Comments on UVC §1-(new)-Shared-use path:  
Comments by John Fisher

The two sentences should be combined into one, by stating up-front that it may be used by pedestrians, as well as bicyclists.  It could read, "A path used by bicyclists and pedestrians (including skaters, users of manual and motorized wheelchairs, and joggers), and other authorized motorized and non-motorized users, that is outside of the traveled way and physically-separated..."

Comments by the League of American Bicyclists

We are worried about this definition for two  reasons: 
1. bikeway is undefined in the UVC and may be misinterpreted or misapplied by states, and 
2. this definition could cause confusion regarding the use of on-road separated bicycle infrastructure, such as a cycletrack. 
These concerns would be particularly important in the 19 states that define vehicle in a way that does not include a bicycle. These concerns should be balanced against the positive aspect of the proposed definition for cyclists, that it says that shared-use paths should be designed for cyclists.
Proposed Alternative Language (changes are highlighted):

§1-(new)- Shared-Use Path—a bikeway pathway outside the traveled way and physically separated from motorized vehicular traffic by an open space or barrier and either within the highway right-of-way or within an independent alignment. Shared-use paths are primarily also used by bicyclists and pedestrians (including skaters, users of manual and motorized wheelchairs, and joggers) and other authorized motorized and non-motorized users.
Comments by Zoubir Ouadah

Change “bikeway” to “pathway”.

Change "within an independent alignment" to "within a separate alignment"
Line 7: start with “In addition to bicyclists, shared used paths…."
Comments by Robert Seyfried

The definition seems to imply that a "shared use path" is intended for bicycles, but that pedestrians are also allowed to use it. The definition should give equal priority to bicycles and pedestrians in use of path.
Comments by Virginia DOT

Return to committee for changes to provide an appropriate definition and correct ambiguities. VDOT comments/recommendations are as follows: 

BACKGROUND/COMMENTS 

The proposed shared-use path definition is too bike-centric. It is inappropriate in a prejudicial sense to define a shared-use path as a bikeway, or primarily as a bikeway with the other uses being ancillary to the bike. A suggested replacement wording is: A path for multiple travel modes, outside the roadway and physically separated from motorized vehicular traffic by an open space or barrier and either within the highway right-of-way or within an independent alignment. Primarily intended for pedestrians and bicycles, shared-use paths may also be used by skaters, users of wheelchairs, joggers, and other authorized non-motorized and motorized users. 
The definition, as presented, is somewhat ambiguous with respect to motorized users. The first sentence implies that a shared-use path is for bicycles, and excludes motorized users, since the sentence calls for separation from motorized users. The last sentence states that shared-use paths are also used by “other authorized motorized and non-motorized users.” The ambiguity is if certain authorized motorized vehicles are permitted or excluded from shared-use paths. In Virginia, local regulations would define the permissible uses of a shared-use path, and in some cases motorized traffic may be allowed, while in other cases motorized traffic may be prohibited. If the intent of the “authorized motorized users” wording was intended for law enforcement and service vehicles only (i.e. not vehicles driven by the general public), we do not believe there is a need to specifically mention these vehicles in the definition, as the same provisions that allow law enforcement and service vehicles to operate off of a roadway would presumably allow these vehicles to operate on a shared-use path typically closed to motorized vehicles. If the NCUTCD determines that this statement should remain, then an amendment to read; “and authorized service vehicles to include mounted law enforcement” 
Suggest the Committee give consideration to adding a definition of “cycle tracks” to the UVC. Cycle tracks are similar to bike lanes, but are separated from motor vehicle traffic by a small barrier or row of parked vehicles. With greater use of cycle tracks and protected bike lanes, these should be defined as well since a shared-use path alongside a roadway and a cycle track are often confused and used interchangeably.
Comments by David Woosley

Recommend changing 'bikeway' to 'path'.

