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To : Honorable Chilmark Board of Selectman

From: Deborah Packer
Summited December 21, 2020

Agenda ltem Request for Discussion:
BOS meeting on January 5, 2021

The Construction of a Shared Use Path (SUP) along North Road
versus Implementing a “Share The Road Campaign”.



Chapter 1515 Shared-Use Paths
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Notes:
* A separation greater than 5 feet is required for path user comfort. If separation greater than
5 feet cannot be obtained, provide barrier separation in accordance with Exhibit 1515-4c.
* See Chapter 1600 for roadway clear zone design guidance for fixed objects.

Two-Way Shared-Use Path: Adjacent to Roadway (> 35mph)
Exhibit 1515-4b
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Notes:
* Itis desirable for the cross slope to slope toward grass areas for drainage.
* See Chapter 1610 for barrier design. Pedestrian rail height minimum is 42 inches.

Two-Way Shared-Use Path: Attached to Roadway (>35mph)
Exhibit 1515-4c

COMPLETE STREETS: Shared Use Path

The Compete Streets and TIP grant projects proposed by the MVC, use criteria from
standardized urban models. The urban model criteria standards will be required to

be used in the design and construction of the North Road SUP.

“The 199 Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities has established that such
paths should have a minimum desirable width of 10 feet with 2 foot clear zones
adjacent to the path. A minimum path width of 8 feet may be considered where the

following conditions prevail: (1) bicycle traffic is expected to

be low, even on peak days or during peak hours, (2) pedestrian use of the facility is
not expected to be more than occasional, (3) there will be good horizontal and
vertical alignment providing safe and frequent passing opportunities, and (4) during

normal maintenance vehicle loading conditions that would not
cause pavement edge damage.”



30f4

Martha’s Vineyard Commission Proposal
The Planning, Grant Acquisition and Construction of a Shared Use
Path (SUP) along North Road to Menemsha

SUP on North Road:

The MVC is planning the construction of the Complete Streets:
Transportation Improvement Program ( TIP ), SUP along side
North Road to Menemsha.

A construction of a SUP, will require the removal of large shade
trees, vegetative cover, the disturbance of stone walls, widening
of the road, relocation of utility poles and the infringement of
wetland and conservation buffer zones.

The requirement of easements to complete the SUP has often
led to eminent domain taking of private land on the Island of
Martha’s Vineyard.

VS

Share the Road Campaign on North Road

Continuing to preserve and protect the character of Chilmark’s
scenic roads *, shade trees, stone walls, wetlands, conservation
areas and wildlife habitat, while encouraging safe travel for all users.

* Town of Chilmark and The Town of West Tisbury have adopted the “Scenic
Roads Act”. Under the Massachusetts General Laws. Section 15Cc and the
Martha’s Vineyard Commission Designation of the Island Road District as a
District of Critical Planning Concern.
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