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What is it good for? 

– Avoiding dooring crashes 

– Reducing sidewalk  
and wrong-way riding 

– Reducing aggressive  
passing behavior 

– Encouraging bicyclists’  
control of a travel lane 

– Reinforcing message that 
bicyclists are legitimate  
road users 







 Study overview 
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“I was always under  
pressure to do less” 
 

- James Mackay 
Former Denver Bicycle Planner 
Inventor of American Sharrow 
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