
CITY OF BEVERLY HILLS

TRAFFIC & PARKING COMMISSION

Jake Manaster and David Seidel
Lester Friedman and Andy Licht
Lester Friedman and Jake Manaster
Lester Friedman and Andy Licht

November 5, 2015

TO: Traffic & Parking Commission

FROM: Transportation Staff

SUBJECT: Staff Status Report

The purpose of this staff report is to provide the Commission with updates on pending items;
therefore, the Commission cannot make formal recommendations on these items.

a. Tour Bus Activity

An agenda report will be included on the November 3, 2015 City Council Formal Meeting
that includes A) an ordinance modifying the heavy vehicle weight limit on Rodeo Drive,
Canon Drive, Brighton Way, Dayton Way, Bedford Drive and a portion of South Santa
Monica Boulevard within the business triangle and B) an implementation plan for a pilot
passenger loading zone on the 200 block of North Beverly Drive, and weekends-only active
passenger loading zones on the 400 block of North Crescent Drive adjacent to City Hall
and 9300 block of Burton Way adjacent to the Beverly Hills Courthouse. The report will be
available online by Saturday, October 31, 2015 (www.beverlyhills.orQ - City Government -

Mayor and Councilmembers - Council Meetings).

b. Olympic/Beverly/Beverwil

The City Council reviewed Fehr & Peers’ assessment of potential improvements for the
Olympic Boulevard/Beverly Drive/Beverwil Drive intersection at the October 20, 2015 City
Council Study Session (Attachment A).

The report included four incremental scenarios to improve the intersection. The City
Council directed staff to conduct public outreach with residences and businesses adjacent
to the intersection to get input on the four scenarios and asked for Traffic & Parking
Commission review. Additionally, they requested an analysis of protected left-turns at
northbound and southbound Beverly Drive. Staff is working with Fehr & Peers to develop a
public outreach plan, which may include a special afternoon/evening Traffic & Parking
Commission meeting. Staff will provide an update report at the meeting.

c. Correspondence

Attachment B is a letter from Mr. Mark Elliott regarding the Santa Monica Boulevard
Reconstruction Project.

City Council Liaisons: Julian Gold and William Br/en

Bicycle Ad Hoc:
Taxi Ad Hoc:
Tour Bus Ad Hoc:
NSMB Mitigation:



ATTACHMENT A



STAFF REPORT

Meeting Date: October 20, 2015

To: Honorable Mayor & City Council

From: Aaron Kunz, Deputy Director of Transportation

Subject: Olympic/Beverly/Beverwil Intersection

Attachment: 1. Executive Summary and Implementation Plan

INTRODUCTION

Fehr & Peers, the City’s on-call traffic engineering firm has prepared an assessment of
potential improvements for the Olympic Boulevard/Beverly Drive/Beverwil Drive
intersection. This report outlines staff’s recommendations for next steps related to
improvements for this intersection.

BACKGROUND

In response to concerns raised to the City Council/Traffic & Parking Commission Liaison
Committee regarding the Olympic Boulevard/Beverly Drive/Beverwil Drive intersection,
staff commissioned Fehr & Peers to prepare an assessment of improvement options.

Olympic Boulevard/Beverly Drive/Beverwil Drive intersection carries about 74,000
vehicles per day. With Beverly Drive splitting into two streets (Beverly Drive and
Beverwil Drive) just north of Olympic Boulevard, two streets cross Olympic Boulevard
very close to each other resulting in a relatively complex intersection.

Based on review of accident data, the average collision rate is equal to the state-wide
average for comparable intersections. No geometric and signal timing deficiency of the
intersection was the cause for any of the collisions. The design of the intersection
continues to appear reasonable and consistent with best engineering practices. In
recent years, the City has replaced all signage within the intersection, made adjustments
to the signal timing and added lane markings. The City Council has recently approved
red light photo enforcement for the intersection.



Meeting Date: October 20, 2015

A project to redesign and simplify the Olympic Boulevard/Beverly Drive/Beverwil Drive
intersection is planned for FY 2017-2018 in the FY2075-76 5-year Capital improvement
Program.

DISCUSSION

The Fehr & Peers Executive Summary and implementation Plan describes four
scenarios to improve the intersection as outlined below:

• Scenario A: Eliminate left-turn movement from northbound Beverly Drive to
westbound Olympic Boulevard

• Scenario B: Prohibit left-turn movement from westbound Olympic Boulevard to
southbound Beverwil Drive

• Scenario C: Upgrade traffic signal controllers along Olympic Boulevard and
implement additional left-turn phases (e.g., arrows)

• Scenario D: Implement scenarios A, B, and C and close northbound Beverwil Drive
through movements. This includes median reconstruction and removal of the traffic
signal at Beverly Drive and Beverwil Drive.

Staff recommends implementing scenarios A and B as a pilot. With City Council
concurrence, the item would be placed on a Traffic & Parking Commission agenda in
order to receive public comment. After Traffic & Parking Commission review and
preparation of the environmental assessment, staff would return to City Council for
approval to proceed. Estimated implementation is 4 to 6 months after City Council
approval. After implementation, staff recommends evaluating the scenarios for one year
before proceeding with the next phase.

The advantages/pros of this approach include:
• Eliminates unprotected turn movement that involves approximately 15% of

collisions
• Reduces congestion at center of intersection
• Scenario B will offset some of the increased traffic on Beverwil resulting from

Scenario A
• Provides drivers a gradual adjustment of changes in traffic patterns
• Lower cost and shorter implementation time than larger projects

Disadvantages include:
• Increased traffic on Beverwil pending implementation of Scenario D
• Drivers would need to adjust to changes in traffic patterns twice
• Longer-term timeframe for implementation of entire improvement scenarios

If the City Council wants to implement additional improvements beyond scenarios A and
B, staff would recommend Scenario D which includes all the improvements outlined in
the Fehr& Peers report. Although Scenario C, upgrade of traffic signal controllers, could
be implemented with Scenarios A and B or independently, a single contract for all
scenarios is more efficient and likely more cost effective. As with staff’s recommendation
listed above, with City Council concurrence, the item would be placed on a Traffic &
Parking Commission agenda to receive public comment, an environmental assessment
would be prepared, and the item would be returned to City Council for direction to
proceed. To complete Scenario D, staff recommends implementation in FY 201 7-18 to
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minimize overlap with the Santa Monica Boulevard Reconstruction project and decking
of the La Cienega subway station.

The advantages/pros of this approach include:
• All scenarios completed at one time
• Single public outreach/environmental assessment process
• Cost effectiveness and efficiency by hiring a single contractor

Disadvantages include:
• Longer timeframe for complete implementation
• Less gradual adjustment for drivers

FISCAL IMPACT

Funding is available in the FY 2015-16 Capital Improvement Budget (CIP) # 367, Install
Traffic Signals and Intersection Improvements. Estimated construction of Scenario A
and B is $20,000. Estimated construction cost of Scenario D is $385,000.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends proceeding with implementing scenarios A & B improvement options
for the Olympic/Beverly/Beverwil intersection.

Susan Healy Keene
Community Development Director

Approved By
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FEHRk PEERs
Improving Communities Since 1985

MEMORANDUM

Date: October 13, 2015

To: Aaron Kunz, City of Beverly Hills

From: Jaimee Bourgeois

Subject: Executive Summary and Implementation Plan for Improvements at Olympic
Boulevard! Beverly Drive! Beverwil Drive

Ref M15-2772

BACKGROUND

Fehr & Peers completed an assessment of safety and operations and identified a range of potential
improvements for the Olympic Boulevard / Beverly Drive / Beverwil Drive intersection. The Liaison
Committee considered the findings in December 2014 and directed staff to conduct detailed analyses for
various options. Following the December meeting, City staff implemented changes that did not require
further analysis; specifically, additional all-red clearance time, a new “Left-Turn Yield on Green” sign, and
lane line extensions through the intersection. Furthermore, earlier in 2014, City staff lengthened the
pedestrian phase across Olympic Boulevard. The intersection has also undergone signage upgrades and
signal timing modifications in prior years. Concurrent with this study, City staff is also proceeding with
implementation of red light violation camera enforcement.

Detailed analyses were conducted for various improvement options and documented in a memorandum
entitled Detaited Assessment of Improvement Options for Olympic Boulevard / Beverty Drive / Beverwit
Drive Intersection (October 13, 2015). This document serves as the executive summary of that report and
provides an implementation plan for completing several phases of improvements.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY OF DETAILED ASSESSMENT

The Olympic Boulevard / Beverly Drive / Beverwil Drive intersection is a compound intersection that
operates on one traffic signal controller and accommodates about 74,000 vehicles per day. A review of
collision records revealed an average collision rate equal to the state-wide average for comparable
intersections. The location that experienced the majority of collisions during the study period was the
intersection of Olympic Boulevard and Beverly Drive at 66% of the total. The most frequent collision
factor was not yielding the proper right-of-way (39% of total), followed by unsafe lane changing (28%).

Resulting changes to traffic operations, transit service, and pedestrian and bicycle circulation were
identified for four improvement scenarios (A through D). To better understand existing vehicular traffic
patterns and to gain insight into how traffic patterns would likely change under each scenario, “Big Data”
analytics were used. Through this process, it was identified that additional intersections, specifically Pico
Boulevard / Beverwil Drive and Pico Boulevard / Beverly Drive located within the City of Los Angeles,
would likely be affected by the redistribution of traffic and were therefore included in the study.

600 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 1050, Los Angeles, CA 90017 (213) 261-3050
www.fehrandpeers.com
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Scenario A

Prohibit the left-turn movement from northbound Beverly Drive to westbound Olympic Boulevard by
modifyinQ existing roadway striping and signage, as illustrated in Figure 1. Approximately 1,500 vehicles
per day (133 during the morning peak hour and 120 during the evening peak hour) would be shifted to
another route.

FIGURE 1
SCENARIO A — Eliminate Northbound Left-turn Movement

Highlights

• Reduces the total number of collisions; eliminates an unprotected turn movement that is involved
in approximately 15% of the collisions

• Improved operational performance at the Olympic Boulevard / Beverly Drive / Beverwil Drive
intersection with some increase in delay at the Pico Boulevard intersections.

• Vehicles less likely to block the Olympic Boulevard / Beverly Drive intersection.
• Some motorists may choose to use Pico Boulevard instead of Olympic Boulevard thus reducing

traffic levels on Beverly Hills streets.
• While this scenario would result in additional traffic on Beverwil Drive initially, volumes could be

reduced if combined with Scenarios D or E (presented below).
• To accommodate a shift in traffic to northbound Beverwil Drive, striping modifications should be

implemented to lengthen the left-turn pocket and additional green time should be provided for
this movement.

• No changes to the bicycle or pedestrian network.
• Santa Monica Big Blue Bus Route 5 would need to be revised, as it currently utilizes this left-turn

movement for weekday and weekend service; however, rerouting the bus could further improve
safety at the intersection as it is often observed blocking the intersection due to the limited
queuing space between Beverwil Drive and Beverly Drive.

Construction Cost: The construction is estimated to be approximately $10,000.



City of Beverly Hills
October 13, 2015
Page3

Scenario B

Prohibit the left-turn movement from westbound Olympic Boulevard to southbound Beverwil Drive by
modifying existing roadway stripinQ and signage (see Figure 2). Approximately 500 vehicles per day
would be rerouted (26 during the morning peak hour and 57 during the evening peak hour).

FIGURE 2

SCENARIO B — Eliminate Westbound Left-turn Movement

Highlights

• Reduces the vehicle demand within the short space of Olympic Boulevard between Beverwil Drive
and Beverly Drive and reduces the likelihood of vehicles spilling into and blocking the Olympic
Boulevard / Beverly Drive intersection.

• Does not significantly change the delay at the Pico Boulevard intersections and results in slightly
decreased delay at the Olympic Boulevard / Beverly Drive / Beverwil Drive intersection since the
total volume would be reduced.

• Eliminates the conflict point between unprotected left turning vehicles and a very high volume of
oncoming eastbound through traffic, a condition which often results in motorists choosing
shorter than desired gaps in oncoming traffic to complete a turn.

• Reduces the volume on Beverwil Drive thus improving the residential character of the roadway.
• No changes to the bicycle, pedestrian or transit networks.

Construction Cost: The construction is estimated to be approximately $10,000.
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Scenario C
k

Upgrade traffic signal controllers along the Olympic Boulevard corridor to Type 2070 and implement
protected left-turn phases for eastbound Olympic Boulevard to northbound Beverwil Drive and
westbound Olympic Boulevard to southbound Beverly Drive and southbound Beverwil Drive (as shown in
Figure 3). No vehicles would be rerouted.

Highlights

FIGURE 3
SCENARIO C — Provide Protected Left-turn Signal Phasing

• A controller upgrade is needed to implement protected left-turn phasing (i.e., left arrow
indications). The same upgrade would be advised for all controllers along the Olympic Boulevard
corridor within Beverly Hills because they operate in coordination.

• Reduce the number of collisions associated with right-of-way violations; collisions involving these
turn movements account for almost 25% of all collisions at the intersection.

• Results in modest delay increases at the study intersection due to the inherent inefficiencies
associated with protected left-turn phasing.

• No changes to the bicycle or transit networks.
• All existing crosswalks would remain, but pedestrians would incur delay because they would no

longer be able to cross concurrent with the left-turn movement. This would, however, reduce the
number of conflict points between vehicles and pedestrians and consequently improve safety for
pedestrians.

Construction Cost: The construction is estimated to be approximately $150,000.
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Scenario D
k

Implement Scenarios A, B and C, and close the northbound segment of Beverwil Drive between Beverly
Drive and Olympic Boulevard (see Figure 4). Approximately 11,000 vehicles per day would be rerouted.
Specifically for the northbound Beverwil Drive through movement across Olympic Boulevard, a total of
445 and 239 vehicles would be rerouted during the AM and PM peak hours, respectively.

Highlights

FIGURE 4

• This scenario would result in the same changes as stated above under Scenarios A, B and C.
• Motorists seeking to travel north are anticipated to divert to Beverly Drive, Camden Drive, or

other smaller residential streets to reach their destinations. Additionally, the eastbound left-turn
movement would primarily be shifted from Beverwil Drive to Beverly Drive.

• The northbound through movement on Beverwil Drive across Olympic Boulevard would be
converted into a left-turn lane, resulting in two left-turn lanes for vehicles traveling from Beverwil
Drive to westbound Olympic Boulevard.

• Traffic signal control could be completely removed at Beverwil Drive / Beverly Drive and the
number of turn movements at Olympic Boulevard / Beverwil Drive would be reduced, thereby
reducing the complexity and potential number of conflict points at the intersection.

• Results in significant decreases in delay and queuing at the Olympic Boulevard / Beverly Drive /
Beverwil Drive intersection but with the implication of increased delay along Pico Boulevard.

• The Santa Monica Big Blue Bus Route 5 would need to be revised (as described under Scenario A).
No changes to the bicycle and pedestrian networks under this scenario.

SCENARIO 0 - Eliminate Northbound Left-turn Movement & Westbound
Left-turn Movement, Implement Protected Left-Turn Phases and Close

Northbound Beverwil Drive between Beverly Dr. and Olympic Blvd.

Construction Cost: The construction is estimated to be about $385,000.
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It should be noted that an additional scenario similar to Scenario D but without controller and protected
left-turn upgrades was studied in the detailed report. The scenario was ultimately excluded since staff felt
that the protected left-turn phasing should be implemented if the intersection geometrics are simplified
as described under Scenario D. The protected left-turn phasing is expected to reduce the number of
traffic collisions and geometric simplifications would more than offset the expected increase in average
vehicle delay associated with protected left-turn phasing.

“Ideal Design” and Roundabout Scenarios

The Liaison Committee asked staff to consider an ideal configuration of the intersection and/or the nearby
roadway network. Beverly Drive and Beverwil Drive each carry roughly 13,000 vehicles per day. It would
be ideal to shift traffic from Beverwil Drive to Beverly Drive to improve the residential character of Beverwil
Drive. While Scenario D reduces northbound traffic on Beverwil Drive, additional access restrictions to
reduce southbound traffic could include a partial (southbound) or full road closure on Beverwil Drive
south of the commercial driveways on the south side of Olympic Boulevard with bicycle and pedestrian
access maintained. It should be noted that the removal of through vehicular access in the southbound
direction would require the rerouting of the Metro Local 14 bus.

In addition to reducing vehicles on Beverwil Drive, it would be ideal to further simplify the study
intersection geometrics to address the complexity, close spacing and number of conflict points. One
option could be to prohibit through movements along Beverwil Drive, allowing only left and right turns
to/from Olympic Boulevard.

Finally, it would be ideal to provide enhancements for alternative modes of transportation. This could be
achieved by reducing traffic volumes on Beverwil Drive, as stated above, and converting it to a bicycle
boulevard or implementing a road diet and striping bike lanes. Bicycle access would be maintained
through any partial or full road closures. While pedestrian facilities would not be affected, lower traffic
volumes would improve the pedestrian experience along the residential street.

Also at the request of the Liaison Committee, staff considered the feasibility of a roundabout at this
location. The daily volume of 74,000 vehicles was compared to the theoretical capacity of a two-lane
roundabout at 47,000 vehicles per day (The National Cooperative Highway Research Program Report 672,
Roundabouts: An Information Guide, Second Edition). In addition to insufficient capacity, a roundabout
could not be designed with proper approach tapers without the City obtaining right-of-way from adjacent
private property.

IMPLEMENTATION PLAN

It is recommended that the City proceed with Scenarios A and B; that is, prohibit the left-turn movement
from northbound Beverly Drive to westbound Olympic Boulevard and prohibit the left-turn movement
from westbound Olympic Boulevard to southbound Beverwil Drive by modifying existing roadway striping
and signage. This would involve the following steps:

a. Conduct public outreach by way of the Traffic and Parking Commission.

b. Prepare environmental document for CEQA clearance.

c. Report findings from Traffic and Parking Commission and CEQA clearance to City Council
for final project approval.
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U. Implement Scenarios A and B.

e. Wait one year and conduct an after study to evaluate the project.

The primary benefits of this implementation plan are that the intersection is simplified and would
experience improved operations, the two unprotected left-turn movements involved in 15% of the
intersection collisions are eliminated, and implementation is relatively low cost and could be done quickly.
It is important to note, however, that Beverwil Drive could experience a small increase in traffic (no more
than 8%) until such time in the future if and when Scenario D is implemented.

If the City wishes to proceed with additional improvements, then implementation of Scenario D is
recommended, which includes Scenarios A and B as described above, Scenario C (controller upgrades with
protected left-turn phasing) and closure of northbound Beverwil Drive north of Olympic Boulevard.
Implementation would involve a similar process as above:

a. Conduct public outreach by way of the Traffic and Parking Commission.

b. Prepare environmental document for CEQA clearance.

c. Report findings from Traffic and Parking Commission and CEQA clearance to City Council
for final project approval.

d. Implement Scenario D.

The primary benefits of this alternate implementation plan are that efficiencies would be gained by a
single process for public outreach, environmental clearance and construction in comparison to a phased
approach and the safety benefits associated with the full set of improvements would be realized sooner.
The disadvantage is that completion of and realization of safety benefits associated with Scenarios A and
B would be delayed.

Prior to implementation of any of the improvement scenarios contained in this report, environmental
clearance is required, which includes the preparation of an appropriate environmental document that
identifies environmental exemptions or impacts, if any, as required by the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA). Through this process, the City of Los Angeles’ volume-to-capacity LOS calculation
methodology would be used and signal timing and/or roadway configuration changes would be
considered cooperatively by both agencies as needed to alleviate impacts or to further improve the
residential character of Beverwil Drive both within the City of Beverly Hills and the City of Los Angeles.
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October 5, 2015

Mr. Lester J. Friedman, Chair
Mr. Jake Manaster, Vice Chair
Members of the Traffic & Parking Commission
455 North Rexford Dr.
Beverly Hills, CA 90210

Dear Chair Friedman and members of the commission:

Following up on my comments at the open house, I want underscore the importance of
including multimodal mitigation measures in planning for Santa Monica Boulevard
reconstruction. Construction on this corridor will particularly impact non-motor road users;
indeed construction activities present formidable challenges to two-wheeled travelers. To
date that has not been acknowledged by the commission, by our consultants or City
Council. I hope this commission will include in its guidance to City Council and
consultants the appropriate measures as part of the mitigation ‘framework.’

Caltrans is clear about making safety a first priority in temporary traffic control zones
(TTCs). And the agency is explicit about the need to safely accommodate all road user. As
noted in the Manual of Unform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD):

The needs and control of all road users (motorists, bicyclists, and
pedestrians within the highway).. .through a TTC zone shall be an essential
part of highway construction.. ..The primary function of TTC is to provide
for the reasonably safe and effective movement of road users through or
around TTC zones while reasonably protecting road tisers... (section 6A
General Principles).

The MUTCD continues:

Road user and worker safety and accessibility in TTC zones should be an
integral and high-priority element of every project from pLanning through
design and construction. . . .work should be planned and conducted with the
safety and accessibility of all motorists, bicyclists, pedestrians (including
those with disabilities), and workers being considered at all times (section
63 Fundamental Principles).

Indeed the MUTCD devotes an entire chapter to TTC policy guidance and device usage
and mentions bicyclist safety on no fewer than 37 of them. Three of the MUTCD’s seven
TTC ‘fundamental principles’ pertain to cyclists:

“General plans or guidelines should be developed to provide safety for motorists,
bicyclists, pedestrians...” (principle 1)

Deffet Dike
Mark Elliot, Organizer

mark.elliot@betterbike.org



October 5, 2015
To: Traffic & Parking Commission
Re: SM Blvd construction mitigation

• “Bicyclists and pedestrians, including those with disabilities, should be provided
with access and reasonably safe passage.. .“ (principle 2)

• “Motorists, bicyclists, and pedestrians should be guided in a clear and positive
manner while approaching and traversing TTC zones...” (principle 3)

To date in the Santa Monica Boulevard mitigation discussion, however, the safety of
bicycle riders has taken a backseat to concerns about neighbor convenience.

Mitigation Measures

To underscore the threat that construction zones present specifically to bicycle riders, the
MUTCD establishes as ‘standard’ the following direction: “Bicyclists shall not be led into
direct conflicts with mainline traffic, work site vehicles, or equipment moving through or
around the TTC zone.” And section 6D enumerates ‘considerations’ specific to the needs
of bicyclists:

• “A travel route that replicates the most desirable characteristics of a wide paved
shoulder or bikeway through or around the TTC zone is desirable for bicyclists.”

• “If the TTC zone interrupts the continuity of an existing bikeway system, signs
directing bicyclists through or around the zone and back to the bikeway is
desirable.”

• “Unless a separate bike path through or around the TTC zone is provided, adequate
roadway lane width to allow bicyclists and motor vehicles to travel side by side
through or around the TTC zone is desirable. When the roadway width is
inadequate for allowing bicyclists and motor vehicles to travel side by side,
warning signs should be used to advise motorists of the presence of bicyclists in the
travel way lanes.”

The MUTCD is a design manual, of course, and it recommends specific measures to
protect bicyclists:

• ‘Bicycle crossing’ and ‘share the road’ signage when riders must share a lane with
vehicular traffic.

• ‘Uneven lanes’ signage where a difference in elevation exists in order to “warn
bicyclists or other road users of the uneven pavement condition...” (There is also a
lower tolerance for the difference in surface elevation if bicyclist will be present.);
and,

• Temporary traffic barriers when needed “to separate workers, bicyclists, and
pedestrians from motor vehicle traffic.”

Now I’m no traffic engineer, but some combination of these measures should be deployed
during the construction phase of the project. Even better would be the designation of an
alternate route to entirely separate motor from non-motor traffic off the corridor. Thats
what I would recommend to the commission.

Defier Dike
Mark Elliot, Organizer

mark.elliot@betterbike.org
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A Designated Alternate Route Is the Best Mitigation Measure

The commission should recommend to City Council and our consultants that bicyclists be
separated entirely from the project area by providing a safe, signed alternate route. Indeed
in the MUTCD there exists support for an alternate route designation in a TIC zone.
Section 6F.84 recommends detours for road users “including bicyclists and pedestrians”
when appropriate; section 6G. ii suggests shared-use paths and signed alternate routes may
be advisable too for work “within the traveled way of an urban street.”

In fact, a designated alternate route concept already came up in this commission’s
discussions. In meeting #1, a commissioner mentioned the option of routing westbound
bicyclists along Carmelita. Indeed should westbound vehicitlar access be restricted —

which was another commissioner recommendation - then riders would find a relatively less
congested path from east to west.

(While 1 don’t support Carmelita as a permanent bicycle route because it is difficult to
access for eastbound travelers, I believe that an eastbound route, striped and signed, would
allow riders to safely avoid the bulk of phase I construction work.)

In the eastbound direction, the commission-recommended option C (removal of parking
from South Santa Monica Boulevard) would allow for a complimentary striped and signed
alternate route that too would put riders beyond much (if not all) construction activity on
the corridor.

Today the curbside parking presents a clear hazard for bicyclists, as has been
acknowledged in City Council discussions. Removing south-side curbside parking would
allow for travel lanes and turn pockets as well as a (temporary) eastbound striped bicycle
lane.

The key to safe travel for cyclists, whether on or off this corridor, is a separate dedicated
lane marked for bicyclist-only use. The alternative — tacitly requiring riders to slug it out
tinder suboptimal and unsafe conditions — amounts to negligence. Any route during
construction, whether on the corridor or off-corridor as an alternate, should be designated
by signage and marked with a (temporary) class II bicycle lane.

Closing Note

My concern about negligence is well-founded: I have urged our transportation division to
deploy basic construction impact mitigations on Santa Monica Boulevard west of the
Wilshire intersection. That could be as simple as hanging a few share-the-road signs. But
that’s proven to be quite a challenge over the past nine months. Adding probable injury to
the insult, an adjacent (Gateway) parcel was permitted for construction staging this spring.
Again, without so much as a thought about what it means for bicycle riders to share the #2
lane with construction vehicles.

Dellet Dike
Mark Elliot, Organizer

mark.elliot@betterbike.org
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Likewise, we all should want to avoid is a situation where bicyclists are afforded no
measure to mitigate the negative impacts of North Santa Monica project construction. And
here the MUTCD offers guidance. So why not embrace it?

Our city’s planning policies explicitly suggest we ride a bicycle more often in order to
reduce congestion and emissions. Why set up two-wheeled travelers for a greater
likelihood of injury?

Sincerely,

/1/L%/t’ IV

Deffet Dike
Mark Elliot, Organizer

mark.elliot@betterbike.org


