@@@Obm dge
network
plan

| Bicycle use in Cambridge
e 5 \ increased

. from 2002-2012

o)

Bicycle miles traveled in
Cambridge increased by : 5

in less than a decade o

Bike Crash Rate Trend

20 O

15 o o

10

Bicycle Crashes per Million BMT

1
2012 2014

25 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
NN
% 1000 18
o
\Q@D N < » Bicycle crash rates have
\ O s,
S iy SR | | LAkl e, Carhplis |0 TNMAN %, > o o
DT\ Gyl |y o M T ey E o decreased in Cambridge by
, i (4] C 8 Mbriglera . b, N y, “‘O g
/ < A dw°y® %% gers 9 ,,, 700 & 3
I /‘ _ (Y ' A %o 'E; 600 a\e_\“ Tg
Qs; Ly = -
/ é/ ‘ \\ SO%O 5 % Q.\C\ L 10 :
= \ g‘f“y, ) %@L CENTRAL -\ _% 500 \5{\\;\‘0 é’
= v _ / ° 400 2
BICYCLE COUNT STATIONS o Q Mainsst 00 W > s
KENDALL S29rellow:BY; o
— e TR 300 = ® ® ®
\ . * in the same time period
o0 ‘ ‘ ‘ | / y 200 o~ - 4
, o | > W\/ \ ,
2004 2005 2006 \ O ) / _ 'l OO \\/ .
existing bicycle facilities (2014) AN . - — . | | | | | | | | | | | | | | . BIC)’Cle
shoreduse pth == 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Miles Traveled
iy (BMT) is an adaptation of
0 7 2V the traditional traffic planning
tool Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT). It
BICYC I.E CRASH FREQUENCY is an estimate of overall usage during
a specific timeframe and is useful for BICYCLE CRASH
Cor, calculating exposure to crashes. The SEVERITY
Cord"’fn . ALL RE PORTE D BICYC LE C RASH ES BMT along these corridors is derived BY PROPORTION
p""e/\ . 2 2 004_2 O 'I 2 by applying national standards for OF CRASH TYPE
/ N Y 7 — estimating usage to the bicycle 2004-2012
A TN , counts recorded throughout
/ LAY the city.
A ALEWIFE total number of crashes

s
( ‘ | +
\ 5 ] ‘
e ,
Q'
4
S
y
Y
K

; % @ f K /
53
v o2 / 3 ,
- ?ree“ 5 \loo /

!

X

KENDALL 1engfellowsBricy.

| | “\e“\o(\o\()‘ » .
/ _ —
@@@ﬁ@m clge | N
1CY/C — -
eI :
[@ Cllip o I O 1 | 1 Miles
o Va 2 Ya 1

not-reported

incapacitating

=

BICYCLE CRASH TYPES AND TRENDS

PRIMARY CRASH TYPES

"

cambrjelge

bicye
nefWor
p|amn

(o)
/s,
—_— = 32 N ,9
" —7L Mt-Auburn.St o Cqmbridge St \_)'-?_\_—,-NMANs L)\ T ’)of'o, > =
- -~ HARVARD <y 1 —~ \/\ B, S
y " . %9 ~ % ' Sy el N A
L 22 /2 SR 42 ) (" 4 - -
i ' \ (e rood 2 8 28 ¢ . "y BN
/ \ \ . b t R 4 Mg Gayspull==W.ECHMERE N\
| Q° Y, L o) s
’ / Q 3 “ods, 6 N Ve” S\
/ . — \ Se;’s‘q L) J)‘, ) .
S \ Q) 20, 4= @
. D> s\ N CENTRAL @ & /
‘\,_ Gree“oo / | 21 g /
=
~ 7 | \Western AvE o .-;‘) % A S g I
-\,e‘ . )
- o S S /
W N\ Lo" ; il ]
\ ? ~2 KENDALL JCloW:Bridge
. . /
.2 0S ’
| G0
/ o Q) N\e“‘o _ i
I —
\ (W -
- /
~ _—
: - = - -
I o >1 | 1 Miles

BICYCLE CRASH ANALYSIS

BICYCLE CRASHES PER MILLON BICYCLE MILES TRAVELED (BMT)
AND PREVALENT CRASH TYPES BY CORRIDOR 2004-2012

Crashes per Million BMT Prevalent Crash Types
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Note: Crash rates are only
calculated for those roads
which have sufficient bicycle
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