DRAFT
Summary Notes
CALIFORNIA BICYCLE ADVISORY COMMITTEE
August 2, 2012 10:00AM to 3:00PM
Room 513, 5th Floor
Veterans Affairs Building
1227 O Street, Sacramento, CA  95814

Members Present:  (Includes teleconference attendees)
Alan Wachtel, CBAC Chair – California Association of Bicycling Organizations (CABO)
Jim Baross - San Diego County Bicycle Coalition
Jim Brown - California Bicycle Coalition
Penny Gray - Executive Secretary to CBAC – Caltrans Bicycle Facilities Unit
Scott Loso – California Highway Patrol
Dan Klinker – California State Association of Counties
Sean Co, San Francisco Bay Area Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC)
Lynne Goldsmith -   Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Michelle Mowery – City of Los Angeles and League of CA Cities Representative

Members  Absent:
Marie Haddad - California State Automobile Association
Jeffrey Rosenthal – California Department of Public Health (note: Jeffrey has accepted another position within the Department of Public Health.  A replacement will be named soon.)
Hamid Bahadori – Automobile Club of Southern California
Others Present: (includes Teleconference attendees, but is not an exhaustive list:
Dan Gutierrez – Consultant
John Cinatl - retired Caltrans
Brett Hondorp – Alta Planning & Design
Alan Forkosh – California Association of Bicycling Organizations
Ann Mahaney – Caltrans D03, 
Deborah Lynch – Caltrans
Nicholas Don Paladino – Fresno Cycling Club
Bob Smith – Bike Bakersfield
Marie Schelling - California Highway Patrol
Matt Ramsey – California Highway Patrol
Michelle DeRobertis - Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority
Pedro Ramirez –Caltrans D06
Maggie O’Mara - Caltrans, Division of Design
Roberta McLaughlin - Caltrans, Traffic Ops, CA-MUTCD
Robert Shanteau – Consulting Traffic Engineer
James P Day – Caltrans D03
Romeo Estrella – Caltrans D12
Tim Craggs – Caltrans Design
Ty Polastri – Lake Tahoe Bicycle Coalition
Seth Cutter – Caltrans D11
David Takemoto-Weerks – UC Davis
Alana Hitchcock – Caltrans Complete Streets
Steve Bonrepos – StanCOG Bike/Ped Advisory Committee
Richard Franz – D09
Alyssa Shrum – Caltrans Complete Streets
Allison Horton - Public 
Beth Thomas – D04
1.  Welcome, Introductions, and  Announcements
Alan Wachtel, Chairman, welcomed all participants to the meeting and requested input for new items not currently on the agenda as well as requests to take items out of order.

Steve Bonrepos from Stanislaus County gave an update on the Virginia Corridor (Rails to Trails) along with a summary report of an online survey by StanCOG.  The survey was designed and implemented by the StanCOG Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee.  Please refer to handouts. 

2. Review and Approval of Previous, Meeting Notes
Alan Wachtel asked for a motion to approve the previous Meeting Minutes and Jim Baross 2nd the approval, adopted as corrected.  The corrections were the following:  
· Kevin Herritt pointed out that the 5-7-12 HDM updated this subject matter which was added to the CBAC Meeting Minutes afterwards (see yellow highlighted 
below):
· Should members be in attendance or no quorum is needed, just need the members present in person or on the phone for a majority vote?  There is a need for more discussion on this issue next meeting.
· Please refer to handouts.

3. District Reports – FYI
Seth Cutter from District 11 stated that the I15 path between Adams Ave. and Camino del Rio South in the City of San Diego is waiting for information from the City as the design is incomplete.  SR15 path will end up with environmental clearance and 95% design and still needs to obtain funding for construction.  There are remaining issues for designing operation of the turns at the two intersections.  Jim Baross offered to work with the City of San Diego.

4. New Business
a. Transportation Concept Reports Guidelines – Continuation from Prior Meeting – Tracey Frost
            The draft Transportation Concept Reports from the Caltrans Planning Department now   
            provide information on corridors for all modes of transportation, including a bicycle
            concept.  There is a draft of the Transportation Concept Reports on the Caltrans Planning
            internet site along with the guidelines.  On August 16, 2012 the Transportation Planning   
            Group will meet with the Traffic Operations Pedestrian Group to discuss this draft.  If 
anyone has comments or suggestions please submit them to Penny Gray who will collate them for Tracey.                                    

b. CBAC moved to review and recommendations processes required for Caltrans staff (timelines for review of standards, guidelines, and other documents) – Jim Baross
Jim Baross stated there is a need for more time in order to review proposals comprehensively and extensively.  Please see attached handout for a suggested schedules and deadlines.  Jim also suggested action items listed in the agenda should state whether they are for discussion versus decision items.  This issue is to enforce a schedule and meet deadlines.  Some of the proposals the CBAC Members voiced their concerns on not having sufficient time for reviews were:  the Main Street Guide, round-abouts, HDM’s minimum change of speed from 25 to 20 miles per hour, bicyclists must ride to the far right side of the roadway, rumble strips minimum design and speed on bike paths.  Jim Baross stated also that if the Committee is expected to take action then a minimum of three weeks should be allowed for the review.  Jim Baross proposed a motion for a target goal of three weeks for review of proposals or issues.  Late items can be added for discussion only if appropriate. Michelle Mowery 2nd the motion along with the amendment.  The motion carried with a unanimous vote.  The Committee asked that the requested deadline recommendations be forwarded through appropriate department channels.  

c.  Construction Evaluated Program Flowchart for Experimental Bicycle Facilities on Local Roads – Tim Craggs, Division of Design
Please refer to handouts.
These are design features that do not dictate how or which features allow more flexibility.  The concept is for experimental design for local roads for bicycle facilities only and would be supported by the cities / counties and prepared by a licensed Engineer.  The question was raised as to how the cities / counties will gather and report information such as performance measures back to Caltrans.  The proposed committee will approve the proposed work plan for the city / county.  The city / county will present a final report to the committee for review.  The committee will then recommend to Caltrans whether this experiment should be included in the HDM.   Alan Wachtel stated geometric design and signage would need to be addressed.  Another concern would be the effects before, during and after the concepts are implemented.  Tim Craggs noted the recommendation by Lynn Goldsmith of adding a CBC member to the committee.  The Legislative bill AB 819 would allow experimental processes although Caltrans should make the final decision.  Jim Baross suggested that Caltrans should develop a procedure to provide consistency for safety.  Michelle Mowery made a motion the requests need to come back through CBAC for this Draft Flowchart for Experimental Bicycle Facilities and Jim Brown second the motion.  There was additional discussion on having more flexibility in standards or best practices.  The Caltran’s Design Division will move forward with this whether or not the Legislatures passes AB 819.  Tim Cragg was thanked by CBAC members for putting the flowchart together.  The “concept” was approved by the committee unanimously.  CBAC approved the motion to approve this experimental process. Based on the “Department Decision Document” which created CBAC, and the recently created CBAC charter, CBAC should be involved with design, operation, maintenance of facilities and traffic controls where ever bicycling is not prohibited.


d. State Route 1 Pacific Coast Highway Bike Route Improvements, PM  55.001/62.867    (Malibu) – Roberta McLaughlin

Please refer to handouts.
Roberta McLaughlin was concerned over how to treat intersections, driveways, what is the best way to stripe, concerns with cars and missing buffers and whether or not creative or experimental designs are allowed by the CAMUTCD.  There were also concerns over marked areas with driveways and whether or not to cross over the solid lines.  Please refer to handouts.   See the difference with buffers and striping regarding areas with parking or no parking, door protection, etc.  Two foot buffers should be used due to high speed traffic.  Striping is used for knowledge of what bicyclists and motorists can and cannot do.  Michelle Mowery stated broken striping should be used where there are driveways or when to cross for parking. Please refer to handouts.
Alan Wachtel stated there needs to be education on how to merge or crossover solid double striping on roadways for motorists and bicyclists.  Alan also brought up Portland’s examples and interpretation of using buffered lanes.  These can be found on the City of Portland’s website.  There was additional discussion on the need to differentiate between diamond lanes, skip striping, channelization, diagonal dashing versus chevrons.  There was a lot of confusion on these issues.  Maggie O’Mara expressed three concerns:  1) need legal opinion whether it was legal to cross a channelization island or so called “Buffered bike lanes”, 2) experiment – what it means or doesn’t mean and 3) behavior regarding pedestrians, bicyclists and motorists.    Also there is a reference to buffered guidelines in AASHTO.  A committee has been formed to address all the issues above.  The committee members are:  Dan Gutierrez, Jim Brown, John Cinatl, Brian Jones, Allan Thompson, Dale Benson, and Roberta McLaughlin.  Penny Gray will provide names and emails to Roberta McLaughlin so she can set up a time for the committee to meet.

e.  CBAC 20 Year Anniversary Celebratory Meeting, Offer from David Takemoto-Weerks to hold at US Bicycling Hall of Fame in Davis, Other Suggestions – Penny Gray
There will be a CBAC meeting at the UC Davis Bicycling Hall of Fame on October 4, 2012.  Then a tour of the Bicycling Museum will be conducted.  Also a bicycle tour of the standard best and worst cycling examples on the campus and around the City of Davis.  Bicycles and other needed equipment such as helmets will be provided for those that need them.  There are many restaurants nearby to break for lunch.  Jim Baross will work with David on a cake for desert.  The UC Davis Bicycling Hall of Fame accommodates up to 70 people.  The Caltrans Director, Malcolm Daugherty will also be invited along with former members of CBAC.  Alan Wachtel motioned for all in favor.  The celebration events and location were approved unanimously. 



f. Changes to the Caltrans Bicycle Facilities Unit – Penny Gray 
Penny Gray will retire as of October 31, 2012.  Penny stated should would like to formalize the CBAC Committee and she will set up the 2012-13 meetings for the next year.  By the next meeting to be held at UC Davis on October 4, 2012, Penny will have a list of tasks, joint Design and Traffic Opps that CBAC Members can assist with in her absence.

The next “Think Tank” meeting will take place on August 27, 2012, with Maggie O’Mara, Michelle Mowery, and Jim Baross attending.  The following issues will be discussed:
Bike corrals, on street parking and Caltrans policy on freeways and bicycles.      
5.  Legislative Update – Jim Brown
1st Bill – SB 1464
Topic:  Vehicles:  bicycles:  3 foot passing distance.  Last amended date was 8/6/2012.  This bill was introduced by Senator Lowenthal and states that (as amended), “Under existing law, a driver of a vehicle overtaking another vehicle or a bicycle proceeding in the same direction is required to pass to the left at a safe distance without interfering with the safe operation of the overtaken vehicle or bicycle, subject to certain limitations and exceptions.  A violation of this provision is an infraction punishable by a fine not exceeding $100 for a first conviction, and up to a $250 fine for a 3rd and subsequent conviction occurring within one year of 2 or more prior infractions.”
 
“SECTION 1. 21460.  (a)  If double parallel solid yellow lines are in place a person driving a vehicle shall not drive to the left of those lines, except as permitted in this section.”

“SECTION 2. 21750.  Section 21750 of the Vehicle Code is amended to read:  The driver of a vehicle overtaking another vehicle proceeding in the same direction shall pass to the left at a safe distance without interfering with the safe operation of the overtaken vehicle, subject to the limitations and exceptions set forth in this article.”

“SECTION 3.21750.1.  Section 21750.1 is added to the Vehicle Code, to read:  (a) This section shall be known and may be cited as the “Three Feet for Safety Act.”

This bill will be heard in the ASM Appropriations next on 8/16/2012.

2nd Bill – AB 819
Topic:  Bikeways:  “An act to amend section 891 of, and to add and repeal Section 891.1 of, the Streets and Highways Code, relating to bikeways.”
“This bill would require the department to establish, by January 1, 2013, procedures for cities, counties, and local agencies to be granted exceptions from the requirement to use those criteria and specifications for purposes of research, experimentation, testing, evaluation, or verification.  The bill would require the department, by April 1, 2014, to report to the transportation policy committees of both houses of the Legislature the steps that the department has taken during the 2013 calendar year to implement those requirements, including, but not limited to, information regarding requests received and granted by the department for those exceptions, and the reasons the department rejected any requests for those exceptions.”

This bill went to the Senate for a vote on 8/6/2012 and passed.

3rd Bill – SB 1380
Topic:  Environmental Quality:  California Environment  
Act:  bicycle transportation plan
“This bill, until January 1, 2018, would exempt from CEQA a bicycle transportation plan for an urbanized area, as specified, and would also require a local agency or person, who determines that the bicycle transportation plan is exempt under this provision and approves or determines to carry out that project, to file notice of the determination with the OPR.  This bill would require OPR to post specified information on its Internet Web site, as prescribed.”

“SECTION 1. 21080.20.  Section 21080.20 is added to the Public Resources Code, to read:  21080.20.  (a)  this division does not apply to a bicycle transportation plan prepared pursuant to Section 891.2 of the Streets and Highway code for an urbanized area for restriping of streets and highways, bicycle parking and storage, signal timing to improve street and highway intersection operations, and related signage for bicycles, pedestrians, and vehicles.”

“SECTION 3.21152.1.  Section 21152.1 is added to the Public Resources Code, to read:  21152.1.  (a)  When a local agency determines that a project is not subject to this division pursuant to Section 21159.22, 21159.23, or 21159.24, and it approves or determines to carry out that project, the local agency or the person specified in subdivision (b) or (c) of Section 21065 shall file notice of the determination with the Office of Planning and Research.”

This bill is now in ASM Appropriations and will be heard on 8/16/2012.

4rth Bill – SB 2245
Topic:  Environmental quality:  California Environment Quality
Act:  exemption:  bicycle lanes
“AB 2245, as amended, Smyth.  Environmental quality:  California Environmental Quality Act:  exemption: bikeways bicycle lanes.”
“This bill would, until January 1, 2018, exempt from CEQA the restriping of streets and highways for bicycle lanes in an urbanized area that is consistent with a prepared bicycle transportation plan.  A lead agency would be required to take specified actions with regard to making an assessment of traffic and safety impact and holding hearings before determining a project is exempt.  The bill would require a state agency, that determines that a project is exempt under this provision, and approves or determines to carry out that project, to file a notice of the determination with OPR.  The bill would require a local agency, that determines that a project is exempt under this provision, and approves or determines to carry out that project, to file a notice of determination with OPR and the county clerk in the county in which the project is located.”  

This bill is now in the Senate with a hearing date of 8/13/2012.

Jim Brown stated there is no or little opposition to any of these bills.

6.  Topics for Next Meeting/Additional Items/Adjourn
A)  The draft CBAC Charter will need to be approved by our Division Chief, Deputies and the Caltrans’s Director.  Penny Gray volunteered to work on the approval and provide an update as to whether this will be an agreement or a Deputy Directive.
B) CBAC would like to see CTCDC Charter use the language in retransmitted charter to Director.  This is how CT meets its obligations / requirements to consult with cities and counties, conditions of the vehicle code. Penny Gray can provide this claus with the submittal of the draft CBAC Charter.  
C) Items for next meeting will be decisions to be included at the next CBAC meeting on tasks that can be divided up in Penny’s absence.  
THE NEXT MEETING WILL BE ON OCTOBER 4, 2012, AT UC DAVIS BICYCLE HALL OF FAME FOR THE 20TH CBAC ANNIVERSARY CELEBRATION!!!





 
                  
              
             

      









