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ABSTRACT

Cycling in North America maintains risks that lower its perceived
safety. These risks are often attributed to scofflaw cyclists -

ANALYSIS

DISCUSSION & CONCLUSIONS

Principal Component Factor Analysis

K-Means Cluster Analysis: Six Cyclist Types

Rule-breaking by cyclists is a rational choice that maximises
safety & efficiency, not a reckless action by a few scofflaw
cyclists. Planners, policy makers, and law enforcement should
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CONTEXT & DATA

Montreal is considered among North America’s most bikeable

S afety-first Unfamiliar Recreational Radical Risk-taking Shortcut

CYCLIST TYPE PROFILES

Safety-First Unfamiliar Recreational Radical Risk-Taking Shortcut

RULE-BREAKING RATIONALE & RULE-BREAKING BEHAVIOUR

Safety-First Unfamiliar Recreational Radical Risk-Taking Shortcut

Targeting Cycling Policies for Rule Compliance
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