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Preamble

The present OEuropean Cé handbdok forartoiuctne S tnasnpdeacrtdo r Ma
has been elaborated within the Efiinded INTERREG NWE IVi@ojecto De mar r age 0. It i
intended to explain the criteria and categories that can be implemented to monitor the

quality level of any EuroVelmute.

However this manual is amnternal documentto be used by EuroVelo routassessors and

National EuroVelo coordintors. The basic principles of the European Certification

Standard (ECS) are also displayed @ short manual (16 pages)which is published

within the EuroVelo Manual series to a broadeublic.
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1. Goals, definitionsand contents of the EuropearCertification
Standard (ECS) fdEuroVeleRoutes

1.1 Goals
The major goals of the implementation of a Europed®ertification Standard ECS) are:

1. To improve and assure the quality of all EuroVelo routes by identifyicgfical
deficiencies and motivating decision makers to invest in measures fpality
improvement.

2. To enhance communicationto different user groups, motivating them to use the

certified transnational routes by providing qualityontrol.

1.2 Definitions

1.2.1 EuroVelo

EuroVelo- the European cycle route network was initiated by the EuropeafCy c | i st s 0
Federation (ECF) to develop a network of higjuality cycling routes linkingall countries in

Europe. It can be used by longlistance cycle tourists, as well as dgcal people making

daily journeys.

1.2.2  Application of the EuropearCertification

Only the 14 EuroVeloroutesin their entiretyor their major crossborder sections(at least
1.000 km long, as well as crossingat least 2 countiesand with clearly defined origins
and destinations, e.g. major cities or attractions) can bertified.

The certification will remain valid for 5 years before it has b@ renewed, but themain
characteristics of the current situation should be monitored regulgréarly).

After 5 years the complete route should be assessed by using the same¢hodology (field
work etc.).

The basic units of data collection for the certificationare 6 Da b é gt iamdmsVd n o r

Sectionsd (usually 1km in | engt hopbetwdenh®8 | engt h

and 90 km inlength?

1.2.3 Targetgroups

According to the ORoute Devel opmé&uaveloManual f

% For practical reasons and easier calculation of certification scores, standardizaticstagjes to
around 60 km whenever possible is highlgcommended.
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route usersare:
1. Cyclists on cyclindnolidays
2. Holiday cyclists, cyclingduring g e ner &lylcy holdayadn
3. Cyclists on day trips fdeisure
4. Commuters and dailycyclists
5

Sporting and fitnessyclists.

However, as it is impossible to predict a homogenous spread of these grougsoss a
70,000 km + network, the European certification standard will take in to account 3

simplified strata of cyclis80 Ex per i enced 6 DeAavrediarged. and

Cyclists with a great deal oéxpertisein every
day cycling or cycle journeysThey ared at

least basicallyd skilled and physically trained
and able to choose their routes and
accommodation in a flexiblevay. The quest for
new experiences isa motivation for this kind of

Experienced :
. clist.
Cyclists
Cyclists with basic expertise in cycling who while
maybe used to cycling, are not too skilled, havan
average physical condition and are reliant osafeand
comfortable routes as well as goodquality, frequent
Average accommodation, information. The quesfor recreation
Cybiiata while performing a leisure trip by bike ia motivation
for thesepeople.
Users showing the mosiurgent demand fseafe and
. comfortable routes. Amongst the usersf EuroVelo
Demanding routes are families with young childred some of them
Cyc|i5ts using biketrailers 8 as well asysersof multrwheeled

vehicles such as hantikes.
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It is crucial to understand that the assessment process has been developed filoen

perspective of the route users, not from the perspective of rooperators, infrastructure

managers or publicadministrations.

Each route, as well as its individual sections, should fulfil the needs ofders

1 A clear distinction between the basic needs (essential criteria), iraportant needs

(important criteria)and the needs of special target groupgadditional criteria) has

to be made.

The basic assumptions for the calculation of scoses:

Essentiatriteria

Importantcriteria

Additional criteria

Furtherpositive

aspects

Must be met along the entireoute

Mustbe met along at least 70%of

theroute
Must be met in entire sectionsith

Cater for the most
experienceccyclists
Cater for theaverage

cyclist
Cater for more

the more 06demmaupdi ng d demandingcyclists.

Otherwise promotion musinake

difference in challengelear.
Add bonus scores to eackection

and routeoverall

Cater for the needf

all usergroups.

i The whole route can be described as being generally safe, comfortable and

attractive if at least 50% of the maximum possitdeore has been reachedn every

daily section and the whole route reaches at least 60% of tiweighted average of

all criteria.

1.2.4 Criteria and categories foevaluation

The criteria for the assessment will be categorized by different typeoofe elements:

1 Routeinfrastructure

1 Services

1 Marketing andpromotion
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Weighting of categories in ECS (c.f. Evaluation grid, sect®g)

® Routelnfrastructure
m Services
= Promotion

Summary of relatiorbetween target group and importance of criteria

Experienced

Essential criteria

—_—

L

Important criteria

[
L

Cyclists \
Average \
Cyclists
Demanding

Cyclists

Additional criteria

[
>
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1. Routeinfrastructure

0% 20% 409 60% 80 100¥

B Essentic MImportant B Additional B ExtraScore

2.1 Continuity of theroute

2.1.1 Physicalisruptions

The basic aspect for any long-distance cycle route is the continuity of the total ride.
There might be routesections that could bealisplayed in maps or road books buare not
actually built yet or have been destroyed (i.e. by floods etc.). Severe rdachages or
missing ferry connections across rivers might also hinder cyclistause the route as
intended. The information about these defects can easily be achievedfrom the GPS
track recorded during thessessment.

If the route cannot be used as a whole the maximum score will not be achieved. In
some cases this might even lead to a rating of a section under assessmentotaly

inadequate.
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1 0 Es s ent i:alhecoute shouldenot/cantain anyphysical disruptions
that make the route impossible to ride for thekilled, experienced riders with
any kind of trekking and touring bike (ateast). All natural (river, cliff etc.)
or artificial (railway, motorway etc.) barriersshould be traversable making
use of adequate cyclingnfrastructure(bridge, ferry, subwagtc.).

1T o/ mport anAldsectioms/of EuroYel routes must be free @iy
physical disruptions without at least a temporary solution. The route
must be free of multiple steps (without a contingency iepashingramp).

1T o0Addi t i on dAdcessibidity fort tendema, handbikes orelomobiles
etc. along the whole section under assessment. No temporaglutions

should be required to bypass physicdisruptions.

Source: Pilot Certification Rhine Cycle Route / EuroVelo 15

2.1.2 Legaldisruptions

1 0Essent i ahkere hagerto be edegal disruptions on the route all.

Another threat to route continuity can be legal aspects. Crossing of international

borders should be possiblefor all cyclistsusing EuroVeloroutes. Border crossings
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passable just for local inhabitants or motorists should not be part of any certified
EuroVelo route. The information about the actual situation has to be achiewknling on-
route assessment and/or by additione¢search.

Legal disruptions can be causeuy:

1 road components limitedto motorized traffic as EVoutes (signedfor motorised
vehicles only / cycling iforbidden)

9 route sections where cycling or entering is generally prohibited (for example
natural protection areas, military areas etc. where enterindgoibidden)

9 route sections where cycling or entering (in general) is subject to a special
permission or fee that cannot be issued or bought on the spot (for exampie
private roads where the road owner prohibits publise)

All incidents would have to be documented duringn-route assessment. If theoute
cannot be used as a whole for legal reasons, the specific route section will catlinseeffect

that the section loses its status as part of a certified EuroVelde.

Source: Pilot Certification Rhine Cycle Route / EuroVelo 15
2.1.3 Public Transportontingency
Public transport connections play a major role for the evaluation due amotherreason: If
a route is disrupted by major physical or legal continuity problems, It affected section
can be substitutedby the use of public transport, the route still can be certified if this
topic is clearly communicated. This exceptionalrule is limited to a total amount of 10%

of all daily sections of the EuroVelo route undessessment.
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2.2 Route infrastructureomponents

Assessment level: Rm Evaluation unit: dailysection
T There are no oOessenti al ¢ infastructuecompaneritsor t he
on EuroVelo routes. Points are awarded on a variety interconnected variables,
for example public roads can score highly ithey exhibit low speeds and a low
traffic count. Segregated cycle patch carscore low if it is too narrow for

comfortable use or if it passes regularly lidangerous junctions.

In reality, all different kinds oinfrastructure components will be combinednd integrated
to form a continuous EuroVeloute.

The certification process is designed to monitor tekare of different component®n the

route under assessmentind to give veritable evidenceif the chosen course is suitable
for the assumed groups of users (again related to the three different lewéksxperience).
Hence the occurrence of variable types of infrastructurecomponents (i.e.cycle lanes,
segregatedcycle paths) will be monitored down to the scale of a single kilometre.The
lowest quality infrastructure encountered on at least 208 of the kilometre in question

will determine itscore.

2.2.1 Publicroads
On Public roads cyclists have to share the available space for a safe ride with

motorizedt r af fi ¢c. Thi s means the cycl i stblfesas al ert
higher the more motorized traffic would be travelling on the sammad infrastructure. The
higher the allowed maximum speed of cars and motorbikes tims route would bethe

more possible dangers have to Encountered.
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Source: Pilot Certification Rhine Cycle Route / EuroVelo 15
2.2.2 Painted cycldanes
Cycle lanes are cycling facilities providing space for cyclists separated fiirer modes
of traffic by markings on existing roadways. They are restricted to cyrelfic and make
use of a part of the road or of an asphalted shoulder to separate tloycle lane from

motorizedtraffic.

2.2.3 Segregated cyclpaths
Segregated cycle paths run completely separate from public roads. They might be

running parallel alongside roads but often even have their own route corridor apart
from motorized traffic. Dangerous situations may occur at intersectiongh motorized

traffic; hence these have to bemonitored.

Source: Pilot Certification Rhine Cycle Route / EuroVelo 15
2.2.3.1 One-way segregated cyclpaths
The distinction between one-way and two-way heading can be made for different
categories of route components. On&ay segregated cycle paths provide safe
infrastructure facilities for cyclists. The risk of accidents with other road usdirsited to

intersections. In case of onway cycle paths of different widths existinan
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either side of a road, thenarrowest path should beneasured.

Source: Pilot Certification Rhine Cycle Route / EuroVelo 15
2.2.3.2 Twoway segregated cyclpaths
Twoway segregated cycle paths provide safe infrastructure facilities for cyclists. Scores for
this kind ofroute components are not as high as for oneay segregatedcycle paths since

there might be the danger of collisions betweewclists.

Source: Pilot Certification Rhine Cycle Route / EuroVelo 15

2.2.4  Shared use cycling and pedestrigraths
Shared usecycling and pedestrian paths are cdree. They run separatelyfrom public

roads but might be also running parallel alongside roads. Shared use cycling and
pedestrian paths provide a high safety level but bear the risk of collisions with

pedestrians asvell as with other cyclists if they are intensiueded.

2.2.4.1 One-way shared use cycling and pedestripaths
One-way shared use cycling and pedestrianpaths should be situatedat the correct side

of the road to avoid too many forcedrossings.
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Source: Pilot Certification Rhine Cycle Route / EuroVelo 15
2.2.4.2 Twoway shared use cycling and pedestripaths
Twoway shared use cycling and pedestrian paths can be dangerous for cyclistsif the
awareness of the users is lovZollisions between cyclists or cyclists apddestrians as well

as collisions with motorized vehicles at intersections jpossible.

Source: Pilot Certification Rhine Cycle Route / EuroVelo 15

225 6Cycle street3&phzanedpi el stracCenéd,
Streetswith intensive cycling traffic and low levels of motorized traffic in sogaseshave

their own | egal status as 0c Ewadpeanceuntries et s 6
massively promote the development of 30 kpfones within settlementll these typesof

infrastructure improve the safety of cyclistgygmeral.

2.2.6  Agricultural / forestry / water managemenmbads

Agricultural, forestry and water management roads score high for their lowtensity of
traffic. Compared to components reserved for nenotorists, they mightbe damaged

more often since they are frequently used by heaachines.
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Source: Pilot Certification Rhine Cycle Route / EuroVelo 15

2.2.7 Greenways

Greenways are route sections exclusively dedicated to pedestriskaters, cyclists and all
other nonmotorized traffic with a special legal status in France, Spain, t& and
Belgium. Signalisation indicates to users that the section in questiondelicated

exclusively taon-motorists.

Source: Pilot Certification Rhine Cycle Route / EuroVelo 15

2.2.8 Bridges, subways and tunnels for cyclists andpmdestrians

Specific infrastructure designed to protect vulnerable road userphbyviding separation

can be regarded favourably when judged to be usetfectively.
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Source: Pilot Certification Rhine Cycle Route /
EuroVelo 15

2.3 Level and speed of motorized traffic, safetyjohctions.

Assessment level: 1 km  Evaluation unit: dagdgction

The criteria 0 | e of enbtorizedt r a faridiocSé elimitl for motorizedt r a f(X£2i9c 6
ar e closely connected t o each ot herand Ther ¢

Ol mportant o criteria i s al siothakxcelteo.by a cal cu

1 0Essent i &Lértdiedcontéssslould net.:make use of public roadsith high
levels and speeds of motorised traffic to a degree of more than 50% afdaily
section and/or 25% of the whole certified route in total. The route does not
contain any daily sectionsthat include more than 10% of their length on public
roads with very high levels and speeds of motorized traffic (o\€x.000 vehicles
per day if the speed limit exceeds30km/h) without (at least) having asphalted
shoulders or bikdanes.

1T o/ mport an Eatified routes ahouldanot contain more than 10% dhe
length of any daily section with high levels and speeds of motorized traffic
(over 4.000 vehicles per day if the speed limit exceeds 30kmMjthout asphalted
shoulders or bikdanes.

1T 0Addi t i o n @eftited mutes sheutd/nat contain any junctions found be
dangerous or highlydangerous.

1 Lower speed limits, lower traffic density, and less dangerous junctions kel
evaluatedfavourably

2.3.1 Level of motorizedraffic.

Important criterion: No positive scoresat all can be achievedfor route sectionswith

European Certification Standard for EuroVelo routes 16



more than 4.000 vehicles per day, since this amount of motorized traffic excetus

appropriate level for leisureycling.

Car-free categoryl best
1-500 units / day categoryll

501 - 2.000 units / day categorylll

2.001 - 4.000 units/day categorylV

4.001 - 10.000 units / day categoryV

more than 10.000 units /day categoryV/ worst

To estimatethe traffic load on public roads the trained route inspectorsshall count the
passing vehicles during a certain period of time whenever a change of route

components occursThe following table gives hints for a usefapproach.

Vehicle units /day Vehicle units /h ;/gh/c_/e units/ category
min.

Car free none none /

500 36 6 I

2.000 144 24 n

4.000 288 48 4

10.000 720 120 Vv

By counting the vehicles per 10 minutes during field assessmentraffic load can be

categorised intothec at egor i es | t o VI shouldnbeconansuisicateds or s 0
to the responsible administration. In case of doubt about tlgeeneral situation the findings
of the inspection can be matched with traffic counting datirom official sources. There

are several grades for the calculation stores.

Highest scores will be achieved by all sections that can be assigned into categot@dll.

Category | can only be achieved if componentslegally free from motorizedtraffic are

used (i.e. cyclepaths, greenwayetc.).
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While not takeninto account in the route score, levels of traffic on roads adjacetd
traffic free routes should also be monitored by the route inspector, as should any

negative effects on the user dscfl.e2mly)i ronment s

2.3.2  Speed limitfor motorizedtraffic

The ECS takes into account four different categories of speed limits. bést category
represents sections in traffic calmed areas, where the maximgpeedwould not exceed
30km/h. Speeds above 80 km/h do not allow the cyclist to edin a relaxed way. These
sectionsare not well adapted to the needsof comfortable and safe riding and will cause

negative effect to the score of the sectiamderassessment.

30 km/h or less categoryl best
30 km/h to 49 km/h categoryll

50 km/h to 79 km/h categorylll

80 km/h or higher categorylV worst

2.3.3  Dangerousjunctions

For every dangerous or highly dangerous junction with or on public roadsore points

per km will be deducted from the overall score of the sectiander assessmentJunctions

will be considered less dangerous if appropriaiafrastructuresuch as bridges, subways

or tunnelsare in put in place effectively.Unlessdealing with major roads, the severity

of the assessmentakesinto account clear warnings signalsto cyclistsand other road

users. A well signed intersection can thus be downgraded fromévery danger ou

0 d a n g ereven sodsideredsafe, depending on traffidevel.

Source: Pilot Certification Rhine Cycle Route / EuroVelo 15
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2.4 Surface andwidth

Assessment level: 1km  Evaluation unit: daggction

Road surfacesof EuroVeloroutes under assessmenhave to be built according to the
relevant (national / regional) technical standards and prescriptiomsssumingthis and
taking into account that EuroVelo routes should play a major role withiational cycle

networks, certified EuroVeloroutes should provide consolidated, high quality surfaces.

241 Surfacematerial

Assessment level: 1 km Evaluation unit: dailysection

Surface material will be evaluated and assigned to the unit of a single kilomeffée
lowest category encountered on the section (km) will determine the score for the

whole kilometre(any critical, determining section at least has to be longkan 200m).

1 0 Es s ent i:dHedurface shoule be saitable for use by cyclists wathy type
of trekking or touring bike in normal weather conditions during the local cycling
season (which means during all seasonsunless covered by snow or ice). It
should be smooth and solid enough to ride, so it should either be asphalted
or paved with another resistant material. Inexceptional circumstances loose
material may be used but must bsonsolidated.

1 o/ mp o rctiteriaa Atdeast 50% of any daily section of the route should be

asphalted.
1T 0Add/ t i on d&khedsurface shouwddrpieterably be suitable for road bikes,
childrends bikes, bi k es fomwhediers.Ta falfil thee r s or

needs of these target groups a high quality asphalted surface or similar is
required on the wholesection.

High quality, watertight surface (asphalted similar) categoryl best
Stabilized gravel (physical and / or chemicstabilization) categoryll

Low quality, watertight surface (i.e. cobbles, longrmdamage) categorylll
Non-stabilized dirt road (unpaved and natabilized) categorylV worst

2.4.2 Surfacequality:
Assessment level: Rm Evaluation unit: dailysection
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1 0 Es s ent /:Hdniorethan/50% of a daily section should benoderatelyor
badlyrideable.
1 0Add/ tcriteria Hd part of a daily sectionshould be moderatelyor badly
rideable.

The assessments performed via route inspectionwith the help of the assessment tool.

The surface of everysingle kilometre has to be registered.If there is a change of road

surface within a kilometre, the lowest quality section (of 200m or more) will determine

its score. Scores will be achieved for surfacedal®ws:

Perfectlyideable categoryl! best
Well rideable categoryll
Moderatelyrideable categorylll
Badlyrideable categorylV worst

For the calculation of the scores regarding surfaces it is necessary thatirtepecting

person has to assigrany encountered surface to a certain categorydnder assessment
both of the surfacerelated criteria have to be monitoredand documented in close

connection to each other, since there may occusituations when a high quality surface

might be damaged and tle surface quality hencewould be lower than normal (for

instance on agricultural, asphalted roads, damaged Iiye use of heavymachines).

Ingeneraba r oute must be

asphalted

i nscore.der

Surface waterbound coverage/ gravel
conditions | tarmac/ asphalt/ concrete pavement road rideable with
perfectly perfectly roadorc hi | dikeenn {
rideable smooth, lowrolling resistance even everyweathercondition
slightly
well bevelled, smooth, wellmaintained, smaller Trekking bike in every
rideable rawgranulation, slightlybumpy even gravel weathercondition
moderately unevenmajor |uneven, insufficiently compacted, |Rugged touringbike in
rideable patched, uneven, singl@otholes seams waterlogged,deep gravel mostweatherconditions
l.e. damaged asphalt, rawcobblestones,
uneven and damaged pavement, sandy
baadly sections, unpaved tracks, covering of Mountainbike and
rideable vegetation... comparable types
not
rideable unrideable sections
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Source: Pilot Certification Rhine Cycle Route / EuroVelo 15

2.4.3 Width

Assessment level: Rm Evaluation unit: dailysection
Facing a mix of modes of transport on some route components, like on pubicads, the
actual width of the road cannot be taken as a measure on its own but needs lie
referencedto the traffic load on the spot as well as to the speed limit. This will be
done automatically via the Excelalculation tool. For example, a 3 metrevide, two- way
segregatedbicycle path will be evaluated more positivelythan a 3 metrewide public

road with medium traffidevels.

2.4.3.1 Generalwidth
Width will be assigned by the scale of one kilometre; with the narrowest section

encounteredon at least 200 m of the kilometre in question determining the score. If
there are one-way cycle lanes or one-way segregated cycle paths running along both
sides of a public road, the narrower cycle lane / segregated cycle pattfil be taken into

account for thecertification.

(2> 2 d 8
Sourc:a: Pilot Certification Rhine Cycle Route / EuroVelo 15
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> 5m (route components with motorized traffic as well asthout) category!
3m - 5m (route components with motorized traffic as well\aghout) categoryll
2 - <3m (usually routecomponents without motorizetiaffic) categorylll
<2m (usually route components without motorizeaffic) categorylV

If the route is running on public roads with motorized traffic, the available space will be

evaluated in relation to traffic load asvell as speedimits.

2.4.3.2 Clearance fromobstacles

T o/ mport anTheroute shouldenet coatain major obstacles (i.@oles, rocks
or other chicanes providing less than 1.30 m clearance for cycligtgt prohibit a

smooth ridingexperience.

Short sections 8 for example bridges 0 or other local bottlenecks are taken into
account in this category. Obstacles reducing the width of available space la#ving over

1.30 m of clearance will be noted, but will not affect the overall rouseore.

2.5 Gradients

Assessment level: bm Evaluation unit: dailysection

1 0 Es s ent /:.Bdly®sectons domatinclude elevations of motkan 1,000
m.
1 o0 Addi tcriteria @hkrdare no minor sectionslonger than 5 km with a
gradient of more than6%.
The vertical coordinates should be documentedwith the help of a GPS unit during the
on-route assessment. The output will be an elevation profile for each dai&ction
displaying the actual gradients. This elevation profile is necessary to idesgfgtions with
steep gradients and to decide about the suitability of the sectionder examination for

special target groups (important / additionalriteria).

European Certification Standard for EuroVelo routes 22




2.6 Attractiveness

Assessment level: Rm Evaluation unit: dailysection

Due to the subjectivityof the assessmenof attractivenessno criteria are regardedas
OEssent icadgary. i n t hi s

2.6.1 Monotonous or unattractivdandscape
Assessment level: Rm Evaluation unit: dailysection
1 0Addi tcriteria Mdresthan 50% of one daily sectionshould not be
located in monotonous or unattractiveurroundings.
Deductions of score points may occur for those sections of the rowteere no
recreational value can be achieved. Routes following largagriculturalareas in
monoculture orrunning through industrial areas with a verlymited quality of
the natural or historical scenery ideally should not be chosdor EuroVelo
routes if avoidable. The decision has to be made by taking into account the
possible alternatives. These issues cha dealt with to some extent by route

planners, by providing attractions such as piecetlandscapeart.

2.5.2  Highly attractivearea

1 Furtherpoints can be awarded for areas judged especiallyattractive by the
route inspector.
It should be noted that thelefault judgement (if neither highly attractive nonattractive is

selected by the route inspector) is that the route is genewttisactive.

2.5.3 Annoyances
Annoyancescan seriouslyreduce the recreational value of a cycle route. Justthink about
riding along motorways,garbage dump sites,compost works, cement plants etc. Within

the assessmentsheet and application a distinction can be made by the type of the

annoyanceencountered:

1 Dbynoise
1 bysmell

European Certification Standard for EuroVelo routes 23



1 bydust

Single deductions of scorpoints will be drawn for any of thoselisturbances assigned to

the kilometre(s) thegccur.

2.5.4 Socialsafety

Assessment level: Km

T o/ mportanto
be free from potentiakocial safetyssues.
O0Addi t i onTEhé entricroute sheuld/be free from potential socedfety

issues.

Cyclists not only face dangers from traffic situations on their trips but rsaynetimes also
get into situationsthat seem to be insecure because of individuahfety problems.This
might be the case in areas affected by crime or in open landscapes exposed to free
living animals like shepherd dogs, to minefields or tshooting ranges. Therefore

deductions from the score can be taken for these issues. This category being

Evaluation unit: dailysection

c har act er iThe whalesdailyseciianshauld n g

somewhat subjective, any decision should be considecadefully.

2.6 Signing

Assessment level: 5 km  Evaluation unit: dagdgction

1 0Essent i ahessigning shoul beé @mplete and in lineith the relevant

national standards (if they exist) and the EuroVeajoidelines (always).
T o/ mp o r t anNos8igningis ntiseimg/atanaijunctions.

Conformity
to national/
regional
standards
(per5km):

fully

partly

not

Integratiorof
EuroVelo
logo (per5
km)

full versionintegrated

Secondan/(2nd,
3rd orcombined)
versionsintegrated

Logo-integration limited to
information boards

not integrated

All signing elementsrelated to cyclistshave to be evaluated d with the focus on the specific

EuroVelo route under assessment since there might be other topicgtling
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routes making use of the same infrastructure.The evaluation will be performed on the
scale of a five kilometredy accumulation of positive scores. Defecémd disturbances of
the signing system on major crossings will be evaluateefatively. Theassessmenwill be
done according to the prescriptionsof the relevant national (as an exception at least
regional) signing standards for cyclistsand will especiallyfocus on the availability of
EuroVelo signing elements. If there are nmational standards established, the evaluation
will focus on the adequacy of thesigningsystemin general. The assessmenis performed

on the route with the assessment sheet.

Source: Pilot Certification Rhine Cycle Route / EuroVelo 15
2.7 PublicTransport

2.8
Assessment level: 5 km  Evaluation unit: dadgction

1 0 Es s ent /:&dmrying lbkes/ont pablic framspottb access the routds
legally and physically possible at least every 1k0.

1 o/ mpor t anCargingdikes ah publi¢ transport to access the rouie
legally and physically possible at least every K.

1 Further points awarded for better public tnaport links andwider availability

of bicyclecarriage.

As noted in section 2.1.3, Public transport connections play a major role for the
evaluation due to another reason: If a route is disrupted by major physical or legal

continuity problems, but the affected section can be substituted by the usemiblic
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transport, the route still can be certified if this topic is clearly communicated. This
exceptional rule is limited to a total amount of 10% of atlaily sections ofthe EuroVelo

route underassessment.

The following criteria can be considered as significant to evaluate the pulbtEnsport

capacities open tacyclists:

1 Availability of different types afarriers
o Railservice o
Busservice o]
Shipsferries
9 Distanceto stations/ stopsin the sphereof influence of the EuroVeloroute
(taking into account the elevation of thendscape)
o 15 - 25 km (interregionalconnections)
0 < 15km (regional connections)

1 Type and speed ofonnection

o International and/ or high-speed

o National / regional

o Local/regional
1 Frequency otonnections

o Hourlyconnection

o Multiple connections per day (at least 3 timesday)

o Daily connection
1 Conditions for transportation obikes

o Bookable in advance (including bik&ransfer)

0 Booking in advance mandatory (including bikeansfer)
0 maximum amount of bikes pertonnection
0

Price for transportation of bikes related to the general tickete

While an initial impression of public transport connections should be giventbg rouse
inspector on the road, this should later be backed up by internet research, especially

to check the possibility of bike carriage in certaionnections.
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publictransport multjpleconnections _ multipleconnections

cqnnectlomarymg perday better pub//c_z‘ranspoft perday petter
bikesnearstarting / connection carrving

endingpointof daily bikesaccompanying
sectionsor nearmajor dail the route (uptoa dail

settlementgupto a any distanceof 15km from any
distanceof 15km from theroute)
theroute)
lessthan 1xperday |worse lessthan 1xperday |worse
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2. Services

EuroVelo routes are not just a more or less useful combination of infrastructure
components but their success as (leisure) cycling routes will highly depend upgh
quality tourist services. Within a twstep process these serviadements dedicated to
cyclists will be assessed. Servicedated to cyclists on the route will beassessedper
kilometer via assessment sheet. Some of the services willnt@nitored separately via

additional research.

B Essential

m Important
Additional

M extra Score

0% 209 40U 60% 80% 100¥

2.1. Accommodation

Assessment level: 5km  Evaluation unit: dadgction

1 0 Es s entritead dDailly sections should have at least basic
accommodation (simple hotel, home stay or campirgc.).
1 o/ mpor t arnThexrangerof stareards & not limiteth oneextreme

category (e.g. very basic or luxury only) within a dagction.
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