police, non-profit leaders, and private citizens. Over the past few
years, the BPAC's main work plan has included:

* Regional Bicycle and Pedestrian Study (2008-09): The study established a
strategic vision for walking and bicycling in the region. This vision fed into
the larger regional transportation plan and future funding priorities.

* Regional Transportation Plan {2010): Working with MPO staff, the BPAC
helped develop scoring criteria supportive of bicycles and pedestrians, and
reviewed proposed projects. Since making these changes, the number of
funded road projects that include bicycle and pedestrian elements has grown
70%.

* MPO Surface Transportation Program (STP) Funding: The BPAC
advocated for policies to establish a 15 percent set aside for bicycle and
pedestrian projects in the MPQO’s transportation improvement program.

There are several key takeaways:

While not formally established by a resolution or executive mandate, the BPAC's
capacity has grown over time in a similar way to an advocacy organization. The
group came together to work on a specific issue {Regional Bicycle and Pedestrian
Study), but, through the work done on that project, the BPAC increased its visibility
and credibility with local and regional elected officials and the public. This allowed
the BPAC to move on to larger, more complex issues, such as the regional plan and
funding criteria projects. The BPAC is using its credibility to support and enhance
the work done by MPO staff.,

The BPAC has expanded the capacity of their advocacy organization members.
These established groups are still able to engage in advocacy outside of the BPAC.
Additionally, they now have relationships with agency staff and elected officials. As
an example, the MPO and advocates worked hard to ensure an acceptable rumble
strip policy for bicyclists from the Tennessee Department of Transportation. The
end result was a workable policy, as well as new relationships with DOT staff. In this
case, the BPAC did not hamper the abilities and tactics of advocates.

For more information visit http://www.nashvillempo.org/regional plan/walk bike/.
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Case Study: Adding a “B” without losing the “P” in Sandpoint, {daho

Sandpoint created a pedestrian advisory committee (PAC) almost ten years ago.
This was the result of residents realizing the need to improve sidewalk conditions in
their community. In particular, Molly O'Reilly, now a member of the America Walks
board, thought, “advocates exist for bicycles, but we don't really have any for
pedestrians.” O'Reilly came back with the idea of creating a PAC to address the city's
pedestrian issues.

Table 3. Pedestrian Advisory Committee Agenda Ideas

Agenda Ideas

Inventory and Recommend Improvements to Sidewalk Connections

Develop a Pedestrian Demand Map

Prioritize Pedestrian Capital Projects

Pedestrian Connectivity Requirements in Zoning Code

Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) Compliance

Multi-Use Trail Sharing Issues

Review/Input on Plan Commission Agenda Items

Inventory and Improve Unsafe Pedestrian Intersections

Maintaining Pedestrian Access in Construction Zones

Establish/Enhance a Safe Routes to School Program

For 10 years, the PAC worked to improve the pedestrian environment in Sandpoint.
Then the mayor decided to merge the PAC with an existing BAC. The combination
did not go well: The BAC chair, while very well-versed in bicycle issues, was not
interested in pedestrian issues and the new meeting agendas started to reflect this
imbalance. “Who and how you have to relate to in order to understand bicycle and
pedestrian issues isn't too different,” O'Reilly says. “But the issues and expertise
required to address them is very different.”

Over time, the group attempted to return some parity between the two. The bicycle-
focused chair eventually resigned and was replaced with a chair focused equally on

both issues. Still, it has been a challenge to ensure both bicycles and pedestrians are
given equal weight on the committee.
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O'Reilly’s advice for comrmunities looking to address pedestrian issues on an
advisory committee:

= Pedestrians and bicycles should be separate groups if possible. The larger
the geographic area, the greater the importance of separate groups

= [fthe groups are combined, there needs to be minimum membership
requirements and members who are able to understand and represent
both bicycles and pedestrians

* In communities with muitiple advisory groups, make sure they
communicate with one another. Joint meetings can help groups come to a
solution that upholds the values of each group nor bind agency staff with
incompatible recommendations.

For more information visit http://www.citvofsandpoint.com/committees.asp.
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*  MassDOT law

= Davis, Calif, resclution

»  QOlympia, Wash., work plan
= Portland, Ore., bylaws
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General Laws: CHAPTER 21 A, Section 11A
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http: /fwww,.malegislature. gov/Laws/General Laws/Partl/ TitleII/Chapter’

Massachusetts Lavs

Massachusetts Constitution
General Laws
Session Laws

Rules

Tue 187 ™ GrneraL COURT OF

SO THE COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS options |
Bills State Budget People Cammittees Educate & Engage Events Redistricting
General Laws
Print Page
PART I ADMINISTRATION OF THE GOVERNMENT
{Chapters 1 through 182)
PREV NEXT
TITLE II EXECUTIVE AND ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICERS OF THE
COMMONWEALTH
PREY NEXT
CHAPTER 21A  EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENTAL AFFAIRS
PREV  NEXT
Section 11A Bicycle and pedestrian advisory board
PREV NEXT

Section 11A. There is hereby established within the office of planning and programming a

bicycle and pedestrian advisory board. The board shall oversee the state’s bicycle and

pedestrian activities and advise the bicycle and pedestrian program office. The board shall

consist of the secretary of transportation or his designee; the secretary of environmental

affairs or his designee; the administrator of highways or his designee; the commissioner of

envirenmental management or his designee; the commissioner of the department of

conservation and recreation or his designee; the general manager of the Massachusetts Bay
Transportation Authority or his designee; the colonel of state police or his designee; the
commissioner of public health or his designee; the executive director of travel and tourism or
his desigree; 1 representative of a regional planning agency; 7 non-governmental members
who shall be appointed by the governor upon recommendation of the co-chairmen of the
board; 3 of whom shall be experts in bicycle safety; 1 of whom shall be a representative of the
commercial bicycle industry; 3 of whom shall be representatives of bicycle organizations; and
7 members who are experts in pedestrian transportation. The bicycle and pedestrian program

manager shall serve ex-officio. Each appointee shall serve without compensation for a term of

2 years and may be reappointed to serve for not more than 3 consecutive terms. Two
chairmen shall be selected by a majority vote of the board members but at least one of the
chairman shall not be an employee of the commonwealth, The advisory board shall meet at
least 4 times each year. The board shall monitor the implementation of the Massachusetts
statewide bicycle transportation plan and the Massachusetts statewide pedestrian
transportation plan and assist the bicycle and pedestrian program office in preparing future
plan updates. Initially, the non-governmental members shall be appointed by the governor,
chosen from a list of qualified applicants fairly representing the various geographical regions
of the Commonwealth, as provided by the Bicycle Coalition, also known as MassBike, a
state-wide bicycle advocacy organization and by WalkBoston, 2 metropolitan area pedestrian

organization.
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RESOLUTION NO. 07-040, SERIES 2007

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF DAVIS REGARDING THE
STRUCTURE AND PURPOSE OF THE BICYCLE ADVISORY COMMISSION

WHEREAS, this resolution supercedes Resolution 06-174 related to the structure and purpose of the
Commission; and

WHEREAS, the City Council relies on Boards and Commissions to provide advice and information on
subjects within the Commission’s scope; and

WHEREAS, the City of Davis is known worldwide for its high level of bicycle use for transportation and
recreation for nearly four decades; and

WHEREAS, the City of Davis has developed a substantial system of bicycle facilities to enhance and
encourage the use of bicycles as a healthy, efficient mode of transportation having minimal environmental
impact; and

WHEREAS, the City of Davis wishes to enhance the use of bicycles for transportation and recreation by
promoting efforts in the areas of bicycle education, enforcement, engineering and encouragement; and

WHEREAS, many residents in Davis possess knowledge and expertise in the areas of bicycle
transportation and recreation which may be beneficial to this purpose of this cornmission.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Davis creates a Bicycle
Advisory Commission to achieve the following:

1. PURPOSE

The Davis Bicycle Advisory Commission is to develop options to achieve the goals of the city’s
Comprehensive Bicycle Plan, and to recommend changes to the plan, as necessary, to achieve its
purposes.

As an advisory body of the Davis City Council, the commission is established and guided by the
following documents:

a. Davis Anti-discrimination ordinance; and
b. Commission Handbook; and
¢. Commission Policy Guidelines

2, MEMBERSHIP
The Bicycle Advisory Commission shall consist of seven (7) members, one (1) alternate and one
(1) Ex-Officio member. All voting members of the Bicycle Advisory Commission, regular and
alternate, shall be appointed by the City Council. The UC Davis Bicycle Coordinator shall serve

as the Ex-Officio member,

The alternate member shall not vote except upon one of the following conditions:



Resolution No, 07-040

a. Absence of one (1) or more of the regular members of the commission.

b. Disqualification of a regular member of the commission because of an expressed conflict of
interest.

TERMS OF OFFICE

Members of the commission shall serve a term of four (4) years, or until their successors are
appointed. For purposes of establishing staggered terms, appointments may be for terms varying
between one (1) and four (4) years as the Council may decide. No members shall serve for more
than two (2) consecutive terms, except under special circumstances,

TERMINATION OF APPOINTMENT

The term of appointment of any member of the commission who has been absent from three (3)
consecutive regular or special meetings, or who has missed more than 1/3 of the meetings ina 12-
month period, without the approval of the City Council, shall automatically terminate.

Members of the Bicycle Advisory Commission serve at the pleasure of the Council and may be
removed from office by a majority vote of the Council.

VACANCIES

Vacancies on the commission shall be filled for the unexpired term in the same manner in which
regular appointments are otherwise made,

OFFICERS OF THE COMMISSION

The members of the Bicycle Advisory Commission annually shall select one of its members as
Chairperson and one (1) of its members as Vice Chairperson. No chairperson or vice chairperson
shall serve more than two (2) consecutive years as chair.

a. THE CHAIRPERSON of the commission shall call the meetings to order at the appointed
time, shall appoint all committees, subject to the approval of the commission, shall have all
the powers and duties of the presiding officer as described in “Rosenberg’s Rules of Order:
Simple Parliamentary Procedures for the 21* Century,” and shall perform such other duties
as may from time to time be prescribed by the commission,

b. THE VICE CHAIRPERSON of the commission shall have all the powers and perform all
the duties of the Chairperson in the case of absence or inability of the Chairperson to act.
The Vice Chairperson shall perform such other duties as may from time to time be
prescribed by the commission or the Chairperson.,

MEETINGS OF THE COMMISSION

The Bicycle Advisory Commission shall establish a regular time and place of meeting and shall
hold regular meetings. Special meetings of the commission may be called by the Chairperson, or
by any four (4) or more voting members of the commission, with permission of the Council
liaison or the City Council. Personal notice must be given to all members of the commission. If
personal notice cannot be given, written notice must be mailed to such members at least twenty-
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Resolution No, 07-040

four (24) hours prior to said meeting, unless said notice requirement is waived in writing by said
member.

8. QUORUM
For the purpose of transacting business, a quorum of the Bicycle Advisory Commission shall
consist of four (4) of the seven (7) members. An alternate member shall be counted as a full
voting member for purposes of attaining a quorum,

9. FUNCTIONS OF THE COMMISSION

The Bicycle Advisory Commission shall have the responsibilities as provided in this section and
such other duties as the Council may, from time to time, decide:

a. Study and make recommendations regarding the city’s Comprehensive Bicycle Plan and
report such information to the City Council.

b. Make recommendations on any matter of bicycle safety to the Council.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Davis on this third day of April, 2007 by
the following vote:

AYES: Asmundson, Heystek, Saylor, Souza, Greenwald
NOES: None

ABSENT: None

18/
Sue Greenwald
Mayor
ATTEST:
18/

Margaret Roberts, CMC
City Clerk
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Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee - 2012 Work Plan

BPAC will hold full committee meetings every other month in 2012. In addition to the full committee meetings, Subcommittees will continue to
meet as needed.

Section 1. 2012 Policy Issues - Recommendations to City Council

Consistent with past practice, committee recommendations are forwarded to the full Council as part of the report for the relevant Council agenda items,
often as an attached memo authored by the Chair or committee and/or an oral report by the Chair at a Council meeting. Unless otherwise noted, staff
estimates that there is sufficient professional and administrative staff time to accomplish the Section #1 in 2012.

Professional staff liaison to BPAC is Kerry Tarullo.
Administrative staff support for minutes, etc is provided by Caroline Inions.

Estimated Percent of Overall Committee Effort: 35%

Title Committee Budget
Deserintion Lead and Staff Commitment Schedule SR
P Commitment P
Committee Hours reflect working with the | Estimated timeline
hours, not committee, not total project from start to
individuals. staff time. finish.
1.a. Comprehensive Plan Update Process: Review Apr: staff draft
first staff draft of updated Comp plan. released
' Oct: City Council
public hearing
Dec: adoption
1.b. Neighborhood Walkability: Review and Full Transportation Planning March - July None
recommend new priorities, projects, and funding committee: Staff:
options to address neighberhood walkability issues,. 2 hours 4 hours
Deliverables: |dentifying processes for soliciting
sidewalk and pathway projects from neighborhoods
including the Clear Sidewalks campaign. Consider

City of Olympia — BPAC 2011 Work Plan 1
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funding options for programs, and general outreach to
neighborhoods to increase walkability.

1.c. Capital Facilities Plan: Review bicycle and
pedestrian related CFP programs and grant priorities
during the City’s annual update.

Deliverable: Provide comments on CFP projects and
programs to Planning Commission and City Council.

Full
committee:
2 hours

Transportation Planning
Staff:
2 hours

July - September

None in short
term.

1.d. Special Projects and Studies: During policy
development phase, provide recommendations on
studies and special projects, such as the West
Olympia Access Study Phase Il and others as directed
by Council in the scope of work for the project or
study.

Deliverable: Recommendations to City Council as
identified in project/study scope.

Full
committee:
1-2 hours
depending on
projects

Transportation Planning
Staff:

2-4 hours depending on
projects

Ongoing

Budget implications
addressed through
larger project
scope.

City of Olympia — BPAC 2011 Work Plan
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SECTION 2.

2012 Program Implementation and/or Input to Staff

As programs are implemented and administrative procedures developed, staff often consults with committees for their input and perspective. input from the
committee is considered by staff in implementing the program or policy. This work is secondary to the primary committee purpose of policy recommendation

advice to the City Council.

Unless noted under “Budget Implications,” there is sufficient staff time/resource available in 2012 to accomplish or advance these items.

Estimated Percent of Overall Committee Effort: 65%

s Committee
'I]J-]efs[»iription Lead and Staff Commitment Schedule ?mugﬁigtions
Commitment
2.a. Neighborhood Pathways Program Full Staff time: March through None
Participate in the development of the program and committee: 4-6 hours April - possibly a
the evaluation and approval of project proposals. 2-4 hours special meeting
held in April
Deliverable: Approving projects for development in between regular
the Neighborhood Pathways program. meetings
2.b. Bicycle and Pedestrian Public Information and | Fuil Transportation Planning Ongoing None
Education Review: Review draft informational committee: Staff:
materials such as web pages, utility inserts, and the 1-4 hours 1-4 hours Public info and
Bike Parking Guide brochure before presented to the education to be
public. done within
existing resources.
Deliverable: Input to staff on public information.
2.c. Bicycle Friendly Business Program: Explore the | Full Transportation Planning March - None in 2012.
potential value of a program to recognize businesses | committee: Staff: September A future BFBP
who go above and beyond to increase cycling at their | 1 hour 2-6 hours proposal and any
workplace. funding will be
Sub- presented to
Deliverable; Input to staff on program value and committee: Council in a future
scope. 3 hours year for

consideration.

City of Olympia — BPAC 2011 Work Plan
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2.d. Code Enforcement: Explore and understand Full Code enforcement staff: 1-2 | On-going None anticipated
code enforcement issues as they relate to committee: 1-2 | hours
bicycle/pedestrian issues. hours Transportation Planning

Staff: 1-2 hours
2.e. Project review: Provide feedback or make Full Transportation Planning On-going None anticipated
recommendations on City bicycle- and pedestrian- committee: Staff:
related CFP projects and relevant County or State 1-2 hours 2-4 hours
projects.
Deliverable: Comments to staff on scope, design,
implementation issues.
2.f. Grant Project Development: Participate in Full Transportation Planning On-going None anticipated
setting priorities for bicycle and pedestrian related committee: Staff:
grant projects 1 hour 2 hours

Deliverables: Comments to staff on project priorities.

City of Olympia — BPAC 2011 Work Plan




EXHIBIT A

BYLAWS OF THE CITIZENS BICYCLE ADVISORY COMMITTEE
<Revised and Adopted 13 July 2010>

ARTICLE I. PURPOSE

The purpose of the Citizens Bicycle Advisory Committee of Portland is to advise the Mayor and
City Council and all departments of the City on all matters relating to the use of the bicycle as a
means of transportation and recreation. The responsibilities of the committee shall include but
are not limited to:

Seection 1. Bikeway Policy
a. Review and make recommendations on planning documents prepared by City
departments affecting the use of the bicycle as a transportation and recreational mode.
These shall include but are not limited to the Comprehensive Plan, Arterial Streets
Classification Policy, Neighborhood Plans, area-wide Development Plans, and the
Central City Plan.

b. Review and make recommendations regarding funding priorities for Bicycle Program
activities and Capital Improvement Projects insofar as they relate to bicycling.

c. Monitor activities of other jurisdictions as they affect bicycling in the City.

Section 2. Bikeway Implementation
a. Review and make recommendations on Capital Improvement Projects developed by City
departments and outside agencies to ensure that adequate consideration is given to
bicycles.

b. Review and make recommendations regarding Bikeway Signing and Improvement Plans.

c. Advise Bureau of Transportation staff on issues related to public involvement in Bikeway
improvement projects with the goal of developing a consensus among the affected public.

Section 3. Education and Enforcement
Advise City staff on issues related to promoting bicycle safety and education.

Section 4. Citizen Input
Encourage citizen participation in identifying problem areas, reviewing existing facilities, and
planning and implementing new projects and programs.

ARTICLE II. MEMBERSHIP

Section 1. Composition of Committee
The membership of the committee shall consist of thirteen (13) members with full standing and
up to seven (7) alternate members.



Section 2. Appointment
a. Qualifications: Any adult resident of the Portland Metropolitan area shall be eligible for
membership. Applicants should have an interest in promoting the use of the bicycle for
transportation and recreation, have good interpersonal skills for working on a committee,
and make a commitment to attend monthly meetings and participate in the work of the
committee. Members who are not residents of the City of Portland will be expected to
serve as liaisons with their local jurisdiction.

b. Becoming a Member: Invitations to apply for membership will be offered to the
community at intervals not to exceed three years. Applications for membership are made
through the Transportation Commissioner.

A membership subcommittee shall be formed to review applicant’s qualifications and
make recommendations for membership.

c. Appointments: Upon recommendation by the committee, members and alternates may be
appointed by the Transportation Commissioner. The Chair may appoint alternate
members to full standing when vacancies occur. Alternate members may also be
appointed to serve in place of a member in case of an extended absence.

Section 3. Tenure
a. Length of Service: Members shall serve for a three-year term and may reapply for
membership.

b. Removal of Voting Members: If any member is absent without good cause from three
consecutive regular meetings, the Chair may declare this position vacant,

ARTICLE III. OFFICERS

Section 1.

There shall be a Chair and a Vice-Chair for the committee. Each officer shall serve a two-year
term or until their successors are elected. The Vice-Chair shall succeed the Chair. Terms shall be
based on the fiscal year beginning in July and ending in June.

Section 2.

A nominating subcommittee shall be formed biannually at the March meeting. The
subcommittee shall report at the April meeting and elections shall be held at the May meeting to
be effective in July. Additional nominations from the floor shall be permitted at the May
meeting.

Section 3.
The officers shall be elected by majority vote. Elections shall be held by ballot.

Section 4.
it is the intent that no officer should serve more than two consecutive terms in the same office.

ARTICLE IV. MEETINGS



Section 1, Monthly Meetings

A regular monthly meeting shall be held on the second Tuesday of the month in the Portland
Building, unless otherwise agreed upon. Time and duration of the meeting shall be determined
by the committee.

Section 2. Conduct of Meetings
a. A majority of members (seven) with full standing shall constitute a quorum for the
transaction of business at any regular meeting.

b. Only members with full standing shall have the right to vote on committee business.

c. The act of a majority of the members with full standing present at the meeting at which
there is a quorum shall be the act of the committee.

d. Burcau staff shall be responsible for meeting minutes and establishing and distributing
the meeting agenda.

ARTICLE V. AMENDMENTS TO BYLAWS

The committee may amend the bylaws at the beginning of the fiscal year by a majority of
members (seven) present at the meeting, provided that a written notice of the proposed
amendment is distributed to members not later than a week before the regularly scheduled
meeting.



