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North Carolina Department of Transportation
Application for Bicycle and Pedestrian Planning Grant Funds
2009 Call for Proposals

Submittal Deadline is December 5, 2008
FOR NCDOT USE ONLY
Proposal eligible
Yes

Applicant Information
Name of Municipality:
City of Kings Mountain
Total Cost for Plan Development:
$37,500

Population
10,662

County
Cleveland

NCDOT Planning Funds Requested:
$26,250

Municipality agrees to enter into a reimbursement agreement with NCDOT:
Yes
No

No

NCDOT Division
12

Local Match:
$11,250
Municipality is member of:
MPO
RPO
neither

Department applying for grant:
Planning and Economic Development
Contact Person:
Steve Killian

Title:
Director of Planning

Work Fax Number:
704-734-4480

E-mail Address:
stevek@cityofkm.com

Mailing Address:
Post Office Box 429

Work Phone Number:
704-434-4595

City:
Kings Mountain

State:
NC

Zip Code:
28086

I certify that the City/Town of _______________________________, in applying for Bicycle or Pedestrian Planning Grant
funds, attests a commitment to the plan’s development, management, financing and completion within 15 months from
receipt of a Notice to Proceed from NCDOT, and that the completed plan will be submitted to the City/Town Council or
other approving authority for adoption.
_______________________________
Signature*

____________________________
Title

_______________________________
Name (printed)

____________________________
Date

Eligibility Criteria
Plan Category – Check only one category

Bicycle Plan

Pedestrian Plan

Due to limited planning grant funds, municipalities may apply for funding to undertake either a bicycle plan or a
pedestrian plan in any given fiscal year. Please indicate the type of plan for which you are submitting this application.
Has the City/Town Council passed a resolution supporting this
application?

Yes, attached

For municipalities within a Metropolitan Planning Organization
(MPO), has the MPO passed a resolution supporting this
application?

Yes, attached

For municipalities within a Rural Planning Organizations (RPO),
has the RPO passed a resolution supporting this application?

Yes, attached

Pending**
Date anticipated

Pending**
Date anticipated

Pending**
Date anticipated

*THE SIGNATURE OF AN AUTHORIZED STAFF PERSON (I.E. CITY/TOWN MANAGER, ADMINISTRATOR, ETC.) IS REQUIRED FOR
PROPOSALTO BE ELIGIBLE.
**A RESOLUTION BY THE APPROPRIATE MUNICIPALGOVERNING BODY AND BY THE MPO, IF APPLICABLE, MUST ACCOMPANY
THE APPLICATION, OR MUST BE SUBMITTED PRIOR TO DECEMBER 31, 2008 TO BE ELIGIBLE FOR FUNDING. RPO RESOLUTION,
IF APPLICABLE, IS HIGHLY ENCOURAGED. PLEASE INDICATE THE DATE YOU ANTICIPATE RECEIVING A PENDING RESOLUTION.
***APPLICANTS WILL NOT BE REWARDED BY THE REVIEW COMMITTEE’S SCORING FOR REQUESTING A FUNDING AMOUNT THAT
IS LESS THAN THE MAXIMUM AMOUNT ALLOWED FOR THE PARTICULAR POPULATION CATEGORY OF THE APPLYING
MUNICIPALITY.
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Municipality Name: City of Kings Mountain_

Narrative Description
Please limit descriptions to space provided
1) Please describe the vision and goals for your municipality related to improving bicycle OR pedestrian transportation.
Be sure your goals are realistic and measurable. Refer to any plans adopted within the last five (5) years that support this
vision (may include comprehensive plan, land use plan, transportation plan, etc). Note that the vision and goals for your
community need to be focused upon transportation and not solely upon recreation.
The appeal of bicycle transportation is guiding many municipalities toward a more environmentally-sound future. The City
of Kings Mountain is no different. The mission-driven goal is to develop a comprehensive bikeway plan that connects
origination and destination points both within the City and beyond. The bikeway plan can help promote healthy living
habits and provide a safe means of transportation for local citizens and visitors alike to the area. The bicycle facility can
link schools, businesses, neighborhoods, and various medical and employment centers to each other and the downtown
area, a hub for activities and transportation links. Fulfilling the vision requires an ease of access to an alternative
transportation mode and will necessitate supportive public decision-making. Additionally, the demand for a healthy
lifestyle will become an important factor in site analysis; thus, diligent implementation of such programs as the Kings
Mountain Comprehensive Greenway, Bikeway, and Pedestrian Improvement Plan (KMCGBPIP, 2002) is imperative.
Facilities such as bike lanes, trail signs, and greenways for walking, running, and biking are all components of this lifestyle.
Several recent programs complement both the proposed bike plan and KMCGBPIP. Encircling the downtown area, the
Historic Walking Trail (2003) is one such component, providing a sidewalk system promoting the Historic District. Another
program is the three TEA-21 funded sidewalk enhancement projects. AHH (Active, Healthy, Historic), adopted in 2006,
promotes a healthy way of life for the public through daily routine activities. The bikeway facility plan can also assist the
City in developing a policy for its Subdivision and Zoning Ordinances that would reward developers who provide right-ofway and construct sidewalk and bike lanes. Moreover, developing transportation alternatives with regard to the Land
Development Plan and Comprehensive Transportation Plan policies would achieve sustainable and smart growth goals
and raise awareness of multi-modal transportation needs and opportunities.

2) Describe your municipality, including demographic information and the physical setting. Explain how the demographics
and physical setting of your municipality support the need for a pedestrian or bicycle plan. Highlight any special features
(e.g. resort community, college town, etc.), high-use bicycle OR pedestrian areas and areas with a high incidence of
bicycle crashes OR pedestrian crashes. Identify and describe any special user populations or areas deserving special
focus.
Kings Mountain is located along Interstate 85 and Highway 74, with close proximity to metropolitan areas such as
Gastonia (eleven miles) and Charlotte (thirty-five miles) to the east, and Greenville/Spartanburg South Carolina to the
south (forty-eight miles). The City has a diverse and growing population, estimated at 10,662 by the State in 2007. Our
urban geography reflects a city whose residential communities were developed around employment and commercial
centers in a traditional textile and manufacturing based economy. According to the 2000 U.S. Census, the largest
population groups (nearly two-thirds) include children and adults of working age. Therefore, long-term objectives and
specific resolutions need to be addressed for these two population segments. One of the main objectives is to increase
mobility and provide an alternative form of local transportation. Fortunately, the City has an ideal location for promoting
alternative transportation modes and achieving growth goals. There exist several favorable features in the industrial,
residential, and educational network. Nearly all employment centers are accessible by either an arterial road or a system
of residential collectors and secondary roads. Additionally, all six local area schools are nested within residential areas. A
total of eleven bicycle accidents were documented since 1997, with the majority occurring on local city streets. Therefore,
it is prudent to design routes with safety as the focal point. Inter- and intra-connectivity are further reinforced and
encouraged by an extensive array of entertainment and recreational activities. Numerous scenic views and roads in the
area of Kings and Crowder's Mountains offer bicyclists local attractions, enveloping and connecting the City with
mountains, roads, and trails only minutes away. Each year, nearly one million people visit the Kings Mountain State Park
and the Kings Mountain Military Park in South Carolina (within eight miles), and Crowder's Mountain State Park in North
Carolina (within six miles). The City recognizes its unique location with respect to these parks, its distinctive mountain
setting, and its responsibility to use eco-friendly solutions like bicycling to protect great community resources.
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Municipality Name: City of Kings Mountain_
3) Provide an overview of the current bicycling OR pedestrian transportation system, including an assessment of
strengths and weaknesses of the system. Describe facilities currently in place or planned for completion in the next two
years (e.g. designated bicycle route system, miles of off-road paths, extent of sidewalk network, etc.) as well as potential
barriers that inhibit developing the system. Please enclose any relevant documents or maps, or provide links to on-line
materials.
With nearly twelve incorporated square miles and over fifty-eight miles of public roads, the City is a prime candidate for a
comprehensive multi-modal network. Fortunately, an appropriate foundation is already in place. The KMCGBPIP, which
addresses the need for bike facilities, also created provisions for streetscape improvement plans, protection of the City's
entrance arterial roads, and collaborative recreational efforts. However, as of yet, there is no inclusive bicycling facility
system available to link schools, businesses, downtown, and residential neighborhoods together. As such, there is a
compounding need for both on and off street facilities and equipment. This deficit in facilities impedes bike travel in two
ways: ease/accessibility and safety. According to the City's Thoroughfare Plan of 1996, several roads were deemed
"approaching capacity" or "over capacity". These included King St., Cansler St., and York/Cleveland Avenue. The City
does contain several existing resources that can complement the proposed system. Foremost, the KMCGBPIP acts as a
policy document, guiding City-wide objectives and peripheral impacts. TEA-21 Enhancement Funds were obtained in
2003 for three sidewalk extension projects: King/Phifer Streets (in progress), West Gold Street, and Cansler Street (both
completed). Signs demarcating the Historic Walking Trail (2003) display distance and sites of historic properties in the
downtown area. The NCDOT approved "Share the Road" signage is in place over eight miles of various roads including
York Road (NC161), Wood Lake Parkway, and Canterbury Road. A widened shoulder, sufficient for shared uses, has
recently been added along a four mile stretch of Stoney Point Road. Another solid component is the Gateway Trails
Project. Envisioned in 2000, it is currently a centripetal force among a myriad of local municipal and grassroots
organizations for pedestrian facilities with links to bicycle facilities.

4) Describe any bicycle and/or pedestrian education, enforcement or encouragement programs and initiatives underway
or planned. List any key issues that have been identified, such as safety, health and well-being, connectivity, etc.
Describe what value programs or initiatives of this kind would bring to your community.
Non-infrastructure efforts should be channeled into the appropriate demographic and physical areas. In the past, several
initiatives were organized with these in mind. The City and Cleveland County Alliance for Health sponsored the three
"Pedestrian Roadshows". Citizens had the opportunity to initially look at potential barriers to safe travel throughout the
city. The completed work has been documented and can be highly conducive to bikeway planning. The "Bike Rodeo" not
only encouraged safety, but also initiated excitement and motivation about the benefits and fun of biking. This program,
assisted by the Kings Mountain Police Department and Cleveland County Hospital, provided free helmets and an
"obstacle" bike course for the City's Intermediate School students. It is with much anticipation that this program can be
renewed again. Another success is the annual "Over the Mountain Triathlon", a recreational "magnet" that includes a 45K
bike race, 10K run, and 1.5K swim. The Triathlon route encompasses four counties, two states, and three area parks,
promoting Kings Mountain as a viable destination for outdoor fitness. Additionally, the City is an active participant in the
Gateway Trails Program. Gateway Trails will be a catalyst for a sweeping array of linkages to neighborhood communities
using new bikeways, the downtown area, existing trail systems, and new trails to both state and national parks. In 2006,
Active, Healthy, and Historic Kings Mountain (AHH) was established through a grant to the Cleveland County Health
Department. AHH was designed to encourage safe physical fitness for residents through daily routine activities in a
monthly log book. Finally, the City is planning to apply for a Safe Routes to School Grant. The coordination of these
initiatives can further the educational, safety, and encouragement components, and also a shift in transportation habits to
alternative transportation modes.
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Municipality Name: City of Kings Mountain _
5) Provide a brief description of any municipal bicycle planning and/or pedestrian planning activities that are currently
underway or have been undertaken in the past (list years). List may include bicycle, pedestrian, or greenway elements in
any municipal, county or regional planning documents. Describe what value bicycle planning or pedestrian planning bring
to a municipality. Please enclose any relevant documents or maps, or provide links to on-line materials. Describe the
results of these planning efforts in terms of improvements in bicycle and/or pedestrian facilities, accessibility, and/or
safety.
The KMCGBPIP's maps generally show future greenway and bikeway trails. Some of these pedestrian trails will be
incorporated with the Gateway Trails Project (2000). Included in this project is the trailhead, located a mere half mile from
downtown Kings Mountain. According to the 2007 Strategy Plan for the Revitalization of Downtown Kings Mountain, a
recommendation was made for a "well-signed connection" for bicyclists from downtown to this trailhead. The adoption of
the 161 York-Cleveland Business Overlay District and the York Road Gateway Protection Overlay District in (2007) were
other goals of this planning document. These overlay districts require multi-modal provisions; more specifically, they
require sidewalks at the ROW. Additionally, the Carolina Thread Trail program is currently developing a Trail Master Plan
for Gaston and Cleveland County. Particular emphasis is being placed upon the trail connections to adjacent locales, as
this network will reach fifteen counties and over two million citizens. Therefore, the City of Kings Mountain plays a crucial
role in the proposed connection to neighboring jurisdictions. The City has also participated in many beneficial programs
including "Roadshow", a joint project with Cleveland County and Cabarrus Health Alliance. Mayor Rick Murphrey
appointed a committee that identified areas in the city that were best suited for walking, biking, and travel improvement, as
well as locations that may be deemed "unsafe". The committee included City employees, local business owners, and
citizens. Two sidewalk extension grants (TEA-21) are now completed and another is underway (King/Phifer Street). Most
notably, the concept of alternative transportation modes, especially bicycles, is addressed in the forthcoming
transportation section of the City's 2009 Land Development Plan.

6) Describe how the development of a comprehensive bicycle transportation OR pedestrian transportation plan will benefit
your municipality and meet the needs of diverse populations (residents and, where appropriate, students and/or visitors).
One question remains cardinal to the bicycle plan: how can it be integrated into the Kings Mountain transportation system
and correlate positively to the overall goals of the City's public policy and future development? The bicycle facility can
ensure distributive equality and overcome the difficult challenge of acquiring sufficient road width to accommodate
bicyclists. Additionally, determining the feasibility of amortization over time is a constraint. The bicycle plan can benefit
the City by addressing these concerns on a comprehensive level. Biking has the potential to cross demographic,
economic, and jurisdictional barriers for an increased quality of life. Proper assimilation of the bike facility can be
advantageous for the City, while meeting the needs of the community. Factors such as a reduction in congestion, parking
alternatives, improved air quality, and a "neighborhood livability" element are all broad-spectrum benefits. In an
unambiguous way, improvements can also reach four target groups: children, adults, the elderly, and tourists. A
serviceable plan can mitigate the natural and man-made barriers to travel, while increasing connectivity. Accessibility to
schools, institutions, commercial areas, residences, entertainment, and recreational venues can be coupled with a shift in
habits toward alternate modes of transportation. Therefore, it is prudent to increase our respect, recognition, and safety of
the bicyclist and their right to use public roadways. For example, a bike facility can provide the nearly 4,404 area
students with an alternative to cars to get to school. Coupled with three nearby parks and an extensive public playground
near the YMCA, this network can provide an excellent form of transportation and provide both the recreational and health
benefits of biking. It is stated that more than 82% of trips five miles or less are made with cars (bikeleague.org). The
City's size and location lend to a favorable bicycling environment, transforming a recreational pursuit into an often used
alternative mode of travel.
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Municipality Name: City of Kings Mountain_
7) List the name and title/position of the municipal staff person responsible for project oversight. Please note that this
person must be a full-time permanent employee of the municipality. Also list any others who will have involvement in plan
development and their experience. Please describe any prior experience these individuals have in the preparation and/or
implementation of a bicycle plan and/or a pedestrian plan or other transportation/community planning efforts and include
copies or links to relevant documents. Provide resumes/qualifications for each individual listed, including the overseeing
staff person.
Steve Killian, Director of Planning and Economic Development for the City of Kings Mountain, will take the lead
supervisory role for this project. A member of the AICP, Steve Killian has nearly thirty years of extensive and progressive
planning experience. His expertise has been valuable in the development and implementation of several key programs,
including the KMGBPIP, Highway Overlay Districts, Share the Road, NCDOT Enhancement Projects, Gateway Trails, and
Historic Walking Trail. Currently, he is the principal planner on the City's Land Development Plan and future amendments
to the Zoning Code. Steve Killian has been the City's appointed representative on the Lake Norman Transportation
Coordinating Committee since its establishment in 2002. He has advocated renewable growth and smart growth policies.
Jackie Barnette, Director of Public Works, will also play a fundamental role in this project. Jackie Barnette has over thirtytwo years of municipal service experience and oversees City street, storm water, ground, and building maintenance,
sanitation, driveway permits, and the City's garage. His many accomplishments include DOT Enhancement Projects
(sidewalks), completion of Patriots Park, and obtaining a North Carolina Road Scholar status. Both Steve Killian and
Jackie Barnette work diligently on projects crossing multi-jurisdictional and inter-departmental lines, and serve on several
technical committees. A cohesive and collaborative effort of this nature will be imperative in guiding the formation and
implementation of the bike facility.

8) Describe how your plan will be developed, specifying whether the work will be done through the services of a paid
consultant (indicating whether you have decided yet to hire a private consultant or a COG), a combination of municipal
staff and consultant, or through some other process. Briefly describe how duties and tasks will be divided. Indicate how
MPO or RPO staff and resources may be utilized.
The City will hire the appropriate consultant, who will have a multitude of available resources. These include City staff,
Lake Norman RPO, and other transportation and planning committees/agencies as needed. The consultant will work
independently, with supervisory guidance of Steve Killian, Director of Planning and Economic Development. The
consultant's work will be coordinated with a specific timeline of objectives, project developments, and project
recommendations. This timeline will directly coincide with the template "Planning Guide for Developing Bicycle Plans and
Pedestrian Plans" (itre.ncsu.edu website). Additionally, Steve Killian will provide monthly evaluation reviews and formative
assessments with the consultant. He will also provide a summative assessment at the conclusion of the project.

North Carolina Department of Transportation Division of Bicycle and Pedestrian Transportation, page 5 of 9 – 9/04/08

Municipality Name: City of Kings Mountain_
9) Indicate the level of support from elected officials and municipal decision-makers for bicycle and/or pedestrian
programs and projects. Describe what elected officials, municipal decision-makers, representatives of other agencies,
interest groups, commissions and boards, individuals and other stakeholders have done to support bicycle and/or
pedestrian programs and projects in the past. Describe how they or others will be involved in development of this plan.
List any existing bicycle, pedestrian, greenway, open space or other relevant committees and task forces in your area that
are charged with addressing bicycle issues and/or pedestrian issues. Provide letters of support, if available. Describe
what kind of citizen participation will be sought. Describe the benefits of networking with and involving stakeholders
and/or appointing a steering committee.
The City of Kings Mountain elected officials and staff act pro-actively to meet future needs. In the past, the local elected
officials formed numerous citizen advisory groups to work with staff and address growth issues in the community.
Responsible growth and transportation options, as well as aesthetic and accessibility concerns were explored.
Resolutions and prior attempts at both transportation enhancement and bike facility grants show a concerted effort and
commitment from the City. Previous accomplishments include: KMCGBPIP, Highway Overlay Districts, Active Healthy
Historic Kings Mountain Program, Regional Greenway Network Collaboration Resolution, Truck Stop Electrification
Project, Roadshow workshops, Gateway Community initiatives, and Share the Road signage. In addition, there have
been numerous, well-received meetings for public participation which will again prove vital in developing this bike facility.
Mayor Rick Murphrey's introduction of green projects, partnerships with the parks, and trail initiatives reflect a desire to
protect the environment while seeking innovative ideas for infrastructure improvement. Currently, the City has several
active land use committees: Moss Lake Advisory, Downtown Incentive Grants, Land Development, Planning Board,
Technical Review, and Historic Landmark Commission. Working with other local citizen groups will offer a more
comprehensive approach on the facility. For example, trail connectivity to bikeways and neighborhoods, institutions, and
the downtown is imperative and supports many grass-roots and large-scale projects (such as the Gateway Trail and Main
Street Program). As such, the City is contributing $130,000 in kind to the Gateway Trail to establish a trailhead facility for
its users. Lastly, the Lake Norman RPO provides a solid foundation of knowledge and committed support as does
NCDOT through its working relationship with the City.

10) Describe how your community will implement the programs, policies, projects and initiatives identified and prioritized
in the plan. Indicate what municipal, regional, state or federal resources may be sought. List any departments, agencies,
organizations or other partners that may be involved. Attach letters of support, if available.
The City will approach implementation with the philosophy that bikeways are a viable alternative to automobiles and that
broad based support among the citizens, businesses and public institutions exists and can be tapped. Resources includes
the grass root organizations (such as Kings Mountain Gateway Trails Inc., Carolina Thread Trail, Cleveland County
Chamber of Commerce, Safe Kids of Cleveland County, and the Gateway Trails project), institutions (such as hospital and
schools) and finally significant financial, staff (such as Planning, Police and Public Works) and in-kind contributions from
the City, some of which will be incorporated into the CIP. The City will pursue financial resources such as TEA-21 funds,
Powell Bill funds, Safe Routes to Schools, CMAQ (if eligible), local legislative delegation initiatives, and local contributions.
Technical assistance will be sought from Centralina COG, NCDOT and the Lake Norman RPO.
The goal is to create bike facilities that make the City have a truly multi-modal transportation system responsive to the
citizens’ needs. All applicable City policies, both regulatory and financial, will be amended to obtain this goal.
Methodologies learned from state and federal transportation agencies will be employed, as well as program and promotion
ideas from bicycle organizations.
A representative sample of letters of support is attached.
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Municipality Name: City of Kings Mountain_
List activities involved in developing the plan and provide a Plan Development Schedule, beginning with NCDOT
notification of grant award, scheduled for June 2009. Note whether the task will be undertaken by staff, consultant, or
both. Please state when municipality anticipates executing the Municipal Reimbursement Agreement, entering a contract
with a consultant, and receiving the Notice to Proceed and keep in mind that there are 15 months from the date that the
Municipal Reimbursement Agreement is executed. List activities by quarter. Please be sure that your schedule is a
planning schedule, and not a construction schedule
June to September 2009
* June 15 is the date upon which you will receive two hard copies of the Municipal Reimbursement Agreement. Note that
the Municipal Reimbursement Agreements must be executed within 90 days of the date you receive the document. Those
who do not meet the deadline must submit a request for an extension.
Upon Notice to Proceed, the City will draft and issue a Request for Qualifications to design consultants, with a sixty-day
submittal deadline. During this time, the City Council will form a Task Force, comprised of community stakeholders of
various bicycle-related and City planning interests. Together with the Task Force, the City will review all applicants and
select three as most qualified. Mr. Killian, Director of Planning, will then submit the recommendations to the City Council
for approval. The Lake Norman RPO will be available for assistance with any of these steps.

October to December 2009
The City Council will make the final selection of the planning consultant, and Steve Killian will arrange for the contract of
services. The consultant will then meet with Steve Killian, appropriate staff, and the NCDOT Division of Bicycle and
Pedestrian Transportation (NCDOTDBPT) Project Manager immediately to finalize the work plan objectives, gather data,
and perform reconnaissance. The consultant will later meet with the Task Force and perform stakeholder interviews.

January to March 2009
The consultant will conduct a public workshop which the City will arrange and advertise for. Results of the public input will
be presented to and reviewed by the Task Force. The consultant will then produce the first draft of the plan, incorporating
the comments of the public and the Task Force.
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(Plan development activities, continued from previous page)
April to June 2009
The consultant will conduct a second public workshop to gather comments upon the draft plan. The consultant will then
revise the draft per public input, and submit the draft for review by the Task Force, Steve Killian, NCDOTBPT, NCDOT
Division 12, and Lake Norman RPO. The consultant will then revise the draft per the reviews.

July to September 2009
The consultant will produce an executive summary of the plan, and then resubmit the final draft to NCDOTBPT for final
review. Upon approval by NCDOTDBPT, the consultant will take the plan through the City adoption process. This will
include review by the Task Force, City Planning Board, and City Council before a public hearing. The consultant will
incorporate necessary revisions throughout this process. Upon adoption of the plan, the consultant will submit the plan to
the Lake Norman RPO for endorsement.

October to December 2009
The consultant will produce and deliver the required number of final printed and electronic copies of the plan, along with all
GIS and other electronic files in editable format to the City and the NCDOTBPT.
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Project Cost Information
Total Project Cost*:
$37,500

Total NCDOT Planning
Funds Requested:
$26,250

Total Local Match
Committed:
$11,250

Source(s) and Amount(s) of Local
Matching Funds (list all applicable):
General Fund

*Municipalities awarded a grant will be required to submit a detailed budget including a breakdown of allowable costs.
Staff time is not an allowable cost, nor can it be considered as an in-kind contribution for matching funds.

Attachments
Required:

Optional (if information is available on-line, please list link):

Municipal Resolution

Letters of Support

MPO Resolution (if applicable)

Copies of previous plans (summaries and/or web links
preferred)

RPO Resolution (if applicable)

X attached or were sent

Other Maps

Resume(s) of overseeing staff and other
individuals 2 attached

Other (please identify): documents in Appendix

Map of Municipality

Other (please identify):
Other (please identify):

Preparer Information
Please provide information on the primary person who prepared this application and indicate the municipal department,
local agency, consulting firm, or other organization with which they are affiliated.
Agency/Consulting Firm/Organization:
City of Kings Mountain
Name of Preparer:
Steve Killian
Work Fax Number:
704-734-4480

Title:
Director of Planning
E-mail Address:
stevek@cityofkm.com

Mailing Address:
Post Office Box 429

City:
Kings Mountain

Work Phone Number:
704-734-4596

State:
NC

Zip Code:
28086

Submittal Information
For more detailed information on completing the
application please see the Step-by-Step Instructions online
at www.itre.ncsu.edu/PTG/BikePed/NCDOT/application.html.
Please mail one original and nine copies of the
completed application, including attachments, to the
NCDOT Division of Bicycle and Pedestrian Transportation
at the address to the right.
Double-sided copies are acceptable.
Applications will be accepted no later than 5:00 pm on
December 5, 2008.

Mailing Address:
Helen Chaney
NCDOT Division of Bicycle and Pedestrian Transportation
1552 Mail Service Center
Raleigh, NC 27699-1552
Delivery Address:
Helen Chaney
NCDOT Division of Bicycle and Pedestrian Transportation
Suite 250
401 Oberlin Road
Raleigh, NC 27605
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A.14 NCDOT Bicycle & Pedestrian Prioritization Presentation (portion)

APPENDICES

APPENDICES

A.15 Open House I results: Public Recommendations for Facilities

Striped Bicycle Lanes
Recommended Streets:
1. NC 161 from downtown to Park access
2. Dixon School Rd.
3. Battleground Rd./Ave.
4. Mountain St.
5. King St.
6. Lake Montonia Rd.
7. Hawthorne
8. Gold
9. Railroad
10. NC 161
11. Stoney Point Rd.
12. Battleground (NC 161) from town to Gateway trailhead
13. Phifer Rd. to access KMHS & KMMS
14. King Mountain Blvd.
15. Ridge St. to Senior Center
16. US 74 across I‐85 towards Kings Mountain
17. US 74 between Kings Mountain and Shelby
18. Cansler St.

Paved Shoulders
Recommended Streets:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

NC 161 south to SC state line or state park
Margrace Rd.
Countryside Rd.
Scisms Rd.
Oakgrove Rd.
Putnam Lake rd.
Pinnacle/Lake Montonia Rd.
NC 216 North & South
Patterson

APPENDICES

Wide Outside Lanes
Recommended Streets:
1. Camber St.
2. Manor Dr.

Grade Separated Crossings
Recommended locations:
1. Downtown between Railroad and Battleground Ave.

Bicycle Routes
Recommended Streets:
1. Over the Mountain Triathlon
2. Downtown > by the P.O. > NC 161 up to State Park > thru Park > Right on Dixon
School Rd. OR Right on Battleground > then back downtown (25 miles +/‐)
3. Loop through the residential neighborhoods surrounding the downtown area
(NCDOT also advised consideration of a loop)
4. School to school to YMCA to school to downtown

APPENDICES

A.16 Open House I results: Goal Scoring Matrix

APPENDICES

A.17 Open House I: Idea Cards (Compendium)
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12/10/2010

COMPREHENSIVE BICYCLE PLAN
DECEMBER 2010 - OPEN HOUSE

“I thought of that while riding my bicycle.”
~ Albert Einstein on the theory of relativity

COMPREHENSIVE BICYCLE PLAN
DECEMBER 2010 - OPEN HOUSE

1

12/10/2010

Reported bicycle accidents from January 1990
to February 2010. NC Dept. of Transportation

DECEMBER 2010 - OPEN HOUSE

DECEMBER 2010 - OPEN HOUSE

2

12/10/2010

STRIPED BICYCLE LANE
A portion of a roadway reserved for
preferential or exclusive use by bicycles
through striping, signing, and pavement
markings at least four feet wide, not
Including
g gutter
g
pan.
p

DECEMBER 2010 - OPEN HOUSE

DECEMBER 2010 - OPEN HOUSE

3

12/10/2010

The “Sharrow”

DECEMBER 2010 - OPEN HOUSE

WIDE OUTSIDE LANE
Wide
outside
lanes allow
motorists to
more
safely pass
slower
moving
bicyclists
without
changing
lanes.

DECEMBER 2010 - OPEN HOUSE

4

12/10/2010

PAVED SHOULDERS
Paved shoulders may be added to sections of existing roadways to allow bicyclists
room to safely share the road with motor vehicles.

DECEMBER 2010 - OPEN HOUSE

MULTI-USE PATHS / GREENWAYS
Pathways that are
made for both bicycle
and pedestrian traffic,
and
d physically
h i ll
separated from motor
vehicles, can provide
safe and attractive
routes, both for getting
to places and for
recreation. They often
follow streams or utilityy
corridors.

DECEMBER 2010 - OPEN HOUSE

5

12/10/2010

DECEMBER 2010 - OPEN HOUSE

On‐line SURVEY results ‐ sample question

DECEMBER 2010 - OPEN HOUSE
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12/10/2010

PUBLIC
OPINION

GOAL

EXPLANATION

24.0%

Safety

Improve an unsafe section of road or build offoff-road.

12.3%

Students

11.6%

Link Destinations

11.1%

Recreation/Tourism

10.5%

Usage/Demand

10.0%

Commuting

8.1%

Scenic Views

Increase opportunities for students to ride bicycles to
schools in the area.
Provide bicycle connections to popular places like
schools,
h l businesses,
b i
downtown,
d
and
d neighborhoods.
i hb h d
Focus on route segments that offer the best in terms of
recreation and relaxation for visitors as well as locals.
Concentrate on segments where bicyclists are already
riding or where they will want to ride the most.
Build segments that will most help people get to work
or run errands on bicycle.
Select route segments that offer views of scenic areas.

7.0%

Cost Effectiveness

5.4%

Additional Goals

100%

Total

Focus on segments of the route that are easiesteasiest-totobuild.

DECEMBER 2010 - OPEN HOUSE

COMPREHENSIVE
BICYCLE PLAN
(DRAFT)

DECEMBER 2010 - OPEN HOUSE
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12/10/2010

STATS:
93 projects being considered
12.3 miles of trails
53.4 miles of on-road
65.7 total miles of
improvements

2 bike route loops:
7.5 mile Inner Loop
24 mile Outer Loop

COMPREHENSIVE
BICYCLE PLAN
(DRAFT)
DECEMBER 2010 - OPEN HOUSE

SIGNED
BICYCLE
ROUTES

Routes designed for bicyclists can consist of roads and off
off--road
trails that feature various safety improvements. Signs guide
bicyclists through it, while alerting drivers to their presence.

DECEMBER 2010 - OPEN HOUSE

8

12/10/2010

THE INNER LOOP

7.5 miles
DECEMBER 2010 - OPEN HOUSE

THE OUTER
LOOP

24 miles

"Bicycling is a big part of
the future. It has to be.
There's somethingg wrongg
with a society that drives
a car to work out in a
gym." ~ Bill Nye, the
Science Guy

DECEMBER 2010 - OPEN HOUSE

9

12/10/2010

SCHOOL ZONES

In one generation, the percentage of
U.S. children who walk or bike to school
has dropped by 70%
70%, while childhood
obesity has tripled.
tripled. (CDC)
(CDC)..

DECEMBER 2010 - OPEN HOUSE

For those does not own an automobile, mobility is severely limited in
communities that are designed solely around the car. Bike-friendly
communities maximize independence and mobility in ways that autodependent communities cannot.

DECEMBER 2010 - OPEN HOUSE

10

12/10/2010

PROJECT VOTING INSTRUCTIONS:
1. Look at the map showing all of the Routes
& Facilities

2. Find the projects on your voting sheet.
3. Vote your 24 favorite projects using
your sticky dots (Use only one dot per project.
Color doesn’t matter).
4. Share your thoughts in the spaces
provided.
g sheet. Place in box.
5. Return y
your voting

Thank you!
DECEMBER 2010 - OPEN HOUSE

PROJECT SCHEDULE:
1. Map current bicycle conditions (mid-2010)
2. Planning session with Steering Committee
3. Public survey
p House Meeting
g
4. First Public Open
5. Steering Committee review of public input
6. Preparation of Draft Bicycle Plan
7. Second Public Open House Meeting – review of Draft Plan
8. Steering Committee review of public comments
9. Revision of Draft Bicycle Plan
10. Review of Draft Bicycle Plan by City Staff and NC
transportation officials
11. Final Plan revisions and submittal for adoption
12. Delivery of Final Plan (mid-2011)

DECEMBER 2010 - OPEN HOUSE
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KINGS MOUNTAIN BICYCLE PLAN ‐ PUBLIC INPUT MEETING
PROPOSED BIKE FACILITIES
Street / Location

From

To

DECEMBER

2010

YOUR INPUT:
Proposed
Improvement

VOTE

COMMENT

Place only Write in information or opinion you may have about any
one dot
of the proposed segments below (positive or negative).
per
Please print clearly.
project.

2nd & Herndon

Center

BC‐KM Hwy (161) Signage only

Alex D. Owens

York

SR 2443

Paved shoulder

Alex D. Owens

Alex D. Owens

Galilee Church

Signage only

Art Center

Ridge

Art Center Trail

Signage only

Art Center Trail

N. Piedmont

Art Center

Trail

1

Battleground

Mountain

Falls

Bike Lane

1 Ellen Burris ‐ Important for KMG1 access

Battleground

Quarry

Margrace

Paved shoulder

1 Ellen Burris ‐ Important for KMG1 access

Battleground

Mountain

Ridge

Wide outside lane

1 Ellen Burris ‐ Important for KMG1 access

Battleground

Falls

Quarry

Wide outside lane

2 Ellen Burris ‐ Important for KMG1 access

Beason Creek

Phifer

Kings Mountain

Trail

2 Use spare dirt. Use spare dirt for BMX trails.

Beason Creek

Kings Mountain

Crocker

Trail

4 Use spare dirt. Use spare dirt for BMX trails.

Bridges

Cansler

Ramseur

Paved shoulder

1

Caldwell

Fulton

Wintergreen

Wide outside lane

Cansler

Mountain

Bridges

Bike Lane

1

Canterbury

Canterbury

Canterbury

Bridge rails

1

Canterbury

Senior Ctr.

Woodlake

Paved shoulder

1

Canterbury

Woodlake

City Limits

Signage only

1

Center

N. Piedmont

2nd

Signage only

2

Cleveland/161

Linwood

Ridge

Bike Lane

2 Ellen Burris ‐ Excellent idea ‐ important tarffic light

Cleveland/161

Herndon Access

Linwood

Paved shoulder

2 Ellen Burris ‐ Excellent idea ‐ important tarffic light

Cleveland/161

King

Ridge

Wide outside lane

Country Club

Mountain

Sherwood

Signage only

Countryside

Shelby Rd (74)

Patterson

Paved shoulder

1

Crescent & Oakland Hawthorne

Huntingtowne

Wide outside lane

1

Crocker El Bethel

Beason Creek

Shelby Rd (74)

Signage only

Dick Elam

US‐74

creek

Signage only

Dillon‐P'son‐Wright Putnam Lake

Oak Grove

Paved shoulder

1

Dixon School

truck stop

Paved shoulder

1

EllisCanslerRidgeRR Tracy

N. Railroad

Signage only

Falls

Falls

Battleground

Signage only

Fulton

Margrace

Caldwell

Wide outside lane

2

Fulton

Caldwell

Phifer

Wide outside lane

1

Galilee Church

York

Alex D. Owens

Signage only

1

Garrison Merrimont Suzanne

Potts Creek

Wide outside lane

Gateway

Gateway Trail

Galilee Church

Trail

1

Gold

Gaston

Battleground

Bike Lane

2

Gold

Cleveland (161)

S. Gaston

Paved shoulder

2

Hoyles

Stoney Pt.

Trail

Paved shoulder

Hoyles connector

Hoyles

Potts Ck. Trail

Trail

Kings Creek Bridge

I‐85

I‐85

Refurbish

2

Kings Mountain

Shelby

Margrace

Paved shoulder

2

Lackey

N. Piedmont

NES trail

Bike Lane

Linwood

Center

Cleveland (161)

Bike Lane

1

Linwood

Cleveland

Boyce

Wide outside lane

1

Margrace

S. Battleground

Kings Mountain

Paved shoulder

2

Martin‐Marietta Tr. Martin‐Marietta S. Gaston

Trail

2

Martin‐Marietta Tr. Falls

S. Gaston

Trail

1

McGinnis

NES North Trail

N. Piedmont

Paved shoulder

Mountain

Battleground

Watterson

Bike Lane

1

Mountain

Watterson

Phifer

Bike Lane

2

Mt. Zion Trail

N. Watterson

Tracy

Trail

2

N. Piedmont

Waco

Fairview

Bike Lane

1 Ellen Burris ‐ All important

N. Piedmont

Scism

Goforth

Paved shoulder

2 Ellen Burris ‐ All important

N. Piedmont

Center

Fairview

Paved shoulder

1 Ellen Burris ‐ All important

N. Piedmont

Scism

Central

Paved shoulder

1 Ellen Burris ‐ All important

Margrace

Page 1

Ellen burris ‐ Excellent idea ‐ important tarffic light

KINGS MOUNTAIN BICYCLE PLAN ‐ PUBLIC INPUT MEETING
PROPOSED BIKE FACILITIES
Street / Location

From

To

2010

YOUR INPUT:
Proposed
Improvement

VOTE

COMMENT

Place only Write in information or opinion you may have about any
one dot
of the proposed segments below (positive or negative).
per
Please print clearly.
project.

N. Piedmont

Art Center

Waco

Wide outside lane

2

N. Watterson

W. Mountain

Waco

Wide outside lane

1

BC‐KM Hwy/161

Herndon Access

Lewis Farm

Paved shoulder

2

N. Elementary Trail Lackey

McGinnis

Trail

4

Oak Grove

Wright

Scism

Paved shoulder

2

Oak Grove

Patterson

Stoney Point

Paved shoulder

2

Parker

Sims

Watterson

Signage only

1

Patterson

Patterson

Patterson

Bridge rails

Patterson

Putnam Lake

Dillon

Paved shoulder

1

Patterson

I‐85

Dillon

Paved shoulder

2

Phifer

W. Mountain

Beason Creek

Paved shoulder

Phifer

Beason Creek

Kings Mountain

Paved shoulder

Phifer

Beason Creek

Fulton

Wide outside lane

Potts Creek 1

Sims

Merrimont

Trail

4

Potts Creek 2

Merrimont

Countryside

Trail

4

Potts Creek 3

Countryside

Stoney Point

Trail

4

Putnam Lake

Patterson

Scism

Paved shoulder

Railroad

Oak

Hawthorne

Bike Lane

1

Ridge

Battleground

Cleveland (161)

Wide outside lane

1

Ridge

Cleveland (161)

Senior Ctr.

Wide outside lane

2

Roxford

Sherwood

Downing

Wide outside lane

Scism

Oak Grove

N. Piedmont

Paved shoulder

1

Shelby Rd (74)

Kings Mountain

Countryside

Paved shoulder

1

Sherwood

Country Club

Roxford

Wide outside lane

S. Railway Bridge

N. Railroad

Battleground

Bike/ped only

Stoney Pt.

Countryside

Oak Grove

Paved shoulder

Waco

Watterson

N. Piedmont

Signage only

Westgate Plaza

Roxford

Ware

Signage only

Wintergreen

Huntingtowne

Wintergreen

Bike/ped bridge

Winter‐Hunting

Oakland

Caldwell

Signage only

Woodhaven Trail

Washington

Dick Elam

Trail

Woodlake

Canterbury

York (161)

Paved shoulder

Wright
York

Dillon
Alex D. Owens

Oak Grove
Tibor

Paved shoulder
Paved shoulder

3

York

Lake Montonia

Alex D. Owens

Paved shoulder

3

York

Woodlake

Lake Montonia

Wide outside lane

4

York

Martin‐Marietta Woodlake

Wide outside lane

3

York

King

Wide outside lane

2

Martin‐Marietta

DECEMBER

1

3

1
5 Dirt jmps (no cost)

Additional comments?
1. There is a ppl that BMX with us if we can find the place. There will be no cost needed. Dirt jumps would be great for us and we will build them.
All we are asking for is a little support from any one. The more support the better our chances are at succeeding. That's one goal in mind.
And if we can get grant money, maybe we can get a bike park built and that would benefit everyone even if we have to build it ourselves we will.
2. This is a good idea, but it does not include anything for the youth. Dirt jumps cost less than a skate park, and are easy to maintain.
The BMX community would help build and maintain if needed. Grant money should be used to benefit the people. The more people you can reach
out to with this program, the more money the city and tax payer save. Please help the BMX community and future youth.
3. Dave Zugelder ‐ Thank you for having this meeting. We are avid cyclists my wife and I. We are willing to help in any way to build, maintain,
help in design with the mountain bike trails. Single trails off of the greenway trail will bring cyclists from other counties, even States if built properly.
We feel this will add to the local economy. Thank you.
4. Please email the powerpoint to danclapp@hotmail.com. Please send me the plan also. Any chance of signing and striping the newly widened
Pinnacle road from Lake Montonia to Sparrow Springs Road.
5. Mary Zugelder ‐ See Husband's Comment

Page 2

A.20 Potts Creek Greenway Aerial Map
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A.21 Potts Creek Greenway Parcel Map

APPENDICES

A.22 Potts Creek Greenway Topographic Map
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Kings Mountain Bicycle Plan

1. How often do you currently ride a bicycle?
Response

Response

Percent

Count

Never have

1.0%

1

It's been years!

21.4%

21

Maybe a few times a year

12.2%

12

Fairly often

38.8%

38

Daily, or almost so

26.5%

26

answered question

98

skipped question

0

1 of 6

2. For what reasons do you most often ride a bicycle?

I don't ride.

Response

Response

Percent

Count

8.2%

8

87.6%

85

To get to school.

0.0%

0

To get to work.

6.2%

6

10.3%

10

1.0%

1

2.1%

2

answered question

97

skipped question

1

For pleasure, recreation, or
exercise.

To shop, visit friends, for errands,
etc.
It's the only way I have of getting
places.
Other (please specify)

2 of 6

3. What keeps you from riding a bicyle more than you do now?

I need a working bicycle!

Response

Response

Percent

Count

10.4%

10

2.1%

2

It feels unsafe to ride in the City.

42.7%

41

I'm too busy or just not interested.

22.9%

22

The weather.

15.6%

15

21.9%

21

answered question

96

skipped question

2

Response

Response

Percent

Count

I can't, due to poor health or
physical inability.

Some other reason?

4. Where do you like to ride a bicycle?

Outside of the City
Lots of areas in and around the
City
Particularly on certain streets or
within a certain neighborhood

52.3%

45

50.0%

43

26.7%

23

Please list the main streets you most often ride (or would like to if it was safer).

3 of 6

26

answered question

86

skipped question

12

5. What one most important thing do you think would encourage more
bicycling in and around the city?

Having bicycle lanes or extra
width on the streets
Trails or greenways to ride on
More traffic signals or bicyclerelated warning signs
Better police enforcement of traffic
laws

Response

Response

Percent

Count

45.4%

44

38.1%

37

4.1%

4

1.0%

1

5.2%

5

6.2%

6

answered question

97

skipped question

1

Getting the community more
involved through safety programs
or events
Anything else?

6. Would you support public funding for bicycle facilities such as bike
lanes or greenway paths?
Response

Response

Percent

Count

Yes

71.1%

69

Maybe

21.6%

21

No

6.2%

6

I don't know

1.0%

1

answered question

97

skipped question

1

4 of 6

7. In order to plan the best bicycle improvements, we need to know what
goals are most important to you.

Make conditions in and around the
city safer for bicyclists.
Make only the least expensive
kinds of improvements.
Concentrate on areas where
bicyclists already ride the most.
Provide for those commuting to
work on bicycle.

Help students bike to school.

I can go

Does not

Seldom

matter

matters

0.0% (0)

1.0% (1)

7.3% (7)

18.8%

26.0%

39.6%

(18)

(25)

(38)

2.1% (2)

3.1% (3)

2.1% (2)

Definitely

Needed

Rating

Response

matters

most!

Average

Count

49.0%

42.7%

(47)

(41)

9.4% (9)

6.3% (6)

22.9%

56.3%

15.6%

(22)

(54)

(15)

10.4%

31.3%

44.8%

11.5%

(10)

(30)

(43)

(11)

27.1%

42.7%

16.7%

(26)

(41)

(16)

15.6%

50.0%

30.2%

(15)

(48)

(29)

7.3% (7)

6.3% (6)

2.1% (2)

2.1% (2)

either
way

Concentrate on scenic areas for
recreational bicycling or to attract
more tourism.

5 of 6

4.33

96

2.58

96

3.80

96

3.53

96

3.55

96

4.04

96

answered question

96

skipped question

2

8. Please tell us your age bracket.
Response

Response

Percent

Count

Younger than 16

2.1%

2

16 - 24

2.1%

2

25 - 39

31.3%

30

40 - 65

58.3%

56

Older than 65

6.3%

6

answered question

96

skipped question

2

6 of 6

A.24 Relevant Federal and State Policies
 NCDOT Bicycle Policy Guidelines
http://www.ncdot.gov/bikeped/download/bikeped_laws_Bicycle_Policy.pdf
 NCDOT Greenway Policy
http://www.ncdot.gov/bikeped/download/bikeped_laws_Greenway_Admin_Action.
pdf
 NCDOT Complete Streets Policy
http://www.bytrain.org/fra/general/ncdot_streets_policy.pdf
 NCDOT Board of Transportation Resolution for Bicycling and Walking http://www.ncdot.org/transit/bicycle/laws/laws_resolution.html
 NCDOT’s Traditional Neighborhood Development Street Design Guidelines
(http://www.ncdot.org/doh/preconstruct/altern/value/manuals/tnd.pdf). These
guidelines are available for proposed TND developments and permits localities and
developers to design certain roadways according to TND guidelines rather than the
conventional subdivision street standards. The guidelines recognize that in TND
developments, mixed uses are encouraged and pedestrians and bicyclists are
accommodated on multi-mode/shared streets.
 United States Department of Transportation Policy Statement on Bicycle and
Pedestrian Accommodation Regulations and Recommendations (March 2010) http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bikeped/policy_accom.htm
 FHWA Policy for Mainstreaming Nonmotorized Transportation (FHWA Guidance –
Bicycling and Pedestrian Provision of Federal Transportation Legislation) http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bikeped/bp-guid.htm
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Kings Mountain Comprehensive Bicycle Plan
Steering Committee Kick‐Off Meeting
Firehouse Meeting Room
April 13, 2010, noon‐2 p.m.

Minutes

1. Attendees:
Joyce King
Adam Hines
Sam Nichols
Jackie Barnette
Chief Melvin Proctor
Curtis Pressley
Ellen Burris
Summer Kelly
Ellis Noell
Steve Killian
Marcie Campbell
Blair Israel
Diane Dil

Cleveland County Health Department
Mountaineer Partnership
NCDOT Division 12
Kings Mountain Public Works
Kings Mountain Police Department
Kings Mountain Planning Board
Resident cyclist
Kings Mountain Public Library
Kings Mountain Planning
Kings Mountain Planning
Centralina Council of Governments
Centralina Council of Governments

2. Review of Project Scope & Timeline
Attachment

3. Having a Vision and Setting Goals
a. Questionnaire – see attachment for results
b. Facilities handout – Attachment
c. The following observations, goals and concerns were suggested to guide the
development of the Bike Plan.
1) Kings Mountain (KM) residents should be better enabled to enjoy the
especially scenic landscape of their area while riding a bike through a safe
and pleasantly designed community.
2) KM bike routes should serve all segments of population, providing them
opportunities for commuting, recreation, healthy exercise, and relief from
the pressures of automobile traffic
3) The bike routes should contribute to the small town quality of KM, and
help reinforce the social connectedness and integrity of the community.
4) KM bike routes should help cyclists safely get from one place to another.

5) The KM Comprehensive Bicycle Plan should take existing physical design
constraints into account. Facilities should be selected to fit best within
available Right-of-Way and existing paved street width, and respect onstreet parking needs.
6) KM bike routes should be designed in a manner that minimizes the burden
on city services and resources.
7) KM bike routes should provide safe ways around large obstacles (e.g.
railroad and highways)
8) KM bike routes should utilize both on-road and off-road segments.
9) The KM Comprehensive Bicycle Plan should offer strategies that suggest
the best use of funding available for projects.
10) The KM Comprehensive Bicycle Plan should help create opportunities for
economic development and large community events.

4. Rules, Routes & Reality checks
a. Rules: Develop policy, programs, events and specific fixes (LIST).
1) Recommend bike way master plan?
2) Incorporate overlay zones or districts
3) Connect to existing trails
4) Provide an interactive map online
5) Create a bike map for handing out
6) Develop a signage plan/share the road
7) KM “Bike Community” designation
8) Bike to Work and Bike to School programs
9) Hold bike events, such as a triathlon
10) Complete streets program/plan
11) Avoid mixing bike routes and on-street parking
12) Develop creative strategies for incorporating bike lanes into on-street
parking arrangements when the combination is unavoidable.
13) Obtain local control over state maintained road during special events
14) (See above) and transportation corridors?
15) Employ un-conventional or non-traditional methods to calm or control
traffic, such traffic circles/roundabouts.
16) Provide local incentives to encourage developers to include bike lanes
17) Triathlon, CycleCross (Steeplechase), and other events
18) Incorporate the NC Scenic Byway on Pinnacle Road

b. Routes: (AERIAL MAP)
 Locate the best on-road and off-road routes for bicyclists and other
opportunities for improvement. Consider connecting existing
greenways and trails, creeks, sewer line easements, dirt roads, etc.
 Identify barriers and problem areas.
Results are on the Initially Suggested Routes Map - attached
c. Reality Check: (COLORED MAP)
 Refine existing conditions.
 Additional destinations?
Also shown on Initially Suggested Routes Map - attached

5. Additional stakeholder input
Please send us any missing phone numbers and associations of the people
listed below if you have them.


Cyclists
Dennis Patterson
Tim Plonk
William Thompson – 980-329-1166


-

Additional Contacts
Mitch Johnson – 704-473-3636
Jeff Mauney – Library Board
Sharon Stack – Library – 704-739-2371
Kevin – Director YMCA
Gina Asycue
(Adam?)
Ashley Harris
(Adam?)
Ronnie Franks – 704-460-1571
Gilbert Patrick
(Steve?)
Kevin Frane – 704-476-3561 – Chamber
Corky Fulton – 704-678-0515

6. Adjourn
The meeting was ended at 1:40 p.m.
You will be notified when the Open House has been scheduled. In the
meantime, please consider who you can encourage to attend that public
input meeting. Thank you for participating!

Kings Mountain Comprehensive Bicycle Plan
Steering Committee 2nd Meeting
Firehouse Meeting Room
June 22, 2010, noon‐1:45 p.m.

Minutes

1. Attendees:
Larry Hamrick, Jr.
Joyce King
Stacy Stallings
Adam Hines
Ellis Noell
Steve Killian
Marcie Campbell
Blair Israel

Cleveland County Health Department
YMCA Wellness Coordinator
Mountaineer Partnership
Kings Mountain Public Relations/Special Events Director
Kings Mountain Planning
Kings Mountain Planning
Centralina Council of Governments

2. Results of 1st Public Open House
The first of two public Open House meetings for the Bicycle Plan was held on June 8,
from 5:30 – 7:30. Approximately 25 people attended and interacted with a variety of
displays to register their opinions on bicycle issues. Viewing various maps of the City,
illustrated descriptions of bicycle facilities, and various questionnaires, they registered
their opinions regarding community goals, popular destinations, and types of facilities
they wanted to see in specific locations. Many also made use of the computer stations
to take the online bicycle survey. Highlights of the results were reported to the Steering
Committee. Key points from the discussion are included below.

a. On‐line survey











So far there have been 42 surveys completed online.
Most bicyclists report that they currently ride for recreation.
Most indicated it currently feels unsafe to ride in the City.
More people say they ride outside of City limits.
When given the choice of one type of improvement to encourage bicycling
in kings Mountain, most chose facilities like bicycle lanes and wider streets.
Greenways were second in popularity. A few indicated traffic signals/signs
or safety programs.
The goal rated as most important was Safety. Least important was Expense.
Most indicated they were in favor of public funding of bicycle facilities.
The vast percentage of surveys was completed by people over 40 years of
age, with only three people below 25.
The committee is encouraged to send the survey link to others they know,
particularly those who can get younger aged citizens to take the survey.

1

b. Goals


Safety scored highest with both public and Steering Committee, but Linking
Destinations scored very highly with both as well. It was noted that it
scores even higher when the “students” and “commuting” categories are
lumped together with it.

c. “Great Place” & Ideas



A master planning effort is currently underway for Patriots Park. Ellis Noell
will look for references to bicycling-related features/improvements.
A mid-project report will be delivered to City elected officials in order to
solicit their input to the Plan.

d. Destinations
Additional destinations identified by the public include:
 Oak Grove Community
 Crescent Community
 Senior Center
 Parker-Hannafin
 Lake Montonia (this destination was previously not included by the Steering
Committee due to the private status of the Lake).
 An unnamed employment center was also indicated by the public to the
northeast of the NC 74/Waco Road interchange, but the Committee was
unaware of its name.

e. Recommended facilities







Striped bicycle lanes are favored the most by the public and the Committee
Among many other roads, Phifer Road was recommended by the public.
The Committee favors a bicycle connection along Phifer as well, but reports
that widening would require major grading. A parallel trial might be a
better solution.
King Street was also favored for bicycle lanes. The Committee suggested
other improvements to King Street that would accommodate bicycle use,
including “road dieting” (replacing the center turn lane with a narrow
median and adding the bicycle lanes) and decreasing the number of access
points (driveway cuts). These changes, along with street trees, would
improve this primary east-west corridor across the City for all modes of
transportation, and would help meet the intent of the East NC 74 Business
Overlay. The Committee suggested that such changes along this downtown
portion of NC 74 Bus. would not adversely affect the majority of businesses
now occupying this corridor and would encourage new growth.
A downtown loop bicycle route was suggested that would include Ridge
Street and Mountain Street.

3. Results of previous Steering Committee meeting
a. Minutes review


No changes or further observations were made concerning the previous
meeting minutes. However, additional contact information was provided.
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4. Planning the Next Open House
In preparation for the Bicycle Plan’s final public Open House meeting, the Committee
discussed some key questions that should be addressed.
1. What methods of funding bicycle improvements would you be open to?
Choices might include:
o A petition to City Council to include a bicycle project in the City’s
capital improvements program budget
o General Obligation Bonds
o Subdivision exaction - a fee that developers would pay as they
develop land
o Designating a portion of the City’s Powell Bill funds received from
the State for an eligible bicycle improvement in the place of an
automobile-related project
o Substituting a bicycle project in the place of an automobile-related
project on the State Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)
schedule
2. What specific safety issues concern you for bicycling within the City?
Vehicular speeds, narrow lanes, too many cars, large trucks, insufficient
signage, insufficient traffic signals, driver attitudes, loose enforcement of
traffic laws, too many driveway curb cuts for businesses, too much onstreet parking, too many bicyclists, other?
3. Same question as above for outside the City
4. What specific unsafe locations you can identify? (Show on a map)
5. Do you bike primarily for the health benefits?
6. Would you support bike events? Which kind would you like to participate
in? (examples provided – Ellis, we need your help here)
7. Which are you more in favor of: pedestrian-only greenway trails (no bikes
allowed), or multi-purpose trails that allow bicycles and pedestrians?

5. Adjourn
 The meeting was adjourned at 1:45 p.m.
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Kings Mountain Comprehensive Bicycle Plan
Steering Committee 3rd Meeting
Firehouse Meeting Room
November 3, 2010, noon‐1:45 p.m.

Minutes
Attending:
Melvin Proctor
Ellen Burris
Brian Hunnell
Ellis Noell
John Vine‐Hodge (NCDOT)

Adam Hines
Joyce King
Steve Killian
Marcie Campbell
Blair Israel (CCOG)

1. Review of draft facilities (bike tour)
Mr. Israel reviewed the draft plan map of bicycle facilities. Of the 58.2 total
miles of recommended facilities shown, there are 12 miles of multi‐use trail
(off‐road facilities). The plan features an Inner Loop of 8.4 miles, and an Outer
Loop of 26.1 miles. These two loops intersect at the intersection of Cleveland
Avenue and East Ridge Street. Proposed facilities include bike lanes, wide
outside lanes, paved shoulders, multi‐use trails, bridge improvements, and bike
racks.
The committee reacted positively to the proposed facility alignments, and
made the following suggestions:
a. Add Cansler Street from West Mountain Street to Waco Street.
b. Consider using Putnam Lake Road for the Outer Loop instead of Dillon
Road, Wright Road, and Oak Grove Road. Or use Brook Road and
Goforth Road. oak Grove could serve as an offshoot route.
c. If Oak Grove Road is used, recommend widening for paved shoulders.
Check with Linda Dosse (NCDOT–Transportation Planning Branch) on
proposed improvements.
d. Consider making a connection to Moss Lake, utilizing the triathlon
route.
e. Plan aggressively: indicate where right‐of‐way is needed for road
widening improvements.
Bike lane treatments for Cleveland Avenue require a “road diet”, which reduces
the current 4‐lane alignment to 2‐lanes to allow room within the current curb
line for the bike lanes and limited parallel parking. A sample cross‐section was
displayed. The arrangement was positively received by the committee.

Mr. Israel also recommended the use of the “sharrow” in wide outside lane
facilities. The sharrow is a striping pattern that indicates the presence of
potential bicycle traffic to motorists, and guides bicyclists in their use of the
street. A sample photograph was displayed. The committee did not object to
the use of this device.
2. Project Prioritization
Each Committee member was given opportunity to select 12 favorite and 6 least
favorite projects. Results are shown on the attached map and corresponding
spreadsheet.
3. Spot Improvements
The Committee reviewed the proposed placement of recommended bicycle
racks and selected additional locations that include:
 Patriots Park
 Moss Lake at the main landing
Additional traffic light improvements suggested by the Committee members
include the following locations:
 Cleveland at East Ridge
 King at Battleground
 King at Railroad
 King at Cansler
 Alex D. Owens at Davidson Lake
 Moss Lake at the main landing
4. Public Input
The Open House meeting for public review of the plan was scheduled for
December 9th, from 5‐7 pm, at the City Council Chambers. The public will be
provided general information about bicycle planning along with specifics about
the issues in Kings Mountain. They will be invited to review the draft map of
proposed facilities for Kings Mountain, make comments, and select priority
projects.

