
stops as yields 
 
safety effects of the idaho law 
 



ordinance proposed 

• Punta Gorda – Chapter 23, 
– Section 23 – 24 Bicycle Traffic 

 (a) A person operating a bicycle or electric assisted bicycle approaching 
a stop sign shall slow down and, if required for safety, stop before 
entering the intersection. After slowing to a reasonable speed or 
stopping, the person shall yield the right-of-way to any vehicle in the 
intersection or approaching on another street so closely as to constitute 
an immediate hazard during the time the person is moving across or 
within the intersection or junction of streets, except that a person, 
after slowing to a reasonable speed and yielding the right-of-way if 
required, may cautiously make a turn or proceed through the 
intersection without stopping.  

 

 (b) A person operating a bicycle or electrical assisted bicycle 
approaching a steady red traffic control signal shall stop before 
entering the intersection, except that a person after slowing to a 
reasonable speed and yielding the right of way if required, may 
cautiously make a right hand turn without stopping or may cautiously 
make a left hand turn onto a one-way roadway without stopping. 



background 
 Passed in 1982, the “Idaho Law”: 
 

Modeled into law by Dillon, Breckinridge, 

Aspen and Summit County, CO. 
 
 •  Allows bicyclists to treat: 
 

• Red light as stop sign. 

 
 

• Stop sign as a yield sign 
 

Source: http://www.velorution.biz/images/Velorution%20- 
 %20Yield%20sign%20held%20by%20girls%20small.jpg (accessed May 3, 2008) 
 

Advocates in other states, including California, have proposed this, but 
 politically it is difficult, particularly given opposition from high-level “vehicular 

cyclists.”  Ordinances passed in Dillon, Breckinridge, Aspen and Summit County. 
 

The studied the effects of this law. 
 • To better understand the benefits and drawbacks of the law would better 

inform the debate over whether to adopt the rule in other states. 

 



states with dead red laws 

 
Many cyclists 

do these 

things on their 

own — 

without even 

knowing 

they're 

enshrined in 

law anywhere 

— because 

they make 

sense, in 

terms of the 

energy 

expended by 

a cyclist as he 

or she rides. 



arguments for 
 Many everyday bicyclists support this designation.  They argue: 
 

• A bicycle is a hybrid between car and pedestrian; 
 - Pedestrians (including runners and people using wheelchairs) don’t have to stop, and 

can travel just as fast with lower visibility and lower manoeuvrability; 
 - Motorists usually don’t stop either, but present more risk & do more damage; 
 - Bicyclists are more motivated to and better able to identify and avoid danger 
 - Better sensory awareness (hearing, seeing, vibration) 

 - Travel speeds are slower 
 - Choosing speed to take intersection enhances safety and mobility 
 

• The Stop on Red, Yield on Stop promotes bicycling; 
 - The energy to stop and start is very significant; 

 - The law codifies existing behaviour, so would reduce penalization and resentment 
 - Tethering bicycles to motor vehicle rules is bicycle inferiority complex and squanders 
the energy and versatility benefits of bicycling; allow bicycling its full glory 
 

• Signs and signals are an imposition of motor vehicle dominance. 
 - Walkers and bikers wait at expensive signals designed to maximize motor throughput 
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why cyclists do this already 

• In 2001, physics professor Joel Fajans conducted tests on California 
Street in Berkeley — an official bike route with tons of stop signs — 
and found he was able to maintain an average speed of 10.9 miles per 
hour without breaking a sweat. On a parallel street without stop 
signs, he could cruise about 30 percent faster — 14.2 miles per hour — 
with the same amount of energy. 

 

• He also calculated that a cyclist who rolls through a stop at five miles 
per hour instead of stopping fully needs to use 25 percent less energy 
to get back to full speed. 

 

• This explains why many cyclists roll through stop signs so often. Of 
course, the simple fact that people often do something that's against 
the law doesn't mean the law should be changed — but here are a few 
reasons why it really should: 



reasons for stop on red, yield on stop 

• Because of their slower speed and wider field of vision (compared to cars), 

cyclists are generally able to assess whether there's oncoming traffic and make 

the right decision. 

 

• The low-traffic routes that are safer for bikes are the kinds of roads with many 

stop signs. Currently, some cyclists avoid these routes and take faster, higher-

traffic streets. If the Stop on Red, Yield on Stop were legalized, it'd get cyclists 

off these faster streets and funnel the bikes on to safer, slower roads 

 

• Would also make bikes more predictable 

 

• 30 years of data. Public health researcher Jason Meggs found that after Idaho 

started allowing bikers to do this in 1982, injuries resulting from bicycle 

accidents dropped. When he compared recent census data from Boise to 

Bakersfield and Sacramento, California — relatively similar-sized cities with 

comparable percentages of bikers, topographies, precipitation patterns, and 

street layouts — he found that Sacramento had 30.5 percent more accidents 

per bike commuter and Bakersfield had 150 percent more 



what is stop on red, yield on stop? 



arguments for 
• Because of the positive externalities of cycling, bicycle laws should be designed to 

allow cyclists to travel swiftly and easily, and this provision allows for the 
conservation of energy.[5] 

• By allowing cyclist to get in front of traffic, they become more visible, and in so 
doing, safer. 

• Current laws were written for cars, and unlike cars, it is easy for cyclists to yield the 
right-of-way without coming to a complete stop. Because cyclists are moving slower, 
have stereoscopic hearing, have no blind spots and can stop and maneuver more 
quickly than cars, current traffic control device laws don't make sense for cyclists. 

• With the Stop on Red, Yield on Stop, at special intersections where lights are 
controlled by sensing equipment, there is no need to provide extra equipment for 
cyclists. 

• The stop-as-yield provision reduces conflict between neighborhood traffic-calming 
advocates wanting more stop signs and bicycle commuters. 

• Changing the legal duties of cyclists would provide direction to law enforcement to 
focus their attention where it belongs—on unsafe cyclists (and motorists).[6] 

• The usual law forces cyclists to choose between routes that are more efficient but 
less safe due to higher traffic volumes, and routes that are safer, but less efficient 
due to the presence of numerous stop signs. Allowing cyclists to treat stop signs as 
yield signs empowers them to legally make the safer routes more efficient. 

• The only study done on the safety of the Idaho Stop shows that it is slightly safer.[7] 
 



arguments against 
 Some oppose this designation. 
 

They argue: 
 

“Bicyclists fare best when they act as and are treated as vehicles” 
 - Slippery slope when treated differently; will lose rights (based on important history); 

 
- Respect from the public comes from being law-abiding. 
 - (Laws can be changed.) 

 

-Allowing cyclists to behave by a separate set of rules makes them less predictable and 
thus, less safe. 
 

-Different rules already in place, bikes on sidewalks, not cars. Cars on interstates, bikes 
prohibited 
 
 

Some cyclists and non-cyclists alike express safety concerns 
 

• Won’t this promote dangerous behaviour? 
 • Won’t people get in more crashes? 
 
• What about the children? 
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children? 
 A primary concern is that of child safety. 
 • Children are in the highest risk group. 

 
• Does a law change child behavior? 
 • In Florida, children are taught to stop at signs 
 - Studies generally support that instruction and parental rules are effective 

 
- Increases awareness 
 
- Changes behaviour (compliance) 

 
- Reduces injury 
 

- Supervision is key with or 

 without the law 

 

Netherlands, 13x fewer fatalities, 

begin educating in kindergarten. 

 (Pucher, 2002) 
 

Source: www.bikearlington.com/cImg/rodeo12.jpg 
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a Boise family 
 

“Kurt’s Family,” http://www.biketreasurevalley.org/node/136 
 

Age adjustments are one of the most important issues in comparing places. 
 

A stops as yields law could be specified for those above a certain age, e.g., age 16 and above, 

 just as helmet laws are often for minors or age 16 and below. 
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traffic calming 

• First traffic island was put into use in San Francisco, California in 1907; left-hand drive 

became standard in American cars in 1908; the first center painted dividing line 

appeared in 1911, in Michigan; The first recorded stop sign was installed in Detroit 

Michigan in 1915. The world's first electric traffic signal appeared on the corner of 

Euclid Avenue and East 105th Street in Cleveland, Ohio, in 1914. and the first "No Left 

Turn" sign would debut in Buffalo, New York, in 1916.  

 

 UNWARRANTED STOPS DETER AND INJURE BICYCLING 

• Preferred routes for bicyclists are typically quiet residential streets which connect 
destinations but avoid heavy traffic. These same routes are ideal for cut-through motor 
traffic; thus the best bicycle routes are likely dominated by four-way stops which deter 
bicycling. 

Prior to 1900 streets were used by horses, bicycles, 

pedestrians and street cars apparently no calming 

required 

1908 introduction of the Model T: Red Flag Laws passed 

requiring self-propelled vehicles be led by a pedestrian 

waving a red flag to warn bystanders of the vehicle's 

approach  

 

http://www.history.com/topics/san-francisco
http://www.history.com/topics/california
http://www.history.com/topics/new-york


study design 
 Compare Idaho’s places: 
 

• With places that don’t have the rule 
 - Borders 6 states, 1 Canadian province 

 

• Match on: 
 - Population: 

 - Size and density 
 
- Percent bicycling (by age, gender, SES, etc.) 
 

- Land use 
 - Bicycle friendliness: 
 

- Facilities 
 
- Culture 
 

- Climate: 
 

- Temperature 
 
- Precipitation 
 

- Geography: 
 

- Topography 
 
- Altitude 
 

Population 42,000; 
Bronze star from LAB 

(engineering) 
 

Population 204,027; 

No bicycle-friendly 

designation found. 

 

Source: google maps, terrain view, accessed May 3, 2008 
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Boise 
 Unique environment, hard to match, 

but supportive & some data exists: 

 
• Census: 1.65% bike to work 
 
• Altitude: 2800 ft. (high desert) 
 
• Density: 2913.1/sq mi. 
 
• Bicycle culture: YES! 
 - Boise Bike Week 

 
- Treasure Valley Cycling Alliance 
 
- Scenic Cycling is Nearby (SPIN) 
 
- Boise State Community Bicycle Congress 
 
- CommuterRide (County) 
 
- Boise Bicycle Project 
 
- Not much bike theft? 
 

Garren. 2007.5th and Grove Sts. www.flickr.com/photos/ecosnake/360132530/ 
 

Source: google maps, terrain view, accessed May 3, 2008 
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smaller towns 
 Coeur d’Alene: 

 Pop. 42,000 
 

• Also unique in many ways: 
 

- Similar issues as Boise 
 
- LAB Bronze star, Engineering 
 
- Geographic barriers 
 

• Is there a good match? 
 

Source: google maps, terrain view, accessed May 3, 2008 
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• Could this be Punta Gorda?? 
 



little places 
 Pullman, Washington & Moscow, Idaho pair nicely : 
 

• Both are college towns, similar sizes, although Pullman is more hilly 
 • Unfortunately, neither keeps collision records 
 

- Public records act request would take months 
 

• Border town concern: does proximity negate effects of law? 
 

Source: google maps, map view, accessed May 3, 2008 
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• Border town concern: does proximity to Charlotte County negate effects of law? 
 



methodology 
 

Differences between places: 
 

Data? 
 

Observations? 
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getting the goods 
 Data Approach: 
 

• Rates of bicycle injuries and fatalities? 
 

- Data scarce and incompatible 
 
- Must differentiate children from adults 
 

Observational Approach: 
 • Video of behaviour: 

 
- How risky? How often? 
 
- Drivers too. 
 

Santa Barbara 

Austin 

 

% % 

 Disobeying Disobeying % Ride-out 

 Signal Stop Sign Crashes 

 5 17 6 

 8 20 14 

 • Conduct surveys? 

 
Gainesville 
 

12 
 

38 
 

11 
 

Source: A COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF BICYCLE LANES VERSUS 
 

Of interest: 
 • More or less likely to use a bicycle? 

 
• Motorists more or less aware? 
 

- Adaptation has been seen elsewhere 
 

WIDE CURB LANES: FINAL REPOR. William W. Hunter, J. Richard 

 Stewart, Jane C. Stutts, Herman H. Huang, and Wayne E. 
 1999, FHWA-RD-99-034, Federal Highway Administration, McLean, VA 
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getting the goods 
 Data Approach: 
 

• Rates of bicycle injuries and fatalities? 
 

- Data scarce and incompatible 
 
- Must differentiate children from adults 
 

Observational Approach: 
 • Video of behavior: 

 
- How risky? How often? 
 

“In Gainesville…many bicyclists 

ran stop signs, but … motor 
 vehicles had adapted to this 

behavior and crash risk was 

minimal.” - Hunter et al. 
 

% % 

 Disobeying Disobeying % Ride-out 

 Signal Stop Sign Crashes 

 

- Drivers too. 
 

• Conduct surveys? 
 

Of interest: 
 

Santa Barbara 
 
Austin 
 
Gainesville 
 

2.27X SAFER!? 
 

5 17 6 
 8 20 14 
 12 38 11 

 
Source: A COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF BICYCLE LANES VERSUS 

 WIDE CURB LANES: FINAL REPOR. William W. Hunter, J. Richard 
 Stewart, Jane C. Stutts, Herman H. Huang, and Wayne E. 

1999, FHWA-RD-99-034, Federal Highway Administration, McLean, VA 
 • More or less likely to use a bicycle? 

 
• Motorists more or less aware? 
 - Adaptation has been seen elsewhere 
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comparing behavior 
 Video analysis, comparable intersections: 
 

• Bicycle rates 
 
• Amount of compliance 
 
• Level of Risk 
 

- Safe to Dangerous continuum 
 
- Validate! 
 

- Correlates to injury rates? 
 

Source: A COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF BICYCLE LANES VERSUS 

WIDE CURB LANES: FINAL REPOR. William W. Hunter, J. Richard 

 Stewart, Jane C. Stutts, Herman H. Huang, and Wayne E. 

1999, FHWA-RD-99-034, Federal Highway Administration, McLean, VA 
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Boise data 
 Very supportive, some data exists: 
 

• GIS datasets: 
 

- Roads 
 
- Bike routes (recent bicycle plan) 
 
- Signals, but no stop signs 
 
- Some bike counts 
 
- Collision database NOT encoded 

 
• Untapped resource: advocacy stories 
 
• Surveys? 
 
• Collisions: Excel for 1997 on 
 
• Can hand-codify back to 1987 
 - Unfortunately, there’s nothing around 1982 

for longitudinal analysis 

 
-Wait, this just in: MICROFICHE! 
 

-“YOU MUST COME TO OUR OFFICE.” 
 

Source: google maps, terrain view, accessed May 3, 2008 
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simple ecological study 
 Comparing cities by Census and reported collisions: 
 Limitations: too many to mention. 
 

Like a taxi with your (motor?) bike? 

(Am. Comm. Survey is unusable.) 

 

BUT IT’S THE BEST WE GOT. 
 

Source: ACS 2006. http://www.census.gov/acs/www/Downloads/SQuest05.pdf 
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CLIMATES 
 

BAKERSFIELD 
 

BOISE 
 

SACRAMENTO 
 

Source: http://www.eldoradocountyweather.com/current/climate/us-city-climates.html 
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sacramento v. boise: capitals compared 
 2000 Census/SWITRS, 

 1999 IDAHO 
 

SACRAMENTO 
 

BOISE 
 

Population 
 

407,018 
 

185,787 
 

Workforce (>16 years) 
 

166,419 
 

104,591 
 

% Bicycling to work 
 

1.35% 
 

1.56% 
 

Bicycle Injuries 2000 
 

225 
 

103 to 127 
 

Population under 15 
 

93,395 (22.95%) 
 

39,078 (21.03%) 
 

% Higher Education 
 

19.8% 
 

17.4% 
 Population Density 

 
4189.25/sq. mile 
 

2913.1/sq mi.  (69%) 
 

Elevation 
 

<200 ft 
 

2800 ft 
 

Injury-Commute Ratio 
 

0.1012 
 

0.0630 to 0.0776 
 

Fatality-Commute Ratio 
 

0.0016 
 

0.000 
 

LIKE TO REPEAT FOR MULTIPLE YEARS 
 

Pedestrian & Bicycle P 
 



bakersfield v. boise: compared 
 2000 Census/SWITRS, 

 2000 IDAHO 
 

BAKERSFIELD 
 

BOISE 
 

Population 
 

247,057 
 

185,787 
 

Workforce (>16 years) 
 

99,769 
 

104,591 
 

% Bicycling to work 
 

0.53%  (1/3) 
 

1.56% 
 

Bicycle Injuries 2000 

 

84 
 

103 to 127 
 

Population under 15 
 

68,023 (27.53%) 
 

39,078 (21.03%) 
 

% Higher Education 
 

8.8% 
 

17.4% 
 

Population Density 
 

2,184.4/sq mi  (75%) 
 

2,913.1/sq mi. 
 

Elevation 
 

400 ft 
 

2800 ft 
 

Injury-Commute Ratio 
 

0.1591 
 

0.0660 to 0.0880 
 

Fatality-Commute Ratio 
 

0.0019 
 

0.000 
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data challenges 
 ACS (American Community Survey) limitation: cannot use 
 • Lumps taxi rides and motorcycle rides with bicycling in their “other” category. 

 • I wrote them to request & emphasize importance (for Census 2010 too!) 
 - Please write them as well and follow-up to their form response. 

 

SWITRS  (Statewide Integrated Traffic Records System) report limitations: 
 

• Injury is one category (does not match Idaho KABCO scale) 
 • No age data by city 
 - California, roughly 25% of injuries are under 16 years (SWITRS, 2002-2006). 

 - In 2006, under 15 made up 10.3% of fatalities and 20.7% of injuries. 
 

• Begins in 2000, so no 1999 exact comparison; also, delete after 10 years (!?) 
 

Idaho data limitations: 
 • Fault and who suffered injury not specified (assume bicyclist, most severely) 

 

General limitations: 
 • How does police classification of failure to yield differ? 

 • Are we sure both ignore bicycle-only collisions? (Evidently.) 
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implications of adoption 
 Apart from safety issues, what would be the effect of massive 
implementation of the Idaho Law? 
 Fault and Citations avoided: 
 • Bicyclists are more protected by law 

  Energy saved? 
 Bicycling increases? 
 Injury avoided? 
 • Repetitive stress injury increases with repeated hard stops 

 • Are there other dangers from stopping? 
 - Personal safety, rear-ending? 

 • Safer when clarified (avoid you go-no you go conflicts) 

• Allowing cyclists to pass beyond first limit lines into 

crosswalks creates an informal bike box which reduces risk 

of conflict or collision from behind. 

 
 Design effects (traffic calming on bikeways): 

 

The effect of long-distance bicycling on ulnar and 

median nerves: an electrophysiologic evaluation of 

 cyclist palsy.  Akuthota, et al. 2005. American 

 Journal of Sports Medicine. 

 
• Increased use of stop signs leads to increased emissions and noise? 
 • May work against adoption of barriers and other forms of traffic calming 
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conundrums 
• We don’t require walkers, runners, push-scooter operators, skateboarders, inline 

skaters, or electric wheelchair users to stop, yet those modes are as a strong 

general rule, much less able to avoid collisions…If we don’t require those active 

transport modes to stop, why would we ever require bicyclists to do so? 

 

• In fact, quite a list of apparently attributable benefits for the Idaho Law were 

found. Increasing cycling, increasing cycling safety, increasing safety for all 

roadway users, and reducing the risk of injury including repetitive strain injuries, 

were among the benefits. One of the largest benefits of all is political; across the 

USA political opposition to bicycling is vehement, even violent in many cases, in 

attempting to control and contain cycling for “flouting” the law. But whenever a 

law has such near universal non-compliance, by everyone from grandmothers to 

police officers, and especially grandmothers who are police officers, we owe it to 

all to revisit the law. 

 

• The assumption that bicyclists follow all laws intended for motor vehicle users is 

highly flawed. No “warrants” (e.g., informed criteria) for cyclists to be held to stop 

signs and signals were developed in that broad sweeping legal measure (adopted by 

many states 50+ years ago, after the bicycle had been prominent in ground 

transport for about as many years without such control). Bear in mind that stop 

signs and signals would not exist as they do today, but for the motor vehicle. 



conundrums 

Engineering: 

• In fact, many stop signs and even many signals are what traffic engineering would 

call “unwarranted” for motor vehicles; they are used solely for traffic calming. 

Ironically, this occurs intensively on what many if not most consider the ideal cycling 

routes, quieter streets parallel to arterials (e.g., bicycle boulevards). Thus to stop 

cars from using residential cycle routes, we’ve en masse hurt cycling on those very 

routes. Adding stop signs can more than double a cyclist’s time spent, and more than 

triple the energy spent. No fun. It discourages cycling. Add to that the evidence that 

stop signs actually increase injuries, and the call for relaxing stops for cycling seems 

imperative. 

 

Yield vs Taking Right of Way 

• A major distinction must be made between choosing when to yield for safety, and 

taking right of way over all other users. There is no reason to believe that the Idaho 

Law increases disrespect for pedestrians, which is best addressed by other means 

than a mismatched stopping law. If anything, proper respect for bicyclists (including 

proper education and training) will help reduce conflicts and create a friendlier 

culture of inclusion. The Idaho Law allows prosecution of any cyclist who violates the 

right of way of not only a pedestrian, but other cyclists and motorists as well. 



conclusion 
• There is no single measure as quick and cost effective for increased and 

safer cycling, than to relax stopping rules for bicyclists.  

 

• Stop signs and signals intended to discourage motor traffic have been 
placed in precisely the places where bicyclists most wish to ride, often 
without warrant for motorists let alone bicyclists, discouraging cycling 
and creating widespread noncompliance with a requisite backlash.  

 

• Contrary to the assumption that frequent stopping and compliance with 
stop laws improves safety, the argument in favor of Stop on Red, Yield on 
Stop has become one of saving lives, preventing injury, protecting the 
environment, and facilitating increased bicycling both culturally and 
physically.  

 

• Alternatives to the law, and tempers to the law, exist for a measured 
approach by transportation professionals. 

 



options for local governance 
• Strong leadership may remove stop signs on bicycle routes while reducing 

motor through-traffic.  

• There is no Uniform Vehicle Code (UVC) provision equivalent to an “Idaho 
stop” or “Dead red” law. Obedience to traffic lights is generally dealt with 
in UVC §11-202 and obedience to stop and yield signs is dealt with in UVC 
§11-403. The authorization of local regulations of bicycles is addressed in 
the UVC in section 15-102(a)(8).  

• Florida state law, Statute 316.008 Powers of local authorities (1)The 
provisions of this chapter shall not be deemed to prevent local authorities, 
with respect to streets and highways under their jurisdiction and within the 
reasonable exercise of the police power, from: Section (h) Regulating the 
operation of bicycles.  

Engineering and Signage 

• Engineering fixes removing stops are not politically viable nor expedient at 
the scale needed; literally millions of stops need removing  

• In the absence of a new law, signage may selectively change permissions. 

• “Bicyclists Excepted” plaques are an experimental option. They are used in 
Berkeley, CA for regulatory signs, but not yet in the MUTCD. The UC Berkeley 
campus corrected prohibitory signage with unique top-mounted plaques 
stating, “Bicyclists Allowed.” 

• violations for bicyclists as a lowest possible enforcement priority. 

 



ordinances adopted 

• http://www.co.summit.co.us/DocumentCenter/View/1332 
• Breckinridge, CO. (12)(a) A person operating a bicycle or electrical 

assisted bicycle approaching a stop sign shall slow down and, if required for 
safety, stop before entering the intersection. After slowing to a reasonable 
speed or stopping, the person shall yield the right-of-way to any vehicle in 
the intersection or approaching on another roadway so closely as to 
constitute an immediate hazard during the time the person is moving across 
or within the intersection, except that a person after slowing to a 
reasonable speed and yielding the right-of-way if required, may cautiously 
make a turn or proceed through the intersection without stopping. 
 
(b) A person operating a bicycle or electrical assisted bicycle approaching a 
steady red traffic control signal shall stop before entering the intersection, 
except that a person after slowing to a reasonable speed and yielding the 
right of way if required, may cautiously make a right hand turn without 
stopping or may cautiously make a left hand turn onto a one-way roadway 
without stopping. 
 
(c) The provisions of this subsection 12 shall control over any conflicting 
portion of this code or any town ordinance. 

http://www.co.summit.co.us/DocumentCenter/View/1332


ordinances adopted continued: 

• Town of Dillon, CO, Sec. 8-5-20. Slowing or stopping at stop signs.  

 

• A person operating a bicycle or electric assisted bicycle approaching a stop sign shall 
slow down and, if required for safety, stop before entering the intersection. After 
slowing to a reasonable speed or stopping, the person shall yield the right-of-way to 
any vehicle in the intersection or approaching on another street so closely as to 
constitute an immediate hazard during the time the person is moving across or 
within the intersection or junction of streets, except that a person, after slowing to 
a reasonable speed and yielding the right-of-way if required, may cautiously make a 
turn or proceed through the intersection without stopping. (Ord. 03-11 §1)  

 

• Aspen, CO “ 11 With the exception of Highway 82 and all stop signs at the side 
streets that intersect the highway, a person operating a bicycle or electric assisted 
bicycle approaching a stop sign shall slow down and, if required for safety, stop 
before entering the intersection. After slowing to a reasonable speed or stopping, 
the person shall yield the right-of-way to pedestrians in a crosswalk as required in 
Section 802 and to any vehicle in the intersection or approaching on another street 
so closely as to constitute an immediate hazard during the time the person is moving 
across or within the intersection or junction of streets, except that a person, after 
slowing to a reasonable speed and yielding the right-of-way if required, may 
cautiously make a turn or proceed through the intersection without stopping. 
Notwithstanding the other provisions of this subsection (11), this provision shall not 
apply to any persons ten (10) years of age and younger. These individuals are not 
permitted to proceed through an intersection while operating a bicycle or electric 
assisted bicycle without stopping at intersections signed with stop signs.” (Ord. 
No.16-14) 

 



ordinance proposed? 

• Punta Gorda – Chapter 23, 
– Section 23 – 24 Bicycle Traffic 

 (a) A person operating a bicycle or electric assisted bicycle approaching 
a stop sign shall slow down and, if required for safety, stop before 
entering the intersection. After slowing to a reasonable speed or 
stopping, the person shall yield the right-of-way to any vehicle in the 
intersection or approaching on another street so closely as to constitute 
an immediate hazard during the time the person is moving across or 
within the intersection or junction of streets, except that a person, 
after slowing to a reasonable speed and yielding the right-of-way if 
required, may cautiously make a turn or proceed through the 
intersection without stopping.  

 

 (b) A person operating a bicycle or electrical 
assisted bicycle approaching a steady red traffic control signal shall 
stop before entering the intersection, except that a person after 
slowing to a reasonable speed and yielding the right of way if required, 
may cautiously make a right hand turn without stopping or may 
cautiously make a left hand turn onto a one-way roadway without 
stopping. 



Comments from authorities 

• Aspen Assistant Police Chief Bill Linn said the "stop-as-yield approach" has proven to 

work in states such as Idaho, which changed its law allowing cyclists the option to 

yield some 30 years ago. "The study determined that bicyclists are actually at greater 

risk when they stop at stop signs because of a few factors. One of them being that 

there is always an unknown element when a bicyclist comes to a stop sign to the 

motorists in the area. Is that bike going to stop or not? If people are already doing it 

for practical purposes, and it's not causing a wave of traffic crashes around town, 

why don't we at least discuss the possibility of changing the law and allowing people 

to do it legally? It removes the guesswork for the motorists. A bicyclist would be 

required to yield to motorists during times in which the motorist has the right of way. 

If no cars are coming, they wouldn't have to stop at all. Police aren't actively writing 

tickets to cyclists who break the existing law. 

 

• Scott Miller, Aspen capital assets director: Changing the regulation "would legalize 

cycling behavior currently observed over 90 percent of the time in Aspen. 
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Excerpt of Personal Email of November 7, 2008  
 From: Terry A. little, PE, PTOE  

Traffic Services Manager  
Ada County Highway District  
3775 Adams Street  

 Garden City, 10 83714  
  To:  Mark McNeese  
 Re: Bicycle Right of Way at Stop Signs  
 
 I have been at the street level of bike cycle design and safety as a professional engineer for about 30 

years and overseen the striping of hundreds of miles of new bike lanes, I have biked to work for a dozen 
years over that time and pretty regularly for the last year here in Boise. Allowing bicyclists to run stop 
signs actually just legalizes what the common practice is regardless of the law. That way motorists can 
better predict what the bicyclist is going to do.  

 
 When I came to Idaho in the early 90's the general riglht of 'Way rule for all vehicles assigned the right of 

way to the driver on the right at uncontrolled intersections. The driver on the stem of the tee always 
yielded in spite of the law, even to drivers on his or her left. The law was then changed to reflect what  
drivers actually do at tee intersections, The law allowing bicyclists to not stop at stop signs does exactly 
that codifies what happens in most cases anyway. It puts the motor vehicle and bicycle more on an even 
basis for maneuvering which contributes to a safer condition. A bicyclist coming to a complete stop can  
create more delay for everyone at an intersection than for one that judges gaps and moves slowly but 
steadily through the intersection. We all see bicyclists that  abuse it but I think most of the complaints are 
not safety issues but drivers that  just didn't like what they saw and aren't even aware of what 1he law 
says.         (excerpt)  
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    Personal Email 0f December 5, 2008  
 From: Bob Egan, Deputy  

 Ada County Idaho  
 Sheri's Office  

 To:  Mark McNeese and others  
 Re:  Bicycle Thoughts in Idaho  
 
  Here's the perspective from one part-time bike cop. It's my point of view solely,  

not the view of Ada County Sheriff's 0ffice. Overall I think the Idaho rules re bicyclists at  
stop signs and stop lights are excellent and I'd suggest other states adopt them.  

 
  I think our laws should reflect societal nom s and should be reasonable enough  

that the average citizen IS likely to follow them. I am not a fan of laws that are  
unreasonably strict and widely ignored, and then not enforced except arbitrarily by law  
enforcement.  

 
  Nowhere on earth (and I have biked across a good deal of it and this is true  

even In Germany) do bicyclists come to a FULL stop at stop signs when there is no  
traffic. The practice of treating a stop sign like a Yield sign IS standard practice and it is  
safe. A bicyclist has a very clear view of traffic, is for the most part not talking on a cell  
phone, and also has much less inertia and thus can stop In a much shorter distance  
than a car.  
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   IDAHO TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT  

  PO. Box 7129    (208) 334-80007'1>9  
   Boise ID 83707·1129     itd.idaho.gov 
 

 
March 11, 2009  

 To Whom It May Concern:  
 
 Jason Meggs wrote an excellent paper on Idaho's unique stop sign law for 

bicyclists. He has studied the law's possible repercussions very thoroughly. His 
research confirms Idaho's 27 years of experience. I would just like to add a few 
comments.  

 
 I have been called and emailed by many folks around the country asking questions 

about Idaho's law. The questions take a logical course but always end with the 
REAL question-how many cyclists get injured because they don't stop at stop 
signs? My answer is always the same. NONE. The stop sign indicates to the cyclist 
(and motorist too) "you have no right-of-way here. so yield to other vehicles." To 
the motorist it also says "stop." Not properly yielding the right-of-way is what 
causes crashes. Please understand that the stop sign law gives no new right-of-
way  privileges to bicyclists. A cyclist who fails to yield the right-of-way and causes 
a crash is at fault.        
      (letter continued)  
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(letter continued)  
 Section 49-807. Idaho Code; states that both a stop sign and a yield sign are 

directed at the roadway user to indicate preferential right-or-way.  
 In other states, opponents to the Idaho law often say that they do not want cyclists 

"running" stop signs. This term is usually associated with drivers that either ignore 
or don't see the stop sign. I can assure you that cyclists understand the laws of 
physics, and that “pressing their luck" can be an unhealthy practice.  

 
 In closing. I would like to commend you for getting this far in the debate. 

Fortunately you have a neighbor whose 27 years of experience would indicate that 
nothing unexpected is going to happen should you adopt our law.  

 

 Best Regards,  
 (Signed)  
 Mark T. McNeese. Sr. Transportation Planner  

Idaho Transportation Department  
 Bicycle and Pedestrian Coordinator (1996-preseru)  

Mark.mcneese@itd.idaho.gov 
 208-334-8272  

mailto:Mark.mcneese@itd.idaho.gov


thank you 
 

Jason Meggs, M.C.P., M.P.H. 

Sustainability & Health Consultant  

Jason holds a dual Master's degree in City Planning & Public Health from 
the University of California at Berkeley, focusing on Sustainable 
Transportation & Land Use Planning (International Field), and 
Environmental Health Science.  

 
 

Phone: (510) 725-9991 

 
Email: jmeggs@berkeley.edu 

 

Court Nederveld 
Phone: (941) 626-3285 
E-mail: prrbicycleriders@gmail.com 
Comments in italics are mine. 
Basis of presentation attributed to: 

mailto:prrbicycleriders@gmail.com


same roads, same rules 

• Cyclists never stop at intersections 


