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Process

. Define “greenway”
. Review plans
. Field investigation

1
2
3
4. Determine alignment
5. Public review

6

. ldentify primary, alternative & spur ;
alignments el

7. Analyze greenway segments
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Background

* Project
Introduction

* Trail Benefits

Similar Plans
Toolkit

TRAIL SURFACE

TREATMENTS

TOOLKIT

BUFFER

As an alternative to the proposed bridge systems, a boardwalk

system may be possible. These systems are typically made of

wood or possibly structural recycled materials and are designed to

span act w lying areas that may be inundated. A b

system may

grading would tradit I

significant grade cha systems should
onstructed with “non-slip” ing als, railings and

kick railings with openings no greater than 4 inches in diame

and a minimum height of 42 inches. Any proposed boardwalk or

bridge system should consider potential environmental ir

maintenance requir hicle loading/ equirements,

and alignm considering each structure type.

of expected users, both today and in the
future. It is important to remember that a trail
accommodates two-way traffic and w

ake or pass someone walking
ing the safety of someone
ng in the opposite direction.

The AASHTO Bike Guide has established 10
feet as the standard minimum width for a
shared use tr; tra foot (11 feet) enables
the middle of a trail to function as a passing
lane, which incre the volume of users that
can be comfo accommodated. s

ing especially high use, such as trails near

, separating padestrians and bicyclist
BUFFER on two separate trails is recommended.

Best practice design for crossings at each of the crossroads of the
park, as well as adjoining roadways, is key to ensuring that trail and
park users are able to utilize th e as safely and co

possible. General improvel

ramps, cros:

curb extensions are the types of

the proposed intersections to address si




Mapboo

e Corridor details

WA
NG

Lower Thru Trail

* Alignment and
surface types

trail could connect to the
Old Main Line Rail Trail via a

bridge over the nver

* Photo
documentation

Woodstock




Implementation Matrix

Trail Section (length, surface, width, bridge)
* Description

on Road is a2 major trail acce:

Jurisdiction/Agencies

. rdC ( fo o
Property Ownershi
p y p would be needed along the rail line to the unimproved parking lot at Old Frederich

needed with this alignment.

* Design & Construction Costs
* Environmental Analysis

ENGINEERING CALCULATIONS

ON: Howard County

* Phase e i

ONS: Roughly 200ft of bridge needed to

* Implementation Support T

Program Natio
ation Fund. Americ

(TION: No




Patapsco Greenway

35 mile linear corridor
65 miles of corridor evaluated

53 miles recommended
75% within public right-of-way




EMERGENCY
VEHICLES
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