Transportation Benefits
As a transportation network, the U.S. Bicycle Route
System provides numerous benefits including cost
effective spending, high return on investments, and
preferred travel routes for cyclists.

A Reduction in Air Pollution,
Greenhouse Gas Emissions, and
Congestion
As a zero-emission vehicle, increased bicycle use
reduces the amount of air pollution and greenhouse
gases, both of which are rising. The U.S. Department of
Energy reports that transportation energy is expected to
increase 19% between 2010 and 2035. 1 Bicycles
occupy much less space than motor vehicles, easing
roadway congestion, and interest in bicycle travel is
increasing. The number of personal trips made by bicycle increased 30% between 1990 and 1995.2

Cost Effective Spending
Bicycles are low cost to purchase, maintain, and insure, and require zero gasoline consumption.
Public infrastructure costs are also lower than motor vehicle and public transport.3 Furthermore,
80-90% of the U.S. Bicycle Route System will ideally be on existing (as is) facilities. Infrastructure
investment might include adding shoulders and providing access to bridges, tunnels, or other
important links.

A High Investment Return
Bicycle facilities increase tourism dollars. From 1987 to 2006, the North Carolina DOT invested
$6.7 million dollars in public funds to construct a network of bicycle facilities along Outer Banks.
The annual economic impact has been $60 million and 1,407 jobs supported, an approximate
nine-fold return on the initial investment.4

Elevated Infrastructure Priorities
Designating routes on the U.S. Bicycle Route System can increase awareness about, and the need to
address, a lack of facilities and infrastructure along the route. Projects otherwise without funding
might be more likely to receive funding if designated as a U.S. Bicycle Route. Furthermore, findings
from a recent study indicate that higher investments in bicycling and walking transportation have a
higher mode share and are safer for bicyclists and pedestrians. 5

Related Research
New York City’s Green Dividend (PDF) was released by the CEOs for Cities in April 2010. The

Green Dividend is a calculation of various benefits New Yorker’s enjoy due to driving less.
Communities Benefit! (PDF, 680k) showcases 10 outstanding projects that demonstrate the power
of the Transportation Enhancements (TE) program to catalyze positive change and economic rebirth
in local communities.
Whose Roads? Evaluating Bicyclists' and Pedestrians' Right to Use Public Roadways (PDF): This
report shows that non-motorized modes have clear legal rights to use public roads, that
non-motorized travel is important for an efficient transport system and provides significant benefits
to users and society, that less than half of roadway expenses are financed by motor vehicle user fees,
and pedestrians and cyclists pay more than their share of roadway costs.
Liability Aspects Of Bikeway Designation (PDF/640k) by John English. This document establishes
cyclists as legitimate road users.
Michigan Bicycle and Pedestrian Design and Liability Presentation (PDF/5.1M) demonstrates how,
under Michigan law, the pursuit of safe design for bicyclists and pedestrians poses no additional risk
of liability. The four areas the presentation focuses on are: 1) Bike Lanes in cities and villages; 2) 4
lane–3 lane conversions “Road Diets”; 3) Mid-block pedestrian crossings; and 4) Signing rural
road/shoulders as bike route.
The Transportation Research Board published NCHRP Legal Research Digest 53 (PDF) which
notes an extremely low incidence of reported cases where a tort claim was filed specifically based
on whether or not an agency designated a particular facility as a bikeway. Most claims arise from
allegations that the transportation agency or landowner had notice of a hazardous condition and then
failed to either correct the condition or provide adequate warning of the condition. Designation of
the facility as a bikeway may have little bearing on claims of this type, as an agency may be
responsible for these conditions on all roadways and pathways open to bicycle travel.
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