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Proposed solutions
•�pAdd sidepath along South Mingo Road to connect 
to the proposed sidepath along East 101st and East 
111th Street South

•�pInitial sidepath installation could focus on 
connecting offset subdivision entrances and new 
mid-block crossings between them

•�pAdd crosswalks at the intersections of South Mingo 
Road and East 101st Street and East 111th Street 
South and a signal at Mingo and 111th.

•�pInstall mid-block crossings along South Mingo 
Road at key driveways and entrances 

�)�R�U���G�H�V�L�J�Q���V�S�H�F�L�d�F�V���R�Q���W�K�H�V�H���U�H�F�R�P�P�H�Q�G�H�G��
facilities, see Appendix A: Design Guidelines.

South Mingo Road from East 101st Street and East 11th Street South

�0�L�G���E�O�R�F�N���F�U�R�V�V�L�Q�J���Z�L�W�K���U�H�I�X�J�H���P�H�G�L�D�Q

�6�L�G�H�S�D�W�K���F�U�R�V�V�L�Q�J���Z�L�W�K���W�H�[�W�X�U�H

�:�L�G�H���V�L�G�H�S�D�W�K���I�R�U���V�K�D�U�H�G���E�L�F�\�F�O�L�V�W���D�Q�G���S�H�G�H�V�W�U�L�D�Q���X�V�H�6�L�G�H�S�D�W�K���F�U�R�V�V�L�Q�J���D�W���U�R�D�G�Z�D�\
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Bicycle Network Recommendations

The bicycle facility recommendations for Bixby 
were developed through the process described in 
Chapter 2, including a number of conversations 
and reviews with City staff in the Planning 
department. These recommendations connect 
neighborhoods, commercial centers, schools and 
other major destinations with a range of facility 
types appropriate to the given street type. For 
instance, Dawes Avenue is a relatively low-volume 
street with residential development at the east 
end and commercial development with on-
street parking toward the west end. Shared lane 
markings here are recommended to connect the 
proposed sidepath on Memorial Drive to proposed 
bike lanes on Riverside Drive.

The set of recommendations for Bixby was 
prioritized according to the process described 
in Chapter 4 incorporating measurable variables 
that define the safety and connectivity of projects, 

among others. The results of this process are 
included in Appendix C. The prioritization process 
is only a tool in determining how a city should 
go about implementing projects. Other factors 
such as grant opportunities or development may 
enable a city to develop the network in an order 
not consistent with the priorities. The list in the 
appendix should be used as a guide and not as an 
implementation schedule. While this prioritization 
listed represents a quantitative assessment of the 
projects, the City should also consult this Plan 
whenever street reconstruction or resurfacing 
projects occur to capitalize on programmed 
project investments. 

The City’s main goal in implementing the bicycle 
network recommendations is to connect to the 
regional trails system. As such, projects leading to 
a connection with the Creek Turnpike Trail should 
be prioritized for seeking funding.

BIXBY TOTAL MILEAGE COST PER MILE TOTAL COST

Signed Route 8.12 $ 800 to 18,500 $6,000

Shared Lane Markings 3.90 $33,400 $130,000

Bike Lane 1.50 $71,600 $108,000

Sidepath 10.62 $719,000 $7,639,000

Trail 25.27 $888,100 $22,441,000

Total 49.42 $30,324,000
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