
105-018



PROPOSED BICYCLE PLAN
The Bicycle Plan is a part of the Circulation
Element of the General Plan of the City of
Los Angeles. It consists of this text and
the accompanying map of route locations.

DEFINITIONS

BICYCLE: As defined by the State
Motor Vehicle Code, a device upon
which any person may ride, propelled
by human power through a belt. chain
or gears, and having either two or
three wheels in a tandem or tricycle
arrangement.

BIKE ROUTE: A general. term to
designate all facilities that explicitly
accommodate bicycle traveL

BIKE PATH: A special pathway
facility for the exclusive use of
bicycles. which is separated from
motor vehicle facilities by space or
a physiCal barrier. A bike path may
be on a portion of a street or highway
right-of-way or on a special right-of­
way not related to a motor vehicle
facility; it may be grade separated or
have street crossings at designated
locations. It is identified with Bike
Route signs and also may have pave­
ment markings.

SHARED ROUTE: A street identified
as a bicycle facility by "Bike Route"
guide signing only. There are no
special lane markings, and bicycle
traffic shares the roadway with motor
vehicles.

BIKE LANE: A lane on the paved
area of a road for preferential use by
bicycles. It is usually located along
the edge of the paved area or between
the parking lane and the first motor
vehicle lane. It is identified by "Bike
Lane ll or IlBike Route ll guide signing.
special lane lines and other pavement
markings. Bicycles have exclusive
use of a bike lane for longitudinal
travel. but must share the facility
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with motor vehicles and pedestrians
crossing it.

CORRIOOR: A proposed general
linear location. The final placement
of a Bike Route may be anywhere
within its boundary. In this plan. the
corridor may extend several hundreds
of feet either side of the location
shown on the map.

REGIONAL SYSTEM: An intercon­
necting arrangement of Bike Routes
that may extend through several
counties and cities to provide
continuity•

BACKBONE SYSTEM: Approx­
imately 300 miles of Bike Routes
throughout the City which provide
basic continuity and which can be
expanded as needed.

CITYWIDE SYSTEM: Approximately
600 miles of Bike Routes including
the Backbone System. extending and
filling in the Backbone System
throughout the City. in accordance
with the objectives of this Plan.

NON-MOTORIZED TRAILS COR­
RIDOR: A multiple use of special
linear rights-of-way for bicycle.
equestrian and hiking trails and
paths.

BIKEWAYS: A generic term in
common usage. designating routes
for bicyclists.

Purposes
USE OF THE PLAN

The purpose of the Bicycle Plan is to
provide a guide to the future development
of a citywide bicycle transportation and



recreation system. The Plan will be used
by the ity Council; the ayor; the City
Planning Commission; the Board of Public
Works; other concerned governmental
agencies; residents, property owners, and
businessmen throughout the ity; and
private organizations concerned with
planning, civic betterment. transportation
and recreation. For the City Council,
the Mayor. the City Plarming Commission
and the Board of Public Works. the
Plan provides a reference to be used in
connection with their actions on various
City development matters as required by
law.

The Ian recognizes the growing needs
of the bicycling public. It encourages the
use of bicycles for personal transportation
as well as for recreation. The intent is
to improve bicycle usage through further
development. including an orderly and
coordinated expansion, of bicycle riding
facilities along with appropriate sup­
porting program.s.

Route locations shown on the Plan Map
are intended to be flexible within several
hundreds of feet on either side of the
position shown on the map and are thus
corridors rather than exact locations. The
Plan establishes criteria for priorities
of development of designated routes, and
for special locations. It is expected that
implementation will be controlled by
demand and by availability of funds. The
Plan will be reviewed periodically and
revised as necessary to accommodate
changing conditions as may be in the best

public interest.

OB] ECTIVES OF THE PLA

1. To make bicycling, for both trans­
portation and recreation a safer
activity.

2. To encourage and facilitate bicycle
riding as an important mode of
personal t ansportation as well as
a pleasant source of outdoor
exercise.

3. To establish policies. guidelines.
standards and criteria to facilitate
the development of a comprehen-
sive bicycle transportation and
recreation system for the City of Los
Angeles.

4. To identify route locations appro­
priate for known and potential bicycle
trip demand within the City.

5. To assure that routes chosen will be
an integral part of the regional and
statewide systems and be compatible
with the routes of neighboring
municipalities where appropriate.

6. To establish criteria on which imple­
mentation priorities can be based,
and identify a Backbone (first
priority) System.

7. To qualify the City of Los Angeles

BICYCLE "CLI NICS", TO PROMOTE SAFETY, RIDING SKI LL AND PROPER BICYCLE MAINTENANCE ARE ENCOURAGED.
THIS ONE WAS STAFFED AND SPONSORED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF RECREATION AND PARKS.
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for State and Federal grants and
other sources of funding for bicycle
systems, plans, programs, route
construction and safety education.

8. To endorse the continual improve­
ment of legislation affecting bicycling
and encourage the effective and
uniform enforcement of these laws.

Policies
FEATURES OF THE PLAN

The Plan proposes a bicycle transporta­
tion system totaling approximately 600
miles in length. The system would be a
dual purpose network serving both
recreational and transportation needs.
Corridors are shown on the accompan~ying
Plan Map. A "backbone" system of
approxi.mately 300 miles total is
proposed. This system includes Bike
Routes completed, in process of design,
or under construction.

To the extent feasible, complete
separation of motor vehicle traffic from
bicycle traffic should be achieved by
making use of off-street rights-of-way,
such as those associated with electric
power transmission, drainage, public land
and abandoned railways. Where the Bike
Route must be in the useable roadway and
the pavement is sufficiently wide, a lane
for the exclusive use of bicycles may be
designated and identified by striping and
signs. Bicycles and motor traffic may
merge at intersections and bus stops.

The proposed system is basically a
grid that can be expanded and / or
extended to serve growing bicycle trip
generators. The grid base is most appro­
priate to serve existing generators such
as educational, employment, shopping,
public service, cultural, recreational,
and other activity centers, and best
accom.modates probable travel patterns
of bicyclists in Los Angeles.

In opening or widening of any City
street, the appropriateness of a Bike
Route should be considered and such
a facility should be included if found
appropriate.
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BICYCLE COMMUTER USING A BUSY CITY STREET
FINDS THAT SKILL AND CAUTION ARE ESSENTIAL.



It is recognized that on City roadways,
bicyclists have essentially the same
privileges and responsibilities as
motorists. However, in the interest of
accident prevention, streets having heavy
traffic volume in a confined space or
streets car rying high speed traffic are
not. in general. designated as Bike
Routes. Alternate routes carrying less
traffic and/ or operating at lower speeds
are so designated.

Bike Routes are designated in locations
which are especially suited for recrea­
tional riding, since the proposed system
is not only a part of the overall transpor­
tation system of the City, but also
provides recreational facilities.

The Plan stresses safety and
convenience. Accident prevention.
through training. education. equipment.
legislation, law enforcement. and Bike
Route design should be of prime
consideration. Competitive events under
controlled conditions should be
encouraged as an important part of safety
training.

To the extent feasible. Bike Routes
should be selected to complement other
present and future transportation modes
such as. but not limited to, the
automobile. car pool. busses. commuter
rail and rapid transit.

Bike Routes should be landscaped
wherever feasible. Landscaping may be
used to emphasize the separation from
motor vehicle traffic and / or from
pedestrian traffic. In addition,
landscaping may be used to Screen
adjacent development. and in general,
provide an attractive appearance as well
as some shade for the riders. Rest areas,
including lockable bicycle parking,
telephone and educational material should
be provided where feasible and
appropriate.

overall traffic control, safety and
convenience.

Programs
The objectives and policies of this Bicycle
Plan suggest a number of continuing
programs. The described actions
require the use of a variety of imple­
mention methods. Continuing citizen
participation (as represented by the
Bicycle Advisory Committee) is
encouraged.

1. Bicycle Education: Proper training
for riders. drivers. and law enforce­
ment people should be prOVided. The
Los Angeles City School District
should expand and continually improve
bicycle safety training classes and
programs. This effort should be
coordinated with other City activities
and similar Regional and State
programs. Competitive bicycle events
should be encouraged as an organized
sport in schools. Private sponsorship
of bicycle safety training sessions
should be encouraged.

2. Safety Analysis: Accident data
should be gathered and evaluated
for needed improvements in training
programs and in the formulation of
safe design standards.

3. Legal Evaluation: Existing laws.
codes and regulations that affect
the bicycle owner/operator should be
studied. The need for rider licensing
should be evaluated. The problem
of bicycle theft should be analyzed,
and methods dev.eloped for minimizing
loss.



CRITERIA

The following general criteria should be
used in the selection of specific Bike
Route locations and in the consideration
of priorities for development:

Bicycle trip demand. based on
observed or estimated and projected
volume. must be sufficiently high to
warrant the costs of development.

Cost vB. available funding is
influenced by the benefit to be gained
from a particular Bike Route. but
generally favors those Bike Routes
that can be put into operation at mini­
mum cost in existing rights-oI-way.
All scheduled street openings and
widenings should be considered in this
evaluation.

Impact on local neighborhoods and on
the City as a whole should be considered.

Safety may best be enhanced by off­
street locations. However. special
treatment may be required where
Bike Paths intersect a street.

Bike Routes should be located so as to
minimize exposure of the bicyclist
to exhaust fumes and excessive noise.

Individual Bike Routes should
represent useable segments of the
total planned Citywide grid system.
This does not preclude local neigh­
borhood route development. to serve
schools for example.

Bike Routes should be continuous
and compatible with the planned
routes of other jurisdictions including
Non-Motorized Trails Corridors. and
with the Regional System.

Development standards for Bike Routes
involve lane or path width, overhead
clearance, Bike Lane designation and lane
separation, maximum grade. length of
grade. signs, lighting. fencing.
materials. workmanship. intersection
design. traffic pattern and traffic control.
No generally accepted set of standards
for the design and construction of Bike
Routes exists. although the State Highway
Design Manual is used where appropriate.
More information is required for the
proper evaluation of those standards which
are in tentative use.

The City should continue to develop a
basic set of standards which will be
consistent with the needs of bicyclists and
the community. Each segment of the
planned system of Bike Routes should have
a specific design suited to local
conditions. with consideration given to
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4. Law Enforcement: The Police
Department should cite bicycle
riders for traffic and code vio­
lations on the same basis as
operators of other vehicles
using the public streets.
Corrective actions should be
appropriate to the age of the
offender and the offense.

5. Design Standards: Safety studies and J
operational data from existing Bike 1
Routes. along with operating
experience from other cities and
countries. should be used to establish
and update Bike Route design
standards. and to develop equipment
and techniques for improvement
of overall traffic control.

6. Priority. Location and Type: A task
force comprised of representatives
of the Bureau of Engineering. Depart­
ment of Traffic. Department of
Recreation and Parks, and the
Planning Department. should be
established. This task force. with
the advice of the Bicycle Advisory
Committee. should recommend
corridor priority. precise location.
and type of Bike Route within each
segment.

7. Publicity and Information: A
publicity program to encourage the
USe of bicycles for personal transpor­
tation. with particular emphasis on
replacing automobile trips. should
be undertaken. This program should
stress the benefits of bicycling. and
cover such lIhow to II items as: carry
packages. equip a bike. prevent
accidents. and prevent theft. Com­
petitive events should be encouraged
when they contribute to the objectives
of this plan through publicity and
safety educati,?n.

8. Implementation: State and Federal
legislation should be continually
monitored to identify and evaluate
those items which have the potential
capability of funding City bicycle
planning. facility design. and con­
struction. Appropriate applications
for funding should be made. Other
appropriate financial aids to Plan
implementation. including private
grants. donations. advertising.
dedications. special use easements,
and manufacturers and sales organiza·
tion sponsorships. should be pursued.
Dedication and improvement of trail
rights-of -way within and adjacent
to land developments may be required.

Rlvisions recommended by the Cit)'wj(le Citizens Bicycle Ad­
visory CommiUee durilzK a reuiew period from jul)' /4 through
October 6. 1975. (HId by the C,ncral PIau Advisory Board on
january 21. and February 18. 1976, halM been included.



THE VENICE BEACH BIKE PATH IS PART OF A SYSTEM
THAT EXTENDS FROM SANTA MONICA TO THE PALOS
VERDES PENINSULA.

CHILDREN CAN LEARN TO BE SAFE BICYCLISTS AT AN
EAR L Y AGE, FOR A LI FETIME OF ENJOYMENT WITH A
BASIC MODE OF TRANSPORTATION.

BIKE PATHS PROVIDE
SEPARATION OF BICYCLES
AND MOTOR VEHICLES.

BICYCLISTS ENJOY THE BI KE PATHS THROUGH
SEPULVEDA RECREATIONAL AREA.
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It is recognized that on City roadways.
bicycUsts have essentially Ule same
privilegu and responaibtllUes os
motonsts. However. in the interest of
acctdent prevention. streets having heavy
trafftc: volume in a c:onfmcd apace or
atreets carryina: high apeed traffic are
not. in general, deaignated as Bike
Routea. Alternate routes carrying leas
trattlc and/or operating at lower speeds
are so deaignated.

Bike Routes are designated In locations
which are especially sUlted for recrea­
tional riding. Stnce the proposed s)'stem
ia not only a part of the ov ran transpor­
tation system of the City. but also
proVides recreallonal faclhtlcS.

The Plan stresses safety and
converuence. Accident prevention.
through trauung. education. QqU1pment.
legislation. law enforcement. and Bike
Route destgn should be of prime
conSideration. Competitive events under
controlled condillons 8hould be
encouraged .a an lmportant part or safety
trainrng.

To the extent feaSIble. Bike Routes
ahould be selected to complement other
present and future transportatton modes
wch as. but not 1J.mned to. the
automobile, car pool. busses. commuter
rail and rapid transit.

Bike Routes should be landscaped
wherever feasible. Landscaptng may be
used to emphasite the separation from
molar vehicle traffic and/or from
pedestrian traffic. In addition.
landscaping may be used to screen
adjacent development. and in general.
provide an attractive appearance as well
as some shade for the riders. Hest areas.
including lockable bicycle parking.
telephone and educational material should
be provided where feasIble CUld
appropriate.

CRITERIA

The rollowing general criteria should be
used in the selection of specific Bike
Route locations and in the consideration
o( priorities for development:

Bicycle trip demand. based on
observed or estimated and prOjected
volume. must be au!£,clenUy high to
warrant the costs of development.

Cost vs. aV&.Llable funding IS
u\nuenced by the benefit to be gamed
(rom a particular Bike Route. but
generally (avors those Bike Routes
that can be put mto operation at mlRl­
mum cost in existing rights-of-way.
All scheduled street openings and
wideninga should be considered in thiS
evaluation.

Impact on local neighborhoods and on
the City as a "'hole should be considered.

Safety may best be enhanced by. off­
street locauons. However. special
treatment may be required where
Btke Paths intersect a street.

Bike Routes should be located 80 as to
mi.nimize exposure of the blCychst
to exhaust (urnes and excessive nOlse.

lndiVldual Bike Routes should
represent useable segments of the
total planned Citywide grid system.
This does not preclude local neigh­
borhood route development. to serve
schools for example.

Bike Routes should be continuous
and compatible With the planned
rout('s of othf'r jUT1sdictlons including

on-Motoriz('d Tr:1Us Corridors. and
with tht> Regional System.

Developmenl slandards (or Bike Routes
mvolve lane or path wtdU1. ovcrhpad
clparanc('. Bike- Lanr d£'slgnatlon and lan("
separation. maximum grad(". ll'ngth o(
grad('. signs. lighting. (("ncing.
mat("rlals. workmanship. Int('rsrctlOn
design. trafflc patt("rn and traffic controL
No generally acce-pt('d set of standardS
(or the d{'s\gn and construcllon or Blkl"
RoulE'S {'xists. although the Stat(' thghway
DeSIgn Manual IS us('d whrre approprlatt>.
More In(ormation IS r('qutred ror the
proper evaluation or those standards which
are in tentative us('.

The City should continue to d.ev('lop a
basic set of standards which will lKo
consist('nt with th(' n('('ds of bicyclists and
the commumty. Each segment o( thE'
plaMed systrm of Bikf.> Rout("s should h3\"e
a Sp<>CUIC df'Osign SUited to local
conditiont-o ..... Ith conSld('ration gtvrn to
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overall trn££ie control. snr('tyand
conv('ni('ncr.

Programs
'fh(' obl('cti\ ('s and pol1ct('s of thiS BicyclE'
Plan 8Ugaf'.llt 3 numbrr of contlnumg
program!!:. Thr d(,8crlbt'd actions
requir(' thf" us(' of II varl('ty of lmph'­
m('ntu:m mf"thods. ContlnUlRjif ntiz('n
JXlrtlc1p3tion (as rf'pr('s('ntf'd by th('
BiCyclE' .Advisory onlmllt('e) IS
rncourag('d.

1. Bicycle Education: Pro~r training
for rld('rs. drwer... ond law ('nforc('­
m('nt pl'Opl(' should b(' provld('d. Th('
Los Ang('l('s City School District
should ('"x~d and C'ontinuaUy unprov('"
bicycl('" sa!('ty training class('"s and
programs. This ("(foM should lKo
coordinat('d with oth('r City aCh,·UleS
and simllar Rt"glonal and Statf'
progr3mt. CompPhtlvr- bicyclr ('"v('nts
should b(' ('ncouraged as an organizC'd
sport in schools. Privat(' Sp?nsorshlp
of blcyclr sarety training SE'ssions
should lKo f'ncourag('d,

2. Safety AnalYSIS: ACCident d.ata
should be gaU1('r('d and t"valuatr-d
(or nc('d{'d improv('ments In training
programs and m th(' (ormulation or
salt" design standards,

3. Ll:'gal Evaluation: Existing laws.
codrs and regulations that aIf('ct
the bicycl(' ownt'r/opt'rator should be
studIed, The nE't'd Cor rid('r lic('nsing
should b(' rvnluatt'd. The probl('m
of bicycl(' th('ft should \xo nnalyzPd.
and m('thods devrloped for minimizing
loss,

4. Law Enforcement: The Police
Department should cite bicycle
riders for trarnc and code vio­
lations on the same basis as
operators of other vehicles
using the public streets.
Corrective actions should be
appropriate to the age of the
offender and the offense.

5, Design Standards: Sa!ety studies and
oJ}('rationa1 data rrom ('xisting Bike
Routes. along with operating
experlenc(' (rom other cIties and
countri('8. should be USE'd to ('stablish
and updat(' Bike Rout{' design
standards. and to drvelop rquipm('nl
and tt'chniqucs for improv('m('nt
of overall tra!Hc control.

6. Priority. Location and Type' A task
force comprISed of rppres{'ntatives
of tht" Bureau or Engineering. Oepart­
m('nt o( Tra£flc. [)(oopartm('nt o(
Recr('aHon and Parks. and the
PlaMing Departm('nt. should be
estab1J.sh('d. This task (orc('. with
th(' advice or the Blcycl(' Advisory
Committee. should rt"commt'nd
corridor priority. precis{' location.
and type of Bike Route within each
segment.

7. PubliCity and Information: A
publicity program to encourage the
use of bicycl('s for pprsonal transpor­
tation. with partlC'ular ('mphasis on
rrplacLng automobilt' trips. should
be undrrtakC'n. ThiB program should
gtr('ss the brneCits of bicycling. and
cover such ''how to" it('ms as: carry
packages. ('quip a bike. prevent
accldrnts. and prrv('nl tht'rt. Com­
p('hHv(' ('v('nts should be C'ncourag('d
when thE'y conlrtbut(' to the objectives
of this plan through publtclty and
saf{'ly education.

8. Implcmt'nlallon: Stat(' and Fed('r3l
legislation should b(' continually
monitorrd to Identify and evaluate
thos£' it('ms whlC'h have- th£' potential
cap3bi1ity or funding City blcydt'
planning. facility d£'sign. and con­
struction. Appropriate applications
for runding should b(" madr. Oth('r
appropriatr financial aids to Pilln
implem('ntallon. l.neludU1g privnl('
grants. don3tions. advt'rlising.
dC'dieahons. sp('clal USf" {'ast'mt'nls.
and manuractur('r~ and sail'S organiza­
tion sponsorships. hould bl' pursurd.
DE'dication and Improv('m('nt or trau
nghts-o(-way "'Ithm and adJacrnt
to land d('vrlopm('nts may br rrqUl rrd.
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LOCATIONS SHOWN ARE CORRIDORS CONSIDERED TO BE HUNDREDS OF FEET WIDE
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