PROBLEMS WITH A (2-WAY) BIKE PATH ON HARBOR DRIVE 

On Harbor Drive, for years several master lessees in the harbor have been seeking the placement of a bike path on one side of the street to distract from peoples effort to get one through the harbor.   With the impending influence getting a one-sided bike path thru such plan, each consultant has stated that someone else has the details of how this one-sided plan will work.  With my experience I know that something like this will never happen when the details come out.  And I urge you not to be subjected to such things as details later.

Safety.  This proposal is clearly more dangerous than the existing condition and will increase city's liability.  We do not want to see injuries or death as a result of this improvement.  The safety record is pretty good here.  It is mostly an inconvenience problem right now.  Cyclists do ride the wrong way on the west side of the street but we have talked to them on the street and it is a means of avoiding red lights, not a desire to have a path on one side with even much longer red lights.  Both cyclists and drivers are not accustomed to having cyclists move in the opposite direction on one side of the street.  This 2-way cycle track is no safer than improved 1-way cycle tracks on both sides of the street which would be the safest alternative.

Can you just imagine the impacts on the intersection of Portofino way/Beryl alone?  In order to accomplish this a complicated costly signal would need to be purchased.  It would mean cyclists would have a long red light while cars turn every which way and then cars would have a long red light While cyclists are turning each way.   And the extra costs for police enforcement means deferring police from other important safety and crime issues.  This would all result in cyclists being discouraged from even entering Redondo beach and would turn around and go back to the bike path along the beach. 

We are concerned about the significant costly realignment of Harbor Drive and delays from complicated new signals at intersections.  This conflicts with the existing RB Bicycle Masterplan.  The regional masterplan Consultants have determined not to consider it in leaseholder property because they can only look at existing rights of ways eligible for outside funding.   We need to be forthright about what this will costs and the safety implications of this proposal that has not been adequately thought through.  Do not accept a response that we have to wait for consultants.  They will eat up much of that money just to tell you that it will cost that much more for those signals alone.  In fact, we have heard an estimate of $800,000 for this, and according to the masterplan funding estimates do not include the cost of the signals.

The Redondo Beach Marina has been very cooperative in accommodating a bike path near the water in any proposals they have made in the past.  

The CA state highway design manual chapter 1000 and AAHSTO Guidelines for Development of Bike Facilities recommends against development of bike paths adjacent to roads (see the attached with their reasons).  It has never been done in southern California, and I have never seen one anywhere with 3 intersections in a half mile.  We in Redondo do not need to be the first test case to see people injured and face danger.  

And just imagine for a moment a cyclist heading down the hill on beryl/portofino way westbound and making a turn on harbor drive under this proposal.  This is the major east-west route for cyclists.  That cyclist would have to cross busy traffic heading 2 different directions on harbor drive with cars possibly turning each way in order to get to the bike path.  And he-she would have to negotiate other cyclists in the bike path as well or perhaps faster cyclists that may be in the traffic lane anyway to avoid the whole mess.  And not to mention  the dilemma of pedestrians attempting to cross.

2-WAY CYCLE TRACKS AT INTERSECTIONS?

The intersection is the most troublesome component.  If it were just one, we could say that cyclists may want to stop and wait knowing that the path continues without obstructions, but this again is 3 in a half mile.  Each time consultants tell us that they have examples.  They give us the cities, but no street names.  They give is a street name and no intersection.  We have researched on Google earth and zoomed in only to find that it is either one-way or thru no intersections.

Some misconceptions:

Cambridge, MA - Vassar street  MIT campus – no intersections

NYC - 9th ave – one way cycle track

           (Brooklyn) – Prospect ave.  next to a park, no intersections

Portland – Hancock street (one-way)

         Airport Way – sparsely populated – no signalized intersections

Washington, DC –  It has just recently been implemented.  Too soon to tell but they have many complaints of long red lights and cars running into unexpected bikes.  Mostly the pressure to implement these 2-way cycle tracks is from non-cyclists.  This is a large urban flat area with large numbers of cyclists and a city grid.

          15Th st. - mostly one-way, except near the White House with large pedestrian activity

           Penn Ave. - experimental in the center median with large separation and elimination of most turning traffic at intersections

We have contacted the NYC Traffic commissioner and there is no such 2-way cycle track next to a street.  We have called cities of Portland and Seattle with the same response.  We have their bike maps.  We have visitors to those cities that have signed our petition that can also verify this.  There are many proposals and pressure to do something

We all want this to work.  The only way it will work is to remove this part from the masterplan.  To keep it in will mean lacking of public support, complicated implementations and will negatively affect the integrity of the whole process.  It will deter us from having a 1st class path in our harbor like we see in Santa Barbara or Long Beach.  Those are fine.  Lets do it here!  And please lets use our limited funds to improve other areas that need it and improve the class 2 lanes on the street.  Don't just take outside consultants for their word.  Do what is right for the community and safety of cyclists, families, children, motorists, and our budget.

