Date Aprl 26, 2011

Mr. Abu Yusuf, Bikeway Coordinator

County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works
900 S. Fremont Ave.

Alhambra, CA 91803

Dear Mr. Yusuf,

As an organizer of Better Bike Beverly Hills, a local bike advocacy group here on the
Westside, 1 want to submit comments concerning the Draft Bicycle Master Plan for Los Angeles
County. ‘Our members are active cyclists both as commuters and also sport riders. We have 6
a.m. departures several times weekly to the Marina and up Pacific Coast Highway. While both
offer unparalleled opportunities for cyclists, today neither offer the safety conditions that cyclists
should expect. In particular, PCH is perilous to cyclists (as evidenced from recent accidents).

1t 1s imperative that the County’s Draft Plan address safety shortcomings along County-
managed roads to ensure that all road users may travel our regional public roads safely. We 1n
Beverly Hills are busy trying to plug the local gaps in much-needed bicycle facilities, but if we
are to have a comprehensive countywide bicycle network, the County must take the lead. This
Draft Plan i1s a good start but 1s insufficient for protecting riders. Safe travel, of course, is a
precondition 1f we are to successfully encourage cycling across all age groups and all enthusiast
categories.

First, additional cycling facilities need to be in place to ensure that cyclists find a safe haven
on busy boulevards. The Draft Plan should identify opportunities for bike lanes and bicycle
boulevards and include in the implementation plan greater use of road-sharing treatments (e.g.
sharrows). Bicycle infrastructure 1s key to encouraging cycling and getting cyclists safely to their
destination.

Second, education and awareness programs are crucial yet the Draft Plan is too vague on
how we can move proposed programs from idea to implementation. Programs require both
substantial innovations and an according commitment to implementation. While local plans score
well on these criteria, the Draft Plan begs improvement. The Draft Plan should provide a
roadmap of program development and implementation with which the cycling community can
hold to account both the elected decision-makers and Public Works (as the lead agency).

Third, embrace and incorporate ‘Complete Streets’ principles in the Draft Plan. The design
guidelines that are presented in the Draft Plan only perpetuate unsafe condtions for cyclists.
Recognizing that all road users are entitled to safely use the public right-of-way, however, means
planning now for a shared-road future. And that must be reflected in design guidelines that
progressively and proactively respect cyclists” right-to-ride.

Fourth, recognize standards where possible and innovate where appropriate. The County’s
revised Draft Plan can begin with identifying exceptions to the 11- and 12-foot travel lane

Mark Elliot Director Pro-Tem
WWW BETTERBIKEBEVERLYHILLS.ORG
310-271-7330



April 26. 2011
Abu Yusuf, Bikeway Coordinator
County of Los Angeles Department of Pubhc Works

standards, for example, which prioritize auto traffic but literally marginalize cyclists - especially
in economically-disadvantaged areas where the bicycle 1s often the main means -of fransport to
work. Narrow the auto travel lanes in order to slow traffic and that will also create a dedicated
space (e.g., bike lane) where cyclists can travel more safely. Such proposals should be in the
policy language of the Draft Plan.

Last, nder communities here on the Westside see opportunities for specific, targeted
revisions to the Draft Plan to address our safety concerns locally. The Draft Plan disregards
several key routes that cyclists commonly use. For example, canyon roads especially beg for
signage and safety accommodations, but these are not found in today’s Draft Plan. Consider
these opportunities for shared lane markings and safety signage:

= Tatigo Canyon Road, which attracts sport riders every weekend;

= Corral Canyon Road which provides sport and recreational cyclists with coastal
access to Malibu Creek State Park; and

=  Tuna Canyon Road that attracts distance cyclists.

Again, we have Beverly Hills members (and other Westside cyclists) who make the Marina
ride weekly, so improving the Marina’s public roads, too, will help to eliminate opportunities for
road conflict. In the Marina, for example, Admiralty Road circumnavigates the Marina and is
straight and well-paved. But the northbound (i.e. outside) lane invites conflict with motorists.
The revised Draft Plan could improve northbound Admiralty (from Fiji Way to Via Marina) by
including a facility to enable and encourage safe cycling across this key route. The Draft Plan 1s
insufficiently attentive to vehicular cyclists’ needs in the Marina, and we urge that the revised
Draft Plan focus on road improvements.

I appreciate your time in addressing my comments. I"'m confident that the County can do
more to help create a successful, regional bicycle network that all Los Angeles County residents
can enjoy. We at Better Bike Beverly Hills look forward to the next iteration of the Draft Plan
and hope that you accept our comments 1n the constructive spirit in which they are offered.

Sincerely,

Mark Elhot, Director Pro-Tem
BETTERBIKEBEVERLYHILLS ORG



CITY OF CARSON

May 31, 2011

Abu Yusuf, Bikeway Coordinator

Los Angeles County Department of Public Works
900 South Fremont Avenue, 11 Floor
Alhambra, CA 91803-1331

Subject: Comments for Draft County of Los Angeles Bicycle Master Plan

Mr Yusuf,

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the daft County of Los Angeles
Bicycle Master Plan. The city of Carson (City) would appreciate consideration for the
following comments.

1 The city of Carson is incorrectly listed and identified within the Gateway
Planning Area in the County of Los Angeles Bicycle Master Plan. The city of
Carson is geographically located within the South Bay Planning Area and an
active member of the South Bay Cities Council of Governments (SBCCOG).
Please make the appropriate corrections.

2 In Figure 3-3 and Figure 3-4, the existing bike lanes within the city of Carson are
shown incorrectly The Class 2 bike path on 192™ Street between Main Street and
Avalon Boulevard and the Class 1 bike path on the railroad right-of-way between
Carson Street and 223™ Street are identified in the ¢ity’s General Plan
Transportation Element, but have not yet been constructed. A map showing all
existing bike lanes within the city of Carson has been included for your reference.

3 The city of Carson anticipates updating its Master Plan of Bikeways within the
near future and would like to support the implementation of the proposed
segments within the city The 0.5 mile Compton Creek Proposed Bicycle path
from Del Amo Boulevard to the Los Angeles River Bicycle Path (Project ID 4)
will complete the existing network along the Compton Creek and provide
commuters and recreational riders with a safe and uninterrupted network.

The Dominguez Channel bisects the city in a northwest and southeast direction
and is an integral segment within the city’s bicycle network The County of Los
Angeles Bicycle Master Plan identifies the 6.3 miles Dominguez Channel
Proposed Bicycle Path from Main Street to Pacific Coast Highway (Project ID 23)
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City of Carson

with a priority score of 65 The city recommends the 6.3 mile segment be broken
up into smaller segments/phases to improve the feasibility of construction and
funding opportunities. The city of Carson anticipates focusing on the Dominguez
Channel when updating the city’s Master Plan of Bikeways and would like to
ensure the County’s Bicycle Master Plan is aligned with the future bicycle
network plans of Carson.

4 The city of Carson recommends the County propose and consider providing
additional access points along the Dominguez Channel The city suggests
additional access points along Del Amo Boulevard, Avalon Boulevard, Carson
Street, and 223™ Street.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the County of Los Angeles Bicycle Master
Plan. We look forward to reviewing the revised plan.

Sincerely, ’\

Sheri Repp-Loadsman
Planning Officer

srl/ss
cc Cliff Graves, Interim City Manager
Richard Garland, Traffic Engineer

Enclosures = Map of Existing Bicycle Networks
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San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments

1000 S Fremont 4ve. Unit 42. Bidg A8 Suite 8425 Alhambra, C& 91803 Phone (626) 457-1800 FAX. (625 564-1116 E-Mail SGV@sgvcog.ory

‘OFFICERS May 26, 2011

President*

Thomas King

Vire Presudent Abu Yusuf

Anget Carrilio County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works
9 ice Presudem 900 South Fremont Avenue, 11* Floor

David Spence Alhambra, Califorma 91803-1331

3™ Fiee Presuen:

Barbara Messina RE: Comments for Draft County of Los Angeles Bicycle Master Plan

MEMEERS Dear Mr. Yusuf:
Alhambra

Arcadia

The San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments (SGVCOG) is grateful for the opportunity to

ﬁ:;iin Park provide comments for the Draft County of Los Angeles Bicycle Master Plan. The bikeways
Bradbury within the planning area of the draft County of Los Angeles Bicycle Master Plan (Bicycle Master
Claremont Plan) are crtical to providing access to the current and planned recreational amenities within the
Covina San Gabriel Valley. Access to the recreational amenities throughout our Valley is of high
Diamond Bar importance, including bicycle connectivity between these amemties and residences. These
Duarre bikeways enable the community to move through the region in a way that enhances their overall
£l Monre health and leads to improved air and water quality though the use of an alternative mode of
1(";’;"“"’“ transportation from conventional motorized vehicles.

Industry

IL'”’C":";;” rinpidee 1€ draft Bicycle Master Plan has identified a proposed network of added bicycle facilities to
LZ P"e'm TP serve the County’s residence and provide for enhanced comnectivity throughout the network.
Lo Ferne Projects identified in this proposed network have been prioritized based on project scoring against
Monrovia a set of utility and implementation criteria. The purpose of this prioritization is to identify the
Momtebello order in which the County will segk to fund these projects. After reviewing the prioritization
Monnterey Parl. charts found throughout the document the SGVCOG is concerned in the accuracy of the scoring
Pasadens and for providing an impartial Teview process.

Pomona

Rosemead In particular, the SGVCOG would like to express its concern regarding the scoring of the
San Dimas facilities proposed along the East/West Bikeway corridor. The SGVCOG, along with regional
San Gabriel partners such as the Rivers and Mountains Conservancy (RMC) and the Watershed Conservation

San Marino

Authority (WCA), are strong proponents of developing an east/west bikeway connection. This

Sierra Madre bikeway would provide connectivity across the existing north/south river bikeways and between

outh £l Monte
i::: Pa_m:;;a the densely populated areas of the County such as the San Gabriel Valley. One possible route for
Tempie City such an east/west bikeway would be from the City of Claremont to downtown Los Angeles with
Waina connection at the San ‘Gabriel River Bikeway, Los Angeles River/Rio Hondo Bikeway, and the

West Covina abundance of communities in-between. This route has potential to be connected far beyond the

Firs: Disricy, L4 Counry ‘County via the Pacific Electric Trail that runs across the Inland Empire, via the City of

Luincorparmed Communities - (~1aremont, Much of this east/west route already exists or is proposed in the Bicycle Master Plan

Fourdh Dramrict, 4 Coum® a5 the Thompson Creek Proposed Bicycle Path and San Jose Creek Proposed Bicycle Path within

Fifth Distrizt, LA Courry the East San Gabnel Valley Planning Area.

Unincomporaied Communitics

SGV Warer Disricts Given the significant overall benefit of the proposed East/West Bikeway, the SGVCOG would
like to express its disappointment that the proposed Class I segment of the path between 7°

ExBCUTIVE DIRECTOR Avenue and Murchison Avenue along San Jose Creek and the segment of Class I and III facilities

Nicholzs T Conwan between Lockhaven Way and White Avenue on Thompson Creek scored as the lowest two



Page 2

projects of the 47 projects reviewed in the East San ‘Gabriel Valley Planming Area. Although the
scoring sheets or justification for the scores were not provided by the County staff, the SGVCOG
staff utilized their own knowledge of the proposed project to score these projects using the
priority score criteria located in Appendix 1 of the draft Bicycle Master Plan. The detailed results
of this scoring based on the sixteen scoring considerations are as follows:

Connects 10 Existing Bikeway Facility (15 points for connecting an existing facility, 20 points for
connecting to a Class I facility):

o Thompson Creek Proposed Bicycle Path between Lockhaven Way and White Avenme — This
proposed path connects to the existing City of Claremont bike lane on North Garey Ave giving an
award of 15 points.

e San Jose Creek Proposed Bicycle Path between 7% Avenue and Murchison Avenue — The
proposed path connects to the existing San Jose Creek Class 1 Path at 7" Avenue giving an award
of the full 20 points.

Connects to Proposed Bikeway Facility (10 points for connecting o a proposed facility):

o Thompson Creek Proposed Bicycle Path between Lockhaven Way and White Avenue — Connects
to the proposed bike lane along Bomnita Avenue which is also known as the Citrus Regional
Bikeway which provides a connection 1o the Pacific Electric Trail. In addition, the path would
connect to the undeveloped portion of the City of Claremont’s Thompson ‘Creek Trail to the north
and the proposed San Jose Creek Bicycle Path to the south giving an award of 10 points.

o San Jose Creek Proposed Bicycle Path between 7° Avenue and Murchison Avenue — Connects to
the proposed bike lane along Nogales Street and comnects io the propesed Thompson Creek
Bicycle Path giving an award of 10 points.

Alternative Route Availability (10 points if no existing facility runs paralle] along a similar span):

» Thompson Creek Proposed Bicycle Path between Lockhaven Wav and White Avenue — There are
currently no bicycle facilities that provide easterly/westerly connections between the span of the
proposed route giving an award of 10 points.

e San Jose Creek Proposed Bicycle Path between 7% Avenue and Murchison Avenue — Although
bike lanes exist through portion of the San Jose Creek cormidor there are no current facilities that
provide for the overall span, giving an award of 10 points.

Connects to University, Community College or Other Institutions of Higher Learning (20 points if
project was adjacent to a public or non-profit college or university):

e Thompson Creek Proposed Bicycle Path between Lockhaven Way and White Avenne — No direct
connection of a public or non-profit college or university, giving 0 points.

» San Jose Creek Proposed Bicycle Path between 7" Avenne and Murchison Avenue — The
proposed path is adjacent to Cal Poly Pomona, a major CSU University and also comes within
close proximity to Rio Hondo Community College and Mt. San Antonio College giving an award
of 20 points.

Connects to Mass Transit Station (20 points for projects that are adjacent to 8 Metro or Metrolink
Station or is an extension to an existing facility adjacent to a Metro or Metrolink Station):
» Thompson Creek Proposed Bicycle Path between Lockhaven Wav and White Avenue — The
proposed path is directly adjacent to the Pomona North Metrolink Station and proposed Pomona
Gold Line Station giving an award of 20 points.
» San Jose Creek Proposed Bicvcle Path between 7™ Avenue and Murchison Avenue — although the
City of Industry Metrolink Station is in proximity to the path, it is not directly adjacent so 0
points are awarded.
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Connects 10 K-12 School (10 points for projects that are adjacent fo a school, 20 points for projects
adjacent to multiple schoels):

»  Thompson Creek Proposed Bicvcle Path between Lockhaven Way and White Avenue — There are
no K-12 schools adjacent to this proposed bikeway route, { points awarded.

s San Jose Creek Proposed Bicvcle Path between 7® Avenue and Murchison Avenue — There are
multiple X-12 schools adjacent to this proposed bikeway including but not limited to Arroyo
Avenue Elementary, John Marshall Middle School, ‘Ganesha High, Kellogg Elementary School
giving an award of 20 points.

Within an Area of High Employment Density (Of all projects reviewed, projects having the top
20% of jobs-per-mile figures were given 10 points):
o  Thompson Creek Propesed Bicycle Path between Lockhaven Way and White Avenne ~ Although
these figures are not provided in the Bicycle Master Plan, the areas aleng the Thompson Creek
Path included a majority of residential uses that would likely 1ead to a low jobs-per-mile figure,
giving an award of 0 points.
» San Jose Creek Proposed Bicvcle Path between 7" Avenue and Murchison Avenue — Although
these figures are not provided in the Bicycle Master Plan, much of the areas along the San Jose
Creek Path includes dense industrial and commercial land uses that would likely lead to a high
jobs-per-mile figure, that would likely give an award of 10 points.

Connects to Parks, Library or Recreation Center (10 points for project adjacent to a park, library
or recreation center, 20 points in adjacent to multiple facilities):
» Thompson Creek Proposed Bicycle Path between Lockhaven Way and White Avenue — The path
is adjacent 16 Ganesha Park and Compmnity Center giving an award of 10 points.
« San Jose Creek Proposed Bicycle Path between 7% Avenue and Murchison Avenue ~ The path is
adjacent to Kennedy Park and Kellogg Park giving an award of 10 points.

Collision Analysis (5 points possible):
s Bicycle crash data along the routes of the proposed projects were not included in the Bicycle
Master Plan, therefore the extent of collisions 1s unknown to reviewers. 0 points awarded o both
proposed projects as a default.

Within part of the County with Higher than Average Zero-Vehicle-Ownership Households (10
point possible):
» Higher than Average Zero-Vehicle-Ownership Households data along the routes of the proposed
projects were not included in the Bicycle Master Plan, therefore the extent of ownership is
unknown to reviewers. 0 points awarded as a default.

Project Cost (Cost and points based on an inverse relationship):
s Thompson Creek Proposed Bicvcle Path between Lockhaven Way and White Avenue — Cost of
implementing the path would exceed $3 million giving an award of 0 points.
o San Jose Creek Proposed Bicvcle Path between 7% Avenue and Murchison Avenue — Cost of
implementing the path would exceed $3 million giving an award of 0 points.

Project Coordinationr (10 point for projects that do not require jurisdictional coordination):
e Thompson Creek Proposed Bicycle Path between Lockhaven Way and White Avenue — Requires
jurisdictional coordination, O points awarded.
o San Jose Creek Proposed Bicycle Path between 7% Avenue and Murchison Avenue — Requires
jurisdictional coordination, 0 points awarded.
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Requires Travel Lanes Removal, Reduction in Width of Landscaped Median, Street Widening of
Paved Surface, and Parking Removal (20 points for projects that de not require any of these
roadway modifications, 5 points for each modification that is not required):
¢ Thompson Creek Propoesed Bicvcle Path between Lockhaven Way and White Avenue — The
majority of the proposed bikeway would be on a dedicated path/Class 1 facility and would not
require the above roadway modifications. However, a portion of the path along North White Ave,
West Orange ‘Grove Ave, and North Hamilton Blvd would require up to three of these roadway
modifications, giving an award of 5 points.
e San Jose Creek Proposed Bicycle Path between 7" Avenue and Murchison Avenue — The
proposed bikeway would be on a dedicated path/Class I facility and would not require any of the
above roadway modifications, giving an award of 20 points.

]
,_

Scoring included in draft' 55 55
| Bicycle Master Plan ‘

Estimated score calculated by 70 ‘ 119
1| SGVCOG

In light of the significant discrepancy between the priority scores awarded to these two projects between
the County and SGVCOG’s estimates, we request that these projects be revisited and re-analyzed. Among
the scoring criteria there is sufficient justification to, and further, the SGVCOG urges the County to raise
the San Jose Creek Proposed Bike Path among the high priority bikeway projects and the Thompson
Creek Proposed Bike Path t0 a minimum of a medium priority bikeway projects. Additionally, we request
that the County conduct a detailed review of the accuracy of scores assigned to each project and to ensure
that the scored represent the result of a fully informed and impartial review process.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments. If you have any questions, please contact Rob
Romanek, the SGVCOG Watershed Coordinator at 626-815-1019 ext. 108 or at rromanek@wca.ca.gov.

Sincerely,
Ol P, L
‘f
Thomas P. King
President

ce: Nicole Englund, First District, Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors,
Teresa Villegas, First District, Los Angeles County Board -of Supervisors,
Frank Moreno, County of Los Angeles Department of Park and Recreation,
Lani Alfonso, County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works



CITY OF GLENDORA crrynans (626) 9148200

116 East Foothill Bivd., Glendora, Californis 91741
www.cl.glendora.ca us

September 19. 2011

County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works
Programs Development Division, 11% Floor
Aftention Ms. Reyna Soriano

P.O. Box 1460

Alhambra, CA 91802-1460

RE:  Notice of Availability - LA County Bicycle Master Plan
Dear Ms Soriano,

Thank you for providing the City of Glendora an opportunity to comment on the Los Angeles
County Bicvcle Master Plan Draft Environmental Impact Report. The City of Glendora is in
strong support of upgrading and expanding the bicycle network throughout the San Gabriel
Valley and the County as a whole.

On April 28, 2011, we provided comments as part of the CEQA NOP process. The proposed
draft master plan failed to address our comments with the exception of listing the recommended
Bike Way along the Dalton Wash which is described as a bikeway “proposed by other
Jjurisdictions™. There is no clear explanation of what “proposed by other jurisdictions™ means.
We would like a clear explanation of the beige colored doted bikeway aleng Dalton Wash and
what that implies for Glendora.

In addition, please address our previous comments as shown below.

1. Prowvide a connection from the existing Class Iil Bike Route on Gladstone Street westward to
the propased bike route in Covina.

2. Regarding the proposed route in Covina, it appears to be Jocated along the Dalton Wash

which extends through the City of Glendora up into Dalton Canyon. We would like to see

the plan provide for the extension of the trail along the Dalton Wash all the way to Dalton

Canyon. Also see comment No. 6.

Extend the proposed westbound route on Mauna Loa Avenue to connect with the proposed

north-south street route in Azusa.

4. Connect the existing bike route on South Glendora Avenue to the proposed Class II bike
lane along Arrow Highway.

(VR
’

PRIDE OF THE FOOTHILLS



Extend the Class {11 Bike Route eastward on Foothill Boulevard to connect with the existing
bike lane on Foothill Boulevard in San Dimas.

6. One of the Master Plan proposals is to extend the Class Il Bike Route on Glendera Mountain
Road {GMR) up through the mountains into the National Forest area. Y.ou may be aware that
{(Glendora Mountain Road is a very steep. winding road which 1s popular with advanced
cyclists. Indeed. the Tour of California will be including GMR on one of their stages.
Unfortunately, the road is also popular with auto traffic and we have had 2 number of tragic
accidents on GMR 1 the past few months: one occurred last mght. We would like to ask the
County to explore the feasibility of creating either 2 Class | bike path or Class Il bike lane on
MR to reduce the danger riders are experiencing. The proposed Class J1I bike route will
not provide enough protection for cyclists.

Lh

Please call me at 626-914-8218 or email dwalterfuci. glendora.ca.us 1f you have any guestions.

Sinc;e:zely,

P
I H

;/25;/:{2 PLAE 7/ L Va
Dianne Walter,
Planming Manager

Attachment: NOP Comment letter stated April 28. 2011 from Glendora

Cc: lerry Burke, City Engineer
Jeff Kugel, Director, Planning and Redevelopment



1 CITY OF GLENDORA crrysauL (626)914-8200

116 East Foothill Blvd., Glendora, California 91741
www.cl.glendora.ca us

April 28, 2011

County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works
Programs Development Division, 11™ Floor
Attention Ms. Reyna Seriano

P.O. Box 1460

Alhambra, CA 91802-1460

RE: Notice of Preparation - LA County Bicycle Master Plan

Dear Ms Soriano,

Thank you for providing the City of Glendora an opportunity to comment on the Los Angeles
County Bicycle Master Plan. The City of Glendora is in strong support of upgrading and
expanding the bicycle network throughout the San Gabriel Valley and the County as a whole.

We would like to offer the following suggestions for improving the proposed Bicycle Master
Plan in the vicinity of Glendora:

1. Provide a connection from the existing Class I Bike Route on Gladstone Street westward to
the proposed bike route in Covina.

2. Regarding the proposed route in Coving, it appears to be located along the Dalton Wash
which extends through the City of Glendora up into Daiton Canyon. We would like to see
the plan provide for the extension of the trail along the Dalton Wash all the way to Dalton
Canyon.

3. Extend the proposed westbound route on Mauna Loa Avenue to connect with the proposed
north-south street route in Azusa.

4. Connect the existing bike route on South Glendora Avenue to the proposed Class I bike
lane along Arrow Highway.

5. Extend the Class III Bike Route sastward on Foothill Boulevard to connect with the existing
bike lane on Foothill Boulevard in San Dimas.

One of the Master Plan proposals is to extend the Class I Bike Route on Glendora Mountain
Road (GMR) up through the mountains into the National Forest area. You may be aware that
Glendora Mountain Road is a very steep, winding road which is popular with advanced cyclists.
Indeed, the Tour of California will be including GMR on one of their stages. Unfortunately, the

PRIDE OF THE FOOTHILLS



road 1s also popular with auto traffic and we have had a number of tragic accidents on GMR in
the past few months; one occurred last night. We would like to ask the County to explore the
feasibility of creating esxther a Class I bike path or Class I bike lane on GMR to reduce the
danger niders are experiencing. The proposed Class I bike route will not provide enough
protection for cyclists.

Please call me at 626-914-8218 or email dwalter@ci.glendora.ca us if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

@2
Dianne Walter,

Planning Manager

Attachment: Enlarged Master Plan of Glendora vicinity annotated to correspond to numbered
suggestions

Cc: Jerry Burke, City Engineer
Jeff Kugel, Director, Planning and Redevelopment
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City of Pico Rivera B Ao

COMMUNITY AND ECONOMlC Bob J./5\rc(*\ntﬂxfey.‘&;r
DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT Heyorro Tem

Gustavo'V. Camacho

6615 Passons Boulevard Pico Rivera, California 90660 Councimember
. {562) 8014332 Fax (562) 949-0280 Corpreras RaB?;:ra;z
Juhg Gox;za]cz Web. www pico-rivera.org e-mail. gvillanueva@pico-rivera.org AP
Imerim Director Counciimember
Gregory Salcido
Counciimember
September 12, 2011

County of Los Angeles Departinent of Public Works
Programs Development Division, 11% Floor
Attention. Ms. Reyna Soriano

P O Box 1460

Alhambra, CA 91802-1460

SUBJECT: PUBLIC COMMENT SUBMITTAL - DRAFT PROGRAM
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (PEIR) FOR THE COUNTY OF
LOS ANGELES BICYCLE MASTER PLAN

Dear Ms. Soriano

On behalf of the City Council and City Manager of the City of Pico Rivera, we would like to
submit a formal comment for the County of Los Angeles Bicycle Master Plan — Draft Program
Environmental Impact Report. Our formal comment is as follows

Section 2.6.2 of the PEIR states, “[t]he Plan proposes am expanded bikeway nerwork in
umncorporated communities and along rivers, creeks, and flood control facilities within County
jurisdiction” Section 2 3 of the PEIR states that the purpose of the Plan is to provide, “direction
for expanding the existing bikeway metwork, comnecting gaps, addressing constrained areas,
providing for greater local and regional connectivity, and encouraging more residents to bicycle
more often”

After reviewing the draft Plan and PEIR, the City believes that an optimal comnnectivity
opportunity was not included or analyzed. This opportunity is the construction of a bicycle parh
(bridge) over the San Gabriel River connecting the Mines Avernue bicycle route in Pico Rivera to
the Dunlap Crossing bicycle route in an unincorporated community near the City of Whittier
(see attached map and aerial photograph) The land involved in this proposed bicycle path is
within the boundaries of the City of Pico Rivera but, because it is a river and flood control
facility, it is under the jurisdiction of the County
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Public Comment for LA County Bicycle Master Plan
September 12, 2011

Bridging this gap will provide a more urban connection between the Rio Hondo Bike Path and
the San Gabriel River Bikeway, the nearest bikeway comnection between these two rivers is
several miles north along the Whittier Narrows Recreation Area. The suggested bridge will also
result in the comnection of the County’s major bike systems by linking the Los Angeles River
Park Bike Path to the Rio Hondo River Bicycle Parh and then 1o the San Gabriel River Bikeway
This will result in easier access for bicyclists, greater regional connectivity within the bike
system and encourage the use of these facilities

Note that we had previously submitted this comment orally at the public workshop held in the
Baldwin Park Library on March 29, 2011 At that time, several members of the audience agreed
with and supported the City’s comment.

Please keep us apprised of the status of this comment. Any questions or concerns regarding this
comment should be directed to Ms. Guille Aguilar, Senior Planner She can be reached via email
at gaguilarapico-rivera.ors or at {562) 801-4332.

We look forward to working with the County on the update of the Bicycle Master Plan.

Respectfully,

Interim Director of Community and Economic Development

CC Ronald Bates, City Manager
Attachment. Map and aerial photograph
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Carne Sutkin, DPDS carriesutkin@att.net

May 31, 2011

Mr. Abu Yusuf, Bikeway Coordinator
County of Los Angeles.
avus@dpw.lacounty.gov

The LA County Master Bike Plan should go further to show impliementation of three critical class one
regional bike trail systems by estabiishing a working group with County of Los Angeles and regional
entities to focus on funding to develop and acquire abandoned easements and rights of ways, improve

visibility and public access through landscaping, signage, add bridges and provide class 2 alternate

routes.

1)

Emeraid Neckiace: The County of Los Angeles Bike Plan should recognize the areas where LA
LCounty has fiood control easements adjacent to existing and proposed bike trails and identify as
goals, the need to improvement underutilized lands, as green islands. As land owner, it would be
excellent if the County could support applications for grant funding and other landscape
improvements, adjacent to the trail, to improve public access regional parks like Whittier
Narrows, along the Rio Hondo Bike Trail to Long Beach, and north along the San Gabriel Bike
trail and reference the Emerald Necklace and aiong the main stem of the Los Angeles River.

LA River, from Griffith Park into Downtown: Create a working group with the County of Los
Angeles and the City of Los Angeles and bike advocates to ensure that the LA River bike path
connects with the street ends in Elysian Valley, and focuses on identifying an alignment for a
bridge to connect the river trail, from Griffith Park into Downtown Los Angeles. In previous
years, the County of Los Angeles worked closely with the Los Angeles Bike Coalition, to facilitate
coordination among the City of Los Angeles, the Metropolitan Transit Authority, and bike
advocates, to design an alignment of a bridge, connecting Taylor Yard {Los Angeles River State
Park) and Cornfields (Historic Los Angeles) State Parks via the bike path. There is a need for
better coordination between the County of Los Angeles Bike Plan, the Los Angeles City Los
Angeles River Master Plan, and the LA City’s Bike Plan, to ensure that this class one path is
expanded, into Downtown. This class one trail would provide an enormous benefit to the
cyclists, commuters, and recreational users of the Los Angeles River Bike Trail as well as to the
residents of Atwater, Los Feliz, Echo Park, Elysian Valiey, Mount Washington, Glassell Park,
Cypress Park, Chinatown, and Downtown. LA River Bike Trail alternatives class two routes from
Sunset, Alessandro, and Riverside Drive should also be considered as well as Avenue 18,
Broadway, Spring Street, and San Fernando Road.

LAC-USC watershed trail, from Marengo to Multinoma: identify vacant county and city owned
{ands, and former abandoned rail rights of ways, to connect Hazard Park, Hazard Reservoir, and
Ascot Hills via a class one bike path (through the park) and class two alternative routes (along
Soto, Valley, Marengo and Mission). There are over five high schools (Bravo, Wilson, LA trade
Tech, ELA Skills Center, and Lincoin High), a public housing project (Ramona Gardens), a major
university {USC), and a major county health facility (LAC-USC Medical Center) and the
communities of Boyle Heights, Lincoln Heights and El Sereno that would benefit from this route.

Urban Assessment Planners, 3016 Waverly Drive, #116, Los Angeles, CA 90039
www.uapconsultant.com cell: (323) 868-5383




June 3, 2011

Mr. Abu Yusuf

Bikeway Coordinator
County of Los Angeles
Department of Public Works
avusuf@dpw.lacounty.gov

Re: Comments on Draft Bicycle Master Plan

Dear Mr. Yusuf:

The members of the Coalition for an Active South Los Angeles are concerned that
the Draft Bicycle Master Plan for Los Angeles County {the “Draft Plan”) does not go
far enough to ensure a cohesive, countywide bicycie network that provides safe
and accessible travel specifically for cyclists in South LA and disadvantaged areas
throughout Los Angeles County.

Representing a broad cross-section of health, park, environmental justice and
physical activity organizations and stakeholders, the Coalition for an Active South
LA aims to improve health by transforming environments to encourage physical
activity and eliminate health disparities. South Los Angeles has a
disproportionately high rate of cardiovascular disease, diabetes and other chronic
conditions exacerbated by a lack of adequate physical activity resources: in 2007,
South LA had more than three times the amount of diagnosed obese adults at
35.4% compared to 10% in West LA

Creating an environment where bicycling is not only encouraged but safe, is a
critical step in helping to reduce these disparities. While the Draft Plan proposes
improvements to the bicycie infrastructure in the County’s unincorporated areas, it
needs to go further to meet the needs of our community. We urge you to
implement the following:

1. Increase access to biking resources and infrastructure. Provide more miles
of bike lanes, bicycle boulevards, and standard treatments like sharrows,
with every bicycle route included in the Draft Plan. As of 2007, there were
only .42 miles of county bike lanes in South LA area compared to .97 in LA
County and 1.92 in West LA." 1t is especially critical to increase the number
of resources and create safe street spaces given more than twice as many
youth in South LA are walking, biking, and skating to get to school than in
West LA™
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2.

include an Implementation Plan that prioritizes the most disadvantaged communities. While
‘we understand the implementation of much of the Draft Plan relies on the ability to attain
outside funding sources, the policies and programs within the Draft Plan lack substance,
commitment to implementation, and transparency.

Create safer streets for disadvantaged, low-income areas through innovative design
guidelines. The Draft Plan should present a vision for incorporating Complete Streets into
unincorporated County communities. This vision should be reflected in policy and design
guidelines with descriptions of how the County will pilot innovative new bicycle infrastructure
and provide exceptions to 11- and 12-foot travel lanes to create safer streets. The 11- and 12-
foot standard particularly disadvantages low-income, urban areas of unincorporated County,
where bike ridership is the highest.

Enhance connectivity within Los Angeles and other cities that adjoin the County’s
unincorporated areas. By improving these connections, we can construct a regional bike
network that will exponentially improve access and travel quality for people who bicycle
throughout the region. in particular, the following actions would substantially improve the Draft
Plan:

a. Increase access to the Westside Planning Area, which contains some of the most
valuable open space and recreational resources accessible to South Los Angeles.
Increasing access to these areas should be a higher priority in the proposed master plan.
All planned bike lanes and routes should be ciosely coordinated with the planning and
development of Metro’s Crenshaw-LAX Light Rail Line and the creation of Transit-
QOriented Districts surrounding each station. In addition, Class Ii bike lanes are needed
on Slauson Avenue from Angeles Vista to the Culver City fine, Overhill Drive from

Stauson Avenue to 60™ Street.
b. Include Class 1l bike lanes to key arterials in the Metro area and the West Rancho
Dominguez-Victoria area:

o Figueroa Street (from 120th Street o Van Ness Avenue from Century
to 149th Street) Boulevard to imperial Highway in
o Broadway West Athens
© Main Street o Whitter Blvd connecting east from
o Rosecrans Avenue proposed bike lanes in City of LA
© Redondo Beach Boulevard oAtlantic Boulevard from Pomona
© 135th Street Boulevard to Telegraph Road
© 157th Street 03rd Street - County should consider piiot
o Alondra Boulevard project for left side protected bike
© San Pedro Street {fanes from Pomona to Indiana {or

consider installing sharrows)
Inciude Los Angeles County Bicycle Coalition’s {LACBC) Transit Hub Project:
Sharrows on Compton Avenue {(in the Florence/Firestone area)

Bicycle facilities in and around the Imperial-Wilmington Metro Station
Bike routes on 68th Street (from Central Avenue to Compton Avenue), Crockett (from
74th Street to 83rd Street), 76th Street {from Whitsett Avenue to Lou Dilion.

O o o n



Coalition for an Active South LA
Comments on Draft Bicycle Master Plan

We thank you for your time in addressing these comments. By engaging in an ongoing, constructive

dialogue, the County can develop 2 successful bicycle network that all Los Angeles County residents can

enjoy. Piease feel free to contact Anthony Crump, Community Liaison with Community Health Councils,

if you have any questions at 323.295.9372.

We look forward to future communications regarding the Draft Plan and are eager to see a better, more

bikeable Los Angeles County.

Sincerely,

Lark Galloway Gilliam
Executive Director, Community Health Councils

Robert Garcia
Executive Director, The City Project

Donavan Turner
Executive Director; The Heritage Group

Saundra Bryant
Executive Director, All Peoples Christian Center

David McNeill
Executive Director, Baldwin Hills Conservancy

Richard Jackson, MD, MPH
UCLA School of Public Health

Bing Turner
Amencan Heart Association

Carne Sutkin
Urban Assessment Planners

Fred Dominguez
Charles Drew University

Marisela Robles
LA Basin Clinical and Translational Science
institute

Mikaela Randoiph
Community Member

Carol MicClaine
Community Member

' Los Angeles County Health Survey LACHS 2007 Survey, Office of Health Assessment and Epidemiology Los Angeles County
Department of Public Health. htip:/www.publichealth.lacounty.gov/ha/HA_DATA_TRENDS.htm

L LA County Depariment of Public Works. Programs Development Division, 2007.

i California Health interview Survey. CHIS 2009 Child and Teen Source File Los Angeles, CA: UCLA Center for Health Policy
Research, 2009 64.4% of South LA Children and Teens stated “Yes™ when asked had they walked/biked/skated to school in the last

week. This is compared to 30.9% in West LA and 48.5% in LA County



The Hacienda Heights
Improvement Association

POST @FFICE BOX 52335 June 1. 2011
HMACIENDA HEIGHTS, €& 21745

Mr. Abu Yusuf, Bikeway Coordinator

Programs Development Division

Los Angeles County Department of Public Works
900 S. Fremont Ave.

Alhambra, CA 91803

Dear Mr. Yusuf:

The Hacienda Heights Improvement Association is pleased to have the opportunity to provide
comments on the recently released Los Angeles County Bicycle Master Plan. Many of our
residents enjoy outdoor recreation on trails in the Puente Hills adjacent 1o our commumity and
welcome an improved opportunity to enjoy safe bicvcle paths within Hacienda Heights and
access to the County’s regional bikeway network. Currently, with limited bike lanes throughout
much of our area, most bicyclists travel along sidewalks, creating conflicts with pedestrian
traffic, because of the hazardous conditions which exist for cyclists on the streets.

HHIA strongly supported provisions in the recently developed Hacienda Heights Community
Plan to develop improved pedestrian and bicycle routes within our community and appreciate the
large number of future bicycle projects proposed in the Bicycle Plan for Hacienda Heights.
However, to achieve maximum advantage for all County residents, including those in Hacienda
Heights, it is vitally important that the highest priority should be placed on completing a well-
connected regional bikeway network with connections to nearby residents and commercial
centers. Of particular importance to HHIA 1s the San Jose Creek Bicycle Path, a short, Iittle-
used section.of which was completed nearly twenty years age. It is vital that connections be
established between this segment and the San Gabriel River Bike Path, which will require at least
one bridge across the San Gabriel River. This connection will allow recreational access for our
residents to Whittier Narrows, the Emerald Necklace trail loop, and the park now under
construction at the former Woodland Farms Duck Farm. While completion of the eastward
extension of this trail to Azusa Avenue would be of greatest value to our residents, we strongly
support completion of the entire bike path to Claremont and believe this should be given very
high priority in the plan. As one of the only regional bike paths running in a primarily east-west
direction, completion will provide advantages both to recreational users as well as commuters.
Since it passes for pearly ten miles through the City of Industry, which has very few residents, it
will be of great benefit to those who travel 1o this city each day to work.

In this regard, another important link would extend the Rio Hondo Bike Path from Peck Road
Water Conservation Park eastward to the San Gabnel River Bike Path. Mz, Jeff Yann, who
serves on our Board as Chairperson of the Environmental/Water Committee, was instrumental in
performing studies in 2003 that resulted in the 17-mile Emerald Necklace loop documented in a



Mr. Abu Yusuf
June 1, 2011
Page Two

report prepared by Amtgos de Jos Rios in 2004. Completion of this interconnection would not
only complete the recreational leop, but would also open up the Rio Hondo trail o bikers and
pedestrians entering the trail north of El Monte. Discussions with officials of Hanson
Aggregales at that time indicated their willingness to allow the equestrian trail which crosses
their property from the east end of Clark Avenue to the San Gabrie] River 1o be upgraded to
Class I bikeway standards,

Once the regional network 1s completed, HHIA strongly supports developing a series of links
using existing streets 1o connect our community with this nerwork at San Jose Creek. None of
the proposed bike projects listed in Table 3-9 accomplishes this. We believe Stimson Avenue
and Turnbull Canyon Road offer the best possibilities as these are wide streets with a lower
traffic load than other north-south arteries in Hacienda Heights. Seventh Avenue north of Gale
Avenue also offers such a possibility, but is limited south of Gale by heavily used freeway off-
ramps and a very narrow configuration south of Palm Avenue which does not readily allow
conditions for safe bicycle use in conjunction with vehicles unless the street is widened.
Hacienda Blvd.. throughout 1ts iength, 1s also considered excessively hazardous. Traffic on this
boulevard is heavy and fast and frequently travels within a foot of the curb apron, allowing little
room for cyclists. This road is constrained by privately owned masonry walls which would not
allow widening of the street without reducing sidewalk width. Future consideration should be
given to reconfiguring Vallecito Avenue to accommodate safe bicycle use from its intersection
with Turnbull Canyon Road 10 Camino del Sur.

HHIA strongly supports the policies presented in the Bicycle Plan and strongly encourages
Public Works to implement them. While we agree, where major street construction would be
required to implement bicycle projects, that these projects need not be implemented unti] street
reconstruction is required. we believe that any street reconstruction that is proposed by the
County should more proactively consider incorporation of bicycle friendly configurations.

It is recognized that a large amount of grant funding will be required to complete the projects
outlined in the Bicycle Plan. To be successful, a strong support network of cities, agencies, and
non-profits that will be required to demonstrate widespread support for these grants, We
encourage Public Works to include development of such a network as a policy goal.

In addition to these more general comments, HHIA has the following comments on projects
outlined in Table 3-9 for our community.
1. Completion of the bikeway on Colima Avenue from Casino Drive to Allenton Avenue is
extremely important, as this will complete a significant east-west travel route.
2. Completion of connections between Colima Road and Seventh Avenue on segments of
Halliburton Road, Stimson Avenue and Gale Avenue is also highly important to establish
a major bike route across Hacienda Heights. It is propoesed that vehicle parking be
restricted on Gale Avenue at all times to enhance bike safety on this route. Few homes
front directly on Gale and nearly all businesses have off-street parking lots. Truck
parking is already problematic on Gale because of limited shoulder width.
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A bikeway on Azusa Avenue from Colima to Tomich offers limited benefit.

A bikeway route between Seventh Avenue and Hacienda Bivd. along Los Robles
Avenue. Kwis Avenue and Newton Avenuoe will provide a beneficial access route 1o the
commercial center located at Newtion and Hacienda. Although neither Hacienda nor
Seventh are considered suitable bike routes at these points without major reconstruction,
manyv local streets exist along this travel route which will allow residents a safe means of
alternative travel. Several schools also exist along this corridor.

5. Connections along La Monde Avenue and Los Altos Drive to Hacienda Blvd offer
Iimited benefit. although the former will provide access o the commercial center
mentoned above.

VS

HHIA looks forward to working with Public Works on implementing a bicycle friendly
travel network within and beyond our community. Our comments were largely researched
by Mr. Jeff Yann. If you have questions on some of these recommendations, Mr. Yann can
be reached at (626) 968-4572 or by e-mail at jkvann(@roadrunner.com.

Sincerely vours.




Abu Yusuf

Bikeway Coordinator
County of Los Angeles
Department of Public Works

Dear M. Yusuf:

1 write {0 'you io offer comments on the Draft Bicycle Master Plan for Los Angeles County. 1 am
pleased the County is taking steps to add bicycle facilities and improve bicycling conditions
throughout the wunincorporated communities of the County. A well-construcied plan is essenfial
o create a cohesive, countywide bicycle network, and it can enrich travel for cyclists throughout
the Los Angeles area. 1 believe there are several positive aspects of the pian, especially those
sections that commit the County to improving implementation by community outreach and
regular monitoring progress:

Policy 1.5 Complete regular updates of the Bicycle Master Plan to be current with
policies and requirements for grant funding and to improve the network.

Lead Department: DRP, DPW

Timeframe: Every five years as per Calirans BTA requirements

1A 1.5.1 Measure the effectiveness of the Bikeway Plan implementation.
Lead Department: DPW
Timeframe: Every two years

Policy 5.1 Support Community Involvement.

IA 5.1.1 Establish a community stakeholder group to assist with the implementation of the
Bicycle Master Plan.

1A 5.1.2 Encourage citizen participation and stakeholder input in the planning and
implementation of bikeways and other bicycle related improvements by hoiding public
meetings and workshops fo solicit community input.

1A 5.2.1 Provide updates to the community about planned projecits.

Policy: 5.3 Maintain efforts to gauge community interest and needs on bicycie-related
issues.

IA 5.3.1 Conduct periodic online surveys 1o gauge interest in bicycling and related issues
throughout the county.

There are however some topics which merit additional consideration, which | discuss below.
* A proposal of particular concern is Goal 1, Poiicy 1.1, 1A 1.1.4:

"Implement bikeways propcsed in this Plan when completing road rehabilitation and street
preservation projects”, but concludes with the caveat "... if the proposed bikeway can be
added within the existing roadway width without a reduction in vehicular lanes or removal of
parking."




This caveat should be removed. Periods of road rehabilitation and other kinds of road work
are precisely when bicycle facilities should be added to streets, including those that require
removal of (motor vehicle) parking and vehicular lanes. The cost and period of disruption are
much reduced if such jobs are combined. The Plan should include a provision that all road
work projects must consider the Bicycle Master Plan (BMP) before proceeding, and if changes
are required 1o implement that BMP, then appropriate planning and community outreach
should commence before work begins.

= The implementation of much of the Draft Plan relies on the ability to obtain outside funding
sources, so it is essential that specific plans o regularly seek funding from the sources listed
in Chapter 5 be expilicitly described in the Plan, inciuding activities of the responsible
department(s), with a timeline that includes annual reports to the Board of Supervisors.

- The Draft Plan supports the concept of "Complete Streets™

1A 1.4.1 Support efforts io develop a Complete Streets policy that accounts for the needs of
bicyclists, pedestrians, disabled persons, and public transit users.

The Plan shouid be more specific about implementation of this policy. For example, in
addition to bicycie lanes, sharrows and signage alerting motorists 1o the presence of bicyclists
should be liberally placed throughout the areas covered by the plan. In addition,
implementation of Complete Sireets which balance the needs of bicyclists with motorists and
increase safety for both would be facilitated by providing exceptions to requirements 11 and
12-foot travel lanes, which provide fewer options for bicycle lanes and encourage motorists 1o
drive at high speeds that are unsafe for bicyclists, pedestrians, and indeed motorists
themselves.

« Many bicyclists fravel around Marina Del Rey to use the beach and Ballona Creek bicycle
paths. The current route around the east side of the marina is rather winding and confusing,
and crosses roads in an awkward way. An alternative should be availabie along Admiralty
Road, but the northbound side requires improvements io make that route safe for bicyclists.

« Appendix C. Relationship to Existing Plans and Policies, C.3 Municipal Bicycle Planning
Documents: The West Hollywood Bicycle Plan shouid be inciuded.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions.

Sincerely,
Kevin Burion

West Hollywood



Los Angeles County Bicycle Coalition
834 S Spring St. Suite 821

Los Angeles, CA 90014

Phone 213.629.2142

Facsimile 213.629.2259
www . la-bike.org

LACBC

June 3, 2011

Abu Yusaf

LA County Deparmment of Public Works
Fremont Blvd

Alhambra, CA

Re: Comments on Draft County of LA Bike Plan
Dear Mr. Yusaf,

We thank you and the Department of Public Works for your hard work on the 2011 Draft County of Los
Angeles Bicyde Plan. We are pleased to see the County move forward with developing a comprehensive
bicyde plan for the unincorporated commumities of the County. We appreciate the span of this plan and
its attempt to provide for each individual community within the unincorporated communities, which
differ dramatically 1n geography, density, and need. We want to ensure this plan 1s well-constructed in
order to create a cohesive, countywide bicycle network, to enrich travel for people who bicyde throughout
the Los Angeles area. For this reason we are writing to you to address concerns we have regarding the plan
that we feel keep 1t from achieving this goal.

The Los Angeles County Bicyde Coalition believes this plan should provide more miles of bicyde lanes,
bicyde boulevards, and standard treatments such as Sharrows. Additonally, we want to see the DPW work
to create safer and more appealing streets for bicycling by outlining a program for pilonng innovative
bicycle safery design features such as cycle-tracks, bicyde boxes, and better integrating Complete Streets
elements 1nto the design guidelines and identified projects

The design guidelines in the Draft Plan do not provide for safer streets for all users. Rather, they continue
to perperuate the unsafe streets we have today. The Draft Plan should provide a vision for Complete
Streets by incorporating policies, programs and design guidelines that prioritize bicycde and pedestrian
safery. DPW’s usage of the Caltrans Highways Design Manual is problematic because it applies highways
standards to local roads. The State of California does not provide a current standard for minimum travel
lanes on local roads; travel lane widths are a2 matter of local preference and practice Widths should not
only be based on sound engineering prindples, but also on the adjacent land uses and community needs.
For this reason we demand DPW move away from the Highway Design Manual. At 2 minimum, we
request you familiarize yourself with the Chapter 21 of the Caltrans Project Development Procedures
Manual that outlines how to document and justfy exceptons to the HDM.

We believe DPW can better achieve safety of people on bicycles or walking by revisiting the design
guidelines in the Plan and providing for a range of travel lanes widths between 9 to 12’ even on arterials
and seek to narrow travel lanes wherever possible based on vehicle and transit volumes to accommodate
more miles of bicycle lanes and shorten crossing distances for pedestrians. Narrowing travel lanes directly
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correlates with managing travel speeds: wider lanes equal faster travel speeds, and narrower travel lanes can
encourage motorists to actually drive the posted speed lirmit. Designing a lanes widths based on highway
principles encourages highway speeds. The majority of the roads in the County have speed himits under 40
miles per hour, so DPW should ensure the roads are designed to reflect thas.

Reflecung the issue of poor roadway design 1s the number of collisions involving people who bicyde in
the umncorporated commumites. Within the unincorporated areas there are many dense urban
unincorporated communities with large populations of transit dependent residents who bicyde and walk
to access transit and meet their daily needs. These communities also represent the areas with the highest
amount of collisions involving people on bicydes Over 2600 collisions involving people on bicydles took
place 1n the umincorporated communities berween 2004 and 2009. 20% were in the Metro Planning area.
Of those, 43% were 1n East LA and 11% were 10 East San Gabriel Valley area. Based on the density and
number of collisions, the projects 1 these areas should be priontized for implementation to address this
horrific safety 1ssue.

The Plan should outline its strategy for measuring the success of the programs and policies it implements.
In the evaluaton secton of Chapter Three, for example, the Plan should establish goals for mode share
increases, annual bikeway mileage increases, decreases in greenhouse gas emissions, and set a goal of zero
deaths and annually measure decreases (or increases) in collisions leading to injury or death. Providing
transparency on how the County 1s working to 1mprove the safety of 1ts atizens while bicycing and
walking is imperative to build support for the implementation of many of the projects in the Plan. To
provide greater transparency DPW should prepare quarterly and yearly progress reports to the County
Supervisors, the County BAC, and public on the status of projects, programs, and implementation using
the metrics we have outhined.

To ensure that the vision in this plan actually comes to fruiton, Chapter Five: Funding and
Implementation must be overhauled. There are three main problems with this chapter. First, it makes no
plan for actual implementation. When will the county build this bicyde infrastructure? Who within the
county will be responsible for its completion? Second, the prioritized lists conflict with one another,
calling into question what meaning they will actually have once the plan 1s passed We call for a public
process to resolve the inherent conflicts berween prioritization based on project utility, project costs and
difficulty, and geopolitical equity. It 1s deceptive to combine these three conflicting criteria into a single
ranked list. Finally, the metrics that will measure the plan’s success are flawed. We call for a revision of
these metrics to focus on a) things that the county can actually control and b) metrics that truly indicate
an Increase in bicycle mobility and safety.

As mentioned previously, we realize much of the implementation depends on grant funding, however
Chapter five lacks an implementation timeline, and does not specify that DPW will be responsible for
implementing bikeways. LACBC believes the Plan needs to commit to implementing a specified amount of
bikeways every year. We are 1ncredibly disappointed to see that 20 miles of Bicyde Boulevards will take 20
years to be implemented. This is entrely unacceptable. Twenty miles should be implemented in five years
or less, not 20 years. Bicycle Boulevards are by far some of the easiest projects in this plan to implement.
In additon to incduding more miles of Bicyde Boulevards, their implementanon should be expedited. We
realize much of the Plan implementation is dependent on grant funding, but these projects offer multple
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benefits and can be funded through muluple sources leading to faster implemenrtanon.

Our concern with bikeway implementation resembles our concern with the policies and programs: a plan
that does not answer the questons “when?” and “who?” will sit on the shelf and gather dust. Chapter Five
should set mileage goals for bikewavs per yvear. It should lay out 2 detailed :mplementation plan and
require a specfic body within the county, DPW or an interdepartmental committee to report annually on
how implementation is progressing. Furthermore, the implementation plan should speafy a public process
similar to the monthly meetings of the Bicyde Plan Implementation Team in the City of Los Angeles. The
public must be able to inform both the prionuzation of the projects that will next be implemented, as well
as the engineering designs. This will allow local community members to particapate in the changes that the
Bike Plan will bring to their commumity. It will also bring transparency and democracy to the Bike Plan
1mplementation Process.

We reject the priontizanon schema in Chapter Five and call for 11s complete overhaul. First, we reject all
one-dimensional rankings of projects. Clearly a bicycle infrastructure project has many aspects, including
which supervisorial district 1t is located in, how much it will cost, what destinations 1t reaches, the socio-
demographics of the neighborhoods through which 1t passes, and how much community support 1t has.
To faalitate a real discussion of this informadon, we should not collapse 1T 1n 1o a single figure.

Second, the plan never explains how the prioritization ranking will be used. It 1s not clear that the
prioriuzed list will ever come to have any meaming 1n terms of which projects get implemented first, or
which projects are included 1n funding applicanons.

Third, Chapter Five presents two contradictory pnioritizanion schema: the first relies upon project utility
(connecuvity, etc) and produces the ranked hist in Appendix I, and the second 1s the “Top 177 list that
aims to 1nclude an equal number of projects in each of the all five county supervisorial districts. The plan
does not admit or address the fact that these two prioniizanon methods are in conflict. For example, the
top four projects on the “Top 177 district-based list are ranked 49, 19, 28, and 23 respectively in Appendix
1. The “Top 177 list includes a project ranked as low as 59 in Appendix . As we pointed out earlier, areas
with the greatest density and highest need should be prioritized. We are concerned about the degree to
which high-utlity projects located in the dense urban areas of the county are being displaced from the
“Top 177 list 1n the name of geopolitical equity. The projects ranked 10-17 in Appendix I are all excluded
from the Top 17; all of them serve dense, lowincome communities where many people do not have cars
and where bicyde infrastructure can do much to improve mobility. If the Top 17 1s 2 template for how the
County will be prioritizing projects internally, 1t does not bode well for urban and lowincome
communities. We feel this means one of these lists 1s the real prionity list while the other 1s only induded
for techmical flair.

To resolve all of these problems, we again call for a2 public process to shape project priontization and
implementation. The county should invite residents who bicycle, county district representatives,
representatives from neighboring jurisdicions, and members of the local communities through which
planned bicydle projects run to parucpate in choosing and implementing projects. This way, the conflicts
between jurisdictional equity and project utility can be resolved in a transparent, democratic, and ongoing
manner. Moreover, such a committee will be a forum for the kind of cooperation that implementadon of



Page 4 of 6
this plan will require, since 1t spans such odd geographical areas and shares boundaries with so many other
jurisdictions.

We agree that 1t 1s important to employ measures of effecuveness in order to monitor the County’s
progress toward becormng a bikefriendly place. However, the measures 1n Table 5-1 are the wrong merrics.
Of the six metrics outlined 1n the Plan only two should be kept: the number of miles of bikeways, and the
proporton of arterial streets with bike lanes The four remaining metrcs need to be either modified or
discarded.

While we agree that one of the metrics should capture the levels to which people are actually bicycling,
bicyde commute mode share 1s a very flawed way to measure this. Commutes only account for 16% of all
trips, and commutes are often some of the longest trips people have to take, making them more difficult
to take by bicyde. Trips to the store, to school, to and from transit, to visit family and friends, and to
parks and recreatton are all excluded by this measure. The plan should unlize biennial counts as called for
in the Plan mnstead at a variery of locations to capture all manner of bicyde trips. Repeated counts will
indicate whether bicycling 1s going up or down across LA County. Counts also provide an opportunity to
examine before and after usage stanstics when bicydle infrastrucrure is built, and 1o collect information on
riding behavior, gender, and age.

Similarly. while we agree that the County should aim to reduce bicycle collisions, it is important that this
metric be normalized by usage. Otherwise, this metric will mislead. It is possible to dramatically reduce
bicycle collisions simply by reducing the extent to which people choose to nide a bicycle. Some of the most
dangerous locations in Los Angeles County have very few bicycdle collisions on them because people
intentionally avoird bicyding 1n these places. The 1deal metric would be bicydle collisions per mile of
bicydle travel, but since this information does not exist, a better metric than just bicycle collisions would
be bicydle collisions per bicyde commuter.

LACBC wants to ensure that the 2011 Bicyde Plan maximizes infrastructure as well as education programs
to improve the safety and quality of space for bicydlists. Indeed, the Plan should regard safety as the
number one priority. For this reason we would like to see a program induded under Goal 2, to offer
bicycle safety courses for people on bicydes who recerve traffic citations (for anything other than DUI) in
lieu of paying a fine or other pecuniary penalties. Instead, they could pay a fee to attend a courtzequired
bicyde safety course. As we have folks taking to the streets everyday with no formal training on the rules
of the road as they apply to bicycling, a program of this nature will ensure more people receive safety
educaton instead of just fines, and work to lower collisions and increase safe bicycding. We also feel the
County needs to hire a Bicyde Plan Coordinator - someone with planning, grant wrnting, and community
organizing experience - to oversee the implementation of all of the Plan’s education and encouragement
programs, oversee grant applications, and help create a link between Regional Planning and the
Department of Public Work’s Transportation Engineers. This staffer needs to be well versed in Complete
Streets and bicycle and pedestrian innovaton.

Essential to implementation 1s providing more informaton on the County Department of Public Works
website. We are glad to see this called out in the Plan However, 1t is masleading to state that the imeline
for this program is “ongoing,” since DPW does not yet provide bicycle information through its website.



Page Sof 6
Juast to name 2 few examples, we feel the following elements are greatly needed on the DPW website: 2 way
1o request bicvcle parking racks through the Request for Service page, Bicyde informanon through the
Resident portal that links County residents to safety informanon, maps, addinonal resources, what projects
are being worked on, when projects are completed. the ume 2and location of County BAC meenngs.
dosures to any County bicyde fachines. Currendy there 1s not even 2 link to the Plan update on the front
page of the DPW homepage. We also encourage DPW to prowide 2 link to bicyde information on the
business portal under transportation and indude informanon on ways to accommodate and encourage
bicyde commuters, such as providing short and long term bicyde parking

Improved communication and coordinaton among County agenaies such as LAC Department of Parks
and Recreation, LAC Flood Conrtrol, 2nd the neighboring jurisdicnons’ departments of transportatnon or
public works 1s needed. This should be accomplished through regularly scheduled meetngs, posting
project schedules onhine, and updates from those agences to the LA County BAC. This should be outlined
2s 2 policy 1n the Plan under Goal 1. Speafically we encourage DPW to work dlosely with DPR 1o berter
publicze and provide maps of exisung multiuse paths. It 1s our understanding that DPR does not
currently provide their trails to Google, while your agency does. While many DPR trails are unpaved,
DPW should work with them to idennfy paths that can prowide bicyde access opportunities 1n addition to
equestrian and pedestrian access. Addinonally, the County Flood Control District controls access to our
waterways; DPW should be working with FCD and neighboring junisdicions to implement bicyde and
pedestrian paths along these rghts-of-way to provide safe commuung and recreational facilies that
connect our communities and provide all LA County residents greater access to opén space. While the
Plan 1denufies waterways 1n the ununcorporated communites, 1t does not outhne how DPW will work to
create cohesive networks on our waterways by engaging 1n continued dialogue through monthly, quarterly,
yearly, or project-based meetings with Flood Control and neighboring junisdictions. A template for this
kind of engagement 1s the LA River Commirtee. We suggest a simnilar program be established so that DPW
and communities with nvers, creeks, and streamns that are controlled by DPW Hood Control can start
implemenung or planning paths.

Attached vou will find 2 list of LACBC’s comments on the polices outlined in Chapters 2. 4, and 5 of the
Draft Plan. Many of the comments call for further explanaton, danficaton, and quesnon the ume period
specified. In general, we feel many of the policies, 1f implemented, will create 2 much more bicycle friendly
Los Angeles County, however many of these polidies need further elaboration. We zlso question the tme
periods speafied since many of the programs are not currently implemented, so to say a program 1s
“ongoing” 1s a musnomer. Likewise, no program or policy should be listed 2s TBD. This 1s unacceptable.
Speaify the years a program will begin and end for every program and policy in the plan. We have also
attached a list of streets we feel should be included in the plan or upgraded from routes to lanes based on
comments we received from LACBC members around the County.

Thank you for your ime and consideration. We expect to see our comments integrated in to the final Plan
and we look forward to working with the LA County Department of Public Works on implemenration of
the County of Los Angeles Bicycle Plan. By engaging 1n an ongoing, constructive dialogue, the County can
develop 2 successful bicycle network that all residents of Los Angeles County can enjoy. We look forward
to future communications regarding the Draft Plan and are eager to see a bertter, bikeable Los Angeles
County!
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Alexis Lantz
Planning & Policy Director



Antelope Valley (see maps on pp. 41, 43, and 44):
The Draft Plan offers few bike facilities in the eastern Antelope Valley. The Paimdale /
Lancaster area has the potential of becoming a bike commuter friendly area, however, the
various bike tanes and frails need to have connecting rouies that maintain areas for bicycles to
ride. Right now that is not the case. Also, there are many roads, which could be useful bike
routes however they fack paved shoulders. We recommend the County improve signage,
provide paved shoulders and where possible repave the entire road when instaliing a bike route.
Below are some additional suggestions for improving the Draft Plan in the Antelope Valley:
¢ Bike Lanes on 30th St West shouid be of the highest priority, shoulders need o be
paved
o (Class 2 Bike Lanes are needed on: Division Street, Ave H, Pear Biossom Highway.,
Barrel Springs Rd, 20th St. West, Ave L to eastern planning area boundary, 10th St
West befween Auto Center Dr. and Elizabeth L.ake Rd., and Sierra Hwy wherever
possible
s Pave shoulders to include Class 2 Bike {anes on Rancho Vista Bivd/Ave P and Elizabeth
| ake Road between Dianron Rd and 10th St West
e C(Class 3 Bike Routes should be added to: Angeles Forest Hwy, Godde Hill, Ave O-12,
Ave O between Ave 30 West and Sierra Hwy
e Shoulders need to be paved to provide Class 3 Bike Routes on: Escondido Canyon Rd,
30th St East, Ave G East of the 14,
» Include east-west bicycle boulevard route to connect Palmdaie and Lancaster to the
Sierra Hwy bike trail.
s Connect the Paimdale Ave S bike route to the Sierra Hwy bike trail

Fast San Gabriel Valley (see maps on pp. 53, 55.and 56).

The Draft Plan currently overlooks some connectivity issues in this project area, leading to gaps

in the overall network. Below are some suggestions for improving the Draft Plan for this area:
e C(Class 2 Bikes Lanes are needed on:

Amar Rd from Vineland to Valinda in West La Puente

Sunset Ave connecting to proposed 7th Ave bike lanes

Fullernton Rd. from Colima fo Yes Plaza

Gale Ave, west from Fullerton Rd

Batson Avenue

Paso Real Ave in addition to intersection improvements at Paso Real and Colima

Rd, where single greatest number of collisiors in planning area took place.

e Safe Routes to School opportunities exist on Vineland Avenue (between Rath Street and
Nelson Avenue), Pathfinder Road in Rowland Heights (particularly near Blandford
Drive), and Killian Avenue. The Draft Plan shouid extend the propesed bikeways on
Pathfinder to cover the entire road and add bikeways to Vineland and Killian.

e Bike facilities would be appropriate for the Nogales Street, Wainut Drive and Gale
Avenue intersection and the Colima Road and Batson Avenue intersection, which get
very crowded.

0O O O 0O O O



Gateway Cities (see maps on pp. 85 and 67):
Although the Draft Plan acknowledges the high crash rates in the South Whittier/Sunshine
Acres area — typically on arterials that cyclists and fruck drivers share, such as Aflanfic
Boulevard and Mills Avenue near Telegraph Road - it fails fo prioritize improvements o those
roads appropriately. The Draft Plan shouid ensure that the County impiements them as soon as
possible. Below are some additional suggestions for improving the Draft Plan in this area:
e The County should also consider separated bikeways in the South Whitfier/Sunshine
Acres area.
¢ (lass 2 Bike Lanes are needed on: Victoria Street
Park Road, Rancho Way, and Susana Way

Metro Area (see maps on pp. 75, 77, and 78):
Due 1o its central location, bikeways in the Metro area are critical 1o the greater regional area.
Countywide connecfivity would be greatly improved by the addition of Class Il bike lanes to
many arterials in the West Rancho Dominguez-Victoria area. In addition, attention to transit
connections, including bikeways propesed in the LACBC’s Transit Hub Project, could greatly
improve bike-transit connectivity in the Metro area. Below are some additional suggestions for
improving the Draft Plan in this area.
e Class 2 Bike Lanes are needed on:
o Figueroa Street (from 120th Street to 149th Street)
Broadway
Main Street
Rosecrans Avenue
Redondo Beach Boulevard
135th Street
157th Street
Alondra Boulevard
San Pedro Street
Van Ness Avenue from Century Boulevard io Imperial Highway in West Athens
Whitter Blvd connecting east from proposed bike lanes in City of LA
Atlantic Boulevard from Pomona Boulevard 1o Telegraph Road
3rd Street - County should consider pilot project for left side protected bike ianes
from Pomona to indiana (or consider installing sharrows)
e The Draft Plan should include incorporate the following suggestions from the LACBC
Transit Hub Project:
o Sharrows on Compton Avenue (in the Florence/Firestone area)
o Bicycle facilities in and around the Imperial-Wilmington Metro Station
o Bike routes on 68th Street (from Central Avenue to Compton Avenue), Crockett
(from 74th Street to 83rd Street), 76th Street (from Whitsett Avenue to Lou Dillon
Avenue), and Lou Dillon Avenue (from 76th Street fo 79th Street, where a school
is located).
e Sharrows should be installed on:
o Beverly Boulevard from Pomona Blvd to Gerhart Avenue
o Bth Street

O o0 o 0 0O 0O 0O 0O 0O 0O 0O o0



c Fioral Drive
o ‘Whitter Bivd from Downey Road 1o Atlantic Boulevard

South Bav (see maps on pp. 107 and 109):
Because the South Bay cities are currently creating their regional bike plan, the Draft Plan
should provide connections to the proposed facilities inciuded in the South Bay Bicycle Master
Plan and other such planning documents from surrounding facilities. In addition, Hawthorne,
Gardena, and Lawndale, which contain some of the poorest and most densely-populated
census tracts in the region, would greatly benefit from an increase in well-planned bicycle
facilities. Priorities for this area must also include the LA River path exiension on the Universal
side and north of Maywood Avenue, as well as the Confluence Arroyo Seco path extension.
Below are some additional suggestions for improving the Draft Plan in the South Bay:
e Class 2 Bike Lanes are needed om:
Rosecrans Avenue
El Segundo Boulevard
Hawthorne Boulevard
Manhattan Beach Bivd from Crenshaw to Prairie
Normandie Ave in West Carson
Sepulveda Blvd in West Carson
Prairie Avenue between Redondo Beach Boulevard and 154th Street/Marine
Avenue
e Bicycle Boulevards are needed on:
o 104th and 111th Street in Lennox
¢ Upgrade the northbound connection between Hermosa Beach and Manhattan Beach on
the Strand so that cyclists no longer have o leave the Strand or carry their bikes up the
stairs. At least add signs warning cyclists about the stairs severing the path
Prioritize the extension of the Class Hi facility along the Dominguez Channel.
Draft Plan ignores Crenshaw Boulevard in Alondra Park (a dangerous area with high
crash rates) and Lennox (which lacks high-guality east-west connections). The County
should consider adding more bike facilities 1o these areas.
e Sharrows should be installed on:
o Doty Avenue between Marine Avenue and Manhattan Beach Boulevard
o Lemoli Avenue, from Marine Avenue to Manhattan Beach Boulevard
o Make southernmost portion of La Cienega Boulevard, which runs parallel to the east
side of the 1-405 freeway and ends at Rosecrans Avenue, an alternate or supplementary
route to the proposed bike route on Inglewood Avenue between El Segundo Boulevard
and Rosecrans Avenue.

O 0O 0o 0 O 0 0O

Santa Monica Mountains (see map on b. 99):
Many cyclists bike in this area regularly, but the Draft Plan overlooks many of the roads that
cyclists commonly use. We recommend incorporating these roads into the Draft Plan:
s Bike Routes with additional Share the Road and Watch for Bicycle Signage:
o Topanga Canyon Boulevard from Oid Topanga Road to Mulholiand Drive (or to
the County border just before Mulholland)




Fernwood Pacific Dnve

Tuna Canyon Road, Saddie Peak Road

Piuma Road

Schueren Road

Stunt Road

Cold Canyon Road

Dry Canyon Cold Creek ("Seven Minute Hill"),

Lake Vista in the Malibu Lake area

Latigo Canyon Road

Route 23 from Mulholland Drive 1o Westlake Bivd (back of Decker Canyon)
o Corral Canyon Road {coastal access to Malibu Creek State Park).

e Sharrows are needed on:
o Cornell Road, Mureau Road, Dry Canyon Cold Creek (Seven Minute Hill section)

O 0O 0O O 0 0O 0O O O O

West San Gabriel Valley (see maps on pp. 117, 119, and 120):
Pasadena recently completed the update 1o its bike plan, so the Draft Plan shouid better
incorporaie projects in East Pasadena and Altadena that will connect to Pasadena’s bike
network and close gaps in the countywide network. in addition, some bike paths in the project
area have gaps that are connected by bike routes only. Below are some suggestions for
improving the Draft Plan for this area:
o Class ll Bike Lanes are needed on:
o San Gabrniel Boulevard (from just south of Caln‘orma to Sant Y z)
o Del Mar Bivd (upgrade from Class 11, Si ‘
o Lake Ave (upgrade from Class I, $tn >
o New York Dr. (upgrade from Class ||| streel;
e Bicycle Boulevards are needed on:
o 1lotus Avenue
o Glenrose Avenue
¢ Sharrows are needed on

o Duarte Road

o Madre Street

o Altadena Drive

o Allen Avenue and similar existing bike routes should be upgraded to sharrows

Westside/Marina del Rey (see maps on pp. 127 and 129):

Many cyclists prefer taking the straight and mostly well-paved Admiralty Road around the
Marina instead of the Marvin Braude Bike Path, which twists through the docks and has some
damaged, uneven pavement and two dangerous roadway cressings. The southbound outside
lane of Admiralty is wide and comfortable to ride, but the northbound outside lane is narrow and
invites conflict. We recommend treatment to improve northbound Admiralty, for its length, from
Fiji Way to Via Marina.
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The plan should include a policy fo “Implament innovative
infrastructure treatments that can further increase the safety of
;people bicycling." The County will develop pliot projects to test the
use of protected bicycle lanes on Major Class |} of secondary
roadways to improve bicycle safety on heavily traveled roadways
The County will apply to the Federal Highways Administration to
participate in on-going Fedsral infrastructure pilot studies and will
also seek approvals from the California Traffic Control Devices
Commitiee

117 Goals 1,2

inciude a policy for a Yearly Funding and Implementation report to
be prepared and presented by DPW staff to the Supenvisors al a
Board Meeting listing what grants were applied for with which

"projects, explaining if they received funding, and if not, providing

, detalied information from the grantors as 1o why they did nof receive

.funding and how they can improve the grani applications for the

nexd cycles  In addition, DPW staff should be reporting on project

iimplementation including metrics on. collisions compared o

i ridership, ridership levels, detailed summaries of what programs
and policies have been implemented or started, how many people
they have reached through education campaigns (e.g., how many
kids were given safety training, etc) This will provide the County
with an opportunity to promote its successes, pravide more

. transparency, evaluate their progress, and identify where

11117 Goal 6 improvement is needed

“Construcl the bikeways praposed in 2012 County of The plan should specify mileage targsts/goals for sach breakdown
Los Angeles Bicycle Master Plan over the next 20 (it's accaptable to list that many projects will be dependant on grant
11 11 years." funding and reference the relevant funding section of the plan )
T Propose bikeways thal connect (o transit Stations, .

commercial canters, schools, libraries, culfural

centers, parks and other important activity centers

within each unincorporated area and promote
11 111 bicycling te these destination " Change "Propose" to "Prioritize *

County should work within existing right of ways and discontinue
road widening projects 1t should better incorporate Complete

“implemen| bikeways proposed in this Plan when Streets throughout the unincorporated areas through the
11 1.1.3 reconstructing or widening existing streets " implementation of the bike plan projects
T “mplement bixeways proposed in this Plan when  This policy should also include implementing projects that may

compileting road rehabilitation and streel presarvation  resull in the ramoval of a travel lane or parking or just the narrowing
projects, if the proposed bikeway can be added within  of existing travel lanes, new striping plans that include bicycle lanes

the existing roadway width withoul a reduction in shouid be developed In line with streel resurfacing and rehabilitation |
11 1.1, vehicular lanes or removal of parking.” projects, as this will save money
T "Enact changes in the County Codes and Land Uses o ’ ) )
| \ that encourage additional bikeways and bicycle
{11 support facilities " Please elaborate on the method for fulfilling this policy

! facilies thal encourage biking and link to key
12 13 » destinations " Please slaborate on the method for fulfilling this policy




v10Z uey) 18je) ou Aq say . LBl A4 €1
0Z l|e wawsidu o} 8q pinoys [eof o\ slusniisud nod pue ued siy} Aq pasodoid spieaeinog @24o1q ayy Juswsduy,
1} peye) 8aey nod ‘sieed Z jxay 8y} ui asay) juewsdun jJouura
nod i ueid ayj ul juewaidul o} syelaid |saises ay) aq piNoys esey ).
ueld S} Ul PBPNIOUL SPIEABINOG @j0401q JO 8L 0Z L0 I8 Busy |

. Sed o} ejhaig o} eidosd (kjod meu pssodod) g9} €l
alow aflencaud o) Buped 1elaq apinoid pue Bupped apdog
| Auinysixe |8 AiojuBAL) 0) LOHESII8)Y DUE SXIB] LIM HIOM Iim Ajunad),

, AEp j00yos ay) Bupnp yym peieduweiun pue ayes

ale $8j0A0|q aunsu’ o} sinoy jpoyss Buunp peyaol aq uea Jey) woaol
Bupped 8adoiq e apiroid of juem Aeul jJaulSIp (0oyas pue Aunog
8y) ‘9|q)ses; aByA  |0Qyas O} 8daiq o} sjuspnis aiow afiernoaue
0} Burpied jeneq apiacid o Jaisip ay) yia siom pue Bupped sjadalg
Bupsixa ||& fiojuaaLy O} DLISIP (00YIS S} UM YoM jiim una),

" (Aoyod mau pesodaud) pgl of

. UE|d sy} Jed se aigejdacoe aie Buppied apdag jo sadd) jeym (Aojod mau pesodaid) £9L £l
pue ajeym puelsiepun Aau) ainsua o) siopadsuy Alajes pue Buping
8|eanpe o) yiom |lim Aunon siado@aap pue siopeadsu) Buippng
ylog Aq pesn aq uea jey] sisyyoeuo Guys se ||8m se asuepinf
[ensia apiaodd s apind siy | pe1su oy Bupnped apdag jo ad4)
pue fiuys 1edoud ay} uo aguepinf spiraid o} )8 "PUISIP jooYas ay)
‘siadoj@rap 1oj sprepuels Bupped aipdoig alessa o] yiom (itm Alunan,

J}@ 'sesue . Aojod Bunpied eppdog e doeasq), 9L 2L
PSIRIOLICIUILN 8U) uf 80IALILLOY) JO SI8QUIELD) SNOLEBA 'SI8lja|SMau
fewsa s osiedng ay |yBnoiy) seesauisng o) uogeuuojul
ap|aoid pue ausqem pdQ ayl uinauy) Bupped epdag 1sanbay.
o) Aem e apiacud (im funog  Bupped 8Aaq 1senbal oy sluanisuca
pUB 'SAIUNLILLIOS ‘SBsSBUISNG Mmo|je |im ey} weifiaid Bupped
HEMANIS B do@aap M Aunas  Bupped apdag Bugsixe jo Buys
pue Ayenb ay) arcidul oy sBuipgng paumo-Aunoa Buysixa jo sypne
1INPUOD fliam AJUNQY 018 'UQleINpe Jojdadsul junes ‘sjuswdo@aap
amau 'sbuipyng Aunsixe Buissauppe 'sjuswee Ayed Bupped spkaig
|Bi8Aa8 Olu papuedxa aq of spasu Agyod sIy}  sjeioge|s asee|d
(‘g [eon) Buipiefie aroqe juewiLLo] aesg) T uonewewsydiay L'G'L Z\
uaejuaweldu ueid ajadarg ay) jo 9seiBoid ay) uo padeu Apeed UR|q ABMEMIE 8L} JO SSBUBAIBYS B} AINSESH,
8 YlM 211and ay) pue iosiaedng AUnog ayl o) Hoday |m Jels 'osty
LasauBnjnaya ay} ainsesw Aunad) ay) (Im Mo ARI0GEIS 9SES|d

. MOMjau sy} @souduy ay pue Bupung G zi
jef 1oy suawannbas pue sanod yum juauna 8q oy
uBld I8)sew adag aul jo sayepdn jeinfiel ajejdwaon),

¢, 018 'SWO0y J8N30| sIemals Buped . Suoneunsap day |e saiyoey duy jo pus afeineouz, 000 €L zL

ayig cpafieinoaus aq m sajioey o sad4} jeum - aleloqe|e ases|q

Aowod siyy Buigyng 104 pouiaw 8L} uo ajeloqe|s asee|y




13

14

14

14

14

231

232

24

241

"Encourage enforcement of traffic laws including
citing bicyclists, pedestrians and motor vehicle
operatars consistently for violations 1o enhance
bicyclist and pedestrian safety "

The County needs to provide an education component for people
walking and bicycling (e.g.. issuing warnings and providing
education) It should expand on this goal "County will work with
Sheriffs Dept 1o provide education matenals and/or safety courses
for people who walk or bicycle that are found to be conducting
unsafe behavior County and the Sheriffs Dept realize that many
people bicycling may not have ever received education on the Tules
of the road when operating a bicycie "

"Encourage targeted enforcement activities In areas
with high bicycle and pedestrian volumes "

‘Targeted enforcement” of whom? Motorists ? Bicycle and
pedestrian users? Please define what this palicy means For
example "County will work with Sheriff's Depl 1o target
enforcement of motor vehicle behavior in areas with high bicycie
and pedestirian use Through targeted speed, distracted driver, and
dangerous driving enforcement in these areas, the County and
Sheriff's Dept's goal is to decrease collisions involving pedestrians
and bicycles in these high usage and collision areas "

“"Evaluate Impacts on bicyclists when designing new
or reconfiguring streets "

___u._m.mw,m m,.muo@m on E.m..q,:m:aoa for fulfilling this policy For

example "County will work with developers, County engineers,
Caltrans, Metro, and other agencies thal can effect the roadway to
ensure the mobility of people who bicycle (or walk) s improved
when designing or reconfiguring a roadway This includes requiring
bicycle and pedestrian counts, adopting better CEQA traffic analysis
measurements thal look al reducing vehicle trips with new
developments through improving connections to transit, walking and
bicycling, and adopting new level of service measurements for
County Engineering analysis "

"Encourage the development of traffic study criteria
that account for bicyclists and pedestrians *

Change "Encourage " fo "Adopt a Multi-modal level of service
traffic analysis criteria " Also, please elaborate the method for
fulfilling this policy For example "Currently, the County uses a
Level of Service measurement to analysis traffic impacts that does
not capture data on bicycle and pedestrian activity A multi-modal
level of service will analysis the impacts of all roadways users and
provide the county with a better picture of how different fraffic
treatments will improve or hinder bicycle and pedestrian mability,
transit mobility, and vehicle mobility "

“"Explore the feasibility of conducting biennial counts
of bicyclists on key bikeways o gauge the
effactiveness of the County's bicycle facilities in
increasing bicycle activity "

~ Change "Explore the feasibility " to "Conduct biennial bicycle

(and pedestrian) counts on existing routes, proposed routes, near
transit, and key intersections to provide data on ridership (e.g., how
bicycle infrastructure is increasing bicycle ridership, where ridership
is highest, etc.) *
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“Investigate options for incentivizing county
empioyees ip use bicycles and othe non-auto modes

Change to  "County will implement the Federal Bicycle Tax Benefit
Program and create encouragement programs geared at county
employees 1o incentive bicycies as transportation for commuting to

133-140

An overarching comment regarding all Education, Enforcament, and
Encouragement Programs- Chapter 4 includes many definitions of
these types of programs but does not explain what programs the
County is going 1o implement and how It plans fo do so The
County should amend Chapter 4 to include details concerning the
programs it inlends to create and their start and completion dates

16 422 of transpontation 1o commute to work * waork *
Outline how you will work with adjacent municipalities 1o ensure
consistancy and regional connectivity For example: "County will
“Develop maps and wayfinding signape and striping  work with Metro and Counciis of Government to snsure regional
16 43 to assist navigating the regional bikeways " connectivity and consistancy between communitites.
Community stakeholder group should be made up of at least one 4
representative from each unicorporated community included in the
plan County will work to get participation/representation from each
of the unicorporated communities included in this plan so they can
"Establish a community stakeholder group to assist  help with outreach and bulld community support for implementation
16 511 with the implementation of the Bicycle Master Plan " of the network in their area
County will creale a website linked from the County's main
homepage - htip://dpw.lacounty.gov/- providing information on
bicycle safety, how 1o request bicycle parking in the unincorporated
areas, bicycle maps, links {o other municipalities bicycle sites,
advocacy organizations, information on upcoming community
bicycle reiated meetings (BAC etc.), events, a digital version of the |
plan, implementation status of current projects, etc (Policies 5.2 1
and 5.2.2 should also be inciuded on the website ) Is this
something the County Is currently working on? ()t doesn't appear
“Create and online presance to improve visibility of  thal the County has a website.) If no, then "Ongoing"” is not correct,
bicycling i1ssues in unincorporated Los Angeles and the policy should include a start date In addition, this policy
16 5.2 County * should state the year that it will be completed
\ T “County will secure a least 10% of Measure R Local Return doliars
“*Support innovative funding mechanisms 10 for bicycle and pedestrian improvements and for maiching funds for
17 6.1.1 implement this Bicycle Master Plan " future grants ;
"Consider Using bikeways as miigation 1of projecl-- .
17 614 Lelated vehicle trips " Change "Consider using" to "Establish "
T ~ "Create a Bicycle Trusi Fund as a mitigation measure for
development projects based on a nexus 10 proposed bicycle
17 6.15 (proposed new policy) __projects in their project area.” ]
[Chapterd ™" SU—
Page Policy Draft Text Recommendation
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April 19, 2011

Mr. Abu Yusuf

Bikeway Coordinator

Programs Development Division

900 South Fremont Avenue, 11% Floor
Alhambra, CA 91803-1331

Re: County of Los Angeles Bicycle Master Plan
City of Lancaster Comments

Dear Mr. Yusuf:

j
C-Gn (4 e

The City of Lancaster appreciates the opportunity to provide input on the County of Los Angeles

Bicycle Master Plan, and offers the following comments for consideration.

1. Add Class 3 facilities at the following iocations:

a.

"o oap o

90™ Street West from Avenue G to Avenue K

70™ Street West from Avenue F to Avenue )

40™ Street East from Avenue H to Lancaster Blvd.
Avenue H from 90" Street West to 70™ Street West
Avenue J from 110™ Street West to 70™ Street West
Avenue K from 85™ Street West to 90™ Street West

2. Add Class 2 facilities at the following locations:

P e onow

40th Street West from Avenue K-4 to Avenue M

45th Street West from Avenue K to Avenue L

Avenue G from 25th Street West to Division Street
Avenue K from 52nd Street West to 40th Street West
Avenue K-8 from 52nd Street West to 40th Street West
Avenue L-8 from 65" Street West to 60™ Street West
Avenue M from 30™ Street West to State Route 14

3. Correction:

a. 60™ Street West from Avenue L to Avenue M, change existing Class 2 to proposed

Class 2



County of Los Angeles Bicycle Master Plan
City of Lancaster Comments

4.  General gquestions:

a. Is there a bicycle facility along the Aqueduct that may be utilized?
b. Have there been discussions to use the utility corridor on the west side of the valley?

As you know, we are currently in the process of creating a Master Plan of Trails and Bikeways for our
City. For your use, we are attaching a marked-up copy of the first draft of our bikeway plan. The
yellow highlights correspond to our comments listed above in regards to your proposed facilities.
We would like to accommodate and encourage bicycling in our community, and we would like to
work with Los Angeles County in providing connectivity to our surrounding communities.

Please contact Elma Watson if you have any questions. She can be reached at
ewatson@cityoflancasterca.org or (661) 723-6100.

Sincerely,

Brian S. Ludicke
Planning Director

EW:BSL/jr
Enclosure
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something that does not work in a rural area like
santa clarita. The rankings (scores) do not make
sense. Hilcrest parkway is in a housing track. It
may be a valuable route, but how is scored almost
twice as high as major commuting corridors like the
Old Road needs 1o be resolved. The Old Road is
the only linkage between Castaic and Santa
Clarita, and is also the primary route for commuters
south to San Fernando Valley It has heavy, high
speed traffic and no alternate routes 1 should not
be scoring below Hillcrest Hunstock is also
essentially in a housing tract - a low-speed side
street In the very small community of Val Verde,
but the major roads of Chiquito Canyon and Del
Valle are far more important to improve. Jakes's
way is in an apartment/condo complex that Is a cul-
de-sac not used, in general, by the public.
Vasquez is a death trap and should be moved up
much higher Placerita, | would think, also would
be more important than neighborhood back streets.
| thunk the rankings may be off because you are
considering "nearby” destinations where in Santa
Clarita a significant amount of bike trips by regular

riders are longer....either 156+ mile commutes to

these roadways (Old, Vasquez)
which do not score favorably have
cost and feasibility issues and that 1s
why they rank lower. When the
prioritization process was negotiated,
the County was insistent on
implementability being a key criteria
Itis a difficult to tradeoff to make
because many of the most desirable
routes for bicyclists are also usualty
desirable routes for automobiles as
well, and therefore are very
complicated to implement

236 28 BAC - Gutzeit 6 Pico Canyon Road and the Old Road are not in the [removed those streets from bullet list [ok
City of Santa Clarita, nor are there any bike
facilities on the City side of those.

1237 e 'BAC - Gutzeit 7 Add San Fransquito Creek Trail as a connection to |Change made If you changed it, | didn't see it See my

Gounty unincorporated. (N/S along McBean to new comments or call me if you have
Copperhill) The Santa Clara River trail mentioned questions.
is E/W along Soledad, ending at Magic Mth.

238 102 ‘BAC - Gutzeit 8 I have lived in Santa Clarita for 22 years and have |These are the official names in the  |Suggest you clarify that somewhere
never heard of Alpine, Forest Park, or Lang. Census (that the communities are based on
Suggest checking with someone to see if those Census descriptions) as no one knows
names are really in use. what these names are.

239 104 BAC - Guizeit 9 There are three metrolink stations in Santa Clarita, |Change made } OK
not two as mentioned..

240 | T106-107 ""BAC - Gutzeit 10 I did not look at the detail scoring but | think there is|| agree with your sentiments. Many of [Who is “the County?" | suggest this

issue be discussed with the
Supervisor's office(s) for rural areas
and/or can you suggest alternative
scoring for rural roadways? Surely this
has come up before. You simply
cannot score something in the Metro
area on the same scale as something
in Antelope Valley or Santa Clarita. Itis
apples and oranges. The risk of fatality
on a high speed, narrow road with no
shoulder and no paraliel road should
frankly outweigh any other scoring
scenario. | know your model 1s going
for # of people served, but 50 bike
commuters made happy does not
outweigh the likely loss of life of one
person A member of Supervisor
Antonovich's staff called me to support
this project because they had a close
friend killed. If serious bicyclists say
they are scared and an area needs
aftention, that is far more important that
any theoretical matrices




Suska, Mateusz (Matt)

From: Dean Francois [savethestrand@yahoo.com)

Sent: Tuesday, May 03, 2011 9:47 AM

To: Paul Wong, Barry Kuriz

Cce: snapolitano@lacbos.org, Yusuf, Abu, samcorbetti@altaplanning.com
Subject: RE. marina del rey-bike path improvements

Attachments: madr_admiralty2.jpg

barry:

it was a pleasure discussing our proposals with you. let me know how your meeting goes with public works and
we will see if they can include these in the county masterplan.

1 think for starters we should at least be able to acomodate a path when the county rerstores the catch basin and
move the entrance onto Washington st. and as we discussed lets talk to the developers of those 2 properties
before they finalize their plans with coastal commission.

with regards to a potential path next to the ballona wetlands, there is no reason this should not be in the county
masterplan. even though 1t 1s not a current right of way it looks like it might happen. people need to know this
especially when discussing improving lanes on fiji way. it could be that the resources used for that project can
be delayed and reallocated to the bike path there.

Dean Francois

Frniends of the South Bay Bicycle Path
www.SaveTheStrand.info

tele: 1-310-318-3326

cell: 1-310-938-2191

--- On Thu, 4/28/11, Paul Wong <PWong@bh.lacounty.gov> wrote:

From: Paul Wong <PWong@bh.lacountv.gov>

Subject: RE: marina del rey-bike path improvements

To: "'savethestrand@yahoo.com™ <savethestrand@yahoo.com>
Ce: "Barry Kurtz" <BKurtz@bh.lacountv.gov>

Date: Thursday, April 28, 2011, 2:58 PM

Hello Dean:

Our Traffic Engineer, Barry Kurtz, will contact you on Monday to discuss about your suggestions. Meanwhile,
if you have any further guestions, please feel free to call me

Best regards,



=aul Wong. Chuef

Planning Divisior:

From: "Napolitano, Steve" <SNapolitano@lacbos.org>

Date: April 28, 2011 2:13:31 PM PDT

To: 'Dean Francois' <savethestrand@vahoo.com>, Santes Kreimann
<SKreimanni@bh.lacounty.gov>

Ce: "avusufi@dpw.lacounty.gov" <ayusuf@dpw.lacounty.gov>, "samcorbett@altaplanming.com"
<samcorbett@altaplanning.com>

Subject: RE: marina del rey-bike path improvements

Hi Santos, can you put Dean in touch with Barry Kurtz sc he can update him on what the County is
planning with regards 1o the bike path in MDR?

Thanks

Steve Napolitano
Deputy, Supervisor Knabe
Torrance Field Office

825 Maple Ave., Room 150
Torrance, CA 90503
Phone 310/222-3015

Fax: 310/320-4058

From: Dean Francois [mailto:savethestrand@yahoo.com]

Sent: Thursday, April 28, 2011 2:10 PM

To: Don Knabe

Cc: Napolitano, Steve; ayusuf@dpw.lacounty.gov; samcorbett@aliaplanning.com
Subject: marina del rey-bike path improvements

Dear Mr. Knabe:

Regarding the April 26 meeting under the marina Del rey developments, you indicated an interest in seet:
path developments made. I saw Steve Napolotino while riding my bicycle the following day and he sugg:
email you.

Please see attached a map of our suggested route within the retirement community and hotel projects we
recommend. If these two projects can accommodate this route, then we can greatly improve the intersecti
where the path dumps onto Washington blvd and instead brings it to the intersection.

2



I would be happy to discuss this with the developers and your county planners prior to any final proposals bei
submitted to the coastal commission for the June meeting.

This was suggested at the recent county bicvcle master-plan workshops in the marina as well as other
improvements shown on my 2™ attachment including a route in the side of the wetlands to improve Fiji way.
This has not yet been included in the master-plan yet there are rumors from other sources to suggest that this
improvement may actually be possible. We therefore need these in the county master-plan.

Dean Francois

Friends of the South Bay Bicycle Path
www.SaveTheStrand.info

1ele’ 1-310-318-3326

cell 1-310-938-2191
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May 31, 2011

Abu Y usuf

County of Los Angeles Depariment of Public Works
300 South Fremont Avenue, 11" Fioor

Alhambra, Cdlifornia 91803-1331

RE Comments for Draft County of Los Angeles Bicycle Master Plan

Dear Mr. Yusuf

The Rwers and Mountains Conservancy (RMC) is grateful for the
opporiunity to provide comments Jor the Drafl County of Los Angeles Bicydle
Master Plan The San Gabnal and Lower Los Angeles Rivers and Mountains
Conservancy or the Rivers and Mountains Conservancy {(RMC) was
established as an independent Stale agency within the Respurces Agency
of the State of California to preserve urban open space and habilats in order
to provide for iow-impact recreation and educafional uses, wildlife and
habital restoration and protection and watershed improvements.

The goals of the RMC are described in “Common Ground’. the
Conservancy’s Watershed and Open Space Plan (found =t
hitp-/Awww rme.ca goviplanfintro.himi). The Plan presents a simple vision for
the future: restore balance between natural and human systems in the
watersheds. The centerpiece of the Plan is 2 seres of Guiding Principles
that cifies, federal state and local agences, communifies, groups and
individuals can use io plan preservation, restoration and establishment of
future open space. water resources, and habital projects. More than 60
cifies in Los Angsles County have adopied this document

The bikeways within the planming area of the draft County of Los Angeles
Bicycle Master Plan (Bicycie Master Plan) are crilical to providing access 1o
the current and planned recreational amenities within the RMC Terriiory
Access to the recreational amenifies witlhin the RMC Territory is of tugh
importance. including bicycle connechivity between these amenities and
resigences. These bikeways enable the communily 1o move through the
region in a way that enhances thelr overall health and leads o improved air
and water guality though the use of an alternative mode of transporiation
from conventional motorized vehicles The Class | bikeways also offer an
additional source of recreational urban open space.

Staff from the RMC's joint powers authority, the Watershed Conservafion
Authority (WCA) atiended the workshop held on March 28, 2011, at the
Baidwin Park Library as pan of the finat round of public workshops Both the
RMC and WCA staff have reviewed the drafl County of Las Angeles Bicycle
wMaster Plan and have the following jomnt comments.

The various education, enforcement, and encouragament programs outlined
in Section 4 of the Bicycle Master Plan provide programming that seem well

> CONSERVANCY

Rivers and Mountams Conservaney Bl Encamto 100 N Old San Gabrie] Canvon Road  Azwsa, CA 91700
Phone: (6263 815-1019 ¢ Fax: (6263 815-1269 o E-mail yshatshimiome.caoo
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suited o target 2 diverse spectrum of the County residence, and covers 3 broad specirum of
issues relafing to bicycling within public nght-ofways. Proposing both the Share fthe Path
Campaign and the Bicyclisi Public Awareness Campaign s an deal approach of prowviding for
a mutual understanding of the proper use of bicycie faciliies by all and specifically including
bicyciists, motorists, pedestrians, and eguestrians. Providing maps for both the general public
and o be used as suggesied routes o school are excellent approaches (o encouraging the
use of biking for both tfransportation and regreafion. The Suggesied Routes 1o School program
would be an excelient ool in enhancing giready existing Safe Route fo School programs

However, one of the policies {Pohcy 4.3) ouliines in the Bicycle Masier Pian goal 10 encourage
residents to bike for transporiafion and recreation s the development of maps and wayfinding
signage and siniping to assist i nawvigating the regional bikeways, A discussion of such
wayhinding signage and path sinping 15 not ncludad n the Encouragement Programs portion
and is therefore a significani shoricoming of the Bicycle Master Plan Providing maps alone will
not be a sufficent method 1o improving the ease of navigating the bikeway network without
aiso providing a system of wayfinding signage. In some porfions of the County, such as along
the Los Angeles River Bikeway the Los Angeiles River Signage Guidelines aiready provides
this discussion and has been adopied by the County of Los Angeles, but ofher areas do not
have such adopted guidelines. Thersfore, the Bicycle Master Plan needs 1o address
wayiinding signage. Further, the RMC and WCA, as regional stakeholders, are interested in
reviewing and commenting on such a signage component before a final Bicycle Master Plan 1s
adopted.

in addition {0 proposing education, enforcement, and encouragement programs the draft
Bicycie Master Plan has aiso dentified a proposed network of added bicycle faciiifies to serve
the County's residence and provide for enhanced connectivity throughout the network. Projects
wentified in this proposed network have been priorifized based on project scoring against a set
of ufifity and implementafion criteria. The purpose of this priontization is to identify the order ;m
which the County will seek to fund these projects. From the workshop allended by the WCA
staff and from close review of the draft Bicycie Master Plan, it has also beceme evident that
pripritization was also based on prowiding an equitable distribution of high priority projects to
the County’s Supervisorial Districts with regard 1o cost. After reviewing the prioritization charis
found throughout the document, the RMC and WCA are concemned with the accuracy of the
SCOMNNG process.

An exampie of this concem s apparent in reviewing the pnoritization scoring of the faciliies
propesed along the East/West Bikeway cormidor. The RMC and WCA, along with other regional
pariners such as the San Gabnel Valley Council of Governments, are strong proponents of
developing an easiwest bikeway connection. This bikeway would provide conneclivity across
the exisling north/south river bikeways and bebtween the densely populaied areas of the
County such as the San Gabriel Valley. One possible route for such an eastiwest bikeway
would be from the City of Claremont to downiown Los Angeles with connections at the San
Gabriel River Bikeway, Los Angeles River/Rio Hondo Bikeway, and the abundance of
communities in-between. This route has polential 1o be connecied far beyond the County via
the Pacific Electric Trail that runs across the intand Empire This connechion wouid be via the
City of Claremont. Much of this east/iwest roule already exists or s proposed in the Bicyde
Master Plan as the Thompson Creek Proposed Bicycle Path and San Jose Creek Proposed
Bicycle Path within the East San Gabniel Valiey Planning Area.

Given the significant overall bensfit of the proposed EastWest Bikeway, the RMC and WCA
staff was surprsed 1o see that within the draft Bicycle Master Plan, the proposed Class |
segment of the path between 7" Avenue and Murchison Avenue along San Jose Creek, and
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the segment of Class | and il facilities between Lockhaven Way and White Avenue on
Thompson Creek scored as the lowest two projects of the 47 projects reviewed in the East San
Gabrigl Valley Plamning Area Utiizing staff's own knowiedge of the proposed project the RMC
and WCA score these projects using the priority score criteria located in Appendix | of the draft
Bicycie Master Plan. The detailed results of this scormg based on the sixieen scoring
consideratons are as foliows:

Connects to Existing Bikeway Facility {15 points for connecting an existing facility, 20
points for connecting to a Class 1 faciity):

Thompson Creek Proposed Bicycle Path between Lockhaven Way and White Avenue — This
proposed path connacts 1o the exising City of Claremont bike lane on North Garey Ave giving
an award of 15 points

San Jose Creek Proposed Bicvcle Paih between 7" Avenue and Murchison Avenue — The
proposed path connacts 10 the existing San Jose Creek Class | Path at 7" Avenue giving an
award of the full 20 poinis

Connects {o Proposed Bikeway Facility {10 points for connecting 1o a proposed facility}:
Thompson Cresk Proposed Bicydie Path between Lockhaven Way and White Avenue -
Connecis o the proposed bike iane along Bonila Avenue which is aisp known as the Citrus
Regional Bikeway which provides a connection to the Pacific Elecine Trail. In addition. the path
would connact to the undeveioped portion of the City of Claremont’s Thompson Creek Trall to
the north and the proposed San Jose Creek Bicycle Path 1o the south giving an award of 10
points.

San_Jose Creek Proposed Bicycle Path between 7% Avenue and Murchison Avenue -
Connects 1o the proposed bike lane along Nogales Street and connects fo the proposed
Thompson Creek Bicycle Path giving an award of 10 points.

Alternative Route Availability {10 points i no existing facility runs parallel along a
similar span};

Thompson Creek Proposed Bicycle Path between | ockhaven Way and While Avenue — There
are currently no bicycle faciliies that provide easterly/westerly connections between the span
of the proposed route gving an award of 10 points

San Jose Creek Proposed Bicycle Path between 7" Avenue and Murchison Avenue -
Asthough bike lanes exist through porfion of the San Jose Creek cornidor there are no current
faciiifies that provide for the overall span, giving an award of 10 points.

Connects 1o University, Community Coliege or Other institutions of Higher Learning (20
points if project was adjacent to a public or non-profit college or university}:

Thompson Creek Proposed Bicycle Path between Lockhaven Way and While Avenue - No
direct connection of a public or non-profit coliege or university, giving O points.

Ban Jose Creek Proposed Bicycle Path between 7™ Avenue and Murchison Avenue - The
proposed path is adjacent to Cal Poly Pomona. a major CSU University and aiso comes within
close proximity to Rio Hondo Community College and Mt. San Antonio College gving an
award of 20 points.

Connects {o Mass Transit Station {20 points for projects that are adjacent to a Metro or
Metrolink Station or is an extension to an existing facility adjacent to a Metro or
Metrolink Station):

Thompson Creek Proposed Bicycle Path between Lockhaven Way and While Avenue ~ The
proposed path is direcily adjacent to the Pomona North Metrolink Stafion and proposed
Pomona Gold Line Station giving an award of 20 pomnts.
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San Jose Cresk Proposed Bicvcle Path between 7" Avenue and Murchison Avenue —
atthough the City of industry Metrolink Stafion is in proximity 1o the path, il is not direcily
adiacent so D points are awarded.

Connects to K-12 School {10 points for projects that are adjacent to a school, 20 poinis
for projects adjacent to muilfiple schoolsl:

Thompson Creek Proposed Bicvcle Path between Lockhaven Way and While Avenue — Thers
are no K-12 schools adjacent 1o this proposed bikeway rouate, 0 poinis awarded.

San Jose Creek Proposed Bicycle Path between 7" Avenue and Murchison Avenue — There
are multiple K-12 schoois adjacent fo this proposed bikeway including but not Eimited to Arroyo
Avenue Elementary, John Marshall Middie Schoal, Ganesha High, Kellogg Elementary School
giving an award of 20 points

Within an Area of High Employment Density {Of all projects reviewed, projects having
the top 20% of jobs-per-mile figures were given 10 points}:

Thompson Creek Proposed Bicycle Path between Lockhaven Way _and White Avenue -
Although these Tigurss are not provided i the Bicycle Master Plan, the areas along the
Thompson Creek Path included a majority of residential uses that would iikely lead 10 2 jow
jobs-per-mile figure, giving an award of 0 points.

San Jose Cresk Proposed Bicvcle Path between 7% Avenue and Murchison Avenue -
Although these figures are not provided in the Bicycie Master Plan, much of the areas along
the San Jose Creek Path includes dense indusinial and commercial land uses that would fkely
iead 1o 2 high jobs-per-mile figure, that would likely give an award of 10 points

Connects to Parks, Library or Recreation Center {10 points for project adjacent to a
park, library or recreation center, 20 peints in adjacent to multiple facilities):

Thompson Cresk Propesed Bicycle Path between Lockhaven Way and While Avenue — The
path is adjacent to Ganesha Park and Community Center giving an award of 10 points.

San Jose Creek Proposed Bicyole Path between 7% Avenue and Murchison Avenue — The
path is adjacent to Kennedy Park and Kellogg Park giving an award of 10 points.

Collision Analysis {5 points possible): Bicycle crash date along the routes of the preposed
projects were not included in the Bicycle Master Plan, therefore the exient of coliisions is
unknown o reviewers. { points awarded 1o both proposed projects as a default

within part of the County with Higher than Average Zero-Vehicle-Ownership
Households {10 point possible): Higher than Average Zero-Vehicle-Ownership Households
data along the routes of the proposed projects were not included in the Bicycle Master Plan,
therefore the exient of ownership is unknown to reviewers. 0 points awarded as a defaull.

Project Cost {Cost and points based on an inverse relationship):

Thompson Creek Proposed Bicycle Path between Lockhaven Way and White Avenue - Cost
of implementing the path would axceed §3 million giving an award of 0 points.

San Jose Creek Proposed Bicycle Path between 7" Avenue and Murchison Avenue — Cost of
implementing the path would exceed $3 million giving an award of 0 points.

Project Coordination {10 point for projects that do not require jurisdictional
coordinationk:

Thompson Creek Proposed Bicycle Path between Lockhaven Way and White Avenue -
Requires jurisdictional coordinafion, 0 points awarded.

San _Jose Creek Proposed Bicycle Path between 7" Avenue and Murchison Avenue —
Requires jurisdictional coordination, 0 points awarded
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Requires Travel Lanes Removal, Reduclion In Width of Landscaped Median, Street
Widening of Paved Surface, and Parking Removal {28 points for projects that do not
require any of these roadway modifications, 5 points for each modification that is not
regquired]:

Thompson Creek Proposed Bicvcle Path befween Lockhaven Way and White Avenue ~ The
majority of the proposed bikeway would be on z dedicated path/Cless | faciity and would not
reguire the above roadway modificatons However, & porbion of the path along North Whits
Ave West Orange Grove Awe, ang North Hamilion Bivd would require up 1o three of these
roadway modifications, giving an award of 5 points

San_Jose Creek Proposed Bicycle Path belween 75 Avenue and Murchison Avenue - The
proposed bikeway would be on a dedicated path/Class | facility and would not reguire any of
the above roadway modifications, giving an award of 20 points

i

Priority Score tofals derived from RMC and WCA siaff: Thompson Creek — 70 and San
Jose Creek — 110.

Priority Score toials stated within the draft Bicycie Master Plan: Thompson Creek - 55
and San Jose Creek — 55,

in light of the significant discrepancy between the prority scores awarded 1o these two projects
between the County and the RMCMWICA staff, the RMC recommends ihat these projects be
revisited and re-analyzed. From the scoring crileria, there is sufficient jusiification to rase the
San Jose Creek Proposed Bike Path among the tugh prorty bikeway projects and the
Thompson Creek Proposed Bike Path 1o 2 minimum of 2 medium priority bikeway projects
The RMC urges the County 1o raise the prioritization score of these two projects. Additionally
gue 1o the reality that the RMC staff does not have the capadcity to review all projects withun its
ferritory, we reguest fhat the County conduct 2 detalled review of the accuracy of scores
assigned o sach project and to ensure that the scored represent the resull of a fully informed
and impartial review process.

Thank you for your considerapon of these comments. f you have any guestons. please
contact Rob Romanek, Project Manager with the WCA. at 526-815-1019 ext. 108 or at
rromanek@wca.ca.gov.

Smcp&e?y

V /
Va;cﬁé Shatynski,
interim Executive’ Officer

ce: Nicole Englund, First District, Los Angeles County Beard of Supervisors.
Teresa Villegas, First Disinct, Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors,
Frank Morenp, County of Los Angeles Depariment of Park and Recreation,
Lam Alfonso, County of Los Angeles Depariment of Public Works

VSar
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April 26, 2011

BICYCLE
COALITION

Abu Yusuf

Bikeway Coordinator
County of Los Angeles
Department of Public Works

Dear Mr. Yusuf:

| am writing 1o you on behalf of the South Bay Bicycle Coalition in regards to the Draft Bicycle
Master Plan for Los Angeles County (the “Draft Plan”). We are pleased the County is taking
steps io add bicycle facilities and improve the bicycling conditions throughout the
unincorporated communities in the County. A well-constructed plan is essential o create a
cohesive, countywide bicycle network, and it can enrich travel for cyclists throughout the Los
Angeles area. The proposals presented in the Draft Plan are directionally correct, yet do not
achieve this goal. We recognize that you are dealing with several non-contiguous
unincorporated islands of fand, and we feel that greater connecfivity to the surrounding area
could be realized.

While the Draft Plan proposes improvements to the bicycle infrastructure in the County’s
unincorporated areas, we feel this plan could provide more miles of bike lanes, bicycle
boulevards, and standard treatments like Sharrows with every bicycle route. Additionally, while
we understand the implementation of much of the Draft Plan relies on the ability to attain outside
funding sources, the policies and programs within the Draft Plan do not clearly drive a
commitment to implementation. We believe steadfast commitments such as a percent of
Measure R funds are needed to ensure the plan becomes a physical reality.

We are also concerned about the absence of a commitment towards reallocation of space and
general improvements in street designs for safer cycling. The Draft Plan shouid provide a vision
for incorporating Complete Streets into the unincorporated communities in the County. We
would like to see this reflected in the policies and design guidelines by outlining how the County
will pilot innovative new bicycle infrastructure and provide exceptions to current 11 and 12-foot
travel lanes to create safer streets. The 11 and 12 foot standard particularly disadvantages low-
income, urban areas of unincorporated County, where bike ridership is the highest.

As you know, we are one of the groups involved in the South Bay Bicycle Master Plan, on which
Alta Planning + Design is the consultant. in order to ensure optimal regional connectivity, we
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invite you 1o review the proposed network For our plan in the South Bay as it develops. The
Draft Plan should provide connections 1o the proposed facilities included in the South Bay
Bicycle Master Plan and other such planning documents from surrounding facilities. An internal
review draft of the South Bay Bicycle Master Plan will be ready in May and presented to the
public in June, with revisions extending through the Fall of 2011. We would request that the
County review the draft South Bay Bicycle Master Plan in May/June and in the Fall to
align the plans to the fulllest extent possible. Please follow up with Marissa Christiansen,
South Bay iInitiative Director, to obtain copies of the plan (Marissa@LA-Bike.org).

‘We have identified several potential actions that could greatly enhance the countywide network
by increasing connectivity with our city and other cities that adjoin the County’s unincorporated
areas. By improving these connections, we can construct a regional bike network that will
exponentiially improve access and fravel quality for people who bicycle throughout the region.
Our specific recommendations are beiow.

We thank you for time in addressing these comments, and please feel free io contact me if you

have any guestions. By engaging in an ongoing, constructive dialogue, the County can develop
a successful bicycle network that all Les Angeles County residents can enjoy. We look forward

to future communications regarding the Draft Plan and are eager to see a better, more bikeable
Los Angeles County.

Sincerely,

o Fadiide
i P

Todd Dipaola
Chair, South Bay Bicycle Coalition
Todd.Dipacla@amail.com

South Bay Area Recommendations (pertaining 1o maps on pp. 107 and 109):

The areas around Hawthorne, Gardena, and Lawndale, which contain some of the poorest and
most densely-populated census tracts in the region, would greatly benefit from an increase in
well-planned bicycle facilities. Below are some additional suggestions for improving the Draft
Plan in the South Bay:

1) The following Class 1l facilities will fikely be proposed in the first draft of the South Bay
Bicycle Master Plan and are not currently proposed on the County’s plan, and thus shouid
be considered by the County. Further study and public input will determine the final
inclusion of these facilities in the South Bay Bicycle Master Plan:

o {(lass 2 Bike Lanes on:
o Rosecrans Avenue

Marine Avenue

Manhattan Beach Boulevard

El Segundo Boulevard

O O O
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Hawthorne Boulevard

Normandie Avenue

Sepulveda Bivd in West Carson

190" Street in West Carson

Prairie Avenue

Aviation Boulevard (which becomes Florence Avenue in the Lennox area)
135" Street in Del Aire

o 0O 0O 0O O O o

2) In addition, the following comments have been made by a number of our community
members. We urge you to take them into consideration.

s Upgrade the northbound Marvin Braude connection between Hermosa Beach and
Manhattan Beach on the Strand. This is a exiremely low cost project that improves
connectivity on the #1 bikeway in our region. Currently hundreds of cyclists carry their
bikes up a flight of stairs. A 12 ft concrete reroute would cure this major roadblock.

¢ Bicycle Boulevards are needed on

o 104" Street in Lennox
o 111th Street in Lennox

e Prioritize the extension of the Class | facility along the Dominguez Channel.

e Draft Plan ignores Crenshaw Boulevard in Alondra Park (a dangerous area with high
crash rates) and Lennox (which lacks high-quality east-west connections). The County
should consider adding more bike facilities to these areas.

e Sharrows shouid be instalied on:

o Doty Avenue between Marine Avenue and Manhattan Beach Boulevard
o Lemoli Avenue, from Marine Avenue to Manhattan Beach Boulevard

o Make southernmost portion of La Cienega Boulevard, which runs parallel to the east
side of the 1-405 freeway and ends at Rosecrans Avenue, an alternate or supplementary
route to the proposed bike route on Inglewood Avenue between El Segundo Boulevard
and Rosecrans Avenue.



Suska, Mateusz (Matt)

From: West San Gabriel Valley Bike Coalition [wsgvbc@gmail.com)]
Sent: Friday, June 03, 2011 4:59 PM

To: Yusuf, Abu

Ce: TVillegas@bos.lacounty.gov; MCano@lacbos.org

Subject: County Bike Plan Comments - WSGVBC

Dear Mr. Yusuf,

On behalf of the members of the West San Gabriel Valiey Bicycle Coalition (WSGVBC), | am writing you today
to provide feedback on the Draft Bicycle Master Plan for the unincorporated communities of Los Angeles
County.

The WSGVBC applauds the County’s efforts to make the unincorporated communities more bike-friendly. As
you know, most streets in LA County do not include any features to accommodate cyclists. Decades of auto-
centric planning have left many of our streets unpleasant, if not unsafe for cyclists. Fortunately the County's
Bike Master Plan, when adopted, will take the first step towards bringing “Complete Streets” to the
unincorporated communities.

in particular, our all volunteer group would like to thank you for proposing significant improvements in the
communities we ride in, including:

» Class | bike path along the Eaton Wash, connecting the cities of Pasadena, San Gabriel, Temple City,
Rosemead and El Monte

» Class [l bike lanes on regionally important streets like Huntington Dr., Rosemead Blvd., Hill Dr./San
Gabriel Blvd., Eastern Ave, and Olympic Bivd.

However there still is room for improvement within the Draft Plan. Although the proposed is a step in the right
direct direction, the WSGVBC would like to see the County employ road treatments commonly used in bike-
friendly cities throughout the world, specifically cycletracks, bike signalization, bike priority/painted sharrow
lanes, and bike boxes. The Design Guidelines should include these tools, as well as underline how exceptions
to 11 and 12 foot travel lane standards can be made to safely accommodate cyclists on narrow streets and/or
to calm traffic on streets where speeding is an issue. Additionally, sharrow markings should accompany any
planned Class ili Bike Routes, as they are far more visible to both automobiles and cyclists than traditional bike
route street signage.

The aforementioned road treatments have been shown to reduce accidents by more clearly delineating how
cyciists and automobiles should share the road. They are also aiready being actively considered, if not
employed, by cities in Los Angeles County. For example, the City of Temple City is currently considering
parking protected, separated bike lanes (cycletracks) as part of their Rosemead Bivd.
Improvement/Beautification Project. A major thoroughfare with cars traveling at speeds dangerous to
pedestrians and cyclists (pedestrians struck at 40 mph, the speed limit on Rosemead, have only about a 15%
chance of surviving a coliision with an automobile), Rosemead Bivd. is an ideal candidate for protected lanes,
which shoulid be continued through the adjacent unincorporated communities wherever feasible. Indeed,
wherever possible in the County, streets with posted speed limits of 35mph or more that are also important
routes for cyclists shouid be considered for protected bike lanes/cycletracks.

Finally, a 20 year plan should be more comprehensive than the proposed, especially considering the size of
the County’s unincorporated communities. if a network of bicycle infrastructure that links regions such as the
San Gabriel Valley is to be realized in Los Angeles County, more miles of bike lanes, bicycle boulevards, and
low-cost treatments like Sharrows will be needed to create a comprehensive network of bicycle friendly streets.



For example, the WSGVBC recommends that the Final Master Plan inciude the foliowing additions 1o its
planned improvements for the West San Gabriel Valley Planning Area:

o Class Il Bike LanesLower Azusa Rd. from Arden Dr. to the Rio Hondo Bike Path (completing lanes
outlined in Temple City Master Plan)

» Bike Blvd. on Freer St. from Santa Anita through the South Monrovia islands, continuing Temple City
planned route

» Updated Bikeway maps that include the infrastructure improvements outlined in Bike Master Plans
adopted by cities in LA County in 2011 (e.g. Temple City — March 2011; Pasadena — Summer 20117
South Pasadena — September 20117?)

Of course, the WSGVBC understands that realizing any pian, regardiess of scope, is dependent upon the
ability to secure adequate funding. Yet such uncertainty does not preclude the County from developing a final
plan that aims high. The WSGVBC hopes the County will choose to set the standard for the dozens of
individual cities that make up the San Gabriel Valley, as it has done so in other reaims such as non-
biodegradable waste reduction.

For far too fong, cycling has not been a viable form of transportation for residents of Los Angeles County. The
development of a strong Bike Master Plan presents a tremendous opportunity to improve quality of fife in our
communities by promoting safe, health and active lifestyles, as well as creating recreational space where there
previously was none. The members of the WSGVBC look forward to facilitating this process in any manner
possible. As you finalize the County’s Bike Master Plan, we hope you will take our comments into
consideration and strengthen the existing proposal. If we work together, the WSGVBC is confident County
officials and residents can develop a successful, cohesive bicycle network that connects the communities of
the West San Gabriel Valley and beyond.

Best regards,

Vincent Chang, Founder
West San Gabriel Valley Bike Coalition
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03/18/2011 18:34 Alvaro Najera
03/14/2011 10:13 Frank Benavidez

03/13/2011 9:54 Dale Stone

03/12/2011 11:02 Ruth Doxsee

alvaronajera@gmail,com
fbenavidez@koacorp.com

dale_001@sbcglobal.net

ruthdoxsee@sbcglobal.net

General Comments
Be added to Distribution List

Study Corridors

Goals

Hello my name is Alvaro Najera. I'm
president of the Biking Vikings at Mountain
View High School. We are right next to the
San Gaberial Valley Trail. | believe this is a
great ideal for more information contact our
website bikingvikings.weebly.com

| am surprised by the lack of routes between
Soledad Canyon and Bouquet Canyon Roads.
Currently the only somewhat safe route if
you live off Bouquet Canyon to get to the
Metrolink Stations (Via Princessa or Soledad
Station) is to ride into Valencia, then back
down to Soledad Canyon. | saw on the
proposed Santa Clarita map the City is
looking at coming up White's Canyon from
Soledad {4 lane road), but it stops in the
unincorporated area (Where it becomes a
curb to curb 6 lanes with narrow sidewalks)
just before White's Canyon turns into Plum
Canyon. Why doesn't the County remove
the 3rd lane in each direction give us a bike
lane since we have to share the road with
traffic moving at 60+ MPH? This bike lane is
needed as traffic is moving at highway
speeds, the side walks are narrow, and the
grade of the road is at least 10% if not more.
There are no routes currently to take you
from one side of the valley to the other.
Thank you, Dale Stone

Align all paths and routes with the Los
Angeles City Bike Plan, recently passed by
the L.A. City Council. The less duplication of
routes and paths getting to the same place,
the more efficiently the money can be used
to build and maintain new and existing
paths. Thank you for allowing comments via
email,
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02/28/2011 11:13 Bob O'Donnell
01/31/2011 20:01 Frank Castro

01/30/2011 22:19

01/30/2011 8:10 wkobsqup

bikeribs@yahoo.com
frankcastro_25@hotmail.com

uremdfiji

Bike Facilities (e.g. Bike parking)
Be added to Distribution List

For aver twenty years, we specialize in
designing and manufacturing bike racks and
bike and bike lockers. Please visit our
website for more details...

http://www .bikerack.com/ We appreciate
your consideration for recommendation on
any current or future bike facilities planning,
Thank you, Bob O'Donnell Function First Inc
(520) 322-9626 hikeribs@yahoo.com

http://forums . bleachexile.com/member.php
u=555828ux49=3
[url=http://forums.bleachexile.com/member
.php?u=555758&ux49=3]buy
hydrocodone{/url] buy tramadol online buy
viagra

[url="http://forums, bleachexile.com/membe
r.php?u=55585&ux49=3"]acomplia[/url]
[LINK
http://forums.bleachexile.com/member.php
2u=55579&ux49=3]cheap viagra[/LINK] fjri

http://forums.bleachexile.com/member.php
u=55580&ux49=2
{uri=http://forums.bleachexile.com/member
.php?u=55577&ux49=2]diazepam
online[/url] cheap viagra tramadol
{url="http://forums.bleachexile.com/membe
r.php?u=55581&ux49=2"buy cialis[/url]
[LINK
http://forums.bleachexile.com/member.php
Pu=555858ux49=2]buy acomplia[/LINK] aipt
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11/11/2010 9:29 irene Nester

11/09/2010 9:12 Allison Brown

11/09/2010 8:34 Linda Lorenz

irene,nester@yahoo.cam

Alison@AlisonServiceCo.com

lindaemail101@gmail.com

General Comments

General Comments

General Comments

It would be very beneficial to have a bike
path along scenic fohnson Road from 110th
Street Waest to Elizabeth Lake Road, and
then continuing along Elizabeth Lake Road
to Lake Hughes, This is already a well
travelled bike route, but there is no
shoulder, or a very narrow shoulder, on
these narrow curving mountain roads, so
the cycling public has to compete for space
with fast moving traffic. I'm a Lake Hughes
resident and when | think about riding my
bike, | hesitate due to safety concerns.

I live in Leona Valley off Lake Elizabeth Road.
Our road is traveled by many to take in the
sites of the natural beatuy. A lot of those
travelers are road bicyclists, Lake Elizabeth
road does not permit room for both cars and
bicyclists. There are many turns and hills on
our road which makes it difficult to see or
manuver around the cyclists. My husband
and | are both extremely fearful that we or
someone may hit a cyclists, Accidents
happen on our street frequently. I'm sure
both us and the cyclists would like to see a
hike path developed on Lake Elizabeth Road.
I'm all for sharing the road, but I'm hoping
LA can make it safer for all of us.

As the county is devises its general plan for
the next 20 years, | would like ypu to
consider Leona Valley, the Lakes, and
Bouquet Canyon for bike paths. It is a
beautiful area. It would be safer than bikers
being on HWY 138, that is only two narrow
lanes in our area. People come from the city
to enjoy our area (cherry picking, snow, wild
flower, and community events). Thank you
for your time,



6LE8 6TE 929 A SHUBLL Uiy}

NOA Op 1BYM “1BIA [3Q 0] BALI(] Y404 MBN
wiouyysepy uoAue) uoiey ayl apisduoje
Aempeod auj} Builuado Jo J0Ae) U we |

"BlUl} BY) {|E PEOI 3L} UO BJE SBIIYBA
a8.e| JoY10 pue sasng ‘$3n4} 40y ydnoua
81g you peou |jews e uj s1apL aaAdIg Yyim

AjJUBISU0D aue seale Asj|EA euoal ‘yiaqez|]
aye ‘peoy uosuyof ‘uoiedo] yied ayiq
papasu yanw e Jo Mmouy NOA 18] 01 S SIYL

syuey] 18y} yanoayy jaaeay 0y 5181124019
10} snoJaduep sj pue PEOJ MOJIBU € S| SIYY
‘ylaqez)|3 e ul py Y1aqez) ] axe duoe
palonsuod yied a1q e 885 0] aylj pjnom |

‘SJUSLIWOD

sajdoad 13Y}0 pue sjuswarosdw)

0 S|ieLWd 3uniny aA|18334 0} adoy | awi}
ANOA 10} NOA Yuey) 'Siadjig JO aleme 310w
94E SBALIP 0§ 3}IYM JO PEBISUI 10|0D JaYloue
sdeyJad pue ‘3e4uns pas|es e aq 10u pjnoys
Juted syl Huiy) | ‘18A0 apis 03 Adquung ajinb
05|e a1 aue| aiq ayl ut pajuied spiom ay)
a)nb 10u 1nq ‘al} peos|ies e 18A0 Buluuna
(1] 1SOWE SY "aue| 831G ay) 4O Ipim alljus
3yy} uni Asy) pue y3iy sapui - Ajyanod
pue ‘8uo| saydut yz-81 Inoqe Jeindueidal
aJe sdwng ay) 'sdwng Auews aaey apis
140U pue yInos ayi Yyioq uo pAjq pooma|dul
40 1S8M PA|( 921UBA UO Bue| I BY}

'@)1q B U0 joeq }ad o} ano|
pinom Ajjeuosiad | ‘aiay dn apu o) ase|d
94ES £ SEM 943y} §] "S1SLI0I0W pue SI1aiiq

ayy 4oy snouaduep s) 3l ‘peod Apuim aue| om)
SILYY Buoje siapis axyiq Jo S10] a4e auisL|| ‘peay
ayjey yiaqezy|3 uoje yjed avjiq e paau ap

siopiuody Apnis

SHUBLIWIOY |BLBUBLD)

(Bupyied axyig d-a) sanyiyney axyig

s|eo9

SjuaIWO) [BIBLRD

woy ooyeA@spysyanemy

wod|lewnoy@s|inqqp

wo3'8ds@aupio031s

wod tewd@As)ooduly

wodjoe@sqqrowl

BULIA [BBYIIA 65:9T OTOZ/E0/TT

ia)ing 4 A TZ:vT OTOZ/Y0/1T

a{epy201S AluaH 7Z:ST 0T0Z/90/11

As|00d Ay 05:61 0T0Z/90/TT

sqquD 48puuaf TY:0T 0T0Z/L0/TT



11/03/2010 16:54 Michael Mina

11/03/2010 1

11/03/2010 11:12 Larry Higgins Ir

11/03/2010 5:24 Tammy Gauld

11/02/2010 5:45 Janet Anderson

11/01/2010 15:45 Helen Eichenhofer

kwave4545@yahoo.com

judyc@dslextreme.com

voodootruckers@gmail.com

trgauld@yahoa.com

nonugget7 @gmail.com

bluestreakauto@msn.com

Study Corridors

Be added to Distribution List

General Comments

Bike Facilities {e.g. Bike parking)

Bike Facilities (e.g. Bike parking)

Bike Facilities {e.g. Bike parking)

1 am in favor of opening the roadway
alongside the Eaton Canyon Wash..from
New York Drive to Del Mar. What do you
think? Thanks Mike 626 319 8379

I would love te have a bike path in the Lake
Elizabeth/Lake Hughes area. If they could
run it along our Lake (Elizabeth Lake Road)
wotld be my wish, We have so many bike
riders here, and throught our canyons.And it
wood be a lot safer for our riders. Sincerely,
Judy Clapp

Please consider the bike path in Lake
Flizabeth/Lake Hughes on Lake Elizabeth
Road. What better way to enjoy the Lakes
and Valley areas. Please consider this bike
path! Thank you!

Would like to see bicycle paths in the area of
Elizabeth Lake and Lake Hughes heading
north east toward Lancaster and/or east
toward Leona Valley then into Palmdale.

Please put a bike path along Lake Elizabeth
Road. | understand the county is devising its
general plan for the next 20 years and a bike
path is being considered. | ride that route
often and would love to have a bike path!
Thanks! Janet Anderson :-)

bike riding on rural paved roads is a
premium for bicycle riders. Mountain
climbing thru the lakes area and three points
could be safer if bike lanes were added.
Bicycle riding anywhere is safer in a bike
lane,
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08/22/2010 8:21 Mark Friedman

08/06/2010 2:32 zTnlbkdca

08/03/2010 16:19 Nick Pittarides

07/30/2010 8:20 Armando Quesada
07/29/2010 11:47 Steve Schweigerdt
07/26/2010 23:04 Francisco Madrid
07/26/2010 23:03 Francisco
07/26/2010 16:11 andrew nduati

07/23/2010 11:32 wsQFAQhgmgnhDNLIA

Mfriedman@animo.org

yNXzxfcTMTKmOIEZLG

pittarid@usc.edu

ArmandoQuesadaSr@Hotmail.com
steve@railstotrails.org
franmad101@gmail.com

Madrid

anduatix@gmail.com

IpVwuzobXhFkaMb

Study Corridors

Goals

Be added to Distribution List

Be added to Distribution List
Be added to Distribution List
Be added to Distribution List
Be added to Distribution List
Be added to Distribution List

Bike Facilities (e.g. Bike parking)

A new high school begins construction in
October in Lennox. It is the Animo
Leadership Charter HS. it will be located at
104th and Hawthorne near the Lennox
Academy and the Moffet Elementary schoaol.
Bike lanes and share-lanes are desperately
needed in this area as thee are no schoo!
buses and very poor public transpaortation.
With this new school, 3,000 children daily
will converge on this 2 block radius with
parent drop-offs, bikes and skateboards..
HELP!!! There was a 150 person parent
meeting and discussion held with LA
representatives in May, Now we need follow-
up. Thanks. Mark L. Friedman Educator,
Physio-Anatomy and Marine Biology Chair,
Animo Leadership Science Department
Animo Leadership Charter High School 1155
W, Arbor Vitae Inglewood, CA. 90301
Animo: 310.216.3277 x 119 Fax;
310.216.7934 Cell: 310.350.7515 >

Dz60pq kszemaxaewrz,
{urt=http://voogbuwokmml,com/]voogbuw
okmmi{/uri],
{link=http://uyorxgpuiugz.com/Juyorxgpuiug
z[/link], http://zpzcucfngsuu.com/

| would like to be added to your distribution
list, Many thanks, Nick Pittarides
pittarid@usc.edu

Interested in participating in planning.
Thanks,

ZnATNI luzucfsedtiz,
[uri=http://ppguyeoxwjbv.com/lppguyeoxwj
bv[/url],
{link=http://qcktcjorqwiu.com/]gcktcjorqwiu
{/link], http://dgxkxqziburv.com/
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07/15/2010 8:51 Brenda Garza
07/13/2010 7:01 stephen zurek

07/12/2010 15:03 Joyce Holland

07/12/2010 15:01 Joyce Holland

07/08/2010 15:12 Rabert Lawrence

07/08/2010 15:10 Rober Lawrence
07/06/2010 14:29 Armando Quesada
07/06/2010 14:28 Armando Quesada

vanbren8@yahoo.com Goals
szurek@dpw.lacounty.gov Be added to Distribution List
joycelsage@yahoo.com Study Corridors
joyceholland@ladpss.lacounty.gov Study Corridors

Study Corridors

Study Corridors
ArmandoQuesadaSr@Hotmail.com Study Corridors
ArmandoQuesadaSr@Hotmail.com Be added to Distribution List

At a Wiseburn meeting last night we were
presented with a map of the two options for
a bike lane in our neighborhood, The two
options were to run through Oceangate and
the other through La Cienega, My husband
and | believe there is much more room
down La Cienega,

I suggest that a Bicycle path be created for
safe bicycling to the County Administrative
building at 84th and Vermont in South Los
Angeles,

I suggest that a bike path be be established
from the Estelle Van Meter Community
Center at 76th Street and 7600 Avalon
Boulevard in Los Angeles, extending to the
South Los Angeles Wetland Conservation
Park 9 currently under construction)at 54th
Street and Avalon Boulevard.

Extend the bike lane along Magic Mountain
Parkway from the termination just before
the 5 freeway to Six Flages Magic Mountain.

I provements need to be made to provide a
trnsportation cooridor from the Santa
Clartia Valley to the San Fernando Valley,
Improvements to the Old Road may serve as
a goo interm improvement. However long
term improvements should be identified
that include the creation of a bike path.
Improvements should be made on Sierra
Highway between Palmdale and the Santa
Clarita. These improvments should include
wide shoulders that could be used as bike
lanes,
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06/28/2010 7;27 Cheryl Vigen
06/27/2010 0:30 andrea

06/26/2010 2;52 Nancy Marino

clpvigen@yahoo.com
vara

nancy@wearemdr.com

General Comments
Be added to Distribution List

General Comments

Please add provision for maintenance of
existing bikeways. For example, the Arroyo
path is a valuable no-cars bike route that |
like to use for my commute to work. But this
path was left untended after the rains, and
for months was too dangerous {sand and
debris, and uncovered drainage ditch) to
consider using.

public recreation, yet the coastal bike trai}
barely penetrates the Marina, There are no
bike routes to {or even near) either Mothers
Beach or the North Jetty--both are popular
visitar destinations, There are no bike lanes
on the two main thoroughfares, (Admiralty
Way and Via Marina) for those who bicycle
for transportation rather than for recreation
or sightseeing (on the bike trail). In addition,
the trail makes a dangerous crossing about
midway along Fiji Way. It's about to get
worse for bike commuters: because drivers
on Via Marina exceed the posted speed
limit, the County is proposing to raise the
speed limit (agenda #49 at Board of
Supervisors hearing this coming Tuesday,
6/29/10). The County wants to develop
more of our public recreational land in MdR
with private residential and commercial
projects, not recreation. Private uses already
take up 64% of the land, while only 6% is
currently recreation or park facilities. The
new buildings and shopping centers are not
bicycle-friendly in their design or amenities.
MdR needs a master plan based on
recreation, and the LABMP needs to be part
of it. For info, visit www.weAREmdr.com
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06/13/2010 14:55 John Hall
06/10/2010 17:14 Brent Butterworth

06/10/2010 17:14 Brent Butterworth

06/10/2010 5;48 Barsam Kasravi
06/10/2010 5:45 Barsam

jwhall@dslextreme.com
brentbutterworth@yahoo.com

brentbutterworth@yahoo.com

barsamk@hotmail.com
barsamk@gmait.com

General Comments
Be added to Distribution List

Study Corridors

General Comments
Be added to Distribution List

Cycling from Santa Clarita to the San
Fernando Valley has two options; The Old
Road and Foothill Bivd. | find both
intimidating (though Foothill less so). Can
anything be done to improve the bike
friendliness of either?

in Canoga Park, we have no good bike route
connecting the Class !l bike paths west of
Topanga Canyon Blvd. with the Orange Line.
The major east-west streets in Canoga Park
have no shoulders and heavy car traffic. The
new Orange Line Extension provides a great
opportunity to remedy this. | propose
adding sharrows on Sherman Way between
Topanga Canyon Blvd. and Canoga Ave. This
route now has considerable bike traffic but
most riders use the sidewalks because traffic
on Sherman Way is too heavy. The route is
on Bikely and is called LACountyBMP -
downtown Canoga Park, Thanks for your
consideration!

Please help improve the bike path over the
Lincoln bridge in Marina Del Rey from
lefferson towards the Marina. This is a very
dangerous path and needs to be expanded.
Thank you
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06/03/2010 20:22 Marco Leal

06/03/2010 14:01 Fred Miller

steady3@shcglobal.net

miller_fam@verizon.net

Bike Facilities (e.g. Bike parking)

GUYS - especially David; | totally spaced last
night at the Marina del Rey Library!
2009, my buddy & | road from Westchester
to Las Vegas; and, we plan on doing it again
in 2011, possibly turn it into an annual
Spring ride, We took Angeles Crest Highway,
to Angeles Forest Highway, onto Mt. Emma
Rd, 87th St E, on to Pear Blossom Highway,
onto Palmdale Rd, We took Route 66 from
Victorville to Barstow; and, 1-15 from
Barstow to Jean, Nevada onto Las Vegas
Blvd all the way to our hotel. You can check
my mapmyride.com under Tony2. Believe it
or not, the WORST part of the trip was Pear
Blossom Highway & Palmdale Road. PEAR
BLOSSOM HIGHWAY 138 - Needs completely
separate adjacent bike lanes (Class 1) OR the
road needs to be widened with Class 2 bike
lanes installed. This is between Palmdale,Ca
& Victorville,Ca Palmdale Road 18 - Needs
completely separate adjacent bike lanes
(Class 1) OR the road needs to be widened
with Ciass 2 bike lanes installed. This is
between Patmdale,Ca & Victorville,Ca
Antelope Highway 138 same thing Phelan
Road same thing { don't know where LA
County ends & San Bernardino County

Thank you for your efforts to improve biking
routes in LA county, As a bicycle tourer, |
have experienced bike routs, lanes, and
paths across the United States and
California, My biggest complaint is routes
that start and stap afer a couple of miles,
Routes need to be designed so that they
carry through a city or area with a North to
South or East to West direction, and connect
to bike routs in the next area. Also, not all
bicyclers are afraid of traffic. The mast
important feature in a route is that the road
is wide enough for a bicicle lane or shoulder
and traffic lane(s)too. Have a great week,
Fred



rsyueyl

éswuaswnoop aleudosdde sy Ajnuapi sw
djay noA ue) "epuyjep ass Jou op | ‘ajuand
1S3\ pue sydiaH epusideH 885 | S|IYM 'eale
VANINVA 8y3 jo suejd/sdeus 1oy paxyooy |

"9JUBAPE Ul SYUBYY ¢ NG Alunod
8y} Buypiedal uoneUBWINIOP JUBLIND BY)
40 (3u] 10) 4Qd € Bw puas Ajpup| NOA pjnom

0} peaj Ajuo {j1m 1) 1I0p1I0D 3DADI] e Se asn
S}t @deinodua | QN Op aseald (spuaiaam ay)
U0 Ajisow) peod siyl Uo suohenys snossduep

AJBA UL SBA[SWBYY pUl) S1apLt {BUOIIR3IIB)
Auew ‘Aj@jRUN}IOUN ‘PO SIY) UO

apli 0] asnya) S18Je. peos pasusaiiadxa pue
jeuolssajoid ale oym spusuy AN ‘PO SIY)
uo apu 10U op | ‘Aew siayy1o uey) Appusnbauy
ajow way} aas pue pooysoqydisu

BUj1 LI Al OYM Sn JO BS0Y) 0] Buissanstp
Alan ai1e yaym 51511940 pue ssjiqowsolne
UaaM13q SUOISH||0d Juanbaly u) s} nsal

SIy} “Jayjoue ayo ssed o0} sajigowoine
pue s231q MO[je 10U Op YIIYM Saue|

MOLIBU OM) O} PEOJ 8Y)) JO YIPIM 3L} SHLUILY

Aydeidos8 sty 'saaina puiiq asayl punoue
paads Apuanbalj so)ny 'S8AIND puljg pue
‘S13pINOYS ou ‘saue| B)Iq OU S31NJE3) peos
SIY) Jo sB|iw £°G 8y} $1s112A21q 404 snolaBuep
A1INTFYLXT S peod siyy 1eyy Ajiise)

ued pue sjeal ua) Jano Joy ease eduedo)

8Y} Ut PaAY| SBY oym 1SIPAD B LIE | PA|g
uoAue) eduedoy 01 Aemydiy puejjoyn
Wi04} sUNJ pue eay YLON SUIBIUNOA
EDJUO|IAl 1UES |RISEO)/SUIBIUNOIAl EDIUOIN

BIUES Ay} Liyym S1 3 (0T0OZ/0T/S) S10p1110d
Apnis 1noA uo palsly S| peoy uoAue)

~

1517 uolINQIASi 0} pappe ag
1517 uonqLysi| o3 pappe ag
siopio) Apmis

1517 UoNNQISIQ 0} pappe ag
1517 UoHNGLISI O) pappe ag

1517 uonnguisig o3 pappe ag
151 uoiinqliisig o) pappe ag
si0pLuo) Apnig

Ao8 Ayunooe| yd @uoquiedew
wiod 1auunipecs@siaseaqs
1au-auad@asol ouaiows

woy'|iewd@zanbiew y jepia
wod'jauoulje®1a|8a1zo

wod'joe@s|ppiiuof
wod lewd@d|aajeys
wod aweul@)4aqout

aleN Z4:TT 010Z/82/50
siaAeaq 118yl ev:vT 0T0Z/0€/50
OUBION B3SO TT:EZ 0TOZ/TE/SO

zanbueln “4 [EPIA ZT:0T OT0Z/10/90
13|3817 s1YD 05:¥ 0102/20/90

a|ppu vol 91:8 0102/20/90
M Yeies 05y 010Z/20/90
1e[jiN 14390y 6Z:9T 0102/20/90



05/26/2010 11:11 abigale wool

05/23/2010 16:51 Edna Adams

05/22/2010 15:01 Carol Mortier
05/20/2010 14:40 Jason Kligier

abbewool@charter.net

adams_edna@att.net

cmortier@msn,com
jason kligier@smgov,net

General Comments

Be added to Distribution List
Be added to Distribution List

Access to and from the L.A. River Bike Trail
in North Long Beach at Del Amo Blvd. is
EXTREMEMLY DANGEROUS! Coming from
the West, one has to pass under a dark
freeway underpass riding next to a narrow
walkway with a very high curb. Then, going
upgrade, cross a freeway exit with no stop
sign and poor visibility. Approaching the bike
path from the East is somewhat better, but
exiting and continuing East to the Blue Line
station requires crossing another freeway
ramp and passing through the dark
underpass. If one wants to ride east past the
Metro station, good luck! No bike lanes or
shoulder and lots of trucks.

why can't there be bike lanes made on both
sides of the roads so they have their own
roads? the could be reinforced with heavy
posts, to keep drivers from going into the
bike lanes, especially on mountain roads?

One improvement { would like to see is
DEDICATED hike {anes. | have heen a bike
commuter for over 30 years and there is a
common misconception that a bike lane is
exclusively for bikes. | am constantly
manuvering around buses, trash cans, taxis,
double parked vehicles (to name a few) in
the marked bike lanes. Another suggestion is
to put bike lanes on streets that are not
heavy bus routes (Venice Blvd an example).
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05/20/2010 1015 Kevin Hopps

05/20/2010 8:13 Dan Temianka

05/20/2010 8:05 D. Perez

kevin.hopps@sbcglobal.net

dan,ultra@sbcglobal.net

davidlp33@gmail.com

Be added to Distribution List

General Comments

General Comments

I'm glad to see that there is a Bicycle master
plan. | grew up in the San Fernando Valley
and I'm currently a resident of Valley Village.
I'd love to see more bhike paths in our area as
well as the areas surrounding us. | work at
Warner Bros, and was pleased to see the
addition of a bike lane to Verdugo (only wish
it extended West of Hollywood Way onto
Camarillo and then onto Riverside to Laurel
Canyon.., what a great ride that would be...
especially since Riverside already has a bike
lane starting west of Laurel Canyon),

Many thanks and appreciation for the
resurfacing of the San Gabriel bikepath!
Also, re the bikepath from Whittier Narrows
down to Seal Beach: the sections that pass
beneath the underpasses are dangerous --
sharp turns, dark passages etc, Please
consider adding signage and lighting. Thank
you! DT

The proposed path in North Whittier,
bridging Workman Mill Road to the existing
San Gabriel Creek (SGC) is an excellent
alternative to the path bikers currently have
to take to travel south on the SGC path. It
will also be a safer route considering that
the Valley Blvd entrance to the existing SGC
path requires travelers to ride through high
speed & merging FWY traffic; a very narrow
pedestrian path; and an extremely high curb
that can hit a bikers peddle and throw him
off. | would strongly recommend widening
the sidewalk on the Eastbound side of the
Valley Blvd bridge and making it into a
ped/bike path. Improvement could be
extended to beyond the 605fwy underpass.
Please review location and consider, Thanks.
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05/07/2010 10;20 Lisa Monreal

05/06/2010 15:19 Jose limenez

05/03/2010 14:49 George Miranda

04/20/2010 12:13 Scott Oakley
04/08/2010 14:47 lamie lones
03/25/2010 21:19 Timothy

03/25/2010 17:26 Diane Moss

Imonreal@ci.san-dimas.ca.us

jose.compton@sbcglobal.net

georgemirandajr@gmail.com

scottoakleyla@gmail.com
avjamie@gmail.com
taloranger@gmail.com
diane.moss@mail.house.gov

Be added to Distribution List

General Comments

General Comments

General Comments

Be added to Distribution List
Be added to Distribution List
Be added to Distribution List

Thank you!

Willowbrook California should have a SAFE,
BEAUTIFY, TECHNOLOGICAL ADVANCE bike
routes, Bike routes should be illuminated so
in people would used the bike routes, they
should have a nice landscape so people
would not fear of riding there bikes. Thank
You.

It is my dream to see a bike highway in LA
County, We have incredible highways for
cars, why can't we add on some hike lanes?
It'd be great to see something like that. It
would be separated from the other traffic by
walls to ensure the safety of the bicyclists. [
used to live only 14 miles from work, which
used to take me about 30 minutes by car. |
always wished for a bike highway bc 14
miles is close enough for a bike ride if not for
all the traffic lights, stop signs, and other
vehicles. An open highway would be sweet.
it's just a dream, but maybe one day the
BAC could make it happen.

SEO Services: Get free evaluation of your
website We are interested to increase traffic
to your website, please get back to us in
order to discuss the possibility in further
detail.
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03/21/2010 22:35 C. Adams

03/21/2010 14:13 Marie

nlcanals@aol.com

marie@rassman,com

Study Corridors

General Comments

It would be nice if the bike path north of
Marina del Rey channel connected to the
south side in a more direct and safe manner.
Perhaps realigning it in similar manner as to
what lats of bicyclist do {one non stop loop
riding inside the basin and an roads where
there is no access to coastal paths) would
make more sense. Extending the path from
the Venice pier to the MDR north jetty,
terminating exclusive water access for the
few complexes that do not allow pedestrians
or cyclists at the moment (Mariner's Village
and the stretch between Marina City Club
and the Library) and making the cyclists use
it could end all this bickering and entice
more cyclists to remain in the paths. If they
complain so much about cars and
pedestrians in their way, they should stay
away from walkways and sidewalks as well.
Often enocugh they do not want the
inconvenience of pedaling a few extra feet
to follow the existing bike path. A simple
plan to ride all the way, along the water,
from Palisades to Redondo beach, staying
completely off the roads. How difficult could
that be?

I am thrilled to hear that bike paths will be
enhanced and expanded. | am an avid biker
and live in Marina del Rey. | am always
frustrated that getting around the marina
going south towards Ef Segundo and beyond
is so treacherous and convoluted, Why does
the County atlow Cafe del Rey and the
California Yacht Club on Admiralty Way to
close off the pedestrian/bike path at the
water side forcing walkers or bikers to go up
onto Admiralty Way where there is no bike
path? { would like to receive updates on the
progress of the plans. Thanks, Marie
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03/15/2010 8:58 lisa Green

03/11/2010 15:51 Jon Nahhas

03/11/2010 15;36 lon Nahhas

03/11/2010 9:03 Mary Singaus

lisaaverde@yahoo.com

jnahhas@gmail.com

jnahhas@gmail.com

msingaus@ph.lacounty.gov

Be added to Distribution List

General Comments

Goals

General Comments

More hikeways make sense environmentally
to encourage people to get out of the car,
which reduce harmful GHG emissions,
improve air quality by reducing amount of
damaging particulates. More bikeways make
sense socially to encourage people to
reconnect to nature, which improves quality
of life, emotionally and physically, More
bikeways make sense economically, at the
citizenry and municipality level. Lisa Green
State Assembly 2010 Candidate, 53rd
District Green Party of California
www.votelisagreen.net

The Maps (.PDF} for the Bike Plan on the
"Documents” page should be labeled with
the appropriate area names.

We need to extend the Bike Path from Santa
Monica to the fetty of Marina del Rey. This
requires some collaboration between the
City of Los Angeles and the County. It is
important to construct the County portion
of the Bike Path/Promenade and have the
City of L.A. link from the beach. The Parking
Lots FF, GG, and GR in Marina del Rey need
to be conserved for park and rides,

Thank you for the meeting last evening at
the Marina del Rey Library. Please consider
these two things: a. In remote areas plan to
have a porta potty? b. Arrange with the light
rail to have accomodations for bikes. at
lease some buses seem to be able to
accomodate bicyclists. Thank you for your
kind consideration in these matters; and for
all the work that you are doing to improve
our County! Mary
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03/02/2010 17:35 Joseph Kaylen

03/02/2010 17:33 Joseph Kaylen

02/26/2010 10:43 Parisa Mirzadhegan

jkaylen@hotmail.com

jkaylen@hotmail.com

parisa31@yahoo.com

Bike Facilities (e.g. Bike parking)

Be added to Distribution List

General Comments

Intersection of Rye Canyon Road and The
Old Road (near Santa Clarita) This
intersection is terrible, if you are south
bound on the Old Road taking a left anto
Rye Canyon Road. The light sensor needs to
be adjusted and having a bike lane would be
great. Also, there is no lighting under the I-5
underpass.

loseph Kaylen jkaylen@hotmail.com
217.390.6949 Work ITT Aerospace 28150
Industry Drive Valencia, CA Home 29345 Via
7\:_mm8 Santa Clarita, CA

educate people about bhicycle-commuters. it
seems like some drivers consider cyclers
inconsiderate, inconveniencing, strange
creators. Although, bicycle-commuters are
generally more responsible individuals who
indeed do their share in reducing air
pollution. One way to do this is by initiating
a TV educational campaign for general
public focusing on the following two issues:
1) Bicycle-commuters have the same rights
as drivers. The fact that drivers
disproportionately outnumber cyclers
should not be the reason to overlook this
fact. Bicycle-commuters, like non-cyclers,
participate in all other aspects of life, e.g.,
they hold jobs, go to school, do volunteer
work, pay tax, etc. 2) Bicycle-commuters are
socially and environmentally responsible
individuals who consciously reduce their
carbon footprint and their actions benefit
the whole society, while their health is
affected negatively by drivers. Such
educational campaigns might increase public
awareness about bicycle-commuters which
would result more safety for all cyclers and
potentially increasing the number or cyclers
and ultimately a healthier society for all!
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02/25/2010 18:52 leff Wilson

02/25/2010 10:45 Bill Brock

02/25/2010 10:34 Bill Brock
02/23/2010 21:37 Steve Messer

jeff.wilson@gmail.com

brock6@earthlink.net

brocké@earthlink.net
steve@corbamth,com

General Comments

General Comments

Be added to Distribution List
Be added to Distribution List

Hello, | was not able to attend the Castaic
Bicycle Master Plan meeting but wanted to
offer these recommendations. 1) A Class 2
on-street bike lane should be painted on the
Old Road from Lake Hughes Road in Castaic
to Sierra Highway in the Newhall pass in
both directions, north and South 2) A class 2
on-street bike lane should be painted on
Pico Canyon Blvd from Lyons Avenue to
Stevenson Ranch parkway in both directions,
east to west 3) t don't know if you have
jurisdiction, but it would be wonderful to
have a Class 2 on-street bike {ane on
Highway 126 from Interstate 5 to the County
line in both directions 4) A class 2 on-street
bike lane should be painted on Hasley
Canyon Road, Sloan Canyon Road and
Commerce Center Drive 5) A class 2 on-
street bike lane should be painted on Sierra
Highway north of the City of Santa Clarita to
Acton, if possible | know this is a lot but it
doesn't hurt to ask, Thank you for hosting
these forums and i realty hope you look at
ways to make North County Los Angeles
more rideable, Regards, Jeff Wilson Newhall,
CA

Exactly what is the core objective of the
BMP and what public sector(s) does it wish
to serve? My general understanding is that
the two are not compatible if the core
objective is to encourage bicycle commuting
and the public sector is competitive cycling. |
anticipate more clarity after attending one
of the upcoming public comment meetings.
Where can | get a full copy of the Bicycle
Master Plan? Plus, | would like the statistical
analysis used to support growth of the
master plan.
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02/18/2010 15:03 G James
02/18/2010 8:29 Dorothy Wong
02/02/2010 21:13 John Breault
01/28/2010 10:29 michael omalley
01/26/2010 11:42 David P,
01/26/2010 11:36 Sierra

01/25/2010 20:20 julian katz

01/25/2010 20:02 JOHN JONES Wl

01/25/2010 10:51 Robert Ettleman
01/22/2010 17:39 Beth Steckler

01/21/2010 11:04 David Turner

01/19/2010 13:51 Charly Kemp

geejoejames@att.net
dot@socalcross.org
breaultiii@aol,com
momalley001@gmait,com
davidpulsipher@altaplanning.com
sierra.jenkins@gmail,com

juliank@msn.com

EASTSIDEBIKES@GMAIL.COM

rettleman@parks.lacounty.gov
sbsteckler@gmail.com

dturner66@gmail.com

charly.kemp@gmail.com

General Comments
Be added to Distribution List

Be added to Distribution List
General Comments
Be added to Distribution List

Be added to Distribution List

Bike Facilities (e.g. Bike parking)

Be added to Distribution List
Be added to Distribution List

General Comments

Be added to Distribution List

The old ridge rout is very bike friendly and
much of it isn't used by cars very often, A
very pretty ride, it just needs a few bike type
upgrades! A lot of history is also part of the
rides alure,

test

1 would like to be advised about meetings
and receive minutes of the LA County Bicycle
Advisory Committee,

TO PUT MORE BIKE PATHS ALONG THE 92
STREET LOTS IN GREATER WATTS 90002
AREA.

I work with the County Department of Parks
and Recreation, Trails and Planning Section,
as a Park Planner and am interested in
contributing to the new Bicycle Plan.

I know this has been discussed but | am not
sure what the discussions have led to but
developing the L.A. River Trail throughout
L.A. would open up bike commuting and
create a safe, fast and accessible alternative
to bike routes with cars and traffic signals. |
know some of the L.A. River Trail has been
developed for bike use but that is only a
small portion. t live in Glendalte and work out
in the Valley. | try and ride in as often as |
can depending on my work schedute and the
L.A. River Trail basically connects
Glendale/South Pasadena to the West
Valley, In some instances it might be a
longer commute but with few signals, its
considerably faster and safer. Thanks, David
Avid cyclist and commuter, would like 1o be
added to list. Thank you
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12/04/2009 8:27 Sara Gradwohi

11/24/2009 8;10 Michael Sevier

saragrad@ix.netcom.com

michaelsevier@gmail.com

Generat Comments

General Comments

Please find a way to enforce keeping
pedestrians off the "bikes only" parts of the
bike path, it is unsafe for both the bikers and
the walkers, especially on weekends.
Perhaps have volunteers patrol the most
congested areas reminding people it's for
their own safety to avoid the bike lanes?
Would like to ahve better maps (printed
and/or website) of the bike paths and
shared city streets (ie Marvin Braude Trail).
Please put the trail on the website. On this
map also please put distances between
points, Would also like more places to fock
up bikes near the beach. Thanks for
listening!

Thank you for working to make LA a safer
place to bike, After looking at the
unincorporated areas map, it seems that
those areas are generally safer to bike than
within main LA (i.e, bikers will drive to those
areas for good riding). | use a bike for nearly
all of my commuting around the south bay.
Many routes require research to determine
the best way to get there. Would it be
possible to designate more continuous bike
lanes throughout the south bay and
beyond? With more safe, direct routes |
believe people will feel more encouraged to
bike in our city. Thanks again for your efforts
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County of Los Angeles | Bicycle Master Pian Final PEIR 2 | Comments Received and Responses

Commenter J: City of Pico Rivera (Aguilar)

County of Los Angeles Bicycle Master Plan Draft Program EIR

‘Comment Card
Please uss fhis space fv comment on the County of Los Angeles Bicycle iMaster
Plan Draft Program EIR ]
—when will he Counly provide aresponse fo
wrilen comments 7 { comment Submitted via pal

fomre 0N of Pio Rvers)

Commenter J

Name: CuLlle Oqu;lar E-mait qaqu.t a P@PKD-YTV&H%:T”:;T;
Address: {015 PCIS?DHS Pivd. , Pico Rvera, CH kb0 Gty et

ICF International | 2-75



County of Los Angeles | Bicycle Master Plan Final PEIR 2 | Comments Raceived and Responses

2.3.9 Commenter I: Jon Nahhas

Commenter I

From: Bike Safety {mailta:venicebiepath@qmail.com)
Sent: Monday, September 12, 2011 8:10 AM
To: Yusuf, Abu
Cc: "Nancy Marino'; nutrH g
Subject: RE: Public review meetmg forthe Draﬂ Los Angeles County Bike Plan EIR

Abu,

Thark vou for the notice of this meeting There are sfill some outstanding guestions that shouid be
answeret prior to Thursday's meeting. Would you please review the questions and get back to me as
soan as you can {prior to Thursday):

1} What are the minimum widths of roadways allowed by the State/County. (Singlelane, 2
& 3lanes — as 15 the case on Via Marina in Marina del Rey)?

2) What are the minirum width requirernents for a Class 1, Class 2, and Class 3 bicycle I1-2
lana? i
3) What are the narrowest and widest points of Via Marina in MdR? {1-3

reducing traffic in the Marina to accommodate a safer bike path. Wes that analyses
ever done? If not, could it be done?

5) 1had asked about any studies or analyses concerning tourism (helps with hotel
vacancies -on County tand) in ralation to established bicycle paths (as seen inthe citiesof | 75
Boulder, Portiand, Long Beach, etc.). | was told that it was not done. Wouidn't £his be
valuabie data?

4} Commissioner &ifkin {Small Craft Harbor Comnmission} had asked about an analyses on ‘
I-4

| do have some other concerns but will leave it there for now, Would you plaase try to get back to me as
soOon s you can.

Thanks,

Jon Nahhas

ICF international | 2-72



19300 Merridy St.
Northridge, CA
91324

(818) 349-2929

Mr. Abu Yusuf Oactober 25, 2011
County Bicycle Coordinator

900 South Fremont Ave., 11th Floor,

Alhambra, CA 91803

Dear Mr. Yusuf,

Thank you for telling me about the Nov. 16, 2011 hearing on the Los
Angeles County proposed new Bicycle Master Plan. Because I have poor
vision, I often ride my bicycle in my neighborhood out of necessity not just
for recreation. I'm sorry I won't be able to attend the hearing but I would like
to make a comment.

Unfortunately, over the years some developers and residents have
been allowed to gate off important bike access walks and roads. With few
exceptions, these gates serve only to deprive our citizens of their rights under
our U.S. Constitution. Many of the gates are also illegal under Calif. Vehicle
Code Section 21101.4. The statute requires a finding of "serious, continual
criminal activity” to justify even a temporary closure.

I urge you and your colleagues to work with municipal authorities to
open all of the illegally closed walks and roads. Restoring these rights-of -way
to the general public will help- make our new bikeway plan successful.

I deeply appreciate your efforts to improve bicycle travel in Los Angeles

County.
Slncerely,
tep hen Eaﬂey



Suska, Mateusz (Matt)

From: Yusuf, Abu

Sent: Wednesday. November 02, 2011 8:35 AM
To: Suska, Mateusz (Matt)

Cc: Reyes, Mary

Subject: FW . Bicycle Master Plan

Matt,

Please print out for the RPC public hearing and archive for your records.

----- Original Message-----

From: Tom Joynt [mailto:ohbejoyfill@verizon.net]
Sent: Tuesday, November 81, 2011 8:39 PM

To: Yusuf, Abu

Subject: Bicycle Master Plan

Dear Mr. Yusuf:

I will be unable to attend the public hearing regarding the bicycle master plan for LA
County. Please add my comments and concerns to your public hearing. I live in Elizabeth
Lake and the two communities here are Elizabeth Lake and Lake Hughes. These two communities
have an identified Class III bike route along Elizabeth Lake Road. As I understand the
information, this is the same bike route that was also shown on the 1975 Bike Master Plan.
Therefore, nothing has changed in 36 years. Because our two communities of Elizabeth Lake
and Lake Hughes share the same post office, same school, same fire station, same community
center, and same lake amenities, we are joined but separate and are called "The Lakes Area”.
My recommendation and urging is that a Class II bike lane be put into the new plan for the
approximately four mile stretch of Elizabeth Lake Road that connects our two residential
areas (from Johnson Hill Road to Lake Hughes Road). We have been told by our county
representative that we are essentially a "donor community” and that fact is obvious when one
considers the amount of tax dollars delivered to the county from the lLakes Area for bike
lanes versus the amount of tax dollars spent on a much needed bike lane to join our
communities. The recent Town and Country meetings held by Regional Planning identified by
artist's conception a bike lane on Elizabeth Lake Road near our area. I'd like that vision
to come true since I believe Regional Planning was thinking correctly. MWe have a lot of
bicycle activity on the four mile stretch I described and I urge you to give it the highest
priority. Thanks you for hearing my comments.

Sincerely, Tom Joynt, resident of the Lakes Area, 42650 Cabin Road, 93532 661-724-8737



Yusuf, Abu

From: Raza, Adriana [araza@lacsd.org]

Sent: Wednesday, October 19, 2011 11:22 AM
To: Yusuf, Abu

Subject: County of Los Angeles Bicycle Master Plan
Abu,

As mentioned, | experienced a challenge retrieving the Master Plan online. Per our conversation, 'd like to inform you
am well aware of what a bikeway is and my specific.guestion is regarding any proposed development the plan
addresses that will require construction which may impact any of any of Los Angeles County Sanitation Districts’ trunk
sewers, Piease advise.

Thank you,

Adniana Raza

‘Will Serve Program

Facilities Planning Department

Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County
PO Box 4998, Whittier, CA 90607-4998
(562) 9084288 ext. 2717

(562)695-1874 FAX

email araza@lacsd.org




Yusuf, Abu

From: Coilin Bogart [colin@la-bike.org]

Sent: Thursday, October 20, 2011 11:08 AM
To: Yusuf, Abu

Cc: Suska, Mateusz (Matt), Reyes, Mary
Subject: Re. County Bicycle Plan - Montrose
HI Abu,

Here's the propoesed bikeways map for the Glendale Plan. You'll see that Montrose Ave. is there.

http://www.ci.glendale.ca.us/public works/images/GlendaleBicycleMasterPlan/GlendalePlanProposed100351 1

950px.jpg
Colin

On Thu, Oct 20, 2011 at 7:50 AM, Yusuf, Abu <AYUSUF@dpw.lacounty.gov> wrote:

Ryan.

Do you know if the City of Glendale is considering proposing bike lanes on Montrose in their bike plan?

Thanks

Abu

From: Colin Bogart [mailto:colin@la-bike.org]
Sent: Wednesday, October 19, 2011 5:01 PM
To: Yusuf, Abu

Cc: Suska, Mateusz (Matt); Reyes, Mary
Subject: Re: County Bicycle Plan - Montrose

Okay. Please do keep Montrose in mind since it's not in the plan. My main concern is if the City of Glendale
decides to delete Montrose from their plan because it's not in the County Plan.

Colin

On Wed, Oct 19, 2011 at 3:45 PM, Yusuf, Abu <AYUSUF@dpw.lacounty.gov> wrote:

Colin.



We may have difficulty adding new facilities 1o the Plan at this point. but we will be looking at Montrose to ensure that
we close any gaps between Rosemont and Montrose Lane if the City of Glendale proposes anmy projects within their
jurisdiction.

We had a similar situation when we nstalled the bike lane on Foothill. We had some preliminary discussions with the
City about therr plans and then installed our portion first with the understanding that they would install bike lanes in their
jurisdiction afterwards. 1 would be happy to discuss the feasibility of future bikeways in the area with vou. Ryan or a
representative from the City.

Thanks

Abu

From: Colin Bogart {mailto:colin@la-bike.org]
Sent: Wednesday, October 19, 2011 2:44 PM
To: Yusuf. Abu

Subject: County Bicycle Plan - Montrose

Hi Abuy,

I submitted feedback some time ago regarding the proposed bike map in Montrose/Crescenta Valley and that
you should include a bikeway (bike lanes?) on Montrose Ave. in the County section. I see on the current map
(page 93 of your draft plan) that there's nothing listed for Montrose Ave. Can you still add that? The City of
Glendale BMP is going to include a bikeway on Glendale's section of Montrose. You can see the Glendale map
here: http://www.bikeglendale.org/

Thanks!

Colin Bogart
Program & Campaigns Manager

Los Angeles County Bicycle Coalition



213629-2142

colini@la-bike.org

www.la-bike.org

Colin Bogart

Program & Campaigns Manager

Los Angeles County Bicycle Coalition
213 629-2142

colin@la-bike.org

www.]la-bike.org

Colin Bogart

Program & Campaigns Manager

Los Angeles County Bicycle Coalition
213 629-2142

colin@la-bike.org

www.la-bike.org




Yusuf, Abu

From: Cheryl Kohr [c_kohr@hotmail.com]

Sent: Monday, October 17, 2011 7:55 PM

To: Yusuf, Abu

Subject: RE Update on County of Los Angeles Bicycie Master Plan

please remove from mail fist - thank you.

Cheryl Koehr

Subject: Update on County of Los Angeles Bicycle Master Plan
Date: Mon, 17 Oct 2011 13:34:40 -0700
From: AYUSUF@dpw.lacounty.gov

Dear Bicycle Master Plan Stakeholder,

We are pleased to announce the release of the Final County Bicycle Master Plan (Final Plan). The County of Los Angeles
Regional Planning Commission (Commission) will conduct a public hearing concerning the Final Pian on November 16,
2011. Interested persons will be given an opportunity to testify or submit written comments concerning the Final Plan as
well as the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) that was previously released for public comment.

The Regional Planning Commission public hearing details are as foliows:
Wednesday, November 16, 2011 at 9 a.m.
Hall of Records; Room 150
320 West Temple Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

For additional information regarding this public hearing, please see the attached Notice. The Final Plan and Draft EIR are
available for public review at http://dpw.lacounty.qov/go/bikeplan/. If you have any guestions, or to provide written
comments please contact me.

Sincerely!

Abu Yusuf

County Bikeway Coordinator

900 South Fremont Avenue, 11th Floor
Alhambra, CA 91803

Phone. (626) 458-3940

Fax: (626) 458-3179

Email: ayusuf@dpw.lacounty.gov




Yusuf, Abu

From: Dorrit Ragesine [dragosine@earthiink net]
Sent: Thursday, October 13, 2011 8:00 PM

To: Yusuf, Abu

Subject: Bicycle Master Plan

Dear Mr. Yusuf,

How refreshing to get 2 notice from the county outlining next steps for something truly
ground-breaking in Los Angeles.

Please get the plan in order, make it actionable and bring Los Angeles into the next century.
It is time. My bicycle is ready. I'm ready. The city is ready.

Let’s not let this sit in limbo like the 1975 plan.
Thank you.
Dorrit Ragosine

3855 Fredonia Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90B68



Yusuf, Abu

From: Jean Wall [jeanwali@ymail.com)
Sent: Sunday, October 16, 2011 416 AM
To: Yusuf, Abu

Subject: BIKE TRAIL

MR.YUSUF

WOULD THERE BE A POSSIBILTY FOR THE BIKE TRAIL ON 1AMBERT BE EXTENDED TO AND ON PAST FIRST
AVENUE TO THE LA HARRA LINE PLEASE :CONSIDER JEAN WALL WHITTIER COUNTY COMMUNITY COORDINATING
COUNCIL

11932 TIGRINA AVE

WHITTIER,CALIF 906064 562-943-4271

THANK YOU SIR



Yusuf, Abu

From: Don Moss [d.moss@roadrunner.com)

Sent: Monaay, October 17, 2011 3:07 PM

To: Yusuf, Abu

Subject: Bicycle Master Plan Future Mailings
Hello Abu,

Please add my name 1o the list for future mailings regarding the Bicycle Master Plan. Thank you.

Don Moss, Box 90094, City of industry, CA 91715-0094



Yusuf, Abu

From: Yusuf Abu

Sent: Tuesday, October 18, 2011 2:24 PM

To: ‘Dan Abendschein'

Ce: Reyes, Mary; Abramson, Allan, Matsuoka, Ron, Chon, James
Subject: FW. Update on County of Los Angeles Bicycle Master Plan
Dan,

For discussing the intersections with high collision rates in Altadena, please contact Mr. Ron Matsuoka at (626) 300-
4769. | have copied him in this email.

Thanks!
Abu

From: Dan Abendschein [mailto:dan.abendschein@patch.com]
Sent: Tuesday, October 18, 2011 2:14 PM

To: Yusuf, Abu

Subject: Re: Update on County of Los Angeles Bicycle Master Plan

Hi Abu,

Thanks... 1 am satisfied with #1 and #2. Regarding #3, ves I would like to speak with the Traffic investigators.
1 saw three intersections that had more accidents than the rest so I'd be curious to see if it was just coincidence
or the investigators noticed problems there that were different from other areas. If you could put me in touch

with someone that would be great. Thanks again,

Dan

On Tue, Oct 18, 2011 at 2:10 PM, Yusuf, Abu <AYUSUF @dpw.lacountv.gov> wrote:

Dan.
Thanks for your interest in the County Bicycle Master Plan. Here are the responses to your questions:

1) Eaton Canyon Wash Bike Path between New York Drive to the Rio Hondo Bike Path is cuwrrently estimated at
slightly over $10 million. We plan to start requesting grant funding and partnering with other interested jurisdictions to
start the project design within the next five years. but I do not know have an expected completion date for the project
construction. The project will need an environmental review. and the environmental review and discussion with
stakeholders will take place during the design phase.

2) We have identified the anticipated implementation period for all our projects in Appendix ] of the Plan. According to
the phasing plan. we expect to install the proposed bikeways on Altadena drive in the 2nd phase of our implementation

plan (between 2017 - 2027).

3) We used the Collision statistics available from the State reporting agency (SWITRS) for our Plan. [ can direct you to
our Traffic Investigation people if you had questions about specific intersections in your community.

Sincerely!



Abu

From: Dan Abendschein {mailto:dan.abendschein@patch.com]
Sent: Monday, October 17, 2011 3:50 PM

To: Yusuf, Abu

Subject: Re: Update -on‘County of Los Angeles Bicycle Master Plan

Hi Mr. Yusuf,

I run the Altadena Patch news site and met you a few months back at the Altadena master bike plan meeting,
and 1 have a couple of questions on the plan for you. I just left you a voicemail as well, so we could talk if you
prefer. Basically, here is what 1 am curious about:

1) the Eaton Canyon Wash dedicated bike path - 1 see it 1s listed as one of the top priorities - do you know what
it will cost, and when it could be finished? Would it need further environmental study or discussion from flood
control engineers? Is that discussed at all in the plan?

2) The Altadena bike boulevard - when might this be completed? Does it need further study?

3) Altadena traffic accidents - T saw the stats compiled and was wondering 1if there 1s someone who studied the
data who could tell me a little more about a couple of the intersections - there are three which saw three or more
accidents and 1 was wondering if there was anything in particular problematic about those three.

Thanks for the bike plan info, and please get in touch with me as soon as you can. Cheers,

Dan

On Mon, Oct 17, 2011 at 1:34 PM, Yusuf, Abu <AYUSUF@dpw.lacounty.gov> wrote:

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
BICYCLE MASTER PLAN

Dear Bicycle Master Plan Stakeholder,

We are pleased to announce the release of the Final County Bicycle Master Plan (Final Plan). The County of
Los Angeles Regional Planning Commission (Commission) will conduct a public hearing concerning the Final
Plan on November 16, 2011. Interested persons will be given an opportunity to testify or submit written
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comments concerning the Final Plan as well as the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) that was
previously released for public comment.

The Regional Planning Commission public hearing details are as follows:

Wednesday. November 16, 2011 at 9 am.
Hall of Records; Room 150

320 West Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

For additional information regarding this public hearing, please see the attached Notice The Final Plan and Draft EIR are
available for public review at http://dpw.lacountv.gov/go/bikeplan/. If you have any questions, or to provide
wriften comments please contact me.

Sincerely!

Abu Yusuf
County Bikeway Coordinator
900 South Fremont Avenue, 11th Floor

Alhambra, CA 91803

Phone: (626) 458-3940
Fax: (626) 458-3179

Email: avusuflaydpw.lacountv.gov

Dan Abendschein

Local Editor, Altadena Patch

office: 626-737-0452

cell: 310-339-1008

altadena.patch.com

Facebook: www.facebook.com/AltadenaPatch
Twitter: www . twitter.com/AltadenaPatch




