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TRAIL TYPE CROSS SECTIONS 

On—road Trail Routing 
 
On-road or shared roadway routes are the most 
common type of cross section in the Roscommon 
village area.  In order to connect east-west 
traversing the village street and M-18 grid or north-
south, Fifth St. (Old M-76)the, and the Au Sable 
River itself, trail users must utilize a combination of 
designated signed shared roadway (one-side), bike 
lanes (both sides), or on-road bike routes (both 
sides—signed only) - see cross section on pp.4-3. 
 
Examples of proposed designated shared roadways 
might occur on the south and north leg routes of 6B 
along M-18 and County Road CR-103, if off road 
shared use trails (and necessary easements) are 
not possible.  An important component of Segment 
1 is the utilization of existing wide shoulders along 
the north side of M-18 which connects town to the 
Lancewood and the existing road bridge access. 
 
Examples of important roads to for which striped 
bike lanes are proposed include, Fourth Street and 
Main Street. Road widths, use and traffic volume 
and speed warrant implementation and 
maintenance of bike-lanes for these primary routes. 
Sidewalks missing in some areas of these corridors 
should also be added to establish the best 
“complete street” cross-section for all users. 
 
Examples of on-road bike routes include Division 
and South, Sheley, George and Pleasant, and 
Seventh Streets in town and Tisdale and 
Lancewood on the north side of the River State and 
South, Robinson and Bellanger Streets. 
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TRAIL TYPE CROSS SECTIONS 

 
Bike Lanes  (3-5’ width—both sides of roadway) 
 Distance, Destination, Direction  
 6” Solid White Line  
 Bike Lane Symbol and Arrow Centered In Lane  
 Bike Lane Sign (Optional)  

 

On—road Trail Routing 
 
Shared Roadway  
 Distance, Destination, Direction  
 Can be used on all  facility types  
 Recommendation: Generic “Bike Route” Sign (D11-1) 
 should be used in addition to route information or 
 infrastructure (bike boulevard) 
 No Specific Width 
 Low Traffic Volume 
 Low Posted Speed < 35 mph desirable  
 No Additional Pavement Markings Needed  
 Often Times, Residential Roads Meet These Criteria  

 
 
 

The quiet street character of Pinecrest and George streets are perfect in 
town examples of where adding simple bike routing signage to aid 
wayfinding would improve the system. 

The wide street character of Main and Fourth Streets facilitates large volumes of 
cross-town traffic which can move at 35+ mph regularly. These streets are good in 
town examples of where adding bike lanes and signage as well as considering 
intersection crossing improvements  would increase safety and aid in wayfinding.  
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TRAIL TYPE CROSS SECTIONS 

Off—road Trail Routing 
 
Optimally, off-road shared used pathways can be 
implemented for maximum recreational value, 
safety and access.  In Roscommon several locations 
provide and opportunity to develop off-road shared 
use pathways. 
 
Examples of proposed shared use pathways which 
utilize either proposed easements, existing road 
Right-of-Way or both for their alignment include; 
Segment 1 along M-18 from Hilltop to Wallace Park, 
parts of Segment 6B which could connect the south 
end of town to CR-103 and occur in the M-18 ROW.  
These areas may or may not see on-road bike use 
as well and may be signed as such depending on 
user input and observed use.  
 
Segment 5 -  may be mostly separated from the any 
roadway corridor by utilizing county controlled land 
on the Fire Training Ground Facility lands. Similarly, 
portions of Segments 4, 6B in the vicinity of the 
Senior Center and state land to the south could be 
developed. 
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TRAIL TYPE CROSS SECTIONS 

Trail Routing (special considerations) 
 
Several locations in the master plan present unique 
situations either due to full urbanized road corridors 
which do not allow for new off routes and may 
require on-road bike lanes be added. This may be 
considered in the “downtown” blocks of 
Roscommon on M-18 and Fifth Streets, but 
generally the proposed routes keep primary routes 
one block off of these heavily traveled routes. 
 
In some cases due to a desirable route traversing 
difficult terrain such as wetlands in the case of the 
proposed connector through existing utility corridor 
to Gahagan Preserve, or the east-west connector off 
of Southline Rd. near the new Library, wetland 
boardwalk is the only option.  This is by far the most 
expensive alternative for a trail route, but at the 
same time can provide some of the nicest 
experiential routes.  
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TRAIL TYPE CROSS SECTIONS 
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4.3  TRAIL CROSSING CONSIDERATIONS 
 
Crossing priority is given to non-motorized trail users  
 
 Clearly marked crossings help clarify responsibility  
 Signalization guidelines available for crossings of busy, wide, or 

high speed highways  
 Education and enforcement are needed to address cultural 

concerns 
 
  
 
 
 

 

 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 

TRAIL TYPE CROSS SECTIONS 
 
 
Pedestrian actuated, not a steady flash  
 
 High levels of driver compliance  
 Relatively Low Cost  
 Compliments other crossing elements  
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Midblock crossings  
 
 Designed to cross at right angles  
 Curves in the path should slow approaching bicyclists, increasing 

the likelihood that they will see approaching traffic and vice versa  
 Advanced warning signs on roadways (specified distance before 

crossing) 

 


