


 
California Association of Bicycling Organizations 

 

 
Attention: Gina Espejo 
Transportation & Environment Committee 
City of San Jose, California 
 
August 29, 2020 
 
Dear Committee Members: 
 
I am the District 4 South director for the California Association of Bicycling Organizations 
(CABO). I am writing to express its concern about one aspect of the city of San Jose’s Better 
Bike Plan 2025. 
 
The purpose of CABO is to promote a favorable climate for bicycling in California, by 
representing the interests of cyclists before the appropriate governmental bodies to protect 
cyclists’ rights and promoting laws, policies, and actions that treat cyclists equitably. 
 
Page 39 of the draft Plan describes the various bikeway types, including Class III, commonly 
known as Bike Routes, where cyclists may use the travel lane with motor vehicles because the 
street is not wide enough to fit a Bike Lane. 95 miles of Class III Bike Routes exist in San Jose. 
 
CABO believes, and the California Vehicle Code 21200 substantiates, that bicycling belongs on 
these Class III routes just as much as they do on any public roadway or dedicated bikeway. Over 
the past few years, we have endorsed the addition of Shared Lane Markings (“sharrows”) on 
Class III Bike Routes too narrow for side-by-side sharing with motor vehicles. Sharrows are 
large white bike-symbol stencils on pavement endorsed by various highway departments, 
including CalTrans – as remedial efforts to effect/change behaviors – behaviors based on the 
mistaken belief that bicycling must occur out of the way, or as far right as possible. Where 
sharrows are legal, the law already overrules such thinking. For more information regarding the 
utility of sharrows, please refer to the appendix following this letter. 
 
When I attended the kick-off public meeting about Better Bike Plan 2025, city staffer John Brazil 
stated something not written in the bike plan draft, namely that a plan goal was to eliminate use 
of sharrows in San Jose. 
 
When I contacted John afterward, he indicated that, in fact, sharrow use would continue in the 
city where appropriate. 
 
However, at a July 2020 meeting of the San Jose Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee, 
another member of John’s staff stated that sharrows were “obsolete” and indicated that they 
would disappear as each respective street was repaved. 



 
We are very concerned about the message staff is communicating to the public about the utility 
of sharrows, and implications about where cyclists may ride. And our concerns are magnified by 
the fact that miles and miles of Class III facilities are, in fact, a part of Better Bike Plan 2025. 
 
We would like to see the city preserve and maintain existing sharrows on Bike Routes. CABO 
also recommends use of sharrows on narrow travel lanes adjacent to Class IV bikeways. 
 
We request that a commitment be made to preserve and maintain sharrows on San Jose Class III 
Bike Routes. Such a commitment would be a welcome improvement to Better Bike Plan 2025. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Scott Mace 
District 4 (South) representative and board member 
California Association of Bicycling Organizations (CABO) 
 
 
 
 
Appendix: Utility of Shared Lane Markings (“sharrows”) on Class III Bike Routes 
 
A. Assist bicyclists with lateral positioning in a shared lane with on-street parallel parking in 
order to reduce the chance of a bicyclist’s impacting the open door of a parked vehicle, 
B. Assist bicyclists with lateral positioning in lanes that are too narrow for a motor vehicle and a 
bicycle to travel side by side within the same traffic lane, 
C. Alert road users of the lateral location bicyclists are likely to occupy within the traveled way, 
D. Encourage safe passing of bicyclists by motorists, and 
E. Reduce the incidence of wrong-way bicycling. 
F. Assist bicyclists with lateral positioning within a traffic circle or roundabout, 
G. Supplement a signed bicycle route that is identified as a Class III bicycle facility, and 
H. Encourage the lateral positioning of bicyclists away from on-street angled parking, and 
I. Indicate that a bicycle can travel straight through a right-turn or left-turn only lane. 
 
Source: 2012 California MUTCD Section 9-C.07, referenced at 
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/safety-programs/camutcd 
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Espejo, Gina

From: Andreas >
Sent: Sunday, August 30, 2020 11:02 PM
To: Espejo, Gina
Subject: Comment on Bike Plan 2025 for Aug. 31 Transportation and Environment Committee 

meeting

 
 
[External Email] 
 
 
 
Greetings, 
 
I currently work in North San Jose (Rose Orchard Way) and bicycle commute from Fremont. I am ecstatic to see that 
several roads that I travel on will have their bike lanes upgraded to protected lanes in the Better Bike Plan 2025 and 
hope it can be done soon. 
 
Overall, I think the plan is great, especially its emphasis on protected infrastructure and well designed intersections. I 
can personally attest to the importance of the latter as I had my leg shattered in 2016 when a driver violated my right-
of-way in an intersection. I’m healed and back on my bike, but there are still too many intersections I encounter where 
the road layout encourages conflicts between vehicles and bikes. From my perspective, full implementation of the plan 
across the entire city cannot come soon enough. 
 
I wholeheartedly support the Plan  and hope it is forwarded to Council and approved there. Most of all, I hope it gets 
funded and implemented quickly. 
 
Sincerely yours, 
 
Andreas V. Kadavanich 
 
 
 
 
 
This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 
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